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ALMOST COMPLEX TORUS MANIFOLDS - GRAPHS,

HIRZEBRUCH GENERA, AND PROBLEM OF PETRIE

TYPE

DONGHOON JANG

Abstract. Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on a 2n-dimensional com-
pact connected almost complex manifold M with isolated fixed points.
As for circle actions, we show that there exists a (directed labeled) multi-
graph that encodes weights at the fixed points of M . This includes the
notion of a GKM graph as a special case that weights at each fixed point
are pairwise linearly independent. If in addition k = n, i.e., M is an
almost complex torus manifold, the multigraph is a graph; it has no
multiple edges.

We show that the Hirzebruch χy-genus χy(M) =
∑n

i=0 ai(M) · (−y)i

of an almost complex torus manifold M satisfies ai(M) > 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤

n. In particular, the Todd genus of M is positive and there are at least
n+ 1 fixed points.

Petrie’s conjecture asserts that if a homotopy CPn admits a non-
trivial circle action, its Pontryagin class agrees with that of CPn. Petrie
proved this conjecture if instead it admits a Tn-action. We prove that if
a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus manifold M only shares the Eu-
ler number with the complex projective space CPn, an associated graph
agrees with that of a linear Tn-action on CPn; consequently M has the
same weights at the fixed points, Chern numbers, equivariant cobor-
dism class, Hirzebruch χy-genus, Todd genus, and signature as CPn. If
furthermore M is equivariantly formal, the equivariant cohomology and
the Chern classes of M and CPn also agree.
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1. Introduction and statements of main results

An almost complex manifold is a manifold M with a bundle map
J : TM → TM , called an almost complex structure, which restricts to
a linear complex structure on each tangent space. A unitary manifold

(also called a stable complex manifold or a weakly almost complex

manifold) is a manifold M with a complex structure J , called a unitary

structure (also called a stable complex structure or a weakly almost

complex structure), on the vector bundle TM⊕Rk for some non-negative

integer k, where Rk denotes the k-dimensional trivial bundle over M . Every
complex manifold is almost complex, and every symplectic manifold admits
a compatible almost complex structure.

Let M be a 2n-dimensional unitary manifold. Let a k-dimensional torus
T k act on M . Throughout this paper, any group action on a unitary (almost
complex) manifold is assumed to preserve the unitary (almost complex)
structure, that is, dg ◦ J = J ◦ dg for all elements g of the group. Let F
be a fixed component of the action. Let dimF = 2m and let p be a point
in F . The normal space NpF of N at p decomposes into the sum of n−m
complex 1-dimensional vector spaces L1, · · · , Ln−m, where on each Li the
torus T k acts by multiplication by gwp,i for all g ∈ T k, for some non-zero
element wp,i of Z

k, 1 ≤ i ≤ n−m. These elements wp,1, · · · , wp,n−m are the
same for all p ∈ F and called weights of F .

For a circle action on a compact almost complex manifoldM with isolated
fixed points, there exists a multigraph which encodes weights at the fixed
points of M (see for instance [GS], [JT]), and it is useful to consider such
a multigraph to study an almost complex S1-manifold with isolated fixed
points. In this paper, we show that as for circle actions, for a torus action
there also is a multigraph encoding the fixed point data of a manifold. We
first generalize the notion of a multigraph for a circle action to that for a
torus action.

Definition 1.1. A labeled directed k-multigraph Γ is a set V of vertices,
a set E of edges, maps i : E → V and t : E → V giving the initial and
terminal vertices of each edge, and a map w : E → Zk (N+ if k = 1) giving
the label of each edge.

Let w = (w1, · · · , wk) be an element in Zk. By kerw we shall mean the
subgroup of T k whose elements fix w. That is,

kerw = {g = (g1, · · · , gk) ∈ T k ⊂ Ck | gw := gw1
1 · · · gwk

k = 1}.

For an action of a group G on a manifold M , we denote its fixed point set
by MG, i.e., MG = {m ∈ M | g ·m = m,∀g ∈ G}.

Definition 1.2. Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on a compact almost com-
plex manifold M with isolated fixed points. We say that a (labeled directed
k-)multigraph Γ = (V,E) describes M if the following hold:
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(i) The vertex set V is equal to the fixed point set MT k
.

(ii) The multiset of the weights at p is {w(e) | i(e) = p}∪{−w(e) | t(e) = p}

for all p ∈ MT k
.

(iii) For each edge e, the two endpoints i(e) and t(e) are in the same com-

ponent of the isotropy submanifold Mkerw(e).

Definition 1.2 means that for an edge e, a fixed point i(e) has weight w(e)
and a fixed point t(e) has weight −w(e).

Proposition 1.3. (Proposition 2.2) Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on a
compact almost complex manifold M with isolated fixed points. There exists
a (labeled directed k-)multigraph Γ describing M that has no self-loops.

For an action of a k-dimensional torus T k on a manifold M , the equi-

variant cohomology of M is

H∗
T k(M) = H∗(M ×T k ET k),

where ET k is a contractible space on which T k acts freely.
Let M be a compact almost complex manifold equipped with an action

of a torus T k that has isolated fixed points. If weights at each fixed point
are pairwise linearly independent, such a manifold is called an (almost com-
plex) GKM manifold, and a labeled multigraph so called a GKM graph
is associated [GKM]. The GKM graph enables us to compute the (equi-
variant) cohomology of a given GKM manifold if furthermore the action is
equivariantly formal; the map ι∗ : H∗

T k(M) → H∗(M) is surjective. Some
papers include equivariant formality in the definition of a GKM manifold
(e.g. [GW], [Ku]), while the others add the assumption separately (e.g.
[GKZ], [GZ]). We note that if M satisfies the GKM condition that weights
at each fixed point are pairwise linearly independent, our multigraph is a
GKM graph (forgetting the direction of each edge), and hence our notion
of a multigraph generalizes the notion of a GKM graph to a general torus
action with isolated fixed points; see Corollary 2.4.

An almost complex torus manifold is a 2n-dimensional compact con-
nected almost complex manifold equipped with an effective T n-action that
has fixed points. Because the dimension of the torus is the half of the di-
mension of a manifold and there are fixed points, there are only finitely
many fixed points. For an almost complex torus manifold, we show that a
multigraph describing it is a graph; it has no multiple edges.

Proposition 1.4. (Proposition 2.9) Let M be an almost complex torus man-
ifold. Then there is a graph describing M that has no self-loops. In other
words, there is a multigraph describing M that has no multiple edges and no
self-loops.

Geometrically, this means that given a 2n-dimensional almost complex
torus manifold, at each fixed point p there are n 2-spheres equipped with
rotations (restrictions of the T n-action on the manifold to these 2-spheres),
all of which have p as one common fixed point, but no two of them share other
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fixed point; see Proposition 2.10. Proposition 1.4 implies that a (multi)graph
describing a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus manifold has at least n+1
vertices, hence we obtain a lower bound on the number of fixed points.

Corollary 1.5. Let M be an almost complex torus manifold. Then there
are at least 1

2 dimM + 1 fixed points.

The bound in Corollary 1.5 is sharp; an effective linear T n-action on CPn

has n + 1 fixed points; see Example 1.12. If T n acts effectivaly on a 2n-
dimensional compact unitary manifold M and M does not bound a unitary
manifold equivariantly, Darby proved that there are at least n + 1 fixed
points, using equivariant complex bordism theory [Da].

For a torus action on a compact manifold M , the Euler number of M is
equal to the sum of the Euler numbers of its fixed components [Kob]. Since
an almost complex torus manifold has only isolated fixed points and the
Euler number of a point is 1, we also obtain a lower bound on the Euler
number. Masuda also obtained this lower bound by using the theory of
multi-fans [Ma2].

Corollary 1.6. Let M be an almost complex torus manifold. Then its Euler
number is at least 1

2 dimM + 1.

For a compact almost complex manifold, the Hirzebruch χy-genus is

the genus of the power series x(1+ye−x(1+y))

1−e−x(1+y) , and theTodd genus is the genus

of the power series x
1−e−x ; the power series for the Todd genus is obtained

by taking y = 0 in the power series for the Hirzebruch χy-genus. Denote
by χy(M) the Hirzebruch χy-genus of M . The Hirzebruch χy-genus of M
contains three topological information; the Euler number (when y = −1),
the Todd genus (when y = 0), and the signature (when y = 1) of M .

Let M be a 2n-dimensional compact almost complex manifold. Let
χy(M) =

∑n
i=0 ai(M) · (−y)i denote the Hirzebruch χy-genus χy(M) of

M , for some integers ai(M), 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Note that the standard conven-
tion is χy(M) =

∑n
i=0 χ

i(M) · yi; hence ai(M) = (−1)iχi(M). We shall
use the coefficients ai(M) so that statements and proofs become clearer. In
this convention, if a torus acts on M with isolated fixed points, each fixed
point contributes some ai(M) by +1. If we use χi(M) then there is a sign
issue that each isolated fixed point contributes χi(M) by (−1)i for some i.
As noted above, the Todd genus Todd(M) of M is equal to the Hirzebruch
χy-genus of M evaluated at y = 0, that is, Todd(M) = χ0(M) = a0(M).
In [Ma2], Masuda proved that the Todd genus of an almost complex torus
manifold is positive. In this paper, we prove that in fact all coefficients
ai(M) of the Hirzebruch χy-genus of an almost complex torus manifold M
are positive.

Theorem 1.7. (Theorem 3.3) Let M be a 2n-dimensional almost com-
plex torus manifold. Then ai(M) > 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, where χy(M) =∑n

i=0 ai(M) · (−y)i is the Hirzebruch χy-genus of M . In particular, the
Todd genus of M is positive.
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The conclusion of Theorem 1.7 is optimal in a sense that we cannot weaken
any condition. If we decrease the dimension of a torus acting on M or if
we weaken almost complex structure to unitary structure, the conclusion of
Theorem 1.7 need hot hold; see the end of Section 3.

One may ask if there exists an almost complex torus manifold with min-
imal Hirzebruch χy-genus, i.e., a manifold M such that ai(M) is precisely
1 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n. The complex projective space CPn is such a mani-
fold; it admits an effective action of T n with n + 1 fixed points and hence
is an (almost) complex torus manifold. The Hirzebruch χy-genus of CP

n is
χy(CP

n) =
∑n

i=0(−y)i = 1 − y + y2 + · · · + (−y)n and hence ai(CP
n) = 1

for 0 ≤ i ≤ n.
Note that for any positive integer k and for any integer n > 1, Masuda

constructed a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus manifold M whose Todd
genus is k [Ma2]. If n = 1, then M must be the 2-sphere S2 and its Todd
genus is 1.

For an almost complex torus manifold M , each fixed point p contributes
some ai(M) by 1 and hence

∑n
i=0 ai(M) is equal to the total number of

fixed points. Since ai(M) > 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, Corollary 1.5 also follows from
Theorem 1.7.

Finally, we discuss a problem of Petrie type for almost complex torus
manifolds. Petrie conjectured that if a homotopy CPn admits a non-trivial
S1-action, then it has the same Pontryagin class as CPn.

Conjecture 1.8 (Petrie’s conjecture). [P1] Let M be a 2n-dimensional
compact oriented manifold which is homotopy equivalent to the complex pro-
jective space CPn. If M admits a non-trivial S1-action, the total Pontryagin
class of M agrees with that of CPn.

A weak version of the conjecture adds an assumption that the action on
M has isolated fixed points. While the Petrie’s conjecture remains open in
its full generality, there are many partial or related results. Petrie proved
the conjecture if a homotopy CPn admits an action of the torus T n instead
of an S1-action [P2]. Dejter confirmed the Petrie’s conjecture in dimension
up to 6 [De], Musin confirmed it in dimension up to 8 [Mu], and James
confirmed in dimension 8 [Jam]. Dessai and Wilking reduced the dimension
of a torus acting on a manifold by showing that the conclusion of the Petrie’s
conjecture holds if a homotopy CPn admits a T k-action with 2n ≤ 8k − 4
[DW].

The Petrie’s conjecture can be thought of as a particular case of the
following question.

Question 1.9. If a manifold equipped with a group action (torus action)
shares some information with CPn, then what other information does the
manifold share with CPn?

For instance, Tsukada and Washiyama [TW] and Masuda [Ma1] proved
that the conclusion of the Petrie’s conjecture holds if a compact oriented
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S1-manifold with the same cohomology as CPn has three or four fixed com-
ponents, respectively. Hattori proved the Petrie’s conjecture under an as-
sumption that a compact unitary manifold has the same cohomology of CPn

with first Chern class (n+1)x and admits an S1-action [H1]. Tolman asked a
symplectic analogue of the Petrie’s conjecture that, if a compact symplectic
manifold M with H2i(M ;R) ∼= H2i(CPn;R) for all i admits a Hamiltonian
S1-action, then Hj(M ;Z) ∼= Hj(CPn;Z) for all j [T]. In the same paper
Tolman answered this question affirmatively in dimension up to 6, and the
work of Godinho and Sabatini [GS] together with the work of Tolman and
the author [JT] confirmed it in dimension 8. Motivated by the Petrie’s con-
jecture, Masuda and Suh asked if an isomorphism between the cohomology
rings of two torus manifolds preserves the Pontryagin classes of them [MS].

In the Petrie’s conjecture (or in the above analogues), for a 2n-dimensional
manifold with an S1-action (or T n-action), being homotopy equivalent to
CPn (or having the same comohology of CPn, etc) can be regarded as an as-
sumption which is somehow strong enough to conclude that it has the same
Pontryagin class as CPn. In this paper, we show that for an almost complex
torus manifold M , having the same Euler number as CPn is enough to force
M to share many other invariants with CPn. More precisely, we prove that
if an almost complex torus manifold only has the same Euler number as
CPn, then a graph describing it agrees with that for a linear action on CPn.
Consequently, weights at the fixed points, all the Chern numbers, the Hirze-
bruch χy-genus, the Todd genus, and the signature of M and CPn agree.
Since M and CPn have the same Chern numbers, they are equivariantly
cobordant. Moreover, if in addition the action on M is equivariantly formal,
then the rational equivariant cohomology and the Chern classes of M and
CPn also agree.

Theorem 1.10. (Theorem 4.6) Let M be a 2n-dimensional almost complex
torus manifold with Euler number n + 1. Then the following invariants of
M and CPn are equal. Here, CPn is equipped with a linear T n-action.

(1) A (multi)graph describing it.
(2) The weights at the fixed points.
(3) All the Chern numbers.
(4) Equivariant cobordism class.
(5) The Hirzebruch χy-genus.
(6) The Todd genus.
(7) The signature.

If furthermore the action on M is equivariantly formal, the following invari-
ants of M and CPn are also equal.

(8) The rational equivariant cohomology.
(9) The Chern classes.

Remark 1.11. Note that in Theorem 1.10,

• (1) implies (2) by Definition 1.2.
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• (2) implies (3) because Chern numbers are computed in terms of the
weights at the fixed points in the Atiyah-Bott-Berline-Vergne local-
ization formula (Theorem 4.3).

• (3) implies (4) because two manifolds are equivariantly cobordant if
and only if they have the same Chern numbers.

• (3) implies (5) because the coefficients of the Hirzebruch χy-genus
can be computed as rational combinations of the Chern numbers.

• (5) implies (6) and (7).
• Alternatively, having the Euler number n+ 1 implies (5); see Theo-
rem 4.2.

• (1) implies (8) if in addition the action on M is equivariantly formal,
because our graph is a GKM graph, and a GKM graph determines
the equivariantly cohomology of a given manifold.

• (9) follows from (1) and Proposition 3.4 of [GKZ]. Proposition 3.4
of [GKZ] states that our graph describing an almost complex torus
manifold (which is called a signed graph in [GKZ]) determines its
Chern classes if it is equivariantly formal.

Example 1.12. By a linear T n-action on CPn we mean an action

g · [z0 : z1 : · · · : zn] = [z0 : g
a1z1 : · · · : g

anzn]

for all g ∈ T n ⊂ Cn, where a1, · · · , an form a basis of Zn. Let a0 =
(0, · · · , 0) ∈ Zn. The action has n+ 1 fixed points p0 = [1 : 0 : · · · : 0], · · · ,
pn = [0 : · · · : 0 : 1], and the weights at pi are {aj − ai}j 6=i.

Now, we associate a (multi)graph describing this T n-action on CPn. To
each fixed point pi we assign a vertex (also denoted by pi). For i < j, the
fixed points pi and pj are in the fixed component [0 : · · · : 0 : zi : 0 : · · · : 0 :

zj : 0 : · · · : 0] of Mker(aj−ai), which is the 2-sphere, on which the T n-action
on CPn restricts to act by

g · [0 : · · · 0 : zi : 0 : · · · : 0 : zj : 0 : · · · : 0]
= [0 : · · · : 0 : gaizi : 0 : · · · : 0 : gajzj : 0 : · · · : 0],

giving pi and pj weight aj − ai and ai − aj for this action, respectively.
Therefore, for i < j we draw an edge from pi to pj and give the edge label
aj − ai. Let Γ be a (multi)graph obtained. Then Γ describes the linear
T n-action on CPn. Figure 1 is such a graph for n = 3.

We describe the equivariant cohomology of an almost complex torus man-
ifold M with minimal Euler number 1

2 dimM +1 which is equivariantly for-
mal. Let p0, · · · , pn denote the fixed points, where dimM = 2n. To each
fixed point pi we assign a vertex, also denoted by pi. For each i < j we
draw an edge from pi to pj and give the edge label wi,j. Let Γ be a graph
obtained. By Proposition 1.4 and Remark 2.5, Γ describes M . The proof
of Theorem 1.10 shows that wi,j = w0,j − w0,i for 0 < i < j. Therefore,
the graph Γ is the same as the graph describing a linear T n-action on CPn
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p0

p1

p2

p3

a1

a2

a3 a2 − a1

a3 − a1

a3 − a2

Figure 1. Graph describing a linear T 3-action on CP3

in Example 1.12. Because M is equivariantly formal, there is a H∗
Tn(pt)-

module isomorphism H∗
Tn(X) = H∗(X)⊗H∗

Tn(pt). Moreover, by the main
theorem of [GKM],

H∗
Tn(M ;Q) ≃ {(fpi) ∈

⊕

pi∈MTn

H∗(BT n;Q) | fpi − fp0 ∈ (w0,i) for 1 ≤ i ≤

n, fpj − fpi ∈ (w0,j − w0,i) for 0 < i < j},

where (w0,i) is the ideal generated by the weight w0,i ∈ H2(BT n;Q) (and
similarly for (w0,j − w0,i)) and BT n is the classifying space of T n. Setting
w0,0 to be the zero weight (0, · · · , 0), we can simply this to

H∗
Tn(M ;Q)

≃ {(fpi) ∈
⊕

pi∈MTn

H∗(BT n;Q) | fpj − fpi ∈ (w0,j − w0,i) for i < j}.

Because Γ describes both ofM and CPn with a linear action of Example 1.12,
their equivariant cohomologies are the same. Also, note that the n-weights
w0,1, · · · , w0,n at p0 completely determines the equivariant cohomology of
M . Because p0 is arbitrary, the weights at any fixed point determine it.

The conclusion of Theorem 1.10 is optimal in a sense that it need not hold
if we reduce the dimension of a torus acting on a manifold or we weaken
almost complex structure to unitary structure.

First, we cannot reduce the dimension of a torus. The 6-sphere S6 admits
an almost complex structure and admits a T 2-action with 2 fixed points p
and q that have weights {−a− b, a, b} and {−a,−b, a+ b} for some non-zero
a 6= b ∈ Z2. We blow up p. Blowing up p equivariantly, instead of p we
get three fixed points p1, p2, and p3 that have weights {−2a − b, a, b − a},
{−a−b, 2a+b, a+2b}, and {a−b,−a−2b, b}, respectively. The T 2-action on

S6 extends to a T 2-action on the blown up manifold S̃6 with 4 fixed points

p1, p2, p3, and q and hence the Euler number of S̃6 is 4, but its Hirzebruch
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χy-genus is χy(S̃6) = −2y + 2y2 6= 1 − y + y2 − y3 = χy(CP
3). This was

discussed for an S1-action in [Jan3] and naturally extends to a T 2-action.
Second, in Theorem 1.10 we cannot weaken almost complex structure to

unitary structure. Consider the 2-sphere S2 = {(z, x) ∈ C × R : |z|2 +
x2 = 1} as a unitary manifold TS2 ⊕ R2 = S2 × C2. Let S1 act on S2 by
g · (z, x) = (gz, x) for all g ∈ S1 ⊂ C. Its Hirzebruch χy-genus with this

unitary structure vanishes, while the Hirzebruch χy-genus of CP1 is 1 − y.
We discuss T n-actions on S2n as unitary manifolds more in details at the
end of Section 3.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we show that
for a torus action on a compact almost complex manifold with isolated
fixed points there exists a multigraph describing it (Proposition 1.3), and
for an almost complex torus manifold a multigraph describing it is a graph
(Proposition 1.4). In Section 3, we show that all the coefficients ai(M) of
the Hirzebruch χy-genus χy(M) =

∑n
i=0 ai(M) · (−y)i of an almost complex

torus manifold M are positive (Theorem 1.7) and discuss its applications.
In Section 4, we prove a Petrie type problem for almost complex torus
manifolds, Theorem 1.10, in the proof of which Proposition 1.4 and Theorem
1.7 play crucial roles.

Acknowledgements

The author would like to thank Mikiya Masuda for valuable comments
on an earlier version of this paper, one of which is that the theory of multi-
fans in [Ma2] can prove (2) Theorem 1.10 that if a 2n-dimensional almost
complex torus manifold M has Euler number n + 1, the multi-fan of M
agrees with the ordinary fan of CPn up to unimodular transformation and
this implies (2).

2. Multigraphs for torus actions

Let the circle act on a compact almost complex manifold M with isolated
fixed points. For each fixed point p, the index of p is the number of negative
weights at p. In [JT], Tolman and the author proved that a multigraph
describing M exists. Moreover, there exists one without any self-loops.

Lemma 2.1. [JT] Let the circle act on a compact almost complex manifold
M with isolated fixed points. There exists a (directed labeled) multigraph
describing M such that, for each edge e, the index of i(e) in the isotropy

submanifold MZ/(w(e)) is one less than the index of t(e) in MZ/(w(e)). In
particular, the multigraph has no self-loops.

For a torus action on a compact almost complex manifold, there also is a
multigraph which encodes weights at the fixed points. For a labeled directed
multigraph Γ, if e is an edge of Γ and has label w(e), we say that (i(e), t(e))
is w(e)-edge, and (t(e), i(e)) is −w(e)-edge.
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Proposition 2.2. Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on a 2n-dimensional
compact almost complex manifold M with isolated fixed points.

(1) For any w ∈ Zk,
∑

p∈MS1

Np(w) =
∑

p∈MS1

Np(−w),

where Np(w) = |{i : wpi = w, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}| is the number of times w
occurs as a weight at p.

(2) There exists a multigraph Γ describing M that has no self-loops.

Proof. If k = 1, (2) of this proposition is Lemma 2.1, and (1) follows from
(2). Therefore, from now on, we assume that k ≥ 2.

Let p be a fixed point and let w be a weight at p. Let F be a connected
component of Mkerw which contains p. The component F is a smaller di-
mensional kerw-invariant compact almost complex submanifold of M .

Let ξ be a non-zero integral element of the Lie algebra t of T k not in
kerw (i.e., ξ ∈ Zk ∩ (t \ kerw′)), which generates a subcircle S of T k that

has the same fixed point set as the T k-action on M , i.e., MS = MT k

. Such
an S exists because there is a finite number of orbit types. Replacing ξ by
−ξ if necessary, we may assume that 〈ξ, w〉 is positive, where 〈·, ·〉 denotes
the usual inner product. The circle subgroup S acts on F , and a point q in
F is fixed by the S-action if and only if it is fixed by the T k-action, that

is, FS = F T k
= F ∩ MT k

. Moreover, if q ∈ F is a T k-fixed point, any
T k-weight in TqF is an integer multiple of w. If wq,i is a T k-weight in TqF ,
the corresponding S-weight is 〈ξ, wq,i〉.

Applying Lemma 2.1 to the S-action on F , there exists a labeled directed
multigraph ΓF describing the S-action on F that has no self-loops. Suppose

that (p1, p2) is an edge in ΓF . Let x = 〈ξ, w〉. For q ∈ FS = F T k
, the S-

weights in TqF are integer multiples of x, and hence the label of any edge in
ΓF is an integer multiple of x. Suppose that (p1, p2) is an edge in ΓF which
has label bx for some positive integer b. The S-weight ±bx only comes from
the T k-weight ±bw. We replace the label bx of the (p1, p2)-edge by bw,
which is a weight of the T k-action at p1 (and p2 has T k-weight −bw). In
particular, after doing this, (p, p′) is w-edge for some vertex (fixed point) p′

such that p 6= p′ and p′ ∈ F T k

.
Repeating this argument for all weights over all fixed points, we get a la-

beled directed multigraph describing M . This proves (2) of this proposition.
Then (1) of this proposition follows from (2). �

(1) of Proposition 2.2 implies the following result, which was proved for
circle actions in [H2].

Corollary 2.3. Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on a 2n-dimensional com-
pact almost complex manifold with isolated fixed points. Then
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∑

p∈MS1

n∑

i=1

wp,i = 0 ∈ Zk.

If a torus action on a compact almost complex manifold with isolated
fixed points satisfies the GKM condition that weights at each fixed point
are pairwise linearly independent (and the action is equivariantly formal),
our multigraph is a GKM graph.

Corollary 2.4. Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on a compact almost
complex manifold M with isolated fixed points. Suppose that weights at each
fixed point are pairwise linearly independent. Then a multigraph describing
M is a GKM graph, forgetting the direction of each edge.

Proof. Let p be a fixed point and let w be a weight at p. As in the proof
of 2.2, we consider a connected component F of Mkerw which contains p.
Since weights at p are pairwise linearly independent, it follows that F is
2-dimensional. The torus action on M restricts to act on a compact almost
complex manifold F , having p as a fixed point. It follows that F is the
2-sphere and has another fixed point p. We draw an edge e from p to q,
giving a label w. If we repeat this argument for all weights over all fixed
points, the associated multigraph is a GKM graph. �

Remark 2.5. Let a torus T k act on a compact almost complex manifold M
with isolated fixed points. Suppose that a multigraph Γ describes M . Let e be
an edge of Γ, and let i(e), t(e), and w(e) be the initial vertex, the terminal
vertex, and the label of the edge e, respectively. Then the fixed point i(e) has
weight w(e) and the fixed point t(e) has weight −w(e).

Now, let Γ′ be a multigraph obtained from Γ by changing the direction of
e and changing the label w(e) of e by its negative −w(e). Let e′ be the edge
obtained from e by reversing the direction of e. Then w(e′) = −w(e), i(e′) =
t(e), and t(e′) = i(e). Since the label of e′ is −w(e), t(e′) = i(e) has weight
−w′(e) = −(−w(e)) = w(e) and i(e′) = t(e) has weight w(e′) = −w(e).
Therefore, Γ′ also describes M .

Therefore, when a multigraph Γ describes M , if we change the direction of
an edge and the label of the edge by its negative simultaneously, the resulting
multigraph also describes M .

We give examples of torus actions on compact (almost) complex manifolds
with isolated fixed points, which does not satisfy the GKM condition.

Example 2.6. Let T 2 act on CP3 by

(g1, g2) · [z0 : z1 : z2 : z3] = [z0 : g1z1 : g
2
1z2 : g2z3]

for all g = (g1, g2) ∈ T 2. The action has 4 fixed points, p0 = [1 : 0 : 0 : 0],
p1 = [0 : 1 : 0 : 0], p2 = [0 : 0 : 1 : 0], and p3 = [0 : 0 : 0 : 1].

Near p2, using local coordinates (z0z2 ,
z1
z2
, z3z2 ), T

2 acts near p2 by

(g1, g2) · (
z0
z2
, z1z2 ,

z3
z2
) = ( z0

g21z2
, g1z1
g21z2

, g2z3
g21z2

) = (g−1
1

z0
z2
, g−1

1
z1
z2
, g−2

1 g2
z3
z2
)
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p0

p1

p2

p3

(1, 0)

(2, 0)

(0, 1) (1, 0)

(−1, 1)

(−2, 1)

(a) Multigraph describing CP3 in
Example 2.6

p1

p2

p3

p4

2 3

1

1 a

1

(b) Multigraph describing Fano
3-fold in Example 2.7

Figure 2. Multigraphs for non-GKM manifolds

and hence the weights at p2 are {(−2, 0), (−1, 0), (−2, 1)}. Since the weights
at p2 are not pairwise linearly independent, CP3 with this action is not a
GKM manifold; unlike GKM manifolds, a component of Mker(−1,0) contain-
ing p2 is not a 2-sphere (which is the case for a GKM manifold), but it is
CP2 = {[z0 : z1 : z2 : 0]}.

The weights at the fixed points p0, p1, and p3 are {(1, 0), (2, 0), (0, 1)},
{(−1, 0), (1, 0), (−1, 1)}, and {(0,−1), (1,−1), (2,−1)}, respectively. Figure
2a describes CP3 for this action.

On the other hand, we can give another T 2-action on CP3 so as to be a
GKM manifold, for instance

(g1, g2) · [z0 : z1 : z2 : z3] = [z0 : g21z1 : g
3
1z2 : g2z3].

Example 2.7. In [A], Ahara explicitly described circle actions on the Fano
3-folds V5 and V22 with 4 fixed points that have weights

{1, 2, 3}, {−1, 1, a}, {−1,−a, 1}, {−1,−2,−3},

where a = 4 for V5 and a = 5 for V22. Figure 2b is a multigraph describing
the manifold. McDuff provided compatible symplectic structures on these
actions on V5 and V22 [Mc].

Let the circle act symplectically on a compact symplectic manifold. In
[T], Tolman proved that if p and p′ are fixed points that are in the same
connected component of MZk , then the S1-weights at p and at p′ are equal
modulo k. The proof naturally holds for almost complex manifolds [GS]
and unitary manifolds [Jan4]. We review the proof to extend the result
to torus actions on unitary manifolds. Let a torus T k act on a compact
unitary manifold M . Let p and p′ be fixed points which lie in the same
connected component F of Mkerw. Since kerw fixes F , the weights of the
representation kerw on the tangent space TqM are the same for all q ∈ F .
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If q ∈ F is fixed by the action of the torus T k, the weights of the kerw-
action on TqM are the reduction modulo w of the T k-weights. Therefore,

the T k-weights at p and p′ are equal modulo w, for p, p′ ∈ F .

Lemma 2.8. Fix an element w in Zk. Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on
a compact unitary manifold M . Let p and p′ be fixed points which lie in the
same component of Mkerw. Then the T k-weights at p and at p′ are equal
modulo w.

With the above, we show that a multigraph describing an almost complex
torus manifold is a graph.

Proposition 2.9. Let M be an almost complex torus manifold. Then there
is a graph describing M that has no self-loops. In other words, there is a
multigraph describing M that has no multiple edges and no self-loops.

Proof. By Proposition 2.2, there exists a multigraph Γ describing M that
has no self-loops. Suppose on the contrary that there are multiple edges e1
and e2 between two vertices p and q. By changing the direction of ei and by
changing the label w(ei) of ei by its negative −w(ei) simultaneously, we may
assume that the edges e1 and e2 have initial vertex p and terminal vertex
q; see Remark 2.5. Let wp,1, · · · , wp,n be the weights at p and let wq,1, · · · ,
wq,n be the weights at q, where dimM = 2n. By permuting wp,i and by
permuting wq,i if necessary, we may assume that e1 corresponds to wp,1 and
wq,1, and e2 corresponds to wp,2 and wq,2, that is, w(e1) = wp,1, −w(e1) =
wq,1, w(e2) = wp,2, and −w(e2) = wq,2. In other words, wq,1 = −wp,1 and
wq,2 = −wp,2.

Since Γ describes M , p and q are in the same component of Mkerwp,1 .
Therefore, by Lemma 2.8, the weights at p and at q are equal modulo wp,1.
That is, there exists a bijection π : {1, · · · , n} → {1, · · · , n} such that
wp,i ≡ wq,π(i) mod wp,1.

We show that π(1) = 1. For this, assume on the contrary that π(1) 6= 1.
Then wp,1 ≡ wq,π(1) mod wp,1 and hence wq,π(1) is a multiple of wp,1. Then
wq,π(1) is a multiple of wq,1(= −wp,1), which leads to a contradiction since
{wq,1, · · · , wq,n} form a basis of Zn. Hence π(1) = 1.

Suppose that π(2) = 2. Then we have wp,2 ≡ wq,2 mod wp,1. Since
wq,2 = −wp,2, this means that wp,2 ≡ −wp,2 mod wp,1 and hence 2wp,2 =
awp,1 for some integer a. This leads to a contradiction since {wp,1, wp,2 =
awp,1

2 , · · · , wp,n} must form a basis of Zn.
Next, suppose that π(2) > 2. Then we have wp,2 ≡ wq,π(2) mod wp,1 and

hence wq,π(2) = wp,2+awp,1 for some integer a. Then wq,π(2) = wp,2+awp,1 =
−wq,2 − awq,1 and hence {wq,1, wq,2, · · · , wq,π(2) = −wq,2 − awq,1, · · · , wq,n}
cannot form a basis of Zn. Therefore, Γ has no multiple edges. �

A geometric interpretation of Proposition 2.9 is as follows.
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Proposition 2.10. Let M be a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus man-
ifold. Then for each fixed point p, there are n 2-spheres on each of which
the T n-action on M restricts to act, sharing p as one fixed point in common
with weight wp,i, but no two of them share other fixed points. Here, wp,1,
· · · , wp,n are the weights at p.

Proof. By Proposition 2.9, there is a graph Γ describing M that has no self-
loops. Therefore, if we let ei be an edge of Γ corresponding to the weight
wp,i at p and let qi be the other vertex of the edge ei, then q1, · · · , qn are all
distinct. Since wp,1, · · · , wp,n form a basis of Zn, for each i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, a
connected component Fi of M

kerwp,i containing p and qi is a 2-dimensional
compact almost complex submanifold M . On Fi, the T n-action on M re-
stricts to act, and this T n-action on Fi has fixed point p and qi that have
weight wp,i and −wp,i. Therefore, Fi is the 2-sphere. �

For an almost complex torus manifold, since weights at each fixed point
form a basis of Zn, they are pairwise linearly independent, so that it satisfies
the GKM condition that; thus Corollary 2.4 and Proposition 2.9 imply the
following.

Corollary 2.11. Let M be an almost complex torus manifold. Then the
associated GKM graph has no multiple edges.

3. Hirzebruch genera of almost complex torus manifolds

As for almost complex manifolds, for a compact unitary manifold its

Hirzebruch χy-genus is defined as the genus of the power series x(1+ye−x(1+y))

1−e−x(1+y) .

Let the circle group S1 act on a compact unitary manifold. For a fixed com-
ponent F of the action, let d(−, F ) (d(+, F )) be the number of negative
(positive) weights of F , respectively. In [Kos], Kosniowski proved the fol-
lowing formula for the Hirzebruch χy-genus of M , called the Kosniowski

formula.

χy(M) =
∑

F⊂MS1

(−y)d(−,F ) · χy(F ) =
∑

F⊂MS1

(−y)d(+,F ) · χy(F ).

Kosniowski first proved this formula for holomorphic vector fields on com-
plex manifolds [Kos]. Hattori and Taniguchi proved the same formula for
unitary manifolds [HT]. Kosniowski and Yahia later reproved the same re-
sult [KY].

Theorem 3.1 (Kosniowski formula). [HT], [KY] Let the circle act on a
compact unitary manifold M . For each connected component F of the fixed

point set MS1
, let d(−, F ) and d(+, F ) be the numbers of negative weights

and positive weights in the normal bundle NF of F , respectively. Then the
Hirzebruch χy-genus χy(M) of M satisfies

χy(M) =
∑

F⊂MS1

(−y)d(−,F ) · χy(F ) =
∑

F⊂MS1

(−y)d(+,F ) · χy(F ).
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We first note that if a torus action on a 2n-dimensional compact almost
complex manifold M has isolated fixed points, then the coefficients ai(M)
of the Hirzebruch χy(M) =

∑n
i=0 ai(M) · (−y)i are non-negative.

Lemma 3.2. Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on a 2n-dimensional com-
pact almost complex manifold M with isolated fixed points. Let χy(M) =∑n

i=0 ai(M) · (−y)i be the Hirzebruch χy-genus of M . Then the following
hold:

(1) ai(M) ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n.
(2) The total number of fixed points is

∑n
i=0 ai(M).

(3) For 0 ≤ i ≤ n, ai(M) = an−i(M).

Proof. Because M is compact, there is a finite number of orbit types. There-
fore, there exists a subcircle S1 of the torus T k that has the same fixed point

set as the T k-action on M , i.e., MS1
= MT k

. Since there are only isolated
fixed points and the Hirzebruch χy-genus of a point is 1, by applying Theo-
rem 3.1 to the S1-action on M ,

χy(M) =
∑

p∈MS1

(−y)d(−,p) · χy(p) =
∑

p∈MS1

(−y)d(−,p) · 1.

Therefore, ai(M) is equal to the number of the S1-fixed points (T k-fixed
points) that have exactly i negative S1-weights, and hence is non-negative.
The second claim also follows.

Suppose that a fixed point q has exactly i negative weights for the S1-
action. Then in the first equation

χy(M) =
∑

p∈MS1

(−y)d(−,p) · χy(p)

of Theorem 3.1, the fixed point q contributes the coefficient of (−y)i by 1.
Similarly, in the second equation

χy(M) =
∑

p∈MS1

(−y)d(+,p) · χy(p)

of Theorem 3.1, the fixed point q contributes the coefficient of (−y)n−i by
1. This implies (3). �

With the Kosniowski formula, we are ready to prove our main result of
this section.

Theorem 3.3. Let M be a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus manifold.
Then ai(M) > 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, where χy(M) =

∑n
i=0 ai(M) · (−y)i is the

Hirzebruch χy-genus of M . In particular, the Todd genus of M is positive.
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Proof. We prove by induction on the dimension 2n of the manifold M . The
claim holds if n = 0; if M is a point, its Hirzebruch χy-genus and Todd
genus are both 1.

Suppose that the theorem holds for all almost complex torus manifolds N
such that dimN < 2n. Let F0 be a characteristic submanifold of M , that is,
a connected component of real codimension 2 almost complex submanifold
of M fixed by some circle subgroup of T n, which contains some T n-fixed
point p ∈ MTn

.
Such a characteristic submanifold always exists and here is an example.

Pick a fixed point p ∈ MTn
. Let wp,1, · · · , wp,n be the T n-weights at p.

Since the T n-action on M is effective, wp,1, · · · , wp,n form a basis of Zn.
Consider U = {x ∈ t |wp,2(x) = · · · = wp,n(x) = 0} ⊂ t, where t denotes
the Lie algebra of the torus T n. Then U is 1-dimensional. Let ξ be a non-
zero element in U and let S1 be a subcircle of T n generated by ξ. Then a
component F0 of the set MS of points in M that are fixed by this S1-action
that contains p, is (2n− 2)-dimensional.

Let F be a component of MS , not necessarily F0. The T n-action on
M restricts to act on F and this T n-action on F has fixed points F Tn

=
MTn

∩ F , which are finite. Applying Lemma 3.2 to the T n-action on F ,
it follows that ai(F ) ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ m, where dimF = 2m and χy(F ) =∑m

i=0 ai(F ) · (−y)i is the Hirzebruch χy-genus of F .
Applying Theorem 3.1 to the S1-action on M , we have

(1) χy(M) =
∑

F⊂MS1

(−y)d(−,F ) · χy(F ),

and

(2) χy(M) =
∑

F⊂MS1

(−y)d(+,F ) · χy(F ).

Let k ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n}. We consider the coefficient of (−y)k-term of χy(M).

In Equation (1), a fixed component F of MS1
contributes to (−y)k-term of

χy(M) by ai(F ) · (−y)k if i + d(−, F ) = k. Since ai(F ) ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤
1
2 dimF , in Equation (1), F contributes to the coefficient of (−y)k-term of
χy(M) by a non-negative integer. Similarly, in Equation (2), F contributes

to the coefficient of (−y)k-term of χy(M) by a non-negative integer ai(M)
if i+ d(+, F ) = k.

The characteristic submanifold F0 is a (2n−2)-dimensional compact con-
nected almost complex submanifold, has an effective action of T n−1 = T n/S1

where S1 is as above, and this T n−1-action on F0 has a fixed point p since

p ∈ F Tn−1

0 = F0 ∩MTn

. That is, F0 is a (2n − 2)-dimensional almost com-
plex torus manifold. By inductive hypothesis, we have that χi(F0) > 0 for
0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Since dimF0 = 2n− 2, we have that either

(1) d(−, F0) = 0 and d(+, F ) = 1, or
(2) d(−, F ) = 1 and d(+, F ) = 0.
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Suppose that d(−, F0) = 0 and d(+, F0) = 1. Since d(−, F0) = 0 and
ai(F0) > 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, for each k ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n − 1} the submani-
fold F0 contributes the coefficient ak(M) of the (−y)k-term in χy(M) by a
positive integer in Equation (1). Because any other fixed component con-
tributes ak(M) by a non-negative integer, it follows that ak(M) > 0 for
k ∈ {0, 1, · · · , n − 1}. Similarly, since d(+, F0) = 1, an−1(F0) > 0 and

ai(F ) ≥ 0 for all fixed components F ⊂ MS1
and for all i, Equation (2)

implies that an(M) > 0. Therefore, ai(M) > 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n. This proves
the theorem when d(−, F0) = 0. The proof for the case that d(−, F ) = 1
and d(+, F ) = 0 is similar.

The Todd genus Todd(M) of M is the Hirzebruch χy-genus χy(M) of
M evaluated at y = 0, and we have Todd(M) = χ0(M) =

∑n
i=0 ai(M) ·

(−y)i|y=0 = a0(M) > 0. This proves the last claim of this theorem. �

While Corollary 1.5 follows from Proposition 1.4, it also follows from
Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.3. In the remaining of this section, we discuss
that the conclusion of Theorem 1.7 is optimal in a sense that if we weaken
any condition, the conclusion need not hold.

First, we cannot reduce the dimension of a torus acting on an almost
complex manifold. As G(2)/SU(3), the 6-sphere S6 admits an almost com-
plex structure, and admits an effective T 2-action with 2 fixed points. We
can find a subcircle S1 of T 2 that has the same fixed point set as the T 2-
action on S6, and the S1-weights at the fixed points are {−a − b, a, b} and
{−a,−b, a + b} for some positive integers a and b. By Theorem 3.1, the
Hirzebruch χy-genus of S6 is χy(S

6) = −y + y2. In particular, the Todd
genus of S6 is zero; Todd(S6) = χ0(S

6) = 0.
Second, we cannot weaken almost complex structure to unitary structure.

To see this, consider the 2n-dimensional sphere S2n = {(z1, · · · , zn, x) ∈
Cn×R |x2 +

∑n
i=1 |zi|

2 = 1}. Since TS2n ⊕R2 = S2n ×Cn+1, S2n admits a
unitary structure. The Hirzebruch χy-genus of S

2n with this unitary struc-

ture vanishes; χy(TS
2n⊕R2) = 0. In particular, the Todd genus of S2n with

this unitary structure also vanishes. Let T n act on S2n by

(g1, · · · , gn) · (z1, · · · , zn, x) = (g1z1, · · · , gnzn, x)

for all (g1, · · · , gn) ∈ T n ⊂ Cn and for all (z1, · · · , zn, x) ∈ S2n. This action
has two fixed points p = (0, · · · , 0, 1) and q = (0, · · · , 0,−1) that both
have T n-weights i1, i2, · · · , in, where ij = (0, · · · , 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0) denote the
standard unit vectors in Zn, 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Let S1 be a subcircle of T n generated
by an element (1, 1, · · · , 1) in the Lie algebra t of T n. The S1-weights at p
and q are both {1, 1, · · · , 1}, whereas χy(p) = +1 and χy(q) = −1. Thus
d(−, p) = d(−, q) = 0. By Theorem 3.1,

χy(S
2n) = (−y)d(−,p) · χy(p) + (−y)d(−,q) · χy(q) = +1− 1 = 0.

Therefore, Theorem 3.1 also confirms that χy(TS
2n ⊕ R2) = 0.
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4. Problem of Petrie type

In [Kob], Kobayashi proved that for a torus action on a compact manifold,
its Euler number is equal to the Euler number of its fixed point set.

Theorem 4.1. [Kob] Let a torus T k act on a compact manifold M . Then
the Euler number χ(M) of M is equal to the sum of Euler numbers of its
fixed components. That is,

χ(M) =
∑

F⊂MTk

χ(F ).

If an almost complex torus manifold has the same Euler number as CPn,
then it has the same Hirzebruch χy-genus as CP

n.

Theorem 4.2. Let M be a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus manifold
with Euler number n+ 1. Then the Hirzebruch χy-genus of M is χy(M) =∑n

i=0(−y)i, the Todd genus of M is 1, and the signature M is
∑n

i=0(−1)i.

Proof. The manifold M has finitely many fixed points. The Euler number
of a point is 1. Thus by Theorem 4.1 M has precisely n+1 fixed points. By
Theorem 1.7, ai(M) > 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, where χy(M) =

∑n
i=0 ai(M) · (−y)i

is the Hirzebruch χy-genus of M . By Lemma 3.2,
∑n

i=0 ai(M) is equal to
the total number of fixed points, which is n + 1. It follows that ai(M) = 1
for 0 ≤ i ≤ n, that is, χy(M) =

∑n
i=0(−y)i. The other claims follow. �

Let a k-dimensional torus T k act on a compact oriented manifold M . The
projection map π : M ×T k ET k → BT k induces a push-forward map

π∗ : H
i
T k(M ;Z) → H i−dimM (BT k;Z)

for all i ∈ Z, where BT k is the classifying space of T k. The projection map
is given by integration over the fiber M , and is denoted by

∫
M .

Theorem 4.3. [The Atiyah-Bott-Berline-Vergne localization theorem] [AB]
Let a torus T k act on a compact oriented manifold M . Let α ∈ H∗

T k(M ;Q).
As an element of Q(t),∫

M
α =

∑

F⊂MTk

∫

F

α|F
eT k(NF )

,

where the sum is taken over all fixed components, and eT k(NF ) is the equi-
variant Euler class of the normal bundle to F in M .

In [Jan2], a circle action on an almost complex manifold with few fixed
points is classified; also see [Jan1] for symplectic actions.

Theorem 4.4. [Jan2] Let the circle act on a compact, connected almost
complex manifold M .

(1) If there is exactly one fixed point, then M is a point.
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p1

p2

a

(a) dimM = 2

p1

p2

p3

a

c

b

(b) dimM = 4

Figure 3. Graphs describing M in Theorem 4.5

(2) If there are exactly two fixed points, then either dimM = 2 or
dimM = 6. If dimM = 2, M is the 2-sphere and the weights at
the fixed points are {a} and {−a} for some some positive integer a.
If dimM = 6, then the weights at the fixed points are {−a− b, a, b}
and {−a,−b, a+ b} for some positive integers a and b.

(3) If there are exactly three fixed points, then dimM = 4. Moreover,
the weights at the fixed points are {a+b, a}, {−a, b}, and {−b,−a−b}
for some positive integers a and b.

We first prove Theorem 1.10 in dimension up to 4 separately.

Theorem 4.5. Let M be a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus manifold
with Euler number n+ 1. Suppose that n ≤ 2. Then a graph describing M
and weights at the fixed points are the same as those of CPn, where CPn is
equipped with a linear T n-action of Example 1.12.

Proof. If n = 0, M and CP0 are both points and the theorem holds. If
n = 1, the theorem follows from (2) of Theorem 4.4; Figure 3a describes M .
Therefore, from now on, let n = 2. By Proposition 2.9 (also see Remark
2.5), Figure 3b describes M , for some non-zero elements a, b, and c in Z2.
Then p1 has weights a and b, p2 has weights −a and c, and p3 has weights
−b and −c.

We push-forward the equivariant cohomology class 1 in the equivariant
cohomology; for a dimensional reason that

∫
M is a map from H i

T 2(M ;Z) to

H i−4(BT 2;Z), the image of 1 under the map
∫
M is zero;

∫

M
1 = 0.

Applying Theorem 4.3 to the T 2-action on M , taking α = 1,
∫

M
1 =

∑

p∈MTk

1

eT k(NpM)
=

∑

p∈MTk

1

eT k(TpM)
=

∑

p∈MT2

1∏2
i=1 wp,i

=

1

ab
+

1

(−a)c
+

1

(−b)(−c)
.
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p0

pi

pj

w0,i

wi,j

w0,j

Figure 4. Graph describing T n-action on F0

Therefore, c = b − a. Letting c = b − a, Figure 3b also describes a linear
T 2-action on CP2 given by

g · [z0 : z1 : z2] = [z0 : g
az1 : g

bz2],

see Example 1.12 for more details. �

With the above, we are ready to prove our main result of this section.

Theorem 4.6. Let M be a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus manifold
with Euler number n+ 1. Then the following invariants of M and CPn are
equal. Here, CPn is equipped with a linear T n-action of Example 1.12.

(1) A (multi)graph describing it.
(2) The weights at the fixed points.
(3) All the Chern numbers.
(4) Equivariant cobordism class.
(5) The Hirzebruch χy-genus.
(6) The Todd genus.
(7) The signature.

If furthermore the action on M is equivariantly formal, the following invari-
ants of M and CPn are also equal.

(8) The rational equivariant cohomology.
(9) The Chern classes.

Proof. We prove (1) of the theorem; as in Remark 1.11, all the others follow
from (1). By Theorem 4.5, (1) of the theorem holds if dimM ≤ 4. Therefore,
from now on, we suppose that dimM > 4.

Since there are only finitely many fixed points and the Euler number of a
point is 1, by Theorem 4.1, M has exactly n+1 fixed points. By Proposition
2.9, there is a multigraph Γ describing M that has no multiple edges and no
self-loops. We label the n+1 fixed points (vertices) by p0, p1, · · · , pn. Since
there are n+ 1 vertices, each vertex has n edges, and there are no multiple
edges between any two vertices, for i 6= j, there is exactly one edge between
pi and pj.
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As in Remark 2.5, by reversing the direction of an edge and the label of
the edge by its negative simultaneously, if e is an edge from pi to pj, we may
assume that i < j (index increasing); the resulting multigraph also describes
M , which we also denote by Γ. If an edge e has initial vertex pi and terminal
vertex pj with i < j, we denote the label of the edge e by wi,j. We will show
that wi,j = w0,j − w0,i for 0 < i < j.

From now on we fix 0 < i < j. Let T = kerw0,i ∩ kerw0,j; see the
introduction for the definition of kerw0,i. Since the weights w0,1, · · · , w0,n

at p0 form a basis of Zn, T is an (n − 2)-dimensional subtorus of T n. Let
F0 be a connected component of MT which contains p0. Since T only fixes
w0,i and w0,j among the weights at p0, it follows that F0 is 4-dimensional
and F0 contains p0, pi, and pj.

We claim that F0 does not contain another fixed point. To prove this
claim, assume on the contrary that F0 contains another fixed point, say pk,
k 6= 0, i, j. The T n-action on M restricts to act on F0, and the T n-action on
F0 fixes p0, pi, pj, and pk. There can be more fixed points. Since the T n-
action on F0 has at least 4 fixed points p0, pi, pj, and pk, applying Lemma
3.2 to the T n-action on F0, we have that a0(F0), a1(F0), a2(F0) ≥ 0 and
a0(F0) + a1(F0) + a2(F0) ≥ 4, where χy(F0) = a0(F0)− a1(F0)y + a2(F0)y

2.
In particular, at least one of a0(F0), a1(F0), and a2(F0) is bigger than or
equal to 2.

Now let S be a subcircle of T that has the same fixed point set as the
T -action on M , i.e., MS = MT . Such an S exists because M is compact
and there is a finite number of orbit types.

Let F be a fixed component of MS . On F , the T n-action on M restricts
to act, and its fixed point set is F Tn

= MTn

∩ F , which consists of a
finite number of fixed points. Applying Lemma 3.2 to the T n-action on
F , it follows that am(F ) ≥ 0 for all 0 ≤ m ≤ 1

2 dimF , where χy(F ) =
∑ 1

2
dimF

m=0 am(F ) · (−y)m.
Applying Theorem 3.1 to the S-action on M , we have

χy(M) =
∑

F⊂MS

(−y)d(−,F ) · χy(F ),

where for each fixed component F ⊂ MS = MT , d(−, F ) is the number
of negative S-weights of F . We have that am(F ) ≥ 0 for all 0 ≤ m ≤
1
2 dimF , for all fixed components F ⊂ MS . On the other hand, for the fixed

component F0 of MS = MT , at least one of a0(F0), a1(F0), and a2(F0) is
bigger than or equal to 2. Therefore, the coefficient of some (−y)m-term of
χy(M) must be bigger than or equal to 2. Since the Hirzebruch χy-genus
of M is χy(M) =

∑n
m=0(−y)n, we get a contradiction. Therefore, the only

fixed points of the T n-action on F0 are p0, pi, and pj.
The T n-action on M restricts to act on the 4-dimensional compact almost

complex submanifold F0 and this T n-action on F0 has fixed points p0, pi,
and pj that have T n-weights {w0,i, w0,j}, {−w0,i, wi,j}, and {−w0,j,−wi,j},
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respectively (see Figure 4). For this T n-action on F0, we push-forward the
equivariant cohomology class 1 in the equivariant cohomology; for a dimen-
sional reason (

∫
F0

: H∗
Tn(F0) → H∗−dimF0(BT n)), the image under

∫
F0

of 1
is zero;

∫

F0

1 = 0.

Applying Theorem 4.3 to the T n-action on F0, taking α = 1,
∫

F0

1 =
∑

p∈FTn

0

1

eTn(NpF0)
=

∑

p∈FTn

0

1

eTn(TpF0)
=

1

w0,iw0,j
+

1

(−w0,i)wi,j
+

1

(−w0,j)(−wi,j)
.

Therefore, wi,j = w0,j−w0,i. It follows that the graph Γ describingM agrees
with the graph describing a linear T n-action on CPn of Example 1.12, which
proves (1). This completes the proof of the theorem. �

In the remaining of this section, we discuss some interesting phenomenon
that relates almost complex torus manifolds with minimal Euler number and
simplices in Euclidean spaces.

Let M be a 2n-dimensional almost complex torus manifold with minimal
Euler number, which is n + 1. Then M has n + 1 fixed points, say p0, p1,
· · · , pn. Proposition 2.9 tells us that there is a graph Γ describing M . As in
the proof of Theorem 4.6, we may assume that any edge goes from pi to pj
where i < j. By Proposition 2.10 each edge corresponds to the 2-sphere.

Now, we place p0 at the origin in Rn. Next, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, since w0,i

is the label of the edge from p0 to pi, we may place pi at the position of w0,i

in Rn, regarding w0,i as a vector in Rn. Then, in theory, there is no need to
hold that wi,j, the label of the edge from pi to pj, is precisely the difference
vector pj − pi, but it does hold as we have seen in the proof of Theorem 4.6
that wi,j = w0,j − w0,i = pj − pi.

Therefore, we can think of a graph describing an almost complex torus
manifold M with Euler number n+1 (which also describes the linear action
on CPn in Example 1.12) as a simplex in Rn whose vertices p0, p1, · · · , pn
satisfy that p1 − p0, p2 − p0, · · · , pn− p0 form a basis of Zn. In other words,
an almost complex torus manifold with minimal Euler number is somehow
classified by such a simplex.
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