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On string quasitoric manifolds and their orbit polytopes

Qifan Shen

Abstract. This article mainly aims to give combinatorial characterizations and topological
descriptions of quasitoric manifolds with string property. We provide a necessary and sufficient
condition for a simple polytope in dimension 2 and 3 to be realizable as the orbit polytope of a
string quasitoric manifold. In particular, a complete description of string quasitoric manifolds
over prisms is obtained. On the other hand, we characterize string quasitoric manifolds over
n-dimensional simple polytopes with no more than 2n + 2 facets. Further results are available
when the orbit polytope is the connected sum of a cube and another simple polytope. In addtion,
a real analogue concerning small cover is briefly discussed.

1 Introduction

String structure is a higher version of spin structure. The concept originates from quantum
field theory in physics, in which vanishing of a certain quantum anomaly (the failure of a symme-
try to be preserved at a quantum level) is guaranteed by existence of its corresponding geometric
structure (see [23] for more background in physics). Mathematically, string property of a vector
bundle V' is equivalent to vanishing of characteristic classes w;(V), wa(V) and p1(V')/2, where
wi(V),wa(V) are Stiefel-Whitney classes and p;(V)/2 is half of the first Pontryagin class (see
Section 2).

Due to stronger restrictions, search for examples of string manifolds becomes harder and the
progress in string category is far less than that in spin category. For instance, explicit group
structure and complete invariants of spin bordism were given in [1], while the same problems
remain widely open in string case. Partial results on string bordism group structure can be
found in [19, 29] and Witten genus introduced in [35] is conjectured to be part of complete
invariants for string bordism.

On the other hand, first introduced by Davis and Januszkiewicz in their pioneering work
[11] as a topological generalization of nonsingular projective toric varieties, quasitoric manifolds
admit equivariant unitary structure and can be applied in various bordism theories. For example,
every element in unitary bordism group QU has a quasitoric representative [5]. And polynomial
generators of QY ®Z[%] (special unitary bordism ring with 2 inverted) can be chosen as Calabi-
Yau hypersurfaces in certain quasitoric manifolds [25]. In fact, quasitoric manifolds are sufficient
to represent these generators when dimension is greater than 8 [27].

A quasitoric manifold can be constructed from its orbit polytope and corresponding charac-
teristic matrix, yielding the expression of its algebraic topology data such as cohomology ring
and characteristic classes in a combinatorial way. In particular, for any given quasitoric manifold
M, admitting string structure is equivalent to wa(M) = p1(M) = 0 since M is orientable and
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H*(M;Z) is torsion-free (see Section 2). These properties intrigue an attempt to search and
classify string quasitoric manifolds.

In this article, we apply the most straightforward approach: represent wa(M) (resp. p1(M))
as the linear combination of certain basis of H?(M;Z) (resp. H*(M;Z)). Hence, string property
is equivalent to vanishing of corresponding coefficients. It turns out that linear restriction
wa(M) = 0 is only related with parity of elements in the characteristic matrix, and can be
formulated in a unified form. However, when it comes to non-linear restriction p; (M) = 0, one
can not get rid of the orbit polytope. This makes it impossible to reach a uniform description of
p1(M) = 0 in combinatorial language via the straightforward approach. As a matter of fact, the
existence of quasitoric manifolds over a given simple polytope is related to Buchstaber invariant
problem, which remains unsolved in general case (see [14] for some partial results).

Nevertheless, as long as the combinatorial type of the orbit polytope is clear, a complete
characterization of p1(M) = 0 is available, which allows further study at the level of polytope
as well as manifold. Furthermore, in some specific cases, partial characterizations can impose
effective restrictions on a string quasitoric manifold and its orbit polytope as well.

Main results of this article include two parts. The first part centers around low dimensional
string quasitoric manifolds:

Theorem 1.1 For n < 3, an n-dimensional simple polytope P can be realized as the orbit
polytope of a string quasitoric manifold if and only if P is n-colorable.

This theorem is a combination of Proposition 3.2 and 3.3. In general, n-colorability is always
a sufficient condition for an n-dimensional simple polytope to be realizable as the orbit polytope
of a string quasitoric manifold [11]. But as demonstrated in Example 3.2, it is not necessary
when n > 4. In the case of product of two polygons, a more complicated criterion is given in
Proposition 3.6.

At the level of manifold, 4-dimensional spin quasitoric manifolds are all string. In fact,
there is only one string (spin) quasitoric manifold over 2m-gon up to homeomorphism, namely
the equivariant connected sum of m — 1 copies of CP* x CP! (see Remark 3.2). As for 6-
dimensional case, general results are not available, but string quasitoric manifolds over prisms
can be completely characterized. It is worthwhile to mention that they may not be homeomor-
phic to a bundle type manifold, i.e., the total space of a fiber bundle, although the orbit polytope
Lo = C(2k) x I is a Cartesian product (see Example 3.1). But with the help of equivariant
edge connected sum operation (see Definition 3.1), all of them can be constructed from bundle
type string quasitoric manifolds.

Theorem 3.1 If a quasitoric manifold M Loy, \) is string, then there exist quasitoric manifolds
{M(LQkJi, Al)}f:]_ such that
(1) M(Loay,, ;) is of bundle type and string for 1 <i <'s;

(2) M(Lok,A) = M(Lgkl,Al)%&E e %@M(L%S,AS) up to weakly equivariant homeomorphism.

The second part follows from an observation which imposes strong restrictions on the orbit
polytope of a string quasitoric manifold. Particularly, such polytopes must be triangle-free.
Based on classification of n-dimensional triangle-free simple polytopes with the number of facets
no more than 2n + 2 [3], complete characterizations on string quasitoric manifolds over these
polytopes are obtained. Illustrative results are listed in Proposition 4.2-4.4. On the other hand,
within the range of product of simplices, only cube can be the orbit polytope of a string quasitoric
manifold. Further analysis on characteristic matrices leads to additional characterization on the
manifold:



Theorem 4.2 Every string quasitoric manifold over cube is weakly equivariantly homeomorphic
to a Bott manifold.

Moreover, if the orbit polytope is the connected sum of a cube and another simple polytope,
then for corresponding quasitoric manifolds, string property is compatible with equivariant con-
nected sum operation.

Theorem 4.3 M (I"#P"™, A) is string if and only if it is weakly equivariantly homeomorphic to
M(I™, Ap)#M(P", AR) with both M(I", A1) and M(P™ AR) string.

Davis and Januszkiewicz [11] also gave a real version of their generalization called small
cover. Thus, one would expect a real analogue of results above. It should be pointed out that
in real case, arguments become much simpler due to calculation in Zs-coefficients. However,
parallel results may not be valid, since key problem now lies in the second Stiefel-Whitney
class, whose explicit expression is different from that of the first Pontryagin class of a quasitoric
manifold. Besides, in certain cases such as product of simplices, partial results of string small
cover can be found in literature [7, 13].

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review some basic definitions
and properties of string structure and quasitoric manifold. Subsection 2.2 mainly follows from
the collective book [4, Section 7.3]. Section 3 and 4 are devoted to specific characterization
of string quasitoric manifolds and their orbit polytopes in certain circumstances. The former
focuses on low dimensional cases while the latter deals with cases where orbit polytopes have
few facets. In Section 5, we simply list several results and examples in real version without
detailed explanation.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 String structure

Let V be a rank n real vector bundle over a manifold M. The structural group of V' can be
reduced to O(n) by Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization and there is a corresponding classifying
map f: M — BO(n). Additional structures on V lead to further reductions of the structural
group and liftings in Whitehead tower:

BString(n)
7
7
//
e BSpin(n)
fs 7 -7
BT BSO(n)
P - // - fl _ - -~ -
e - - —
22 -7 f
M= BO(n)

where Spin(n) is a 2-connected cover of SO(n) and String(n) is a 3-connected cover of Spin(n).
The existence of liftings f1, fo and f3 corresponds to orientable, spin and string structures on V'



with obstruction w;(V'), w2(V') and p;(V')/2 respectively. A string manifold is characterized by
w1 (M) = wa(M) = pi1(M)/2 =0, i.e., the string structure on its tangent bundle.

With a more geometric viewpoint, Stolz and Teichner [31] discovered that string structure
on M is related to fusive spin structure on free loop space LM. Relative progress was further
achieved by Bunke [6], Kottke-Melrose [24] and Waldorf [32, 33]. Moreover, string structure can
be regarded as orientability in a generalized cohomology theory called ¢tmf (topological modular
form), which was developed by Hopkins and Miller via homotopy theoretical methods (see [18§]
for more details).

2.2 Quasitoric manifold

A combinatorial polytope is an equivalent class of convex polytopes with the same face poset.
And an orientation of a combinatorial polytope is a permutation equivalent class of its facets.
Since only combinatorial polytopes are concerned, we shall use polytope throughout this article
for brevity.

For an n-dimensional polytope P, let f; denote the number of its i-dimensional faces, then
f(P)=(fo, f1,---, fn—1,1) is called f-vector of P and h(P) = (hg,h1,...,hn—1,h,) determined
by

hos" + his" ' -t by = (s = 1)+ fuoa(s = 1) -+ fo (2.1)

is called h-vector of P. Note that hg =1 and fo = Y., h; by definition. A polytope is called
simple if each codimension-k face is the intersection of exactly k facets. When P is simple, there
is an additional Dehn-Sommerville relation: h; = hy,—; for 0 <1i < n (see [15] or [36]).

Given an n-dimensional simple polytope P with facet set F(P) = {F;}/",, an integer val-
ued matrix Apym = (A1, , Am) € Maty,xm(Z) is said to be characteristic if the following
nonsingular condition holds:

Vp=F;N---NF;, = det(A,) =det(Nj, -+, Aj,) = £1. (2.2)

We call (P, Ay, xm) a characteristic pair. A 2n-dimensional quasitoric manifold can be constructed
from this pair in a canonical way.

Canonical Construction Given a characteristic pair (P, Ay xm), for each p € P, there exists a
unique face f(p) such that p is in the relative interior of f(p). Suppose that f(p) = F;, N---NFj,,

then we can regard the submatrix (Aj;, -+, Aj,) = (Mij) € Mat,xk(Z) as a linear map from 7%
to T", sending (t1,...,tx) to (Hf:1 t?l’i, cee Hle tj\"l) and denote by G(p) its image. Define a

quasitoric manifold over P as the quotient space
M(P, Apxm) = (P xT")/ ~ where (p,t1) ~ (p,t2) < t7 't2 € G(p).

The free T™-action on P x T™ induces an action on M (P, A, xy, ), which is free over the interior
of P and trivial over vertices of P. Furthermore, this action can be locally identified with
standard T"-action since M (P, Ay xm ) is covered by open subsets equivariantly homeomorphic
to C" =R%, x T"/ ~.

In short, a 2n-dimensional quasitoric manifold is a locally standard 7T"-manifold with quo-
tient space homeomorphic to an n-dimensional simple polytope as a manifold with corners. For
brevity, the characteristic pair and its corresponding quasitoric manifold will be denoted by
(P,A) and M (P, A) respectively when no confusion occurs.



For 2n-dimensional quasitoric manifolds M and N, if there exists ¢ € Aut(7") and h €
Homeo(M, N) such that for all t € T™ and m € M, h(t-m) = ¢(t) - h(m), then they are said to
be weakly equivariantly homeomorphic.

There are three group actions on characteristic pairs corresponding to weakly equivariant
homeomorphism of quasitoric manifolds: left multiplication by general linear group GLy(Z); sign
permutation of columns by Z5' and certain column permutation by Aut(0P*) (automorphism
group of the dual boundary complex 9P*). GL,(Z)-action corresponds to the choice of ¢ while
Zy'-action and Aut(0P*)-action correspond to the choice of h. Two characteristic pairs are
called equivalent if one can be obtained from another by a sequence of these three types of
group actions.

Proposition 2.1 [4, Proposition 7.3.11] There is a one-to-one correspondence between weakly
equivariant homeomorphism classes of quasitoric manifolds and equivalent classes of character-
1stic pairs.

The above-mentioned construction method can be applied to the case of moment-angle man-
ifolds as well. Recall that in an n-dimensional simple polytope P with m facets, each point p is
contained in the relative interior of a unique face f(p) = F;,N---NF},. Denote J(p) = {j1,..., jr}
and T'(p) = {(t1,...,tm) € T™ | t; =1 for j ¢ J(p)}. Then the moment-angle manifold corre-
sponding to P is defined by

Zp=PxT"/~ where (p,t1) ~ (p,t2) < ] ta € T(p).

In addition, the characteristic matrix A can be regarded as a linear map from 7™ to 7™ and
KerA is isomorphic to 7™~ ™ by (2.2). As a matter of fact, KerA plays a key role in the close
relation between Zp and M (P, A):

Proposition 2.2 [4, Proposition 7.3.13] KerA acts freely and smoothly on Zp with the quotient
Zp/KerA equivariantly homeomorphic to M (P, A).

On the other hand, the moment-angle manifold Zp can be constructed directly from the
following pullback diagram:

Zp — D™
Lo
pC_ P m

where g : (21,...,2m) = (|21]%, ..., |2m|?) and cp is the cubical subdivision of P (see [4, Chapter
2]). In particular, Zp admits a smooth structure, inducing the canonical smooth structure on
M(P,A). Furthermore, the proposition below builds an isomorphism between real equivariant
bundles over M (P, A), yielding the equivariant unitary structure on M (P, A).

Proposition 2.3 [11, Theorem 6.6] Let p; denote the equivariant complex line bundle Zp XKera
C; = Zp/KerA = M(P, A) induced by trivial bundle Zp x C; — Zp viewed as an equivariant
bundle with diagonal action of T™. Then there is an isomorphism:

TM(P’A)@K2(m_n) gpl@"'@ﬂm»

where R2™™™) s the trivial equivariant bundle of real dimension 2(m —n) over M(P,A).



Thus, formulas for characteristic classes of a quasitoric manifold can be deduced:
Proposition 2.4 [11, Corollary 6.7] Let v; denote the first Chern class of pj, then

m

c(MPA) =[]0 +v)  pM(PA)=]](+2D).
j=1

j=1

In particular, wo(M(P,A)) = " vj (mod 2) and p1(M(P,A)) = 3 7)]2.
j=1 j=1

Remark 2.1 For each facet F; € F(P), M; = 7~ !(F;) is called a characteristic submanifold
where 7 : M(P,A) — P is the natural projection. The restriction of p; on corresponding
characteristic submanifold M is the normal bundle of embedding ¢; : M; < M. Thus, v; =
c1(pj) is the Poincaré dual of M;.

In addition, there is a natural cell decomposition of M (P, A) given by Morse-theoretic argu-
ment (see [11]). Consequently, cohomology of M (P, A) can be characterized as follow:

Proposition 2.5 [11, Theorem 3.1] The integral cohomology groups of M(P,\) vanish in odd
dimensions and are free abelian in even dimensions. The Betti numbers are given by

where hi(P) (0 < i < n) are components of the h-vector of P.

Proposition 2.6 [11, Theorem 4.14] Write A = (\;j) € Matpxm(Z), then the integral coho-
mology ring of M (P, \) is given by

H*(M(PﬂA)aZ) gZ[Ul,...,Um]/(I+j),

where ideal T is generated by face ring elements vj, - - - vj, whenever Fj, N---NFj, =0 and ideal
J is generated by linear elements t; = 2721 Aijvj for 1 <i<n.

Clearly, Stiefel-Whitney classes and Pontryagin classes remain unchanged while Chern classes
may vary under weakly equivariant homeomorphism since GLy, (Z)-action, Zy*-action and Aut(0P*)-
action correspond to equivalent expression of ideal 7, sign permutation of generators and per-
mutation of generators respectively.

Remark 2.2 By equivalence, a characteristic pair (P,A) can be refined such that F; N---NF,
is a vertex of P (called initial verter) and A = [ I, | A |, i.e,, Ay = €; for 1 < i < n.
Hence, in refined form, integral basis of H*(M (P, A)) can be chosen as {v;}, ., by ideal J and
wa(M(P,A)) = 0 is equivalent to sum of every column being odd. Consequently, every element
in H4(M(P,A)) is an integral linear combination of {vivjnt1<ij<m. Since ideal Z contains
(")) = fn—2(P) relations in H*(M(P,A)) and

(m e 1) . [G%) (P = @ — (0= 1)m + fa2(P) = B*(M(P, A))

by (2.1), such relations are independent to each other, i.e., not a single relation is redundant.
When applied to Cartesian product and equivariant connected sum, basis of 4-dimensional
cohomology group can be chosen in a canonical way (see Remark 4.1 and Definition 4.1). Within
the rest of this article, characteristic matrices are assumed to be in refined form unless otherwise
stated.



Another application of Proposition 2.3 is related to signs and weights at fixed points. For a
vertex p = I}, N---N Iy, the tangent space at p can be decomposed as

TMlp = pj; @ -+ @ pj,lp-

Note that the orientation of left hand side is determined by the orientation of M while the orien-
tation of right hand side is determined by orientations of characteristic submanifolds {1}, }7_,.
The sign o(p) is defined to be +1 if these two orientations coincide and —1 otherwise. Moreover,
tangential representation of 7" at p is characterized by weight vectors w1 (p), -, wy(p) in Z"™:
for t = (e2™%1 ..., ™) € T" and z = (21, ..., 2,) € TM|p,

t-z = (2mwilhe)y - 2rilwnp)e), )

ey 5

where ¢ = (p1,...,¢n) € R" and (-, ) is the standard inner product in R".
Weights and signs may vary under weakly equivariant homeomorphism and can be calculated
directly from a characteristic pair (P, A):

Proposition 2.7 [4, Proposition 7.3.18 and Lemma 7.3.19]
(1) For p = Fj, N---NF},, weight vectors w1(p), - ,wn(p) are the lattice basis conjugate to
characteristic vectors, i.e.,

(’LU1(p>, te >wn(p))T ) (>‘j17 Tt 7)‘jn) = L.
(2) Denote aj, as the inward normal vector of facet Fj, , then

o(p) = sign(det(Nj,, -+, Aj,.) - det(aj,, - ,aj,)).

Example 2.1 For P = A?, the characteristic matrix A can be refined to (é (1) g;) with d1,09 =

+1 by (2.2). The integral cohomology ring of M (A2, A) is Z[v]/{v®) and wa(M (A2, A)) = v,
p1(M (A% A)) = 302

There is only one weakly equivariant homeomorphism class and the corresponding qua-
sitoric manifold is CP?. On the other hand, let p = > N F3 (see Figure 1), then w1 (p) =
(-1, 1) N we(p) = (1,0)T, o(p) = =1 when & = 6 = 1, and wi(p) = (—1,1)", wa(p) =
(-1,0)T, o(p) = +1 when §; = 63 = —1. Similar argument holds for n-simplex A™.

Figure 1: A? with characteristic map



3 Low dimensional case

3.1 dimP =2

For any 4-dimensional quasitoric manifold M, *(M) = 1 and every non-vanishing element
in H4(M) can be chosen as the Q-basis. Let Cy(m) denote the m-gon and label the facets such

that F; N Fj # 0 if and only if |i — j| =1 (mod m).
Lemma 3.1 Giwen a quasitoric manifold M = M(Ca(m),A) with A = (X j)axm, set ANj; =

det (i;; i;j) and Ui = ANj_1; - Njiv1 - DNjy1,i—1 with subscripts taken modulo m. Then

Proof. Based on Proposition 2.6, for 1 < ¢ < m,

2 .
{)\171'_1’1)1'_11)1‘ + )\171"1)2- + )\171'_:,_1’1)@"1)7;4_1 = 0,

2 .
A2,i—10i—10; + X207 + A2 410041 = 0;

with subscripts taken modulo m. Since (2.2) requires that A;_; ;, A; ;11 = 1, equations above
are equivalent to

{Ail,ivilvi = Ai,iJrlUiUiJrl;

2
v; =l - Djip10Vi41.

This leads to the following expression:

m m m m

p1(M) = ZUE = le‘ A1V = (Z li) - A1 20100 = (Zli)UIUQ-

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 O

As shown in Example 2.1, quasitoric manifolds over Cy(3) can not be spin, let alone string.
As a matter of fact, this can be generalized to the case of arbitrary odd-gon.

Lemma 3.2 For a quasitoric manifold M over Ca(m):
(1) M is string < M is spin;

(2) M is spin = M bounds in Q5°;

(8) M bounds in Qf < m =0 (mod 2).

Proof. Since M always admits a non-trivial circle action, spin property induces the vanishing of
A(M) by a classical result of Atiyah and Hirzebruch [2]. On the other hand, A(M) = — o201 (M)
when dimM = 4 [17]. Therefore, every 4-dimensional spin quasitoric manifold is indeed string,
i.e., (1) is valid.

Now suppose M is spin, then characteristic numbers corresponding to w‘f, wiws, ww3, w%
and p; vanish. On the other hand, Todd genus corresponds to 1—12(0% + ¢2) in dimension 4. And
it is integral by Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch theorem [17], leading to wy = ca = ¢ = p; = 0
(mod 2). Thus, spin property of M induces its boundness in Qfo.



Combine the argument above with Lemma 3.1, the proof of (3) boils down to verification of

the following formula:
m

> lj=m (mod2). (3.1)
j=1

Let p1;; characterize the parity of \; ;, i.e., pi; = Aij (mod 2) for 1 <i<2,1<j<m. If
p1,j + po; = 1 is valid for all j, then by (2.2),

_ 10 - 10
A=<uz-,j>2m:(0 ool 1).

Clearly, (3.1) holds in this case since I; = m = 0 (mod 2) (1 < j < m). Otherwise, by (2.2)
again, there are no adjacent columns with both column sums equal to 2. Consider the following
type of block within A: B= (Mi7j)1§iﬁ2781§jﬁsz such that

1 J=s1—Ls1,s1+2,...,82— 2,820,820+ 1;
g+ p2y = :
j=s1+1,814+3,...,8 —3,5 — 1,

where all subscripts are taken modulo m. It is evident that

o 0 (mod 2) J €N\ {s1,82} or j € Ny;
71 (mod 2) j € {s1,82} or j € N3,

where N7 = {s1 < j <so|pj+pe; =1 No={s1 <j<so|pj+po;=21,-1=pj+1}
and N3 = {s1 <j < s | p1j+p2; = 2,pm1,5-1 # pj+1}. Thus, D252 1; = [N3| (mod 2). If
3| is even, then column s; and s are identical. In this case, the parity of both > 7", I; and m
remain unchanged after deleting the block B except for column s;. If | N3] is odd, then column
s1 — 1 and s9 are identical. In this case, the parity of both Z;”Zl l; and m change after deleting

the block B. All columns with column sum 2 can be removed from A by such deletion process,
leading to the validity of (3.1). O

Proposition 3.1 A quasitoric manifold M (Cy(m), A) is string if and only if
Ai+ A2 =1 (mod 2) 3<i<m.

Proposition 3.2 P = Cy(m) can be realized as the orbit polytope of a string (spin) quasitoric
manifold if and only if P is 2-colorable, i.e., m =0 (mod 2).

Remark 3.1 M(Cs(4),A1) with A; = (§941) is not spin but bounds in Q79; M(C2(4), A2)

with A2 = (§91%) bounds in Qf but does not bound in Q5°. Therefore, relationships in

Proposition 3.1 are strict.

Remark 3.2 Orlik and Raymond [30] showed that up to homeomorphism, every 4-dimensional
quasitoric manifold is the equivariant connected sum (see Definition 4.1) of CP! x CP!,CP?
and CP2. This leads to the following counting result: there is exactly one homeomorphism

class of string quasitoric manifold over Cy(2my) for each mg > 2, namely %&mo,l((CPl x CPY).



On the other hand, there are countably many weakly equivariant homeomorphism classes since
characteristic matrices

A~ 1 0|11 2a1 |1 2a2|---|1 2amy—1
0O 10 1|0 1 |---1]0 1
are not equivalent to each other for general integral parameters aq, ..., amy—1.

3.2 dimP =3

For a 3-dimensional simple polytope P with m facets (m > 4), f(P) = (2m—4,3m—6,m, 1)
and h(P) = (1,m — 3,m — 3,1). Unlike 2-dimensional case, the same f-vector (h-vector)
may correspond to different combinatorial types. Therefore, a general characterization for 6-
dimensional string quasitoric manifolds analogous to Proposition 3.1 does not exist. However,
the following proposition on the orbit polytope serves as an analogue to Proposition 3.2:

Proposition 3.3 A 3-dimensional simple polytope P can be realized as the orbit polytope of a
string quasitoric manifold if and only if P is 3-colorable.

Proof. The “if” part follows directly from the fact that n-coloring of an n-dimensional simple
polytope yields a quasitoric manifold with trivial tangent bundle (called pull back of the linear
model in [11]).

Now suppose P is not 3-colorable. By a well-known result of Joswig [21], P has at least one
facet F' with odd number of edges.

If F is a triangle, then let w = F N F, N F;, and F,. be the other facet adjacent to F. Fix
w as the initial vertex, then v? does not appear in any relation in H*(M) for every quasitoric
manifold over P. Thus, both v? and its corresponding coefficient in the expression of p; (M) are
nonzero (see Key Observation in Section 4 for the general case). In conclusion, P can not be
the orbit polytope of a string quasitoric manifold.

Figure 2: Labels around a facet with odd number of edges

If = C32k —1) (k> 3), then let F} = F and label the facets adjacent to F' as shown in
Figure 2. For 2 <i < j <2k with j—i # 1,2k —2,set d(i,j) = j—iand d(j,i) =2k —1+i—j
whenever F; N F; # (). If such pair of 4, j does not exist, keep the labels unchanged. Otherwise,
without loss of generality, suppose d(ig, jo) reaches the minimum value of all such d(i,j) and
d(j,1), then for 2 <t < 2k, relabel F; as Fy_;,+1 with subscripts taken modulo 2k — 1. It should
be pointed out that similar to argument in the paragraph above, one can deduce d(ig, jo) > 3
from string property. In this way, Fob N F; = 0 for 4 < t < jy — ip + 1 by minimum value
condition. Meanwhile, Fo N F; = ) for jo —ig +2 < t < 2k — 1 by Jordan Curve Theorem

10



since I, Fj)_iy+1 and Fy form a 3-belt of P. Parallel results are valid for F3. To summarize,
{4 <t <2k |wvovy #0} = {2k} and {4 <t <2k | v3v; # 0} = {4}.

Label other facets of P arbitrarily and suppose string property is satisfied for M = M (P, A)
with

1‘0 0 Mg -+ /\1’%‘...
A= 01 0 1 - Xoo
0[0 1 Azg --- 1

Similar to Lemma 3.1, for 2 < i,j < 2k, let A;; = det (iii iij) and l; = A1 - DNjjiq1 -

Ajt1,i—1 with subscripts taken modulo 2k —1. Then the following relations can be deduced from
cohomology ring structure of M:

Ai_l,wi_lvi = Ai,iﬂviviﬂ -+ .- < <2k—1;
0} =1 N1V + 4<i<2k-1;

P
Vo, = log - Dog—1 2k Vok—1V2k + -+ - .

Let p; = Zle A?}i +1, pij = pji = 22?:1 Atidg,j for 1 <4 < j <m and choose vor,_1v9; to be
one of the Q-basis of H*(M). Then in the expression of pi(M), the corresponding coefficient

2% 2%—1
Cor-12k = Dok 126> lipi+ D Diiy1piit): (32)
i=4 i=a
(3.2) can be further modified as
2%
Cok—1,2k = Dap—1.0k Y (lipi + Aiiy1piin1) (3.3)
i=2

with indices taken modulo 2k — 1 since
Aogopak2 + lapa + Ao 3p2 3 + 13p3 + A3 4p3.4
= — 2X22kA32k + 222k A3 2k + 0 + 2A2 434 — 2X2 434
= 0.

Combine (3.3) with algebraic lemma 3.3 and 3.4 below, car—12¢ = 4 (mod 8). In particular,
cor—1,2k 7 0, leading to contradiction. O

Lemma 3.3 With indices taken modulo 2k — 1,

2k
Z[ll(Ail + 1) + 2Ai,i+1A1,i/\1,i+1] =4 (mod 8) (34)
=2

Proof. Let p; ; characterize the parity of \; ;, i.e., p;j = A;; (mod 2) for 1 <4 < 3,2 < j <2k,
Set E={2<j<2k|p;=0}and O={2<j<2k|p;=1}. By (2.2)and spin property, O

St xdye x>

two types of blocks: B = (14,j)1<i<3,s1<j<s, such that

s1—1,81,...,80,80+1€€&,
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and Bo = (ki,j)1<i<3t,<j<t, such that
th— 1,t1,t1+2,...,t9 — 2,t9,to + 1 € &;
thv+1,t1+3,...,t9—3,ta — 1€ O.

In the first type, l; = A\ ; = A1i41 =0 (mod 2) for s; <14 < sp. Thus,

S9 so
Z[Zi()\iz‘ +1) + 24 i1 1M1 = Z I; (mod 8).
1=81 1=81

In the second type, let Eo = {t1 < j <ty | p1; =0} and Op = {t; < j <to | p1j = 1}, then
with mod 8 operation,

to
Z[li()‘%,i + 1) + 248 i1 A1, A 041
i=t1
=32+ D LA, A, 20 + 200,
1€00 i€€o
=>" 2+ > L
1€00 i€€o

In summary, (3.4) is equivalent to
S Li+> 2;=4 (mod8). (3.5)
i€E €O
On the other hand, it follows from definition that
li = (M2,im1 A3 — A2,iA3-1) (A2,iA3,i41 — A2,i+1A3,0) (A2,i41A3,i—1 — A2,i—1A3,i4+1)
= A1 A3i-1(A3 A3 i1 — A5 i1 A5) + Azidsi(AS i1 A5 1 — A3 1A3i0)
+ >\2,i+1>\3,i+1(>‘%,i—1>‘§,i - )\g,i)\g,i—ﬂ-
In this way, one can rewrite the left hand side of (3.5) to be 21222 AiX2i )3, where
Ai = (N5, 0M5,1 — A5, 1 A3, o) (T + pric) + (A5, 00501 — A3,-1 03 141)
(14 p1) + (/\g,i+1>‘§,i+2 - )\g,¢+2/\§,¢+1)(1 + p141)-

For each column i in Bg, A; =1+0—1=0 (mod 4) and A;A2;A3; = 0 (mod 8). As for
columns in Bp:
If ¢ = t1, then

(/ls,t)lgs§3,i72§t§i+2 =

8~ 8
| @ ©

0 01 0 01
011 1 01
1 01 011

| @ ©
o
=
8 8

1 1

Y Y

with z,y € {0,1} and A; =14+ 1+2=0 (mod 4). The same result holds for i = ¢ in a similar
manner. If i € £ \ {t1,t2}, then

0 1 0 1 0

(st)i<s<sio<t<ite=| = 1 a 1 y
l-2 1 1—a 1 1—y

12



with a,z,y € {0,1} and A; =2+ 0+2 =0 (mod 4). Thus, A; 23, =0 (mod 8) is valid for
all i € &Ep.
In addition, if ¢ = t; + 1 and p2;—1 = p2,+1, then

0 0 1 0 1
(Ms,t)1<s<i—2<i<i+2 = [ 1 —a a 1 a 1
a l—-a 1 1—a 1

with @ € {0,1} and A; = A2 i T )\37”1 —1 (mod 8). If i =t; + 1 and pg;—1 # p24+1, then

0 0 1 0 1

(psit)i<s<si-2<i<ite= |1—a a 1 l—a 1
a l1—a 1 a 1

with a € {0,1} and A; = (A3, +A3;,; — 1) +4 (mod 8). Parallel results hold for i =t — 1.
Similarly, for i € Op \ {t1 + 1,2 — 1},

—

{()‘%,i—l + /\g,i—l -1)+ ()‘%,i—i—l + /\g,i—i-l —1) (mod 8) H2i—1 = 24415
(A1 +23,1 — 1)+ (A5, + A3, —1)+4 (mod 8) H2,i-1 F H2,it1-

Note that for each i € Op, AjA2;A3; = A; (mod 8) since 4; =0 (mod 4).
In conclusion, with mod 8 operation and O’ = {i € O|u2,-1 # p2,i+1},

2%
Z Aido Nz = Z Aida iz + Z AiraiNs i
i—2 i€E €O

>4

€O
= Z 4

ol
= 4.

Here the last equivalence is induced by the fact Adg2 = A33 =1 and Ay 3 = A32 = 0. O

Lemma 3.4 With indices taken modulo 2k — 1,

2k

Z[ZZ()‘%,z + )‘g,z) + 2Ai,i+1(>\2,i>\2,i+1 + )\3,1')\37141)] =0. (3.6)
=2

Proof. By direct computation,
liO\%,i + )‘%,i) + A it1(A2iA2i41 + A3iA3,i41)
== A1 Dy [()\%Z + /\g,i)()\2,z‘—1)\3¢+1 — A2,i41A3,i—1)
— (A2,iA2i41 + A3,iA3541) (A2,i—-1 A3 — A2,iA3i-1)]
=— A1 Agigrr - (A2im1 A2, i1 4+ A3,i—1A3,0i41)
=— A1 (A2i—1A2, + A3,i—1A3,)-

13



Therefore, the i'* term in left hand side of (3.6) equals to
—Ai_1 - (A2im1A2i + A3,i-1A3,) + Aiir1(A2iA2,i41 + A3,iA3,i41),
and taking cyclic sum yields (3.6). |

As for concrete examples, combine Theorem 3.3 with arguments in Section 3.1, further
discussions on string quasitoric manifolds over prism Log = Co(2k) x I (k > 2) are available.
Label the facets of Loy such that Fy (resp. Fbpio) is the top (resp. bottom) facet and for
2<i<j<2k+1, F;NF; #0if and only if j —¢ =1 or 2k — 1 (see Figure 3). Let the initial
vertex be v = F} N Fo N F3, then A can be refined to

10 0[Aa A5 o0 Aiokyr 1
01 0 1 Aoy -+ Aoorg1 | Aookto
0 0 1 )\374 )\375 s 1 )\3,2k+2

Fix the corresponding basis of H%(M (Lay,A)) as {vi}?if, then {v;varto}a<i<or+1 along with
UktoUkys form a basis of H*(M (Lo, A)). In this way, pi(M(Lox, A)) can be expressed as

2k+1
Chit2,k+3Vk+2Vk43 + D ima  Ci2k42ViV2k42.

Fopyo
Figure 3: Lo and its dual with label
Lemma 3.5 Using notations similar to those in Theorem 3.3,
2%+1
Cht2,k+3 = Aky2 k43 Z (lipi + Diir1piit1)-
=2
Moreover, for 4 <i<k+ 2,
i-1
Ciok42 = =181 261205 — A,ip2k42 T Pi2k+2 + Aj ko Z(lsps + Ag s41Ps,541)-
s=4
And for k+3 <i<2k+1,
2%k+1
Ci2k+2 = —Ait1,i i1 264205 — M,ip2k+2 + Pi2kt+2 — Dioky2 Z (lsps + Ds—1,5Ps—1,5)-
s=i+1
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Here all subscripts containing © are taken modulo 2k.

Proof. By cohomology ring structure of M (Lo, A),
A2,i—10i—1Vi + A2iv7 4+ A2 it 10ivig1 + A2 2kt 2Vivop i = 0 5 <1 < 2k;
A3 10i—1Vi + X307 4+ A3i110iVi41 + A3 2k12ViVop 2 = 0 5 <14 < 2k;
V3 + A2.50405 + A 9k 4204212 = 0;
A3,2kV2kV2k4+1 + U§k+1 + A3,2k42V2k+1V2k 42 = 0.

If 5 <7 <k + 2, then elimination of v;_1v;, vl-Q can be expressed as

2

Aj 1,010 = D i 1001 + A 2p 420 Vk42;
v =l - N i 10041 — D101 2k 4+2ViV2k 42

If £+ 3 <i < 2k, then elimination of v?, v;V;4+1 can be expressed as
A it 1001 = D101V — D 2k 42ViV2k4-2;
2
v =l Aj_10i-105 + D i1 A1 2k420iV2k 42

Since coefficients related to terms v;v;41 (4 < i < 2k) are exactly the same as their counterparts
appear in the proof of Theorem 3.3, the formula for c;42 ;13 is nothing but a parallel version of
(3.3). Meanwhile, formulas for ¢; 242 can be deduced from repeated use of eliminations above.O

Proposition 3.4 A quasitoric manifold M (Lo, A) is string if and only if
/\1,i+)\2,i+/\3,i51 (mod 2) 4<7<2k+2
and all 3 types of coefficients listed in Lemma 3.5 vanish.

Example 3.1 The quasitoric manifold M = M(Lg, A) is string if A is equivalent to

1001 O
010110
00 1111

o = O

01
00
112

Note that the polytope Lg is a Cartesian product of C3(6) and I. But the manifold M
is neither a Cartesian product, nor a quasitoric manifold of bundle type up to weakly equiv-
ariant homeomorphism (see Remark 4.1 for the general case). As a matter of fact, M is not
homeomorphic to any bundle type quasitoric manifold.

Proposition 3.5 For any bundle type quasitoric manifold M', H*(M) % H*(M').

Proof. Let a1, a2, a3, a4 and X denote generators of H?(M) corresponding to Fy, F, Fg, Fr and
Fg respectively. By Proposition 2.6, relations in H*(M) are

103 = 104 = a0y = 0;
(1 + X)X = 0;
a% = (a1 + az)ag = ag = 0;

(041 —+ o —|—2X)Oz2 = (Oég + a4 +2X)C¥3 = (CV4 +2X)a4 =0.
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Suppose there exists a bundle type quasitoric manifold M’ such that H*(M) = H*(M'),
then the orbit polytope of M’ is also Lg [10]. Let A’ = [ I3 | A, ] be the characteristic matrix
of M" and ¢ : H*(M) — H*(M'), ¢’ : H*(M') — H*(M) be cohomology ring isomorphisms.
Moreover, let 81, 32, B3, 84 and Y denote generators of H2(M') corresponding to Fy, F, Fg, F;
and Fy respectively. Then one can suppose that ¢(q;) = Zj’:1 siiB; + Y (1 < i < 4),

P(X)=Y1 B +rY and ' (B) = Y5y 8oy + X (1 <i <4), ¢(V) = Y5 rhoy +1'X.

In this way,

81,1 81,2 S1,3 S14 t1 3/1,1 3’1,2 5’1,3 5/1,4 t
S2,1 S22 S23 S24 U2 5’2,1 5/2,2 5/2,3 5/2,4 th
det | s31 s32 S33 s34 t3| ==l det | s3, 3o s33 s34 15| ==L (3.7)
S4,1 S4,2 S43 S44 U4 521,1 521,2 321,3 321,4 ty
. ro T3 rg T ook

Case 1. M’ is a CP'-bundle over 4-dimensional quasitoric manifold, i.e.,

T Yy z w‘l
A = ) 0
2x4 0

with 2,y,2,w € Z. Note that among relations in H*(M’), 8;Y (1 < j < 4) and Y? only
appear in x81Y + yB2Y + 283Y + wBsY + Y2 = 0. Therefore, p(ay)p(as) = (Z?Zl 51,05 +
tlY)(Z§:1 s3.;0; +t3Y) = 0 induces the following equations:

81,1t3 + 83,11 = xt1t3;

81,2t3 + S3,2t1 = Yt1t3;
(3.8)
81,3t3 + S3,3t1 = zt1t3;

81,4t3 + 83481 = wiyts.

By (3.7) and (3.8), t; = 0 is equivalent to t3 = 0 and t; = 0 (mod 2) is equivalent to t3 = 0
(mod 2). Parallel results can be deduced from the vanishing of ¢(a1)p(as) and p(a2)p(aq).
Thus, {ti}le have the same parity and either all of them or none of them vanishes.

On the other hand, by elementary transformation based on (3.8),

r Yy oz w 2 S1,1 S12 S13 S1a t1
S2,1 S22 S23 S24 U2 $2,1 S22 S23 S24 (o
titg-det | s31 S32 S33 S34 t3| =t3-det|s31 s32 s33 s34 t3 | = Et3.
S41 S42 S43 S44 U4 S4,1 S4,2 S43 S44 T4
™ 9 rs T4 T ™ 9 rs3 T4 T

If t3 =0, thent; =0 (1 <i <4) and r = +1. Hence, p(as +2X)p(a4q) = [2?21(544‘ +2r;)8; +
2Y](Z?Z1 s4;0;5) # 0, resulting in contradiction. If ¢3 # 0, then ¢; = 1 (mod 2) (1 < i < 4).
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Hence, (3.8) along with the parallel result induced by ¢(a2)p(as) = 0 indicates

s11+ 831 =521+ 58410 =2 (mod 2);
S12+ 832 =822+ s42=y (mod 2);
s13+ 833 =523+ s43=2 (mod 2);

S14+ 834 =824+ S44=w (mod 2).

This leads to Y11 $i1 = Y iy Si2 = Doy $i8 = Doy Sid = D y_y t; = 0 (mod 2) and contra-
dicts (3.7).

Case 2. M’ is a 4-dimensional quasitoric manifold-bundle over CP!, i.e.,

A,_(0000 1)
o *2x4 ‘*2><1 .

Note that among relations in H*(M): a1 X, X? only appear in a; X + X2 = 0; asX, a3 only

appear in a1a2+a§+2a2X = 0; as X, azay only appear in asas+aszas+2a3X = 0 and ay X, 04?1
only appear in a2 + 2a4X = 0. Therefore, ©'(81)¢'(83) = (Z?:l s 05 + t’lX)(Z?:l sy jaj +
t5X) = 0 induces the following equations:

’oy !y 1.
s1ats + 831t = tits;
oy [ A A A
519l3 + 83987 = 257 25393 (3.9)
I I r AN '
s13t5 + 8337 = 2(5] 385 4 + 814533);

;o Y P )
$1.4l3 + S34t7 = 257 483 4.

Similar to arguments in Case 1, (3.9) and the parallel results indicate that {¢,}1_; have the same
parity. Moreover, ¢ (Y?) = (Z?:l riaj +r'X )2 = 0 implies 2747’ = (r')2. In particular, {t;}},
must be odd since 7/ is even. This leads to Y7, siq = S Sio = S Si3 = S Siy =

bt =0 (mod 2) and contradicts (3.7). O

Although the manifold in Example 3.1 is not of bundle type, it is indeed weakly equivariantly
homeomorphic to the equivariant edge connected sum of two bundle type quasitoric manifolds.

Definition 3.1 (see [28] for real case based on Zs-coloring) Given 2n-dimensional quasitoric
manifolds M (P, A1) and M(Ps, A2), Let F(Pr) = {F}Y, F(P2) = {F}}72 denote facet sets

J:
and A; = (A1, -+, Amy ), A2 = (AL, , A7) denote characteristic matrices. Suppose there
are edges a = ﬂZ;%Fik,a’ = ﬂz;llFJ{k and vertices v =aN Fj,,w =aNF;, v =dNF; v =

a/NF; | satisfying Ay, = }\;.k for 1 <k < n+1. Then reorder facets such that Fj, = I, , [}, = Fj,
for 1 < k < n+ 1. In this way, the equivariant edge connected sum at a,a’ is defined to be a
quasitoric manifold M (P, A), where P = Py#°P, is the edge connected sum of P} and P, at

a,a’ (see Figure 4 as an example) and

ko

A=A Amys Mg s A,
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Figure 4: Edge connected sum of two cubes

It should be pointed out that A is NOT in refined form here. The explicit notation should be
M(Py, Al);é;\é/@aja/M(Pg, As), but it can be simplified as M (P, Al)%zeM(Pg, As) when there is no

confusion.

Let (A1,---,As) denote the characteristic matrix in Example 3.1. Note that Lg = Ly#°Ly4
and det()\l, )\4, )\7) = det()\s, )\4, )\7) =1. Thus, M(L(;, A) = M(L4, Al)%M(L@ AQ), where

1 00101 110001
Ai=101 01 0 O Ao=10 1 0 1 0 O
00111 2 01 101 2
Since A1 and As are equivalent to
1 00 211
101 1 0},
001010

both M(L4,A;) and M (L4, A3) are of bundle type (CP'-bundle over CP?#CP2). Moreover,
direct computation yields that M (L4, A1) and M (L4, A2) are string.

In general, all string quasitoric manifolds over prisms can be constructed from bundle type
string quasitoric manifolds over prisms via equivariant edge connected sum.

Theorem 3.1 If a quasitoric manifold M (Lo, ) is string, then there exist quasitoric manifolds
{M(LQk‘i? Ai)}§:1 such that

)

(1) M(Loy,, ;) is of bundle type and string for 1 <1i < s;
(2) M(Lox,A) = M(Lgkl,Al)%ﬁ/6 e %M(Lgks,As) up to weakly equivariant homeomorphism.

Proof. Let the basis of H*(M (Lag, A)) be {vjvag 12 ta<i<or+1 along with vgovgy 3. The vanishing
of p1 (M(LQk, A)) requires that C4,2k+2 = C2kt1,2k+2 = 0, i.e.,

A2.2k4+2P4 + A1 4P2k+2 = P4,2Kk+2;
{ (3.10)
A3,2k+2P2k+1 + A1,2k+1P2k+2 = P2k+1,2k+2-
On the other hand, (2.2) requires |1 — A gA22k42] = |1 — A 2k+1A32642] = 1. Note that
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A1,4A2,2k+2 = 2 leads to the following contradiction against (3.10):

|X2 264204 + A aparta| > ()\12,4 + )‘22,2k+2) +3

M

Il
w —-

(2
>2 " [ Aiaigksal +3
=1

> |,04,2k+2 |.

Thus, A\ 422842 = A1 2k+17A3,26+2 = 0.
Case 1: X op+2 = Ag.2k+2 = 0. M (Lo, A) itself is of bundle type.

Case 2: Xg opv2 = 03 X3.9512 # 0 (A2 ok4+2 7 0; Xs,9512 = 0 is a parallel case). Then A\ o1 =
0 and (3.10) implies
A1,4732k42 — 2234 = A2 2k41 = 0.
In this way, det()\l, )\4, >\2k+1) = det()\zk+2, )\4, )\2k:—|-1) =1. Hence, for k Z 3, M(Lgk, A)
can be decomposed as M (Ly, Al)%'?eM(LQk_Q, A3), where

100 Mg 0 1 1 Ma Ais 0 1
A=(0o10 1 0 o0 As=10 1 g5 0 0
0 0 1 Agqa 1 Agoryo 0 Asa Ass - 1 Agoryo
Since A; is equivalent to
1.0 0 Asopy2 Azq 1
010 1 g4 0],
0 0 1 0 1 0

M (L4, A1) is of bundle type. And direct verification leads to the vanishing of p; (M (L4, A;)). In
particular, if & = 2, then M (L4, A) itself is of bundle type and string. Meanwhile,

2k 2k 2k 2k
PUM (Lag—2,82)) = > 0f + (D Avi)* + (O dogvi)” + (D Asivi + A ongovanta)”.
i=5 i—4 i=5 i—4

It should be noted that py (M (Lag, A)) has exactly the same expression. Besides, for M (Lo, A)
and M (Lag—2, Ag), relations among {v;v;}a<; j<ort+1 and {Uivngrg}fif are identical, except for

V4V2k11. Since vqvgky1 does not appear in the expression above, pi(M(Lok, A)) = 0 induces
p1(M(Log—2,A2)) = 0.

Case 3: Ag opt2 # 0;Ag o142 # 0. Then A\ 4 = Aj 2541 = 0 and (3.10) implies
{>\2,2k+2>\§,4 = 2A3 43, 2k42;
>\3,2k+2>\§,2k+1 = 22 2k 1 A2 2k+2-

If A34X22k+1 = 0, then arguments in Case 2 can be applied to decompose M (Lo, A) via
equivariant edge connected sum. Otherwise, A34M2214+1 = 4. Along with restrictions given by
spin property, A3 4 = A2 k11 = 2 up to equivalence, and then Ag o492 = A3 242 = a.
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Suppose there exists 5 < ¢t < k + 2 such that A\j4 = -+ = Aj4—1 = 0 but Ay # 0.
With necessary column sign permutations, one can assume A;_q; = —1 for 4 < ¢ < ¢. Then
determinant restrictions indicate

11— Aita(Azp—1 — Aop—1)| = 1.
Since A1 # 0,a # 0 by assumption and A\3;—1 — Aa;—1 = 1 (mod 2) by spin property, Az¢—1 —
A2t—1 = %za = +1. Now check the vanishing of coefficients ¢;_1 2542 and ¢; 2542 with formulas

in Lemma 3.5: ¢;—1 242 = 0 indicates

t—

[\

—1
(Isps + Ds s41ps,541) = Ai(At72,2k+2pt—1 + pr—1,2k+2)
t—1,2k+2

= (A3-1 — Aot—1)[(A24—2 — A3 ¢—2)pr—1
+2(Noi—1+ A34-1)]

n
I
N

Substitution into ¢; 942 = 0 yields

d4pr = (Mg -1 — A2e-1)[2( A2 + A3t) — (N2t — A3t)pr—1.4]
+ (A2t — A3.6)[2( N2 -1 + Az—1) + (A2 -2 — Az 4—2) pr—1] (3.11)
+ (A3—1 — A2i—1) (A2e — Az) (A2eA30—2 — Ao i—2A34) pr—1.
When A3¢—1 — Agy—1 = 1, submatrix (\; j)1<i<3¢—2<j<t can be expressed as

0 0 Ay
be—1 b bd + 1
bc+c—1 b+1 bd+d+1

with b,¢c,d € Z. And (3.11) is simplified to )‘%,t + d? + 3 = 0, resulting in contradiction. When
A3 i—1 — Ag4—1 = —1, submatrix (\; ;)1<i<3¢—2<j<¢t can be expressed as
0 0 Aty
bc+c+1 b+1 bd+d—1
bc+1 b bd — 1
with b,¢,d € Z. And (3.11) is simplified to )\it +d%(2b+1)%2 + 3 = 0, resulting in contradiction
again. Therefore, A1 4 = --- = Ay y42 = 0. Likewise, \j o441 = -+ = A p+3 = 0. And M (Lo, A)

itself is of bundle type.
In conclusion, M (Lgk, A) is either of bundle type, or an equivariant edge connected sum

MLy, Al)%zéM(sz_27 A3), where M (Ly, A1) is of bundle type and string, and M (Lok_2, As) is
string. The proof finishes with induction. a

Remark 3.3 Combine the proof with results in Section 3.1, M (Lag,,A;) (1 <i<s—1) can be
assumed as the total space of a 3-stage CP'-bundle tower:

BG cp? B4 cp? BQ cP!

> pt.

And M (Lay,, As) is either a C P!-bundle over 4-dimensional quasitoric manifold, or a ;ﬁks,l (CPx
CP')-bundle over CP!. In addition, with discussions similar to those in Case 2, one can deduce
[M (Lo, N)] = [M(Lag,,As)] = 0 in QF, Q29 and there exists an omniorientation such that
[M (L, A)] = 0in QY.
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3.3 dimP =4

General results on 8-dimensional string quasitoric manifolds and their orbit polytopes are
much more difficult to reach. On one hand, there are 4-dimensional simple polytopes that can
not be realized as the orbit polytope of any quasitoric manifold, such as dual of cyclic polytopes
with more than 7 facets [16]. On the other hand, the property parallel to Proposition 3.2 and
3.3 is NOT valid, as illustrated in the example below.

Example 3.2 The quasitoric manifold M (C5(4) x C3(5), A) is string if A is equivalent to
1 0/0 0|1 00 1 O
0 1/0 0|0 1|2 2 2
0 0|1 0{0 O[1 1 0
0 0|0 1]0 0|0 1 1

Here facets are labeled such that Fy, Fy, F5, Fs (resp. Fs, Fy, Fr, Fg, Fy) correspond to facets of
C5(4) (resp. C2(5)). This example can be generalized to obtain string quasitoric manifolds over
C3(2s) x Co(2t 4+ 1) x I™ for all s,t > 2 and n > 0.

When restricted to the product of two polygons, we are led to the following characterization
similar to Proposition 3.2:

Proposition 3.6 P = Cy(my) x Ca(mz) can be realized as the orbit polytope of a string qua-
sitoric manifold if and only if mi, mg > 4 and mymg =0 (mod 2).

Proof. With pull back of the linear model and Example 3.2, it remains to prove the necessity.

Label the facets of P such that {F;}; correspond to facets of Co(m;) and {Fi}zilr:fiﬁ

correspond to facets of Ca(ms). Fix the initial vertex w = Fy N Fy N Fypyy 41 N Fip, 9. For any

quasitoric manifold M (P, A), let the basis of H*(M (P, A)) be {v;}I"% and {v; Zﬁﬁ%.

Without loss of generality, suppose mj < ma. If m; = 3, then non-vanishing element v3 does
not appear in any relation in H*(M (P, A)) (see Key Observation in Section 4 for the general

case). Thus, p1(M(P,A)) # 0, leading to contradiction.
Now suppose m1 = 25 + 1,mo = 2t + 1 with 2 < s <t. Let y;; characterizes the parity of
Xij, e, i 5 = A j (mod 2). For 1 <i<2s+41, set
Or = {i | pi = po, tji—1 # Hjit1 < J=1,2,3,4}
Oy = {i | p1,i = poi, i1 7 Mjiv1 < J = 1,2}
Oz = {i | p1i = p2, tji-1 # Wjiv1 < J = 3,4}
E={i| i # p2,s i # pyit1 < J=1,2,3,4}
with subscripts taken modulo 2s 4+ 1. Similarly, for 2s + 2 < i < 2s + 2t + 2, set
O = {i | 3 = pag, i1 7# pjiv1 & J =1,2,3,4}
Oy = {i | g3 = pai, frji1 7 pjiv1 < J = 3,4}
Oé ={i | W35 = Py [bjim1 7 Mjiv1 & F =1, 2};
E' = {i | wsi # pa, tji # pjir1 < J =1,2,3,4};
with subscripts taken modulo 2¢ + 1. Direct check on restrictions imposed by (2.2) along with
spin property yields
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(1) Oy #£0=0)y=0, =0 and O, £ = Oy = O3 = (;
(2) Oy £ 0= 0, =0, =0 and O £ = O = Oy = (;
B) EAD=E=0and & #0D=E=0.

On the other hand, A\11 = X2 = 1, 12 = Ao 1 = 0and A3 2542 = A4 2543 = 1, A32543 = A4 2542 =
0 require that cardinal numbers |O; U Oy| = |0 U O =1 (mod 2). Thus, Oy = O3 = O} =
Of =0 and |O1| =07 =1 (mod 2) by (1) and (2). Consequently, A31 = A32 =1 =A2=0
and A 2s42 = A1 2s43 = A2,2542 = A2,2543 = 0 require that |€] = |£'| =1 (mod 2). But this is a
contradiction against (3). 0

4 Few facets case

Key Observation For an n-dimensional simple polytope P with facet set F(P), if there exist
facets F' and {F},}", such that (" , F}, # 0 and F N F}, # 0 for 1 < i < n, then one can
relabel elements of F(P) with F/ = Fj, (1 <i <n)and F, ; = F. In this way, v2,; does NOT
appear in any relation in H*(M (P, A)). As a result, non-zero element v2_; must appear in the
expression of p; (M (P, A)) and its coefficient is equal to Y ;" ; )\f(n T 1 # 0. In conclusion, P
can not be realized as the orbit polytope of a string quasitoric manifold.

This observation rules out a large amount of simple polytopes such as P = Hle P; with
some P; having a 2-neighborly dual and P with a triangular 2-face. In particular, a necessary
and sufficient condition is obtained in the case of product of simplices:

Proposition 4.1 P = Hle A™ can be realized as the orbit polytope of a string quasitoric
manifold if and only if ny =1 for all1 <i <k, i.e., P is the cube I".

On the other hand, G. Blind and R. Blind classified all triangle-free simple polytopes with few
facets:

Theorem 4.1 [3, Theorem 3] If an n-dimensional simple polytope P is triangle-free, then the
number of facets fn,—1(P) > 2n. Moreover,

(1) farr(P) =2n= P =1";

(2) fa—1(P)=2n+1= P =Cy(5) x "%

(3) fno1(P) =2n+2= P = C3(6) x I"™2 or Q x I3 or Ca(5) x Ca(5) x I"* where Q can
be obtained from an edge cut of Ca(5) x I (see Figure 5).

The classification above enables us to give a totally combinatorial characterization of string
quasitoric manifolds over n-dimensional simple polytopes with the number of facets f,_1(P) <
2n + 2.

4.1 fn—l(P) =2n

Label the facets of I" such that F; N F,,1; = 0 for 1 < i < n (see Figure 6 for n = 3 case).
Choose the basis of HY(M(I",A)) as {vv;}nti1<icj<on and write p1(M) = p1(M(I",A)) =

Zn+l§i<j§2n Ci,jVilj.
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B
- v
F{,/ F3
F, v
4

Figure 6: I? and its dual with label

Lemma 4.1 Write A = (As¢)nxon and let p; = > p_y )\zﬂ. +1,pj =>4 A%,j +1 and p;j =
Pji =23 pq Akidkj forn+1<i<j<2n. Then

Cij = —ANicniNi—njPi — Nj—njNj—n,iPj + Pij-
Proof. By Proposition 2.6,
Z )\i—n,kvivk =0 n+1 <1< 2n.
k=n+1

Since (2.2) requires \;_, ; = %1, direct computation based on Proposition 2.4 yields

2n
(=Y
j=1
n 2n 2n
=2 (D0 Megui)l®+ X0 v
k=1 j=n+1 j=n-+1
2n n n
- Z (Z )‘%,j + 1)UJ2' + Z (22 Ak,iNk,j)UiVj
Jj=n+1 k=1 n+1<i<j<2n k=1

== > IO Mt DAiinidiong

n+1<i<j<2n k=1

Z)\ DA A m—QZ)\k,/\kJ]vzvj O
k=1
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Proposition 4.2 A quasitoric manifold M (I", A) is string if and only if

n
ZA;MEl (mod 2) n+1<i<2n;
k=1
— Aien,iXi—n,jPi — Aj—njNj-n,ipj + pij =0 n+1<i<j<2n.

The following algebraic lemma can be applied to further analyze string quasitoric manifolds
over cube:

Lemma 4.2 [12, Theorem 6], see also [8] Let R be a commutative ring with unit 1 and A be an
n X n matriz with elements in R. Suppose every proper principal minor of A is equal to 1. If
detA =1, then A is conjugate to a unipotent upper triangular matriz. If detA = —1, then A is
conjugate to the following matriz:

1 b 0 0
0 1 b 0
0 O 1 bp
b, 0 0 1

with [, b = (—=1)™ - 2. Here conjugacy is defined up to row and column permutations.

For characteristic matrix A = [ I, | A, ] of a quasitoric manifold over I"™, Dobrinskaya [12]
showed that A, is equivalent to a unipotent upper triangular matrix if and only if M (1™, A) is
weakly equivariantly homeomorphic to a Bott manifold, i.e., the total space B%" of a CP'-bundle
tower:

cp? _9 CP! cp! cp?
B2n B2n 2 . B2

pt.

Bott manifold may not be string (even spin) in general, but we have the following theorem in
the other direction:

Theorem 4.2 Fvery string quasitoric manifold over I™ is weakly equivariantly homeomorphic
to a Bott manifold.

Proof. Given a string quasitoric manifold M (1™, A), it suffices to show that up to equivalence,
all principal minors of A, are equal to 1. Principal minors with rank 1 are just A\;_,; for
n+1 < i < 2n and they can be assumed to be 1 by sign permutation of columns. Consequently,
principal minors with rank 2 are 1 — X\, jA\j_p; forn+1 <7 < j<2n. If1-X_, ;N j_pn; # 1,
then \j_, jA\j—n; = 2 by (2.2), leading to contradiction against Proposition 4.2:

n
| Nienjpi + Nj—nipj| > Z(x\%i + /\z,ﬂ +3
k=1

n
>2) " [ Akidn gl + 3
k=1

>|pij
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Now suppose there exists a principal minor with rank s and value —1 such that all principal
minors with rank less than s are equal to 1. Then s > 3 and A, is equivalent to

1 by e 0
- - : *(n—s)xs
0 e 1 bs_1
bs e 0 1
)\s+1,n+1 to >\s+1,n+s—1 )\s+1,n+s
: . . : *(n—s)x(n—s)
)\n,n+1 T )\n,nJrsfl )\n,nJrs
with [];_; bx = (—1)° - 2. Moreover, we can assume that (b1, bs,...,bs) = (—1,—1,...,—2) by
taking necessary conjugations and sign permutations. Then by Proposition 4.2:
n
DO M+ 1) n+l1<i<n+s—1j=i+1;
n k=1
2 Akidkj = " ] ]
2 23R 4 1) ot Ljnts
k=1
0 otherwise.

Taking the sum for all n +1 < i < j <n+ s, we have

n n n+s—1
2 ) Do A2 D) == > () AR 2N ) — 35+ 2),
k=s+1n+1<i<j<n+s k=s+1 i=n+1

leading to the following contradiction:

n n—+s

Z [( Z Aei)® 4 Mipsl = —(s +4) <0. 0

k=s+1 i=n+1

Remark 4.1 A characteristic pair (P,A) with P = P;" x P;” induces quasitoric manifolds
M, = M(Pfl,Al) and My = M(PQnQ,AQ) such that A; = [Inl ‘ Aqs ], Ay = [ L, | Ao, } and A

is equivalent to
(InloAl**12>
0 [Iny | %21 [Aow )

M(P,A) is an My bundle over M; (resp. M; bundle over Ms) if and only if %12 (resp. *21) is a
zero submatrix. And M (P, A) = M; x My if and only if both *;2 and 91 are zero submatrices.

Suppose fn,_1(P1) = mq and f,, 1(P2) = ma, then one can choose the basis of H*(M (P, A))
to be By LI By LI Bia, where By (resp. Bs) corresponds to basis of H*(M;) (resp. H*(M3)) and
B2 includes all non-vanishing v;v; for ny +ng +1 <4 <mq +ng, m1 +no +1 < j <my +ma.

When P2 = I, the proof above still works for My, i.e., if M(P,A) is string, then Ag, is
equivalent to a unipotent upper triangular matrix and My is weakly equivariantly homeomorphic
to a Bott manifold. Note that in this case, M may not be string (even spin).
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Remark 4.2 Every Bott manifold has vanishing Stiefel-Whitney numbers and Pontryagin num-
bers [26]. Thus, every string quasitoric manifold over cube bounds non-equivariantly in Q9 and
Q30,

Example 4.1 For string quasitoric manifolds M = M (I3, A), A, is equivalent to

1 0 x 1 2a ab
01 yJor O 1 b
0 0 1 0 0 1

with = y (mod 2) and ab = b (mod 2). Since {A, = (é g 2(1)t> | t € N} are not equivalent to

each other, there are countably many weakly equivariant homeomorpism classes. On the other
hand, note that

Zla, B,/ (a2, B2, ~7) z=0 (mod2)orab=0 (mod 2);

H*(M) =
() {Z[a,ﬁ,’y]/(a(a +9),8B+7),7%) x=1 (mod2)orab=1 (mod 2),

and 6-dimensional string quasitoric manifolds admit strong cohomology rigidity [22, 34|, there
are only 2 homeomorphism classes in this case. But in general, one can not get similar count-
ing results at homeomorphism level since cohomology rigidity problem is still open in higher
dimensions (see [9] for more details).

In addition, we shall see that string property for quasitoric manifolds over I™# P is related
with decomposition via equivariant connected sum operation.

Definition 4.1 (see [5] and references given there) Given 2n-dimensional quasitoric manifolds
M(PL,AL) and M(PR,AR), write Aj, = [ I, ’ Ay ], Ar = [ I, ‘ ARy ] and let wr,wpr be initial
vertices. The equivariant connected sum at wr,wg is denoted by M (Py, AL)%ZwL,wRM(PR7 AR)

and defined to be a quasitoric manifold M (P, A), where P = Pp#Pp is the connected sum of
Pr, and Pg at wr, wg (see Figure 7 as an example) and

A= (A |Ta| A ).

P>

Figure 7: Connected sum of two cubes

Note that A is NOT in refined form here and one can choose basis of H*(M (P, A)) to be
By U By, where B; (resp. Bs) corresponds to basis of H*(M(Pp,Ar)) (resp. H*(M(Pg,AR))).
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In this way, it is evident that

{wQ(M(P,A)) =0 < wy(M(Pp,AL)) = wa(M(Pg,AR)) = 0;
p1(M(P,A)) =0« p1(M(Pr,AL)) = pr(M(Pg,AR)) = 0.

Also note that different choices of initial vertices may lead to different results, but one can

simplify the notation as M (Py, Ar)#M (Pg, Ag) when no confusion can arise.

Theorem 4.3 M (I"#P"™, A) is string if and only if it is weakly equivariantly homeomorphic to
M(I™, AL)#M(P", AR) with both M(I",Ar) and M(P™ Ag) string.

Proof. By explanation above, it remains to prove the necessity. Let F(I") = {F/}?*,, F(P") =
{F/}™, denote the facet sets and suppose connected sum is taken at wy, = N2, F/, wgr =
NP_, F!'. Label the facets of I"#P" such that F; = F/ for 1 <i<n, F; =F/ for2n+1<i<
n+m and Fj is formed by F together with F]" | for n+1 < j < 2n. Choose the initial vertex
as w = N;, F}, then

A= (T, |A]Apny ),
and it suffices to show detA = 1 up to equivalence.

Take {v;}77") | as the basis of H*(M(I"#P", A)), then H*(M (I"#P", A)) includes 5 types

of elements:
Ti = {0} }n+1<i<on;
1o = {vivy bnv1<icir<oni
T3 = {0V} }nt1<i<on,2n+1<j<n+m;
Ty = {v]}ant1<j<ntmi
Ts = {vjvj Yant1<j<j/<ntm:
Aside from vanishing elements in 15,75 and T5, ideal Z contains 2 types of relations in
HAY(M(I"#P", A)):
Vi—n¥; =0 n+1<1qi<2n;
{Ui_nvj:O n+1<i1<2n2n+1<j53<n+m.
Clearly, the former can kill all elements in T3 while the latter can kill some elements in T3, Ty and
Ts. In particular, elements in T are only involved in the former type of relations. Thus, they
can be chosen as part of basis of H4(M (I"#P™, A)) and corresponding coefficients are the same

as cube case. Similar to the argument in Theorem 4.2, one can show that up to equivalence,
every proper principal minor of A is equal to 1 and

o 1 | *ix@e
A= (azg)nxn - < *(n—l)xl ‘ B )

where B is a unipotent upper triangular matrix. If a, ; = 0, then expansion by minors on the
last row induces detA = 1. Otherwise, since the coefficient of v,4+1v,1 1 is equal to a%,ﬂl,k for
2 <k < n, one gets a; = 0 for 2 < k < n, leading to detA = detB = 1. O
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Remark 4.3 String condition is essential to the validity of Theorem 4.3. Let M be the qua-
sitoric manifold over I3#13 (see Figure 8) with characteristic matrix

100 2 2 31 2 2
A=101 0 0 1 10 0 1
001101010

It is easy to verify that M is spin but not string. And it is indecomposable via equivariant

. 003
connected sum since det ((1) 0 %) =3 # £1.

Fy £ Fy
F F;

F3

Fy

Figure 8: I?#I? with label

4.2 fn71<P) =2n+1

As shown in Figure 9, label the facets of P = Cy(5) x I"~2 such that

fix "2 1<i<5;
Fi = Cy(5) x IO x a5 x "3 6<i<n+3;

Co(5) x T4 x by g x TP n+4<i<2n+1.

fl f5

ay by An—2 by—o
X &——0 X +++ X o6——0
fa fa
fs

Figure 9: P = Co(5) x "2

Let the initial vertex be intersection of F, F5 and {E}"+3 then A is equivalent to

i=6
I Mg Ais
I ) )
21 X3 Aoa 1 0 *2x(n-2)
1 A3n45  t A32n41
1
0 *(n—2)><3 In—2 >\47TL+4 . )\4’2n+1
)\n,n+4 )\n,n+5 1
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Fix the corresponding basis of H2(M(P,A)) as {v3,v4,v5} together with {vi}?gg}rép

{vivj}3§i§57n+4§j§2n+1 and {vivj}n+4§i<j§2n+1 form a basis of H4(M(P, A))
Combine arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.5 and 4.1, we are led to the following formulas
for corresponding coefficients:

then v4vs,

Lemma 4.3 Using notations introduced in Lemma 4.1,

Cij = _)\i—n—l,j/)i — )\j_n_17z‘pj + pij n+4<i1<j<2n+1;

€3, = —A1,ip3 — Ni—n—1,3Pi + p3,i n+4<:<2n+1;

C5i = —A2,iP5 — Ni—n—15Pi + Ps5,i n+4<i<2n+1.

L A1 A
Moreover, similar to Lemma 3.1, set A;; = det ()\;’f )\;’J
\i

»J

)forlgi,j§2n+1 and l; =

Ai_1i - Djiv1 - Ajpr,i—1 with subscripts taken modulo 5. Then

5

cas =045 Z(lkpk + Ak 1Pk k1),
=1

and forn+4<i<2n-+1,
Ca; = —A34A03,:04 — Ni—n—1,4Pi + pai + ADsi(l3p3 + Az ap34).

Proposition 4.3 A quasitoric manifold M(Cy(5) x I"2, A) is string if and only if
n
d Mi=1 (mod2) B3<i<bhn+4<i<2n+tl,
k=1

and all 5 types of coefficients listed in Lemma 4.3 vanish.

Remark 4.4 In general, string quasitoric manifolds over P = C3(s) x I"2 (s > 4) can be
characterized in a similar way. In particular, such manifolds always exist when s = 0 (mod 2)
while they only exist for n > 4 when s =1 (mod 2).

4.3 fn—l(P) =2n —+ 2

Arguments in Subsection 4.2 apply to the case of C2(6) x "2 and Cs(5) x Cy(5) x "4
The details are left to the reader.

When P = Q x I"3, label the facets such that F; = f; x I"73 for 1 < i < 8 (see Figure 10)
and FiﬁFn_3+i:@for9§z’§n+5.

Let the initial vertex be the intersection of Fi, Fy, F3 and {Fi}?;rgs, then A is equivalent to
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3] 1 Ao Mg A7 Aeg| O *3% (n—3)
A34 1 A3 A37 Asg
1 )\4,n+7 >\4,2n+2
0 *(n—3)x5 I3 5’7% . 5’2'n+2
)\n,n+6 )\n,n—l—? e 1




fq

Figure 10: Q3 and its dual with label

Fix the corresponding basis of H?(M (P, A)) as {v;}5_, together with {v; ?Qﬁr(;, then the fol-

lowing 5 classes of elements form a basis of H*(M (P, A)):
C1 = {vivj fny6<i<j<on+2;
Oy = {v40i, V504, V6V }nt 6<i<2n+2;
C3 = {v4v5, 0508, V704 };
C4 = {70, V8V; fny6<i<an+2;
Cs = {vavs, v7vs}.
In order to get relatively simple and explicit formulas for corresponding coefficients in the
expression of p; (M (P, A)), more generalized notations are needed:
A A ALk

Notation 4.1 Set A; ;; = det <>\2,i A2 j >\2,k> for 1 <i,5,k <2n+42. Let g1 be a function over

A3,i A3,5 A3k
integers with period 4 and gs, g3 be functions over integers with period 5, such that

3 a=1; 1 a=1;
2 a=1;
1 a=2 2 a=12
3 a=2;
g1(a) = g2(a) =<5  a=3  g3(a)=.6 a=3
4 a=3;
8 a=4; 7 a=4;
) a = 4;
6 a = b; 4 a = 5.

Note that values of g; are nothing but labels of facets adjacent to f; in @ with counter-clockwise
Order (See Figure 10) Then Set ﬁl,j = pgl(])’ ﬁlv]vk = pgl(])vgl(k)’ Alv]vk = szgl(])vgt(}c) and

li,j == 517]‘,17]‘ . Ai,j,j+1 . zi,j+1,jfl for 1 S 7 S 3and 1 S ],k S 2n + 2.

Lemma 4.4 For classes C1 and Csy:

Cij = —Ai—n-2,jPi — Aj—n—2,iPj + Pij n+6<1<j<2n+2
Cai = —A2ips — Ni—n—24Pi + P4 n+6<1i<2n+2;
C5i = —A3,iP5 — Ni—n—2,5Pi + P5.i n+6<i<2n+2;
C6i = —ALiP6 — Ni—n—2,6Pi + P6.i n+6<1i<2n+ 2.
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For class Cs:

4
cas5 = A145 Z(h,kﬁm + ALk k101 k k+1);
k=1
5
CTIERACER Z(ZQ,kﬁQ,k: + Aok ket 102,k k+1);
k=1
5
cra=2D374> (I3kP3k + D3 hs103kk41)-
k=1

For class Cy withm +6 <1< 2n+ 2:

cri = —A367036,ip7 — Ni—n—2,70i + p7,i + N37:(l3303.3 + A334P334);
cgi = —No68026ip8 — Ni—n—228pi + ps,i + Dogi(laspas + K2,4,5ﬁ2,4,5)~

For class Cs:

cas = — Aagps — Dogalagsps + pas + Doag(laspos + Doaspoas);
crg = — A367036807 — D26 7026808 + P78
+ Az 78(l33p33 + Az34p334) + Do7s(laspas + Aaaspras).

Proposition 4.4 A quasitoric manifold M(Q x I3, A) is string if and only if
n
d Mi=1 (mod2) 4<i<8n+6<i<2n+2
k=1

and all coefficients listed in Lemma 4.4 vanish.

Example 4.2 The quasitoric manifold M (Q x I?, A) is string if A is equivalent to

1 00/00111/00[00
01 0[10010/00/00
00 1/0 100 1/00/00
000[202¢20[L0[LO0
000/02213/01/01

5 Real analogue

A real version of quasitoric manifold called small cover, denoted by Mg (P, A), can be defined
with 7" replaced by Z7 in Canonical Construction in Section 2 [11]. Suppose P is an n-
dimensional simple polytope with facet set F(P) = {F;}["; and let v; be Poincaré dual of
characteristic submanifold corresponding to F; for 1 < i < m. Results parallel to Proposition

2.5 and 2.6 are valid with Zs-coefficients. As for characteristic classes,

m

w(Mg(P,A)) =[[(A+v)  p(Me(P,A)) = 1.
=1
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In particular, wi(Mr(P,A)) = > vi, wo(Mr(P,A)) = > wvw; and py(Mgr(P,A)) = 0.

i=1 1<i<j<m

Therefore, when A is in refined form, Mg (P, A) is orientable if and only if all column sums
of A are odd. Moreover, string property and spin property are equivalent for small covers. Note
that in the case of small cover, wy is the sum of square-free elements instead of square elements,
and calculations are taken in Zy. Thus, it is not surprising that different results are obtained
via simpler arguments. In the sequel, several statements are listed without proof and some of
which have been mentioned in the literature.

First of all, 2-dimensional string small covers are nothing but equivariant connected sum of
RP! x RPL.

Secondly, combine the Four Color Theorem and results in [20], every 3-dimensional simple
polytope can be realized as the orbit polytope of a string small cover. In particular, every string
small cover over prism is induced by 3-coloring or 4-coloring, and must be of bundle type.

Thirdly, P = Co(mq) x Ca(mz2) can be realized as the orbit polytope of a string small cover
if and only if mymg =0 (mod 2).

Example 5.1 The small cover Mr(C2(4) x C2(3),A) is string if A is equivalent to

1 0/0 01 010
0 10 0|0 1|1
0 01 0]0 01
0 0j0 1|0 0|1

Lastly, each string small cover over product of simplices Hle A™ is a generalized real Bott
manifold, i.e., the total space B™ of an RP™-bundle tower:

RP"k RP"h—1 RP"2

B" B RP™

\ Bnl pt7

where n = Zle n;. In this case, calculation based on an explicit formula for wy given in [13]
(see also [7]) induces the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1 P = Hle A™ with n; > 2 can be realized as the orbit polytope of a string
small cover if and only if n; =1 (mod 2) for 1 <i <k and 3 iy such that n;, =3 (mod 4).

As shown in examples below, similar characterization does not exist for P = I'™ x Hle Ami
with m > 1,n; > 2.

Example 5.2 The small cover Mg (I' x A2, A) is string if A is equivalent to

1/0 0]1]1
01 0]0(1
0/0 1|01
Example 5.3 The small cover Mg(I' x A% x A% A) is string if A = [ Ig | A, ] with
1101
011]0
0111
0111
A=
0101
0(0]1
0101
0101

w
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