
ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

08
04

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
T

] 
 1

7 
A

pr
 2

02
3

VAN KAMPEN-FLORES THEOREM AND STIEFEL-WHITNEY

CLASSES

DAISUKE KISHIMOTO AND TAKAHIRO MATSUSHITA

Abstract. The van Kampen-Flores theorem states that the d-skeleton of a
(2d + 2)-simplex does not embed into R

2d. We prove the van Kampen-Flores
theorem for triangulations of manifolds satisfying a certain condition on their
Stiefel-Whitney classes. In particular, we show that the d-skeleton of a tri-

angulation of a (2d + 1)-manifold with non-trivial total Stiefel-Whitney class
does not embed into R

2d.

1. Introduction

The van Kampen-Flores theorem states that the d-skeleton of a (2d+2)-simplex
does not embed into R

2d. Actually, van Kampen [15] and Flores [6] proved the
following stronger statement which is now called the van Kampen-Flores theorem
too. For any continuous map f : ∆2d+2

d → R
2d, there are disjoint simplices σ, τ of

∆2d+2
d such that f(σ) and f(τ) have a point in common, where ∆n and Kd denote

the n-simplex and the d-skeleton of a simplicial complex K, respectively. See [2] for
a sharpened version. There are several generalizations of the van Kampen-Flores
theorem [2, 3, 7, 11, 12, 14, 16, 19, 20, 23]. Among others, the authors [14] gave
a generalization to maps out of certain CW complexes into the Euclidean space,
which includes the following case. Let K be a triangulation of a mod 2 homology
(2d + 1)-sphere. Then for any continuous map f : Kd → R

2d, there are disjoint
simplices σ, τ of Kd such that f(σ) and f(τ) have a point in common. (cf. [19])

We also have an analogous non-embeddability result for the 1-skeleton of a tri-
angulation of a surface as follows. Let G be the 1-skeleton of a triangulation of a
closed surface S. Then we have e = 3v − 3χ(S), where v and e are the numbers
of vertices and edges of G and χ(S) denotes the Euler characteristic of S. On the
other hand, as in [4, Corollary 9.5.1], we have e ≤ 3v − 6 whenever G is planar,
and so the statement is proved. Motivated by the above two results on the non-
embeddability of skeleta of manifold triangulations, we pose the following problem,
where manifolds will be assumed to be paracompact and smooth throughout the
paper.

Problem 1.1. Find a class of manifolds such that the d-skeleta of their triangula-
tions are not embeddable into R

2d.

In this paper, we give a class of manifold for which the d-skeleta of their tri-
angulations are not embeddable into R

2d. We will take an approach different
from the previous works [10, 14] in which we assumed high acyclicity. Instead
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of acyclicity, we consider a condition on characteristic classes of manifolds. To
state the main result, we set notation. For 0 ≤ k ≤ d − 1, we define polynomials

a
(k)
1 , . . . , a

(k)
d ∈ Z2[x1, x2, . . . , xd] as follows. Let

a
(0)
i = xi (1 ≤ i ≤ d)

and
a
(k)
i = xia

(k−1)
1 + a

(k−1)
i+1 (1 ≤ i ≤ d)

for 1 ≤ k ≤ d− 1, where we set a
(k−1)
d+1 = 0. For a d-manifold M , we define

w
(k)
i (M) = a

(k)
i (w1(TM), . . . , wd(TM))

for 1 ≤ i ≤ d, and set w(k)(M) = 1+w
(k)
1 (M)+· · ·+w

(k)
d (M), where TM denotes the

tangent bundle of M . Note that w(0)(M) coincides with the total Stiefel-Whitney
class w(M). Now we state the main theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let K be a triangulation of a (2d+k+1)-manifold M with w(k)(M) 6=
1, where 0 ≤ k ≤ d−1. Then for any continuous map f : Kd+k → R

2d+2k, there are

disjoint simplices σ, τ of Kd+k such that f(σ) and f(τ) have a point in common.

The k = 0 case of Theorem 1.2 is of particular interest.

Corollary 1.3. Let K be a triangulation of a (2d+1)-manifold M with w(M) 6= 1.
Then for any continuous map f : Kd → R

2d, there are disjoint simplices σ, τ of Kd

such that f(σ) and f(τ) have a point in common.

Let M be a d-manifold. In general, it is not easy to check the non-triviality of
w(k)(M). However, the non-triviality of w(1)(M) can be deduced from standard
topological conditions. By definition, we have

w
(1)
d (M) = w1(TM)wd−1(TM) + wd(TM).

If M is orientable, then w1(M) = 0. Suppose M is closed and connected. Then by
the Euler-Poincaré theorem, wd(M) coincides with the mod 2 reduction of the Euler

characteristic χ(M) in Hd(M ;Z2) ∼= Z2. So w
(1)
d (M) 6= 0 whenever M is orientable

and χ(M) is odd, and thus by Theorem 1.2, we obtain the following corollary which
can be thought of as a generalization of the above mentioned non-embeddability of
the 1-skeleton of a triangulation of a closed surface into a plane.

Corollary 1.4. Let K be a triangulation of a closed connected orientable (2d+2)-
manifold. If χ(K) is odd, then for any continuous map f : Kd+1 → R

2d+2, there are

disjoint simplices σ, τ of Kd+1 such that f(σ) and f(τ) have a point in common.

The total Stiefel-Whitney class of a mod 2 homology sphere is trivial, and so we
cannot apply Corollary 1.3 to it. But as in [9], the van Kampen-Flores theorem
holds for a triangulation of a mod 2 homology sphere. Besides mod 2 homology
spheres, there are important classes of manifolds with trivial total Stiefel-Whitney
classes such as (real) moment-angle manifolds as in [9]. So it would be interesting
to find whether or not the van Kampen-Flores theorem holds for such manifolds.

In Section 2, we recall the Stiefel-Whitney height of a free Z2-space, and compute
it for the deleted product of a manifold with w(k)(M) 6= 1. In Section 3, we
apply the result of Section 2 to prove the topological Radon theorem for manifold
triangulations (Theorem 3.4), and then prove Theorem 1.2 by the constraint method
[2] applied to it.
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2. Stiefel-Whitney height

In this section, we recall the Stiefel-Whitney height of a free Z2-space, and
compute it for the deleted product of a manifold by comparing the deleted product
with the tangent sphere bundle, similarly to the tangent microbundle [18].

We define the Stiefel-Whitney class of a free Z2-space as in [15, Definition 8.21].
Let X be a free Z2-space. If X has the Z2-homotopy type of a Z2-complex, then
there is a Z2-map X → S∞ which is unique, up to Z2-homotopy. See [15, Proposi-
tion 8.16], for example. In particular, this map induces a map ρ : X/Z2 → S∞/Z2 =
RP∞, which is unique, up to homotopy. The map ρ is often called the classifying
map of X . The Stiefel-Whitney class of X is defined by

̟1(X) = ρ∗(a) ∈ H1(X/Z2;Z2)

where a is a generator of H1(RP∞;Z2) ∼= Z2. By the uniqueness of the classifying
map, the Stiefel-Whitney class of a free Z2-space satisfies the naturality such that
for a Z2-map f : X → Y between free Z2-spaces,

(2.1) f̄∗(̟1(Y )) = ̟1(X)

where the map f̄ : X/Z2 → Y/Z2 is covered by f .
Now we define the Stiefel-Whitney height of X by

h(X) = max{n ≥ 0 | ̟1(X)n 6= 0}.

Clearly, the Stiefel-Whitney height is an invariant of the Z2-homotopy type of a free
Z2-space. Analogous invariants for more general group actions are considered in
[5, 8, 10, 14, 23]. We record basic properties of the Stiefel-Whitney height that we
are going to use, where we will freely use the fact that each skeleton of a Z2-complex
is a Z2-complex.

Lemma 2.1. Let X,Y be free Z2-complexes.

(1) There is an inequality

h(X) ≤ dimX.

(2) If there is a Z2-map f : X → Y , then

h(X) ≤ h(Y ).

(3) If X is a free Z2-complex and h(X) ≥ n, then

h(Xn) = n.

Proof. (1) Since X/Z2 is a CW complex of dimension n, it follows from the cellular
approximation theorem that the classifying map X/Z2 → RP∞ can be compressed
into RPn ⊂ RP∞, where n = dimX . Then we get ̟1(X)n+1 = 0, implying
h(X) ≤ n.
(2) Let f̄ : X/Z2 → Y/Z2 be the map covered by f . Then by (2.1), we have
f̄∗(̟1(Y )) = ̟1(X), and so

0 6= ̟1(X)n = f̄∗(̟1(Y ))n = f̄∗(̟1(Y )n)
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whenever ̟1(X)n 6= 0. Thus ̟1(Y )n 6= 0, implying h(X) ≤ h(Y ).
(3) Since X is a free Z2-complex, Xn is also a free Z2-complex, and so we can con-
sider h(Xn). Let j : Xn/Z2 → X/Z2 denote the inclusion. Then since j∗(̟1(X)) =
̟1(Xn) by (2.1), we get

̟1(Xn)
n = j∗(̟1(X))n = j∗(̟1(X)n) 6= 0.

Since the induced map j∗ : Hn(Xn/Z2;Z2) → Hn(X/Z2;Z2) is injective, we obtain
̟1(Xn)

n 6= 0, implying h(X) ≥ n. On the other hand, we have h(Xn) ≤ n by (1),
and thus we obtain h(Xn) = n, as stated. �

We compute the Stiefel-Whitney height of the deleted product of a manifold.
The deleted product of a topological space X is defined by

X⋆ = {(x, y) ∈ X ×X | x 6= y}.

Then X⋆ is a free Z2-space by the involution

X⋆ → X⋆, (x, y) 7→ (y, x).

Let M be a manifold of dimension d. We equip M with a Riemannian metric. For
each x ∈ M , we define δx > 0 so as to satisfy that for some open neighborhood
Ux of x in M , the exponential map exp: TM → M is injective on the subsets
{v ∈ TyM | |v| ≤ δx} for each y ∈ Ux (see [17, Lemma 10.3]). Let U denote a
locally finite refinement of an open cover M =

⋃
x∈M Ux, which exists because M

is paracompact. Let {ρU}U∈U be a partition of unity subordinate to U. We choose
one point xU ∈ U for each U ∈ U, and let

δ(x) =
∑

U∈U

ρU (x)δxU

which is a continuous function on M . Now we define

S = {v ∈ TM | |v| = δ(π(v))}

where π : TM → M denotes the projection. Then S is a tangent sphere bundle on
M . Consider a map

(2.2) S → M ×M, v 7→ (exp(v), exp(−v)).

For each x ∈ M , there is U ∈ U such that x ∈ U and δ(x) ≤ δU . Then the
exponential map exp: TM → M is injective on each Sx, the fiber of the tangent
sphere bundle S → M at x ∈ M . So image of the map (2.2) is included in M⋆, and
so we get a map g : S → M⋆. Let Z2 act on S by the involution

S → S, v 7→ −v.

Then the map g is a Z2-map, and so by Lemma 2.1, we get

(2.3) h(S) ≤ h(M⋆).

By (2.1), ̟1(S) restricts to ̟1(Sx) for each x ∈ M . Since Sx is identified with
Sd−1 with antipodal Z2-action, ̟1(Sx) is a ganerator of H1(Sx/Z2;Z2) ∼= Z2,
where Sx/Z2 = RP d−1. Then since S/Z2 is identified with the projectivization of
TM , it follows from by [22, (19.2.2) Theorem and Section 19.4] that there is an
isomorphism

H∗(S/Z2;Z2) ∼= H∗(M ;Z2){1, ̟1(S), ̟1(S)
2 . . . , ̟1(S)

d−1}
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as an H∗(M ;Z2)-module such that the equality

(2.4) ̟1(S)
d + w1(TM)̟1(S)

d−1 + w2(TM)̟1(S)
d−2 + · · ·+ wd(TM) = 0

holds, where R{x1, . . . , xn} denotes the free R-module with basis x1, . . . , xn for a
commutative ring R.

Proposition 2.2. If M is a d-manifold with w(k)(M) 6= 1, then

h(M⋆) ≥ d+ k.

Proof. By (2.4) and the definition of w
(k)
i (M), we have

̟1(S)
d+k + w

(k)
1 (M)̟1(S)

d−1 + w
(k)
2 (M)̟1(S)

d−2 + · · ·+ w
(k)
d (M) = 0.

Then we get ̟1(S)
d+k 6= 0, implying h(S) ≥ d + k, whenever w(k)(M) 6= 1. Thus

by (2.3), we obtain h(M⋆) ≥ d+ k, as stated. �

3. Topological Radon theorem

The topological Radon theorem [1] states that for any continuous map f : ∆d+1 →
R

d, there are disjoint simplices σ, τ of ∆d+1 such that f(σ) and f(τ) have a point
in common. In this section, we prove the topological Radon theorem for a map out
of a manifold triangulation (Theorem 3.4), and then prove Theorems 1.2 by the
constraint method [2] applied to it.

For a simplicial complex K, we define the simplicial deleted product K̂⋆ as the
subcomplex of a CW complex K × K consisting of closed cells σ × τ where σ, τ

are disjoint simplices of K. Then K̂⋆ is a subspace of K⋆ such that the Z2-action

on K⋆ restricts to K̂⋆. We connect the existence of a certain map out of K to a

Z2-map out of a skeleton of K̂⋆.

Lemma 3.1. Let K be a simplicial complex. If there is a map f : K → R
d such that

f(σ) ∩ f(τ) = ∅ whenever σ, τ are disjoint simplices of K with dimσ + dim τ ≤ n,
then there is a Z2-map

(K̂⋆)n → (Rd)⋆.

Proof. The Z2-map

K ×K → R
d × R

d, (x, y) 7→ (f(x), f(y))

restricts to a Z2-map (K̂⋆)n → (Rd)⋆, where the Z2-action is given by switching

the direct product factors. Indeed, every closed cell of (K̂⋆)n is of the form σ × τ
for disjoint simplices σ, τ of K with dimσ + dim τ ≤ n, and for such simplices of
K, we have f(σ) ∩ f(τ) = ∅, that is, (f × f)(σ × τ) = f(σ)× f(τ) ⊂ (Rd)⋆. �

We prove a version of the Borsuk-Ulam theorem.

Proposition 3.2. Let K be a simplicial complex. If h(K̂⋆) ≥ d, then for any

continuous map f : K → R
d, there are disjoint simplices σ, τ of K with dimσ +

dim τ ≤ d such that f(σ) and f(τ) have a point in common.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we have h(K̂d) = d. Suppose there is a map f : K → R
d

such that for disjoint simplices σ, τ of K with dimσ + dim τ ≤ d, f(σ) ∩ f(τ) = ∅.

Then by Lemma 3.1, there is a Z2-map (K̂⋆)d → (Rd)⋆, and so by Lemma 2.1, we
get

d = h((K̂⋆)d) ≤ h((Rd)⋆)
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On the other hand, (Rd)⋆ is Z2-homotopy equivalent to the unit sphere of the
orthogonal complement of the diagonal subspace in R

d × R
d, which is a (d − 1)-

sphere. Then h((Rd)⋆) = d − 1, and we obtain a contradiction. Thus the proof is
finished. �

In order to apply Proposition 2.2 to Proposition 3.2, we need the following
lemma. The lemma is stated in [21, Lemma 2.1], but the proof is false: the map β
is not continuous. So we give a fix.

Lemma 3.3. For a simplicial complex K, the inclusion K̂⋆ → K⋆ is a Z2-homotopy

equivalence.

Proof. Since both K̂⋆ and K⋆ are free Z2-spaces and the inclusion K̂⋆ → K⋆ is a
Z2-map, it is sufficient to show that the inclusion is a homotopy equivalence. So

we construct a deformation retract of K⋆ onto K̂⋆. We may assume that vertices
of K are (1, 0, . . . , 0), (0, 1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, 1) ∈ R

m. Then every point of K
is given by (t1, . . . , tm) ∈ R

m for some t1, . . . , tm ≥ 0 satisfying t1 + · · · + tm = 1.
For x = (x1, . . . , xm), y = (y1, . . . , ym) ∈ R

m and i = 1, 2, . . . ,m, let

δi(x, y) = max{xi − yi, 0}

Then δi(x, y) > 0 for some i whenever (x, y) ∈ K⋆, and so we can define a continuous
map

α : K⋆ → K, (x, y) 7→
1

δ1(x, y) + · · ·+ δm(x, y)
(δ1(x, y), . . . , δm(x, y)).

Now we define a map

K⋆ × [0, 1] → K⋆, ((x, y), t) 7→ ((1− t)x+ tα(x, y), (1 − t)y + tα(y, x)).

It is straightforward to check that this is a deformation retraction of K⋆ onto K̂⋆,
completing the proof. �

We are ready to prove the topological Radon theorem for maps out of manifold
triangulations.

Theorem 3.4. Let K be a triangulation of a d-manifold with w(k)(M) 6= 1, where
1 ≤ k ≤ d − 1. Then for any continuous map f : K → R

d+k, there are disjoint

simplices σ, τ of K with dimσ+dim τ ≤ d+k such that f(σ) and f(τ) have a point

in common.

Proof. By Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 3.3, we have h(K̂⋆) ≥ d + k. Then by
Proposition 3.2, the statement is proved. �

Finally, we prove Theorem 1.2 by the constraint method [2] applied to Theorem
3.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose there is a map f : Kd+k → R
2d+2k such that for

any distinct simplices σ, τ of Kd+k, f(σ) and f(τ) do not have a point in common.

Then since (K,Kd+k) is an NDR pair, we can extend f to a map f̃ : K → R
2d+2k.

On the other hand, there is a map c : K → R such that c−1(0) = Kd+k because
(K,Kd+k) is an NDR pair. We define a map

F : K → R
2d+2k+1, x 7→ (f̃(x), c(x)).

By Theorem 3.4, there are disjoint faces σ, τ of K with dimσ+dim τ ≤ 2d+2k+1
such that for some x ∈ σ, y ∈ τ , we have F (x) = F (y), that is, f̃(x) = f̃(y)
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and c(x) = c(y). By taking smaller simplices if necessary, we may assume that x ∈
Int(σ) and y ∈ Int(τ), where Int(ν) denotes the interior of a cell ν. If c(x) 6= 0, then
c(y) 6= 0. So since x ∈ Int(σ) and y ∈ Int(τ), we get 0 /∈ c(Int(σ)) and 0 /∈ c(Int(τ )),
implying dimσ ≥ d+k+1 and dim τ ≥ d+k+1. Then dimσ+dim τ > 2d+2k+1,
which is a contradiction, hence c(x) = 0. In this case, we have c(y) = 0. Then
since x ∈ Int(σ) and y ∈ Int(τ), we get that σ, τ are simplices of Kd+k such that
f(σ)∩f(τ) ⊃ {f(x) = f(y)} 6= ∅. This is a contradiction too. Thus our supposition,
the existence of the map f , is false, completing the proof. �
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