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Non-cobordant hyperbolic manifolds

Jacopo G. Chen*

Abstract

In all dimensions n > 4 not of the form 4m + 3, we show that there exists
a closed hyperbolic n-manifold which is not the boundary of a compact
(n + 1)-manifold. The proof relies on the relationship between the cobordism
class and the fixed point set of an involution on the manifold, together with
a geodesic embedding of Kolpakov, Reid and Slavich. We also outline a
possible approach to cover the dimensions 4m + 3 # 2% — 1.

1 Introduction

The (unoriented) cobordism relation on smooth, closed n-manifolds gives rise to the
cobordism group N,,, whose elements are equivalence classes of cobordant manifolds, and
whose group operation is induced by the disjoint union: [M]+[M’] := [MUM’]. Moreover,
the direct sum of all AV, for n > 0 can be given a graded ring structure, with multiplication
induced by the Cartesian product of manifolds. The structure of the cobordism ring N
was described by Thom in his seminal paper [14]: it is a free polynomial ring over Zs

./\/;222[372,%4,%5,-%6,---], (1)

with one generator x; for each i # 2F — 1. Of course, this allows one to easily determine
the individual groups N,.

It is also of interest to impose additional structure on manifolds and the cobordisms
between them: for instance, we may study the oriented cobordism or spin cobordism
groups. In the context of hyperbolic geometry, Long and Reid [9] introduced the concept
of a manifold that bounds geometrically, that is, a hyperbolic manifold that is the geodesic
boundary of another hyperbolic manifold.

Returning to unoriented cobordism, we may instead impose conditions on the Riemannian
metric: it is a classical result of Hamrick and Roysted [6] that all flat closed manifolds are
boundaries; on the other hand, for even n, the real projective spaces RP" are examples
of non-cobordant spherical manifolds, since their Euler characteristic is 1. Moreover,
by Ontaneda’s Riemannian hyperbolization [10, Corollary 1|, for any given ¢ > 0, we
can realize every cobordism class with closed manifolds of pinched negative sectional
curvature K € [-1 — ¢, —1].
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1. Introduction

Along this direction, in the present paper we will analyze the unoriented cobordism
relation between closed hyperbolic manifolds. Specifically, we prove:

Theorem 1.1. For each n >4, n # 3 (mod 4), there exists a connected, non-cobordant
closed hyperbolic n-manifold.

Note that the two-dimensional case is realized by any hyperbolic surface diffeomorphic
to T2#RP?, while the case n = 4 is realized by two manifolds of Euler characteristic 17,
due to Ratcliffe and Tschantz [11]. We have not been able to find any other examples of
non-cobordant closed hyperbolic manifolds in the literature.

By contrast, we may arrange for our examples to have even Euler characteristic, which
implies that in dimension 4 they realize a different cobordism class from either Ratcliffe—
Tschantz 4-manifold (see Section 5.3).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on describing the cobordism class of a manifold M
in terms of projective bundles on the fixed submanifolds X of a nontrivial involution
7: M — M. By a formula of Thom, we can compute the value of a certain homomorphism
©": N, = Zs on such a projective bundle, discovering that it depends only on the Stiefel—
Whitney classes of the normal bundle vX (and not on the tangent classes w;(X)). The
formula, stated in Theorem 3.3, may be of independent interest. It takes the following
form:

n—1
"M =" > Lig(wi(vX), .. we(vX)), (2)

d=0 X€F,(r)

where Fy(7) is the set of all fixed submanifolds of 7 having dimension d, and I, 4 are
certain polynomial expressions.

In Section 4, we build upon a result of Kolpakov, Reid and Slavich [8], which roughly gives
a way to geodesically embed an arithmetic hyperbolic n-manifold M into an arithmetic
hyperbolic (n 4+ 1)-manifold M’; specifically, we extend the result to the context of
arithmetic manifolds with involutions. Moreover, we show that by cutting M’ along M
and reattaching with a twist given by the involution, we obtain another (n + 1)-manifold
M" in which M also embeds geodesically.

The right hand side of (2) is a well-defined invariant I(n, M, 7) for a manifold with
involution (M, 7) of any dimension, coinciding with ¢"[M] when dim M = n: using
this fact, we construct a non-cobordant n-manifold M™ by starting from a particular
3-manifold with I(n,M,7) = 1, and repeatedly applying the Kolpakov—Reid—Slavich
embedding to increase the dimension. At each step, we may choose whether to perform
the twist or not; it is exactly this freedom that allows us to ensure I(n, M, 7) =1 at each
step, until we reach dimension n.

Furthermore, for 3-manifolds, the expression I(n, M, T) is periodic in n of period 4, so we
manage to cover all dimensions n = 0,1,2 (mod 4) with only three starting examples.
The limitations of our method for the remaining case n = 3 (mod 4), which we discuss in
Section 5.2, arise from a specific pattern in the expressions I,, 4. By choosing suitable
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starting manifolds, we describe how one might construct non-cobordant hyperbolic
manifolds in all dimensions n # 2¥ — 1. Note that the cobordism groups Ny, _; are
actually nontrivial for £ > 3, but constructing non-cobordant hyperbolic manifolds in
these dimensions requires a different approach.

Some questions remain open:
Question 1.2. Do there exist non-cobordant hyperbolic manifolds of dimension 4m + 3?7

Question 1.3. Which cobordism classes can be realized by hyperbolic manifolds? What
if the manifolds are required to be connected?

Additionally, since our method does not easily allow for the construction of orientable
manifolds, we may ask:

Question 1.4. Do there exist non-cobordant orientable hyperbolic manifolds?

In dimensions 2 and 4 the answer is known to be negative. Indeed, an orientable surface
bounds a handlebody; on the other hand, a closed orientable hyperbolic 4-manifold has
zero signature by the Hirzebruch signature formula [9], thus it is cobordant.

Similar questions may of course be asked for the orientable cobordism group and its
higher analogs.

Finally, a natural question arises regarding spin¢ structures on hyperbolic manifolds. In a
previous paper [2], the author showed that, in all dimensions > 5, there exists a closed
orientable hyperbolic manifold M with ws (M) # 0, which in turn implies that M does not
admit a spin® structure. The argument also relies on iterating the Kolpakov—Reid—Slavich
embedding, but is simpler than the one in the present paper, in that it directly keeps
track of nonzero Stiefel-Whitney classes at each step. Now note that, if a 5-manifold M is
not cobordant, then its Stiefel-Whitney number wows is nontrivial, implying ws(M) # 0.
Hence, a stronger version of Theorem 1.1, giving orientable manifolds, would imply the
main result of [2] in dimension 5. It would be interesting to generalize this argument to
higher dimensions:

Question 1.5. Can the proof strategy of Theorem 1.1 be adapted to show the existence of
non-spin® closed hyperbolic manifolds via the nonvanishing of Stiefel-Whitney numbers?

Structure of the paper

In Section 2, we define the unoriented cobordism ring N, its decomposable classes and
the homomorphisms ™. Then, in Section 3, we relate the cobordism class of a manifold
to the fixed point set of an involution defined on it, and we compute its image through ¢".
In Section 4, we introduce the Kolpakov—Reid—Slavich codimension-1 embedding, extend
its definition to manifolds with involutions, and define an alternate, twisted embedding.
Finally, in Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.1 and discuss the remaining case n = 3 (mod 4).
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2 The unoriented cobordism ring

In this section, we recall some properties of the unoriented cobordism (henceforth simply
cobordism) relation on manifolds.

Definition 2.1. Let M, M’ be two closed n-manifolds. A cobordism between M and
M’ is a compact (n + 1)-manifold with boundary W such that OW ~ M L M’. If such
a W exists, we say that M and M’ are cobordant and have the same cobordism class
[M] = [M']. Finally, we say that M is cobordant if [M] = [&].

Cobordism classes of n-manifolds form a group N, under disjoint union, with [@] as the
identity; moreover, every class is its own inverse, because (M x [0,1]) ~ M LI M, making
N, into an abelian 2-group.

The Cartesian product of manifolds induces a well-defined multiplication of cobordism
classes, and hence a graded ring structure on the direct sum of all cobordism groups

No=> N, (3)

i>0
The structure of the cobordism ring is that of a free polynomial algebra on Zs, as proved
by Thom:
Theorem 2.2 ([14, Théoréme IV.12|). We have
Ny =~ Zoxe, x4, 75, x6, - - . |, (4)
with a generator x; of degree i for each i # 2% — 1.

Thom also showed [14, p. 80] that the real projective spaces RP’ can be taken as represen-
tatives for z;, i even, while Dold [4] introduced the manifolds P(m,n) as representatives
for x;, ¢ odd:

Theorem 2.3 ([4, Satz 3|). Representatives for each generator x;, i # 2F — 1, can be
chosen as follows. If i is even, then x; = [RP']. If i is odd, write i = 2"(2s + 1) — 1; then
x; = [P(2" —1,82")], where

P(m,n) = (5™ x CP*) /{(z, [y]) ~ (=, [¥])}. ()

2.1 Decomposable classes

In order to simplify the problem of constructing non-cobordant hyperbolic n-manifolds,
we define nontrivial homomorphisms ¢™: N, — Zs, and then proceed to find a hyperbolic
M™ such that ¢"[M"] = 1.
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Definition 2.4. A class y € N, is decomposable if it is represented by a product of two
manifolds of positive dimension.

Decomposable classes are sums of products of two or more generators. In every dimension
n # 28 — 1, the group N,, is generated by decomposable classes together with x,: hence,
it is natural to define a map ™ that sends x,, to 1 and vanishes on decomposable classes.

The value ¢"[M"] can be elegantly computed, following [14] (see also the expository
paper |7]). Indeed, given the total Stiefel-Whitney class
w(M"™) =14 w1 + -+ + w, (6)

let A1,...,\n, be the formal roots of the polynomial p(t) == " + wit" ' + -+ + wy,
obtained by homogenizing w(M™) with a new degree-1 variable t. Then we have

oM = 3N (™

More rigorously, we observe that the sum of powers in (7) can be written in terms of
elementary symmetric polynomials in the roots \;, which are simply the coefficients
w1, ..., wy. As expected, ¢"[M"] is a polynomial expression of degree n in the Stiefel—
Whitney classes or, in other words, a sum of Stiefel-Whitney numbers.

3 Projective bundles and involutions

Given a rank-k vector bundle £ over a closed n-manifold M, we can define the projective
bundle P(§) as a fiberwise quotient of the unit sphere bundle S(§) by the antipodal map.
This construction results in a bundle over M with fiber RP*~!, whose total space, which
we shall also denote by P(€), is a closed (n + k — 1)-manifold.

The total Stiefel-Whitney class of P(§) can be described in terms of the Stiefel-Whitney
classes of M and &, as follows.

Theorem 3.1 (|3, Theorem 23.3|, [1, p. 517]). Let & be a rank-k vector bundle over
a closed n-manifold M and let p: P(§) — M be the bundle map. Define the classes
wj = p*(w;(M)), v; = p*(w;(&)). Then we have

H*(P(&)) ~ H*(M)[c]/(c* + & 1oy + -+ + ), (8)

where ¢ € HY(P(E)) is the characteristic class of the double cover S(&) — P(£). In
particular, H*(P(€)) is a free H*(M)-module with basis {1,c,...,c 1},

Moreover, the total Stiefel-Whitney class of the manifold P(§) is
wP() = (L +wi+ - Fwp) - (L+ ) + (14 ) o+ o). (9)
As we will see in the following, the cobordism class of a manifold equipped with an

involution can be written in terms of projective bundles over the fixed submanifolds of
the involution.
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3.1 Fixed points of involutions

Let M be a connected closed n-manifold equipped with a nontrivial involution 7. Follow-
ing [3, Section 24|, the fixed point set Fix(7) is a disjoint union of closed submanifolds of
M. Hence, we may define F'(7) as the set of all fixed submanifolds, and F;(7) as the set
of all such submanifolds of dimension 4, for ¢ > 0; note that F;(7) is trivially empty for
i > n, and F,(7) is also empty since 7 is nontrivial and M is connected.

The following result is of fundamental importance to our discussion.

Theorem 3.2 (|3, Theorem 24.2|). Let M be a connected closed n-manifold and let T be
a nontrivial involution on M. Then we have

M= Y [PuXa®d), (10)

XeF(r)

where €1 denotes the trivial line bundle.

Note that the Stiefel-Whitney classes of vX @ ¢! are the same as those of vX. Hence, by
Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, the cobordism class of M is determined by the Stiefel-Whitney
classes of X and vX for all fixed submanifolds X.

3.2 Applying "

Let us compute the value of ™ applied to such projective bundles, using Theorem 3.1
and the method of Section 2.1.

Let X € F4(7) be a fixed submanifold of dimension d and let w; == w;(X), v; == w;(vX).
Then, by Theorem 3.1, the total Stiefel-Whitney class of [P(vX @ e!)] is

(I+wi 4+ 4wg) (L+)" M (14" + -+ (14 )" 2y, (11)
After homogenizing, we obtain the polynomial
p(t) =t + " wr - wa) ()" ()" o+ ()" ), (12)

with formal roots A1, ..., A\p+1. The number ¢"[P(vX @ e')] can then be computed as
the formal sum A +--- + A7, ;.

Let {ai,...,aq} and {51,...,Bn—ar1} be, respectively, the formal roots of the two
polynomials

pr(t) =t + 7wy + - 4wy,

13
po(t) =t gnmdy o g2y, (13)

Since p(t) = p1(t) - p2(t + ¢), we have
ALy ee s Ang1) = (o1, aq, 81+ ¢y Bagrr + o). (14)
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Now, note that af +-- -+ «aJ; is an expression of degree n in the classes w;, which vanishes
since d < n. Therefore

n—d+1
P"PrX @) = (Bi +0)" (15)
=1

ch: n 'nfdJrl )
=3 (y‘)cn] > 8l (16)
=0 i=1

where we discard powers of §; with exponent larger than d. For j > 1, the sum of j-th
powers in (16) is a fixed polynomial expression, independent of the number of roots,

involving the elementary symmetric polynomials in the (5; (that is, the classes vy, ..., vg):
say pj(vi,...,vq). For j =0, it takes the value n — d + 1. Hence, we have
d n ‘
FPUX B = (n—d+1)c" + 3 <j)cn_jpj(’l)1, .., 0q). (17)

j=1

We can simplify the formula further by reducing the powers of ¢ modulo the relation
L poenmdyy oo 244y, = 0. Define the dual Stiefel-Whitney classes v;,
satisfying the formal relation

<]§vjtﬂ‘> . (;vjy) -1 (18)

(Note that we can recursively express each U; as a polynomial over vy, ...,v4.) We claim
n—dz

that ¢" 7 reduces to ¢ U4—j, plus terms of lower degree in ¢ (and higher degree in the
v;), which can be discarded. This is obvious for j = d.
For j < d, by using little-o notation o(c*) for terms of c-degree less than k, we have:

d—j—1

0= ( ;} cd—j—l—’%k) (;;c"—d“—%k) (19)

d—j k
— <Z IR vmvk_m> — "G+ o(c") (20)
k=0 m=0
=" 4 "M+ oY), (21)
as desired. Hence, by reducing the powers of ¢ in (17), we obtain
1 /n
gon[P(UX @ 61)] — Cn—d [(n —d+ 1)@d + Z (j)’l)djpj(vl, - ,’Ud) . (22)
j=1

As an element of H"(P(vX @ e')) ~ Zs, this equals the expression in square brackets as
an element of H4(X) ~ Zs, since {1,c,...,c" %} is a basis. Thus, we have proved:
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Theorem 3.3. Let M be a connected closed n-manifold, n # 2F — 1, and let T be a
nontrivial involution on M. Then we have

n—1
"M =D > Lig(wi(vX), ... we(vX)), (23)

d=0 XEFd(T)
where I, 4 is a polynomial expression in the free variables v1,...,vq, defined for any
n,d > 0 and given by
9 /n
Lig(vr,...,vq) = (n—d+ 174+ (j>vd_jpj(v1, ... vg). (24)

j=1

Remark 3.4. By applying the map ", we have eliminated the dependence on the tangent
Stiefel-Whitney classes w;(X). Moreover, the expression I, 4 depends on n only through
the coefficients n —d + 1 and (;’), 0 < j < d, whose parity is periodic in n; a common
period is the smallest power of two 27 such that ¢ > 0 and 27 > d.

Using the computer algebra system SageMath [12]|, we can easily determine a few values
of I, g (Table 3.1).

A pattern emerges for n of the form 2F — 1, where exactly the first 2¥ terms of the sequence
(In,d)a>0 are zero. Indeed, we can prove:

Proposition 3.5. Let k,m > 0 with m odd. We have

® [k 14=0forall0<d< 2k

— 2k
® Lok 191 =07 .

Proof. A common period of I, ..., I, or, as functions of n, is 2k+1 Hence, without loss
of generality, we can assume m = 1.

For 0 < d < 2%, we have, sincen —d+1=2* +d = d (mod 2),

4ok 1
Iy g=dvg+ ) < ; )ud_jpj(vl, L) (25)
j=1
The graded polynomial ring Zs[vy, vs, .. .| is isomorphic to A%2, the ring of symmetric

functions over Zs, with the isomorphism sending v; to the i-th elementary symmetric
function. By identifying the two rings, we can interpret v; and p; as symmetric functions
and exploit some known identities. We refer the reader to [13].

The expressions v; = v;(vy, . .., v;) satisfy the same recurrence

i—1
v; = Zvi—jﬁj (26)
=0

8
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d 0 1 2 3 4
n
2 1 0
4 11 0 v?4w 0
5 0 0 v? v1vg + U3 VU3
6 1 0 U2 v} v 4 v3 + vy
8 1 0 v?+uw 0 v 4+ v2v9 + 3 + vy
9 0 0 V3 V1V + U3 v} 4+ v1v3
10 |1 0 v v} V3 + vy
11 |0 0 0 0 v}
12 1 0 v% + vy 0 U%’Ug + v% + vy
13 0 O v% v1V9 + U3 VU3
4 |1 0 Vo v} v 4+ v3 + vy
16 ‘ 1 0 v+ 0 v 4+ v2ve + v3 + vy

Table 3.1: Values of I, 4 for n <16, d < 4. Cells in gray correspond to
invalid combinations (n < d or n = 2% — 1) for which I,, 4 can still be
defined. Note the periodicity of the columns.

as the complete homogeneous symmetric functions h;, so we have v;(vy,...,v;) =
hi(v1,...,v;) as expressions in vi,...,v;. Moreover, by a well-known identity involv-
ing h; and the power sum symmetric functions p; we have, for each d > 0:

d d
0= dhd+2hd_]p] = dﬁd"i'zﬁd—jpj' (27)
j=1 Jj=1

The right hand sides of (25) and (27) are almost the same: the binomial coefficient is
always 1, except for the case j = d = 2¥. Hence, by subtracting, we have

0 if d < 2,
—721671,(1 = {v i d = ok (28)
0P2k 1 = .

Since vg = 1, it remains to show that pyr = v%k. This is a consequence of the following
identity in A%2 as a subring of Zs[z1, 2, ...]:

por =y a? = <le>2k =}, (29)

i>1 i>1 ]
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4 Geodesic embeddings

In this section, we introduce the Kolpakov-Reid—Slavich embedding of arithmetic mani-
folds, which we will use repeatedly to construct non-cobordant manifolds starting from
low dimensions.

Let us fix a totally real number field k& # Q, and denote by R its ring of integers; in our
construction we will have k = Q(v/5) and R = Z [@] .

Definition 4.1. We say that a hyperbolic manifold M is good if it is connected, arithmetic
of simplest type, defined over k, with admissible quadratic form f, and such that its
fundamental group m (M) < O(f) is contained in the group of k-points O(f, k). (Note
that a good manifold is necessarily closed, since k # Q.)

One form of the aforementioned embedding is as follows:

Theorem 4.2 ([8], [2, Theorem 1.2]). Let M be a good hyperbolic n-manifold with defining
form f. Then M embeds geodesically into a good hyperbolic (n + 1)-manifold M with
defining form f + y?, such that the map i,: T (M) — m (M') is given, on matrices
A € O(f), by the direct sum i.(A) .= A® [1]. In particular, the normal bundle of M in
M’ is trivial.

Next, we shall extend this result to hyperbolic manifolds with involutions.

Definition 4.3. Let M be a hyperbolic manifold equipped with an involution 7. We say
that (M, ) is good if M is good and 7 is a nontrivial isometry defined over k, that is,
represented by an element of O(f, k).

Proposition 4.4. Let (M, 1) be a good hyperbolic n-manifold with involution. Then M
embeds geodesically into a good hyperbolic (n + 1)-manifold with involution (M',7"), such
that:

(1) M € F(7');

(2) vap (M) is trivial;

(3) 7' acts on vy (M) by negation;

(4) T extends to an involution o of M’ defined over k.
The proof requires a technical lemma:
Lemma 4.5. Let ' be a subgroup of O(f, k) which is arithmetic of simplest type, i.e.,
commensurable with O(f, R), and let P € O(f,k). ThenT and P~'TP are commensurable.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that O(f, R) is commensurable with P~1O(f, R)P. Let P = A/a,
P~! = B/b, with A,B € M(n,R) and a,b € Z. Consider the congruence subgroup
I'(ab) < O(f, R) consisting of f-orthogonal matrices of the form I + abM, which is of
finite index in O(f, R). We shall show that P conjugates it into a subgroup of O(f, R).

10
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Indeed, given @ = I 4+ abM € I'(ab), we have
PlQP =1+ P 'abMP =1+ AMB € M(n, R). (30)
Since P~'QP € O(f, k), the claim follows. O

Proof of Proposition J./. We start by embedding M into a good manifold M’ with Theo-
rem 4.2. Let T € O(f, k) represent the involution 7 and let S =T @ [1] € O(f + y2, k).
Finally, define T’ = diag(1,...,1,—1) € O(f + 4%, k).

Note that 7" and S commute, and that they both normalize 71 (M). Without loss of
generality, we can assume that 71 (M) is normalized by H := (1", S), by replacing it with
the intersection of all its H-conjugates. The latter contains 71 (M), and is of finite index
in 71 (M’) by Lemma 4.5. Hence, T" and S define involutions 7/ and o on M’: the former
fixes M and reverses its normal bundle, the latter extends 7. O

4.1 Twisting the embedding

Let (M, 1) < (M’,7") be an embedding of good manifolds with involutions, as constructed
in Proposition 4.4. There is a natural way to modify (M’, 7’) by a cut-and-paste operation
along M.

Definition 4.6. Given an embedding (M, 7) < (M’,7’) as in Proposition 4.4, we define
the twist T(M', 7', M, 1) = (M",7"), where M" is obtained by cutting M’ along M and
re-gluing the boundary components with the isometry 7. The involution 7" is defined to
agree with 7/ on M\ M ~ M'\ M, and with 7 on M.

It is not hard to check that
F(r"Y=F(r)u F(r")\ {M}. (31)

As for the normal bundles, we have

VM//(X) ~

{VM(X)@sl if X € F(r), (32)

I/M/(X) ifXGF(T/)\{M}.

This construction lets us control the value of the formula of Theorem 3.3 while recursively
applying Proposition 4.4. In order to do so, we show that the twist is arithmetically well
behaved.

Lemma 4.7. The manifold T(M', 7', M,7) = (M",7") is a good hyperbolic manifold
with involution.

Proof. We distinguish two cases. If M separates M’, then M" is isometric to M’. Up
to this isometry, 7/ = o7’, where o extends 7. Hence, we only need to show that 7" is
defined over k, which is true as ¢ and 7/ are.

11
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If M does not separate M’, then it defines a map A: m(M') — Zo by counting in-
tersections modulo 2. There is a double cover N — M’ corresponding to ker \, with
deck automorphism s. Then o lifts to an involution ¢’ of N defined over k, such that
N/{sc') ~ M" (see Figure 4.1). Therefore, M" and M’ are commensurable. Moreover, ¢’

is a lift of the involution 7”7 of M”, which is hence defined over k. It follows that (M”, 7")

is good. O

Figure 4.1: Construction of the twist T'(M’, 7', M, ) when M does not
separate M’. Clockwise from top left: the manifold M embedded in M’;
the double cover N with deck automorphism s; the twisted quotient M".

5 Non-cobordant hyperbolic manifolds

In this section we show how to construct a hyperbolic n-manifold M™ with ¢"[M"] =1,
which is therefore non-cobordant, by starting from a simpler manifold and recursively
passing to a (possibly twisted) embedding. We then proceed to apply the method for
many values of n.

Theorem 5.1. Let (M, 7) be a good hyperbolic k-manifold with involution, where k < n.

12
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Suppose that

I(n,M,7) = Z > Lua(wivu X)) = 1. (33)

d=0 X €F4(7)

Then there exists a good hyperbolic n-manifold with involution (M, T) such that ¢"[M] = 1.
In particular, M is non-cobordant.

Proof. We prove by induction that, for £ < m < n, there exists a good manifold with
involution (M™, 7™) such that

n—1

I, M™,7™) =>" > Ina(wi(vamX)) =1. (34)

d=0 XeFy(r™)

(Note that all terms with d > m are zero, as Fy(7") is then empty.) The base case m = k
is true by hypothesis. Now, suppose that (34) holds for (M™, 7). By Proposition 4.4,
we can embed M™ into a manifold with involution (M',7'). If I(n, M',7') = 1, we are
done by choosing (M™*1, 7m+1) .= (M’ 7).

Otherwise, let (M™*! 77+ .= T(M', 7', M™,7™). Then, by (31) and (32), we have:

I(n, M™ 1 7™y = I(n, M, 7") + I (n, M, 7™) + Iy (wi(var M™)) (35)
=I(n,M™ ") =1, (36)

where I,y (w;(var M™)) = 0, since vpp M™ is trivial and I,, , is homogeneous of degree
m > 0. (The case m = k = 0 can be excluded, as the sum in I(n, M, 7) would vanish.)

When m = n, we finally obtain a manifold with involution (M,7) :== (M",1™), such that
O"M])=I(n,M,T) =1. O

5.1 A starting manifold

Let D be the first small cover of the hyperbolic right-angled dodecahedron in the left
column of [5, Table 1]|. Let us number the facets of the dodecahedron 1 to 12, as in |5,
Figure 3]. The reflection in facet ¢ induces an isometry 7; of D, with F(7;) consisting of
isolated points, circles, and surfaces of characteristic —1 diffeomorphic to T2#RP?; using
SageMath, we classify these components in Table 5.1

It is also well known that D covers the arithmetic Coxeter simplex [5, 3,4], so it is good
for k = Q(+/5), and that the isometries 7; are conjugate to a generator of the Coxeter
group, so they are defined over k.

By comparing Tables 3.1 and 5.1 we can compute I(n, D, ;) for arbitrary i = 1,...,12
and n > 4. As an example, let n = 4m > 4. By periodicity (Remark 3.4), we have

Lo=1, I,1=0, I,2=0v}4+uw. (37)
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5. Non-cobordant hyperbolic manifolds

Number of fixed submanifolds of 7;

Facet i Color Points Circles Surfaces X ..with w}(vX) =1

1,7,10 (0,0,1) 3 1 3 1
2,5 (0,1,0) 2 4 2 1
11 (0,1,1) 5 5 1 0
3,4 (1,0,0) 2 4 2 2
12 (1,0,1) 1 7 1 1
6 (1,1,0) 1 7 1 0
8,9 (1,1,1) 6 2 2 1

Table 5.1: Fixed submanifolds for each isometry 7; of D.

The involution 711 has 5 isolated fixed points and 0 fixed surfaces with nontrivial v%.
Hence, I(4m, D, 111) = 1 for all m > 1. Similarly, we can check that I(4m +1,D, 1) =
I(4m+2,D, 1) =1 for all m > 1. Hence, we have proved Theorem 1.1, which we restate
here:

Theorem 1.1. For eachn >4, n # 3 (mod 4), there exists a connected, non-cobordant
closed hyperbolic n-manifold.

5.2 The remaining dimensions

Note that the remaining case n = 3 (mod 4) cannot be handled by starting with a
3-manifold, since by Proposition 3.5, we have I,, o = I,,1 = I,,2 = 0 in that case.

Let us outline a possible general approach to the construction of non-cobordant hyperbolic
manifolds in every dimension n # 2¢ — 1, using Proposition 3.5. Since even dimensions are
included in Theorem 1.1, assume that n # 2'—1 is odd; then we can write n = 2¥(2m+1)—1
for k,m > 1. By Proposition 3.5, the first nonzero term in I(n, M,7) is I, o = U%k.
Because of this, we would have to start at the very least from a manifold with involution
(M1, 7)) of dimension 2F + 1, such that

S wiwx) =1 (38)

XGFQk (T(k))

Given such a manifold, by Proposition 3.5 and Theorem 5.1, we would have a connected,
non-cobordant closed hyperbolic n-manifold.

Note that the case & = 1 corresponds to n = 1 (mod 4) and to the manifold with
involution (D, 71) described above. In general, the cases k = 1,2,3,4,... correspond to
the sets {4m +1},{8m + 3}, {16m + 7}, {32m + 15}, ... (m > 1), which partition the odd
numbers not of the form 2 — 1.

As a consequence, finding manifolds with involutions (M, 7(1)), - - -, (M(x), 7)) as above
implies the existence of connected, non-cobordant closed hyperbolic n-manifolds for all
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5.3. Even dimensions

n# —1 (mod 281), n ¢ {1,3,7,...,2% — 1}: a set of dimensions of asymptotic density
1—27k-1

5.3 Even dimensions

Recall that, for a manifold of dimension n, the Stiefel-Whitney number w,, is the Euler
characteristic modulo 2. Hence, in any even dimension n = 2k there is an alternate method
for the construction of non-cobordant hyperbolic manifolds: searching for manifolds of
odd characteristic. In the literature, the only such closed manifolds we could find are
connected sums Eg#RIF’2 for ¢ > 1 (where ¥, denotes an orientable genus g surface),
of characteristic 1 — 2¢g, and two 4-manifolds of Euler characteristic 17, constructed by
Ratcliffe and Tschantz [11, p. 9] by gluing two copies of the right-angled hyperbolic
120-cell.

On the other hand, we can always ensure that the non-cobordant manifolds from our
method have even characteristic, by manipulating the Kolpakov—Reid—Slavich embedding.
Indeed, since the twist operation preserves the Euler characteristic, it suffices to arrange
for the embedding (M, 1) — (M’,7") of Proposition 4.4 to satisfy x(M') =0 (mod 2).

If M separates M’, then the two halves of M’ are isometric via 7/. It follows that M’ is a
double, so x(M’) is even. If instead M does not separate M’, then it defines a double
cover of M', associated to the map m (M) — Zy sending v — v - D. In the proof of
Proposition 4.4, we can then replace M’ by this double cover after applying Theorem 4.2,
ultimately obtaining a manifold with even Euler characteristic.

If |IN,| = 4, the two conditions ¢"[M] = 1 and w, (M) = 0 determine the cobordism class
of M. More precisely, we can state:

Proposition 5.2. There exists a connected, closed hyperbolic 4-manifold M of even FEuler
characteristic, such that [M] = [RP* U (RP? x RP?)] # 0.

Proof. The cobordism group A is generated by x4 and z3. By Theorem 1.1, there exists
a connected, closed hyperbolic 4-manifold M with ¢*[M] = 1. Hence, [M] is either [RP?]
or [RP* L (RP? x RP?)]. From the above discussion, we may also assume that y(M) is
even, which implies [M] = [RP* L (RP? x RP?)]. O

Remark 5.3. In higher even dimensions n, there are at least three linearly independent

generators of N, that is, x,, x,_oxs and x3/2. Thus, ¢™ and w, do not suffice to

determine the cobordism class.
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