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A QUADRATIC ESTIMATION
FOR THE KÜHNEL CONJECTURE ON EMBEDDINGS

S. DZHENZHER AND A. SKOPENKOV

Abstract. The classical Heawood inequality states that if the complete graph Kn on

n vertices is embeddable into the sphere with g handles, then g >
(n− 3)(n− 4)

12
. A

higher-dimensional analogue of the Heawood inequality is the Kühnel conjecture. In a
simplified form it states that for every integer k > 0 there is ck > 0 such that if the union
of k-faces of n-simplex embeds into the connected sum of g copies of the Cartesian product
Sk × Sk of two k-dimensional spheres, then g > ckn

k+1. For k > 1 only linear estimates
were known. We present a quadratic estimate g > ckn

2. The proof is based on beautiful
and fruitful interplay between geometric topology, combinatorics and linear algebra.
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1. Introduction and main result

Main result. The classical Heawood inequality states that if the complete graph Kn on
n vertices is embeddable into the sphere with g handles, then

g >
(n− 3)(n− 4)

12
.

Denote by
• ∆k

n the union of k-dimensional faces of n-dimensional simplex;

We are grateful to R. Fulek, E. Kogan, R. Karasev, S. Melikhov, R. Nikkuni, and S. Zhilina for useful
discussions.
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2 S. DZHENZHER AND A. SKOPENKOV

• Sg the connected sum of g copies of the Cartesian product Sk × Sk of two k-
dimensional spheres.

A higher-dimensional analogue of the Heawood inequality is the Kühnel conjecture on
embeddings [Ku94, Conjecture B], cf. Remark 1.3.a. In a simplified form it states that for
every integer k > 0 there is ck > 0 such that if ∆k

n embeds into Sg, then

g > ckn
k+1.

We present the following quadratic estimate.

Notation and conventions. From now on we shorten ‘s-dimensional’ to just ‘s-’.
In this text a manifold may have non-empty boundary.
For a simple accessible to non-specialists definition of a homology group Hk(·;Z2) see

[IF, §2], [Sk20, §6, §10]. For a 2k-manifold M let

βk(M) := dimHk(M ;Z2).

(This is called the k-th mod 2 Betti number of M . Observe that β1(Sg) = 2g.)
In this text references to remarks could be ignored for the first reading.
Unless otherwise specified, we work in the piecewise linear (PL) category, which we omit

from statements, definitions and proofs; we consider only PL manifolds and maps. The
analogues of our results are correct for topological embeddings (Remark 1.3.b), for almost
embeddings (defined and discussed in Remark 1.3.c), and for Z2-embeddings (defined before
Theorem 1.8 (Embeddability mod 2)).

Theorem 1.1 (Skeleton). If ∆k
n embeds into a 2k-manifold M , then

βk(M) &
n2

2k(k + 1)2
as n → ∞

(more precisely, > (n−4k−2)2

2k(k+1)2
for n > 5k + 3).

Denote [n] := {1, . . . , n}.
Let [n]∗k+1 be the k-complex with vertex set [k + 1]× [n], in which every k + 1 vertices

from different lines span a k-face. For k = 1 this is the complete bipartite graph Kn,n. For
geometric interpretation see [Ma03, Proposition 4.2.4].

Theorem 1.2 (Joinpower). If [n]∗k+1 embeds into a 2k-manifold M , then

βk(M) &
n2

2k
as n → ∞

(more precisely, > (n−3)2

2k
for n > 4).

Theorem 1.1 (Skeleton) follows from Theorem 1.2 (Joinpower) because1 ∆k
n ⊃ [s]∗k+1 for

some s >
n− k + 1

k + 1
.

1Observe that vice versa K =
[
n
]
∗
[(

n

2

)]
∗ . . . ∗

[(
n

k+1

)]
contains a subdivision of ∆k

n (where K is a

complex with set 1×
[
n
]
⊔ 2×

[(
n
2

)]
⊔ . . . ⊔ (k + 1)×

[(
n

k+1

)]
of vertices; its k-faces are {(i, ai)}i∈[k+1] for

ai ∈
[(

n

i

)]
). In order to prove this take a baricentric subdivision of ∆k

n. Then every vertex (i, ai) of K

corresponds to the barycenter of some i-face of ∆k
n.
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Relation to known results. For a 2k-manifold M into which ∆k
n can be embedded the

linear estimate βk(M) >
n− 2k − 1

k + 1
is proved in [PT19] (after a weaker linear estimate of

[GMP+]); see [KS21] for a simpler exposition.
For k = 1 Theorem 1.1 (Skeleton) (and the linear estimates above) follows from the Hea-

wood inequality at the beginning of §1; Theorem 1.2 (Joinpower) is also due to Heawood.
The usual proof of the Heawood inequality via Euler inequality does not work for k > 1.

Remark 1.3. (a) The Kühnel conjecture on embeddings [Ku94, Conjecture B]
states that if ∆k

n embeds into a (k − 1)-connected closed 2k-manifold M , then
(
2k + 1

k + 1

)∣∣χ(M)− 2
∣∣ >

(
n− k − 1

k + 1

)
.

Different authors have considered stronger conjectures, in which M is not (k−1)-connected,
and

∣∣χ(M)−2
∣∣ is replaced either by βk(M) [GMP+, PT19], or by the k-th rational/integer

Betti number

bk(M) := dimHk(M ;Q) = rkHk(M ;Z)

[Ad18, Remark 4.9], cf. item (d). We have
• β1(M) = b1(M) = 2− χ(M) for a closed connected 2-manifold M ,
• βk(M) = bk(M) =

∣∣χ(M)− 2
∣∣ for a closed (k − 1)-connected 2k-manifold M , and

• βk(M) > bk(M) by the Universal Coefficients Formula, see e.g. [Sk, Theorem 11.8.1].
(b) In the Kühnel conjecture on embeddings the PL and the topological cases are

equivalent for k > 3 by the PL approximation theorem [Br72, Theorem 1] (in fact, weaker
‘metastable’ versions of this result cited in [Br72] are sufficient).

(c) A map f : K → M is called an almost embedding if fσ ∩ fτ = ∅ for any vertex-
disjoint faces σ, τ . See some motivations in [Sk, Remark 6.7.5]. Clearly, the property of
being an almost embedding is preserved under sufficiently small perturbation of the map
(as opposed to the property of being an embedding). Thus by approximation of continuous
maps with PL maps we observe that

• PL almost embeddability is equivalent to topological almost embeddability;
• topological embeddability implies PL almost embeddability.
For k > 3 the Kühnel conjecture on embeddings is equivalent to the analogous conjecture

on almost embeddings because for k > 3 almost embeddability of a k-complex to a 2k-
manifold implies PL embeddability [PT19, Proposition 7].2 The analogue of this result for
k = 2 is false [SSS], and for k = 1 is unknown, cf. [FPS] and the references therein.

(d) The Kühnel conjecture on simplicial embeddings. If some triangulation of
a 2k-manifold M has a subcomplex isomorphic to ∆k

n, then for n large comparative to k
(
2k + 1

k + 1

)
bk(M) >

(
n− k − 1

k + 1

)
.

(e) Conjecture (d) is stated as a result in [Ad18, Remark 4.9]. That statement has a
slightly different form, a typo (‘n vertices’ should be changed to ‘n + 1 vertices’, see (a)),
and missing ‘for n large comparative to k’: ‘... if a complete k-dimensional complex on

2This result, although not explicitly stated in [Ha69], follows by [Ha69, Corollary 4 and its proof],
cf. [Ha69, Corollary 6 and the third paragraph after Corollary 5] and [We67, Théorème 3]. This result also
follows by the PL analogue [KS21e, Lemma 2.3.4] of piecewise-smooth results from [Jo02]. Observe that
this analogue is simpler than [PT19, Theorem 6] used for [PT19, Proposition 7], and is essentially known
before [PT19, KS21e] as explained in [KS21e, Remark 2.3.3].
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n vertices embeds into M sufficiently tamely (so that it extends to a triangulation of M),
then

(
n−k−1
k+1

)
6

(
2k+1
k+1

)
bk(M).’.

We write ‘conjecture’ not ‘theorem’ (in (d) and in Remark 4.1.a) because we do not
share responsibility for the statements to be correct, see footnote 16.

Conjecture (d) is deduced in Remark 4.1.b from the conjecture of Remark 4.1.a. This
deduction is a clarification of ‘implies at once’ from [Ad18, Remark 4.9] (which was not
clear to us and could be not clear to others); we do not to question K. Adiprasito’s priority
for the deduction.

(f) Conjecture. If a simplicial complex PL embeds into a PL manifold M , then the
triangulation of the image under the embedding extends to a triangulation of M (i.e. then
some triangulation of M has a subcomplex isomorphic to the complex).

The Kühnel conjecture on PL embeddings (a) for n large comparative to k follows
from this conjecture and Conjecture (d). We are grateful to K. Adiprasito, S. Melikhov,
P. Patak, B. Sanderson and M. Tancer, e-mail exchange with whom helped us co conclude
that this conjecture is open at the moment (and so was open in 2022 when first versions
of this paper appeared on arXiv). 3

There are complexes PL embeddable into Rd but not linearly embeddable into Rd (i.e.
complexes for which there are no embedding such that the image of any face is a simplex)
[vK41, PW]. It would be interesting to know if these complexes K are not simplicially em-
beddable into Rd (i.e. if there are no triangulations of Rd having a subcomplex isomorphic
to K), thus giving counterexamples to Conjecture (f).

(g) For a short description of references on embeddability of k-complexes into 2k-
manifolds see [KS21e, Remark 1.1.1.b]. There are algebraic criteria for such embeddability,
due to Harris-Krushkal-Johnson-Paták-Tancer-Kogan-Skopenkov, see [KS21e, §1] and the
references therein. Theorem 1.1 (and Theorem 1.2) is non-trivial in spite of the existence of

3Thus the Kühnel conjecture on PL embeddings (a) is not proved in (or does not easily follow from)
the unpublished paper [Ad18] (even assuming that Conjecture (d) is a theorem proved in [Ad18]). This
contradicts a referee report we received (but is confirmed by [PT19, Proposition 7, Theorem 1]). In [Ad18]
the Kühnel conjecture is mentioned only in [Ad18, Section 1.6, (1)] (which concerns a different Kühnel
conjecture [Ku94, Conjecture C]), and in [Ad18, Remark 4.9] (which claims (d) but not (f); see also
footnote 17).
At the end of Remark 1.1 from [Ad18] one reads: ‘The case of arbitrary topological embeddings therefore
remains open’. This phrase possibly mislead a referee of our paper, because even the case of arbitrary
PL embeddings remains open (indeed, that Remark 1.1 concerns ‘embeddings as subcomplexes’ not PL
embeddings; see also footnote 16).
In order to avoid confusion, here we present our April 14, 2024 letter to K. Adiprasito.
Dear Karim,
We wish you all the best for proving Conjecture 4.1.a (for 2k-manifolds M non-embeddable into R2k+1)
and Conjecture 1.3.f from our paper attached. This would be an outstanding result of yours, because this
would imply the Kühnel conjecture on embeddings (except topological embeddings for k=2). We would be
glad to refer in our paper to arXiv update of [Ad18], or to a new arXiv paper. We encourage you to put
your paper on arXiv whenever you feel your text is ready for praise and for criticism.
In our opinion, making a claim for Conjecture 1.3.f upon the text you sent us on April 6, 2024 will
jeopardize your reputation. You will presumably realize this by critical reading of your text, so there is no
need to send you our specific critical remarks (also, your letter does not ask for them). However, we would
be glad to present critical remarks to (or praise) any text publicly available on arXiv, and relevant to our
paper. ArXiv publication (which could never be completely removed) allows one to bear responsibility for a
claim, which is necessary for development of mathematics. So in order to avoid confusion, unfortunately
we would have to delete without reading your letters making a claim for Conjecture 1.3.f. But we would
feel obliged to publicly react to an arXiv update of [Ad18], or to a new arXiv paper making such a claim.
Best wishes, Arkadiy, Slava.



A QUADRATIC ESTIMATION FOR THE KÜHNEL CONJECTURE ON EMBEDDINGS 5

these criteria and Remark 1.9.b. The criterion of [KS21e] shows that such embeddability is
closely related to the low rank matrix completion problem [FK19, KS21e] (and thus to the
Netflix problem from machine learning). This is the problem of minimizing the rank of a
matrix, of whose entries some are fixed, and the other can be changed (see [DGN+] for an
introduction accessible to students). Our proof of Theorem 1.2 (Joinpower) is also related
to this problem. We study a more general problem, in which instead of knowing specific
matrix elements, we know linear relations on such elements. We estimate the minimal rank
of matrices with such relations (Theorem 1.5).

(h) Our attempts to improve Theorem 1.1 (Skeleton) lead us to a guess that the Kühnel
conjecture g > ckn

k+1 is incorrect. For a disproof, the paper [SS23] could be useful.
(i) Obstructions to embeddability constructed in this paper are presumably complete,

see [SS23, Conjecture 1.6.b]. If so, then (dis)proof of the Kühnel conjecture on embed-
dings would require algebraic technique very different from the one used for simplicial
embeddings, see (d,e).

The Heawood inequality has the following equivalent restatement: if the sphere with g

handles has a triangulation on n vertices, then g > (n−3)(n−4)
12

. The following generalization
is the Kühnel conjecture on triangulations: if a closed 2k-manifold M has a triangulation on
n+1 vertices, then the opposite to the inequality of Remark 1.3.a holds [Ku94, Conjecture
C], [Ku95, Conjecture B]. This is proved in [NS09, Theorem 4.4 and inequality (11) before].

For a related Kühnel conjecture on triangulations see [Ku95, Conjecture C]. The latter
conjecture implies that if there is an embedding ∆k

n → M extendable to a triangulation of
M without adding new vertices, then the opposite to the inequality of Remark 1.3.a holds.
(Indeed, then M embeds into ∆n

n, so [Ku94, Conjecture C] can be applied.) This is a
version of the Kühnel conjecture on embeddings under the stronger restriction, and with
the opposite inequality in the conclusion.

For yet another Kühnel conjectures on polyhedral 2k-submanifolds of Rn see [Ku94,
Conjecture A], [Ku95, Conjecture A].

Topological and linear algebraic parts. Our theoretical achievement allowing to prove
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is to fit what we can prove in topology to what is sufficient for algebra.
Thus our main idea is the notion of an (n, k)-matrix, whose definition is postponed until
after Remark 1.6. Before we introduce the definition, we show how it works. Theorem 1.2
(Joinpower) is implied by the following Theorems 1.4 (Embeddability) and 1.5 (Low Rank).
Thus the proof is split into two independent parts.

Theorem 1.4 (Embeddability). If [n]∗k+1 embeds into a 2k-manifold M , then there is an
(n, k)-matrix of rank at most βk(M).

Theorem 1.5 (Low Rank; proved in §2). For n > 4 the rank of any (n, k)-matrix is at
least (n− 3)2/2k.

Denote by ∩M the mod 2 algebraic intersection of k-cycles on a 2k-manifold M ; for a
simple accessible to non-specialists definition see [IF, §2], [Sk20, §10], [KS21e, §1.2].

Denote by ⊕ the mod 2 sum of sets.

Remark 1.6. Here we motivate by low-dimensional examples the definition of an (n, 1)-
matrix (to be introduced later), and Theorem 1.4 (Embeddability).

Let M be a 2-manifold, and f : [n]∗2 = Kn,n → M a map. For a ∈ [n] let a, a′ be vertices
of Kn,n from different parts. For 2-element subsets P1 = {a, b} and P2 = {u, v} of [n]
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denote by P = P1 ∗ P2 := au′bv′ the (set of edges of the) cycle of length 4 in Kn,n. For
such cycles P,Q denote

AP,Q = A(f)P,Q := f(P ) ∩M f(Q) ∈ Z2.

The obtained square matrix A is symmetric. The matrix A is the Gram matrix (with
respect to ∩M ) of some homology classes in H1(M ;Z2). Hence dimH1(M ;Z2) > rkA.

If f is an embedding then the following properties hold for any cycles P,Q ⊂ Kn,n of
length 4 (for additivity it is not required that f is an embedding):

(independence) AP,Q = 0 if P and Q are vertex-disjoint;
(additivity) AP,Q = AX,Q +AY,Q if4 X, Y ⊂ Kn,n are cycles of length 4 and P = X ⊕ Y ;
(non-triviality) if {P,Q}, {P ′, Q′} are the two different unordered pairs of cycles of length

4 in K3,3 ⊂ Kn,n such that P ∩Q = P ′ ∩Q′ is the edge 11′, then SA := AP,Q +AP ′,Q′ = 1;
in other words,

SA = A{1,2}∗{1,2}, {1,3}∗{1,3} + A{1,2}∗{1,3}, {1,3}∗{1,2} = A11′22′, 11′33′ + A11′23′, 11′32′ = 1.

Independence and additivity clearly follow from properties of the mod 2 algebraic inter-
section of 1-cycles. Non-triviality is a reformulation of [FK19, Lemma 17], and is a version
of the following result:

for any general position map of K3,3 in the plane there is an odd number of intersection
points of images of vertex-disjoint edges (cf. [KS21, Remark 1.3]).

This result is proved in [vK32, Satz 5] (for more general case; see an alternative proof as
proof of Lemma 4.2), and is rediscovered in the Kleitman 1976 paper cited in [FK19, §5].

A symmetric, independent, additive, non-trivial matrix, whose rows correspond to cycles
of length 4 in Kn,n, is called an (n, 1)-matrix.

Now we move on to the definition of an (n, k)-matrix.
A k-octahedron is the set of k-faces of a subcomplex (of [n]∗k+1) isomorphic5 to [2]∗k+1 ∼=

Sk. For 2-element subsets P1, . . . , Pk+1 ⊂ [n] such a subcomplex

P = P (P1, . . . , Pk+1) = P1 ∗ . . . ∗ Pk+1

is defined by the set 1× P1 ⊔ . . . ⊔ (k + 1)× Pk+1 of its vertices. Its k-faces a1 ∗ . . . ∗ ak+1,
ai ∈ Pi, are spanned by vertices (i, ai).

Here and below we consider only matrices with entries in Z2. The matrices are square,
unless otherwise specified.

For a 2k-manifold M , a map f : [n]∗k+1 → M , and k-octahedra P,Q denote

A(f)P,Q := f(P ) ∩M f(Q) ∈ Z2.

The obtained matrix A(f) is symmetric. If f is an embedding then the matrix A(f) has
the following three properties (which define an (n, k)-matrix; for additivity it is not even
required that f is an embedding).

Let A be a symmetric matrix whose rows and whose columns correspond to all k-
octahedra.6

4The condition P = X ⊕ Y in additivity means that there is i ∈ [2] such that Pi = Xi ⊕ Yi and
P3−i = X3−i = Y3−i. Additivity holds, for example, for the cycles X = [2] ∗ {u, v}, Y = [2] ∗ {u,w} and
P = [2] ∗ {v, w}.

5A k-octahedron is uniquely defined by a parallelepiped P1 × . . . × Pk+1 ⊂ [n]k+1. So below one may
work with parallelepipeds instead of k-octahedra. This is more convenient for formal statements (because
parallelepipeds are simpler than k-octahedra), but less convenient for topological motivations. Everything
that is said on the language of k-octahedra can be said on the dual language of parallelepipeds.

6Such matrix is a block matrix of size
(
n
2

)
, where each block is a block matrix of size

(
n
2

)
, etc.
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The matrix A is said to be independent if for any k-octahedra P,Q

AP,Q = 0 if P and Q are vertex-disjoint.

It is obvious that A(f) is independent.
The matrix A is said to be additive if for any k-octahedra P,Q

AP,Q = AX,Q + AY,Q if P = X ⊕ Y for some k-octahedra X, Y .

The additivity7 of A(f) holds since the mod 2 intersection ∩M distributes over the mod 2
summation of k-cycles on M .

We shorten {1}∗k+1 to 1∗k+1.
The matrix A is said to be non-trivial if SA = 1, where SA is the sum of AP,Q over

all unordered pairs {P,Q} of k-octahedra from [3]∗k+1 such that P ∩Q = 1∗k+1.
As an example we give explicit formulas for SA (which are not used later). Denote

x := {1, x} for x ∈ {2, 3}. Then

SA = A{1,2}, {1,3} = A2,3, k = 0;

SA = A2∗2, 3∗3 + A2∗3, 3∗2, k = 1;

SA = A2∗2∗2, 3∗3∗3 + A2∗3∗2, 3∗2∗3 + A3∗2∗2, 2∗3∗3 + A2∗2∗3, 3∗3∗2, k = 2.

Lemma 1.7 (Non-triviality; proved in §2). For any embedding f : [n]∗k+1 → M to a 2k-
manifold M the matrix A(f) is non-trivial.

A symmetric, independent, additive, non-trivial matrix is called an (n, k)-matrix .
Now the reader can read the proof of Theorem 1.5 (Low Rank) at the beginning of §2.

Proof of Theorem 1.4 modulo Lemma 1.7. Take any embedding f : [n]∗k+1 → M . The ma-
trix A(f) is the Gram matrix (with respect to ∩M) of some homology classes in Hk(M ;Z2).
Hence rkA(f) 6 βk(M) by the following well-known result.

Let v1, v2, . . . , vr be vectors in a linear space V over Z2 with a bilinear symmetric product.
Then the rank of the Gram matrix of v1, v2, . . . , vr does not exceed dimV .

The matrix A(f) is an (n, k)-matrix by Lemma 1.7 (Non-triviality). �

Embeddability modulo 2. Our topological results (Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.4) are cor-
rect under the weaker assumption of Z2-embeddability (defined below). This holds by
the following stronger version of Theorem 1.4 (Embeddability). (For a proof of non-Z2-
embeddability of graphs to 2-manifolds the Euler inequality does not work, as opposed to
non-embeddability; methods of [FK19] do work.)

Denote by h|X the restriction of a map h to a set X.
Let M be a 2k-manifold, and K be a k-complex.
A map f : K → M is called a general position map if
• any vertex-disjoint faces the sum of whose dimensions is less than 2k have disjoint

images,
• the restriction of f to any k-face has a finite set of self-intersection points,
• for any vertex-disjoint k-faces σ, τ

◦ the set f(σ) ∩ f(τ) is finite and is disjoint with self-intersections of f |σ and f |τ ,

7The condition P = X ⊕ Y in additivity holds, for example, for k-octahedra X,Y such that Xj = Yj

for j 6= i, and |Xi ∩ Yi| = 1, for some i ∈ [k+ 1]. Then P = X1 ∗ . . . ∗Xi−1 ∗ (Xi ⊕ Yi) ∗Xi+1 ∗ . . . ∗Xk+1.
Presumably there are no other octahedra such that P = X ⊕ Y .
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◦ for any point from f(σ) ∩ f(τ), and some small (2k − 1)-sphere S centered at
this point, the intersections S ∩ f(σ) and S ∩ f(τ) are (k − 1)-spheres having
linking number ±1 in S.

A general position map f : K → M is called a Z2-embedding if |fσ ∩ fτ | is even for any
vertex-disjoint faces σ, τ .

Clearly, any almost embedding is a Z2-embedding. Observe that Z2-embeddability of
k-complexes in R2k-manifolds does not imply almost embeddability (equivalent to PL em-
beddability for k > 3), even for k > 3 [Me06, Example 3.6].

Theorem 1.8 (Embeddability mod 2). Let M be a closed 2k-manifold. Let ΩM be
• the identity matrix of size βk(M) if there is x ∈ Hk(M ;Z2) such that x ∩M x = 1,

and

• the direct sum of βk(M)/2 hyperbolic matrices

(
0 1
1 0

)
, otherwise (it is known that

βk(M) is even in the ‘otherwise’ case for closed manifolds).
If [n]∗k+1 has an almost embedding (or even a Z2-embedding) to M , then there is an

βk(M)×
(
n

2

)k+1
-matrix Y such that Y TΩMY is an (n, k)-matrix.

Proof. Let f : [n]∗k+1 → M be a Z2-embedding. By [IF, Theorem 6.1] we may take a basis

in Hk(M ;Z2) in which the matrix of ∩M is ΩM . Take as Y the βk(M) ×
(
n

2

)k+1
-matrix

whose columns are coordinates of k-octahedra in this basis. Then Y TΩMY = A(f). The
matrix A(f) is an (n, k)-matrix because

• the additivity is already proved after the definition;
• the independence holds since for any vertex-disjoint k-octahedra P,Q

A(f)P,Q = fP ∩M fQ =
∑

(σ,τ)∈P×Q

|fσ ∩ fτ |2 = 0;

• our proof of Lemma 1.7 (Non-triviality) works under the weaker assumption that f
is a Z2-embedding.

�

A converse is proved in [SS23]. It allows to reduce the modulo 2 Kühnel conjecture on
embeddings to a purely algebraic problem.

Idea of proof and corollaries.

Remark 1.9 (Idea of proof and its relation to known proofs). (a) Our proof of Theo-
rem 1.2 (Joinpower) is a higher-dimensional generalization of the case k = 1 proved in
[FK19] (under the weaker assumption of Z2-embeddability).

In particular, Theorems 1.4 and 1.8 (and thus the analogue of Lemma 1.7 (Non-
triviality) for Z2-embeddings) for k = 1 are implicitly proved in [FK19]. Theorem 1.5
(Low Rank) for k = 1 is also implicitly proved in [FK19, §4]. Neither of these results
is explicitly stated in [FK19], so we present in §3 a detailed and well-structured proof of
Theorem 1.5 (Low Rank) for k = 1.

Our explicit statements for k = 1 illustrate our new ideas which work for higher dimen-
sions. We did not succeed in generalizing to higher dimensions Lemma 3.4 (Independence),
which implicitly appeared in [FK19, §5]. So we observe that the additivity and the inde-
pendence

• for k = 1 imply the property obtained in Lemma 3.4 (Independence), and
• are kept throughout our induction on k (see Lemma 2.1).
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(b) Lemma 1.7 and Theorems 1.4 and 1.8 could be deduced using Lemma 2.3 (Combi-
natorial) from [KS21e, Lemma 2.3.1], see the deduction in Remark 4.3. The independence
and the additivity of Theorems 1.4 and 1.8 are trivial (and so are easier than the deduc-
tion). We present in §2 a direct proof of Lemma 1.7, because such a proof is not very much
longer than Remark 4.3, and because the paper [KS21e] is unpublished.

Lemma 1.7 (and the independence) is the analogue of [PT19, Proposition 16.C2 (and 16.C1)],
[KS21, Lemma 1.5] for [n]∗k+1 instead of ∆k

2k+2.
Lemma 1.7 for k = 1 is known [FK19, Lemma 17] (cf. the last paragraphs of Re-

mark 1.6). The case k = 1 is easily reduced to a result on linking of points on the circle.
For higher dimensions the corresponding linking results are cumbersome, see Remark 4.6,
so we use a different approach.

Remark 1.10 (Corollaries). (a) Corollaries of Theorem 1.1 (or rather of its stronger
form for Z2-embeddings) are improved Radon type and (the following) Helly type results
[PT19, Theorem 2 and Corollary 3] for set systems in 2k-manifolds.

Let M be a 2k-manifold and r > (k+1)2k−1
√
βk(M) + 4k+ 4. Take a finite family of

subsets of M such that
• the intersection of any proper subfamily is either empty or k-connected;
• the intersection of any r-element subfamily is nonempty.

Then the intersection of all members of the family is nonempty.
Deduction of this result from Theorem 1.1 (Skeleton) is analogous to deduction of

[PT19, Theorem 2 and Corollary 3] from the linear estimate [PT19, Theorem 1].
(b) Theorem 1.1 (Skeleton) in a standard way gives lower estimation of crossing number

of ∆k
n. Given a general position map ∆k

n → R2k with minimal number of crossings, one
eliminates any crossing by adding handle Sk × Sk. So the crossing number of ∆k

n is equal

to the number of added handles, which is at least n2

2k(k+1)2
by Theorem 1.1 (Skeleton).

2. Proofs of Theorem 1.5 and Lemma 1.7

In order to grasp the main idea the reader may first check the following proofs for k = 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (Low Rank). Proof of Theorem 1.5 is by induction. The base
k = 1 is proved implicitly in [FK19, §4] and explicitly in §3 (for idea of the proof see
Remark 1.9.a).

Denote by

Z
(n2)

k+1
×(n2)

k+1

2

the set of matrices whose rows and columns are numerated by k-octahedra in [n]∗k+1.

Take any A ∈ Z
(n2)

k+1
×(n2)

k+1

2 . For each 2-element subsets U, V ⊂ [n] define the k-
coordinate block

AU,V ∈ Z
(n2)

k

×(n2)
k

2 by (AU,V )P,Q := AU∗P, V ∗Q for (k − 1)-octahedra P,Q.

Denote x := {1, x} for x > 1.

Lemma 2.1 (Heredity; proved below). Suppose that n > 4, k > 1 and A is an (n, k)-
matrix. Then A2,3 + A3,2 is an (n, k − 1)-matrix.
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Inductive step k − 1 → k in the proof of Theorem 1.5. Take an (n, k)-matrix A, and set
Z := A2,3 + A3,2. Then

rkA >
1

2

(
rkA2,3 + rkA3,2

)
>

1

2
rkZ >

(n− 3)2

2k
, where

• the first inequality holds since rkA > rkAU,V for any U, V ,
• the second inequality holds by subadditivity of rank,
• the third inequality holds by Lemma 2.1 and the induction hypothesis applied to Z.

�

Proposition 2.2 (One-coordinate swap). Suppose that A ∈ Z
(n2)

k+1
×(n2)

k+1

2 is independent
and additive. Suppose that two k-octahedra P = P1 ∗ . . . ∗ Pk+1 and Q = Q1 ∗ . . . ∗ Qk+1

‘have only one common vertex’, i.e. for some i ∈ [k + 1] we have |Pi ∩Qi| = 1, and
for any j 6= i we have Pj ∩ Qj = ∅. Then AP,Q = AP ′,Q for any k-octahedron P ′ =
P1 ∗ . . . ∗ Pi−1 ∗ P

′
i ∗ Pi+1 ∗ . . . ∗ Pk+1 such that8 P ′

i ∩Qi = Pi ∩Qi.

Proof. For P = P ′ this is a tautology. Otherwise the proposition follows since

AP,Q = AP ′,Q + AP⊕P ′,Q = AP ′,Q, where

• the first equality holds by the additivity of A,
• the second equality holds by the independence of A, since the k-octahedra Q and
P ⊕ P ′ = P1 ∗ . . . ∗ Pi−1 ∗ (Pi ⊕ P ′

i ) ∗ Pi+1 ∗ . . . ∗ Pk+1 are vertex-disjoint.
�

Proof of Lemma 2.1. The additivity holds for Z := A2,3 + A3,2 since it holds for A2,3 and
A3,2.

The independence9 holds for Z and n > 4, since for vertex-disjoint (k − 1)-octahedra
P,Q

A2∗P, 3∗Q = A4∗P, 3∗Q = A4∗P, 2∗Q = A3∗P, 2∗Q,

where each equality holds by Proposition 2.2.
Since A is symmetric, we have A2∗P, 3∗Q = A3∗Q, 2∗P , i.e. A3,2 = AT

2,3
. Hence Z =

A2,3 + AT
2,3

is symmetric.

For any l ∈ {k−1, k} denote by Gl the set of unordered pairs of l-octahedra from [3]∗l+1

whose intersection is 1∗l+1. The non-triviality holds for Z since

SZ = SA2,3 + SA3,2 =
∑

{P,Q}∈Gk−1

(A2∗P, 3∗Q + A3∗P, 2∗Q) =
∑

{P ′,Q′}∈Gk

AP ′,Q′ = 1,

where the last equality is the non-triviality of A. �

Proof of Lemma 1.7 (Non-triviality). Denote by |X|2 ∈ Z2 the parity of the number
of elements in a finite set X.

Proof of Lemma 1.7. Recall that IntM is the interior of M . Denote by ∂x the boundary
of x, where x is either a k-face or a 2k-ball. We may assume that n = 3.

The join [Ma03, §4.2] of s complexes is (s − 2)-connected [Ma03, Proposition 4.4.3].
So [3]∗k+1 is (k − 1)-connected. Let L := ([3]∗k+1)(k−1) be the union of all those faces of
[3]∗k+1 whose dimension is less than k. Then f |L is null-homotopic. Hence by the Borsuk

8One may say, P ′ shares with Q the same common vertex Pi ∩ Qi, and intersects P by the cone over
common (k − 1)-octahedron.

9The independence does not hold for blocks A2,3 and A3,2 alone, only for their sum.
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Homotopy Extension Theorem10 f is homotopic to a map f ′′ : [3]∗k+1 → M such that f ′′L
is a point. Take a 2k-ball B ⊂ IntM such that B ∩ f ′′[3]∗k+1 = f ′′L ∈ ∂B. Then f ′′ (and
so f) is homotopic to a general position map f ′ : [3]∗k+1 → M − IntB such that f ′L ⊂ ∂B.
By general position we may assume that f ′|L is an embedding.11

Define the map g : [3]∗k+1 → B to be f ′ on L, and to be the cone map over f ′|∂σ with
a vertex in IntB on every k-face σ of [3]∗k+1. By proper choosing these vertices we may
assume that g is a general position map. Then

SA(f)
(1)
= SA(f ′)

(2)
=

∑

{P,Q}∈Gk

f ′P ∩M f ′Q
(3)
=

∑

{P,Q}∈Gk

(f ′P ∪ gP ) ∩M (f ′Q ∪ gQ)
(4)
=

∑

{P,Q}∈Gk

∑

{α,β}∈[P×Q]

(f ′α ∪ gα) ∩M (f ′β ∪ gβ)
(5)
=

∑

{α,β}∈H

(f ′α ∪ gα) ∩M (f ′β ∪ gβ)
(6)
=

∑

{α,β}∈H

|(f ′α∪gα)∩(f ′β∪gβ)|2
(7)
=

∑

{α,β}∈H

(|f ′α∩f ′β|2+|gα∩gβ|2)
(8)
=

∑

{α,β}∈H

|gα∩gβ|2
(9)
= 1.

Here
• equality (1) holds since SA(f) is independent of homotopy of f ;
• Gk is the set of unordered pairs of k-octahedra from [3]∗k+1 whose intersection is 1∗k+1;
• equality (2) is the definition of SA(f ′);
• equality (3) holds since gP and gQ are null-homologous;
• [P × Q] is the set12 of pairs {α, β} formed by k-faces α, β of [3]∗k+1 such that either
α ∈ P and β ∈ Q, or vice versa (note that α = β = 1∗k+1 is possible);

• equality (4) holds since for any P,Q such that {P,Q} ∈ Gk the formula (α, β) 7→ {α, β}
gives the bijection P ×Q → [P ×Q];

• H is the set of all unordered pairs of vertex-disjoint k-faces of [3]∗k+1;
• equality (5) holds since H =

⊕
{P,Q}∈Gk

[P × Q], which is reformulation of Lemma 2.3

(Combinatorial) below;
• equality (6) holds by definition of ∩M since f ′, g are general position maps;
• equality (7) holds since f ′α∩gβ = ∅ for vertex-disjoint α, β; this holds since f ′[3]∗k+1 ⊂
M − IntB, g[3]∗k+1 ⊂ B, f ′|L = g|L, and g is a general position map;

• equality (9) is the result of van Kampen [vK32, Satz 5] (see Lemma 4.2).
It remains to prove equality (8). For a general position map h : [3]∗k+1 → M the van
Kampen number

v(h) :=
∑

{α,β}∈H

|hα ∩ hβ|2

is the parity of the number of all pairs {α, β} of vertex-disjoint k-faces of [3]∗k+1 such that
|hα ∩ hβ|2 = 1. Then (8) holds since

v(f ′) = v(f) = 0.

10This theorem [FF89, §5.5] states that if (K,L) is a polyhedral pair, Z ⊂ Rm, F : L × I → Z is a
homotopy, and g : K → Z is a map such that g|L = F |L×0, then F extends to a homotopy G : K × I → Z

such that g = G|K×0.
11Observe that f ′ is not necessarily an embedding or a Z2-embedding. This argument is analogous to

[PT19, Lemma 12], [KS21e, §2.3, beginnig of proof of Lemma 2.3.1].
12Note that [P×Q] is the image of the torus P×Q under the projection to the quotient of [3]∗k+1×[3]∗k+1

under the symmetry exchanging factors.
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Here the second equality holds since f is an embedding. Let us present a fairly standard
argument for the first equality.

For a general position map h : [3]∗k+1 → M the intersection cocycle ν(h) ⊂ H is the set of
all pairs {σ, τ} such that |hσ ∩ hτ |2 = 1; so v(h) =

∣∣ν(h)
∣∣
2
. For vertex-disjoint (k−1)-face

e and k-face α the elementary coboundary of (α, e) is the set of all unordered pairs {α, β}
of vertex-disjoint k-faces such that e ⊂ β. Since f ′ is homotopic to f , by [KS21e, Lemma
2.3.2] of van Kampen-Shapiro-Johnson, ν(f) and ν(f ′) are cohomologous, i.e. ν(f)⊕ ν(f ′)
is the mod 2 sum of some elementary coboundaries. For any (k−1)-face e = e1∗ . . .∗ek+1 of
[3]∗k+1 there is a unique t(e) ∈ [k+1] such that et(e) = ∅. For a k-face α and a (k−1)-face
e the elementary coboundary of (α, e) consists of pairs {α, β = β1 ∗ . . . ∗ βk+1} such that
βt(e) 6= αt(e) and βj = ej for every j 6= t(e). Hence any elementary coboundary consists of

two elements. Since the size of any elementary coboundary is even,
∣∣ν(f) ⊕ ν(f ′)

∣∣
2
= 0.

Hence
∣∣ν(f)

∣∣
2
=

∣∣ν(f ′)
∣∣
2
. �

Lemma 2.3 (Combinatorial). The following two sets13 are equal:
• the set of all ordered pairs (σ, τ) of vertex-disjoint k-faces of [3]∗k+1;
• the mod 2 sum of products P ×Q over all ordered pairs (P,Q) of k-octahedra from
[3]∗k+1 whose intersection is 1∗k+1.

Lemma 2.3 can be deduced from [KS21e, Proposition 2.5.4d], but we present a simpler
direct proof below. The analogue of Lemma 2.3 for ∆k

2k+2 instead of [3]∗k+1 is the main
idea of [PT19, Lemma 20], and is implicit in [PT19, proof of Lemma 20]; cf. [KS21,
Proposition 2.2].

Proof of Lemma 2.3. It suffices to prove that

(A) for any vertex-disjoint k-faces α, β ∈ [3]∗k+1 there is exactly one ordered pair (P,Q)
of k-octahedra from [3]∗k+1 such that P ∩Q = 1∗k+1 and (α, β) ∈ P ×Q; and

(B) for any k-faces α, β ∈ [3]∗k+1 sharing a common vertex there is an even number
of ordered pairs (P,Q) of k-octahedra from [3]∗k+1 such that P ∩ Q = 1∗k+1 and
(α, β) ∈ P ×Q.

Proof of (A). Take any k-octahedra P,Q from [3]∗k+1 such that P ∩ Q = 1∗k+1, α ∈ P
and β ∈ Q. Take any i ∈ [k + 1]. Let σ be the k-face of P opposite to 1∗k+1, and τ be the
k-face of Q opposite to 1∗k+1.

Suppose that αi 6= 1. Since α ∈ P , it follows that σi = αi. Since P ∩Q = 1∗k+1, we have
τi = 5− σi = 5− αi.

Suppose that αi = 1. Then βi 6= 1. Hence τi = βi and σi = 5 − βi analogously to the
previous paragraph.

Hence the i-th coordinates σi and τi are uniquely defined for each i ∈ [k+1]. Thus there
is exactly one pair (P,Q) from the statement of (A).

Proof of (B). Since α and β share a common vertex, we may assume that α1 = β1 (the
other cases are analogous).

Suppose that α1 6= 1. Take any k-octahedra P,Q from [3]∗k+1 such that P ∩Q = 1∗k+1.
Let σ be the k-face of P opposite to 1∗k+1, and τ be the k-face of Q opposite to 1∗k+1.

13On the dual language of parallelelepipeds Lemma 2.3 states that the following two sets are equal:
• the set of all ordered pairs of vectors in [3]k+1 such that the vectors have no equal components;
• the mod 2 sum of products P×Q over all ordered pairs (P,Q) of parallelepipeds whose intersection

is 1×k+1.
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Since σ, τ are vertex-disjoint, we have σ1 6= τ1. Hence either σ1 6= α1 or τ1 6= β1. Then
either α 6∈ P or β 6∈ Q. Thus (α, β) 6∈ P ×Q.

Suppose that α1 = 1. For every k-octahedron R = r1 ∗ r2 ∗ . . . ∗ rk+1 ⊂ [3]∗k+1 denote
R′ := 5− r1 ∗ r2 ∗ . . . ∗ rk+1. Clearly, (R′)′ = R, and if P ∩Q = 1∗k+1, so P ′ ∩Q′ = 1∗k+1.
Thus the pairs (P,Q) from (B) split into couples corresponding to ‘opposite’ pairs (P,Q)
and (P ′, Q′). Since α1 = 1, the k-face α is contained either in both P and P ′ or in none.
Analogously for β. Then for every couple {(P,Q), (P ′, Q′)} the pair (α, β) is contained
either in both P ×Q and P ′ ×Q′ or in none. This implies (B). �

3. Appendix: proof of Theorem 1.5 (Low Rank) for k = 1

Here and below rows and columns of matrices are not necessarily numerated by octahedra
(as opposed to §1,2).

For a (block) matrix X whose rows are numerated by [ℓ]× [m], and any i, j ∈ [ℓ] define
the m×m-block Xi,j by (Xi,j)a,b := X(i,a)(j,b).

Denote by 0m the zero m×m-matrix, and by Jm the m×m-matrix consisting of units.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose N is a matrix whose rows are numerated by [ℓ]× [m], such that for
every i, j ∈ [ℓ] {

Ni,j = 0m, i 6 j,

Ni,j ∈ {0m, Jm}, i > j.

Then rkN 6 ℓ− 1.

Proof. Define the matrix F of size ℓ so that Fi,j = 0 if and only if Ni,j = 0m. Clearly,
Fi,j = 0 if i 6 j. Then the first row of F consists of zeros. Thus rkN = rkF 6 ℓ− 1. �

A matrix Y with Z2-entries is said to be tournament if Ya,b + Yb,a = 1 for all a 6= b. In
other words, Y is a tournament matrix if Y + Y T is the inversed identity matrix, i.e. the
sum of the identity matrix and Jm, where m is the number of rows of Y .

Lemma 3.2 (Tournament; [Ca91, Theorem 1]). The rank of a tournament m×m-matrix

is at least
m− 1

2
.

Proof. For a tournament m×m-matrix Y

rkY =
rkY + rkY T

2
>

rk(Y + Y T )

2
=

rk(Im + Jm)

2
>

rk Im − rk Jm

2
=

m− 1

2
,

where
• Im is the identity matrix,
• the inequalities hold by subadditivity of rank,
• the middle equality holds since Y is a tournament matrix, so Y + Y T = Im + Jm.

�

Recall that

[m1] ⊔ [m2] ⊔ . . . ⊔ [mℓ] = 1× [m1] ⊔ 2× [m2] ⊔ . . . ⊔ ℓ× [mℓ],

so that the disjoint union of ℓ copies of [m] is [ℓ]× [m].
Take a (block) matrix X whose rows are numerated by [m1] ⊔ . . . ⊔ [mℓ].
For i, j ∈ [ℓ] define the mi ×mj-block Xi,j by (Xi,j)a,b := X(i,a)(j,b).
The matrix X is said to be tournament-like if for every i ∈ [ℓ] the diagonal block Xi,i

is a tournament matrix.
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The matrix X is said to be diagonal-like if it is obtained by removing some rows and
columns symmetric to the rows, from a block matrix X̃ with the following properties:

• its rows are numerated by [ℓ]× [m],
• m > mi for every i ∈ [ℓ],

• the under-diagonal block X̃i,j is a diagonal matrix for every i, j ∈ [ℓ], i > j.

Lemma 3.3 (Diagonal-Tournament). The rank of any tournament-like diagonal-like ma-

trix of size m1 + . . .+mℓ is at least14
ℓ∑

i=1

mi − 1

2
.

Proof. The simple case when there are no units in the under-diagonal blocks follows by
Lemma 3.2 because all under-diagonal blocks are zero matrices.

The proof is by induction on m1 + . . .+mℓ. The base follows by the above simple case.
Let us prove the inductive step in the case when there is a unit in the union of under-
diagonal blocks. Denote by D the given matrix. Arrange the rows and the columns of D
lexicographically15. Let (i, a) be the lexicographically maximal (i.e. the lowest) row whose
intersection with the union of under-diagonal blocks of D is non-zero. Let (j, b) be the
lexicographically minimal (i.e. the leftmost) column whose intersection with the row (i, a)
is non-zero. Formally, (i, a) is the lexicographically maximal row such that there is

(j, b) for which i > j, D(i,a)(j,b) = 1, and D(i,a)(j′,b′) = 0 for all (j′, b′) < (j, b).

(Note that by the choice of the row, D(i′,a′)(j,b) = 0 for all (i′, a′) > (i, a).)
Let D′ be the matrix obtained from D by adding the row (i, a) to all other rows whose

intersection with the column (j, b) is non-zero. Let D′′ be the matrix obtained from D′

by adding the column (j, b) to all other columns whose intersection with the row (i, a) is
non-zero. In D′′ the union of the row (i, a) and the column (j, b) contains only one unit,
located at the intersection of these row and column.

Let D′′′ be the matrix obtained from D′′ by removing the rows (i, a), (j, b), and the

columns (i, a), (j, b). Then D′′′ ∈ Z
([n1]⊔...⊔[nℓ])

2

2 for ni = mi − 1, nj = mj − 1, and ns = ms

for s 6∈ {i, j}, and D′′′ is a tournament-like diagonal-like matrix. Then by induction
hypothesis

rkD > rkD′′′ + 1 >

ℓ∑

s=1

ns − 1

2
+ 1 =

ℓ∑

s=1

ms − 1

2
.

�

Recall that a = {1, a} for a > 1.

For A ∈ Z
(n2)

2
×(n2)

2

2 define the matrix

B = B(A) ∈ Z
[n−1]2×[n−1]2

2 by B(i,a)(j,b) := Ai+1∗a+1, j+1∗b+1

(this notation helps to make a transition from all cycles of length 4 in Kn,n to cycles
containing the edge (1, 1′), and from matrices whose rows and columns are numerated by
such cycles to block matrices).

Recall that an inversed diagonal matrix is the sum of some diagonal matrix and Jm.

14Proof of the corresponding Lemma 3.4 in arXiv versions 1 and 2 of this paper contains a minor gap.
The gap is easily covered here. The gap is not present in [FK19], it appeared by our not enough careful
exposition of that argument.

15By the lexicographic order we mean that (x, a) is lexicographically less than (y, b) if either x < y, or
x = y and a < b.
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Lemma 3.4 (Independence). Suppose that n > 4 and A ∈ Z
(n2)

2
×(n2)

2

2 is independent and
additive. Take B = B(A). Then for any pairwise distinct i, j, s ∈ [n − 1] the residue
B(i,a)(j,b) + B(s,a)(j,b) does not depend on distinct a, b ∈ [n − 1]. In other words, the sum
Bi,j +Bs,j of blocks is either a diagonal matrix or an inversed diagonal matrix.

Proof. For fixed i, j, s denote

P (a) := i+ 1 ∗ a + 1⊕ s+ 1 ∗ a+ 1 = {i+ 1, s+ 1} ∗ a+ 1

and
Q(b) := j + 1 ∗ b+ 1.

By the additivity,
B(i,a)(j,b) +B(s,a)(j,b) = AP (a),Q(b).

The residue B(i,a)(j,b) +B(s,a)(j,b) does not depend on a since for any a′ ∈ [n− 1] distinct
from a and b

AP (a),Q(b) = AP (a′),Q(b)

by Proposition 2.2 (One-coordinate swap). Analogously the residue does not depend on b.
Now, the residue does not depend on both a and b since n− 1 > 3. �

Lemma 3.5 (Pre-tournament-like). Suppose that n > 4 and A is an (n, 1)-matrix. Then
for any j > 1 the off-diagonal block B(A)1,j is a tournament matrix.

Proof. Denote B := B(A). First, let us show that B1,2 is a tournament matrix. Take
the matrix Z := A2,3 + A3,2, which is an (n, 0)-matrix by Lemma 2.1 (Heredity). By the
symmetry of A and Z it suffices to check that Zx,y = 1 for any numbers 1 < x < y. This
follows since

Zx,y = Z2,y = Z2,3 = 1, where

• each of the first and the second equalities is either a tautology or holds by Propo-
sition 2.2 (One-coordinate swap),

• the last equality is the non-triviality of Z.
Now for any j > 2 the matrix B1,2 + B1,j is either a diagonal matrix or an inversed

diagonal matrix, by the symmetry of B and Lemma 3.4. Then B1,j is a tournament
matrix. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5 for k = 1. Take B = B(A). Define the matrix C whose rows are
numerated by [n − 2] × [n − 1], by Ci,j := Bi+1,j+1 + B1,j+1, i.e. C is obtained from B by
row addition and taking submatrix. By Lemma 3.4 (Independence), for every i 6= j the
block Ci,j is either a diagonal matrix or an inversed diagonal matrix. Thus the following
formula defines the matrix D of the same block structure as C: for i, j ∈ [n− 2]

Di,j :=

{
Ci,j, if either i 6 j or Ci,j is a diagonal matrix;

Ci,j + Jn−1, if both i > j and Ci,j is an inversed diagonal matrix.

Now the theorem follows since

rkA > rkB > rkC > rkD − rk(C +D) >
(n− 2)2

2
− (n− 3) >

(n− 3)2

2
.

Here
• the first and second inequalities follow by definition of B and C, respectively;
• the third inequality holds by subadditivity of rank;
• the last inequality is obvious.
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The fourth inequality holds by Lemma 3.3 (Diagonal-Tournament) applied to D, ℓ = n−2
and m1 = . . . = mℓ = n− 1, and Lemma 3.1 applied to D + C, ℓ = n− 2 and m = n− 1.
It is obvious that the hypotheses of Lemma 3.1 are fulfilled for D+C. It remains to prove
that the hypotheses of Lemma 3.3 (Diagonal-Tournament) are fulfilled for D.

Clearly, D is diagonal-like. We prove that D is tournament-like as follows. Take any
s ∈ [n− 2]. By Lemma 3.5 for j = s+1, the block B1,s+1 is a tournament matrix. Since A
is symmetric, Bs+1,s+1 is symmetric. Then Ds,s = Cs,s = Bs+1,s+1+B1,s+1 is a tournament
matrix. �

Remark 3.6 (On generalization of linear algebraic properties). During the work with
similar linear algebraic properties of (n, k)-matrices (e.g. Proposition 2.2, Lemma 3.4) we
got the impression that probably there may be another simple property, which can help
with the estimate ckn

k+1. However, we did not succeed in obtaining it.

4. Appendix: simplicial embeddings and non-triviality

Remark 4.1. For a complex ∆ denote by fj = fj(∆) the number of j-faces. Denote
γ = γ(∆) := fk − (k + 2)fk−1.

(a) Conjecture.16 For any subcomplex ∆ of any triangulation of any PL 2k-manifold M
we have (

2k + 1

k + 1

)
bk(M) > γ(∆).

(b) Deduction of Conjecture 1.3.d from Conjecture (a). We have
(
2k + 1

k + 1

)
bk(M) > γ(∆k

n) =

(
n+ 1

k + 1

)
− (k + 2)

(
n + 1

k

)
>

(
n− k − 1

k + 1

)
.

Here the first inequality holds by (a). It remains to prove the last inequality for n large
comparative to k. Let N := n+ 1. Both parts of the equivalent inequality

N(N −1) . . . (N −k+1)(N −k− (k+1)(k+2)) > (N −k−2)(N −k−2) . . . (N −2k−2)

are unitary polynomials in N of degree k + 1. For the coefficients of Nk we have

1 + . . .+ (k − 1) + k + (k + 1)(k + 2) =
k(k + 1)

2
+ (k + 1)(k + 2) =

= (k + 1)
(k + 2) + (2k + 2)

2
= (k + 2) + (k + 3) + . . .+ (2k + 2).

For the coefficients of Nk−1 we have

k∑

i,j=1

ij +

k−1∑

i=1

i(k + 1)(k + 2) =
k2(k + 1)2

4
+

k(k − 1)(k + 1)(k + 2)

2
=

=
k + 1

4
(3k3 − k2 − 2k) <

k + 1

4
9k3 <

(k + 1)2(k + 2 + 2k + 2)2

4
=

2k+2∑

i,j=k+2

ij. �

16 In comments on the proof of this conjecture presented in [Ad18, Remark 4.9] it is not explained how
to get rid of the condition that M embeds into R2k+1. This condition is present in [Ad18, Corollary 4.8],
so presumably is used in the proof, so presumably has to be used in the proof of this conjecture.
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(c) Conjecture.17 For any subdivision ∆ of ∆k
n we have γ(∆) > γ(∆k

n).

Now we discuss the non-triviality.
Recall that for a general position map g : [3]∗k+1 → R2k the van Kampen number v(g) ∈

Z2 is the parity of the number of all unordered pairs {σ, τ} of vertex-disjoint k-faces of
[3]∗k+1 such that |gσ ∩ gτ |2 = 1.

Lemma 4.2 (van Kampen; [vK32, Satz 5]). For any general position map g : [3]∗k+1 → R2k

we have v(g) = 1.

The following proof, except the last paragraph, is alternative to known proofs.18

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let γ(t) = (t, . . . , t2k) be the moment curve in R2k. Let g : [3]∗k+1 →
R2k be the linear map such that

g(∅∗i ∗ a ∗∅∗k−i) = γ(a+ 3i) for every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k} and a ∈ [3].

It is well known that every at most 2k + 1 points on γ are affine independent (for proof
see e.g. [St24, Lemma 5]). Then g is a general position map. In the following paragraph
we prove that v(g) = 1.

It is known that for vertex-disjoint k-faces σ = σ1 ∗ . . . ∗ σk+1 and τ = τ1 ∗ . . . ∗ τk+1

their images gσ and gτ intersect (at a single point) if and only if the vertices of the images
alternate along the moment curve19. The alternation means that either

σ1 < τ1 < 3 + σ2 < 3 + τ2 < . . . < 3k + σk+1 < 3k + τk+1 or

τ1 < σ1 < 3 + τ2 < 3 + σ2 < . . . < 3k + τk+1 < 3k + σk+1.

The alternation is equivalent to ‘either σi < τi for every i ∈ [k + 1] or σi > τi for every
i ∈ [k + 1]’. Then

v(g) =
∣∣{ (σ1, . . . , σk+1, τ1, . . . , τk+1) ∈ [3]2k+2 : σi < τi for every i ∈ [k + 1] }

∣∣
2
= 1.

Here the last equality is proved as follows. For such (2k+2)-tuples (σ1, . . . , σk+1, τ1, . . . , τk+1)
every pair (σi, τi) is either (1, 2), or (1, 3), or (2, 3). Then by the Cartesian product rule
the number of such (2k + 2)-tuples is 3k+1 ≡ 1 (mod 2).

Proof that v(g) = v(g′) for any general position maps g, g′ : [3]∗k+1 → R2k, repeats the
fairly standard part in the last paragraph of the proof of Lemma 1.7 (Non-triviality). �

Recall that
• H is the set of all unordered pairs of vertex-disjoint k-faces of [3]∗k+1;
• Gk is the set of unordered pairs of k-octahedra from [3]∗k+1 whose intersection is
1∗k+1;

17 The Kühnel conjecture on PL embeddings (Remark 1.3.a) follows from Conjectures (a,c) (analogously
to the argument of (b)). However, Conjecture (c) is not clear by the following reasons. The k- and (k−1)-
skeleta of ∆ are larger than those of ∆k

n, so we only have fk(∆) > fk(∆
k
n) and fk−1(∆) > fk−1(∆

k
n), which

does not imply Conjecture (c). Conjecture (c) is clear when ∆ is obtained from ∆k
n by subdivision of an

edge, but this argument does not work for subsequent subdivisions.
18The first part of the proof (namely, everything except the last paragraph) is construction of some

map g : [3]∗k+1 → R2k such that v(g) = 1. In the original proof van Kampen constructed another such g,
splitting vertices on groups of three and placing the groups in different hyperplanes. Another construction
of such a map g is given in [Me06, the second paragraph of Example 3.5]: take n = k and ni = 0 for
i ∈ [k + 1]; take ∗∆ni = 1∗k+1 and ∗∂∆ni+1 = [2]∗k+1.

19For clear exposition see [St24, Lemma 6]; for an earlier reference see [Br73, Theorem] (in [Br73] the
statement of the Theorem has undefined A and B, and uses the term ‘the primitive Radon partition’
defined elsewhere).
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• for {P,Q} ∈ Gk we denote by [P × Q] the set of pairs {α, β} formed by (not
necessary distinct) k-faces α, β of [3]∗k+1 such that either α ∈ P and β ∈ Q, or vice
versa.

Remark 4.3 (Deduction of Theorem 1.8 (Embeddability mod 2) from [KS21e]).
(a) [KS21e, Lemma 2.3.1 and footnote 4] If a (k − 1)-connected k-complex K is Z2-

embeddable to a 2k-manifold M , then there are a collection of k-cycles yσ in M , parametrized
by k-faces of K, and a general position map g : K → R2k such that

yσ ∩M yτ = |gσ ∩ gτ |2 for any vertex-disjoint k-faces σ, τ of K.

(b) The deduction. Take yσ and g from (a). For k-octahedra P,Q define
AP,Q :=

∑
(σ,τ)∈P×Q

yσ ∩M yτ . Take a basis in Hk(M ;Z2) in which the matrix of ∩M is

ΩM . Let Y be the βk(M) ×
(
n

2

)k+1
-matrix whose columns are coordinates of yσ in this

basis. Then A = Y TΩMY . So it remains to prove that A is an (n, k)-matrix. (Cf. [SS23,
§2, proof of the ‘if’ part of Theorem 1.4].)

The additivity is obvious.
The independence holds since for vertex-disjoint k-octahedra P,Q we have

AP,Q =
∑

(σ,τ)∈P×Q

yσ ∩M yτ = |gP ∩ gQ|2 = 0,

where the last equality holds by the parity lemma (see e.g. [Sk, Lemma 5.3.4]).
The non-triviality holds since

SA =
∑

{P,Q}∈Gk

AP,Q =
∑

{P,Q}∈Gk

∑

{α,β}∈[P×Q]

yα ∩M yβ =

∑

{α,β}∈H

yα ∩M yβ =
∑

{α,β}∈H

|gα ∩ gβ|2 = 1,

where the third equality holds by Lemma 2.3 (Combinatorial), and the last equality is the
result of van Kampen [vK32, Satz 5], see Lemma 4.2 (van Kampen).

(c) Lemma 1.7 (for Z2-embeddings) is deduced from (a) with the following addendum
(which is essentially obtained in [KS21e, §2.3]): if P and Q are k-cycles in K and f : K →
M is a Z2-embedding, then A(f)P,Q =

∑
(σ,τ)∈P×Q

yσ ∩M yτ .

Remark 4.4 (On alternative definition of non-triviality). Under the assumptions that A
is symmetric, independent and additive, the following is an equivalent definition of the
non-triviality (the equvalence is clear from Lemma 3.5). The matrix A is said to be non-
trivial if for any complex K ⊂ [n]∗k+1 isomorphic to [3]∗k+1 and any k-face α ⊂ K the sum
Sα,KA = 1, where Sα,KA is the sum of AP,Q over all unordered pairs {P,Q} of k-octahedra
in [3]∗k+1 such that P ∩Q = α.

The analogue of Lemma 1.7 (Non-triviality) for the new definition is correct because all
the proof presented work for any subcomplex of [n]∗k+1 isomorphic to [3]∗k+1 and any its
k-face.

Below we give an alternative proof of Lemma 1.7 (Non-triviality), which we did not
succeed to generalize to Z2-embeddings.
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Proposition 4.5 (Intersection formula). For any embedding f : [3]∗k+1 → M into a 2k-
manifold M there is a general position map g : [3]∗k+1 → R2k such that for any k-octahedra
P,Q whose intersection is 1∗k+1

fP ∩M fQ =
∑

{α,β}∈[P×Q]

∣∣g(α− β) ∩ g(β − α)
∣∣
2
.

Proof. Recall that I = [ 0, 1 ] ⊂ R.
By ambient isotopy of M we may assume that the image of f is in the interior of M .

Since f is an embedding and since 1∗k+1 ∼= Ik is collapsible, by [RS72, Corollary 3.27] there
is an embedding i : I2k → M in general position to f , and such that

iI2k ⊃ f(1∗k+1) and iI2k ∩ f
(
{2, 3}∗k+1

)
= ∅.

Take any general position map

g : [3]∗k+1 → R2k such that f−1(iI2k) = g−1(I2k) =: Z and f |Z = ig|Z .

Here the property f |Z = ig|Z means that f(x) = ig(x) when f(x) ∈ iI2k (or, equivalently,
when g(x) ∈ I2k).

Take any general position map g′ : [3]∗k+1 → R2k such that

g|g−1(R2k−I2k) = g′|g′−1(R2k−I2k)

(which means that g−1(R2k − I2k) = g′−1(R2k − I2k), and the restrictions of g and g′ to
g−1(R2k − I2k) coincide), and

(CGP) g and g′ are close, and (g ⊔ g′)|g−1(I2k) is a general position map.

Then for any k-octahedra P,Q whose intersection is 1∗k+1

fP ∩M fQ
(4.5.a)
=

∣∣(igP ∩ iI2k
)
∩
(
ig′Q ∩ iI2k

)∣∣
2

(4.5.b)
=

∣∣(gP ∩ I2k
)
∩
(
g′Q ∩ I2k

)∣∣
2

(4.5.c)
=

∣∣(gP − I2k
)
∩
(
g′Q− I2k

)∣∣
2

(4.5.d)
=

∣∣(gP − I2k
)
∩
(
gQ− I2k

)∣∣
2

(4.5.e)
=

∑

{α,β}∈[P×Q]

∣∣g(α− β) ∩ g(β − α)
∣∣
2
.

Let us prove the equalities.
• Equality (4.5.a) is proved as follows. Since P ∩ Q = 1∗k+1, we have fP ∩ fQ ⊂ iI2k.

This, f |Z = ig|Z , and (CGP), imply (4.5.a).
• Equality (4.5.b) holds since i is an embedding.
• Equality (4.5.c) holds by the parity lemma (see e.g. [Sk, Lemma 5.3.4]) and since g|P ⊔
g′|Q is a general position map. On g−1(I2k) this map is in general position by (CGP).
On g−1(R2k − I2k) this map is in general position since

◦ g|g−1(R2k−I2k) = g′|g′−1(R2k−I2k),
◦ g is a general position map,
◦ P ∩Q = 1∗k+1,
◦ iI2k ⊃ f(1∗k+1) and iI2k ∩ f

(
{2, 3}∗k+1

)
= ∅, and

◦ f |Z = ig|Z .
• Equality (4.5.d) holds since g|g−1(R2k−I2k) = g′|g′−1(R2k−I2k).
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• Equality (4.5.e) is proved as follows. For {α, β} ∈ [P ×Q] we have α∩β ⊂ 1∗k+1. This,
iI2k ⊃ f(1∗k+1), iI2k ∩ f

(
{2, 3}∗k+1

)
= ∅ and f |Z = ig|Z imply

(
gP − I2k

)
∩
(
gQ− I2k

)
=

⊔

{α,β}∈[P×Q]

g(α− β) ∩ g(β − α).

�

Proof of Lemma 1.7 (Non-triviality). Take a map g : [3]∗k+1 → R2k from Proposition 4.5.
Then

SA(f)
(1.7.a)
=

∑

{P,Q}∈Gk

fP ∩M fQ
(1.7.b)
=

∑

{P,Q}∈Gk

∑

{α,β}∈[P×Q]

∣∣g(α− β) ∩ g(β − α)
∣∣
2

(1.7.c)
=

∑

{α,β}∈H

∣∣g(α− β) ∩ g(β − α)
∣∣
2

(1.7.d)
=

∑

{α,β}∈H

|gα ∩ gβ|2
(1.7.e)
= 1.

Here
• equality (1.7.a) is the definition of SA(f);
• equality (1.7.b) holds by Proposition 4.5;
• equality (1.7.c) holds by Lemma 2.3 (Combinatorial);
• equality (1.7.d) holds since α, β are vertex-disjoint;
• equality (1.7.e) is the result of van Kampen [vK32, Satz 5] (see Lemma 4.2).

�

Remark 4.6 (Relation to intrinsic linking results). (a) Non-embeddability of ∆k
2k+2 into

R2k is related to a congruence analogous to SA(f) = 1 [PT19, Proposition 16.ii], [KS21,
§1, non-triviality], and to an intrinsic linking result for (k − 1)-complexes in R2k−1 [KS21,
Theorem 1.6.odd] (see also [KS21, proof of Lemma 1.5]). Non-embeddability of Kk

5 into R2k

is related to an intrinsic linking result for (k− 1)-complexes in R2k−1 [Sk03]. Analogously,
the proof of (well-known) non-embeddability of [3]∗k+1 in R2k given by Lemma 4.2 (van
Kampen) is related to the congruence SA(f) = 1, and to certain intrinsic linking result for
a (k − 1)-complex in R2k−1. For k = 2 this is a result on a graph in R3; see items (b,c,d)
below.

(b) Let G be the graph with the vertex set Z4×Z3 and edges joining the following pairs
of vertices:

(i, j)(i+ 1, j) and, for i = 0, 2, (i+ 1, 0)(i+ 1, 1), (i, 1)(i, 2), (i+ 1, 2)(i, 0).

Let Sj be the induced subgraph on vertices (i, j), i ∈ Z4. Clearly, Sj is a cycle of length 4.
An octahedral cycle of length 6 in G is any of the following 8 cycles for i = 0, 2 and

ε1, ε2 = ±1:

(i, 0) (i+ ε1, 0) (i+ ε1, 1) (i+ ε1 + ε2, 1) (i+ ε1 + ε2, 2) (i+ 1, 2).

The two cycles for fixed ε1, ε2 and different i are called involutive. Clearly, involutive cycles
are disjoint.

Take the (octahedral) cycles

T1 := (0, 0)(1, 2)(2, 2)(3, 2)(2, 0)(3, 0),

T2 := (3, 1)(2, 1)(1, 1)(1, 0)(2, 0)(3, 0),

T3 := (2, 2)(3, 2)(0, 2)(0, 1)(3, 1)(2, 1).

Clearly, Tj ∩ Sj = ∅.
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(c) Assertion. [Ni] Suppose that f : G → R3 is an embedding. Then the sum of the three
pairwise linking numbers of f(Sj) and f(Tj), j = 1, 2, 3, and the four linking numbers of
involutive octahedral cycles, is odd.

This follows from [Sa81]. Indeed, in the graph G, by contracting three edges (0, 0)(1, 2),
(0, 2)(0, 1) and (1, 1)(1, 0), we obtain a proper minor of G isomorphic to the graph G9 in
the Petersen family [Sa81]. (Further, certain ∆Y -move yields the Petersen graph P10.) All
disjoint cycle pairs of G9 consist of six (4, 5)-cycle pairs and exactly one (3, 6)-cycle pair.
It is known that for every embedding G9 → R3 the sum of the linking numbers over all
of the constituent 2-component links is odd [Sa81]. Three of the six (4, 5)-cycle pairs and
exactly one (3, 6)-cycle pair of G9 correspond to the four involutive octahedral cycle pairs
of G. The three remaining (4, 5)-cycle pairs of G9 correspond to pairs Sj , Tj of G. Thus
the assertion follows.

(d) The following holds both by (c) (see (e)) and by our proof of Lemma 1.7 (see (f)).
Suppose that f : G → R3 is an embedding such that the images f(S1), f(S2), f(S3) lie in
pairwise disjoint 3-balls, and the image of any edge outside S1⊔S2⊔S3 is disjoint with one
of the three balls. Then the sum of the four linking coefficients of involutive octahedral
cycles is odd.

(e) [Ni] Denote by Bj ⊃ f(Sj) the mutually disjoint 3-balls. Then for f(S1 ∪ T1), two
edges f((3, 2)(2, 2)) and f((0, 0)(1, 2)) miss B1, and the other edges of f(T1) also miss B1

because they are contained in B2 and B3. Thus the linking number of f(S1) and f(T1) is
zero. Analogously the linking number of f(Sj) and f(Tj) is zero for each j = 2, 3. This
implies (d).

(f) Take the following representation of G. Vertices of G correspond to edges a ∗ b ∗ c of
[3]∗3, where among a, b, c there is exactly one ‘3’, and there is exactly one ∅. We denote
such a vertex by abc. Edges of G correspond to faces 3 ∗ b ∗ c or 3 ∗ 3 ∗ c of [3]∗3, and three
times as many symmetric faces (i.e. faces obtained by changing the place of ‘3’s). So edges
are 3b∅, 3∅c (short edges), 3∅c,∅3c (long edges), and symmetric edges.

There are three cycles S1, S2, S3 of length four obtained by changing the place of ‘3’
from the cycle 32∅, 3∅2, 31∅, 3∅1 of short edges. For each c ∈ [2] there are three edges
obtained by changing the place of c in the long edge 3∅c,∅3c.

An octahedral cycle of length 6 is the cycle 3b∅, 3∅c,∅3c, a3∅, a∅3,∅b3, where a, b, c ∈
[2]. This is ∗(a ∗ b ∗ c) ∩ g−1(∂I2k). Take the involution on G defined by interchanging 1
and 2. Then the eight octahedral cycles split into pairs of involutive cycles, and involutive
octahedral cycles are disjoint.

Now (d) follows by transforming the left-hand side of (4.5.e) analogously to [KS21, (2)
in the proof of Lemma 1.5].
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