arXiv:2308.07103v1 [math.CO] 14 Aug 2023

FAN’S LEMMA VIA BISTELLAR MOVES

TOMÁŠ KAISER AND MATĚJ STEHLÍK

Abstract. Pachner proved that all closed combinatorially equivalent combinatorial manifolds can be transformed into each other by a finite sequence of bistellar moves. We prove an analogue of Pachner’s theorem for combinatorial manifolds with a free Z2-action, and use it to give a combinatorial proof of Fan’s lemma about labellings of centrally symmetric triangulations of spheres. Similarly to other combinatorial proofs, we must assume an additional property of the triangulation for the proof to work. However, unlike the other combinatorial proofs, no such assumption is needed for dimensions at most 3.

1. Introduction

Given a simplicial complex K and a labelling λ : V (K) → Z \ {0}, an n-simplex of K is alternating (with respect to λ) if the n + 1 vertices are assigned distinct labels, and their signs alternate by increasing absolute value. An alternating simplex is positive or negative if the label of minimum absolute value is positive or negative, respectively. The following result, proved by Fan [5] in 1952, is usually referred to in the literature as Fan’s lemma (see also [3, 4]).

Theorem 1 (Fan). Let K be a centrally symmetric triangulation of S^n, and λ : V (K) → {±1, . . . , ±m} a labelling of the vertices of K such that λ(−v) = −λ(v) for every vertex v ∈ V (K), and λ(u) + λ(v) ≠ 0 for every edge {u, v} ∈ K. Then there are an odd number of positive alternating n-simplices. In particular, m ≥ n + 1.

The contraposition, known as Tucker’s lemma, was originally proved by Tucker [20] for dimension 2 and subsequently by Lefschetz [9] for arbitrary dimension (see also [3, 4, 11]).

Theorem 2 (Tucker). Let K be a centrally symmetric triangulation of S^n, and λ : V (K) → {±1, . . . , ±n} a labelling of the vertices of K such that λ(−v) = −λ(v) for every vertex v ∈ V (K). Then there exists an edge {u, v} ∈ K such that λ(u) + λ(v) = 0.

Tucker’s lemma can be viewed as a discrete analogue of the following theorem of Borsuk [1], usually known as the Borsuk–Ulam theorem.

Theorem 3 (Borsuk). There is no continuous mapping f : S^n → S^{n−1} such that f(−x) = −f(x) for all x ∈ S^n.

Date: August 15, 2023.

The second author was partially supported by ANR project HOSIGRA (ANR-17-CE40- 0022). 1

The Borsuk–Ulam theorem has many important applications in combinatorics, so much so that Matoušek wrote an entire book on the topic [11]. Since the Borsuk–Ulam theorem is implied by Tucker’s (and, a fortiori, by Fan’s) lemma, it ought to be possible—at least in principle—to ‘discretise’ proofs relying on the Borsuk–Ulam theorem by applying the lemmas of Tucker or Fan instead (examples of this can be found, for example, in [12, 13, 16, 21]). To obtain a truly ‘combinatorial’ proof, one then needs a combinatorial proof of the lemmas of Tucker and Fan.

A number of such proofs are known, but none work in full generality: they all impose some extra condition on the triangulation (for a short degreetheoretic proof of Fan’s lemma with no extra conditions on the triangulation, see [3]). Several proofs require the triangulation to be a subdivision of the boundary complex of the cross polytope; this is the case for the original proof of Tucker’s lemma given by Lefschetz [9, pp. 135–137] and the original proof of Fan’s lemma by Fan [5]. It is also required in the constructive proof of Tucker’s lemma by Freund and Todd [6] (reproduced in Matoušek [11, pp. 37–40]), and in the proofs of Fan’s lemma given by Meunier [13] and de Longueville [4, Theorem 1.8]. Prescott and Su [18] impose a less restrictive condition in their proof of Fan’s lemma: they require the triangulation to contain what they call a flag of hemispheres. The second proof of Tucker’s lemma in Matoušek [11, pp. 43–45] also requires this condition.

Can we do away with these extra conditions on the triangulation? Indeed, [3, Open Problem 2.4] asks for a direct combinatorial proof of Fan’s and Tucker’s lemma valid for any centrally symmetric triangulation of S^n.

In this note, we give a new combinatorial proof of Fan’s lemma using bistellar moves (also known as bistellar flips or Pachner moves). The proof also imposes some extra conditions on the triangulation (see Theorem 11), however, this only matters for dimensions 4 and above. Therefore, in dimensions 2 and 3, our proof establishes Fan’s lemma for all centrally symmetric triangulations of the sphere (see the discussion in Section 4).

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In the next section, after introducing the basic terminology about simplicial complexes and combinatorial manifolds, we introduce bistellar moves and state the fundamental theorem of Pachner [17] and its extension by Casali [2], and conclude the section by proving a Z_2-analogue of Pachner’s theorem. In Section 3, we prove Fan’s lemma using bistellar moves. Finally, in Section 4, we discuss the conditions our proof imposes on the triangulation.

2. Terminology and preliminary results

For an introduction to topological combinatorics, we refer the reader to Matoušek [11], de Longueville [4] or Kozlov [8].

All the simplicial complexes considered in this paper are finite. The union of all simplices in a simplicial complex K is denoted by |K| and is known as the polyhedron of K. A simplicial complex K is a (simplicial) triangulation of any topological space homeomorphic to |K|.

By listing the vertices spanned by each face of a simplicial complex, we can view simplicial complexes in a purely combinatorial way. An (abstract) simplicial complex K on a (finite) vertex set V = V (K) is a collection of subsets A ⊆ V (K) called faces with the property that if A ∈ K and B ⊆ A, then B ∈ K. Any abstract simplicial object has a geometric realization in Euclidean space, which is unique up to homeomorphism. In the rest of this paper, simplicial complexes will be formally treated as abstract simplicial complexes.

The dimension of a face A ∈ K is |A|−1, and the dimension of a simplicial complex K is the maximum dimension of a face of K. A facet of K is an inclusion-wise maximal face. If K and L are simplicial complexes on disjoint vertex sets, their join is the simplicial complex K ⋆ L = {A ∪ B : A ∈ K and B ∈ L}. The barycentric subdivision of a simplicial complex K is denoted by sd(K). For a given face A ∈ K, the link lk_K (A) is defined by lk_K (A) = {B ∈ K : A ∩ B = ∅ and A ∪ B ∈ K}. For a vertex v in K, we abbreviate lk_K ({v}) by lk_K (v). The boundary ∂A of an n-simplex A is the simplicial complex consisting of all the faces of A of dimension smaller than n. The (closed) star of A in K, st_K (A), is the join A ⋆ lk_K (A). The operation (A, a), called a stellar subdivision, changes K to K^′ by removing st_K (A) and replacing it with a ⋆ ∂A ⋆ lk_K (A), where a is a new vertex.

We will sometimes need to consider a slight generalisation of simplicial complexes called regular Δ-complexes [7] or generalised simplicial complexes [8]. A regular Δ-complex can be constructed inductively, starting with a discrete point space K^{(0)} in R^n , and at each step i > 0 we inductively construct the space K^{(i)} by attaching a set of i-simplices to K^{(i−1)}. Note that this definition allows for several simplices on the same vertex set, which cannot happen in a simplicial complex. It is however not hard to see that if K is a regular Δ-complex, then sd(K) is a simplicial complex.

Two simplicial complexes K and L are combinatorially equivalent (or piecewise linearly homeomorphic) if there are a subdivision K^′ of K and a subdivision L^′ of L such that K^′ and L^′ are isomorphic. A combinatorial n-ball is a simplicial complex that is combinatorially equivalent to the n-simplex; a combinatorial n-sphere is a simplicial complex that is combinatorially equivalent to the boundary of an (n + 1)-simplex. A combinatorial n-manifold (also known as a piecewise linear n-manifold) is a simplicial complex M such that the link of every vertex is a combinatorial (n − 1)-sphere or a combinatorial (n − 1)-ball (the latter occurring only if the manifold has a non-empty boundary). An (n−1)-face of a combinatorial n-manifold M is a boundary face if it belongs to a single facet of M. The boundary complex of a combinatorial manifold M, denoted by ∂M, is the subcomplex of M consisting of all boundary facets of M together with their faces.

Suppose that A is an r-simplex in a simplicial complex K and that lk_K (A) = ∂B for some (n − r)-simplex B /∈ K. The bistellar move κ(A, B) consists of changing K by replacing A ⋆ ∂B with ∂A ⋆ B. Two combinatorial manifolds are said to be bistellar equivalent if one can be obtained from the other via a sequence of bistellar moves and simplicial isomorphisms. The following fundamental result was proved by Pachner [17] (see Lickorish [10] for a very readable exposition).

Theorem 4 (Pachner). Two closed combinatorial manifolds are combinatorially equivalent if and only if they are bistellar equivalent.

Casali [2] extended Theorem 4 to combinatorial manifolds with a boundary. Note that in the theorem below, the boundary is unaffected by bistellar moves, which act only on the facets.

Theorem 5 (Casali). Two combinatorial manifolds with isomorphic boundaries are combinatorially equivalent if and only if they are bistellar equivalent.

Since Fan’s lemma deals with centrally symmetric triangulations of spheres, we need to adapt combinatorial and bistellar equivalence to the symmetric setting. A simplicial Z_2-complex is a simplicial complex K together with a simplicial action ν : V (K) → V (K). For the sake of simplicity, we write ν(A) = −A and refer to A and −A as antipodal faces of K. We assume throughout the paper that the simplicial action is free, i.e., A ∩ (−A) = ∅ for every simplex A ∈ K.

Two simplicial Z_2-complexes K and L are Z_2-isomorphic if there is an isomorphism f : K → L such that f(−A) = −f(A) for every face A ∈ K. Two simplicial Z_2-complexes K and L are combinatorially Z_2-equivalent if there are a subdivision K^′ of K and a subdivision L^′ of L such that K^′ and L^′ are Z_2-isomorphic simplicial Z_2-complexes. A (closed) combinatorial Z_2-manifold is simplicial Z_2-complex such that the link of every vertex is a combinatorial sphere.

Suppose that A is an r-simplex in a simplicial Z_2-complex K, and that lk_K (A) = ∂B for some (n − r)-simplex B /∈ K. The pair of bistellar moves κ(A, B), κ(−A, −B) is called a Z_2-bistellar move, and we denote it by κ̃(A, B). Two simplicial Z_2-complexes related by a finite sequence of Z_2-bistellar moves and simplicial isomorphisms are said to be Z_2-bistellar equivalent.

In the remainder of this section we shall prove the following Z_2-analogue of Pachner’s theorem.

Theorem 6. Two combinatorial Z_2-manifolds are combinatorially Z_2-equivalent if and only if they are Z_2-bistellar equivalent.

We can reduce the theorem to Pachner’s theorem via the following three lemmas.

Lemma 7. If M is a combinatorial Z_2-manifold, then sd(M)/Z_2 is a combinatorial manifold.

Proof. Since the Z_2-action on M is free, no face of M contains a pair of antipodal vertices. Hence, M/Z_2 is a regular Δ-complex, and therefore, sd(M)/Z_2 is a simplicial complex.

Since M is a combinatorial manifold, so is sd(M). Let u be a vertex of sd(M), and let [u] be the image of u in sd(M)/Z_2. If lk_{sd(M)}(u) contains two antipodal vertices v, −v, then {v, −v} is a face of M, contradicting the assumption that the Z_2-action on M is free. Hence, lk_{sd(M)/Z2}([u]) ∼= lk_{sd(M)}(u), which is a combinatorial sphere, because sd(M) is a combinatorial manifold. □

Lemma 8. If M and M^′ are combinatorial Z_2-manifolds, and M^′ is obtained from M by an antipodal pair (A, a), (−A, −a) of stellar moves, then M and M^′ are Z_2-bistellar equivalent.

Proof. Observe that st_M (A) and a⋆∂A⋆lk_M (A) are combinatorial manifolds with isomorphic boundaries. By Theorem 5, st_M (A) and a⋆∂A⋆lk_M (A) are linked by a finite sequence of bistellar moves, such that the boundaries of the intermediate complexes are isomorphic. Therefore, the stellar move (A, a) can be emulated by a finite sequence κ(A_1, B_1), . . . , κ(A_t, B_t) of bistellar moves such that M \ st_M (A) is unchanged.

Since the Z_2-action on M is free, the interiors of st_M (A) and st_M (−A) are disjoint. Therefore, the pair (A, a), (−A, −a) of stellar moves can be emulated by a finite sequence κ̃(A_1, B_1), . . . , κ̃(A_t, B_t) of Z_2-bistellar moves. □ Lemma 9. If M is a combinatorial Z_2-manifold, then M and sd(M) are Z_2-bistellar equivalent.

Proof. It is a well-known fact (see e.g. [8, Proposition 2.23]) that sd(M) can be obtained from M by a sequence of stellar subdivisions of simplices of non-increasing dimension; in particular, the order of stellar subdivisions in each dimension can be chosen arbitrarily. Therefore, we can assume that antipodal simplices are subdivided consecutively. By Lemma 8, each such antipodal pair of stellar subdivisions can be replaced by a finite sequence of Z_2-bistellar moves. Therefore, M and sd(M) are Z_2-bistellar equivalent. □

We can now proceed to prove the aforementioned Z_2-analogue of Pachner’s theorem.

Proof of Theorem 6. It is easy to see that Z_2-bistellar equivalent combinatorial Z_2-manifolds must be combinatorially Z_2-equivalent.

Conversely, consider any combinatorially Z_2-equivalent combinatorial Z_2- manifolds M and N. Then sd(M) and sd(N) are combinatorially Z_2- equivalent combinatorial Z_2-manifolds; let M^′ and N^′ be subdivisions of sd(M) and sd(N), respectively, such that M^′ and N^′ are Z_2-isomorphic Z_2- complexes. Then M^′/Z_2 and N^′/Z_2 are isomorphic subdivisions of sd(M)/Z_2 and sd(N)/Z_2, respectively, so sd(M)/Z_2 and sd(N)/Z_2 are combinatorially equivalent. By Lemma 7, sd(M)/Z_2 and sd(N)/Z_2 are combinatorial manifolds, so by Theorem 4, sd(M)/Z_2 and sd(N)/Z_2 are bistellar equivalent, which means that sd(M) and sd(N) are Z_2-bistellar equivalent, and by Lemma 9, we conclude that M and N are Z_2-bistellar equivalent. □

3. Proof of Fan’s lemma

Given any combinatorial manifold M (with or without boundary), and any labelling λ : V (M) → Z \ {0}, we shall denote the number of positive and negative alternating facets of M by α^+_λ (M) and α^−_λ (M), respectively.

Equipped with Theorem 6, proving Fan’s lemma (for an appropriate class of centrally symmetric triangulations of the sphere) is reduced to proving the following simple lemma.

Lemma 10. Let M and M^′ be combinatorial Z_2-manifolds, where M^′ is obtained from M by a Z_2-bistellar move κ̃(A, B). For any Fan labelling λ of M, there exists a Fan labelling λ^′ of M^′ such that α^+_λ (M) ≡ α^+_{λ′} (M^′) (mod 2).

Proof. It will be convenient to relax the notion of a Fan labelling by allowing labels to take real values. Any such labelling can easily be converted to one with integer values.

Let M and M^′ be combinatorial Z_2-manifolds such that M^′ is obtained from M by a Z_2-bistellar move κ̃(A, B). Given any Fan labelling λ of M, we shall construct a Fan labelling λ^′ of M^′ as follows.

Let u be any vertex of M^′. We may assume without loss of generality that λ(u) > 0 and u /∈ −B (otherwise, we can swap the signs of u and −u, or the signs of B and −B, or both). We choose λ^′(u) according to rules (R1)–(R3) below, and then we set λ^′(−u) = −λ^′(u).

(R1) If B = {u}, then λ^′(u) = min{λ(v) > 0 : v ∈ A}.

(R2) If B = {u, v} and λ(u) + λ(v) = 0, then λ^′(u) = λ(u) + ε, where ε > 0 is chosen to be sufficiently small so that {λ(w) : w ∈ V (M)} ∩ [λ(u), λ(u) + ε] = {λ(u)}. (R3) Otherwise, let λ^′(u) = λ(u).

Clearly, λ^′ is a Fan labelling of M^′, and note that there are no complementary edges in A ⋆ B with respect to λ^′.

To prove the lemma, we will prove that Δ ≡ 0 (mod 2), where

(3.1) Δ = α^+_{λ′} (M^′) − α^+_λ (M).

Let N = M^′ \ (st_M ′ (B) ∪ st_M ′ (−B)) ∼= M \ (st_M (A) ∪ st_M (−A)), and observe that a facet of N is positive (respectively, negative) alternating with respect to λ^′ if and only if it is positive (respectively, negative) alternating with respect to λ; in particular, α^+_{λ′} (N) = α^+_λ (N). Therefore,

α^+_{λ′} (M^′) = α^+_{λ′} (N) + α^+_{λ′} (st_M ′ (B)) + α^+_{λ′} (st_M ′ (−B)) and α^+_λ (M) = α^+_λ (N) + α^+_λ (st_M (A)) + α^+_λ (st_M (−A)), so substituting into (3.1) and simplifying, we obtain

Δ = α^+_{λ′} (st_M (B)) + α^+_{λ′} (st_M (−B)) − α^+_λ (st_M (A)) − α^+_λ (st_M (−A))

= α^+_{λ′} (st_M (B)) + α^−_{λ′} (st_M (B)) − α^+_λ (st_M (A)) − α^−_λ (st_M (A)).

(3.2)

For the sake of brevity, set α^+ = α^+_{λ′} (∂(A ⋆ B)) and α^− = α^−_{λ′} (∂(A ⋆ B)).

Claim. (α^+, α^−) ∈ {(0, 0), (1, 1), (2, 0), (0, 2)}.

Proof of the claim. Order the labels of ∂(A⋆B) by increasing absolute value. If the labels of A ⋆ B are alternating, then A ⋆ B contains precisely one positive and one negative alternating n-simplex (simply delete the vertex whose label has the maximum or minimum absolute value). This is the case (α^+, α^−) = (1, 1).

If A ⋆ B contains exactly one pair of consecutive labels of the same sign, then deleting either one of them results in a positive alternating n-simplex (if the minimum label by absolute value is positive), or a negative alternating n-simplex (if the minimum label by absolute value is negative). Deleting any other vertex results in a non-alternating n-simplex. Therefore, there are precisely two alternating facets, both positive or both negative. These are the cases (α^+, α^−) = (2, 0) and (α^+, α^−) = (0, 2).

If A ⋆ B contains more than one pair of consecutive labels of the same sign, then A ⋆ B contains no positive or negative alternating simplex; this is the case (α^+, α^−) = (0, 0). ■

We now compute the value of Δ for each of the four cases. If (α^+, α^−) = (0, 0), then

α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A)) = α^+_{λ′} (st_M (B)) = α^−_{λ′} (st_M (A)) = α^−_{λ′} (st_M (B)) = 0,

so substituting into (3.2), we obtain Δ = 0.

If (α^+, α^−) = (1, 1), then α^+_{λ′} (st_M ′ (B))+α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A)) = 1 and α^−_{λ′} (st_M ′ (B))+ α^−_{λ′} (st_M (A)) = 1. Substituting into (3.2), we obtain

Δ = (1 − α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A))) + (1 − α^−_{λ′} (st_M (A))) − α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A)) − α^−_{λ′} (st_M (A)) = 2 ( 1 − α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A))) − α^−_{λ′} (st_M (A))) ) ≡ 0 (mod 2).

If (α^+, α^−) = (2, 0), then α^+_{λ′} (st_M ′ (B))+α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A)) = 2 and α^−_{λ′} (st_M ′ (B)) = α^−_{λ′} (st_M (A)) = 0. Once again, substituting into (3.2), we obtain

Δ = (2 − α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A))) − α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A)) = 2 ( 1 − α^+_{λ′} (st_M (A)) ) ≡ 0 (mod 2).

The case (α^+, α^−) = (0, 2) is symmetric to the case (α^+, α^−) = (2, 0), so Δ ≡ 0 (mod 2). This completes the proof of the lemma. □

We are now ready to give a combinatorial proof of Fan’s lemma for a class of centrally symmetric combinatorial spheres.

Theorem 11. Let M be a centrally symmetric combinatorial n-sphere combinatorially Z_2-equivalent to the boundary complex of the (n+1)-dimensional cross polytope, and let λ : V (M) → {±1, . . . , ±m} be a labelling of the vertices of M such that λ(−v) = −λ(v) for every vertex v ∈ V (M), and λ(u) + λ(v) ≠ 0 for every edge {u, v} ∈ M. Then there are an odd number of positive alternating n-simplices. In particular, m ≥ n + 1.

Proof. Up to permutations of the labels, there is only one Fan labelling of the boundary complex of the (n + 1)-dimensional cross polytope, and it has precisely one positive alternating facet. Therefore, by Theorem 6 and Lemma 10, any Fan labelling of M has an odd number of positive alternating facets. □

4. Concluding remarks

It follows from the work of Radó [19] and Moise [14] (see also [15]) that, for dimension n ≤ 3, (i) all triangulations of n-manifolds are combinatorial, and (ii) any two triangulations of the same n-manifold are combinatorially equivalent (this is the famous Hauptvermutung, which fails in higher dimensions). In particular, any centrally symmetric triangulation M of S^n (with n ≤ 3) is a centrally symmetric combinatorial n-sphere by (i), so by Lemma 7, the quotient sd(M)/Z_2 is a combinatorial triangulation of RP^n, and by (ii), sd(M)/Z_2 is combinatorially equivalent to sd(N)/Z_2, where N is the boundary complex of the (n + 1)-dimensional cross polytope. By Lemma 9, we can conclude that M is a centrally symmetric combinatorial n-sphere combinatorially Z_2-equivalent to N.

This shows that for n ≤ 3, the proof of Theorem 11 works in full generality, i.e., it proves Theorem 1 for all centrally symmetric triangulations of S^n. For n ≥ 5, the above argument breaks down for two reasons: there exist non-combinatorial triangulations of S^n, and there exist combinatorial triangulations of RP^n that are not combinatorially equivalent (i.e., there exist centrally symmetric combinatorial n-spheres that are not combinatorially Z_2-equivalent). The case n = 4 seems to be open; while every triangulation of S^4 is combinatorial by the Poincaré Conjecture, we have not found any reference proving or disproving that RP^4 has a unique PL structure.

Finally, we also ought to point out that all centrally symmetric triangulations that are subdivisions of the boundary complex of the cross polytope satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 11. It is unclear what relation, if any, there is between centrally symmetric triangulations of the sphere satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 11 and those containing a flag of hemispheres.

References

[1] K. Borsuk. Drei Sätze über die n-dimensionale euklidische Sphäre. Fund. Math., 20:177–190, 1933.

[2] M. R. Casali. A note about bistellar operations on PL-manifolds with boundary.

Geom. Dedicata, 56(3):257–262, 1995.

[3] J. A. De Loera, X. Goaoc, F. Meunier, and N. H. Mustafa. The discrete yet ubiquitous theorems of Carathéodory, Helly, Sperner, Tucker, and Tverberg. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 56(3):415–511, 2019.

[4] M. de Longueville. A course in topological combinatorics. Universitext. Springer, New York, 2013.

[5] K. Fan. A generalization of Tucker’s combinatorial lemma with topological applications. Ann. of Math. (2), 56:431–437, 1952.

[6] R. M. Freund and M. J. Todd. A constructive proof of Tucker’s combinatorial lemma.

J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 30(3):321–325, 1981.

[7] A. Hatcher. Algebraic topology. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002. [8] D. Kozlov. Combinatorial algebraic topology, volume 21 of Algorithms and Computation in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, 2008.

[9] S. Lefschetz. Introduction to Topology. Princeton Mathematical Series, vol. 11. Princeton University Press, Princeton, N. J., 1949.

[10] W. B. R. Lickorish. Simplicial moves on complexes and manifolds. In Proceedings of the Kirbyfest (Berkeley, CA, 1998), volume 2 of Geom. Topol. Monogr., pages 299–320. Geom. Topol. Publ., Coventry, 1999.

[11] J. Matoušek. Using the Borsuk–Ulam theorem. Universitext. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2003.

[12] J. Matoušek. A combinatorial proof of Kneser’s conjecture. Combinatorica, 24(1):163– 170, 2004.

[13] F. Meunier. Combinatorial Stokes formulae. European J. Combin., 29(1):286–297, 2008.

[14] E. E. Moise. Affine structures in 3-manifolds. V. The triangulation theorem and Hauptvermutung. Ann. of Math. (2), 56:96–114, 1952.

[15] E. E. Moise. Geometric topology in dimensions 2 and 3. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Vol. 47. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977.

[16] T. Müller and M. Stehlík. Generalised Mycielski graphs and the Borsuk–Ulam theorem. Electron. J. Combin., 26(4):Paper No. 4.8, 8, 2019.

[17] U. Pachner. P.L. homeomorphic manifolds are equivalent by elementary shellings.

European J. Combin., 12(2):129–145, 1991.

[18] T. Prescott and F. E. Su. A constructive proof of Ky Fan’s generalization of Tucker’s lemma. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 111(2):257–265, 2005.

[19] T. Radó. Über den Begriff der Riemannschen Fläche. Acta Sci. Math. Szeged, 2(1):96– 114, 1925.

[20] A. W. Tucker. Some topological properties of disk and sphere. In Proc. First Canadian Math. Congress, Montreal, 1945, pages 285–309. University of Toronto Press, Toronto, 1946.

[21] G. M. Ziegler. Generalized Kneser coloring theorems with combinatorial proofs. Invent. Math., 147(3):671–691, 2002.

Department of Mathematics and European Centre of Excellence NTIS (New Technologies for the Information Society), University of West Bohemia, Pilsen, Czech Republic.

Email address: kaisert@kma.zcu.cz

Université Paris Cité, CNRS, IRIF, F-75006, Paris, France. Email address: matej@irif.fr