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Abstract

We use the generalized Gauss-Bonnet formula for Riemannian polyhe-
dra discovered by Allendoerfer, Weil and Chern to show that hyperbolic
space of dimension n has no isometric immersion into Euclidean space of
dimension 2n− 1.

1 Introduction

In the nineteenth century, two noneuclidean geometries were discovered, spher-
ical and hyperbolic. The spherical geometry has an obvious model as the geom-
etry of the standard unit sphere in three-dimensional Euclidean space E3, but
hyperbolic geometry was more mysterious. At the beginning of the twentieth
century, David Hilbert [22] proved that the hyperbolic plane cannot be realized
as the Riemannian geometry induced on an immersed surface in E3.

There are two steps to the standard proof of Hilbert’s theorem, as presented
at the very end of do Carmo’s book (§5.11 of [15]). The first step shows that
if there exists an immersed surface in E3 isometric to the hyperbolic plane,
then it must be covered by a global coordinate system (z, w) whose coordinate
vectors are unit-length asymptotic vectors. (This is what is sometimes called
a Chebyshev net, and is related to the design of clothing as described in [19].)
When expressed in these coordinates, the condition that the Gaussian curvature
be −1 implies via a short calculation that the angle θ between the curves tangent
to the asymptotic vectors satisfies the sine-Gordon equation

∂2θ

∂z∂w
= sin θ,

an angle which must satisfy the inequalities 0 < θ < π. In the second step,
one shows that the sine-Gordon equation has no global solutions which satisfy
the inequalities 0 < θ < π, either by an elementary argument due to Holmgren
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([23] or [26], pages 231-232) or by means of a formula discovered by the Greek
mathematician Ioannis Hazzidakis [21]. Indeed, one can verify that the inte-
gral of sin θ over any coordinate rectangle, defined in terms of the asymptotic
coordinates by

R = {(z, w) : a ≤ z ≤ b, c ≤ w ≤ d}, (1)

is the hyperbolic area of that rectangle, and then use the two-dimensional Gauss-
Bonnet formula to show that the sine-Gordon equation is equivalent to the
Hazzidakis formula

Hyperbolic area of R = θ(b, d)− θ(b, c)− θ(a, d) + θ(a, c), (2)

for all such coordinate rectangles. This shows that the area of the coordinate
rectangle R is bounded by 2π, contradicting the fact that since the hyperbolic
plane has infinite area, coordinate rectangles within it must have arbitrarily
large area. This finishes our sketch of the proof of Hilbert’s original theorem.
Note that we can rewrite (2) as

1

2π
[Hyperbolic area of R] =

4∑
i=1

εi
2π

− 1, (3)

where the εi’s are the four interior (or exterior) angles at the vertices of the
coordinate rectangle. We will recall a Gauss-Bonnet argument that establishes
(3) at the end of §5.

We emphasize that the argument via the Hazzidakis formula actually proves
a quantitative refinement of Hilbert’s theorem: A surface in E3 of constant
negative curvature cannot contain an asymptotic coordinate rectangle of area
larger than 2π.

Hilbert’s theorem contrasts with the fact that noncomplete surfaces of con-
stant negative curvature are plentiful. Indeed, it can be shown that they cor-
respond to local solutions of the sine-Gordon equation, and using the Cauchy-
Kovalevskaya Theorem, one can show that real analytic solutions depend upon
two functions of a single variable (just like the linear wave equation in which we
replace sin θ by zero).

The purpose of this article is to explain how Hilbert’s theorem extends to
hyperbolic spaces of higher dimension.

Here is some background on this problem. Èlie Cartan [8] proved that there
are no isometric immersions from open subsets of the n-dimensional hyperbolic
space Hn into EN when N < 2n− 1, and that solutions to the local problem of
finding such isometric immersions depend upon n(n − 1) functions of a single
variable when N = 2n − 1. He established this as a consequence of Cartan-
Kähler theory for local real analytic solutions to nonlinear systems of partial
differential equations, which is presented in [10] and [6]. Thus there is a rich
theory of such local solutions, and it bears a striking resemblance to the theory
of surfaces of constant negative curvature in E3. Such solutions can be regarded
as solutions to a generalization of the sine-Gordon equation, and just as for
surfaces of constant negative curvature, new examples can be generated from old
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by Bäcklund transformations. These facts are explained in articles by Tenenblat
and Terng [37] and Terng [38].

It was conjectured in [29] and [30] that there is no global isometric immersion
from Hn into E2n−1, and the first step of a projected proof was established there:
the existence of a global Chebyshev net generated by unit–length asymptotic
vector fields. This conjecture was mentioned in one of Yau’s problem lists; see
[41], page 682. Positive evidence for the conjecture was provided by Xavier [40],
who showed that Hn/Γ cannot be isometrically immersed in E2n−1, when Γ is
a non-elementary group of isometries, and by a later result of Nikolayevsky [34]
for the case in which Γ is nontrivial. We can refer to [17] and [14] for additional
related recent literature.

In this article, we will prove the conjecture stated above:

Main Theorem. If n ≥ 2, there is no isometric immersion from Hn into E2n−1.

To prove this when n = 2m is even, we establish a generalization of the Hazzi-
dakis formula to isometric immersions from an open subset U of Hn into E2n−1

in this case, as a consequence of the generalized Gauss-Bonnet formula for Rie-
mannian polyhedra developed by Allenndoerfer and Weil [3]. We will apply the
Allenndoerfer-Weil formula to a suitable family of “asymptotic polyhedra” Pa
within U defined for a ∈ (0,∞), which specialize to coordinate rectangles in
the case of surfaces. Each such Pa will be homeomorphic to an n-disk Dn in
Rn with a boundary ∂Pa that is a simplicial complex homeomorphic to Sn−1;
thus Pa is an imbedded n-cell in the terminology utilized in §6 of Allendoerfer
and Weil [3]. However, unlike the Hazzidakis formula for surfaces in E3, the
n-dimensional formula obtained from the Allendoerfer-Weil formula applied to
the Levi-Civita connection contains curvature terms of every even dimension
between zero and n which our methods do not show to be zero. Instead of
attempting to evaluate these terms, we average the Allendoerfer-Weil formulae
over various metric connections which are related to the Levi-Civita connection
by the action of the symmetry group G of Pa. We show that the averaged
Allendoerfer-Weil formula only contains nonzero terms in dimensions zero and
n, thus yielding a higher-dimensional version of the Hazzidakis formula.

Just as in the case of surfaces, the family of asymptotic polyhedra exhaust
Hn as a → ∞, and this contradicts the infinite volume of Hn, thus providing
a proof of the Main Theorem in the even-dimensional case. As in the case of
surfaces, the Hazzidakis formula gives a quantitative refinement: a bound on the
volume of an asymptotic polyhedron contained in a n-dimensional submanifold
of constant negative curvature in E2n−1.

This Hazzidakis argument doesn’t work when n is odd, since the Gauss-
Bonnet integrand in the n-dimensional term of the Allendoerfer-Weil formula is
zero for odd-dimensional Riemannian manifolds. However, in this case we can
apply the Gauss-Bonnet formula for manifolds with boundary, and we find that
it is possible to develop a similar formula for the (n− 1)-dimensional volume of
the boundary ∂Pa of Pa in terms of lower dimensional integrals, the boundary
being even-dimensional in this case. As in the even-dimensional case, we need
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to average over connections obtained from the Levi-Civita connection by the
G-action to eliminate terms of nonzero dimension lower than n− 1 and obtain
a bound on the volume of ∂Pa. We can then apply an isoperimetric inequality
(Theorem 34.2.6 in Burago and Zallgaller [7]) to achieve an upper bound on the
volume enclosed within Pa, contradicting once again the fact that as a → ∞,
the polyhedra Pa exhaust the infinite volume hyperbolic space Hn, thereby
establishing the Main Theorem in the odd-dimensional case.

Outline of the remainder of this article. In §2, we present the local theory
of n-dimensional submanifolds of constant negative curvature in E2n−1, includ-
ing a proof of the existence of Chebyshev nets (improving slightly our earlier
arguments in [30]). In §3, we describe the asymptotic polyhedra Pa in more
detail, along with the symmetry group G which acts on these polyhedra, and
describe the family of metric connections in the tangent bundle that can be
obtained from the Levi-Civita connection by the action of G.

Since the Gauss-Bonnet formula is crucial to our arguments, we review
Chern’s intrinsic proof of this formula in some detail in §4, using an argument
based on construction of a Thom form that is adapted from Matthai and Quillen
[25]. In §5 we extend the argument to the Gauss-Bonnet formula for manifolds
with smooth boundary by integrating this Thom form over fibers, using con-
structions presented in Bott [4]. This approach is slightly more conceptual than
the approach of Allendoerfer, Weil and Chern which used Weyl’s calculation of
the volume of tubes (as explained in [39] and [18]). The argument we present
provides a geodesic curvature form that depends only on a unit-length vector
field homotopic to the outward-pointing unit normal along the boundary, which
is not necessarily normal to the boundary, a fact essential to our proof.1

To obtain a Hazzidakis formula for Pa, we need to extend this Gauss-Bonnet
formula to Riemannian polyhedral n-cells as described by Allendoerfer and Weil,
and we do this by further integration over the fiber. In §6, we describe dual
CW decompositions of the boundary ∂Pa of the asymptotic polyhedron Pa and
the (n − 1)-sphere fiber of the unit tangent bundle, and examine the action of
the group G of symmetries on the cellular decomposition of the fiber of the unit
tangent bundle. We then establish the Allendoerfer-Weil formula for our specific
asymptotic polyhedra in §7, noting that it applies to any metric connection on
the tangent bundle to M . Finally, we state the Hazzidakis formulae for both
Pa and ∂Pa in §8, and note that establishing them provides a proof of the Main
Theorem.

In §9 we describe the most important metric connections in the tangent
bundle TM and show that most of the terms in the Allendoerfer-Weil formula
vanish for the Levi-Civita connection. In §10, we describe the process of av-
eraging over metric connections, and use this averaging procedure to average
over the action of the symmetry group G, thus obtaining an Allendoerfer-Weil
formula for which all terms vanish except those in dimensions zero and either

1Since integration along fibers in this case is integration along the rays generated by the
vector field, the geodesic curvature form could also be expressed in terms of a nowhere zero
vector field along the boundary homotopic to the outward-pointing unit normal.
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n when n is even or n − 1 when n is odd. This finally enables us to finish the
proof of the Hazzidakis formulae and the Main Theorem.

As a graduate student, the author admired the beautiful extensions of the
Gauss-Bonnet formula for surfaces that had been developed by Allendoerfer,
Fenchel, Weil and Chern. Our conjectured generalization of Hilbert’s theorem
resulted from a search for a nice geometric application of these formulae to
submanifold theory. More generally, we were curious as to whether the repre-
sentation of characteristic classes via differential forms might yield nontrivial
global theorems relating curvature to topology for n-dimensional submanifolds
of low codimension in Euclidean space. The proof of the Main Theorem does
vindicate the author’s suspicion based on early calculations that the conjec-
ture could be solved via the Gauss-Bonnet formula. The author is indebted to
Shoshichi Kobayashi (a student of Allendoerfer), Hung-hsi Wu and Shiing-shen
Chern for helping him embark on a longer than expected journey.

2 The principal adapted moving frame

We begin by reviewing the local theory of submanifolds of constant negative
curvature using Cartan’s method of moving frames, as presented in [30], with a
few minor changes in the arguments.

We can study an n-dimensional oriented Riemannian manifold M by means
of an oriented moving frame, an ordered n-tuple of orthogonal unit-length vec-
tor fields (e1, . . . , en) defined on an open subset U of M with dual one-forms
(θ1, . . . , θn) defined by

θi(ej) = δij =

{
1, if i = j,

0, if i ̸= j,

which satisfy the additional requirement that (e1, . . . , en) be positively oriented,
that is, that

θ1 ∧ θ2 ∧ · · · ∧ θn
agrees with the positively oriented volume form on M . The Levi-Civita connec-
tion is defined via the corresponding connection one-forms ωij , for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,
which satisfy the structure equations

dθi =

n∑
j=1

ωij ∧ θj , ωij + ωji = 0.

These connection forms determine the covariant differential ∇V of a vector field
V tangent to M by the formula

V =

n∑
i=1

viei ⇒ ∇V =

n∑
i=1

dvi + n∑
j=1

ωijvj

 ei. (4)
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The curvature of the Levi-Civita connection is expressed by the family of two-
forms

Ωij = dωij +

n∑
j=1

ωik ∧ ωkj , which satisfy Ωij +Ωji = 0.

The fact that M has constant curvature k = −1 is then expressed by the
equation

Ωij = k θi ∧ θj = − θi ∧ θj .

Throughout this article, Hn will denote n-dimensional hyperbolic space, the
unique complete simply connected n-dimensional Riemannian manifold of con-
stant curvature −1, and EN will denote N -dimensional Euclidean space. We
suppose that Mn is an oriented simply connected Riemannian manifold of con-
stant curvature −1, not necessarily complete, and that we are given an isometric
immersion f : Mn −→ E2n−1. If h : E2n−1 −→ H2n is the standard isometric
imbedding from E2n−1 onto a horosphere, then the composition g = h ◦ f can
be regarded as a “developable submanifold” of H2n. We will use the following
conventions on the ranges of indices:

1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n; n+ 1 ≤ λ, µ, ν ≤ 2n; 1 ≤ I, J,K ≤ 2n.

We extend the moving frame above to an adapted moving frame over a
contractible open subset U of Mn, a collection (e1, . . . , e2n) of sections of the
pullback g∗T (H2n)|U of the tangent bundle to H2n such that:

1. e1, . . . , e2n are orthonormal with respect to the Riemannian metric ⟨·, ·⟩
on H2n,

2. (e1, . . . , en) restrict to a positively oriented moving frame for the oriented
Riemannian manifold U ⊆M , and hence the remaining vectors are normal
to g(U).

3. e2n is perpendicular to the horosphere h(E2n−1).

We extend the coframe (θ1, . . . , θn), defined by θi(ej) = δij , to (θ1, . . . , θ2n) by
setting θλ = 0 on U . The Levi-Civita connection on H2n induces a connection
∇ on g∗T (H2n)|U , which has corresponding connection one-forms ωIJ defined
by

ωIJ = ⟨eI ,∇eJ⟩, ωIJ + ωJI = 0.

These differential forms satisfy the Cartan structure equations

dθI = −
∑

ωIJ ∧ θJ , (5)

dωIJ = −
∑

ωIK ∧ ωKJ − θI ∧ θJ , (6)

the second of these expressing the fact that H2n has constant curvature −1.
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It follows from θλ = 0 and equation (5) that∑
ωλi ∧ θi = 0 and hence ωλi =

∑
hλijθj ,

where the hλij ’s are smooth functions on U such that hλij = hλji. The sym-
metric bilinear forms

Φλ =
∑

ωλi ⊗ θi =
∑

hλijθi ⊗ θj

are called the second fundamental forms of g. The assumption that the sectional
curvatures of Mn are −1 implies that

dωij = −
∑

ωik ∧ ωkj − θi ∧ θj ,

and comparison with (6) yields∑
ωλi ∧ ωλj = 0,

or equivalently, ∑
[Φλ(x, z)Φλ(y, w)− Φλ(x,w)Φλ(y, z)] = 0, (7)

for x, y, z, w ∈ TpM . Following the terminology of Élie Cartan [8], we say that
(7) expresses the fact that the second fundamental forms of g :Mn −→ H2n are
exteriorly orthogonal . The condition that e2n is perpendicular to the horosphere
implies that

ω2n,i = θi, and hence Φ2n =
∑

θi ⊗ θi. (8)

Lemma 2.1. There exist smooth one-forms ϕ1, . . . ϕn on U and an n×n matrix
of smooth real-valued functions A = (aij) such that A is orthogonal and

Φn+i =
∑

aijϕj ⊗ ϕj . (9)

This Lemma follows from an algebraic result of Cartan [8] which we described
and proved in [30]. Our earlier argument can be made a little simpler by using
the theory of flat bilinear forms developed in [31] and [32].

If (V, ⟨, ⟩) and (W, ⟨, ⟩) are real inner product spaces of dimension n and

β : V × V −→W

is a symmetric bilinear map such that

⟨β(x, x), β(y, y)⟩ − ⟨β(x, y), β(x, y)⟩ = 0, for x, y ∈ V, (10)

we say that β is flat with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ on V . Let

N(β) = {x ∈ V : β(x, y) = 0 for all y ∈ V .
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The example we have in mind is

V = TpM, W = NpM, β =

2n∑
λ=n+1

Φλeλ, (11)

where (en+1, . . . , e2n) is an orthonormal basis for the normal space NpM . For
this example, N(β) = 0 by (8). If x ∈ V we define β(x) : V →W by β(x)(y) =
β(x, y) and let

q = max{dimβ(x)(V ) : x ∈ V }.

We can then reformulate Cartan’s result as follows:

Lemma 2.2. If (V, ⟨, ⟩) and (W, ⟨, ⟩) are n-dimensional real inner product spaces
and

β : V × V −→W

is a flat bilinear form with N(β) = 0, then there exists an orthonormal basis
(v1, . . . , vn) of V such that

dimβ(vi)(V ) = 1, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. (12)

Proof: We first adapt the proof of the Lemma in §2 of [31]. Let

q = max{dimβ(x)(V ) : x ∈ V }.

We say that x ∈ V is a regular element if dimβ(x)(V ) = q. The regular
elements form an open dense subset of V .

We now let
N(β, x) = {n ∈ V : β(x)(n) = 0},

and claim that if x is a regular element and n ∈ N(β, x),

⟨β(n, y), β(x, V )⟩ = 0 and β(n, y) ∈ β(x, V ) for all y ∈ V . (13)

The first of these assertions is a consequence of (10):

z ∈ V ⇒ ⟨β(n, y), β(x, z)⟩ = ⟨β(n, x), β(y, z)⟩ = 0.

To prove the second, we note that β(x + ty)(V ) is a continuously varying q-
dimensional subspace of W for t sufficiently small since x is regular. Then

β(x+ ty, n) = tβ(y, n) ⇒ β(y, n) ∈ β(x+ ty)(V ) for all t,

and when we take the limit as t→ 0 we find that β(n, y) ∈ β(x, V ).
Since N(β) = 0 and the inner product on W is positive definite, (13) implies

that when x is regular, N(β, x) = 0 and β(x) : V →W is an isomorphism.
We next adapt the argument from Theorem 2 of §5 from [32]. We choose a

regular element x ∈ V with β(x) being an isomorphism and for y ∈ V , define

B(y) :W →W by B(y) = β(y) ◦ β(x)−1.
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Suppose that if v1, v2 ∈ V and

w1 = β(x)(v1), w2 = β(x)v2.

We then use (10) to show that

⟨B(y)w1, w2⟩ = ⟨β(y)v1, β(x)v2⟩ = ⟨β(y)v2, β(x)v1⟩ = ⟨B(y)w2, w1⟩,

so B(y) is symmetric with respect to the inner product on W . Again we use
(10), this time to show also that if y1, y2 ∈ V , then

⟨B(y1)B(y2)w1, w2⟩ = ⟨B(y2)w1, B(y1)w2 = ⟨β(y2)(v1), β(y1)(v2)⟩
= ⟨β(y1)(v1), β(y2)(v2)⟩ = ⟨B(y1)w1, B(y2)w2⟩ = ⟨B(y2)B(y1)w1, w2⟩,

so B(1) and B(2) commute. Thus the {B(y) : y ∈ V } form a commuting family
of linear endomorphisms of the inner product space (W, ⟨·, ·⟩) which are sym-
metric with respect to the inner product, and can therefore be simultaneously
diagonalized by an orthonormal basis for (W, ⟨·, ·⟩). Note that this n-dimensional
family is spanned by matrices of rank one.

Finally, we establish (12) by induction on the dimension n of V and W :
The assertion is clearly true when n = 1. To establish the inductive step when
dimV = dimW = n, we choose an element vn ∈ V such that dimβ(vn)(V ) = 1
and let

Vn = N(β, vn), Wn = orthogonal complement of β(vn).

Then the fact that β is flat implies that it induces a flat bilinear map

βn : Vn × Vn −→Wn,

and by inductive hypothesis Vn possesses an orthonormal basis (v1, . . . , vn−1)
with

dimβ0(vi) = 1, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

We can then add vn to achieve an orthonormal basis for V satisfying (12).QED

When we apply Lemma 2.2 to our example (11), we immediately obtain the
conclusion of Lemma 2.1. We can rewrite (9) as∑

ajiΦn+i = ϕj ⊗ ϕj . (14)

Thus if we relax the condition that e2n be perpendicular to the horosphere, we
can construct a new moving orthonormal frame (en+1, . . . , e2n) for the normal
bundle such that

Φn+i =
∑

ωn+i,j ⊗ θj = ϕi ⊗ ϕi =
1

xi
θi ⊗ θi.

The corresponding new adapted orthonormal moving frame (e1, . . . , e2n) will
be called the principal adapted frame. Although we have only constructed this
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frame locally, uniqueness up to changes of sign and permutations implies that
this principal adapted frame can be defined globally, if M is simply connected.

Equation (14) implies that

ωn+i,j =
δij
xi
θi. (15)

We differentiate this equation when i = j to obtain

dωn+i,i = −dxi
x2i

∧ θi −
1

xi

∑
ωij ∧ θj .

On the other hand, it follows from θλ = 0, (6) and (15) that

dωn+i,i = −
∑

ωn+i,j ∧ ωji −
∑

ωn+i,n+j ∧ ωn+j,i = 0.

Comparing these two equations, we conclude that

1

x2i
ej(xi) =

1

xi
ωij(ei),

where ej(xi) denotes the “directional derivative” of xi in the direction of ej . It
follows immediately that

ωij =
1

xi
ej(xi)θi −

1

xj
ei(xj)θj . (16)

Differentiation of equation (15) in the case where i ̸= j yields

0 = dωn+i,j = ωn+i,i ∧ ωij − ωn+i,n+j ∧ ωn+j,j

= − 1

xi
θi ∧

[
1

xi
ej(xi)θi −

1

xj
ei(xj)θj

]
− ωn+i,n+j ∧

1

xj
θj

=
1

xixj
ei(xj)θi ∧ θj −

1

xj
ωn+i,n+j ∧ θj .

We conclude that ωn+i,n+j(ek) = 0 unless k = i or j and

ωn+i,n+j(ei) =
1

xi
ei(xj), ωn+i,n+j(ej) = − 1

xj
ej(xi).

We thus derive the formula,

ωn+i,n+j =
1

xi
ei(xj)θi −

1

xj
ej(xi)θj . (17)

A calculation based on (15) quickly shows that

d

(
1

xi
θi

)
= 0,
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and hence our standing assumption thatM is simply connected implies that once
a base point p ∈ M is chosen, there exist unique smooth functions yi : M → R
such that

dyi =
1

xi
θi, yi(p) = 0. (18)

Lemma 2.3. If M is complete as well as simply connected, ψ = (y1, . . . , yn) is
a global coordinate system on M .

Let us recall the key ideas of the argument we gave in [30]. The vector fields
dual to dy1, . . . , dyn are

Y1 = x1e1, . . . , Yn = xnen.

Since these vector fields have length < 1, they are complete, and possess global
one-parameter groups of diffeomorphisms. Define a map ϕ : Rn →M by

ϕ(t1, . . . , tn) = ϕ1(t1, ϕ2(t2, . . . , ϕn(tn, p) . . .)),

where ϕi is the one-parameter group of Yi. It follows from (18) that [Yi, Yj ] = 0,
for all i, j, so that the one-parameter groups commute, and hence

ϕ∗(∂/∂ti) = Yi.

To finish the proof of the Lemma, one needs only show that

ψ ◦ ϕ = id, ϕ ◦ ψ = id,

which is easily done by showing that the sets on which these equations hold are
both open and closed. QED

The functions y1, . . . yn we have constructed define what is called a principal
coordinate system centered at the point p ∈ M . If (y1, . . . , yn) and (ŷ1, . . . , ŷn)
are two such principal coordinate systems centered at different points ofM with
respect to the same principal adapted frame, then

yi − ŷi = ci, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

where the ci’s are suitable constants.
The unit-length vector fields

±x1e1 ± · · · ± xnen (19)

are called asymptotic vector fields on M . There are 2n such asymptotic vector
fields corresponding to the 2n possible choices of signs. The functions

±y1 ± · · · ± yn

are called asymptotic coordinates. A choice of n linearly independent asymp-
totic coordinates (z1, . . . , zn) defines a corresponding asymptotic coordinate sys-
tem on M whose coordinate vectors are unit-length asymptotic vector fields
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on M , which we denote by Z1, . . . , Zn. The construction of such principal and
asymptotic coordinate systems completes our extension of the first step in the
classical proof of Hilbert’s theorem for surfaces in E3.

Choice of a distinguished asymptotic vector field

X = x1e1 + · · ·+ xnen (20)

allows us to construct a vector bundle isomorphism

FX : TM → N(h ◦ f) = (normal bundle of h ◦ f), FX(v) =
∑

eλΦλ(X, v),

which we use to pull the metric connection in the normal bundle back to a metric
connection ∇̂ on TM (which does not have vanishing torsion). Note that FX
takes our distinguished asymptotic vector field to a normal vector field

X̂ = x1en+1 + · · ·+ xne2n,

which is orthogonal to the horosphere E2n−1 ⊆ H2n and is therefore parallel with
respect to the connection in the normal bundle. This implies that X is parallel
with respect to the pullback connection ∇̂. One can check that since the second
fundamental forms Φλ can be diagonalized simultaneously, this connection ∇̂ is
flat. We will sometimes use the notation

ϕij = ωn+i,n+j , so that ∇̂ej =
∑

eiϕij . (21)

Dual case: submanifolds of constant positive curvature. It is a curious
fact that the theory we have just presented has an analog for n-dimensional
submanifolds of constant positive curvature in E2n−1, which is described in
[32]. If f : U → E2n−1 is an isometric immersion from an open subset U of
the unit curvature sphere Sn, a point p ∈ U is said to be a weak umbilic if a
neighborhood of p has the form expected for a composition of U → En+1 with
a developable immersion from a neighborhood of f(p) into E2n−1. Otherwise,
it is said to be a nonumbilic. There is a rich supply of nonumbilic submanifolds
of constant positive curvature which correspond to solutions to a generalization
of a sinh-Gordon equation which can be regarded as dual to the sine-Gordon
equation. But it is proven in [32] that nonumbilics cannot occur for global
isometric immersions of Sn in E2n−1. The author conjectures that this result
implies that any smooth isometric immersion f : Sn → EN , where Sn is the
round sphere of constant curvature one and N ≤ 2n− 1, can be extended to a
smooth isometric immersion of the flat (n+ 1)-disk Dn+1 which has boundary
Sn, a fact proven in [33] under the additional condition that N ≤ n+ 2.

3 Asymptotic polyhedra

In the even-dimensional case, the proof of the Main Theorem will be based upon
estimating the volume of a family of asymptotic polyhedra defined in terms of
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a principal coordinate system (y1, . . . yn) on a hyperbolic space Hn which is
isometrically immersed in R2n−1 by

Pa = {p ∈ Hn : | ± y1(p)± · · · ± yn(p)| ≤ a, for all choices of signs}. (22)

for a ∈ (0,∞). In the odd-dimensional case, we estimate instead the volume of
the boundaries ∂Pa of these asymptotic polyhedra.

We regard Pa as centered at the point p0 ∈ Hn with coordinates

y1 = y2 = · · · = yn = 0.

For a point p of Hn to lie within Pa, the value of each asymptotic coordinate

z = ±y1 ± y2 ± · ± yn

at p must have absolute value ≤ a, for all 2n possible choices of sign. The
asymptotic polyhedron Pa specializes to an asymptotic rectangle (1) of the form
considered in the Hazzidakis formula for surfaces in the case where the sides have
equal coordinate length.

Note that the boundary ∂Pa has a simplicial decomposition with 2n zero-
simplices located along the coordinate axes and 2n (n − 1)-simplices. Each of
these (n − 1)-simplices is associated to a unique unit-length asymptotic vector
field which is transverse to that simplex and points outward from p0.

This polyhedron Pa has a large symmetry group, the group G generated by
reflections in the principal coordinate hyperplanes

y1 = 0, y2 = 0, . . . , yn = 0,

each such reflection being defined by the explicit formula

gi(yj) = (1− 2δij)yj , for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. (23)

Note, however, that this action is not usually an isometric action on Pa in terms
of the Riemannian metric on Hn. On the other hand, there is a related action
of G as isometries on each fiber of the tangent bundle T (Hn). In terms of the
principal frame (e1, e2, . . . , en), the operation of the generator gi ∈ G on Tp(Hn)
is given by

gi(ei(p)) = −ei(p) and gi(ej(p)) = ej(p) for j ̸= i.

The group G is abelian of order 2n, and each element g ∈ G corresponds to
a map

g : {1, . . . , n} → {−1, 1} such that g(yi) = g(i)yi.

The group G acts simply transitively on the unit-length asymptotic vector fields,
the element g ∈ G sending X defined by (20) to

Xg = g(1)x1e1 + g(2)x2e2 + · · ·+ g(n)xnen.

13



The group G also acts simply transitively on the (n − 1)-simplices in the sim-
plicial decomposition of ∂Pa, which are in one-to-one correspondence with the
asymptotic vector fields.

We let

ϵ(g) = g(1) · · · g(n) =
{

1 if g is orientation-preserving,
−1 if g is orientation-reversing,

(24)

and define the subgroup

G0 = {g ∈ G : ϵ(g) = 1},

of index two in G, which consists of the orientation-preserving elements. Note
that elements of G0 lie in the rotation group SO(n) while elements of G lie
in its double cover Spin(n). Since elements of G0 preserve the orientation of
T (Hn), they will preserve the Euler class of T (Hn) that will be defined in the
next section.

Finally, G acts on the space of metric connections on T (Hn), which are not
required to have vanishing torsion, this action

∇ 7→ ∇g being defined by ∇g = g ◦ ∇ ◦ g, for g ∈ G.

(If∇ is the Levi-Civita connection, ∇g might not have vanishing torsion because
g is not usually the differential of an isometric action on U ⊆ Hn.)

Our formula for the volume of Pa or ∂Pa will follow from the generalized
Gauss-Bonnet formula for Pa, a manifold with boundary that is not smooth, but
has corners. This formula is an adaptation of the formula found by Allendoerfer
and Weil. Eventually we will take the signed average of the Allendoerfer-Weil
formulae for an asymptotic polyhedron Pa over the collection of connections
{∇g : g ∈ G}. We do this by taking the signed average of each term in the
Allendoerfer-Weil formula, the sign being adjusted by multiplying each sum-
mand by the expression ϵ(g) of (24). We need to take the signed average be-
cause we fix the orientation on the base Pa while the action of G can reverse
orientation on the fiber of TM .

4 The Gauss-Bonnet Theorem

If A = (aij) is a skew-symmetric matrix with 2m rows and 2m columns, the
Pfaffian of A is

Pf(A) =
1

2mm!

∑
σ∈S2m

sgn(σ)aσ(1),σ(2) · · · aσ(2m−1)σ(2m). (25)

Here S2m is the group of permutations on 2m letters and sgn(σ) is the sign of
the permutation σ ∈ S2m. The factor (1/2m)m! is included in the definition so
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that

Pf



0 a1 0 0 · · · 0 0
−a1 0 0 0 · · · 0 0
0 0 0 a2 · · · 0 0
0 0 −a2 0 · · · 0 0
· · · · · · · · ·
0 0 0 0 · · · 0 am
0 0 0 0 · · · −am 0


= a1a2 · · · am.

One can verify that if B ∈ SO(2m), then

Pf(BAB−1) = Pf(A) (26)

Moreover, Pf(A)2 = det(A). Thus the Pfaffian serves as a square root of the
determinant for skew-symmetric matrices.

IfM is a (2m)-dimensional Riemannian manifold and Ω = (Ωij) is the matrix
of curvature two-forms corresponding to a positively oriented moving frame for
the tangent bundle of M , we can construct a form Pf(Ω) of degree 2m on M . It
follows from (26) that Pf(Ω) does not depend on the choice of positively oriented
moving orthonormal frame, and is therefore a globally defined (2m)-form onM .
One easily checks that if the metric has constant curvature −1 as in §2,

(−1)mPf(Ω) = cmθ1 ∧ θ2 ∧ · · · ∧ θ2m = cm(volume form on M),

where cm =
(2m)!

2mm!
= (2m− 1) · (2m− 3) · · · 3 · 1. (27)

Gauss-Bonnet Theorem. If M is an oriented compact (2m)-dimensional
Riemannian manifold, then

1

(2π)m

∫
M

Pf(Ω) = χ(M) = (Euler characteristic of M),

where Ω is the curvature of the Levi-Civita connection in the oriented tangent
bundle TM . IfM is an oriented compact odd-dimensional manifold, χ(M) = 0.

We recall some well-known history (see [24], pages 357-361). The Gauss-Bonnet
Theorem was first proven by Allendoerfer [2] and Fenchel [16] under the as-
sumption that M admits an isometric imbedding into some Euclidean space
EN . This would have proven the theorem for general Riemannian manifolds if
Nash’s isometric imbedding theorem had been known. Allendoerfer and Weil [3]
next gave a proof for a compact “Riemannian polyhedron” which is isometrically
imbedded in EN . Since it was known that real analytic Riemannian manifolds
admit “local” isometric imbeddings into Euclidean space by a theorem of Janet
and Cartan [9], one could then piece together the result for Riemannian polyhe-
dra to give a proof for all real analytic Riemannian manifolds. Then Chern [11]
gave a proof of the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem for smooth compact Riemannian
manifolds which avoided the need of an isometric imbedding and illustrated the
power of Cartan’s method of moving frames.
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Chern’s argument led to the theory of characteristic classes as described in
Appendix C of Milnor and Stasheff [28], specialized to the Euler class of an
oriented geometric vector bundle over M . An oriented geometric vector bundle
over a smooth manifold M is a triple (E, ⟨, ⟩,∇), with E being an oriented real
vector bundle over M , ⟨, ⟩ a fiber metric on E and ∇ a connection in E which
preserves the fiber metric. If E has rank n, the structure group of the oriented
geometric vector bundle is SO(n) and the Pfaffian is an “invariant polynomial
in the curvature Ω” associated to SO(n) when n is even. The Gauss-Bonnet
Theorem extends to say that if (E, ⟨, ⟩,∇) is an oriented geometric vector bundle
of rank n over the compact n-dimensional manifold M , and

e(∇) =

{
1

(2π)mPf(Ω), when n = 2m is even,

0, when n is odd.
(28)

where Ω denotes the curvature of ∇, then
∫
M
e(∇) is a topological invariant

of E, hence independent of metric connection, and this invariant equals the
Euler characteristic χ(M) when E = TM . For example, we can apply the
Gauss-Bonnet formula to the connections ∇g obtained from the Levi-Civita
connection ∇ by the action of G0 that were described in the previous section.

Later Matthai and Quillen ([35] and [25]) gave a proof using the theory of
superconnections that clarifies the role of the Thom form of the geometric vector
bundle, a smooth n-form on E that is rapidly decreasing in the fiber direction.
We can adapt their approach as follows.

The simplest case is that of the trivial bundle M × Rn, with standard fiber
metric and trivial connection. In this case, we take positively oriented Euclidean
coordinates (t1, t2, . . . , tn) on the fiber Rn, and define the Thom form on the
trivial bundle M × Rn by

τ =

(
1√
π

)n
e−(t21+···+t2n)dt1 ∧ · · · ∧ dtn. (29)

This form is closed and invariant under the action of the special orthogonal
group on the fiber, and since ∫ ∞

−∞
e−t

2

dt =
√
π, (30)

it has the property that its integral over the fiber Rn is one. We can also write
the Thom form in polar coordinates as

τ =

(
1√
π

)n
e−r

2

rn−1dr ∧Θ,

where Θ is the volume form on the unit (n− 1)-sphere. If we set u = r2,∫ ∞

0

e−r
2

rn−1dr =
1

2

∫ ∞

0

e−uu(n/2)−1du =
1

2
Γ
(n
2

)
,
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by definition of the gamma function. Integration over the fiber in polar coordi-
nates therefore yields a well-known formula for the volume of the (n−1)-sphere,

Volume of Sn−1 =
2(
√
π)n

Γ(n/2)
, (31)

which specializes when n is even, say n = 2m, to

Volume of S2m−1 =
2πm

(m− 1)!
. (32)

To construct the Thom form for a general geometric vector bundle (E, ⟨, ⟩,∇)
we add a curvature term to (29). To construct this systematicaly, we consider
the algebra of differential forms with values in the exterior algebra of E: Let

Ap,q = Ap(M,Λq(E)) = {smooth p-forms on M with values in Λq(E)},

and give the direct sum A∗,∗ =
∑
p,q Ap,q the skew-commutative wedge product

(ϕα) ∧ (ψβ) = (−1)degψ degα(ϕ ∧ ψ)(α ∧ β),

for ϕ, ψ ∈ A∗,0, α, β ∈ A0,∗. This makes A∗,∗ into a skew-commutative associa-
tive algebra with unit over the ring of functions. The connection ∇ extends to
a family of linear maps

∇ : Ap,q → Ap+1,q,

which give a skew-derivation on the algebra A∗,∗. To simplify notation, we often
suppress writing the wedge.

When we apply ∇ to a smooth section V of E, it gives the covariant differ-
ential ∇V ∈ A1,1, which is defined in agreement with (4) by

∇V =

n∑
i=1

dvi + n∑
j=1

ωijvj

 ei,

where V is expressed in terms of a moving orthonormal frame e1, . . . , en defined
on an open subset U ⊂M by

V =

n∑
i=1

viei,

the ωij ’s being the connection one-forms determined by the moving frame. The
curvature forms of the connection,

Ωij = dωij + ωik ∧ ωkj

fit together into a curvature operator

R = −1

4

n∑
i,j=1

Ωijei ∧ ej ∈ Ω2,2,
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which is independent of the choice of moving frame, like ∇V . All the summands
in the expression

Φ(V,∇) = −|V |2 +∇V +R ∈ A0,0 ⊕A1,1 ⊕A2,2

have even total degree and therefore commute with each other. Thus all terms
in the expanded power series

exp(Φ(V,∇)) = I + [−|V |2 +∇V +R] + (1/2)[−|V |2 +∇V +R]2 + · · ·

commute, and we can write

exp(Φ(V,∇)) = e−|V |2 [I + (∇V ) + (1/2)(∇V )2 + · · · ][I +R+ (1/2)(R)2 + · · · ].

The two infinite series within brackets have only finitely many terms because
Ap,q = 0 when p > dim(M) or q > n = rank(E).

The orientation of E determines a volume element ⋆1 ∈ Λn(E), which can
be expressed in terms of a positively oriented moving orthonormal frame as

⋆1 = e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en.

Following Quillen [35], [25], we define the supertrace

TrMs : Ap(M,Λ∗E) → Ap(M),

the space of ordinary p-forms on M , by projection on the ⋆1-component; thus

TrMs

( ∑
i1<···<ik

ϕi1···ikei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eik

)
= ϕ1···n.

For any choice of section V , we can construct the n-form

τ(V,∇) =
(−1)[n/2]

πn/2
TrMs [exp(Φ(V,∇))] (33)

on M , where [n/2] represents the largest integer ≤ n/2. This form can be
constructed not only for the bundle E itself, but also for the pullback bundle
via the bundle projection π : E →M . This pullback bundle

π∗E = {(e1, e2) ∈ E × E : π(e1) = π(e2)}

inherits an inner product, an orientation, and a pullback connection π∗∇ from
E, and it possesses a “tautological” section

T : E → π∗E, T (e) = (e, e).

Definition. The Thom form on E is the differential form

τ(∇) =
(−1)[n/2]

πn/2
TrMs [exp(Φ(T, π∗∇))]. (34)
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This Thom form τ(∇) depends upon the choice of metric connection ∇, which is
expressed in terms of the connection forms ωij with respect to a moving frame,
but π∗ωij and π∗Ωij restrict to zero on each fiber. Hence if we represent a
general point in the fiber as

∑
tiei, the restriction of τ(∇) to the fiber is

(−1)[n/2]

πn/2
e−(t21+···+t2n)TrMs

(
1

n!

(∑
dtiei

)n)
,

and by a short calculation, one verifies that this is just

1

πn/2
e−(t21+···+t2n)dt1 ∧ · · · ∧ dtn,

since we must make n(n−1)/2 changes of sign when permuting dti’s and ej ’s and
(−1)n(n−1)/2 = (−1)[n/2]. Thus τ(∇) integrates to one on each fiber, is rapidly
decreasing in the fiber direction, and specializes to the Thom form constructed
before for the case of the trivial bundle with trivial connection. Moreover, if V
is a section of E, then V ∗(τ(∇)) is the form τ(V,∇) defined by (33).

Lemma 4.1. The Thom form on E is closed.

Proof: If V is a section of π∗E, let ι(V ) : Ap,q → Ap,q−1 be the interior product,
the skew-derivation such that ι(V )(W ) = ⟨V,W ⟩ when W is a section of π∗E.
It is then relatively straightforward to verify that

∇(−|T |2) = 2ι(T )∇T, ∇(∇T ) = 2ι(T )R, ∇R = 0, (35)

the last equality following from the Bianchi identity

dΩij =
∑

Ωik ∧ ωkj −
∑

ωik ∧ Ωkj .

It follows from (35) that

∇Φ(T,∇) = 2ι(T )Φ(T,∇),

and since ∇ and ι(T ) are both skew-derivations, that

∇(exp(Φ(T,∇))) = 2ι(T )exp(Φ(T,∇)).

Now one applies the identities

TrMs ◦ ι(T ) = 0, TrMs ◦ ∇ = d ◦ TrMs

to conclude that the Thom form τ(∇) on E is indeed closed. QED

One can check that the cochain complex of smooth forms on E which are rapidly
decreasing in the fiber direction is cochain homotopy equivalent to the cochain
complex of smooth forms on E which have compact support in the fiber direc-
tion. Hence we can regard the Thom form as repreenting a cohomology class in
H∗
cv(E;R), the de Rham cohomology of E with compact support in the fiber or
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“vertical” direction, as described in Bott and Tu [5], page 61, and indeed using
the Mayer-Vietoris technique described in [5], one shows that wedging with the
Thom form yields an isomorphism

· ∪ [τ(∇)] : Hk(M ;R) −→ Hk+n
cv (E;R),

which is called the Thom isomorphism.
If V : M → E is a smooth section, we recover the form τ(V,∇) defined

earlier by (33) by pulling back via V : τ(V,∇) = V ∗(τ(∇)). In particular, if n
is even, say n = 2m,

τ(0,∇) =
(−1)m

m!πm
TrMs (Rm) =

1

(2π)m
Pf(Ω),

the last equality following from (25) and the definition of R, while if n is odd,
τ(0,∇) = 0 since TrMs (Rm) vanishes. In either case, we get the Gauss-Bonnet
integrand.

To prove the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem for closed manifolds, we suppose that
V is a section of E such that at each zero p of X,

∇V (p) : TpM → Ep

is an isomorphism (in which case we can say that the zeros of V are nondegen-
erate). The rotation index of ∇V at such a zero p is defined to be either 1 or
−1 depending upon whether ∇V (p) preserves or reverses orientation. A short
calculation shows that as s → ∞, (sV )∗(τE) becomes concentrated near the
zeros of V , and in fact,∫

M

τ(sV,∇) →
∑

(rotation indices of V at its zeros). (36)

This calculation can be carried out in terms of normal coordinates (x1, . . . xn)
centered at a zero p for V and defined in a small neighborhood Bϵ(p) of radius
ϵ about p. If we write

V =
∑

aijxi
∂

∂xj
+ (higher order terms),

then since the ωij ’s vanish at p,

∇V =
∑

aijdxiej + (higher order terms), where ej =
∂

∂xj

∣∣∣∣
p

.

Thus

(∇V )n =
∑

ai1j1dxi1ej1 · · · ainjndxinejn

= (−1)[n/2]
∑

ai1j1 · · · ainjn(dxi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxi1)(ej1 ∧ · · · ∧ ejn),
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the sign coming from commuting the dxi’s and the ej ’s. Using the definition of
determinant, we conclude that

1

n!
(∇V )

n
= (−1)[n/2] det(aij)(dx1 ∧ · · · dxn)(e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en)

+ (higher order terms),

Hence

TrMs

(
e−s

2|V |2 s
n

n!
(∇V )

n

)
= (−1)[n/2]sne−s

2|V |2 det(aij)(dx1 ∧ · · · dxn)

+ (higher order terms).

After the change of variables yi =
∑
saijxj , this becomes

(−1)[n/2]e−(y21+···+y2n)(dy1 ∧ · · · dyn) + (higher order terms).

Note that the ball Bϵ(p) of radius ϵ gets rescaled to a ball of radius sϵ in the
(y1, . . . yn)-coordinates. We find that when s is large,∫

Bϵ(p)

τ(sV,∇) =
1

πn/2

∫
Bϵ(p)

e−(y21+···+y2n)(dy1 ∧ · · · dyn)

+ (higher order terms).

As s→ ∞ (and hence sϵ→ ∞), we can use (30) to obtain

lims→∞

∫
Bϵ(p)

τ(sV,∇) =

{
1, if det(aij) > 0,

−1, if det(aij) < 0,

and this is just the rotation index of V at p. Adding together the contributions
at all the zeros of V yields (36).

On the other hand, as s → 0, τ(sV,∇) approaches the Gauss-Bonnet inte-
grand when n is even or zero if n is odd. The integral is constant as a function
of s, because the integrands are pullbacks of a closed form under a smooth
homotopy of maps, and hence

(−1)[n/2]

πn/2

∫
M

TrMs (eR) =
∑

(rotation indices of V at its zeros). (37)

The left-hand side is independent of the choice of section V while the right-hand
side is independent of the connection ∇. Thus neither side depends on either
the section V or the connection ∇ and both sides must give an expression for a
topological invariant. If E = TM , we can take V to be the gradient of a Morse
function onM , which identifies this invariant with the Euler characteristic χ(M)
by standard Morse theory, as presented for example in Milnor [27], finishing the
proof of the generalized Gauss-Bonnet Theorem for closed manifolds.
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5 Gauss-Bonnet for manifolds with boundary

The Hazzidakis formulae needed for the proof of the Main Theorem are obtained
by generalizing the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem first to compact smooth manifolds
with boundary, and then to Riemannian polyhedra having corners, such as the
polyhedra Pa defined by (22).

To extend our previous argument to manifolds with boundary, we consider
the unit sphere bundle whose total space is

E1 = {v ∈ E : ⟨v, v⟩ = 1}.

Corresponding to the Euler form e(∇) defined for a given metric connection ∇
on the oriented bundle E by (28) on M , there is a transgressed Euler form on
E1, an (n− 1)-form Te(∇) on E1 such that

d(Te(∇)) = π∗e(∇), where π : E1 −→M (38)

is the projection.2 This transgressed Euler form is constructed by integrating
the Thom form of §4 over fibers of E, each fiber being a ray {tv : t ∈ [0,∞)}
generated by an element v ∈ E1.

Integration over fibers. Integration over fibers is discussed in pages 61-65 of
[5], with an extension to the case in which each fiber has a nontrivial boundary in
Theorem 3.10 in [4]: Let E be a smooth fiber bundle over the baseM with fiber
a smooth manifold F of dimension q, which may possess a smooth boundary
∂F . Suppose that Θ is a smooth (p+q)-form on E with compact support in the
fiber direction, and that the restriction of Θ to ∂F also has compact support
in the fiber direction. (More generally, we can allow forms which are rapidly
decreasing in the fiber direction.) We can then integrate Θ over F to obtain a
p-form Θ/F on M . In terms of local coordinate (x1, . . . , xs, t1, . . . , tq), where
(x1, . . . , xs) are coordinates on the base and (t1, . . . tq) restrict to coordinates
on the fiber,

Θ = f(t, x)dxi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxip ∧ dt1 ∧ · · · ∧ dtq

7→ Θ/F =

(∫
F

f(t, p)dt1 . . . dtq

)
dxi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxip ,

while forms that do not contain the factor dt1 ∧ · · · ∧ dtq integrate to zero.
Moreover, we easily verify that

(dΘ)/F = d(Θ/F ) + (−1)pΘ/∂F, so that

dΘ = 0 ⇒ d(Θ/F ) = −(−1)pΘ/∂F. (39)

We use the slant product notation and call Θ/F the slant product of Θ with F
in agreement with the slant product on the chain and cochain level in algebraic
topology, as described in Spanier [36], Chapter 6, §1.

2It is analogous to the transgressed Pontrjagin form constructed by Chern and Simons [13]
in their treatment of Chern-Simons invariants.
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In the case where E is a vector bundle of rank n over M with fiber Rn,
the Mayer-Vietoris technique of [5] shows that integration over the fiber induces
an isomorphism Hp+n

cv (E;R) → Hp(M ;R) which is an inverse to the Thom
isomorphism described before.

The transgressed Euler form. To construct the transgressed Euler form, a
smooth (n − 1)-form on E1, we pull the bundle E back to a bundle π∗E over
E1 via the projection

π : E1 −→M.

As in the argument from §4, we then have a tautological section

T : E1 −→ π∗E, defined by T (e) = (e, e).

For each e ∈ E1, we consider the ray

Fe = {tT (e) = (e, te) ∈ (π∗E)e : t ∈ [0,∞)}.

As e ranges over E1, the family of rays e 7→ Fe generate a fiber bundle over E1

with fibers diffeomorphic to R≥0 = {t ∈ R : t ≥ 0}. When applying integration
over the fiber we take p = 2n− 1, so (39) yields

d(Θ/F ) = Θ/∂F = −Θ|∂F = −(the restriction of Θ to ∂F ),

the minus occurring because with the standard orientation of [0,∞), zero is the
lower limit of integration. The transgressed Euler form on E1|∂M is

Te(∇) = −π∗τ(∇)/F,

where τ(∇) is the Thom form. Note that it satisfies the key identity (38).

The geodesic curvature form. If V is a unit-length section of E1|∂M , we
call

Π(∇, V ) = −V ∗Te(∇). (40)

the geodesic curvature form corresponding to V along ∂M . It follows from (38)
that the restriction of dTe(∇) to E1|∂M is zero, and hence∫

∂M

Π(∇, V ) = −
∫
∂M

V ∗Te(∇)

depends only on the homotopy class of the unit-length section V : ∂M −→
E1|∂M . We claim that this geodesic curvature form fits into a generalization of
the Lccal Gauss-Bonnet Theorem described on page 272 of do Carmo [15]:

Theorem 5.1. (Gauss-Bonnet for Manifolds with Boundary). Sup-
pose that M is a smooth compact oriented Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary ∂M and that V is a section of TM which has finitely many nonde-
generate zeros within M − ∂M , has unit length along ∂M and is homotopic to
the outward-pointing unit normal N along ∂M . Moreover, suppose that ∇ is a
metric connection on TM with curvature Ω and χ(M) is the Euler characteristic
of M .
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1. If M is even-dimensional, say dimM = 2m, then

1

(2π)m

∫
M

Pf(Ω) +

∫
∂M

Π(∇, V ) = χ(M). (41)

2. If M is odd-dimensional, then∫
∂M

Π(∇, V ) = χ(M).

This was proven by Chern (see (19) on page 678 of [12]), but note that Chern
takes V to equal the inward-pointing unit normal N , while we require that V
be only homotopic to the outward-pointing unit normal N . Since we take N to
be outward-pointing, our signs differ from those in some of Chern’s formulae.

Proof of Theorem 5.1: Let V be a smooth vector field on M with finitely
many nondegenerate zeros in M − ∂M such that V has unit length along ∂M .
If s is a large element of [0,∞), we let

Fs = {tV (p) : p ∈M, t ∈ [0, s]}.

Then the boundary of Fs consists of three pieces, the zero section Z ⊆ TM , the
image σs(M) of the section

σs :M −→ E, defined by σs(p) = sV (p),

and the part Fs|∂M of Fs over ∂M . Indeed, with appropriate orientations on
these three pieces, we have

∂Fs = σs(M) + Fs|∂M − Z.

The Thom form τ(∇) is closed, so it integrates to zero over the boundary ∂Fs
of the contractible polyhedron Fs, and after shifting the integral over Z to the
other side, we obtain∫

Z

τ(∇) =

∫
Fs|∂M

τ(∇) +

∫
M

σ∗
sτ(∇).

The Gauss-Bonnet argument of §4 shows that as s→ ∞ the three terms in this
expression converge to the corresponding terms of

1

(2π)m

∫
M

Pf(Ω) = −
∫
∂M

Π(∇, V ) +
∑

(rotation indices of V at zeros). (42)

The first term in (42) depends only on the Riemannian geometry on M ,
not on the choice of V . The second term on the right depends only on the
singularities of V within M − ∂M , not on the Riemannian metric. Since V is
homotopic to the outward-pointing unit normal within a tubular neighborhood
of ∂M which avoids the singularities, we can replace V with a new vector field
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with the same singularities as V that also satisfies the condition that it restrict
to the outward-pointing unit normal along ∂M .

Using a tubular neighborhoods of ∂M within M , we can arrange that V is
the gradient of f , where f is a smooth Morse function on M with f ≤ 1 on
M and f = 1 along ∂M . With this choice of V , Morse theory implies that the
second term on the right side of (42) must equal the Euler characteristic of M ,
as in the proof of the Gauss-Bonnet formula for closed manifolds. QED

Remark 5.2. An explicit formula for the geodesic curvature form over
∂M when n is even: To apply Theorem 5.1 we often need a formula for the
geodesic curvature form Π(∇, V ) along ∂M . We can use (34) to calculate such
an expression, and focus first on the case where n is even. Since

∇(tT ) = (dt)T + t∇T,

and dtT commutes with every term of exp(Φ(T, π∗ω)), when T denotes the
tautological section of π∗E, an integration of the Thom form π∗τ(∇) over the
fiber F yields the following expression for the geodesic curvature form of (40):

Π(∇, V ) =
(−1)[(n−1)/2]

π(n/2)

∫ ∞

0

e−t
2

dtTrMs [V exp(t∇V ) exp(RM )]. (43)

Note that when n is even the integrand in (43) is odd in t, and we can rewrite
this integral as

1

2

(−1)[(n−1)/2]

π(n/2)

[∫ ∞

0

−
∫ 0

−∞

]
e−t

2

dtTrMs [V exp(t∇V ) exp(RM )].

This implies an important property of geodesic curvatures forms:

n even ⇒ Π(∇,−V ) = Π(∇, V ). (44)

In other words, when n is even, Π(∇, V ) is invariant under the reflection in the
fiber of the line bundle

F = {tV (p) : p ∈ ∂M, t ∈ [R} −→ ∂M

which sends V to −V .

Remark 5.3. An explicit formula for the geodesic curvature form over
∂M when n is odd: When n is odd, the integrand in (43) is even in t, so we
can write

Π(∇, V ) =
1

2

(−1)[(n−1)/2]

π(n/2)

∫ ∞

−∞
e−t

2

dtTrMs [V exp(t∇V ) exp(RM )],

and only terms in exp(t∇V ) which are even in t can survive. We can drop the N
within the supertrace if we replace the supertrace TrMs for M by the supertrace
Tr∂Ms for ∂M and multiply by (−1)n. The integral then becomes

(−1)n
∞∑
k=0

[∫ ∞

−∞
t2ke−t

2

dt

]
Tr∂Ms

[
(∇V ))2k

(2k)!
exp(RM )

]
,
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where we understand that the curvature operator RM has been restricted to
the exterior algebra on the submanifold ∂M . But looking up the integral in an
appropriate table3 yields∫ ∞

−∞
t2ke−t

2

dt =

√
π

2k
(2k − 1)(2k − 3) · · · 3 · 1,

so we obtain the formula

Π(∇, V ) = (−1)n
√
πTr∂Ms

[
exp

(
(∇V )2

4
+RM

)]
. (45)

In the case where V is the outward pointing unit normal N , this formula
becomes

Π(∇, N) = (−1)n
√
πTr∂Ms

[
exp

(
(∇N)2

4
+RM

)]
. (46)

We can analyze this in terms of an adapted moving frame (e1, . . . en−1, en) along
∂M with (e1, . . . en−1) tangent to ∂M and en = N . The curvature forms ΩMij for

any connectionn on M are related to the curvature forms Ω∂Mab for the induced
metric connection on ∂M , where 1 ≤ a, b ≤ n− 1, by the Gauss equation

Ω∂Mab = ΩMab + ωna ∧ ωnb, for 1 ≤ a, b ≤ n− 1. (47)

Note that this Gauss equation holds for arbitrary metric connections not just
the Levi-Civita connection which has vanishing torsion. The curvature operators
RM and R∂M are defined by

RM = −1

4

∑
i,j

ΩMij ei ∧ ej , R∂M = −1

4

∑
a,b

Ω∂Mab ea ∧ eb,

while

(∇N)2

4
=

1

4

∑
a,b

ωnaea ∧ ωnbeb = −1

4

∑
a,b

(ωna ∧ ωnb)(ea ∧ eb),

so the Gauss equation (47) translates to

R∂M = RM +
1

4
(∇N)2. (48)

Substituting this into (46) yields one-half the geodesic curvature form for ∂M .
What we have proven is:

Lemma 5.4. When M has odd dimension and we choose V to be the outward-
pointing unit normal N , the geodesic curvature form for ∂M is simply one-half
the Gauss-Bonnet integrand expressed in terms of the metric connection induced
on ∂M .

3See for example [1], page 302, formula 7.4.4.
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When applied to the Levi-Civita connection, this Lemma is a special case of
the “new integral formula” treated in §3 of [12]. Indeed, Chern observes that
this Lemma together with the Gauss-Bonnet formula applied to ∂M gives the
following Corollary of the second assertion in Theorem 5.1: If M is a smooth
odd-dimensional compact oriented Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary
∂M , then

χ(M) =
1

2
χ(∂M). (49)

In our later application of the geodesic curvature form, it will be convenient
to use (45) in the case where the unit-length vector field V is only homotopic to
the outward pointing unit normal N . Note that in the general case, the formula
(45) shows that in contrast to (44), we have

n odd ⇒ Π(∇,−V ) = −Π(∇, V ). (50)

In other words, when n is odd, Π(∇, V ) is anti-invariant under reflection in the
fiber of the line bundle

F = {tV (p) : p ∈ ∂M, t ∈ [R} −→ ∂M

which sends V to −V .

Remark 5.5. Hazzidakis for surfaces. We can derive the Hazzidakis formula
in the special case of surfaces as an application of Theorem 5.1 with suitable
adjustments at the corners. For the principal coordinates (y1, y2), we have the
coordinate vector fields

Y1 =
∂

∂y1
and Y2 =

∂

∂y2
,

while the corresponding unit-length asymptotic vector fields are

Z = Y1 + Y2 and W = Y1 − Y2.

It then follows from (16) and (17) that

ω12(W ) = ϕ12(W ),

which translates into the condition that

∇WZ = ∇̂WZ,

where ∇ is the Levi-CIvita connection and ∇̂ is the connection in NM pulled
back via h ◦ f . But Z is parallel with respect to ∇̂ as explained at the end of
§2, so

∇WZ = 0 and similarly ∇ZW = 0.

We apply these formulae to the coordinate rectangle R of (1). Along an
edge in the boundary of R which is tangent to Z, we let V = ±W , choosing the
sign so that V is outward-pointing. Similarly, along an edge which is tangent
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to W , we let V = ±Z, choosing the sign so that V is outward-pointing. Then
the integrals along edges in the Gauss-Bonnet formula (41) for R vanish, but
we need to add correction terms at each vertex, where the vector field along the
boundary jumps.4 The correction needed at a vertex when we move along the
boundary in a counterclockwise direction is

− εi
2π
, where εi is the exterior angle at the i-th vertex,

with i running from 1 to 4. We set K = −1 and χ(M) = 1, so if (z, w) are the
coordinates corresponding to Z and W ,

Pf(Ω) = − sin θdzdw,

and (41) becomes

− 1

2π

∫
R

sin θdzdw = −
4∑
i=1

εi
2π

+ 1,

which is just (3) after a change of sign.
This argument suggests a strategy for proving the Main Theorem, namely

showing that covariant derivative terms in the Allendoerfer-Weil version of the
Gauss-Bonnet formula for a Riemannian polyhedron vanish. We follow a mod-
ified version of that strategy in the following sections.

Remark 5.6. The special case of an n-disk:. Of special importance to
us is the case in which M is the n-disk Dn with boundary Sn−1 because this
is the case modified by Allendoerfer and Weil to treat n-cells with corners on
the boundary. In this case the geodesic curvature form Π(∇, V ) along ∂Dn

represents the positively oriented generator of Hn−1(S
n−1;Z). Indeed, since

χ(Dn) = 1, the Gauss-Bonnet formula of Theorem 5.1 reduces to

1

(2π)m

∫
Dn

Pf(Ω) +

∫
Sn−1

Π(∇, V ) = 1 (51)

when n is even, or ∫
Sn−1

Π(∇, V ) = 1 (52)

when n is odd. Here V is any unit-length vector field along ∂Dn = Sn−1 which is
homotopic to the outward-pointing unit normal. Such a vector field along ∂Dn

could be extended to a smooth vector field on Dn with a single nondegenerate
zero at the center of Dn, the zero having rotation index one.

6 Dual CW decompositions for Sn−1

Our next goal is to extend the Gauss-Bonnet formulae of (51) and (52) so that
they apply to the asymptotic polyhedra of (22),

Pa = {p ∈ Hn : | ± y1(p)± · · · ± yn(p)| ≤ a, for all choices of signs},
4This correction is easily calculated for a surface; in the higher-dimensional cases we extend

the process of integration over the fiber to deal with multi-dimensional corners.
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in which (y1, . . . , yn) is a preferred set of principal coordinates on a contractible
open subset U of our hyperbolic manifold M , which is isometrically imbedded
in E2n−1. The boundary of Pa has an obvious triangulation in which the zero-
dimensional simplices are the 2n vertices described in terms of the principal
coordinates as

a1 = (a, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , an = (0, 0, . . . , a),

−a1 = (−a, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , −an = (0, 0, . . . ,−a).

We will eventually choose V along each (n−1)-dimensional face of this triangu-
lation to be a unit-length asymptototic vector field transverse to this face and
pointing outward. But this requires modifying V along lower-dimensional sim-
plices where these choices disagree. Thus we need to adjust the Gauss-Bonnet
formula of Remark 5.6 to account for changes of Π(∇, V ) along simplices of
dimension ≤ n − 2. We will see that this can be done by further integration
over the fiber, extending the process used in the previous section.

The principal frame (e1, . . . en) over U establishes a trivialization TM |U ∼=
U × Rn, and a product structure on the corresponding unit tangent bundle
T 1M |U ∼= U × Sn−1. This trivialization enables us to regard the triangulation
of the boundary ∂Pa of an asymptotic polyhedron Pa as having a dual CW
decomposition within the fiber T 1

p0M where p0 is the center of the polyhedron,
with coordinates

y1 = y2 = · · · = yn = 0.

We remark that a similar construction could be carried out for any Riemannian
polyhedron homeomorphic to an n-disk and lying within a convex open subset
of a preferred coordinate system. The advantage to the asymptotic polyhedra
we have chosen is that they have a large group G of symmetries which induce
an isometric action on the fibers of the unit tangent bundle T 1M .

Recall the definition of our symmetry group G; it is the abelian group of
order 2n generated by the coordinate reflections gi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, which are
defined by

gi(yj) = (1− 2δij)yj .

Each g ∈ G corresponds to a map

g : {1, . . . , n} → {−1, 1} such that g(yi) = g(i)yi.

It is important to note that the elements of G do not necessarily act as isometries
of the asymptotic polyhedron Pa itself, but G does act as isometries on TM |Pa,
and we will see that this induces an action on the space of metric connections
on TM |Pa, an action that will be crucial to our proof.

We let Ik denote the set of increasing sequences i0 < i1 < · · · < ik with k+1
elements taken from the set {1, 2, . . . , n}. For each such multi-index

I = (i0, . . . , ik) ∈ Ik, we let G(I) = G(i0, . . . , ik)
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denote the subgroup of G generated by gi0 , . . . , gik . Given a multi-index I =
(i0, . . . , ik) ∈ Ik, we let

I∗ = (j0, . . . , jn−k−2) ∈ In−k−2

be the complementary multi-index determined by the conditions

1. {i0, . . . , ik} ∩ {j0, . . . , jn−k−2} = ∅,

2. {i0, . . . , ik} ∪ {j0, . . . , jn−k−2} = {1, . . . , n}.

Then G(I∗) is the subgroup of elements g ∈ G such that

g(i) = 1, for i ∈ {i0, . . . , ik},

and we get a direct product of abelian groups

G = G(I)×G(I∗), for each I ∈ Ik.

Since the action of G on the polyhedron Pa is given by g(ai) = g(i)ai, the
restriction of this action to G(I) takes the subpolyhedron P Ia = P i0,...,ika to
itself, where

P Ia = P i0,...,ika = {p ∈ Pa : g(p) = p for g ∈ G(I∗) }. (53)

We claim that the group G acts on cells in dual CW decompositions of ∂Pa
and T 1

p0M , where p0 is the point in Pa with coordinates

y1 = · · · = yn = 0.

The first of these is a triangulation of ∂Pa, in which we let

∆(I) = ∆(i0, . . . , ik), for I = (i0, . . . , ik) ∈ Ik,

be the oriented k-simplex in ∂Pa spanned by ai0 , . . . ,aik . Moreover, if g ∈ G, we
let g∆(I) = g∆(i0, . . . , ik) denote the oriented k-simplex in principal coordinates
spanned by g(i0)ai0 , . . . , g(ik)aik . Finally, if σ ∈ Sk+1, the symmetric group of
bijections from {0, . . . , k} to itself, we let

∆(iσ(0), . . . , iσ(k)) = (sgn σ)∆(i0, . . . , ik), when i0 < · · · < ik,

and for completeness, we set ∆(i0, . . . , ik) = 0 when two of the indices i0, . . . , ik
are equal. The simplex ∆(i0, . . . , ik) lies in the (k + 1)-dimensional coordinate
plane spanned by

yi, for i /∈ {i0, . . . , ik}.

Moreover,
g 7→ g∆(I) = g∆(i0, . . . , ik)

gives a faithful representation of G(I) onto the G-orbit of ∆(I) in the space of
k-simplices, which has cardinality 2k, while G(I∗) acts trivially on ∆(I).
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As k ranges from 0 to n − 1, I ranges over Ik and g ranges over G(I), the
oriented simplices ϵ(g)g∆(I) give a simplicial decomposition of the boundary of
Pa with 2k+1

(
n
k+1

)
simplices of dimension k. We can write

∂(Pa) =
∑
g∈G

ϵ(g)g∆(1, . . . , n), (54)

regarding it as an expression for the fundamental class of ∂(Pa).
The distinct simplices among g∆(I), for I ∈ Ik and g ∈ G(I), form a basis

for a chain complex ∆∗(∂Pa) with boundary operator ∂∆ defined by

∂∆∆(i0, . . . , ik)

= ∆(i1, . . . , ik)−∆(i0, i2, . . . , ik) + . . .+ (−1)k∆(i0, . . . , ik−1),

together with the requirement that the boundary operator ∂∆ commute with
the action of the group G.

To each (n−1)-simplex g∆(1, . . . , n), there is an associated asymptotic vector
field

g(X) = g(1)x1e1 + · · ·+ g(n)xnen.

Moreover, to each (n− k)-simplex there are 2k−1 associated asymptotic vector
fields, corresponding to the 2k−1 (n−1)-simplices which have the given (n−k)-
simplex in their closures.

There is a corresponding “dual” CW decomposition of the unit sphere T 1
pM

of unit tangent vectors within TpM , for each p in the domain U of our distin-
guished principal coordinate system. We first define

Ξ(i)(p) = Closure of {v ∈ TpM : dyi(p)(v) ≥ |dyj(p)(v)|, for j ̸= i},

and its reflection giΞ(i)(p) under gi ∈ G. More generally, we define

Ξ(I)(p) = Ξ(i0)(p) ∩ · · · ∩ Ξ(ik)(p), for I = (i0, . . . , ik) ∈ Ik,

and its reflections gΞ(I)(p) under g ∈ G. We use the symbol Ξ(I) to represent
the family

p 7→ Ξ(I)(p)

as p ranges over the domain U . The symmetry group G acts on these families,
giving gΞ(I), for I ∈ Ik and g ∈ G.

Finally, we intersect with the unit tangent space T 1
pM at p ∈M , and set

□(i)(p) = Ξ(i)(p) ∩ T 1
pM, gi□(i)(p) = giΞ(i)(p) ∩ T 1

pM.

The cells □(i) and gi□(i), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, are the (n − 1)-dimensional cells in
a regular CW decomposition □∗(T

1
pM) of the (n − 1)-sphere T 1

pM , and they
correspond to the duals of the 2n vertices of the asymptotic polyhedron Pa. The
cells of dimension (n − 1) − k in this CW decomposition are generated by the
cells

□(I)(p) = □(i0, . . . , ik)(p) = Ξ(i0, . . . , ik)(p)∩ T 1
pM, for I = (i0, . . . , ik) ∈ Ik,
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under the action of the symmetry group G. As before, we let

□(iσ(0), . . . , iσ(k)) = (sgn σ)□(i0, . . . , ik), when i0 < · · · < ik,

and we set □(i0, . . . , ik) = 0 when two of the indices i0, . . . , ik are equal. We
regard

g□(I) as the cell dual to g∆(I).

Once again, the maps g 7→ g□(I) give faithful representations of G(I) onto
the orbits containing □(I) in the space of ((n − 1) − k)-cells, which again has
cardinaity 2k, while G(I∗) acts trivially on □(I).

If □n−1−k(T
1
pM) denotes the resulting space of (n − 1 − k)-dimensional

cubical cells in the CW decomposition of T 1
pM , we can define a boundary map

∂2 : □n−1−k(T
1
pM) −→ □n−1−k−1(T

1
pM)

by

∂2(□(i0, . . . , ik)) =

n∑
i=1

(1− gi)□(i, i0, . . . , ik),

where □(i, i0, . . . , ik) = 0 if i ∈ {i0, . . . , ik}, together with the requirement that
∂2 commute with the action of the group G. This is the boundary operator
for a chain complex □∗(T

1
pM) which gives the cellular homology of T 1

pM as
described in §2.2 of Hatcher [20].

There is a duality map between the space ∆k(∂Pa) of k-simplices in the sim-
plicial subdivision of ∂Pa and the space □n−1−k(T

1
pM) of (n−1−k)-dimensional

cubical cells in the CW decomposition of T 1
pM , defined by

⟨g□(I), h∆(J)⟩ =

{
1, if I = J ∈ Ik and g = h ∈ G(I),

0, otherwise.

Lemma 6.1. The boundary maps ∂2 and ∂∆ are related by the formula

⟨∂2(g□(I)), h∆(J)⟩ = ⟨g□(I), ∂∆(h∆(J))⟩, (55)

for g, h ∈ G, I ∈ Ik and J ∈ Ik+1.

Proof: We compare the calculations

⟨∂2(□(i0, . . . , ik)),∆(i, i0, . . . , ik)⟩
= ⟨∂2(□(i0, . . . , ik)),−gi∆(i, i0, . . . , ik)⟩ = 1

and

⟨□(i0, . . . , ik), ∂∆(∆(i, i0, . . . , ik))⟩
= ⟨□(i0, . . . , ik),−gi∂∆(∆(i, i0, . . . , ik))⟩ = 1,
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whenever i /∈ {i0, . . . , ik}. Here we have used our conventions on changing signs
when reordering indices in ∆(i, i0, . . . , ik), as well as the fact that gi changes
the orientation on □(i, i1, . . . , ik) within∂2(□(i0, . . . , ik)) or on ∆(i, i0, . . . , ik)
within ∂∆(∆(i, i0, . . . , ik)) whenever i /∈ {i0, . . . , ik}. QED

We can use the principal coordinate system to construct a homotopy equivalence
from ∂Pa to T 1

p0M
∼= Sn−1 as a → 0 where p0 is the center of the asymptotic

polyhedron. When we do this, □(I)(p0) and ∆(I) are realized as dual cells in
dual CW decompositions of T 1

p0M and Sn−1.

7 Establishing the Allendoerfer-Weil formula by
integration over the fiber

To obtain the desired Hazzidakis formulae for the Riemannian polyhedra Pa of
(22), we need to modify the Gauss-Bonnet formula for manifolds with smooth
boundary from §5 so that it allows for for abrupt changes in the vector field V
ococuring in the geodesic curvature form along simplices of various dimensions
in the simplicial decomposition of the boundary ∂Pa.

The asymptotic polyhedron Pa is homeomorphic to an n-disk with boundary
an (n−1)-dimensional sphere and lies in the domain U of a principal coordinate
system (y1, . . . , yn), and this defines a trivialization T 1U = U × Sn−1. If the
unit-length vector field V along ∂Pa were chosen to be smooth and point outward
along every (n− 1)-simplex of ∂Pa and and to have a single nondegenerate zero
of Morse index zero at the center of Pa, then it would follow from Remark 5.6
that

1

(2π)n/2

∫
Pa

Pf(Ω)−
∫
∂Pa

V ∗Te(∇) = 1, for n = dimM is even, and

−
∫
∂Pa

V ∗Te(∇) = 1, for n odd,

where Te(∇) is the transgressed Euler form described before. But as suggested
by Remark 5.5, we would like to choose V along each (n− 1)-simplex to be the
outward-pointing unit-length asymptotic vector field associated to that simplex,
in the hope that this will simplify the geodesic curvature form

Π(V,∇) = −V ∗Te(∇)

on that simplex. But to do this, we need to introduce additional corner terms
along the (n − 2)-dimensional faces which account for the change in V when
passing from one (n − 1)-dimensional face to another, and this process needs
to be iterated giving corrections for all the (n − k)-dimensional faces of the
asymptotic polyhedron, for 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 2. When these corrections are made,
we get a cycle in the double complex for ∂Pa × Sn−1 that was described in the
previous section. The additional terms in this cycle are obtained by integration
over the fiber, extending the technique we used in §5.
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Our approach is to describe what the resulting cycle in the double complex
of §6 for T 1U = U × Sn−1 should be, check that it is indeed a cycle, and show
that as a → 0, it deforms to the fundamental cycle of dimension n − 1 in the
cellular chain complex for the (n− 1)-sphere over the center of the asymptotic
polyhedron Pa, which is also homotopic to the cycle representing any smooth
outward pointing unit-length vector field which is smooth along ∂Pa.

Recall that the cells in the product cellular decomposition of ∂Pa × Sn−1

within T 1U are
g∆(i0, . . . , ik)× h□(j0, . . . , jl),

for arbitrary choice of indices (i0, . . . , ik) ∈ Ik and (j0, . . . , jl) ∈ Il, and arbi-
trary choice of g, h ∈ G. Here the cells g∆(i0, . . . , ik) give a simplicial decompo-
sition of ∂Pa as described in §6, while the cells h2(j0, . . . , jl) provide a cellular
decomposition of the fiber Sn−1. The boundary is ∂ = ∂1 + ∂2, where

∂1[g(∆(i0, . . . , ik)× h□(j0, . . . , jl)] = [g∂∆∆(i0, . . . , ik)]× h□(j0, . . . , jl),

and

∂2[g(∆(i0, . . . , ik)× h□(j0, . . . , jl)] = (−1)kg∆(i0, . . . , ik)× [h∂2□(j0, . . . , jl)],

the boundaries ∂1 and ∂2 being required to commute with the actions of G on
the two factors.

Definition. The fundamental cycle over ∂Pa × Sn−1 is

z =

n−1∑
k=0

zk,n−1−k, (56)

where

zk,n−1−k = (−1)k(k−1)/2
∑

i0<···<ik

∑
g∈G(i0,...,ik)

g∆(i0, . . . , ik)× g□(i0, . . . , ik),

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

Note that

dim∆(i0, . . . , ik) = k and dim□(i0, . . . , ik) = n− k − 1,

so each term in the sum (56) has dimension n− 1.
We define an action β of G on the fundamental cycle z by letting β(h, z) be

obtained by replacing g∆(I)× g□(I) by ϵ(h)g∆(I)× gh□(I), for h ∈ G, where
ϵ(h) is defined by (24). We can think of this as an action of G on the fiber
of the cell g□(I) × g∆(I) over its base g∆(I), an action β that preserves the
Riemannian metric on the fibers of T 1M . Multiplication by ϵ(h) ensures that
this action also preserves the orientation of T 1M .

Lemma 7.1. The fundamental cycle (56) is indeed a cycle in the cellular chain
complex of the product ∂Pa × Sn−1, that is ∂z = 0. When a → 0, this cycle

34



approaches a representative of the fundamental class of the fiber Sn−1 over the
center of Pa. Moreover, β(z, h) is also a cycle, which approaches the fundamental
class of Sn−1 when a→ 0.

Proof: We use the notation from §6 in which Ik denotes the set of increasing
sequences (i0, . . . , ik) of length k+1 taken from the set {1, . . . , n}. We can then
write

zk,n−1−k =
(−1)k(k−1)/2

2n−1−k

∑
g∈G

∑
I∈Ik

g∆(I)× g□(I)

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1. When differentiating with respect to ∂1, we obtain

∂1[g∆(i0, . . . , ik)× ϵ(g)g□(i0, . . . , ik)]

=
[∑

(−1)jg∆(i0, . . . îj , . . . , ik)
]
× ϵ(g)g□(i0, . . . , ik).

When I ∈ Ik and J ∈ Ik−1, we write J ⊆ I if the elements of the sequence J
are all included in I. We can then conclude that

∂1(zk,n−1−k) =
(−1)k(k−1)/2

2n−1−k

∑
g∈G

∑
I∈Ik

 ∑
J∈Ik−1,J⊆I

g∆(J)× g□(I)

 . (57)

On the other hand,

∂2[g∆(i0, . . . , ik−1)× g2(i0, . . . , ik−1)]

= (−1)kg∆(i0, . . . , ik−1)×
[∑

(1− gi)2(i, i0, . . . , ik−1)
]
,

from which we conclude that

∂2(zk−1,n−k) = 2
(−1)k+

(k−1)(k−2)
2

2n−k

∑
g∈G

∑
I∈Ik

 ∑
J∈Ik−1,J⊆I

g∆(J)× g□(I)


= − (−1)k(k−1)/2

2n−1−k

∑
g∈G

∑
I∈Ik

 ∑
J∈Ik−1,J⊆I

g∆(J)× g□(I)

 . (58)

Comparison of (57) and (58) yields

∂1(zk,n−k) + ∂2(zk−1,n−k+1) = 0, for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 2.

On the other hand, one checks directly that

∂1z0,n−1 = 0, ∂2z0,n−1 = 0,

so z is a cycle as claimed.
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To see that the cycle is homologous (in fact even homotopic) to the fiber
when n is even, simply let the parameter a in Pa go to zero. In the limit, all
that remains are the terms

n∑
i=1

[∆(i)×□(i) + gi∆(i)× gi□(i)] = {0} ×
n∑
i=1

(□(i) + (−1)nA□(i)), (59)

where {0} denotes the center of the asymptotic polyhedron Pa and A is the
antipodal map on Sn−1, which is orientation-preserving if and only if n is even.
Since □(i) and gi□(i) are antipodal spherical angles at the vertices of the poly-
hedron which all approach the center point of the polyhedron as a → 0, this
reduces to the cellular description of the fiber over {0} as described before.

Finally, the “moreover” statement follows from the fact that under the action
β, each element h ∈ G acts by an orientation-preserving invertible cellular map
on the second factor of the product CW complex

∆∗(∂Pa)×□∗(T
1
pM). QED

The preceding Lemma allows us to modify the formulae of (51) and (52) so
that they apply to a vector field along ∂Pa which has corners along simplices of
dimension ≤ n− 2 in the simplicial decomposition ∆∗(∂Pa) of ∂Pa. When n is
even we obtain the formula,

1

(2π)n/2

∫
Pa

Pf(Ω)−
n−1∑
k=1

∑
I∈Ik

∑
g∈G(I)

(−1)k(k−1)/2

∫
g∆(I)×g□(I)

Te(∇)− 1. (60)

where the sum of integrals on the right represents the evaluation of transgressed
Euler form Te(∇) on the fundamental cycle z over ∂Pa, which we described at
the beginning of this section.

We can integrate each of the terms in (60) over the fiber g□(I), using the
slant product as described before. For I = (i0, i1, . . . , ik) ∈ Ik and g ∈ G, we
can set

gτ(∇, I) = gτ(∇, i0, . . . , ik) = −Te(∇)/gΞ(i0, . . . , ik),

a differential form of degree k. Note that with the change of sign we have

gτ(∇, 1, . . . , n) = Π(∇, V )|g∆(1, . . . , n),

which is just the geodesic curvature form restricted to g∆(1, . . . , n), while more
generally gτ(∇, I) is obtained by integration over a cell in the CW decomposition
of T 1M . We can rewrite (60) as

1

(2π)n/2

∫
Pa

Pf(Ω) +

n∑
k=1

∑
I∈Ik

∑
g∈G(I)

(−1)k(k−1)/2

∫
g∆(I)

gτ(∇, I) = 1. (61)

This is the Allendoerfer-Weil formula we need for the proof of the Main Theorem
in the even-dimensional case.
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There are similar formulae for the case in which n is odd. We choose a
distinguished (n− 1)-simplex in ∂Pa which we denote by ∆0. The collection of
all (n − 1) simplices in ∂Pa is then {ϵ(g)g∆0 : g ∈ G}, the ϵ(g) being included
so that they have the right orientation. Formula (52) then becomes

n∑
k=1

∑
I∈Ik

∑
g∈G(I)

(−1)k(k−1)/2

∫
g∆(I)×g□(I)

Te(∇) = 0. (62)

As before, we can set

gτ(∇, I) = gτ(∇, i0, . . . , ik) = τ(∇)/gΞ(i0, . . . , ik),

for I = (i0, i1, . . . , ik) ∈ Ik, and (62) becomes

n∑
k=1

∑
I∈Ik

∑
g∈G(I)

(−1)k(k−1)/2

∫
g∆(I)

gτ(∇, I) = 1, , (63)

which is Allendoerfer-Weil formula we need for the proof of the Main Theorem
in the odd-dimensional case.

Theorem 7.2. When n is even, the Gauss-Bonnet formula for the Riemannian
n-cell Pa is either (60) or (61). When n is odd, the Gauss-Bonnet formula for
the Riemannian n-cell Pa is either (62) or (63).

To make use of these formulae, we will need to know that the zero-dimensional
terms are just solid angles. To see this, we evaluate the top-dimensional cubical
cells at the vertices

∆(i)+ = ai and ∆(i)− = −ai.

of the asymptotic polydedron (22). We obtain the dual angles

□(i)+ = □(i)(ai) and □(i)− = gi□(i)(−ai) (64)

to the asymptotic polyhedron at the vertices ai and −ai.

Lemma 7.3. The integrals over zero-simplices ∆(i)+ and ∆(i)− in the simpli-
cial decomposition ∆∗(∂Pa) of ∂Pa that appear in the above Allendoerfer-Weil
formulae are given by∫

□(i)+
Te(∇) =

volume of □(i)+

volume of S2m−1 ,

∫
□(i)−

Te(∇) =
volume of □(i)−

volume of S2m−1 , (65)

where Sn−1 has constant curvature one and hence its volume is given by (31).

Proof: In these cases we are integrating over a fiber lying over a single point
□(i)+ or □(i)− for some i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We can use polar coordinates as
we did earlier when calculating the volume of Sn−1 and we quickly obtain (65).
QED

Remark 7.4. There are similar Allendoerfer-Weil formula for each of the sub-
polyhedra P Ia defined by (53).
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8 Hazzidakis formulae

Our goal is to show that after averaging over a suitable family of metric con-
nections in TM most of the terms in the Allendoerfer-Weil formulae presented
in the previous section vanish, leaving the Hazzidakis formulae we need for the
proof of our Main Theorem. There are two such Hazzidakis formulae, depending
on whether n is even or odd.

Even-dimensional Hazzidakis Formula. Let f : M2m → E4m−1 be an
isometric immersion, where M2m is a (2m)-dimensional Riemannian manifold
of constant curvature −1. If Ω is the curvature of the Levi-Civita connection
on TM , then the integral of Pf(Ω) over the asymptotic polyhedron Pa within
M2m is given by the formula

1

(2π)m

∫
Pa

Pf(Ω) = 1−
n∑
i=1

[
volume of □(i)+

volume of S2m−1 +
volume of □(i)−

volume of S2m−1

]
. (66)

Since no volume of a solid angle can be larger than the volume of the unit (n−1)-
sphere, equation (27) shows that this Hazzidakis formula gives an explicit bound
on the volume of Pa. Moreover, one easily checks using (27) that formula (66)
is a generalization of the Hazzidakis formula for surfaces (3).

The explicit volume bound given by the Hazzidakis formula implies the even-
dimensional generalization of Hilbert’s theorem, as stated in the Introduction.

Odd-dimensional Hazzidakis Formula. Let f :M2m+1 → E4m+1 be an iso-
metric immersion, whereM2m+1 is a (2m+1)-dimensional Riemannian manifold
of constant curvature −1. If Ω is the curvature of the Levi-Civita connection
on TM , then the integral of Pf(Ω) over the boundary ∂Pa of the asymptotic
polyhedron Pa within M2m+1 is given by the formula

1

2

1

(2π)m

∫
∂Pa

Pf(Ω) = 1−
n∑
i=1

[
volume of □(i)+

volume of S2m +
volume of □(i)−

volume of S2m

]
. (67)

Note that the Pf(Ω) in (67) is the (2m)-dimensional Pfaffian calculated with
respect to the curvature Ω of the ambient manifold M2m+1. This gives a bound
on the (2m)-dimensional volume of ∂Pa because the second-fundamental form
terms (∇V )2/4 for an appropriate choice of V that would normally occur in the
geodesic curvature form give by formula (45) vanish, as we will see in Lemma 9.2,
so we can apply equation (27) to get a bound on the volume of ∂Pa.

To get a bound on the volume of Pa itself we use the isoperimetric inequality
of Theorem 34.2.6 from the book of Burago and Zallgaller [7]. From here, the
proof of the Main Theorem proceeds as in the even-dimensional case.

Thus once we have proven the above Hazzidakis formulae we will have proven
the Main Theorem. Remark 5.3 gives a proof when n = 2, so we can assume
for the rest of the article that n is ≥ 3.
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9 Applying the Allendoerfer-Weil formulae to
metric connections in TM

We can apply the Allendoerfer-Weil formulae of §7 to any connection ∇ on the
oriented tangent bundle TM which is compatible with the Riemannian metric
on M , not just the Levi-Civita connection which has vanishing torsion. Recall
that the space of such metric connections is an affine space, that is, if ∇ and
∇∗ are metric connections on TM , so is

t∇+ (1− t)∇∗, for any t ∈ R.

The principal adapted moving frame (e1, . . . , e2n) chosen in §2 determines a
moving frame (e1, . . . , en) of orthonormal sections of TM which in turn provides
a distinguished flat metric connection d = ∇0 with respect to which e1, . . . , en
are parallel. We can regard this metric connection as the origin in the space of
metric connections on TM , allowing us to define sums and averages of connec-
tions.

An especially important metric connection on TM is the Levi-Civita con-
nection, which we can write as ∇ = d+ω, where ω denotes the skew-symmetric
matrix of Levi-Civita connection forms.

Other metric connections can be constructed by pulling back the standard
metric connections in the normal bundle to the developable immersion h ◦ f :
Mn → H2n by one of the unit-length asymptotic vector fields described in §2.
Indeed, choice of a distinguished asymptotic vector field

X = x1e1 + · · ·+ xnen.

allows us to construct a vector bundle isomorphism

FX : TM → N(h ◦ f) = (normal bundle of h ◦ f), FX(v) =
∑

eλΦλ(X, v),

which we use to pull the metric connection in the normal bundle back to a con-
nection ∇̂ on TM . Since the second fundamental forms Φλ can be diagonalized
simultaneously, this connection ∇̂ is flat. Moreover, the distinguished asymp-
totic vector field X is parallel with respect to this connection, a fact expressed
by the equation ∇̂X = 0. We will also write this connection as d+ ϕ, where

ϕij = ωn+i,n+j , which implies ∇̂ej =
∑

eiϕij .

We let Y1, Y2, . . . , Yn denote the coordinate vector fields for our distinguished
principal coordinate system (y1, y2, . . . , yn). For this coordinate system, the
vector fields

Yi =
∂

∂yi
, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

are tangent to the frame vectors in our orthonormal frame (e1, e2, . . . , en). It
then follows from (16) and (17) that

ωij(Yi − Yj) = −ϕij(Yi − Yj), for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,
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which in turn gives a relation between the covariant derivatives of the asymp-
totic vector field X with respect to Levi-Civita and normal connections in the
direction Yi − Yj :

∇Yi−YjX = −∇̂Yi−YjX = 0, for X = x1e1 + · · ·+ xnen, (68)

since X is parallel with respect to ∇̂.
Recall that our symmetry group G consists of maps

g : {1, . . . , n} → {−1, 1},

and acts as isometries on the tangent bundle TM . This group also acts on
metric connections on TM by taking a connection ∇ to the connection ∇g given
by the formula

∇g = g(∇) = g ◦ ∇ ◦ g, or g(d+ ω) = d+ gωg.

We remind the reader that since the isometry g is usually not the differential of
an isometry on the base manifold M , the Levi-Civita connection ∇ is usually
taken to a metric connection ∇g with non-vanishing torsion. Observe that if ∇
has curvature matrix Ω, then ∇g has curvature matrix

Ωg = gΩg.

The group G acts simply transitively on the (n−1)-simplices in the simplicial
decomposition of ∂Pa, as well as on the unit-length asymptotic vector fields on
U . Moreover, if X is the unit length asymptotic vector associated to the (n−1)-
simplex ∆(1, 2, . . . , n), the element g ∈ G takes X to the unit-length asymptotic
vector field Xg associated to g∆(1, 2, . . . , n). Note that the connection obtained

from the normal connection ∇̂ by pulling back via FXg is just

∇̂g = g(∇̂) = g ◦ ∇̂ ◦ g.

Thus the collection of unit-length asymptotic vector fields corresponds to a
collection {∇̂g : g ∈ G} of flat connections in the normal bundle to h ◦ f which
are permuted by the action of G.

Finally, the zero connection ∇0 is fixed under this action of G, that is
(∇0)g = ∇0, for g ∈ G.

Lemma 9.1. If ∇ and ∇̂ are the Levi-Civita connection and the pullback via
X of the normal connection respectively, then when restricted to ∆(1, 2, . . . , n),
we have

∇X = −∇̂X = 0,

and when restricted to g∆(1, 2, . . . , n), we have

∇Xg = −∇̂gXg = 0.

Proof: This follows immediately from (68), the fact that the vector fields Yj−Yj
generate the tangent space to ∆(1, 2, . . . , n), and equivariance under G. QED
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When n is even, Lemma 9.1 allows us to eliminate terms of dimension n − 1
in the Allendoerfer-Weil formula, and when n is odd, it will eliminate all terms
other than those containing only the curvature of M . Indeed, when n is odd-
dimensional, the Gauss-Bonnet integrand is zero while the geodesic curvature
form on g∆(1, 2, . . . , n) is given by

Lemma 9.2. If M is odd-dimensional, the geodesic curvature form for the
Levi-Civita connection ∇ restricted to g∆(1, 2, . . . , n) is (1/2)Pf(Ω), where Ω is
the curvature on M .

Proof: Indeed, in the case of ∆(1, 2, . . . , n), we set V = X in (45) and the cal-
culations above show that (∇X)2/4 vanishes leaving (1/2)Pf(Ω) in the formula
for the geodesic curvature form. A similar formula holds for g∆(1, 2, . . . , n) by
G-equivariance. QED

We next consider the one-dimensional terms:

Lemma 9.3. If I = (i0, i1) is a multi-index in the index set I1 and ∇ and ∇̂
are the Levi-Civita connection and the pullback via X of the normal connection
respectively, the terms corresponding to this index in the Allendoerfer-Weil
formulae (60) or (62) must vanish; that is,∫

g∆(I)×g□(I)

Te(∇) =

∫
g∆(I)×g□(I)

Te(∇̂) = 0, for g ∈ G.

Moreover, the same conclusion holds for any connection ∇h which is obtained
from ∇ by the action of h ∈ G.

Proof: Let us consider first the special case in which our multi-index I = (1, 2)
and g is the identity, which connects the vertex in the positive y1-direction with
the vertex in the positive y2-direction. As in the previous Lemma, we let

Yi =
∂

∂yi
, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

It follows from the description of the dual CW complexes in §6 that ∆(I) lies
in the boundary of a family of (n − 1)-simplices {∆α : α ∈ A} with associated
unit-length asymptotic vector fields of the form

Xα = Y1 + Y2 ± Y3 ± · · · ± Yn, α ∈ A,

where the signs in front of Yr, for 3 ≤ r ≤ n are chosen in 2n−2 ways. These are
the corners of the (n− 2)-dimensional cell □(I) in the cellular decomposition of
T 1M . Moreover, Y1 − Y2 is tangent to ∆(I), and as in the proof of Lemma 9.1,

we find that if ∇̂α is the pullback of the normal connection via Xα,

∇Y1−Y2
Xα = ∇̂α

Y1−Y2
Xα = 0,

so ∇Xα = 0 when restricted to ∆(I). If we choose V to be a unit-length vector
in □(I) which is a constant linear combination of these Xα, then it is also the
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case that ∇V = 0 on ∆(I). These facts imply that the integral of ∇V over the
fiber □(I) must be zero, and hence this geodesic curvature form simplifies to

Π(∇, V ) =
(−1)[(n−1)/2]

π(n/2)

∫ ∞

0

e−t
2

dtTrMs [V exp(RM )]. (69)

This geodesic curvature form must vanish when integrated over ∆(I) × □(I),
since the base ∆(I) is one-dimensional and RM contains the factors θi∧θj which
are two-dimensional in the base.

The more general case in which I is any element of I1 and g is any element
of G follows by a possible renumbering of the prinicipal coordinates and G-
equivariance. QED

Unfortunately the technique we have just applied doesn’t quite work for terms
of dimension k when 1 < k < n− 1. However, the argument of Lemma 9.3 can
be modified to provide a considerable simplification of the geodesic curvature
form (43) when restricted to ∂Pa:

Lemma 9.4. When restricted to a cell g∆(I) × g□(I) of ∂Pa where I ∈ Ik,
the geodesic curvature form (43) simplifies to

Π(∇, V )|g∆(I)× g□(I)

=
(−1)[(n−1)/2]

π(n/2)

∫ ∞

0

e−t
2

dtTrg∆(I)
s [V exp(RM )], (70)

where Trg∆(I)
s is the supertrace on g∆(I), a smooth manifold with a boundary

that has corners. Moreover, the right-hand side simplifies further, yielding

Π(∇, V )|g∆(I)× g□(I) = ck
volume of □(i)+

volume of S2m

∫
g∆(I)

Trg∆(I)
s [exp(RM )], (71)

where ck is a constant depending only on k ∈ N which vanishes when k is odd.

Proof: The proof is quite similar to the proof of Lemma 9.3. We can reduce to
the special case in which

I = (1, 2, . . . , k + 1) ∈ Ik and g is the identity,

by renumbering the principal coordinates and using G-equivariance. The ver-
tices of □(I) are then

Xα = Y1 + Y2 + · · ·+ Yk+1 ± Yk+2 ± · · · ± Yn, α ∈ A,

where the signs in front of Yr, for 3 ≤ r ≤ n are chosen in 2n−k−1 ways.
These are the corners of the (n − k − 2)-dimensional cell □(I) in the cellular
decomposition of T 1M . Moreover,

Yi − Yj , for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k + 1,
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is tangent to ∆(I), and hence

∇Yi−Yj
Xα = 0, for α ∈ A.

Thus the argument for the preceding lemma shows that the geodesic curvature
form reduces to (69).

This time, however, the curvature factor does not immediately vanish. How-
ever, exp(RM ) depends only on the coordinates in the base g∆(I) not the fiber
g□(I), while the integrations of V over g□(I) can be evaluating in exactly the
same way as in the proof of Lemma 7.3. This implies that (70) reduces to (71).
QED

In conclusion, there are curvature terms in every even dimension that might
not be zero when using the Levi-Civita connection ∇ in the Allendoerfer-Weil
formulae.

10 Signed averages and the proof of the Main
Theorem

The final step in our proof involves taking the signed average of the Allendoerfer-
Weil formulae of §7 over the family {∇g : g ∈ G} of metric connections related to
the Levi-Civita connection by the action of the symmetry group G described at
the end of §3. In taking the signed average, we simply multiply the Allendoerfer-
Weil formula for ∇g by

ϵ(g) =

{
1 if g is orientation-preserving,
−1 if g is orientation-reversing,

and then take the average of the results.
We first note that after multiplying by ϵ(g), the terms of dimensions zero,

one, n−1 or n remain the same. Indeed, the n-dimensional term is just the inte-
gral of the Gauss-Bonnet integrand over Pa and this is preserved since the Euler
class is independent of positively oriented metric connection, while multiplica-
tion by ϵ(g) provides the necessary correction for negatively oriented metric
connections. For the (n − 1)-dimensional terms we note that G acts simply
transitively on the (n−1)-dimensional faces g∆(1, . . . , n) so the action ∇ 7→ ∇g

simply permutes the terms corresponding to these faces, and multiplication by
ϵ(g) once again provides the needed correction when g is oreintation-reversing.

Similarly, one easily checks that the action of G on □(i) either takes □(i)
to itself or to A(□(i)), where A = g1 · · · gn is the antipodal map on Sn−1.
This antipodal map is either orientation-preserving or orientation-reversing de-
pending on whether n is even or odd, and multiplying by ϵ(A) reverses signs
in the orientation-reversing case. Thus the zero-dimensional terms are pre-
served. Moreover, the one-dimensional terms vanish, as verified by the proof of
Lemma 9.3.

Finally, we claim that taking the average over our family of metric connec-
tions eliminates all the terms of intermediate dimension k, for 1 < k < n− 1.

43



To see this, we let I = (i0, i1, . . . , ik) be a multi-index in the index set
Ik as described at the beginning of §6, and divide G into a direct product
G = G(I) × G′(I), with G′(I) fixing the axes (yi0 , . . . , yik) in the principal
coordinate system (y1, . . . , yn). We then consider the effect of replacing ∇ by
∇g for g ∈ G in the formula (71). The sign change in this term is the same as
the sign change in the supertrace on ∆(I), which is given by

ϵI(g) =

{
1 if g|∆(I) is orientation-preserving,
−1 if g|∆(I) is orientation-reversing.

But ϵI(g) differs from ϵ(g) in exactly half the cases when 1 < k < n−1, so when
we average using ϵ(g) instead of ϵI(g), we get zero.

In other words, when we take the signed average of the Allendoerfer -Weil
fromulae over the connections in the family {∇g : g ∈ G}, the highest and lowest
dimensional terms remain exactly the same as for the Levi-Civita connection,
but the terms of intermediate dimension vanish. Thus we obtain the Hazzidakis
formulae of §8, which proves the Main Theorem as we have seen before.
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