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Abstract

We prove the following Helly-type theorem. For any non-negative integers b and d there exists
an integer h(b,d) such that the following holds. If F is a finite family of subsets of R? such that
Bi (NG) < b for any G € F and every 0 < i < [d/2] — 1 then F has Helly number at most h(b, d).
Here 51 denotes the reduced Betti numbers (with singular homology). The main strength of this
result is that very weak assumptions on F are sufficient to guarantee a bounded Helly number.

We obtain this result by combining homological non-embeddability results with a Ramsey-based
approach to build, given an arbitrary simplicial complex K, well-behaved chain map C.(K) —
C.(R%). Both techniques are of independent interest.

1 Introduction

Helly’s classical theorem [[1e]23], a cornerstone of convex geometry, asserts that if a finite family of convex
subsets of R? has the property that any d + 1 of the sets have a point in common then the whole family
must have a point in common. Stated in the contrapositive, if F is a finite family of convex subsets of
R? with empty intersection then F contains a sub-family G of size at most d + 1 that already has empty
intersection. This inspired the definition of the Helly number of a family F of arbitrary sets. If F has
empty intersection then its Helly number is defined as the size of the largest sub-family G C F with the
following properties: G has empty intersection and any proper sub-family of G has nonempty intersection;
if 7 has nonempty intersection then its Helly number is, by convention, 1. With this terminology, Helly’s
theorem simply states that any finite family of convex sets in R? has Helly number at most d + 1. Such
uniform bounds that are independent of the cardinality of the family are of particular interest.

In the spirit of Helly’s theorem, bounds on Helly numbers were given for a variety of situations
in discrete geometry (such bounds are often referred to as Helly-type theorems); we refer to the sur-
veys [Eck93, Wen04, Tanl3] for an overview of the abundant literature on this topic. The classical
questions are of two types, existential and quantitative: identify conditions under which Helly numbers
can be bounded uniformly, and obtain sharp bounds. In this paper, we focus on the existential question
and give a new homological condition sufficient to bound Helly numbers.

The study of topological conditions (as opposed to more geometric ones like convexity) ensuring
bounded Helly numbers started with Helly’s topological theorem [Hel30] (see also [Deb70] for a modern



version of the proof), which states that a finite family of open subsets of R? has Helly number at most
d + 1 if the intersection of any sub-family of at most d members of the family is either empty or a
homology cell." This includes the case of finite open good cover? in R%, where the same bound follows
easily from the classical Nerve theorem | , ]. This “good cover” condition was subsequently
relaxed by Matousek [ ] who showed that it is sufficient to control the low-dimensional homotopy
of intersections: for any integers b and d there exists a constant ¢(b,d) such that any finite family of
subsets of R? in which every sub-family intersects in at most b connected components, each ([d/2] — 1)-
connected,® has Helly number at most c(b, d).

Our main result is a Helly-type theorem under a homological condition that relaxes Matousek’s
condition (as well as that of Helly’s topological theorem). Throughout this paper, we will work with
homology with coefficients in the field Zy and §;(X) will denote the ith reduced Betti number (over Zs)
of a space X.

In what follows, we use the notation (| F := ;U to denote the intersection of a family of sets.

Theorem 1. For any non-negative integers b and d there exists an integer h(b,d) such that the following
holds. If F is a finite family of subsets of R such that 3; (G) < b for any G C F and every 0 < i <
[d/2] — 1 then F has Helly number at most h(b,d).

Remarks 2. (a) By Hurewicz’ Theorem and the Universal Coefficient Theorem | , Theorem 4.37
and Corollary 3A.6], a k-connected space X satisfies BZ(X ) =0 for all ¢ < k. Thus, our condition
indeed relaxes Matousek’s, in two ways: by using Zs-homology instead of the homotopy-theoretic
assumptions of k-connectedness?, and by allowing an arbitrary fixed bound b instead of b = 0.

(b) Quantitatively, the bound on h(b, d) that we obtain is very large as it follows from successive appli-
cations of Ramsey’s theorems. However, as far as only the existence of uniform bounds is concerned,
Theorem 1 not only generalizes Matousek’s result (which also uses Ramsey’s theorem), but also

subsumes a series of Helly-type theorems due to Amenta | ], Kalai and Meshulam | I,
Colin de Verdiere et al. | ], and Montejano | ]. Note that for results that hold in rather
general ambient spaces, e.g. | , , ], Theorem 1 only subsumes the case of R%.

(¢) Our method also proves a bound of d+ 1 on the Helly number of any family F such that 3; (N G) = 0
for all i < d and all G C F (see Corollary 19), which generalizes Helly’s topological theorem as
the sets of F are, for instance, not assumed to be open.” Under the weaker assumption that
B: (NG) = 0 for all subfamilies G € F but only for i < [d/2] — 1, our method still yields a bound of
d+2 on the Helly number (see Corollary 18). In both cases the bounds are tight (see Remark 20).

(d) Theorem 1 is “qualitatively sharp”, in the sense that all (reduced) Betti numbers §; with 0 < i <
[d/2] — 1 need to be bounded to obtain a bounded Helly number. To see this, fix some k with
0 < k < [d/2] —1. For n arbitrarily large, consider a geometric realization in R? of the k-skeleton of
the (n—1)-dimensional simplex (see | , Section 1.6]); more specifically, let V' = {v1,...,v,} be
a set of points in general position in R? (for instance, n points on the moment curve) and consider
all geometric simplices o4 := conv(A) spanned by subsets A C V of cardinality |A] < k+ 1. By
general position, o4 Nop = 0anp, so this yields indeed a geometric realization.

For 1 < j < n, let U; be the union of all the simplices not containing the vertex v;. We set
F ={Uy,...,U,}. Then, (| F = 0, and for any proper sub-family G C F, the intersection (G is
either R? (if G = ()) or (homeomorphic to) the k-dimensional skeleton of a (n — 1 — |G|)-dimensional

1By definition, a homology cell is a topological space X all of whose (reduced, singular, integer coefficient) homology
groups are trivial, as is the case if X = R? or X is a single point. Here and in what follows, we refer the reader to standard
textbooks like | , | for further topological background and various topological notions that we leave undefined.

2An open good cover is a finite family of open subsets of R? such that the intersection of any sub-family of at most d
members is either empty or is contractible (and hence, in particular, a homology cell).

3We recall that a topological space X is k-connected, for some integer k > 0, if every continuous map S* — X from the
i-dimensional sphere to X, 0 < i < k, can be extended to a map D*! — X from the (i + 1)-dimensional disk to X.

4We also remark that our condition can be verified algorithmically since Betti numbers are easily computable, at least
for sufficiently nice spaces that can be represented by finite simplicial complexes, say. By contrast, it is algorithmically
undecidable whether a given 2-dimensional simplicial complex is 1-connected, see, e.g., the survey [ ]

5In the original proof, this assumption is crucial and used to ensure that the union of the sets must have trivial homology
in dimensions larger than d; this may fail if the sets are not open.
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k+1). Thus, we can

indeed obtain arbitrarily large Helly number as soon as at least one i is unbounded. In particular,
setting k = 0 yields the lower bound h(b,d) > b+ 1.

simplex. Thus, the Helly number of F equals n. Moreover, the k-skeleton A of an (m — 1)-

dimensional simplex has reduced Betti numbers B; =0 for i # k and By = (

Consequences for optimisation problems. Various optimization problems can be formulated as
the minimization of some function f : R? — R over some intersection ﬂ?zl C; of subsets C1,Cs,...,C,
of RL. If, for t € R, we let Ly = f~! ((—o0,t]) and F; = {C},Ca,...,Cy, Ly} then

min _ f(x) :min{teR:m]—}#@}.

ﬁeﬂle Ci

If the Helly number of the families F; can be bounded uniformly in t by some constant h then there

exists a subset of h — 1 constraints Cj,,Cj,,...,C;, , that suffice to define the minimum of f:
min _ f(z)= min  f(x).
1602;1 C; zeﬂ;‘;f Ci].
A consequence of this observation, noted by Amenta [ ], is that the minimum of f over Cq N

CeN...NC, can® be computed in randomized O(n) time by generalized linear programming | ]
Together with Theorem 1, this implies that an optimization problem of the above form can be solved in
randomized linear time if it has the property that every intersection of some subset of the constraints
with a level set of the function has bounded “topological complexity” (measured in terms of the sum of
the first [d/2] Betti numbers). Let us emphasize that this linear-time bound holds in a real-RAM model
of computation, where any constant-size subproblems can be solved in O(1)-time; it therefore concerns
the combinatorial difficulty of the problem and says nothing about its numerical difficulty.

Identifying new Helly-type theorems. Let us illustrate how Theorem 1 helps identify concrete
situations in which Helly numbers are bounded by giving an example which, to the best of our knowledge,
is not covered by any other Helly-type theorem appearing in the literature.

By an affine k-sphere in R? for 0 < k < d — 1 we simply mean a geometric sphere of arbitrary
center and radius inside some affine (k 4 1)-space of RZ. An affine sphere is an affine k-sphere for some
k€ {0,...,d —1}. Theorem 1 implies that the Helly number of an arbitrary family of affine spheres in
R? is bounded since an arbitrary intersection of affine spheres is an empty set, singleton, or an affine
sphere, all of them having bounded Betti numbers. A careful analysis can of course lead to a much
better bound on the Helly number than the one given by Theorem 1. However, note that Theorem 1
immediately reveals that the Helly number is bounded.

Structure of the paper. We prove Theorem 1 in three steps. We first establish, in Section 2,
an analogue in homology of the Van Kampen-Flores Theorem on non-embeddability of certain sim-
plicial complexes in R?. We then present, in Section 3, a general principle, which we learned from
Matousek | ], to derive Helly-type theorems from non-embeddability results. Finally, in Section 4,
we refine this principle and combine it with our homological Van Kampen-Flores Theorem to prove
Theorem 1.

2 Homological Representations

In this section, we define homological representations, an analogue of topological embeddings on the level
of chain maps, and show that certain simplicial complexes do not admit homological representations in
R?, in analogy to classical non-embeddability results due to Van Kampen and Flores. In fact, when this
comes at no additional cost we phrase the auxiliary results in a slightly more general setting, replacing
R? by a general topological space R. Readers that focus on the proof of Theorem 1 can safely replace
every occurrence of R with R?.

6This requires that f be generic in the sense that its local minima attains pairwise distinct values.



We assume that the reader is familiar with basic topological notions and facts concerning simplicial
complexes and singular and simplicial homology, as described in textbooks like | , ]. As
remarked above, throughout this paper we will work with homology with Zs-coefficients unless explicitly
stated otherwise. Moreover, while we will consider singular homology groups for topological spaces in
general, for simplicial complexes we will work with simplicial homology groups. In particular, if X is
a topological space then C,(X) will denote the singular chain complex of X, while if K is a simplicial
complex, then C,(K) will denote the simplicial chain complex of K (both with Zs-coefficients).

Notations. Let K be a (finite, abstract) simplicial complex. The underlying topological space of K is
denoted by |K|. Moreover, we denote by K the i-dimensional skeleton of K, i.e., the set of simplices
of K of dimension at most i; in particular K(9) is the set of vertices of K. For an integer n > 0, let A,
denote the n-dimensional simplex.

2.1 Non-Embeddable Complexes

We recall that an embedding of a finite simplicial complex K into R is simply an injective continuous
map |K| — R?. The fact that the complete graph on five vertices cannot be embedded in the plane has
the following generalization.

Proposition 3 (Van Kampen | ], Flores | ). Fork >0, the complex Aé’,?_ﬂ, the k-dimensional
skeleton of the (2k + 2)-dimensional simplex, cannot be embedded in R?*.

A basic tool for proving the non-embeddability of a simplicial complex is the so-called Van Kampen
obstruction. To be more precise, we emphasize that in keeping with our general convention regarding
coefficients, we work with the Zs-coefficient version” of the Van Kampen obstruction, which will be
reviewed in some detail in Section 2.3 below. Here, for the benefit of readers who are willing to accept
certain topological facts as given, we simply collect those statements necessary to motivate the definition
of homological representations and to follow the logic of the proof of Theorem 1.

Given a simplicial complex K, one can define, for each d > 0, a certain cohomology class 0%(K)
that resides in the cohomology group H?(K) of a certain auxiliary complex K (the quotient of the
combinatorial deleted product by the natural Zs-action, see below); this cohomology class 0?(K) is
called the Van Kampen obstruction to embeddability into R? because of the following fact:

Proposition 4. Suppose that K is a finite simplicial complex with 0%(K) # 0. Then K is not embeddable
into RY. In fact, a slightly stronger conclusion holds: there is no almost-embedding f: |K| — R?, i.e.,
no continuous map such that the images of disjoint simplices of K are disjoint.

Another basic fact is the following result (for a short proof see, for instance, | , Example 3.5]).

Proposition 5 (] , ). For every k >0, o%* (A;ZQ) #0.

As a consequence, one obtains Proposition 3, and in fact the slightly stronger statement that Aé’l?ﬂ
does not admit an almost embedding into R2*.

2.2 Homological Representations and a Van Kampen—Flores Result

For the proof of Theorem 1, we wish to replace homotopy-theoretic notions (like k-connectedness) by
homological assumptions (bounded Betti numbers). The simple but useful observation that allows us to
do this is that in the standard proof of Proposition 4, which is based on (co)homological arguments, maps
can be replaced by suitable chain maps at every step.® The appropriate analogue of an almost-embedding
is the following.

"There is also a version of the Van Kampen obstruction with integer coefficients, which in general yields more precise

information regarding embeddability than the Za-version, but we will not need this here. We refer to | | for further
background.
8This observation was already used in [ | to study the (non-)embeddability of certain simplicial complexes. What

we call a homological representation in the present paper corresponds to the notion of a homological minor used in | ].



Definition 1. Let R be a (nonempty) topological space, K be a simplicial complex, and consider a
chain map” v: C,(K) — C.(R) from the simplicial chains in K to singular chains in R.

llO

(i) The chain map ~ is called nontrivial'® if the image of every vertex of K is a finite set of points

in R (a O-chain) of odd cardinality.

(ii) The chain map ~ is called a homological representation of a simplicial complex K in R if it is
nontrivial and if, additionally, the following holds: whenever ¢ and 7 are disjoint simplices of K,
their image chains (o) and v(7) have disjoint supports, where the support of a chain is the union
of (the images of) the singular simplices with nonzero coefficient in that chain.

Remark 6. Suppose that f: |K| — R? is a continuous map.
(i) The induced chain map'! fy: C.(K) — C.(R?) is nontrivial.
(ii) If f is an almost-embedding then the induced chain map is a homological representation.

Moreover, note that without the requirement of being nontrivial, we could simply take the constant zero
chain map, for which the second requirement is trivially satisfied.

We have the following analogue of Proposition 4 for homological representations.

Proposition 7. Suppose that K is a finite simplicial complex with 0%(K) # 0. Then K does not admit
a homological representation in R?.

As a corollary, we get the following result, which underlies our proof of Theorem 1.

Corollary 8. For any k > 0, the k-skeleton Ag/?Jrz of the (2k+2)-dimensional simplex has no homological
representation in R?F.

We conclude this subsection by two facts that are not needed for the proof of the main result but are
useful for the presentation of our method in Section 3.

If the ambient dimension d = 2k 4 1 is odd, we can immediately see that Aé’,iii) has no homological
representation in R?**! since it has no homological representation in R?**2; this result can be slightly

improved:

Corollary 9. For any d > 0, the [d/2]-skeleton A((i[gz/ﬂ) of the (d + 2)-dimensional simplex has no
homological representation in R?.

Proof. The statement for even d is already covered by the case k = d/2 of Corollary 8, so assume that d
is odd and write d = 2k + 1. If K is a finite simplicial complex with 0%(K) # 0 and if CK is the cone
over K then 0?*1(CK) # 0 (for a proof, see, for instance, [ , Lemma 8]). Since we know that
azk(Aé];L_Q) # 0 it follows that 02k+1(CA(2’;)_~_2) # 0. Consequently, 02k+1(Agf€il3)) # 0 since C’A(QIZL_Q is a

subcomplex of AUFD Proposition 7 then implies that AFHD 2 dmits no homological representation in
2k+3 2k+3

R2k+1. ]

The next fact is the following analogue of Radon’s lemma, proved in the next subsection along the
proof of Proposition 7.

Lemma 10 (Homological Radon’s lemma). For any d > 0, 0%(0A441) # 0. Consequently, the boundary
of (d + 1)-simplex OAq41 admits no homological representation in RY.

9We recall that a chain map v: Cx — D between chain complexes is simply a sequence of homomorphisms vy, : C, — Dp,
that commute with the respective boundary operators, vn,—1 0 dc = 9p © Yn.

10If we consider augmented chain complexes with chain groups also in dimension —1, then being nontrivial is equivalent
to requiring that the generator of C_1(K) = Za (this generator corresponds to the empty simplex in K') is mapped to the
generator of C_1(R) & Zs.

HThe induced chain map is defined as follows: We assume that we have fixed a total ordering of the vertices of K. For a
p-simplex o of K, the ordering of the vertices induces a homeomorphism hy: |Ap| — |o| C |K|. The image f;(o) is defined
as the singular p-simplex f o hy.



2.3 Deleted Products and Obstructions

Here, we review the standard proof of Proposition 4 and explain how to adapt it to prove Proposition 7,
which will follow from Lemma 14 and Lemma 15 (b) below. The reader unfamiliar with cohomology and
willing to admit Proposition 7 can safely proceed to Section 3.

Zo-spaces and equivariant maps. We begin by recalling some basic notions of equivariant topology:
An action of the group Zs on a space X is given by an automorphism v: X — X such that vov = 1x;
the action is free if v does not have any fixed points. If X is a simplicial complex (or a cell complex),
then the action is called simplicial (or cellular) if it is given by a simplicial (or cellular) map. A space
with a given (free) Zg-action is also called a (free) Zs-space.

A map f: X — Y between Zs-spaces (X,v) and (Y, p) is called equivariant if it commutes with
the respective Zg-actions, i.e., forv = po f. Two equivariant maps fy, fi: X — Y are equivariantly
homotopic if there exists a homotopy F: X x [0,1] = Y such that all intermediate maps f; := F(,t),
0 <t <1, are equivariant.

A Zs-action v on a space X also yields a Zs-action on the chain complex C,(X), given by the induced
chain map vy: C(X) — Ci(X) (if v is simplicial or cellular, respectively, then this remains true if we
consider the simplicial or cellular chain complex of X instead of the singular chain complex), and if
f+ X =Y is an equivariant map between Zs-spaces then the induced chain map is also equivariant (i.e.,
it commutes with the Zs-actions on the chain complexes).

Spheres. Important examples of free Zs-spaces are the standard spheres S, d > 0, with the action
given by antipodality,  ++ —xz. There are natural inclusion maps S?~! < S? which are equivariant.
Antipodality also gives a free Zs-action on the union S* = J;s, S?, the infinite-dimensional sphere.
Moreover, one can show that S° is contractible, and from this it is not hard to deduce that S is a
universal Zo-space, in the following sense (see, for instance, | , Prop. 8.16 and Thm. 8.17]).

Proposition 11. If X is any cell complex with a free cellular Zo-action, then there exists an equivariant
map f: X — S*°. Moreover, any two equivariant maps fo, f1: X — S are equivariantly homotopic.

Any equivariant map f: X — S* induces a nontrivial equivariant chain map f;: Ci(X) — C.(S*).
A simple fact that will be crucial in what follows is that Proposition 11 has an analogue on the level of
chain maps.

We first recall the relevant notion of homotopy between chain maps: Let C.(X) and C.(Y) be
(singular or simplicial, say) chain complexes, and let ¢,1: C,(X) — C.(Y) be chain maps. A chain
homotopy n between ¢ and 1 is a family of homomorphisms 7;: C;(X) — C;4+1(Y") such that

@j — ;=0 omj+nj—1 005

for all 5.'2 If X and Y are Z,-spaces then a chain homotopy is called equivariant if it commutes with
the (chain maps induced by) the Zs-actions.'?

Lemma 12. If X is a cell complex with a free cellular Zs-action then any two nontrivial equivariant
chain maps p,1: C(X) — C.(S*) are equivariantly chain homotopic.**

Proof of Lemma 12. Let the Zs-action on X be given by the automorphism v: X — X. For each
dimension ¢ > 0, the action partitions the i-dimensional cells of X (the basis elements of C;(X)) into
pairs o, v (o). For each such pair, we arbitrarily pick one of the cells and call it the representative of the
pair.

We define the desired equivariant chain homotopy n between ¢ and v by induction on the dimension,
using the fact that all reduced homology groups of S® are zero.'”

We start the induction in dimension at j = —1 (and for convenience, we also use the convention that
all chain groups, chain maps, and n; are understood to be zero in dimensions ¢ < —1). Since we assume

12Here, we use subscripts and superscripts on the boundary operators to emphasize which dimension and which chain
complex they belong to; often, these indices are dropped and one simply writes ¢ — ¢ = 9n + nd.

13We also recall that if f,g X — Y are (equivariantly) homotopic then the induced chain maps are (equivariantly) chain
homotopic. Moreover, chain homotopic maps induce identical maps in homology and cohomology.

14We stress that we work with the cellular chain complex for X.

15This just mimics the argument for the existence of an equivariant homotopy, which uses the contractibility of S°°.



that both ¢ and v are nontrivial, we have that ¢ _1,9_1: C_1(X) — C_1(S*°) are identical, and we set
N-1: C_1(X) = Cp(S*) to be zero.

Next, assume inductively that equivariant homomorphisms 7;: C;(X) — C;(S*°) have already been

defined for ¢ < j and satisfy
i — i =mi—100+0domn; (1)
for all 7 < j (note that initially, this holds true for j = 0).

Suppose that o is a j-dimensional cell of X representing a pair ¢,v(c). Then do € C;_1(X), and so
nj—1(00) € C;(S*°) is already defined. We are looking for a suitable chain ¢ € Cj41(S*) which we can
take to be n;(o) in order to satisfy the chain homotopy relation (1) also for ¢ = j, such a chain ¢ has to
satisfy dc = b, where

b= @j(0) = 1;(0) —nj-1(9(0)).

To see that we can find such a ¢, we compute
b = 0pj(0) = (o) — 0n;—1(0(0))
= QDj_l(aO') — 'l/)j_l(a(f) — <§0j_1(80') — Ql)j_l(a(f) — 77]‘_2(880')) =0

Thus, b is a cycle, and since H;(S®) = 0, b is also a boundary. Pick an arbitrary chain ¢ € C;11(S>)
with Oc = b and set n;(0) := ¢ and n;(v(0)) := v4(c). We do this for all representative j-cells o and
then extend n; by linearity. By definition, 7; is equivariant and (1) is now satisfied also for ¢ = j. This
completes the induction step and hence the proof. O

Deleted products and Gauss maps. Let K be a simplicial complex. Then the Cartesian product
K x K is a cell complex whose cells are the Cartesian products of pairs of simplices of K. The (combi-
natorial) deleted product K of K is defined as the polyhedral subcomplex of K x K whose cells are the
products of vertex-disjoint pairs of simplices of K, i.e., K = {ox71:0,7€ K,oN7 =0} The deleted
product is equipped with a natural free Zs-action that simply exchanges coordinates, (x,y) — (y,x).
Note that this action is cellular since each cell ¢ x 7 is mapped to 7 X o.

Lemma 13. If f: |K| < R? is an embedding (or, more generally, an almost-embedding) then'S there
exists an equivariant map f: K — S41.

Proof. Define f (z,y) := % This map, called the Gauss map, is clearly equivariant. O

For the proof of Proposition 7, we use the following analogue of Lemma 13.

Lemma 14. Let K be a finite simplicial complex. Ifv: C.(K) — C.(R9) is a homological representation
then there is a nontrivial equivariant chain map (called the Gauss chain map) 7: C,(K) — C.(S?71).

The proof of this lemma is not difficult but a bit technical, so we postpone it until the end of this
section.

Obstructions. Here, we recall a standard method for proving the non-existence of equivariant maps
between Zs-spaces. The arguments are formulated in the language of cohomology, and, as we will see,
what they actually establish is the non-existence of nontrivial equivariant chain maps.

Let K be a finite simplicial complex and let K be its (combinatorial) deleted product. By Propo-
sition 11, there exists an equivariant map G : K — S°°, which is unique up to equivariant homotopy.
By factoring out the action of Zs, this induces a map Gr: K — RP*™ between the quotient spaces
K = K /75 and RP* = S> /Z, (the infinite-dimensional real projective space), and the homotopy class
of the map Gk depends only!” on K. Passing to cohomology, there is a uniquely defined induced
homomorphism

Gr: H*(RP®) —» H*(K).

16We remark that a classical result due to Haefliger and Weber | , ] asserts that if dim K < (2d — 3)/3 (the
so-called metastable range) then the existence of an equivariant map from K to S?~1 is also sufficient for the existence of
an embedding K < R? (outside the metastable range, this fails); see | | for further background.

17We stress that this does not mean that there is only one homotopy class of continuous maps K — RP>; indeed, there
exist such maps that do not come from equivariant maps K — S°°, for instance the constant map that maps all of K to a
single point.



It is known that H¢(RP*°) & Z, for every d > 0. Letting ¢? denote the unique generator of H%(RP>),
there is a uniquely defined cohomology class

0o?(K) == G (€%,

called the van Kampen obstruction (with Zs-coefficients) to embedding K into R?. For more details and
background regarding the van Kampen obstruction, we refer the reader to | ].

The basic fact about the van Kampen obstruction (and the reason for its name) is that K does not
embed (not even almost-embed) into R? if 0¢(K) # 0 (Proposition 4). This follows from Lemma 13 and
Part (a) of the following lemma:

Lemma 15. Let K be a simplicial complex and suppose that 0?(K) # 0.
(a) Then there is no equivariant map K — S41.

(b) In fact, there is no nontrivial equivariant chain map C,(K) — C, (S 1).

Together with Lemma 14, Part (b) of the lemma also implies Proposition 7, as desired. The simple
observation underlying the proof of Lemma 15 is the following

Observation 16. Suppose p: C*(IN() — Cy(S™) is a nontrivial equivariant chain map (not necessarily
induced by a continuous map). By factoring out the action of Zz, ¢ induces a chain map @: C\(K) —
C.(RP*). The induced homomorphism in cohomology

p*: H*(RP*®) - H*(K)
is equal to the homomorphism @2 used in the definition of the Van Kampen obstruction, hence in
particular
o’ (K) = 7" (£).
Proof. By Lemma 12, ¢ is equivariantly chain homotopic to the nontrivial equivariant chain map (Gk)y
induced by the map Gg. Thus, after factoring out the Zs-action, the chain maps ¥ and (Gg); from

Cy(K) to C.(RP>) are chain homotopic, and so induce identical homomorphisms in cohomology. O

Proof of Lemma 15. If there exists an equivariant map f: K — S9=1 then the induced chain map
fi: Cu(K) — C.(S?1) is equivariant and nontrivial, so (b) implies (a), and it suffices to prove the
former. _

Next, suppose for a contradiction that ¢: C,(K) — C,(S"1) is a nontrivial equivariant chain map.
Let i : S~1 — S denote the inclusion map, and let iy: C.(ST™1) — C.(S>) denote the induced
equivariant, nontrivial chain map. Then the composition ¢ = (i501)): Cy(K) — C,(S*) is also nontrivial
and equivariant, and so, by the preceding observation, for the induced homomorphism in cohomology,
we get

o!(K) = Tz o 0) (€)= 0" (7'(¢M) -

However, i (£4) € HYRP?™') = 0 (for reasons of dimension), hence 0%(K) = 0, contradicting our
assumption. O

Remark 17. The same kind of reasoning also yields the well-known Borsuk—Ulam Theorem, which
asserts that there is no equivariant map S? — S%~!, using the fact that the inclusion i: RP¢ — RP™
(induced by the equivariant inclusion i: S? — S°°) has the property that i (€%, the pullback of the
generator ¢¢ € HY(RP™), is nonzero.'® In fact, once again one gets a homological version of the Borsuk—
Ulam theorem for free: there is no nontrivial equivariant chain map C,(S%) — C,(S?1).

Proof of Lemma 10. It is not hard to see that the deleted product 0A441 = Ai;:l of the boundary of
(d + 1)-simplex is combinatorially isomorphic to the boundary of a certain convex polytope and hence
homeomorphic to S¢(respecting the antipodality action), see | , Exercise 5.4.3]. Thus, the assertion
04(0A441) # 0 follows immediately from the preceding remark (the homological proof of the Borsuk-—
Ulam theorem). Together with Proposition 7, this implies that there is no homological representation of
8Ad+1 in Rd. O

_ 18In fact, it is known that H*(RP>) is isomorphic to the polynomial ring Zz[¢], that H* (RP?) 2 Zo[€]/(£%F1), and that
i" is just the quotient map.




The proof of Proposition 7 is complete, except for the following:

Proof of Lemma 14. Once again, we essentially mimic the definition of the Gauss map on the level of
chains. There is one minor technical difficulty due to the fact that the cells of K are products of simplices,
whereas the singular homology of spaces is based on maps whose domains are simplices, not products of
simplices (this is the same issue that arises in the proof of Kiinneth-type formulas in homology).

Assume that v: C.(K) — C4(R?) is a homological representation. The desired nontrivial equivariant
chain map 7: C,(K) — C,(S%1) will be defined as the composition of three intermediate nontrivial
equivariant chain maps

e «@ B

C.(K) , D, C, (Rd) —

— o (ST,

Y=pgoBoa

These maps and intermediate chain complexes will be defined presently.

We define D, as a chain subcomplex of the tensor product C.(R%) @ C.(R%). The tensor product
chain complex has a basis consisting of all elements of the form s ® t, where s and t range over the
singular simplices of R%, and we take D, as the subcomplex spanned by all s ® ¢ for which s and t have
disjoint supports (note that D, is indeed a chain subcomplex, i.e., closed under the boundary operator,
since if s and ¢ have disjoint supports, then so do any pair of simplices that appear in the boundary of
s and of ¢, respectively). The chain complex C,(K) has a canonical basis consisting of cells o x 7, and
the chain map « is defined on these basis elements by “tensoring” v with itself, i.e.,

a(o x 7)== 7(0) @y(7).

Since « is nontrivial, so is «, the disjointness properties of « ensure that the image of o does indeed lie
in D,, and « is clearly Zs-equivariant.

Next, consider the Cartesian product R? x R? with the natural Zy-action given by flipping coordinates.
This action is not free since it has a nonempty set of fixed points, namely the “diagonal” A = {(z,z) :
x € R}, However, the action on R? x R? restricts to a free action on the subspace R? := (R% x R9) \ A
obtained by removing the diagonal (this subspace is sometimes called the topological deleted product of

R?). Moreover, there exists an equivariant map p: R? — S?~! defined as follows: we identify S?~! with

the unit sphere in orthogonal complement A+ = {(w, —w) € R? : w € R?} and take p: R% — S9! to be
the orthogonal projection onto A+ (which sends (z,y) to %(m —y,y — z)), followed by renormalizing,

1 _ _
p(ey) = 2ETVY "D qa1 AL

i@ —-yy—a)|

The map p is equivariant and so the induced chain map py is equivariant and nontrivial.

It remains to define 8: D, — C, (H@) For this, we use a standard chain map
EML: C,(R%) ® C,(R?) — C,(R? x RY),

sometimes called the Eilenberg—Mac Lane chain map, and then take 5 to be the restriction to D,.
Given a basis element s ® t of C.(R?) ® C.(R?), where s: A, — R% and t: A, — R? are singular
simplices, we can view s ® t as the map s ® t: A, x A, — R? x R? with (z,y) — (s(z),t(y)). This is
almost like a singular simplex in R? x R, except that the domain is not a simplex but a prism (product
of simplices). The Eilenberg—Mac Lane chain map is defined by prescribing a systematic and coherent
way of triangulating products of simplices A, x A, that is consistent with taking boundaries; then
EML(s®t) € Cpyq(RY x R?) is defined as the singular chain whose summands are the restrictions of the
map 0 ® 7: A, X A, to the (p + ¢)-simplices that appear in the triangulation of A, x A,. We refer to
[ ] for explicit formulas for the chain map EML. What is important for us is that the chain map
EML is equivariant and nontrivial. Both properties follow more or less directly from the construction
of the triangulation of the prisms A, x A,, which can be explained as follows: Implicitly, we assume
that the vertex sets {0,1,...,p} and {0,1,...,¢} are totally ordered in the standard way. The vertex
set of A, x Ay is the grid {0,1,...,p} x {0,1,...,¢}, on which we consider the coordinatewise partial



Figure 1: A simplex in a triangulation of A, x A, and its twin in Ay x A,,.

order defined by (z,y) < (2/,y') if z < 2/ and y < y’. Then the simplices of the triangulation are all
totally ordered subsets of this partial order. Thus, if o = {(x0,%0), (1,¥1), .-, (Zr,y,)} is a simplex that
appears in the triangulation of A, x A, then the simplex o = {(yo, %0), (y1,%1);- - -, (Yr, x,) } obtained by
flipping all coordinates appears in the triangulation of A, x A; see Figure 1. This implies equivariance
of EML (and it is nontrivial since it maps a single vertex to a single vertex). O

3 Helly-type theorems from non-embeddability

We derive Theorem 1 from obstructions to embeddability using a technique we learned from the work
of Matousek | ]. In this section, we illustrate this technique, which in fact already appears in the
classical proof of Helly’s convex theorem from Radon’s lemma, on a few examples, then formalize its
ingredients.

Notation. Given a set X we let 2% and ()k() denote, respectively, the set of all subsets of X (including
the empty set) and the set of all k-element subsets of X. If f: X — Y is an arbitrary map between
sets then we abuse the notation by writing f(S) for {f(s) | s € S} for any S C X; that is, we implicitly
extend f to a map from 2% to 2¥ whenever convenient.

3.1 Homotopic assumptions

Let F = {U,,Us, ..., U,} denote a family of subsets of R?. We assume that F has empty intersection and
that any proper subfamily of F has nonempty intersection. Our goal is to show how various conditions
on the topology of the intersections of the subfamilies of F imply bounds on the cardinality of F. For
any (possibly empty) proper subset I of [n] = {1,2,...,n} we write Uy for [ \1 Ui. We also put

_ _ Rd
Uy =R%

i€[n]

Path-connected intersections in the plane. Consider the case where d = 2 and the intersections
(G are path-connected for all subfamilies G C F. Since every intersection of n — 1 members of F is
nonempty, we can pick, for every i € [n], a point p; in Um. Moreover, as every intersection of n — 2
members of F is connected, we can connect any pair of points p; and p; by an arc s; ; inside Um We
thus obtain a drawing of the complete graph on [n] in the plane in a way that the edge between ¢ and
7 is contained in Um (see Figure 2). If n > 5 then the stronger form of non-planarity of K5 implies
that there exist two edges {4, j} and {k, ¢} with no vertex in common and whose images intersect (see
Proposition 4 and Lemma 5). Since Umﬂ UW = F = 0, this cannot happen and F has cardinality
at most 4.

[d/2]-connected intersections in RY. The previous argument generalizes to higher dimension as
follows. Assume that the intersections (|G are [d/2]-connected'’ for all subfamilies G C F. Then
we can build by induction a function f from the [d/2]-skeleton of A, _; to R? in a way that for any
simplex o, the image f(o) is contained in Uz. The previous case shows how to build such a function

9Recall that a set is k-connected if it is connected and has vanishing homotopy in dimension 1 to k.
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Figure 2: Two edges (arcs) with no common vertices intersect (in this case s1,4 and ss 5). The point in
the intersection then belongs to all sets in F.

from the 1-skeleton of A, ;. Assume that a function f from the ¢-skeleton of A,,_; is built. For every
(£ + 1)-simplex o of A,,_1, for every facet T of o, we have f(7) C Uz C Uz. Thus, the set

U r@

r facet of

is the image of an /-dimensional sphere contained in Uz, which is contractible. We can fill this sphere
by a (£ + 1)-dimensional ball contained in Uz, thus extending f to the (¢4 1)-skeleton of A,_;.

The Van Kampen-Flores theorem asserts that for any continuous function from ASZLQ to R?* there
exist two disjoint faces of Aé’,?ﬁ whose images intersect (see Proposition 4 and Lemma 5). So, if

n > 2[d/2] + 3, then there exist two disjoint simplices o and 7 of A;rf;//?ﬁz such that f(o) N f(7) is
nonempty. Since f(c) N f(7) is contained in Uz N U = (|F = 0, this is a contradiction and F has
cardinality at most 2[d/2] + 2.

By a more careful inspection of odd dimensions, the bound 2[d/2] + 2 can be improved to d + 2. We
skip this in homotopic setting, but we will do so in homological setting (which is stronger anyway); see

Corollary 18 below.

Contractible intersections. Of course, the previous argument works with other non-embeddability
results. For instance, if the intersections (| G are contractible for all subfamilies then the induction yields
a map f from the d-skeleton of A, _; to R? with the property that for any simplex o, the image f(o)
is contained in Uz. The topological Radon theorem | ] (see also | , Theorem 5.1.2]) states
that for any continuous function from Ay, to R? there exist two disjoint faces of Agy; whose images
intersect. So, if n > d + 2 we again obtain a contradiction (the existence of two disjoint simplices o and
7 such that f(o) N f(7) # @ whereas Uz N U= = [F = 0), and the cardinality of F must be at most
d+1.

3.2 From homotopy to homology

The previous reasoning can be transposed in homology as follows. Assume that for i = 0,1,...,k—1 and
all subfamilies G C F we have 3;((1G) = 0. We construct a nontrivial®’ chain map f from the simplicial

chains of Agﬁl to the singular chains of R? by increasing dimension:

e For every {i} C [n] we let p; € Um. This is possible since every intersection of n — 1 members of
F is nonempty. We then put f({i}) = p; and extend it by linearity into a chain map from Ago_)l to
R<. Notice that f is nontrivial and that for any 0-simplex o C [n], the support of (o) is contained

in UF.

e Now, assume, as an induction hypothesis, that there exists a nontrivial chain map f from the
simplicial chains of Afﬁl to the singular chains of R? with the property that for any (< ¢)-simplex

20See Definition 1.
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o C [n],¢ < k, the support of f(c) is contained in Uz. Let o be a (£ + 1)-simplex in Agfjll).

For every ¢-dimensional face 7 of o, the support of f(7) is contained in U= C Uz. It follows that
the support of f(do) is contained in Uz, which has trivial homology in dimension ¢ + 1. As a
consequence, f(0do) is a boundary in Uz. We can therefore extend f to every simplex of dimension
£+ 1 and then, by linearity, to a chain map from the simplicial chains of Agfll ) to the singular
chains of R?. This chain map remains nontrivial and, by construction, for any (< £+ 1)-simplex

o C [n], the support of f(o) is contained in Us.

If o and 7 are disjoint simplices of Aik_)l then the intersection of the supports of f(o) and f(7) is
contained in Uz NU= = (|F = () and these supports are disjoint. It follows that f is not only a nontrivial
chain map, but also a homological representation in R?. We can then use obstructions to the existence
of homological representations to bound the cardinality of F. Specifically, since we assumed that F has
empty intersection and any proper subfamily of F has nonempty intersection, Corollary 9 implies:

Corollary 18. Let F be a family of subsets of R% such that Bl(ﬂ G) =0 for every G C F and i =
0,1,...,[d/2] — 1. Then the Helly number of F is at most d + 2.

The homological Radon’s lemma (Lemma 10) yields (noting 0Ag4; = A&(Ql):
Corollary 19. Let F be a family of subsets of R% such that Bl(ﬂ G) =0 for every G C F and i =
0,1,...,d —1. Then the Helly number of F is at most d + 1.

Remark 20. The following modification of Remark 2(d) shows that the two previous statements are
sharp in various ways. First assume that for some values k, n there exists some embedding f of A;k_)l into

R?. Let K; be the simplicial complex obtained by deleting the ith vertex of Agi)l (as well as all simplices
using that vertex) and put U; := f(K;). The family F = {Uy,...,U,} has Helly number exactly n, since
it has empty intersection and all its proper subfamilies have nonempty intersection. Moreover, for every
G C F, NG is the image through f of the k-skeleton of a simplex on |F \ G| vertices, and therefore
Bz(ﬂ G)=0forevery GC Fandi=0,...,k— 1. Now, such an embedding exists for:

k=d and n =d+ 1, as the d-dimensional simplex easily embeds into R?. Consequently, the bound of
d + 1 is best possible under the assumptions of Corollary 19.

k=d—1and n=d+2, as we can first embed the (d — 1)-skeleton of the d-simplex linearly, then add
an extra vertex at the barycenter of the vertices of that simplex and embed the remaining faces
linearly. This implies that if we relax the condition of Corollary 19 by only controlling the first
d — 2 Betti numbers then the bound of d + 1 becomes false. It also implies that the bound of d 4 2
is best possible under (a strengthening of) the assumptions of Corollary 18.

(Recall that, as explained in Remark 2(d), the [d/2] — 1 in the assumptions of Corollary 18 cannot be
reduced without allowing unbounded Helly numbers.)

Constrained chain map. Let us formalize the technique illustrated by the previous example. We
focus on the homological setting, as this is what we use to prove Theorem 1, but this can be easily
transposed in homotopy.

Considering a slightly more general situation, we let F = {Uy,Us, ..., U,} denote a family of subsets
of some topological space R. As before for any (possibly empty) proper subset I of [n] = {1,2,...,n}
we write Ut for (;c,,\; Ui and we put Uy = R.

Let K be a simplicial complex and let 7 : C,,(K) — C«(R) be a chain map from the simplicial chains
of K to the singular chains of R. We say that v is constrained by (F,®) if:

(i) @ is a map from K to 2"} such that ®(c N 7) = ®(0) N ®(7) for all 0,7 € K and ®(B) = (.
(ii) For any simplex o € K, the support of v(o) is contained in U@'

See Figure 3. We also say that a chain map v from K is constrained by F if there exists a map ®
such that v is constrained by (F,®). In the above constructions, we simply set ® to be the identity.
As we already saw, constrained chain maps relate Helly numbers to homological representations (see
Definition 1) via the following observation:

12
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Figure 3: An example of a constrained map v: K — R2. A label at a face o of K denotes ®(c). Note, for
example, that the support of v({a, b, c}) needn’t be a triangle since we work with chain maps. Constrains
by ® mean that a set U; must contain cover images of all faces without label i. It is demonstrated by
Us and Ug for example.

Lemma 21. Let v: C.(K) — C.(R) be a nontrivial chain map constrained by F. If | F = 0 then ~y is
a homological representation of K.

Proof. Let ® : K — 2" be such that v is constrained by (F,®). Since v is nontrivial, it remains to
check that disjoint simplices are mapped to chains with disjoint support. Let ¢ and 7 be two disjoint
simplices of K. The supports of v(o) and y(7) are contained, respectively, in Um and Um, and

o) ! U@ = Ucp(a)mep(r) = L‘P(aﬂr) = UW =U5= ﬂ]:-

Therefore, if (| F = () then v is a homological representation of K. O

3.3 Relaxing the connectivity assumption

In all the examples listed so far, the intersections (| G must be connected. Matousek [ ] relaxed this
condition into “having a bounded number of connected components”, the assumptions then being on the
topology of the components, by using Ramsey’s theorem. The gist of our proof is to extend his idea to
allow a bounded number of homology classes not only in the first dimension but in any dimension. Let
us illustrate how Matousek’s idea works in two dimension:

Theorem 22 (| , Theorem 2 with d = 2]). For every integer b there is an integer h(b) with the
following property. If F is a finite family of subsets of R? such that the intersection of any subfamily has
at most b path-connected components, then the Helly number of F is at most h(b).

Let us fix b from above and assume that for any subfamily G C F the intersection (|G consists of at
most b path-connected components and that (| F = (. We start, as before, by picking for every i € [n],
a point p; in Um. This is possible as every intersection of n — 1 members of F is nonempty. Now, if
we consider some pair of indices ¢, j € [n], the points p; and p; are still in Um but may lie in different
connected components. It may thus not be possible to connect p; to p; inside Um. If we, however,
consider b+ 1 indices 41,42, ...,%p41 then all the points p;,, ps,, ..., s, arein Um which has
at most b connected components, so at least one pair among of these points can be connected by a path
inside Um Thus, while we may not get a drawing of the complete graph on n vertices we can
still draw many edges.

To find many vertices among which every pair can be connected we will use the hypergraph version

of the classical theorem of Ramsey:
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Theorem 23 (Ramsey | ). For any z, y and z there is an integer R, (y,z) such that any x-
uniform hypergraph on at least R, (y, z) vertices colored with at most y colors contains a subset of z
vertices inducing a monochromatic sub-hypergraph.

From the discussion above, for any b+1 indices i1 < i < ... < ip11 there exists a pair {k, ¢} € ([b;”) such
that p;, and p;, can be connected inside U{i1 Let us consider the (b + 1)-uniform hypergraph

[PTRRR T
on [n] and color every set of indices i; < i3 < ... < ip41 by one of the pairs in ([b'gl]) that can be

connected inside Um (if more than one pair can be connected, we pick one arbitrarily). Let ¢

be some integer to be fixed later. By Ramsey’s theorem, if n > Ry ((b'gl),t) then there exist a pair

{k, 0} € ("T1) and a subset T' C [n] of size t with the following property: for any (b+ 1)-element subset
S C T, the points whose indices are the kth and fth indices of S can be connected inside Usg.

Now, let us set t = 5 + (g) (b—1) = 10b — 5. We claim that we can find five indices in T', denoted
i1,12,...,15, and, for each pair {i,,4,} among these five indices, some (b + 1)-element subset @, , C T
with the following properties:

(i) 4, and i, are precisely in the kth and ¢th position in Q,, ., and
(ii) for any 1 <wu,v,u,v" <5, QuuNQu = {Gu, i} N{iy, v}

We first conclude the argument, assuming that we can obtain such indices and sets. Observe that from
the construction of T, the i,’s and the @, ,’s we have the following property: for any w,v € [5], we can
connect p;, and p;, inside UQu This gives a drawing of K5 in the plane. Since K3 is not planar, there

exist two edges with no vertex in common, say {u,v} and {u’,v'}, that cross. This intersection point
must lie in

T T — JL — T — A —
LQu‘v m LQu/,v/ - LQu,UnQu/,U/ - L{iu,iv}ﬁ{iu/,iv/} - UQ) - ﬂf - ®7
a contradiction. It must then be that the assumption that n > Ryi; ((b;rl),t> is false and F has

cardinality at most R4 ((bgl), 106 — 5) — 1, which is our h(b).

The selection trick. It remains to derive the existence of the ¢,’s and the @, ,’s. It is perhaps better
to demonstrate the method on a simple example to develop some intuition before we formalize it.

Exvample. Let us fix b = 4 and {k, ¢} = {2,3} € (*]']). We first make a ‘blueprint’ for the construction
inside the rational numbers. For any two indices u,v € [5] we form a set Q;,, € Q of size b+1 =5
by adding three rational numbers (different from 1,...,5) to the set {u,v} in such a way that {u,v}
appear on the 2nd and the 3rd position of @, . For example, we can set Q} 4 to be {0.5;1;4;4.7;5.13}.
Apart from this we require that we add a different set of rational numbers for each {u,v}. Thus
wo N Qv = {u, v} N {u/;v'}. Our blueprint now appears inside the set 7" := |, ., ., <5 Q4,5 nOte
that both this set 7" and the set T inside which we search for the sets @, , have 35 elements. To
obtain the required indices ¢,, and sets @, , it remains to consider the unique strictly increasing bijection
mo: T" — T and set iy, := mo(u) and Qu o := mo(Q;, ,)-
The general case. Let us now formalize the generalization of this trick that we will use to prove Theorem 1.
Let @ be a subset of [w]. If e; < ey < ... < e, are the elements of a totally ordered set W then we call
{ei : i € Q} the subset selected by Q in W.

Lemma 24. Let 1 < g < w be integers and let Q be a subset of [w] of size q. Let' Y and Z be two finite
totally ordered sets and let Ay, Ag, ..., A, be q-element subsets of Y. If |Z| > |Y| + r(w — q), then there
exist an injection w1 Y — Z and r subsets Wy, Wy, ..., W, € (5) such that for every i € [r], Q selects
m(A;) in W;. We can further require that W; "\ W; = w(A; N A;) for any two i,j € [r], i # j.

Proof. Let my denote the monotone bijection between Y and [|[Y]]. For i € [r] we let D, denote a set of
w — ¢ rationals, disjoint from [|Y]], such that @ selects mo(4;) in D; U mg(A4;). We further require that
the D, are pairwise disjoint, and put Z’ = [|Y]] U (Uie[r] Di). Since |Z] > Y| + r(w — ¢) = |Z'| there
exists a strictly increasing map v : Z/ — Z. We set w := v omy and W; := v(D; Umg(4;)) € (i) The
desired condition is satisfied by this choice. See Figure 4. O

14



Y A Z

Figure 4: Tllustration for the proof of Lemma 24. We assume that w =4 and Q = {1, 3,4}.

4 Constrained chain maps and Helly number

We now generalize the technique presented in Section 3 to obtain Helly-type theorems from non-
embeddability results. We will construct constrained chain maps for arbitrary complexes. As above,
F ={U1,Us,...,U,} denotes a family of subsets of some topological space R and for I C [n] we keep
the notation U7 as used in the previous section. Note that although so far we only used the reduced Betti
numbers 3, in this section it will be convenient to work with standard (non-reduced) Betti numbers 3,
starting with the following proposition.

Proposition 25. For any finite simplicial complex K and integer b there exists a constant hx (b) such
that the following holds. For any finite family F of at least hx (b) subsets of a topological space R such
that (G # 0 and B; (NG) < b for any G C F and any 0 < i < dim K, there ezists a nontrivial chain map
v : Cu(K) — Ci(R) that is constrained by F.

The case K = A;]I?er with k& = [d/2] and R = R?, of Proposition 25 implies Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let b and d be fixed integers, let k = [d/2] and let K = Ag;)_w Let hx(b+ 1)
denote the constant from Proposition 25 (we plug in b 4+ 1 because we need to switch between reduced
and non-reduced Betti numbers). Let F be a finite family of subsets of R% such that 3; (N G) < b for any
G C Fand every 0 < i < dimK = [d/2] — 1, in particular 3; ((1G) < b+ 1 for such G. Let F* denote
an inclusion-minimal sub-family of F with empty intersection: (| F* = @ and ((F* \ {U}) # 0 for any
U € F*. If F* has size at least h (b+ 1), it satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 25 and there exists
a nontrivial chain map from K that is constrained by F*. Since F* has empty intersection, this chain
map is a homological representation by Lemma 21. However, no such homological representation exists
by Corollary 8, so F* must have size at most hx(b+ 1) — 1. As a consequence, the Helly number of F
is bounded and the statement of Theorem 1 holds with h(b,d) = hx(b+ 1) — 1. O

The rest of this section is devoted to prove Proposition 25. We proceed by induction on the dimension of
K, Section 4.1 settling the case of 0-dimensional complexes and Section 4.3 showing that if Proposition 25
holds for all simplicial complexes of dimension i then it also holds for all simplicial complexes of dimension
i+ 1. As the proof of the induction step is quite technical, as a warm-up, we provide the reader with a
simplified argument for the induction step from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = 1 in Section 4.2. We let V(K) and v(K)
denote, respectively, the set of vertices and the number of vertices of K.
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Figure 5: Injecting V(K) into V(A;) by f in a way that the constrained chain map + from V(A;) (top)
can give rise to a constrained chain map from V(K) (bottom); for the sake of illustration we use maps
instead of chain maps. The situation considered here is simple, for instance 7’(a + b) is a boundary in
Ustanp 5© 7' o f; can be extended to the edge {f~!(a), f~1(b)} of K. Note that if we wanted to use
the edge ad, since 7'(a + d) is not a boundary in Um we would need to add “dummy” elements to

U({a,d}).

4.1 Initialization (dim K = 0)

If K is a O-dimensional simplicial complex then Proposition 25 holds with hg (b) = v(K). Indeed, consider
a family F of at least v(K) subsets of R such that all proper subfamilies have nonempty intersection.
We enumerate the vertices of K as {vi,va,...,v,k)} and define ®({v;}) = {i}; in plain English, ® is a
bijection between the set of vertices of K and {1,2,...,v(K)}. We first define v on K by mapping every
vertex v € K to a point p(v) € Ug(py» then extend it linearly into a chain map v : Co (K) = Co(R). Tt
is clear that  is nontrivial and constrained by (F, ®), so Proposition 25 holds when dim K = 0.

4.2 Principle of the induction mechanism (dim K = 1)

As a warm-up, we now prove Proposition 25 for 1-dimensional simplicial complexes. While this merely
amounts to reformulating Matousek’s proof for embeddings [ | in the language of chain maps, it
still introduces several key ingredients of the induction while avoiding some of its complications. To
avoid further technicalities, we use the non-reduced version of Betti numbers here.

Let K be a 1-dimensional simplicial complex with vertices {vy, v, ... ,’UU(K)} and assume that F is a
finite family of subsets of a topological space R such that for any G C F, (G # 0 and 8y (NG) < b. Let
s € N denote some parameter, to be fixed later. We assume that the cardinality of F is large enough
(as a function of s) so that, as argued in Subsection 4.1, there exist a bijection ¥ : AD [s + 1]
and a nontrivial chain map +' : C, (AS’)) — C,(R) constrained by (F,¥). We extend ¥ to A by
putting ¥(c) = Uye,P(v) for any o € Ay and ¥(P) = . Remark that for any 0,7 € A; we have
U(oNnT)=T(c)NT(T).

We now look for an injection f of V/(K) into V(A,) such that the chain map 7o fy: C,.(K(®) — C,(R)
can be extended into a chain map v : C,(K) — C.(R) constrained by F. Let e = {u,v} be an edge in
K. If we could arrange that 7'(f(u) + f(v)) is a boundary in Um then we could simply define
v(e) to be a chain in Usttra 7y Pounded by v (f(u) + f(v)) (see Figure 5). Unfortunately this is
too much to ask but we can still follow the Ramsey-based approach of Subsection 3.3: we add “dummy”
vertices to {W({f(u), f(v)})} to obtain a set We such that v'(f(u) + f(v)) is a boundary in Uy If
we use different dummy vertices for distinct edges then setting y(e) to be a chain in Uz bounded by
v (f(w) + f(v)) still yields a chain map constrained by F. We spell out the details in four steps.
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Step 1. Any set S of 2° + 1 vertices of A, contains two vertices ug,vg € S such that ¥ (us + vg) is
a boundary in UW.M Indeed, first notice that for any w € S, the support of 4/(u) is contained
in UW' The assumption on F about bounded Betti numbers of intersections of subfamilies of
F then ensures that there are at most 2° distinct elements®? in HO(UW). Thus, there are two
vertices ug,vs € S such that v/ (ug) and +/(vg) are in the same homology class in HO(UW).
Since we consider homology with coefficients over Zs, the sum of two chains that are in the same
homology class is always a boundary. In particular, v'(ugs + vs) = 7' (ug) + 7' (vg) is a boundary
in UW

Step 2. We use Ramsey’s theorem (Theorem 23) to ensure a uniform “2-in-(2° 4 1)” selection. Let ¢
be some parameter to be fixed in Step 3 and let H denote the (2° + 1)-uniform hypergraph with

b
vertex set V(Ay). For every hyperedge S € H there exists (by Step 1) a pair Qg € ([2 ;1]) that
selects a pair whose sum is mapped by 7' to a boundary in UW' We color H by assigning to every

hyperedge S the “color” Qg. Ramsey’s theorem thus ensures that if s > Ros ((Qb;'l),t) then

there exist a set T of ¢ vertices of Ay and a pair Q* € ([Qb;”) so that Q* selects in any S € (21721)
a pair {ug,vs} such that v'(us + vg) is a boundary in Ug(sy-

Step 3. Now, let r be the number of edges of K and let 01,09, ..., 0, denote the edges of K. We define

hi(b) = Rosq <(2b2+ 1) r(20 — 1) + U(K)) +1

and we assume that s > hx (b) — 1. We set the parameter ¢ introduced in Step 2 to t = (2> — 1) +
v(K). We can now apply Lemma 24 with Y = V(K), Z =T, q¢=2, w =2+ 1, and A; = o; for
i € [r]. As a consequence, there exist an injection f : V(K) — T and Wy, Ws,..., W, in (2177-;1)
such that (i) for each i, Q* selects f(o;) in W;, and (ii) W; N W, = f(o; No;) for i,j € [r],i # j.

Step 4. We define ® by

o) =0
d({v;}) = V(f(v)) fori=1,2,...,0(K)
O(o;) = (W) fori=1,2,...,r

We define v over the vertices of K by putting v(v) = v/(f(v)) for any v € V(K). Now remark
that for any edge o; = {u,v} of K, 7/(f(u) + f(v)) is a boundary in Uggwys this follows from the
definition of T and the fact that Q* selects {f(u), f(v)} in W;. We can therefore define v({u,v})
to be some (arbitrary) chain in Uggw,y with boundary v (f(u) + f(v)). We then extend this map

linearly into a chain map v : C,(K) — C«(R).

To concludes the proof of Proposition 25 for 1-dimensional complexes it remains to check that the
chain map 7 and the function ¢ defined in Step 4 have the desired properties.

Observation 26. 7 is a nontrivial chain map constrained by (F,®).

Proof. First, it is clear from the definition that v is a chain map. Moreover, the definition of 7/ ensures
that for every vertex v € K the support of v(v) is a finite set of points with odd cardinality. So ~ is
indeed a nontrivial chain map.

The map ® is from K to 2571 and ®(0) is by definition the empty set. The next property to check
is that the identity ®(cN7) = (o) N®(7) holds for all 0,7 € K. When o and 7 are vertices this follows
from the injectivity of ¥ and f. When o and 7 are edges this follows from the same identity for ¥ and

21'We could require that v’ sends every vertex to a point in UW’ i.e. is a chain map induced by a map, and simply argue

that since UW has at most b connected components, any b+ 1 vertices of Ag contains some pair that can be connected

inside UW' This argument does not, however, work in higher dimension. Since Section 4.2 is meant as an illustration of
the general case, we choose to follow the general argument.

22HO(UW) ~ 75" for some m < b.
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the fact that Step 4 guaranteed that W; N W; = f(o; No;) for 4,5 € [r],i # j. The remaining case is
when o = 0, is an edge and 7 is a vertex. Then, by construction, 7 € o; if and only if f(r) € W;, and

®(a) () = ww) nw(r() = wwin o) = {0 O EE e,

It remains to check that for any simplex o € K, the support of (o) is contained in U@. When
o = {v} is a vertex then (o) = +/(f(v)). Since 7' is constrained by (F, ¥), the support of v/(f(v)) is
contained in UW = Um, so the property holds. When o = o; is an edge, vy(0;) is, by construction,

a chain in UW = UW and the property also holds. O]

4.3 The induction

Let k > 2, let K be a simplicial complex of dimension k& and assume that Proposition 25 holds for all
simplicial complexes of dimension k — 1 or less. Let F be a finite family of subsets of a topological space
R such that for any G C F and any 0 < ¢ <k —1, (G # 0 and 3; (NG) < b. We want to construct,
assuming F contains sufficiently many sets, a nontrivial chain map v : C.(K) — C,(R) constrained
by F.

Preliminary example. When going from k& = 0 to k = 1, the first step (as described in Section 4.2)
is to start with a constrained chain map +' : C,(K(®) — C,(R) and observe that for some 1-simplices
{u,v} € K the chain v/ (0{u,v}) must already be a boundary. To
see that this is not the case in general, consider the drawing of
Agl) in an annulus depicted in the figure on the left. Observe
that for every triangle {i,j,k} € Af) the image, in this drawing,
of 9{i,j,k} is a cycle going around the hole of the annulus and
is therefore not a boundary. So, if we start with a chain map +/
corresponding to that drawing, we will not be able to extend it by
“filling” any triangle directly. This is not a peculiar example, and
a similar construction can easily be done with arbitrarily many
vertices. Observe, though, that the cycle going from 1 to 2, then
4, then 3 and then back to 1 is a boundary; in other words, if we
replace, in the triangle 9{1,2,3}, the edge from 2 to 3 by the concatenation of the edges from 2 to 4

and from 4 to 3, we build, using a chain map of Afll) where no 2-face can be filled, a chain map of Ag)
where the 2-face can be filled. We systematize this observation using the barycentric subdivision of K.

Barycentric subdivision. The idea behind the notion of barycentric subdivision is that the geometric
realization of a simplicial complex K’ can be subdivided by inserting a vertex at the barycentre of every
face, resulting in a new, finer, simplicial complex, denoted sd K/, that is still homeomorphic to K.
Formally, the vertices of sd K’ consist of the faces of K’, except for the empty face, and the faces of
sd K’ are the collections {o71,...,0,} of faces of K’ such that

DEor Coa G G ot

In other words, the set of vertices of sd K’ is K’ \ {0} and the faces of sd K’ are the chains of K’ \ {0}.
For o € K’ we abuse the notation and let sd ¢ denote the subdivision of ¢ regarded as a subcomplex of
sd K’, that is,

sdo={{o1,..., 00 CK :0#01C02C - S o, Co}.

We will mostly manipulate barycentric subdivision through the sd o. For further reading on barycentric
subdivisions we refer the reader, for example, to | , Section 1.7].

Overview of the construction of v. Let s € N be some parameter depending on K and to be
determined later. To construct v we will define three auxiliary chain maps

c (K60) s o () o (arn) 2D am)

S
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As before, 7' is a chain map from C, (Agkil)) constrained by F and is obtained by applying the induction

hypothesis. Unlike in Section 4.2, we do not inject the vertices of K in those of A directly but proceed
through sd K, the barycentric subdivision of K. We “inject” K*~1) into sd K*~ by means of a chain
map «. We then construct an injection 3 of the vertices of sd K into the vertices of A; which we extend
linearly into a chain map By. The key idea is the following:

The boundary of any k-simplex o of K is mapped, under «, to a sum of k! boundaries of
k-simplices of sd K, all of which are mapped through 84 to chains with the same homology
in some appropriate U

Since k! is even and we consider homology with coefficients in Zo, it follows that 7' o 54 0 a(0) is a

boundary in Ugr—. We therefore construct v as an extension of v oByoa.

Definition of +'. Since Agkil) has dimension k£ — 1, the induction hypothesis ensures that if the
cardinality of F is large enough then there exists a nontrivial chain map ~' : C'*(Agk_l)) — Cy(R)
constrained by F. We denote by ¥ a map such that 4’ is constrained by (F, ¥). Remark that ¥ must

be monotone over A¥ Y as for any 0 C 7 € AP e have V(o) =T(oNT)="Y(o)NY(r) C U(r).
It follows that for any o € Agk_l) we have

vo)= (J ¥
reA Y rCo

We use this identity to extend ¥ to Ag, that is we define:

vACV(A), WA= ) w.

real =Y rca

Remark that the extended map still commutes with the intersection:
Lemma 27. For any A, B C V(A;) we have U(A)N¥(B) = V(AN B).
Proof. For any A, B C V(A,) we have

W(A)NU(B) = U U(o) | N U W(T)

ceal* Y oca reA* D rcB

Distributing the union over the intersections we get

V(A)NU(B) = U U(o)NU(r)
O’,TEAikil) ,oCA,7CB

and as U(oc N 1) =¥(o) NU(7) if o, 7 are simplices of A%V this rewrites as

V(A)NT(B) = U T(oNT).
U,TEAgkil),o’gA,‘rgB
Finally, observing that

{onr:oreAl VD ocArCB={0:9e Al 9C ANB}

we get
T(A)NY(B) = U U(9) = U(ANB)
9eAF ™D wyCcANB

which proves the desired identity. O
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> or
a(a(j) T€sd o
dim r=dim o

Figure 6: The map « applied to a simplex o (left) and to do (right). Significant parts of the boundaries
Ot cancel out.

Definition of a. Now we define a chain map o : C, (K*~Y) — C, (sd K*~V) by first putting

a:oe K*E1D Z T,
TE€sd o
dim 7=dim o
and then extending that map linearly to C., (K(kfl)). See Figure 6. Remark that a behaves nice with
respect to the differential:
a(0o) = Z or.

T€sd o
dim 7=dim o

Note that the formula above makes sense and is valid even if ¢ is a k-simplex although we define « only
up to dimension k — 1.

Definition of 8. We now construct the injection 8 : V(sd K) — V(A;) and, for constraining purposes,
an auxiliary function s associating to every k-dimensional simplex of K some simplex of A;. We want
these functions to satisfy:

(P1) For any simplex 0 € K, k(o) NIm 5 = B(V(sdo)).
(P2) For any k-simplices 0,7 € K, k(o) Nk(T) = B(V(sdo)) N B(V(sdT)).

(P3) For any k-simplex 0 € K, when 7 ranges over all k-simplices of sd o, all chains 4" o 5;(97) have
support in UW and are in the same homology class in H k,l(Um).

The intuition behind these properties is that x(o) should augment 5(V (sd o)) by “dummy” vertices (P1)
in a way that distinct simplices use disjoint sets of “dummy” vertices (P2). Property (P3), will allow
building v over k-simplices as explained in the preceding overview.

We start the construction of 8 and x with a combinatorial lemma. Let ¢ = 25+ — 1 stand for the
number of vertices of the barycentric subdivision of a k-dimensional simplex, and set m = Ry.1(2°, ).

Claim 1. For any integer t, if s > R, ((7),15) then there exist a set T of t vertices of Ag and a set

Q* € ([TZ]) such that Q* selects in any M € (fl) a subset Ly with the following property: when o
ranges over all k-simplices of As with o C Ly, all chains +'(0o) are in the same homology class in

Hy (UW)

Proof. Let M be a subset of m vertices of A;. Since 4’ is constrained by (F, W), for every k-simplex
o C M the support of 7/(do) is contained in U\p(ao) C U\p(a) - U\I,(M). We can therefore color the
(k + 1)-uniform hypergraph on M by assigning to every hyperedge o the homology class of 7/(9c) in

Um. Since Br_1 (UW) < b, there are at most 2° colors in this coloring. As m = Ry.;(2%,¢),
Ramsey’s Theorem implies that there exists a subset L C M of ¢ vertices inducing a monochromatic
hypergraph. We let Q) denote an element of (") that selects such a subset L.

It remains to find a subset T of vertices of A so that all m-element subsets M C T give rise to the
same @ps. This is done by another application of Ramsey’s theorem to the m-uniform hypergraph on
the vertices of Ay where each hyperedge M is colored by the f-element subset ;. The subset T can

have size t as soon as s > R,, ((?),t), which proves the statement. O]
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Now, back to the construction of 8 and k. We first want a subset of V' (A;) with a “uniform ¢-in-m
selection” property of Claim 1 large enough that we can inject V(sd K) using Lemma 24. We set:

t=v(sdK)+r(m—f) and s* =R, ((?)t) ,

and assume that s > s*; since s* only depends on b and K, this merely requires that F is large enough,
again as a function of b and K, so that ' still exists. We let T and Q* denote the subset of V(Ay)
and the element of ([?]) whose existence follows from applying Claim 1. Let o1,09,...,0, denote the
k-dimensional simplices of K. We apply Lemma 24 with

Y=V(sdK), Z=T, A;=V(sdo;), gq=¢ and w=m,

and obtain an injection 7 : Y — Z and Wy, W, ..., W, € (Ti) such that (i) for every i < r, Q* selects
w(A;) in W;, and (ii) for any ¢ # j <r, W; N W; = n(A4; N A;). This injection 7 is our map S and we
put k(o;) = W;. Tt is clear that Property (P1) holds, and since

Ii(Ui) n H(Uj) = Wz N Wj = 7T(AZ N A]) = ﬂ(V(Sdgl) n V(SdO’j)) = B(V(Sdo’z)) M ﬁ(V(Sde)),

Property (P2) also holds. The set @* selects 7(A;) in W; (Lemma 24) so Claim 1 ensures that when 7
ranges over all k-simplices of Ay with 7 C m(A;), all chains 4/(97) have support in U,y and are in
the same homology class in Hy_1 (Ui) Substituting m(A;) = B(V(sdo;)) and W; = k(0;), we see

T (W;)
that (P3) holds.

Construction of 7. Recall that we have the chain maps?*:

/

C, (K““*l)) NG ((de)Wl)) P g (Agk*1>)7—> C.(R).

We define v = v’ o By o a as a chain map from C, (K(kfl)) to Cix(R). Let o be a k-dimensional simplex
of K. From the definition of o we have

v (0o) = Z 7' o By (7).

T€sd o
dim 7=dim o

By property (P3), all summands in the above chain have support in UW and belong to the same

homology class in Hy_1 (UW) There is an even number of summands, namely k! and we are using

homology over Zs, so 7' o B4 o (o) has support in UW and is a boundary in UW. We can
therefore extend + into a chain map from C,(K) to Cx(R) in a way that for any k-simplex o of K, the
support of v(o) is contained in UW'

Properties of 7. If v is a vertex of K then sdv consists of a single simplex, also a vertex. The chain
a(v) thus consists of a single term, with support a vertex of sd K, and the support of f; o a(v) is a
single vertex, 3(sd v). Since 4’ is nontrivial, the support of v(v) is an odd number of points and ~ is also
nontrivial. It remains to argue that +y is constrained by (F, ®) where:

K — 2F
D U(B(V(sdo))) if dimo<k-1
= { U(k(o)) if dimo =k

It is clear that ®(0)) = ¥ (@) = () by definition of ¥. Also, the construction of v immediately ensures that
for any o € K the support of (o) is contained in Usiy- To conclude the proof that v is constrained by

(F,®) and therefore the induction it only remains to check that ® commutes with the intersection:

Claim 2. For any o,7 € K, ®(cN7) = d(0) N P(7).

23y is the chain map induced by 3 restricted to chains of dimension at most (k — 1).
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Proof. The claim is obvious for ¢ = 7, so from now on assume that this is not the case. First assume
that o and 7 have dimension at most £ — 1. Then,

(o) N@(7) = ¥(B(V(sd0))) NE(B(V(sdT))) = W(B(V(sd o)) N B(V(sdT))),

the last equality following from Lemma 27. Since the map S on subsets of V(Ay) is induced by a map /3
on vertices of Ay we have S(V(sdo)) N B(V(sd7)) = B(V(sdo) NV (sdT)). Moreover, by the definition
of the barycentric subdivision we have V(sdo) NV (sd7) = V(sd(c N 7)). Thus,

Y(B(V(sdo)) N B(V(sdT))) = ¥(B(V(sd(o NT)))) = (e NT),
and the statement holds for simplices of dimension at most k& — 1.
Now assume that o and 7 are both k-dimensional so that
®(0) NO(7) = ¥(k(0)) N¥(k(T)) = ¥(k(o) Nk(T)) = ¥(B(V(sdo)) N B(V(sdT))),

the last identity following from Property (P2) of the map k. Again, from the definition of 5 and the
barycentric subdivision we have

B(V(sdo)) NV (sdr)) = B(V(sd(o N 7))

We thus obtain
D(o)NP(1)=TVoBoV(sdlonT)) =P(cNT),

the last identity following from the definition of ® on simplices of dimension at most k—1. The statement
also holds for simplices of dimension k.

Finally assume that ¢ and 7 are of dimension k and at most k — 1 respectively. Then, applying
Lemma 27 we have:

O(0) N®(7) = U(r(0)) NW(B(V(sdT))) = ¥(k(o) N BV (sdT))).
Note that (V(sd 7)) C Im § and that, by property (P1), x(0) NIm 5 = §(V(sdo)). We thus have
k(o)N BV (sdT)) =B(V(sdo)) NB(V(sdT)) = B(V(sd(o NT))),

the last equality following, again, from the definition of barycentric subdivision. As ¢ N7 has dimension
at most k — 1 we have
P(o)NO(1) =T(B(V(sdleNT))))=P(cNT)

and the statement holds for the last case. O

References

[Ame94] N. Amenta. Helly-type theorems and generalized linear programming. Discrete & Computa-
tional Geometry, 12:241-261, 1994.

[Ame96] N. Amenta. A new proof of an interesting Helly-type theorem. Discrete & Computational
Geometry, 15:423-427, 1996.

[BB79] E. G. Bajmdéezy and I. Bardny. On a common generalization of Borsuk’s and Radon’s theorem.
Acta Math. Acad. Sci. Hungar., 34(3-4):347-350, 1979.

[Bj603]  A. Bjorner. Nerves, fibers and homotopy groups. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A,
102(1):88-93, 2003.

[BKKO02] M. Bestvina, M. Kapovich, and B. Kleiner. Van Kampen’s embedding obstruction for discrete
groups. Invent. Math., 150(2):219-235, 2002.

[Bor48] K. Borsuk. On the imbedding of systems of compacta in simplicial complexes. Fundamenta
Mathematicae, 35:217-234, 1948.

22



[CGG12]

[Deb70]

[Eck93]

[Flo33]

[GDRO5)

[Hae63]

[Hat02]
[Hel23]

[Hel30]

[KMOS]

[Koz08]

[Mat97]

[Mat03]
[Mel09]

[Mon13]

[Mung4]

[Ram29]

[Sko0g]

[Soa04]

[SW92]

[Tan13]

[vK32]

E. Colin de Verdiere, G. Ginot, and X. Goaoc. Multinerves and Helly numbers of acyclic
families. In Proceedings of the 2012 symposium on Computational Geometry, SoCG ’12, pages
209-218, 2012. http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.6006.

H. Debrunner. Helly type theorems derived from basic singular homology. American Mathe-
matical Monthly, 77:375-380, 1970.

J. Eckhoff. Helly, Radon and Caratheodory type theorems. In J. E. Goodman and J. O’Rourke,
editors, Handbook of Convex Geometry, pages 389-448. North Holland, 1993.

A. L Flores. Uber die Existenz n-dimensionaler Komplexe, die nicht in den R2" topologisch
einbettbar sind. Ergeb. Math. Kollogu., 5:17-24, 1933.

R. Gonzilez-Diaz and P. Real. Simplification techniques for maps in simplicial topology. J.
Symb. Comput., 40:1208-1224, October 2005.

A. Haefliger. Plongements différentiables dans le domaine stable. Comment. Math. Helv.,
37:155-176, 1962/1963.

A. Hatcher. Algebraic topology. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2002.

E. Helly. Uber Mengen konvexer Kérper mit gemeinschaftlichen Punkten. Jahresbericht
Deutsch. Math. Verein., 32:175-176, 1923.

E. Helly. Uber Systeme von abgeschlossenen Mengen mit gemeinschaftlichen Punkten.
Monaths. Math. und Physik, 37:281-302, 1930.

G. Kalai and R. Meshulam. Leray numbers of projections and a topological helly-type theorem.
Journal of Topology, 1:551-556, 2008.

D. Kozlov. Combinatorial Algebraic Topology, volume 21 of Algorithms and Computation in
Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, 2008.

J. Matousek. A Helly-type theorem for unions of convex sets. Discrete € Computational
Geometry, 18:1-12, 1997.

J. Matousek. Using the Borsuk-Ulam theorem. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2003.

S. A. Melikhov. The van Kampen obstruction and its relatives. Proc. Steklov Inst. Math.,
266(1):142-176, 20009.

L. Montejano. A new topological helly theorem and some transversal results, 2013. Unpublished
manuscript, http://www.researchgate.net/publication/235626408_A_new_Topological
_Helly_Theorem/file/79e4151203a225f418.pdf.

J. R. Munkres. Elements of Algebraic Topology. Addison-Wesley, Menlo Park, CA, 1984.
F. P. Ramsey. On a problem in formal logic. Proc. London Math. Soc., 30:264—-286, 1929.

A. B. Skopenkov. Embedding and knotting of manifolds in Euclidean spaces. In Surveys in
contemporary mathematics, volume 347 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pages 248—
342. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2008.

R. I. Soare. Computability theory and differential geometry. Bull. Symbolic Logic, 10(4):457—
486, 2004.

M. Sharir and E. Welzl. A combinatorial bound for linear programming and related problems.
In Proc. 9th Sympos. on Theo. Aspects of Comp. Science, pages 569-579, 1992.

M. Tancer. Intersection patterns of convex sets via simplicial complexes: A survey. In J. Pach,
editor, Thirty Essays on Geometric Graph Theory, pages 521-540. Springer New York, 2013.

E. R. van Kampen. Komplexe in euklidischen Raumen. Abh. Math. Sem. Univ. Hamburg,
9:72-78, 1932.

23


http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.6006
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/235626408_A_new_Topological
_Helly_Theorem/file/79e4151203a225f418.pdf

[Wagll] U. Wagner. Minors in random and expanding hypergraphs. In Proceedings of the 27th Annual
Symposium on Computational Geometry (SoCG), pages 351—360, 2011.

[Web67] C. Weber. Plongements de polyedres dans le domaine metastable. Comment. Math. Helo.,
42:1-27, 1967.

[Wen04] R. Wenger. Helly-type theorems and geometric transversals. In Jacob E. Goodman and Joseph
O’Rourke, editors, Handbook of Discrete €& Computational Geometry, chapter 4, pages 73-96.
CRC Press LLC, Boca Raton, FL, 2nd edition, 2004.

24



	1 Introduction
	2 Homological Representations
	2.1 Non-Embeddable Complexes
	2.2 Homological Representations and a Van Kampen–Flores Result
	2.3 Deleted Products and Obstructions

	3 Helly-type theorems from non-embeddability
	3.1 Homotopic assumptions
	3.2 From homotopy to homology
	3.3 Relaxing the connectivity assumption

	4 Constrained chain maps and Helly number
	4.1 Initialization (dimK=0)
	4.2 Principle of the induction mechanism (dimK=1)
	4.3 The induction


