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A NOTE ON THE COLORFUL FRACTIONAL HELLY THEOREM

MINKI KIM

AsstrAcT. Helly’s theorem is a classical result concerning the Bdetion pat-
terns of convex sets iR®. Two important generalizations are the colorful version
and the fractional version. Recently, Barany et al. condbthe two, obtaining a
colorful fractional Helly theorem. In this paper, we giveiarmproved version of
their result.

1. INTRODUCTION

Helly’s theorem is one of the most well-known and fundamiergsults in combi-
natorial geometry, which has various generalizations gpdi@tions. It was first
proved by Helly O] in 1913, but his proof was not published until 1923, after
alternative proofs by Radoip] and Konig [L3]. Recall that a family isntersect-
ing if the intersection of all members is non-empty. The follogis the original
version of Helly’s theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Helly’s theorem, Helly L0]). Let# be a finite family of convex sets
in RY with |7 > d + 1. Suppose everfgd + 1)-tuple of ¥ is intersecting. Then the
whole family# is intersecting.

The following variant of Helly’s theorem was found by Lovasehose proof ap-
peared firstin Barany’s papet][ Note that the original Helly’s theorem is obtained
by settingF, = F> = - - - = Fgs1.

Theorem 1.2 (Colorful Helly theorem, Lovas#]). Let ¥, %>, ..., 4.1 be finite,
non-empty families (color classes) of convex setR4rsuch that every colorful
(d + 1)-tuple is intersecting. Then for some< i < d + 1, the whole familyF; is
intersecting.

One way to generalize Helly’s theorem is by weakening therapsion: not neces-
sarily all but only a positive fraction otit-1)-tuples are intersecting. The following
theorem shows how the conclusion changes.

Theorem 1.3 (Fractional Helly theorem, Katchalski and Lild]). For everya €
(O, 1], there exist® = B(a,d) € (0, 1] such that the following holds: L&t be a
finite family of convex sets iR with 7] > d + 1. If at leaste(]/}) of the(d + 1)-
tuples inF are intersecting, thes contains an intersecting subfamily of size at

leasts|F .
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The fractional variant of Helly’s theorem first appeared asmjecture on interval
graphs, i.e. intersection graphs of families of intervaiRo Abbott and Katchal-
ski [1] proved tha{s = 1 — V1 — « is optimal for every family whose intersection
graph is a chordal graph. Note that, by the result of Ga8ijlinterval graphs are
chordal graphs.

The fractional Helly theorem for arbitrary dimensions wasved by Katchalski
and Liu [12]. Their proof gives a lower bounél > «/(d + 1). However, it seems
natural thap3 tends to 1 a& tends to 1, since the original Helly’s theorem implies
thatg = 1 whena = 1. Later, the quantitatively sharp valgér,d) = 1 - (1 -
)Y@ was found by Kalai 11] and Eckhdf [6]. The result follows from the
upper bound theorem for families of convex sets.

The (p, g)-theorem, another important generalization of Helly'sdtem, deals
with a weaker version of the assumption, the so-callgdj¢condition: for ev-
ery p members in a given family, there are soqmmembers of the family that are
intersecting. For instance, thd € 1,d + 1)-condition inR¢ is the hypothesis of
Helly’s theorem. Thef, g)-theorem was proved by Alon and Kleitmétj,[settling

a conjecture by Hadwiger and Debrunn@¥. [

The proof of the p, g)-theorem is quite long and involved, using various tech-
niques. However, one of the most crucial ingredients is taetional Helly theo-
rem. See the survey paper by Eckh@] and the textbook by Matouse&4] for

an overview and further knowledge of this field.

Recently, Barany et al5] established the colorful and fractional versions of the
(p, 9)-theorem. A key ingredient in their proof was a colorful iazaut of the frac-
tional Helly theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (Barany-Fodor-Montejano-Oliveros-P&]. Let¥1, 2, . .., Fq+1 be
finite, non-empty families (color classes) of convex sef®%inand assume that
a € (0,1]. If at leasta|F| - - - |Fq+1] Of the colorful(d + 1)-tuples are intersecting,
then someF; contains an intersecting subfamily of sige|7il.

Note that fora = 1 we recover the hypothesis of the colorful Helly theorend an
we should therefore expect the valge= 1 (rather tharB = d—il). Barany et al.
therefore proposed the problem of showing that the fungsion Theorem1.4
tends to 1 ag tends to 1.

In this paper, we solve the problem of Barany et al.

Theorem 1.5. For everya € (0, 1], there exist® = B(a,d) € (0, 1] tending tol

asa tends tol such that the following holds: Lé&k, 7>, ..., Fq.1 be finite, non-
empty families (color classes) of convex setRi4nlif at leaste|F| - - - |Fg.1| Of the
colorful (d + 1)-tuples are intersecting, then for sorh& | < d + 1, #; contains an
intersecting subfamily of siZ¥F|.

See the survey paper by Amenta, Loera, and Sob&jdoifan overview of recent
results and open problems related to Helly’s theorem.
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2. PRoor ofF THEOREM 1.5

2.1. The Matching number of hypergraphs. Let #H be anr-uniform hypergraph
on a vertex seK. A subsetS C X is said to be anndependent sah H if the
induced sub-hypergrapH|[S] contains no hyperedge. Tledependence number
a(H) of H is the cardinality of a maximum independent sefHn A matchingof
H is a set of pairwise disjoint edges¥d. Thematching number(H) of H is the
cardinality of a maximum matching (. For our result, we need the following
observation.

Observation 2.1. Let H = (X, E) be anr-uniform hypergraph withX| = n. Sup-
posea(H) < cnfor somec € (0,1]. Let M be a maximum matching i{. Note
thatX \ M is an independent set#. If not, assume that there is an edgeon-
tained inX \ M. ThenM U {e} is a matching i+, which is a contradiction to the
maximality of M. Thus|X \ M| = n - rv(H) < a(H) < cn, sov(H) > ==,

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Theorem 1.6 is implied by the following more explicit
result.

Theorem 2.2. For everya € (0, 1], the following holds: LetF;, F»,..., Fq.1 be
finite families (color classes) of convex set®Hh If at leasta|F| - - - |Fg.1| Of the
colorful (d + 1)-tuples are intersecting, then for sorh& | < d + 1, #; contains an
intersecting subfamily of size at least

max{ 1-(d+1)(1- a)m}rﬂ

d+1’

The following is a key lemma of the proof of Theorenh?.

Lemma 2.3. Choose anyd + 1) members from each color class, s&, ..., ¥, ;.
If each of 7" is not intersecting, then at least one of colorfdl+ 1)-tuple is not
intersecting.

Proof. This follows directly from the colorful Helly theorem. O

Proof of Theoren?.2. It is suficient to show that for every € [1 — (d+1)(d+1), 1], if
at leasta|7| - - - |¥4.1] Of the colorful @ + 1)-tuples are intersecting, then soffie
contains an intersecting subfamily of size at least (81 + 1)(1— a)rll)|?‘i|.

Let # be the disjoint union ofF1, F>, ..., Fq4.1. Foreach 1< i < d + 1, denote
n; = |Fi| and define ad + 1)-uniform hypergraplid; := (#, E;) whose vertices are
the members iF; and hyperedges are non-intersectidgr(1)-tuples in#;. Let
vj = v(H;) foreach 1< j < d + 1.

Also define a @ + 1)-uniform hypergrapH := (¥, E) whose vertices are the
members inF and hyperedges are intersecting colortuk(1)-tuples in¥.
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Givena € [1 - (d+1)(d+1), 1], lety = y(a,d) =1-(d+ 1)(1- a)d+1 For contraction,

assume that in each famify;, every subfamily of size at leagh; has an empty
intersection.

By Lemma2.3 we havean; ---ng;1 < |E| <ng---ng+1—vy---vg1. Recall that
by Observatior?.1, v; > %2 = (3X)n; foreach 1< j <d + 1. Then we obtain

afNg--+Ngy1 < Np---Ndy1 = Vie - Vdsl

1_7 d+1
< nl"'nd+l_(m) Ny Ny

hencer <1 - (M d+1 = o, which is a contradiction.

Thus, there should existd i < d+1 such thaf#; contains an intersecting subfamily
of size (1- (d + 1)(1 - @)&1)n;. O

3. Tue UPPER BOUND

First recall that in the fractional Helly theorem, the uppeund is given by

B =Ba,d) < (1- (1 -a)1).

This can be seen by the following well-known constructiohjck also shows the
exactness of upper bound theorem for convex €4ts]].

Example 3.1. Let ¥ consist ofign] — (d + 1) copies ofR andn — [3n] + (d + 1)
hyperplanes in general position. Denotefpff ) the number of intersectingl¢1)-
tuples in¥. Note that

a( n ):fd(¢) _ (" _(”—(Lﬁni—(d+1)))

d+1 d+1 d+1
- n _n—LBnJ
d+1 d+1

n

gr1) - ﬁ)dﬂ(d 1)

The colorful version of this example gives an upper boundtffer colorful frac-
tional Helly theorem.

IA

Theorem 3.2. For everya € (0, 1], there exist finite families (color classes)
F1, ..., Fas1 Of convex sets iRY such that the following holdsa|F| - - - [Fg.1| Of
the colorful(d + 1)-tuples are intersecting, but in each color clag§sthe maximum
cardinality of an intersecting subfamily is at m@&t- (1 — a)dTll)|¢i|.
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Proof. It follows from the following construction. LeE; consist ofi3n] — d copies
of RY andn—|3n]+d hyperplanes in general position. Moreover, let all hypampk
in F1 U --- U Fq,1 be in general position. Note that eachfgfhas an intersecting
subfamily of size at mog&n. The number of colorfuld + 1)-tuples is given by

and+l — nd+l _ (n _ |_,8nJ + d)d+l < nd+l _ (1 —,8)d+1nd+1.

As ntends to infinity, one may have that= 1-(1-8)*,i.e.8 = 1-(1-a)#1. O

4. REMARKS

In this note, we found upper and lower bounds on the fung{end) in the colorful
fractional Helly theorem, however, there remains a large lgetween them. It
would be interesting to determine the exact valug(ef d).

Problem 4.1. What is the exact value ¢f = 8(«, d) in Theorem1.5?

It is easy to see tha@(a,1) = 1 — V1- «a is the optimal bound fod = 1. We
conjecture thaB(a,d) =1 - (1 - a)dTll is the optimal bound fod > 1.
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