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ABSTRACT. We establish a necessary and sufficient condition for a family of convex sets in Rd to
admit a k-transversal, for any 0 ≤ k ≤ d − 1. This result is a common generalization of Helly’s
theorem (k = 0) and the Goodman-Pollack-Wenger theorem (k = d − 1). Additionally, we obtain
an analogue in the complex setting by characterizing the existence of a complex k-transversal to a
family of convex sets in Cd, extending the work of McGinnis (k = d − 1). Our approach employs
a Borsuk-Ulam-type theorem on Stiefel manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

Helly’s theorem [14] is a cornerstone result in discrete geometry that has motivated many
interesting directions of research that continue to be explored to this day [1, 10]. It states that
if a finite family F of convex sets in Rd has the property that every subfamily of d + 1 or fewer
sets have a nonempty intersection, then the intersection of all the sets in F is nonempty. One
question explored early on by Vincensini [23] is whether there exists a Helly-type condition
on families F of convex sets in Rd that guarantees the existence of a k-transversal to F . A k-
transversal to F is a k-dimensional affine subspace (or k-flat) of Rd that intersects each set if F .
In particular, Helly’s theorem provides a necessary and sufficient condition for such families F
to have a 0-transversal. Vincensini asked if there exists a constant r(k, d) such that the following
statement holds for finite families F of convex sets in Rd: if every subfamily of r(k, d) sets have
a k-transversal, then F has a k-transversal. However, this was proven to be false by Santaló
[22].

The first substantial progress toward determining a condition that guarantees the existence
of a k-transversal for k > 0 was made by Hadwiger [13] in the case that k = 1, d = 2, and the
family F consists of pairwise disjoint convex sets. The key observation is that a 1-transversal to
F determines a linear ordering on the sets of F .

Theorem 1.1 (Hadwiger [13]). A finite family of pairwise disjoint convex sets in R2 has a 1-
transversal if and only if the sets in the family can be linearly ordered such that any three sets have
a 1-transversal consistent with the ordering.

In 1990, a series of three papers among the authors Goodman, Pollack and Wenger [11,20,24]
culminated into the Goodman-Pollack-Wenger theorem, a generalization of Hadwiger’s theorem
for (d − 1)-transversals to finite families of convex sets in Rd with no disjointness condition on
the sets. See Section 2 for more details. This is a celebrated result in geometric transversal
theory that has since been expanded upon in many different ways [2–4,9,16]. See also [10,12]
for surveys on related results in geometric transversal theory.

Up to this point, however, there was no known condition that guarantees the existence of a
k-transversal to a family of convex sets in Rd for 0 < k < d − 1. Arocha, Bracho, Montejano,
Oliveros & Strausz [4] provided a sufficient condition for the existence of a virtual k-transversal,
which is a broader notion coinciding with the existence of a k-transversal in the case when
the set family has cardinality k + 2. Moreover, we note that in [19] a complex analogue of
the Goodman-Pollack-Wenger theorem was proven, and this was mistakenly claimed to imply a
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necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of (2d−2)-transversals in R2d. However, this
is incorrect and was later corrected in [18].

The main result of this paper is to establish a necessary and sufficient condition for a finite
family of convex sets in a d-dimensional space to have a k-transversal, for any 0 ≤ k ≤ d − 1.
We do so in both the real and complex setting, with the real version being as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 ≤ k < d be integers and F a finite family of convex sets in Rd. Then, F is
R-dependency consistent with (d − k)-tuples in a finite set of points P ⊆ Rk if and only if there
exists a k-transversal to F .

The condition of being dependency consistent with (d − k)-tuples in P is defined in Definition
3.1, together with a version used in the Theorem 1.3 below. The case k = 0 of Theorem 1.2
is Helly’s theorem, while k = d − 1 recovers Goodman-Pollack-Wenger theorem, as noted in
Remark 3.2.

We prove a complex analogue of this result for the existence of a C k-transversal to a family
of convex sets in Cd, extending the work of McGinnis [18] for k = d−1. Here, a C k-transversal
is a complex k-dimensional affine subspace of Cd that intersects each set in F .

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 ≤ k < d be integers and F a finite family of convex sets in Cd. Then, F is
C-dependency consistent with (d − k)-tuples in a finite set of points P ⊆ Ck if and only if there
exists a C k-transversal to F .

In Section 3 we treat both Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 in a unifying way. Their proofs
are topological and rely on a configuration space – test map scheme. The key ingredient is a
Borsuk-Ulam-type result on Stiefel manifolds, which was proved in the real case by Chan, Chen,
Frick & Hull [6] and in the complex case by Sadovek & Soberón [21].

2. THE GOODMAN-POLLACK-WENGER THEOREM AND A COMPLEX ANALOGUE

In this section, we recall prior work on the existence of a (d− 1)-transversals in both the real
and the complex case, which sets the stage for a formulation of our main result in Section 3.

Namely, to pass to a higher dimension setting, the linear ordering in Hadwiger’s theorem
is replaced by the notion of order type of a sets of points in Rk for some 0 ≤ k ≤ d − 1 in
the Goodman-Pollack-Wenger theorem. However, we will state the Goodman-Pollack-Wenger
theorem as it appears in [10], which is equivalent to the original formulation in [20]. The
following definition will be needed.

Definition 2.1. Let F be a finite family of convex sets in Rd. We say that F separates consistently
with a set of points P ⊆ Rk if there exists a map ϕ : F → P such that for any two subfamilies
F1, F2 with |F1|+ |F2| ≤ k + 2

conv(F1) ∩ conv(F2) = ∅ =⇒ conv(ϕ(F1)) ∩ conv(ϕ(F2)) = ∅.

We note that it is a consequence of the well-known Kirchberger’s theorem [17] that the con-
dition |F1|+ |F2| ≤ k + 2 in Definition 2.1 could be removed and it would still be an equivalent
definition. The statement of the Goodman-Pollack-Wenger theorem can be stated as follows:

Theorem 2.2 (Goodman-Pollack-Wenger [20]). A finite family of convex sets F in Rd has a
(d− 1)-transversal if and only if F separates consistently with a set P ⊆ Rd−1.

As outlined in [19], Definition 2.1 has the following equivalent linear-algebraic formulation.
We present this formulation as it is more similar to the condition present in our main result.

Proposition 2.3 ([19]). A finite family of convex sets F in Rd separates consistently with a set of
points P ⊆ Rk if and only if there exists a map ϕ : F → P such that for any subfamily F ′ with
|F ′| ≤ k + 2 and for any nontrivial affine dependence∑

F∈F ′

aF = 0,
∑
F∈F ′

aFϕ(F ) = 0,



A NECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITION FOR k-TRANSVERSALS 3

there exist points qF ∈ F and real numbers rF ≥ 0 such that∑
F∈F ′

rFaF = 0,
∑
F∈F ′

(rFaF )qF = 0

is an affine dependence of the points qF and the numbers rFaF are not all 0.

An adaptation of the condition in Proposition 2.3 to complex dependencies was used in [19] to
formulate the key definition in the complex analogue of the Goodman-Pollack-Wenger theorem
due to McGinnis. In what follows, a convex set in Cd is understood to be convex in the usual
sense, namely, that for any two points in the set the real line segment between them is contained
in the set.

Definition 2.4. Let F be a finite family of convex sets in Cd, and let P ⊆ Ck. We say that F is
dependency-consistent with P if there exists a map ϕ : F → P such that for every subfamily F ′

with |F ′| ≤ 2k + 3 and every affine dependence∑
F∈F ′

aF = 0,
∑
F∈F ′

aFϕ(F ) = 0

for complex numbers aF , there exist real numbers rF ≥ 0 and points qF ∈ F for F ∈ F ′ such
that ∑

F∈F ′

rFaF = 0,
∑
F∈F ′

(rFaF )qF = 0

where not all of the values rFaF are 0.

Theorem 2.5 ([18]). A finite family of convex sets F in Cd has a complex (d − 1)-transversal if
and only if F is dependency-consistent with a set P ⊆ Cd−1.

3. THE MAIN RESULT

Definition 3.1. Let 0 ≤ k < d be integers, F ∈ {R,C} a field, F a finite family of convex
sets in Fd, and P ⊆ Fk a finite set of points. We say that F is F-dependency consistent with
(d − k)-tuples in P if there is a map ϕ : F → P such that for any subset F ′ ⊆ F with |F ′| ≤
(k + 1)(d− k) dimR F+ 1 and any d− k affine dependencies∑

F∈F ′

a
(i)
F = 0 ∈ F,

∑
F∈F ′

a
(i)
F ϕ(F ) = 0 ∈ Fk, for i = 1, . . . , d− k,

which are not all trivial, there exist points qF ∈ F and real numbers rF ≥ 0, such that the affine
dependencies ∑

F∈F ′

rFa
(i)
F = 0 ∈ F,

∑
F∈F ′

rFa
(i)
F qF = 0 ∈ Fd, for i = 1, . . . , d− k,

are not all trivial.

Remark 3.2. Inserting k = 0 in the real case in previous definition, we obtain precisely the
condition in Helly’s theorem:

• Assuming that F is R-dependency consistent with d-tuples in P = {0} = R0, Helly’s con-
dition follows by choosing, for a given subfamily F ′ = {F0, . . . , Fd} ⊆ F , the coefficients
in the i’th affine dependency to be

a
(i)
F0

= 1, a
(i)
Fi

= −1, and a
(i)
Fj

= 0, for j ̸= 0, i.

Such a choice implies that qF0 = · · · = qFd
is a common point of sets in F ′.

• Assuming Helly’s condition on F , it follows that F is R-dependency consistent with d-
tuples in P = {0} = R0 by choosing qF ’s to be the common point of the sets in F ′ and
rF = 1, for F ∈ F ′.

On the other hand, putting k = d − 1 in Definition 3.1, we recover the Goodman-Pollack-
Wenger condition as presented in Proposition 2.3 in the real case and the complex analogue
from Definition 2.4.
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We will denote by Wn(Fd) the Stiefel manifold of F-orthonormal n-frames in Fd. As a key
ingredient for our proof, we will employ the following Borsuk-Ulam-type theorem. The real
case is due to Chan, Chen, Frick & Hull [6], while the complex case was proved by Sadovek &
Soberón [21].

Theorem 3.3 ([6,21]). Let 0 ≤ n < d be integers and F ∈ {R,C} a field. Then, every continuous
Zn
2 -equivariant map

Wn(Fd) −→ Fd−1 ⊕ Fd−2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fd−n

has the origin in its image, where the group acts by product antipodal action on both spaces.

We are now ready to prove the main result. The contents of the proof below proves the “only
if” direction of the theorem, and the “if” direction can be proven as follows. If F has an F
k-transversal T , then for each F ∈ F , we may choose points qF ∈ F ∩ T . Then, for any F affine
isomorphism ψ : T → Fk, F is F-dependency consistent with (d− k)-tuples in {ψ(qF )}F∈F .

Theorem 3.4. Let 0 ≤ k < d be integers, F ∈ {R,C} a field, and F a finite family of convex sets in
Fd. Then, F is F-dependency consistent with (d− k)-tuples in a finite set of points in Fk if and only
if there exists a k-dimensional F-transversal to F .

Proof. Let us assume that F does not admit a k-dimensional F-transversal. We may also assume
the sets of F are compact and we put them in a copy of Fd lying in Fd+ed+1⊆ Fd+1, where
ed+1 := (0, . . . , 0, 1) ∈ Fd+1. Throughout the proof, we will assume all scalar products to be with
respect to the field F, unless explicitly stated otherwise. For each (d − k)-orthonormal frame
(v1, . . . , vd−k) ∈Wd−k(Fd+1), we set

V := spanF{v1, . . . , vd−k} ⊆ Fd+1

and denote by
projV : Fd+1 −→ V, x 7−→ ⟨x, v1⟩v1 + · · ·+ ⟨x, vd−k⟩vd−k

the orthogonal projection. For each F ∈ F , let pV,F be the point of projV (F ) ⊆ V closest to the
origin. Such a point is unique since projV (F ) is convex.

Let P ⊆ Fk and ϕ : F → P be according to Definition 3.1. Define a Zd−k
2 -equivariant test map

as

Wd−k(Fd+1) −→ (Fk+1)d−k

(v1, . . . , vd−k) 7−→
( ∑

F∈F
⟨vi, pV,F ⟩,

∑
F∈F

⟨vi, pV,F ⟩ϕ(F )
)d−k

i=1

where the group has the product-antipodal action on both spaces. By Theorem 3.3, there exists
a (d− k)-frame (v1, . . . , vd−k) ∈Wd−k(Fd+1) that maps to the origin.

First, we observe that ed+1 /∈ V , since otherwise projV (F ) ⊆ Fd+ed+1 and, in particular,
pV,F ∈ Fd+ed+1, for all F ∈ F . The latter would imply

0 ̸=
∑
F∈F

pV,F =

d−k∑
i=1

∑
F∈F

⟨vi, pV,F ⟩vi,

which contradicts the fact that
∑

F∈F ⟨vi, pV,F ⟩ = 0, for every i = 1, . . . , d− k.
Next, we may assume that there are sets F ∈ F for which 0 /∈ projV (F ), for otherwise

V ⊥∩ (Fd+ed+1) would be a k-transversal to F , contradicting our initial assumption. Indeed,
0 ∈ projV (F ) is equivalent to V ⊥ ∩F ̸= ∅, and ed+1 /∈ V implies that V ⊥ ∩ (Fd+ ed+1) is a k-flat
in Fd + ed+1.

Therefore, the subfamily G := {F ∈ F : 0 /∈ projV (F )} is non-empty and for each F ∈ G there
are values ⟨vi, pV,F ⟩ which are nonzero. We have that the origin in F(k+1)(d−k) is in the convex
hull of the set of points{(

⟨vi, pV,F ⟩, ⟨vi, pV,F ⟩ϕ(F )
)d−k

i=1
∈ F(k+1)(d−k) : F ∈ G

}
.
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Thus, by Carathéodory’s theorem, there exists a subfamily F ′ ⊆ G of size at most (k + 1)(d −
k) dimR F+1 and positive real numbers aF that sum up to one such that the affine dependencies∑

F∈F ′

aF ⟨vi, pV,F ⟩ = 0 and
∑
F∈F ′

aF ⟨vi, pV,F ⟩ϕ(F ) = 0, for i = 1, . . . , d− k,

are not all trivial. Since F is F-dependency consistent with (d−k)-tuples in P , there exist points
qF ∈ F and real numbers rF ≥ 0, for F ∈ F ′, such that the affine dependencies∑

F∈F ′

rFaF ⟨vi, pV,F ⟩ = 0 and
∑
F∈F ′

rFaF ⟨vi, pV,F ⟩qF = 0, for i = 1, . . . , d− k,

are not all trivial. After projecting each qF onto V , we get that

∑
F∈F ′

rFaF ⟨projV (qF ), pV,F ⟩ =
∑
F∈F ′

rFaF

d−k∑
i=1

⟨projV (qF ), vi⟩⟨vi, pV,F ⟩

=
d−k∑
i=1

〈 ∑
F∈F ′

rFaF ⟨vi, pV,F ⟩ projV (qF ), vi

〉
= 0.

However, for all F ∈ F ′, we have Re⟨projV (qF ), pV,F ⟩ = ⟨projV (qF ), pV,F ⟩R > 0. This is because
0 ̸= pV,F ∈ projV (F ) is the closest point to the origin of the convex set projV (F ), which also
contains projV (qF ). Therefore, projV (qF ) lies on the positive side of the real affine hyperplane

(pV,F )
⊥R + pV,F ⊆ V ∼= (RdimR F)d−k,

and consequently ⟨projV (qF ), pV,F ⟩R > 0. See Figure 1 for an illustration. This leads to a
contradiction and completes the proof. □

v1

v2

projV (F )

pV,F

projV (qF )

FIGURE 1. The point projV (qF ) lies above the dashed line (pV,F )
⊥R+pV,F .

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

• The condition in Definition 3.1 does not seem to have a more combinatorial formulation
as the condition in Definition 2.1. However, this is likely necessary since in [15] it was
shown that there is no Hadwiger theorem for 1-transversals in R3, and thus a condition
based solely on the separation properties of a set of points in R would not suffice.

• A colorful generalization of the Goodman-Pollack-Wenger theorem was recently proven
in [9]. We leave it as an open problem to determine if there is an analogous colorful
generalization of Theorem 3.4.
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• It would be interesting to see if Theorem 3.4 or the proof method can be applied to
existing problems in geometric transversal theory. For example, it is known that if a
family of pairwise disjoint unit balls in Rd with a linear ordering such that every 2d balls
has a 1-transversal consistent with the order, then the family has a 1-transversal [5, 8].
Furthermore, the constant 2d cannot be lowered to 2d− 2 and it is unknown if it can be
lowered to 2d− 1 [7]. When k = 1 and F = R, the constant in Theorem 3.4 is 2d− 1, so
perhaps Theorem 3.4 or our proof method has some bearing on this problem.
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