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the prime grid contains arbitrarily

large empty polygons

Travis Dillon

Abstract

This paper proves a 2017 conjecture of De Loera, La Haye, Oliveros, and Roldán-Pensado that

the “prime grid”
{

(p, q) ∈ Z
2 : p and q are prime

}

⊆ R
2 contains empty polygons with arbitrarily

many vertices. This implies that no Helly-type theorem is true for the prime grid.

1. introduction

Finding structure and patterns in the prime numbers has been a pastime and pursuit of mathemati-

cians for ages—a quest that is far from complete, but with many exciting recent advances. This paper

investigates a specific geometric pattern, not in the primes themselves, but in their two-dimensional

Cartesian product.

Using P to denote the set of prime numbers, we let P
2 = P × P denote the set of points in Z

2 in

which both coordinates are primes. In a paper on discrete geometry, De Loera, La Haye, Oliveros, and

Roldán-Pensado [10] conjectured that P
2 contains arbitrarily large empty polgyons : polygons which

intersect P
2 at, and only at, their vertices. (See Figure 1 for an illustration.)

How did a conjecture on primes come to appear in a geometry paper? One can only guess that the

answer lies partly in whim: The primes attract fascination across mathematical boundaries. But the

more serious reason is because of the relationship between empty polytopes and Helly-type theorems

in geometry.

Helly’s theorem is a fundamental property of convex sets in Euclidean space, first proved by Eduard

Helly in 1913, though the first published proof is by Johann Radon [19], with Helly’s proof following

two years later [14].

Theorem (Helly). If the intersection of a finite family of convex sets in R
d is empty, then there is a

subfamily of at most d+ 1 sets whose intersection is empty.

Figure 1. An empty
polygon (in solid green)
and two non-empty poly-
gons (in dashed red).

This is a striking property of convex sets. To put it another way: In

order to guarantee that the intersection of a finite family of convex sets in

R
d is nonempty, it suffices to check that the intersections of all subfamilies

of size d+ 1 are nonempty.

Helly’s theorem is the basis for a flourishing area of research, one

founded on poking and prodding the theorem in all different directions:

weakening and strengthening the hypothesis and conclusion, abstracting

the notion of convexity, adding quantitative measurements of the size of

the intersection, and more. The first survey of this area was in 1963 by

Danzer, Grünbaum, and Klee [9], and a flurry of results in the last 20

years has led to two more surveys in the last 10 years [2, 6].
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For us, the most important direction will be discrete versions of Helly’s theorem, the first of which

was proven by Doignon in 1973 [12] (and re-proved a few years later by Bell [7] and Scarf [20]):

Theorem (Doignon). If, in a finite family of convex sets in R
d, the intersection of any subfamily of

2d sets contains a point in Z
d, then the intersection of the entire family contains a point in Z

d.

So a Helly-type theorem holds for the integer lattice, though it requires checking significantly larger

subfamilies. In general, for any given S ⊆ R
d, we can ask whether a Helly-type theorem holds for S.

The general framework for this question is that of S-Helly numbers :

Definition. The Helly number of a set S ⊆ R
d, denoted h(S), is the minimal number (if it exists),

such that the following statement is true: In any finite family of convex sets in R
d, if the intersection

every subfamily of at most h(S) sets contains a point of S, then the intersection of the entire family

contains a point of S. (If no such number exists, we write h(S) = ∞.)

In other words, h(S) is the minimal size of the subfamily condition in a Helly-type theorem for S.

Helly’s theorem says that h(Rd) ≤ d+ 1, while Doignon’s theorem says that h(Zd) ≤ 2d.

As it turns out, Helly numbers for discrete sets are intimately related to the empty polytopes formed

by those sets. (A set in R
d is called discrete if it has no accumulation points.) This connection was

first described by Hoffman in 1979 [15] (and later expanded on by Averkov and Weismantel [4]):

Theorem (Empty polytopes and Helly-type theorems). If S ⊆ R
n is discrete, then h(S) is equal to

the maximal number of vertices of an empty polytope in S. (If there is no maximum, then h(S) = ∞.)

With this result in hand, determining Helly numbers becomes a much more approachable task. For

example, let’s prove Doignon’s theorem by showing that no collection of 2d + 1 points in Z
d form the

vertices of an empty polytope. Among any set X of 2d + 1 integer points, there are two points, say

x, y ∈ Z
d, which have the same parity in every coordinate—but then 1

2 (x + y) is an integer point

contained in conv(X) but is not a vertex, so conv(X) is not empty. Therefore, h(Zd) ≤ 2d. (On the

other hand, the unit hypercube [0, 1]d is empty in Z
d and has 2d vertices, so h(Zd) ≥ 2d.)

In this notation, the conjecture of De Loera, La Haye, Oliveros, and Roldán-Pensado is that h(P2) =

∞; in other words, that there is no Helly-type theorem for P
2. If their conjecture were false, that

would mean that there is a k ∈ Z such that: for any finite family of convex sets in R
d, if every

subfamily of size k contains a point in its intersection in which both coordinates are prime, then the

intersection of the entire family contains such a point. A statement like this seems ridiculous, which

makes it eminently believable that h(P2) = ∞, as conjectured in [10].

On the other hand, Helly numbers aren’t always easily predictable. For example, Ambrus, Balko,

Frankl, Jung, and Naszódi [1] recently proved that the Helly number of the exponential grid is finite:

h
(

{2n : n ∈ N}2
)

= 5. And yet this, phrased as a Helly-type theorem, seems just as strange as a

Helly-type theorem for the prime grid. However, the authors of [1] also prove that Fibonacci grid has

infinite Helly number: h
(

{Fn : n ∈ N}2
)

= ∞ (where Fn is the nth Fibonacci number). The country

of Helly-type theorems can be a strange land.

Up to now, the best known bound the Helly number of the prime grid is that h(P2) ≥ 14, obtained

by a computer search [21]. In this paper, we confirm the conjecture of De Loera, La Haye, Oliveros,

and Roldán-Pensado and prove that there is no Helly-type theorem for the prime grid:

Main theorem. The prime grid P
2 contains empty polygons with arbitrarily many vertices.

Section 2 comprises a proof of this theorem, and Section 3 concludes with some related open

problems.
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2. proof of the main theorem

To prove something about the prime grid, we’ll need to use some number theory. The question is,

what kind? The authors of [10] suggest that determining h(P2) may be related to the Gilbreath–Proth

conjecture on the iterated differences between primes. Although there has been some recent work on

it [8], we seem far from a resolution of this conjecture.

Fortunately, we won’t need to resolve the Gilbreath–Proth conjecture in order to determine h(P2).

Instead, we will rely on the spectacular Maynard–Tao theorem on gaps between primes [18].

Our overall strategy is to look for empty polygons close to the main diagonal (the line y = x) of

the prime grid. In doing so, we can reduce the problem to verifying a condition on the ratios between

consecutive prime gaps. The lemma that accomplishes this appeared previously in [11]; we reproduce

it here in a slightly different form.

Lemma 1. Given a discrete set A ⊆ R, list its elements in increasing order as a1 < a2 < · · · . If there
are k consecutive elements of A such that

ai+3 − ai+2

ai+2 − ai+1
<

ai+2 − ai+1

ai+1 − ai

for each i ∈ {t, t+ 1, . . . , t+ k − 3}, then h(A2) ≥ k + 1.

Proof . We define the set

X = {(ab, ab), (ab+1, ab+1)} ∪ {(ai, ai+1) : b ≤ i ≤ b+ k − 1}

and the polygon P = conv(X). (See Figure 2 for an illustration of P .) By construction, P is empty,

and the condition on the ratios of differences guarantees that each point in X is a vertex of P .

Therefore h(A2) ≥ |X | = k + 1.

To prove the main theorem, we now need to verify that the ratio condition of Lemma 1 holds for

arbitrarily long sequences of consecutive primes. We will use the following result, which was developed

from the Maynard–Tao theorem [18] in order to prove a conjecture of Erdős and Turán [13]. In the

following theorem, a set of integers {a1, . . . , am} is called admissible if for every prime p, there is an

n ∈ Z/pZ such that n /∈ {ai mod p : 1 ≤ i ≤ m}.

Theorem 2 (Banks–Frieberg–Turnage-Butterbaugh [5]). For every k ∈ N there is an m ∈ N such
that, for all admissible sets a1, a2, . . . , am ∈ N, there is a subset {b1, b2, . . . , bk} ⊆ {a1, a2, . . . , am} and
infinitely many integers n such that n+ b1, n+ b2, . . . , n+ bk are consecutive primes.

a1

a1

a2

a2

a3

a3

a4

a4

a5

a5

Figure 2. The polygon P in the proof of Lemma 1, with k = 5.
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Lemma 3. For every k, there is a set of k consecutive primes p1, p2, . . . , pk such that

pi+3 − pi+2

pi+2 − pi1
<

pi+2 − pi+1

pi+1 − pi

for every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k − 3}. There is also a set of consecutive primes q1, q2, . . . , qk such that the
opposite inequality

qi+3 − qi+2

qi+2 − qi1
>

qi+2 − qi+1

qi+1 − qi

holds for every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k − 3}.

Proof . We start by proving the second inequality. The idea is to apply Theorem 2 and choose

a sequence (ai) that grows so quickly that the inequality of ratio differences holds for any subset

{b1, . . . , bk} ⊆ {a1, . . . , am}.

Given k, let m be as in Theorem 2, and set ai = 32
i

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. This is an admissible set,

because 32
i

6≡ 0 (mod p) if p 6= 3 and 32
i

6≡ 1 (mod 3) for every i ∈ N. Theorem 2 guarantees that

there are indices r(1) < r(2) < · · · < r(k) and an integer n such that n+ar(1), n+ar(2), . . . , n+ar(k)
are k consecutive primes. We will call these numbers q1, q2, . . . , qk, respectively. Using the fact that
a−1
b−1 > a

b
whenever a > b, we have

qi+3 − qi+2

qi+2 − qi+1
=

32
r(i+2)(

32
r(i+3)

−2r(i+2)

− 1
)

32r(i+1)
(

32r(i+2)
−2r(i+1) − 1

) >
32

r(i+2)

· 32
r(i+3)

−2r(i+2)

32r(i+1) · 32r(i+2)
−2r(i+1)

= 32
r(i+3)

−2r(i+2)

.

On the other hand, a lower bound on the denominator yields that

qi+2 − qi+1

qi+1 − qi
<

32
r(i+2)

− 32
r(i+1)

32r(i+1)
−1

< 32
r(i+2)

−2r(i+1)+1.

Using the fact that 2i+1 − 2i > 2i − 2j + 1 for any j ≥ 1, we can chain everything together:

qi+2 − qi+1

qi+1 − qi
< 32

r(i+2)
−2r(i+1)+1 < 32

r(i+2)
−21+1 < 32

r(i+3)
−2r(i+2)

<
qi+3 − qi+2

qi+2 − qi+1
.

This proves the second claim in Lemma 3.

To prove the first claim, use numbers ai = −32
i

. This reverses the order of the gaps between primes,

which also reverses the inequality between the consecutive gap ratios.

Together, Lemma 1 and Lemma 3 prove the Main Theorem.

3. related problems

In this area, there are open problems aplenty, because coming up with a new problem is as easy as

choosing a point set. Here are a few specific problems.

In the same paper where they conjecture that h(P2) = ∞, De Loera, La Haye, Oliveros, and Roldán-

Pensado observe that h
(

(Z\P)2
)

is finite. We can provide a short proof of this fact using the “flatness

theorem,” first proved by Khinchine in 1948 [17]. Arun and Dillon used a similar approach to bound

the number of vertices of certain classes of so-called hollow polytopes [3].

A lattice hyperplane of a lattice L is a hyperplane that passes through a point in L.

Theorem (Flatness theorem). For any convex body K in R
d that does not contain any lattice points,

there is a vector v such that at most f(d) lattice hyperplanes orthogonal to v intersect K.
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Proposition 4. Both h
(

(Z \ P)2
)

and h(Z2 \ P2) are finite.

Proof . If P is an empty polytope in (Z \ P)2, then only the vertices of P can intersect (4Z)2. Thus,
1
4P is a convex body whose interior does not intersect Z2. By the flatness theorem, there is a direction

v with at most 4 f(2) lattice lines of Z2 that are orthogonal to v and intersect P . Each line contains

at most 2 vertices of P , and each vertex is contained in one line, so P has at most 8 f(2) vertices.

The same argument holds for Z
2 \ P2.

Corollary 1 in [16] implies that f(2) = 3, so h(S) ≤ 24 for S = (Z \ P)2 and S = Z
2 \ P2. Using the

results in [16] and the slightly more sophisticated notion of “lattice width” in the proof of Proposition 4

improves this bound to h(S) ≤ 18 for both sets.

Problem 1. Evaluate h
(

(Z \ P)2
)

and h(Z2 \ P2). What are h
(

(Z \ P)d
)

and h(Zd \ Pd) for d ≥ 3?

As for other point sets, Ambrus, Balko, Frankl, Jung, and Naszódi [1] recently proved that the

exponential grid {αn : n ∈ N}2 has finite Helly number for any α > 1. Arun and Dillon [3] slightly

improved the upper bound, but both papers rely on an argument that doesn’t easily generalize to

higher dimensions.

Problem 2. For which α > 1 and d ≥ 3 is h
(

{αn : n ∈ N}d
)

finite? In particular, does {2n : n ∈ N}3

have finite Helly number?
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