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Abstract

Let {Fn}n∈N be an infinite sequence of families of compact connected sets in Rd. An
infinite sequence of compact connected sets {Bn}n∈N is called heterochromatic sequence
from {Fn}n∈N if there exists an infinite sequence {in}n∈N of natural numbers satisfying the
following two properties

• Property A: {in}n∈N is a monotonically increasing sequence, and

• Property B: for all n ∈ N, we have Bn ∈ Fin

We show that if every heterochromatic sequence from {Fn}n∈N contains d+ 1 sets that can
be pierced by a single hyperplane then there exists a finite collection H of hyperplanes from
Rd that pierces all but finitely many families from {Fn}n∈N. As a direct consequence of our
result, we get that if every countable subcollection from an infinite family F of compact
connected sets in Rd contains d+ 1 sets that can be pierced by a single hyperplane then F
can be pierced by finitely many hyperplanes. This is an infinite and colorful generalization of
the (p, q)-Theorem for hyperplanes by Alon and Kalai (Discrete & Computational Geometry
1995). To establish the optimality of our result we show, for all d ∈ N, there exists an
infinite sequence {Fn}n∈N of families of compact connected sets satisfying the following two
conditions

• Condition 1: for all n ∈ N, Fn is not pierceable by finitely many hyperplanes, and

• Condition 2: for any m ∈ N and every sequence {Bn}∞n=m of compact connected sets in
Rd, where Bi ∈ Fi for all i ≥ m, there exists a hyperplane in Rd that pierces at least
d+ 1 sets in the sequence.

1 Introduction

Helly’s Theorem, proved more than a century ago has been one of the most fundamental results
in Convex and Discrete Geometry [ADLS17, BK22]. In its original form, Helly’s Theorem,
asserts that for a family F of compact convex sets in Rd if any d+ 1 members from F have a
nonempty intersection then the intersection of all the members of F is also nonempty. Note
that the compactness condition can be removed if F is finite, however, if F is not finite then the
compactness condition becomes necessary.

Geometric transversal theory, an area that studies extensions of the Helly Theorem and its
different relatives, has been an active area of research in Convex and Discrete Geometry. In this
paper, we will study an infinite variant of geometric transversal.

We will first give some required definitions from geometric transversal theory. A k-flat H
is said to hit or pierce a set F ⊆ Rd if intersection of F and H is nonempty. A set T of k-flats
is defined as a k-transversal for a family F of subsets in Rd if, for every F ∈ F , there exists a
k-flat in T that pierces F . Moreover, when k = 0, k = 1, or k = d − 1, T is denoted as point
transversal, line transversal, and hyperplane transversal of F , respectively. We also state that
a family F has a k-transversal of size m (or at most m) if there exists a k-transversal T of F
with |T | = m (or |T | ≤ m). For any two natural numbers p and q, a family (finite or infinite) of
subsets of Rd is said to satisfy the (p, q)-property with respect to k-flats if, for any p members
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of F , there exists a k-flat that intersects at least q members out of the p members. Hadwiger
and Debrunner [HD57] were the first to introduce the (p, q)-property, and they also proved the
following important generalization of Helly’s Theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Hadwiger and Debrunner [HD57]). For all p ≥ q ≥ d + 1 satisfying q >
p
(
1− 1

d

)
+ 1, if F is a family of compact convex sets in Rd satisfying the (p, q)-property with

respect to points, then F has a point transversal of size at most p− q + 1.

Hadwiger and Debrunner [HD57] asked the following fundamental question.

Question 1.2 (Hadwiger and Debrunner (p, q)-problem [HD57]). Given p ≥ q ≥ d + 1, does
there exist a constant c(p, q, d) > 0 such that if a family F of compact convex sets in Rd satisfies
the (p, q)-property for point transversals, then F has a point transversal of size at most c(p, q, d)?

Notably, the above problem remained open for 35 years. In a breakthrough paper, Alon and
Kleitman [AK92] proved the following fundamental theorem answering the above question.

Theorem 1.3 (Alon-Kleitman [AK92]: (p, q)-theorem). For any three natural numbers p ≥ q ≥
d+ 1, ∃c = c(p, q, d) such that if F is a finite collection of compact convex sets satisfying the
(p, q)-property in Rd then there exists a point transversal for F of size at most c.

Alon and Kleitman’s (p, q)-theorem has been extremely influential and since then, this area
has seen a lot of interest. Alon and Kalai [AK95] proved the hyperplane variant of the above
theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (Alon-Kalai [AK95]: (p, q)-theorem for hyperplane transversal). For any three
natural numbers p ≥ q ≥ d+ 1, ∃c′ = c′(p, q, d) such that if F is a finite collection of compact
convex sets in Rd satisfying the (p, q)-property with respect to hyperplanes then there exists a
hyperplane transversal for F of size at most c′.

Unlike point and hyperplane transversal, Alon, Kalai, Matoušek, and Meshulam [AKMM02]
established the impossibility of getting a (p, q)-theorem for k-transversal when 0 < k < d− 1.

Bárány, Fodor, Montejano, Oliveros, and Pór [BFM+14] gave a heterochromatic generalization
of Theorem 1.3. Let F1, . . . ,Fp be p families of convex sets in Rd. A heterochromatic p-tuple of
{Fi | i ∈ [p]} is the collection of p sets C1, . . . , Cp, where Ci ∈ Fi for every i ∈ [p]. The collection
{Fi | i ∈ [p]} is said to satisfy heterochromatic (p, q)-property if every heterochromatic p-tuple of
{Fi | i ∈ [p]} contains q sets which have a non-empty intersection.

Theorem 1.5 (Bárány et al. [BFM+14]: Heterochromatic (p, q)-theorem). Let p, q, d be positive
integers with p ≥ q ≥ d+ 1. Then there exists M = M(p, q, d) ∈ N such that the following holds.
Given finite families F1, ...,Fp of convex sets in Rd satisfying heterochromatic (p, q)-property,
there are q − d indices i ∈ [p] such that there exists a point transversal for Fi of size at most M .

Keller and Perles [KP22] studied infinite variants of (p, q)-type properties with a primary
focus on establishing conditions that determine the existence of a finite-sized k-transversal for
infinite families of convex sets. As part of this investigation, Keller and Perles [KP22] modified the
classical (p, q)-property, referred to as (ℵ0, q(k))-property with respect to k-flats. This modification
involves considering an infinite sequence: within every infinite sequence of convex sets from a
family F , there must exist q(k) sets that can be pierced by a k-flat, where q(k) is an appropriate
function of k. Using this new property, Keller and Perles proved the following important theorem.

Theorem 1.6 (Keller-Perles [KP22]: (ℵ0, k + 2)-theorem for k-transversal). Let F be a family
of compact convex sets in Rd, 0 < r < R, and 0 ≤ k ≤ d− 1.

(i) If each convex set C in F contains a ball of radius r > 0 and is contained in a ball of
radius R, and F satisfies (ℵ0, k + 2)-property with respect to k-flats then the whole family
F has a k-transversal of finite size.
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(ii) If F is a family of closed balls and F satisfies (ℵ0, 2)-property with respect to points then
the whole family F has a point transversal of finite size.

In an updated version [KP23] Keller and Perles have extended Theorem 1.6 to families of
near-balls. Note that near balls are a generalization of closed balls, and also the convex sets
considered in Theorem 1.6. Refer to [KP23] for the exact definition of near-balls.

For all k satisfying 0 < k < d − 1, Keller and Perles observed the impossibility of getting
a (ℵ0, k + 2)-theorem for k-transversal similar to the above theorem for infinite collections of
arbitrary compact convex sets. They also gave an explicit example showing that the compactness
assumption in Theorem 1.6 can not be weakened.

Chakraborty, Ghosh, and Nandi [CGN23a] gave heterochromatic generalizations of Theo-
rem 1.6. They also showed that for even non-axis parallel rectangles in R2, (ℵ0, 2)-Theorem does
not hold.

Our results

In this paper, we give the (ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem for hyperplane transversal in Rd.

Theorem 1.7 ((ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem for hyperplane transversal). Let F be a family of compact
connected sets in Rd such that any infinite subcollection contains d + 1 members that can be
pierced by a single hyperplane. Then the family F has a finite hyperplane transversal.

We get the following corollary directly from the above theorem.

Corollary 1.8 ((ℵ0, d+1)-Theorem for hyperplane transversal of convex sets). Let F be a family
of compact convex sets in Rd such that any infinite subcollection contains d+1 members that can
be pierced by a single hyperplane. Then the family F has a finite hyperplane transversal.

Observe that d+ 1 in Theorem 1.7 is optimal since any nonempty d sets in Rd can be pierced by
a single hyperplane in Rd. Also, unlike for k < d− 1, observe that the above theorem gives a
(ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem for hyperplane trasversal for arbitrary compact connected sets.

Let {Fn}n∈N be a sequence of families of compact connected sets in Rd. A heterochromatic
sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N is defined as a sequence {Bn}n∈N where we have a strictly
increasing sequence {mn}n∈N in N such that ∀n ∈ N, we have Bn ∈ Fmn . A strongly heterochro-
matic sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N is defined as a sequence {Bn}n∈N where ∀n ∈ N, we
have Bn ∈ Fn. We will also prove the following heterochromatic generalization of Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 1.9 (Heterochromatic (ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem for hyperplane transversal). Let {Fn}n∈N
be a sequence of families of compact connected sets such that every heterochromatic sequence with
respect to {Fn}n∈N has d+ 1 sets that are pierceable by a single hyperplane. Then all but finitely
many Fn’s are pierceable by finitely many hyperplanes.

Additionally, from Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.9, we can also show the existence of a
finite-size collection of hyperplanes for the whole sequence {Fn}n∈N that is a transversal for all
but finitely many families from the sequence {Fn}n∈N.

Theorem 1.10 (Stronger variant of Theorem 1.9). Let {Fn}n∈N be a sequence of families of
compact connected sets such that every heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N has
d+ 1 sets that are pierceable by a single hyperplane. Then there exists a finite-sized collection H
of hyperplanes in Rd such that H pierces all but finitely many families from {Fn}n∈N.

We complement the above result by showing the following no-go theorem which establishes
the optimality of our generalization of Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 1.11 (No-go theorem for strongly heterochromatic generalization). There exists a
sequence {Fn}n∈N of families of compact convex sets in Rd such that
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Figure 1: Smallest box containing F .

• for all n ∈ N, Fn is not pierceable by finitely many hyperplanes, and

• every strongly heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N contains d+ 1 balls which
can be pierced by a single hyperplane.

The proof of the above no-go theorem shows the impossibility of getting a strongly heterochro-
matic (ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem for hyperplanes even when the compact connected sets in question
have a nice shape when d > 1 as closed unit balls do. Additionally, we can prove the following
stronger impossibility result.

Theorem 1.12 (Stronger variant of Theorem 1.11). There exists a sequence {Fn}n∈N of compact
convex sets in Rd satisfying the following two conditions:

• for all n ∈ N, Fn is not pierceable by finitely many hyperplanes, and

• for any m ∈ N and every sequence {Bn}∞n=m of compact connected sets in Rd, where Bi ∈ Fi

for all i ≥ m, there exists a hyperplane in Rd that pierces at least d+1 sets in the sequence.

Comparison with some recent result

Chakraborty, Ghosh, and Nandi [CGN23b] proved the following related theorem about axis-
parallel boxes1.

Theorem 1.13 (Chakraborty, Ghosh, and Nandi [CGN23b]). Let {Gn}n∈N be an infinite sequence
of collections of compact axis-parallel boxes in Rd such that every heterochromatic sequence with
respect to {Gn}n∈N has 2 sets that can be pierced by a k-dimensional axis-parallel k-flat. Then
there exists a finite-sized collection Hk of axis-parallel k-flats such that Hk pierces all but finitely
many families from {Gn}n∈N.

Observe that using the above theorem we get the following corollary.

Corollary 1.14 (Corollary of Theorem 1.13). Let {Sn}n∈N be an infinite sequence of collections
of compact connected sets in Rd such that every heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Sn}n∈N
has 2 sets that can be pierced by a axis-parallel hyperplane. Then there exists a finite-sized
collection H of axis-parallel hyperplane such that H pierces all but finitely many families from
{Sn}n∈N.

Given a connected set F ∈ F we consider the box

BF := πx1(F )× πx2(F )× · · · × πxd
(F ),

1Defined in Section 2.
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see Figure 1. Note that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d, πxi(F ) denotes the orthogonal projection of F on
the i-th axis. Observe that if F is connected then if a axis-parallel hyperplane H pierces BF

then H also pierces F . Using Theorem 1.13, with k = d− 1, on the sequence {Bn}n∈N, where
Bn := {BF | F ∈ Fn} for all n ∈ N, we get that there exists a constant size family H of axis-
parallel hyperplanes in Rd that is a hyperplane transversal of all but finitely many families from
the sequence {Bn}n∈N. Again as the sets in Sn are connected for all n ∈ N, H is also a hyperplane
transversal of all but finitely many families from the sequence {Sn}n∈N.

Jung and Pálvölgyi [JP23] have developed a general framework, using fractional Helly
Theorem and (p, q)-theorem, for proving similar (ℵ0, k + 2)-Theorems. They have given an
alternative proofs of Theorem 1.6, Corollary 1.8, and the following result which is a special case
of Corollary 1.14.

Theorem 1.15 (Jung and Pálvölgyi [JP23]). Let F be a family of compact convex sets in Rd.
If among every infinite sequence of sets from F contains at least two sets that can be pierced by
an axis-parallel hyperplane, then F has a constant size hyperplane transversal.

Observe that Theroem 1.13 holds for axis-parallel k-flats (and not just axis-parallel hyper-
planes) and it also directly implies a stronger colorful result, see Corollary 1.14.

2 Definitions and notations

• For all n ∈ N, [n] := {1, . . . , n}, and Sd−1 :=
{
x ∈ Rd | ∥x∥ = 1

}
.

• An axis-parallel box B in Rd is a set of the form [a1, b1] × [a2, b2] × · · · × [ad, bd], where
∀i ∈ [d], ai, bi ∈ R with ai ≤ bi.

• For subsets A and B of Rd, CH(A,B) denotes the convex hull of the set A ∪B.

• Given a line ℓ in Rd and ε ∈ (0,∞), define

M (ℓ, ε) :=
{
p ∈ Rd | d(p, ℓ) ≤ ε

}
.

• Given p ∈ Rd and ε ∈ (0,∞), define

box (p, ε) :=
{
q ∈ Rd | ∀i ∈ [d], |qi − pi| ≤ ε

}
.

• For a subset B of Rd and a k-flat Sk, 0 ≤ k ≤ d, πSk
(B) denotes the projection of B on

Sk. If Sk = {(x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd | xi = 0∀k < i ≤ d}, then we denote πSk
(B) by πk(B).

• Let Sk be a k-flat and H be a λ-flat in Rd. We say H is perpendicular to Sk if H ∩ Sk =
πSk

(H).

• Let A ⊆ Rd. We will denote by Ao and Ā interior and closure, respectively, of A. Also,
bd(A) denotes the boundary of A, that is, bd(A) := Ā \Ao.

• For c ∈ Rd and r ∈ (0,∞), B(c, r) (and Bo(c, r)) denotes the closed ball (and open ball)
centered at c with radius r.

• A subset A of Rd is said to be a polyhedron if A is the intersection of finitely many halfspaces.
If in addition, A is bounded, then A is called a polytope.

• A sequence {An}n∈N of sets is called a nested sequence if ∀n ∈ N we have An ⊇ An+1.
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Figure 2: Progressively smaller regions containing a 2-set.

• cone(r⃗, ε): Suppose ε > 0 and r⃗ is a ray in Rd from p ∈ Rd given by r⃗ = {p+ tv | t ≥ 0}
for some v ∈ Sd−1. We define

cone(r⃗, ε) := {p+ tx | t ≥ 0, x ∈ B(v, ε)} .

• Given a ray r⃗ = {p+ tv | t ≥ 0}, v ∈ Sd−1 and n ∈ N, we write

R(r⃗, 1/n) := cone(r⃗, 1/n) ∩B(p, 1/n)

and
Q(r⃗, n) := cone(r⃗, 1/n) \B(p, n).

• d-set: F is a d-set if F is a collection of compact connected sets in Rd which does not have
a finite hyperplane transversal. We say A ⊆ Rd contains a d-set B or B is contained in A if
∀B ∈ B, B ⊆ A.

• d-point: Let F be a d-set. A point p ∈ Rd is said to be a d-point with respect to F if for
every open set A with p ∈ A, ∃ a subcollection FA ⊆ F such that FA is a d-set and for all
B ∈ FA, B ⊆ A.

• Given sets A1, A2, . . . , Ak in Sk where Sk is a k-flat, let Λ be the set of all (k − 1)-flats in
Sk that intersect Ai for all i ∈ [k]. We define Ck(A1, . . . , Ak) as

⋃
X∈ΛX.

3 Outline of the proofs

3.1 (ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem for Hyperplanes

We will be proving the following contrapositive version of Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 3.1 (Contraposition of Theorem 1.7). Let F be a family of compact connected sets in
Rd that cannot be pierced by finitely many hyperplanes. Then there exists an infinite sequence
{Bn}n∈N ⊆ F such that no d+ 1 distinct sets from the sequence can be hit by a hyperplane.

To highlight the key concepts underpinning the proof of Theorem 3.1, we will discuss two
specific scenarios: one where d = 1 and another where d = 2. The proof for the general case will
follow similar lines with certain adjustments, which we will elucidate while sketching out the
proofs for the aforementioned instances. The core ideas behind the proof, coupled with some of
the details of the construction, can be discerned from this section.
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3.1.1 Finite point transversal in R

If we have a family F in R of closed and bounded intervals, which are not pierceable by finitely
many points, then there are two possibilities: either for every n ∈ N there is an interval Bn ∈ F
that lies completely outside [−n, n], or there is an N ∈ N such that ∀ B ∈ F , B ∩ [−N,N ] ̸= ∅.
In the first case, it is evident that we can get a sequence of mutually non-intersecting intervals.
In the second case, we claim that there is a point p ∈ [−N,N ] such that any neighborhood of
p contains a subfamily of F which cannot be hit by finitely many points. We can prove this
claim using the compactness of [−N,N ] and the fact that every open cover of a compact set
has a finite subcover. For a rigorous proof of the general version of this claim, see Theorem 4.4.
Observe that p is the 1-dimensional version of a d-point in Rd. We will use this point to build
the required sequence by first picking a B1 ∈ F that does not contain p. Then there is a
neighbourhood [p− δ1, p+ δ1] that does not intersect B1. Now pick a B2 ∈ F that is contained in
[p− δ1, p+ δ1] but does not contain p. Continuing this way, we get an infinite sequence {Bn}n∈N
of non-intersecting intervals in F as p is a 1-point of F .

3.1.2 Finite line transversal in R2

Let F be a family of compact connected sets in R2 that cannot be pierced by finitely many lines.
Just like we saw for R, we either get a 2-set contained in a bounded region, or there are no 2-sets
contained in a bounded region. Recall from the Definitions and notations section that a 2-set
contained in a bounded region A means that the sets in the 2-sets are subsets of A. In the first
case, as before, we get a 2-point (the proof for the general d-dimension is seen in Theorem 4.4),
and in the second case, there are no 2-points corresponding to F .

Region R(r⃗2,
1
n), contains Bn

Region R(r⃗2,
1

n+1), contains Bn+1

r⃗2

p

Figure 3: Progressively smaller regions about r⃗2 containing a d-set.

Case-I: There is a 2-point p ∈ R2 for F
In this case, any ball B(p, δ), δ > 0, contains a subfamily of F that cannot be hit by finitely many
lines. For d-dimension, such subfamilies are called d-sets, and here we would call them 2-sets
(see Figure 2). We can show that there is a ray r⃗2 whose endpoint is p such that the intersection
of any cone around r⃗2 and any ball B(p, δ) contains a 2-set that is a subset of F (see Figure 3).
This we can show by choosing progressively smaller regions R(r⃗2, 1/n) that contain a 2-set as
shown in Figure 3, and the general case is worked out in Theorem 4.5. Now, since for every
n ∈ N, R(r⃗2, 1/n) (as shown in Figure 3) contains a 2-set, we can construct a nested sequence of
2-sets {Bn}n∈N that are subsets of F and the sets in each Bn lie in R(r⃗2, 1/n). Further, we can
assume that for every n ∈ N and ∀B ∈ Bn, we have r⃗2 ∩B = ∅, since the collection of all sets in
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F that intersect r⃗2 cannot be a 2-set, which means that if we drop those sets from F , it will still
be a 2-set.

B1

B2

C2(B1, B2)

C2({p}, B1)

C2({p}, B2)

R(r⃗2,
1
t′2
)

p

Figure 4: Obtaining an appropriate R(r⃗2,
1
t′2
).

Now we pick B1 ∈ B1. As per our construction, B1 does not intersect r⃗2. Then the lines
through B1 and p, whose union is denoted by C2({p}, B1), intersect r⃗2 at only p. So we can pick
a t2 ∈ N for which there is an R(r⃗2,

1
t2
) that does not intersect C2({p}, B1). Choose B2 ∈ Bt2 .

Now there is a t′2 ∈ N for which there is an R(r⃗2,
1
t′2
) that does not intersect C2({p}, Bi) for

i = 1, 2 as well as C2(B1, B2). We pick B3 ∈ Bt′2
, as shown in Figure 4. Proceeding this way, we

obtain our sequence. The general construction is described in Section 4.1.1.

r⃗2

Q(r⃗2, n)

Q(r⃗2, n+ 1)

Figure 5: Progressively smaller unbounded regions containing a 2-set.

Case-II: There are no 2-points for F
In this case, we get a ray r⃗2 such that for every n ∈ N, the region Q(r⃗2, n) contains all sets of
a 2-set that is a subset of F . In other words, we get a nested sequence {B′

n}n∈N of 2-sets with
B′
n ⊆ F , such that ∀n ∈ N, ∀B ∈ B′

n we have B ⊂ Q(r⃗2, n) (see Figure 5, and Theorem 4.15
for proof). Without loss of generality, we can assume that r⃗2 is the nonnegative x2-axis and
the line passing through its endpoint and perpendicular to it is the x1-axis. Let, for all B ∈ F ,
π1(B) denote the projection of B onto the x1-axis. Since our 2-sets are contained in Q(r⃗2, n)’s,
we would like to choose sets A,B from F for our sequence for which π1(A) ∩ π1(B) = ∅, because
otherwise for all n ∈ N, we would have Q(r⃗2, n) ∩ C2(A,B) ̸= ∅, where C2(A,B) denotes the
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r⃗2 q⃗

Q(q⃗, n)

Q(r⃗2, tn)

Figure 6: Q(q⃗, n) containing Q(r⃗2, tn).

union of all lines through A and B, as defined in Section 2. Let ℓ denote the x2-axis, which is
also the straight line on which r⃗2 lies. Now, there are two distinct possibilities:

Subcase (1): either there exists an ε > 0 such that ∀n ∈ N, the subset of B′
n that is contained

in M(ℓ, ε) is a 2-set

Subcase (2): or for every ε > 0, there is an nε ∈ N for which the subset of B′
nε

that is contained
in M(ℓ, ε) is not a 2-set.

In Subcase (1), we can show, as we prove later in Lemma 4.14, that there exists a point
p = (p1, 0) on the x1-axis, and ℓp := {p+ x | x ∈ ℓ} such that for every n ∈ N, M(ℓp,

1
n) contains

a 2-set Fn ⊆ B′
n.

In this subcase, note that if q⃗ = {p+ x | x ∈ r⃗2}, then there is a strictly increasing sequence
{tn}n∈N ⊆ N for which Q(r⃗2, tn) ⊆ Q(q⃗, n) for all n ∈ N (see Figure 6, and Lemma 4.12 for
proof). For every n ∈ N, set Bn =

⋃∞
i=nFi ∩ B′

ti . For convenience, let us rename q⃗ as r⃗2.
In Subcase (2), choose any ε > 0. Then for all n ∈ N, there exists a B ∈ B′

n such that
B ∩M(ℓ, ε) = ∅. In this case, for each n ∈ N, rename B′

n as Bn.
To summarize the notation changes, in order to avoid switching between two subcases, we

write q⃗ as r⃗2 with endpoint at O for Subcase (1), and B′
n as Bn for Subcase (2). For the rest

of this section, any statement we make about r⃗2 and Bn for all n ∈ N applies for both subcases.
Now note that in both Subcase (1) and Subcase (2), if B1, . . . , Bm ∈ B1, then for all

n ∈ N, there is a B ∈ Bn such that π1(Bi) ∩ π1(B) = ∅ for all i ∈ [m]. Now we describe the
construction of the sequence, the general case of which is covered in Section 4.2.1. Pick any
B1 ∈ B1 which does not intersect r⃗2. So, we can choose a B2 ∈ B2 that does not intersect r⃗2
and π1(B1) ∩ π1(B2) = ∅. Then the set consisting of the union of all lines through B1 and B2,
denoted by C2(B1, B2), does not contain r⃗2 and r⃗2 ∩C2(B1, B2) is contained in a bounded region
(see Lemma 4.17 for proof). So, we can pick a t2 ∈ N for which Q(r⃗2, n) ∩ C2(B1, B2) = ∅ for
all n ≥ t2. Then we have an n2 ∈ N for which the sets of Bn2 are contained in Q(r⃗2, t2) (see
Figure 7). Pick B3 ∈ Bn2 such that B3 does not intersect r⃗2 and π1(B3)∩ π1(Bi) = ∅ for i = 1, 2.
Continuing this way, we obtain our sequence. For the general construction, see Section 4.2.1.

3.2 Heterochromatic (ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem for Hyperplanes

The goal of this section is to give the proof of the following heterochromatic (ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem
for hyperplanes and (arbitrary) compact connected sets.

Theorem 1.10 (Stronger variant of Theorem 1.9). Let {Fn}n∈N be a sequence of families of
compact connected sets such that every heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N has

9



B1

B2

C2(B1, B2)

Q(r⃗2, n2)

r⃗2

Figure 7: Choosing an appropriate Q(r⃗2, tn).

d+ 1 sets that are pierceable by a single hyperplane. Then there exists a finite-sized collection H
of hyperplanes in Rd such that H pierces all but finitely many families from {Fn}n∈N.

Note that Theorem 1.9 is a direct consequence of the above result.

Theorem 1.9 (Heterochromatic (ℵ0, d+ 1)-Theorem for hyperplane transversal). Let {Fn}n∈N
be a sequence of families of compact connected sets such that every heterochromatic sequence with
respect to {Fn}n∈N has d+ 1 sets that are pierceable by a single hyperplane. Then all but finitely
many Fn’s are pierceable by finitely many hyperplanes.

Now consider the following weaker-looking heterochromatic theorem compared to Theorem 1.9
and Theorem 1.10.

Theorem 3.2. Let {Fn}n∈N be a sequence of families of compact connected sets in Rd such
that every heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N has d+ 1 sets that are pierceable
by a single hyperplane. Then there exists an n ∈ N for which Fn is pierceable by finitely many
hyperplanes.

We will first deduce Theorem 1.9 from Theorem 3.2. Let {Fn}n∈N be a sequence of families of
compact connected sets in Rd such that every heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N
has d + 1 sets that are pierceable by a single hyperplane. To reach a contradiction assume
{Fn}n∈N contains an infinite sequence {Fin}n∈N such that no Fin can be pierced by finitely many
hyperplanes, where {in}n∈N is a strictly increasing sequence in N. Observe that we will reach a
contradiction using Theorem 3.2, since every heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fin}n∈N
contains d+ 1 sets which can be pierced by a single hyperplane and, from Theorem 3.2, there is
an n ∈ N for which Fin can be pierced by finitely many hyperplanes.

Using Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.9, we can prove that if {Fn}n∈N satisfies the conditions
given in Theorem 1.9 then there exists a fixed collection of hyperplanes of constant size that
pierces all but finitely many families from the infinite sequence.

Theorem 1.10 (Stronger variant of Theorem 1.9). Let {Fn}n∈N be a sequence of families of
compact connected sets such that every heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N has
d+ 1 sets that are pierceable by a single hyperplane. Then there exists a finite-sized collection H
of hyperplanes in Rd such that H pierces all but finitely many families from {Fn}n∈N.

To see how Theorem 1.10 follows from Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.9, first observe that
from Theorem 1.9 we get that there exists an m ∈ N such that for each n ≥ m, Fn is pierceable
by finitely many hyperplanes. Pick a countably infinite subset S of

⋃
n≥mFn. Then either S

10



contains a heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fn}∞n=m, or S contains infinitely many
sets from Fr for some r ≥ m. In either case, by Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.7, S contains d+ 1
sets that are pierceable by a single hyperplane. Then, by Theorem 1.7, we get that

⋃
n≥mFn is

finitely pierceable.
We will give the proof of Theorem 3.2. We will be using the following proposition of Keller

and Perles [KP23].

Proposition 3.3 (Keller and Perles [KP23]). Let F be a family of compact sets in Rd, 0 ≤ k ≤
d− 1 and m ∈ N. If any finite subfamily of F has a k-transversal of size at most m, then F also
has a k-transversal of size at most m.

Since none of the families in the sequence {Fn}n∈N is finitely pierceable by hyperplanes, from
Proposition 3.3 we get that for all n ∈ N there exists Sn ⊆ Fn satisfying the following properties:

• Property A: Sn does not have a hyperplane transversal of size at most n, and

• Property B: Sn is a finite sized family.

Now consider the following family of compact connected sets:

S :=
⋃
n∈N

Sn.

Observe that the family S by construction does not have a finite-sized hyperplane transversal.
Therefore, using Theorem 3.1, we can show that there exists an infinite sequence {Bn}n∈N of
compact sets from S and {Bn}n∈N does not contain d+ 1 sets that can be pierced by a single
hyperplane in Rd. Since each family Sn is of finite size, we can extract an infinite subsequence
from {Bn}n∈N which is a heterochromatic sequence with respect to {Fn}n∈N. This completes
the proof of Theorem 3.2.

3.3 Impossibility of a strongly colorful variant

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.11. Chakraborty, Ghosh and Nandi [CGN23a] proved the
following theorem:

Theorem 3.4 (Chakraborty, Ghosh and Nandi [CGN23a]). For all d ∈ N and 0 ≤ k < d, there
exists an infinite sequence {Fn}n∈N of families of boxes in Rd satisfying the following properties:

• for all n ∈ N, Fn does not have a finite size axis-parallel k-transversal, and

• every infinite sequence {Bn}n∈N, where Bn ∈ Fn for all n ∈ N, contains two boxes Bi and
Bj with i ̸= j and both Bi and Bj can be pierced by a single axis-parallel k-flat.

Putting d = 1, we get Theorem 1.11 for R. It is worth noting that in the above theorem, if for
d = 1 we substitute families of boxes with families of unit-length intervals, then the theorem
is not true. However, for d > 1, Theorem 1.11 is true even for unit balls, as the construction
below shows. For d > 1, pick d d-sets F1, . . . ,Fd, where Fi = {Bn,i}n∈N and every Bn,i is a unit
ball. For every d-tuple (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd, we tightly pack the region Cd(Bn1,1, . . . , Bnd,d) with
unit balls, and denote this family of unit balls by F(n1,...,nd). It is easy to check that for every

α ∈ Nd, Fα is a d-set. Now, every strongly heterochromatic sequence chosen from the sequence
{F1, . . . ,Fd}

⋃{
Fα |α ∈ Nd

}
has d+ 1 sets that are pierced by a single hyperplane, because for

any choice of Bi ∈ Fi for i ∈ [d], there is an α ∈ Nd for which every set in Fα pierces a hyperplane
that passes through B1, . . . , Bd. This shows that there cannot be a strongly heterochromatic
theorem for any value of d > 0.

In the above construction, by taking infinitely many copies of each Fi for i ∈ [d] along with
Fα for all α ∈ Nd, we can prove something stronger than Theorem 1.11.
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Theorem 3.5. Let d > 1. There exists a sequence {Fn}n∈N of closed unit balls in Rd satisfying
the following two conditions:

• for all n ∈ N, Fn is not pierceable by finitely many hyperplanes, and

• for any m ∈ N and every sequence {Bn}∞n=m of compact connected sets in Rd, where Bi ∈ Fi

for all i ≥ m, there exists a hyperplane in Rd that pierces at least d+1 sets in the sequence.

For d = 1, the construction given in [CGN23a] can be adapted to satisfy the above theorem
when the condition of taking families of unit balls (unit-length intervals) is removed. Combining
these results, Theorem 1.12 is satisfied.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.7

We have already proved Theorem 1.7 when d = 1 in Section 3.1, and in this section we will prove
Theorem 1.7 for d ≥ 2. First, we present a few observations that are straightforward.

Observation 4.1. Suppose Sk is a k-flat with A1, . . . , Ak+1 ⊆ Sk such that

A1 ∩ Ck(A2, . . . , Ak+1) = ∅.

Then for any j ∈ {2, . . . , k + 1}, we have

Aj ∩ Ck(A1, . . . , Aj−1, Aj+1, . . . , Ak+1) = ∅.

Observation 4.2. Let Sk be a k-flat in Rd and P ⊆ Rd be any polyhedron such that if A = Sk∩P ,
then bd(A) is nonempty. Then there are finitely many hyperplanes H1, . . . ,Hm such that ∀i ∈ [m],
we have

Hi ∩ Sk = πSk
(Hi), and bd(A) =

 ⋃
i∈[m]

Hi

⋂
A.

Observation 4.3. Let p be a d-point with respect to a collection of compact connected sets F
in Rd and A be any open set with O ∈ A. Then there exists a sequence of d-sets {Fn}n∈N with
F ⊇ Fn ⊇ Fn+1, ∀n ∈ N, such that if B ∈ Fn, then B ⊆

{
p+ 1

nx | x ∈ A
}
.

4.1 Case-I: When there is a d-set F ′ ⊆ F contained in a bounded region

In this subsection we shall discuss how to get the required infinite sequence when there is a d-set
F ′ ⊆ F contained in a bounded region. Note that, as we have defined in Section 2, a d-set B
contained in a set A ⊂ Rd means that for all B ∈ B, we have B ⊆ A.

Theorem 4.4. Let F ′ ⊆ F be a d-set such that there is an N ∈ N for which every B ∈ F ′ is
contained in B(O,N). Then there is a d-point p ∈ Rd with respect to F .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that F ′ is contained in an axis parallel box

A = [a1,1, a1,2]× · · · × [ad,1, ad,2].

If A contains no d-point, then for each a ∈ A, there is a polytope Pa with a ∈ P o
a and P o

a contains
no d-set. As A is compact, there are finitely many points a1, . . . , at such that A ⊆ ⋃t

i=1 P
o
ai . Let

F ′′ ⊆ F ′ be the family of all sets in F ′ that intersect the boundary of some Pai , i ∈ [t]. Since
the boundary of each Pai consists of finitely many hyperplanes, F ′′ cannot be a d-set. Then
F ′ \ F ′′ is a d-set such that for every B ∈ F ′ \ F ′′, we have B ⊆ P o

ai , for some i ∈ [t]. But this is
a contradiction, since P o

ai contains no d-set for every i ∈ [t]. Therefore, there must be a d-point
in A with respect to F ′, and hence, with respect to F .
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Theorem 4.5. Let F ′ ⊆ F be a d-set which is contained in a bounded region and p ∈ Rd be a
d-point with respect to F ′. Then there exists

(a) a nested sequence of d-sets {Bn}n∈N such that for all n ∈ N, Bn ⊆ F

(b) for every k ∈ {2, . . . , d} a k-flat Sk containing a ray r⃗k whose endpoint is p, and for all
k ∈ {2, . . . , d− 1}, we have r⃗k+1 ⊥ Sk and Sk+1 ⊋ Sk

such that for every n ∈ N and B ∈ Bn, we have πSk
(B) ⊆ R(r⃗k, 1/n) and πSk

(B)∩ r⃗k = ∅ for all
k ∈ {2, . . . , d}.
Proof. Without loss of generality, let p be the origin O. We prove Theorem 4.5 with the help of
the following claims:

1. There is a nested sequence {Fn,d}n∈N, Fn,d ⊆ F ′ for all n ∈ N, with the property that
given any n ∈ N, if B ∈ Fn,d, then B ⊆ B(O, 1/n).

2. Let k ∈ {2, . . . , d} and Sk be a k-flat passing through O. Let there be a nested sequence
{Fn,k}n∈N of d-sets, Fn,k ⊆ F ′ for all n ∈ N, such that for all n ∈ N, if B ∈ Fn,k, then
πSk

(B) ⊆ B(O, 1/n) ∩ Sk. Then there is a ray r⃗k in Sk with endpoint at O and a nested
sequence {Bn,k}n∈N of d-sets such that Bn,k ⊆ Fn,k ∀n ∈ N, and ∀B ∈ Bn,k, we have
πSk

(B) ⊆ R(r⃗k, 1/n) and πSk
(B) ∩ r⃗k = ∅.

Claim 1 is a simple consequence of Observation 4.3. We will prove Claim 2 in Lemma 4.6. For
now, we will prove Theorem 4.5 assuming that Lemma 4.6 is true. Putting k = d in Lemma 4.6,
we get a nested sequence {Bn,d}n∈N of d-sets and a ray r⃗d with endpoint at O such that for all
n ∈ N, Bn,d ⊆ Fn,d and ∀B ∈ Bn,d, we have B ⊆ R(r⃗d, 1/n) and B ∩ r⃗d = ∅.

Let Sd−1 be the (d− 1)-flat that passes through O and is perpendicular to r⃗d. Now note that
for all n ∈ N and ∀B ∈ Bn,d, we have πSd−1

(B) ⊆ B(O, 1/n). Therefore, Lemma 4.6 applies and
we get a ray r⃗d−1 in Sd−1 and a nested sequence {Bn,d−1}n∈N of d-sets such that for all n ∈ N
and ∀B ∈ Bn,d−1, we have πSd−1

(B) ⊊ R(r⃗d−1, 1/n) and πSd−1
(B) ∩ r⃗d−1 = ∅.

Proceeding this way, we obtain

(a) for every k ∈ {2, . . . , d} a nested sequence {Bn,k}n∈N of d-sets such that for every k ∈
{2, . . . , d− 1} and ∀n ∈ N, we have F ⊇ Bn,k+1 ⊇ Bn,k

(b) for every k ∈ {2, . . . , d}, a k-flat Sk containing a ray r⃗k whose endpoint is O, and for all
k ∈ {2, . . . , d− 1}, we have r⃗k+1 ⊥ Sk, Sk+1 ⊋ Sk

such that for every n ∈ N and ∀B ∈ Bn,k, we have πSk
(B) ⊆ R(r⃗k, 1/n) and πSk

(B) ∩ r⃗k = ∅
for all k ∈ {2, . . . , d}. Now since for all n ∈ N and for all k ∈ {2, . . . , d}, we have Bn,2 ⊆ Bn,k,
it follows that for all B ∈ Bn,2, we have πSk

(B) ∩ r⃗k = ∅ and πSk
(B) ⊆ R(r⃗k, 1/n) for all

k ∈ {2, . . . , d} and for all n ∈ N. We set, for every n ∈ N, Bn = Bn,2, which gives us the sequence
described in the Theorem.

Now we prove Lemma 4.6.

Lemma 4.6. Let p ∈ Rd, k ∈ {2, . . . , d} and Sk be a k-flat through p. Let there be a nested
sequence {Fn,k}n∈N of d-sets such that for all n ∈ N and ∀B ∈ Fn,k, we have πSk

(B) ⊆ B(p, 1/n).
Then there is a ray r⃗k in Sk with endpoint at p and a nested sequence {Bn,k}n∈N of d-sets such
that Bn,k ⊆ Fn,k ∀n ∈ N, and ∀B ∈ Bn,k, we have πSk

(B) ⊊ R(r⃗k, 1/n) and πSk
(B) ∩ r⃗k = ∅.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let p = O and Sk = {x ∈ Rd | xi = 0∀k < i ≤ d}. For any set
A ⊆ Rd, we shall denote its projection onto Sk by πk(A). For any n ∈ N, we can get a finite
sequence vn1 , . . . , vntn

∈ Sk ∩ Sd−1 such that

Sk ∩ Sd−1 ⊆
tn⋃
j=1

(
box

(
vnj ,

1

d2n2

))o

.
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If A ∈ Fn,k, then πk(A) ⊆ B(O, 1
n). Every CH

(
{O},box

(
1
nvnj ,

1
d2n3

))
is a polytope, so by

Observation 4.2, for every n ∈ N, the collection of sets in Fn,k whose projections intersect the
boundaries of

Sk ∩ CH

(
{O}, box

(
1

n
vnj ,

1

d2n3

))
,

where j ∈ [tn], is not a d-set. Also, there must be at least one vnj such that the interior of
CH

(
{0},box

(
1
nvnj ,

1
d2n3

))
∩ Sk contains the projection of a d-set that is a subset of Fn2,k, since

Sk ∩B (O, 1/n) ⊆
tn⋃
j=1

CH

(
{O},box

(
1

n
vnj ,

1

d2n3

))
∩ Sk.

Let

Vn =
⋃
j∈Jn

(
Sd−1 ∩ Sk ∩ box

(
vnj ,

1

d2n2

))
,

where Jn ⊆ {n1, . . . , ntn}, such that CH
(
{0},box

(
1
nvnj ,

1
d2n3

))
contains the projection of a d-set

in its interior that is a subset of Fn2,k if and only if j ∈ Jn. Vn is compact for each n ∈ N
and since Fn,k ⊇ Fn+1,k for all n ∈ N, we have

⋂n
i=1 Vi ≠ ∅ for all n ∈ N. Therefore, we have⋂

n∈N Vn ̸= ∅ and there is a v ∈ ⋂
n∈N Vn.

Define r⃗k = {tv | t ∈ R+ ∪ {0}}. Then, due to the way we have chosen v, for every n ∈ N
there exists a vn ∈ Sd−1 ∩ Sk such that v ∈ box

(
vn,

1
d2n2

)
, and CH

(
{O},box

(
1
nvn,

1
d2n3

))
∩ Sk

contains the projection of a d-set B′
n,k ⊆ Fn2,k onto Sk. Observe that as

CH
(
{O}, box

(
vn, d

−2n−2
))

∩ B
(
O, 1/n2

)
∩ Sk ⊆ R (r⃗k, 1/n) ∩ Sk,

therefore for every B ∈ B′
n,k we have

πk(B) ⊆ R(r⃗k, 1/n) ∩ Sk.

For all n ∈ N, let
B′′
n,k =

{
B ∈ B′

n,k | πk(B) ∩ r⃗k = ∅
}
.

Clearly, for all n ∈ N, B′′
n,k is a d-set. Set

Bn,k =

∞⋃
i=n

B′′
i,k.

This is the required nested sequence.

We shall now prove a few lemmas which would establish some properties that will be used to
construct our required sequence. From Theorem 4.5, we have obtained a sequence {Bn}n∈N of
d-sets, and for each k ∈ {2, . . . , d}, a k-flat Sk and a ray r⃗k.

We assume, without loss of generality, that for every k ∈ [d], Sk = Span(e1, . . . , ek) and
r⃗k = {Rek | R > 0}, where ek = (x1, . . . , xn) with xi = 0 if and only if i ̸= k, and xk = 1.

Lemma 4.7. Let B1, B2, . . . , Bm be such that Bi ∈ B1 and m ∈ N. Then ∃t2 ∈ N, t2 > m such
that R (r⃗2, 1/t2) ∩ π2(Bi) = ∅ ∀i ∈ [m].

Proof. Since r⃗2 ∩ π2(Bi) = ∅ for all i ∈ [m] by our construction of Bi’s, we have our t2 ∈ N that
satisfies R (r⃗2, 1/t2) ∩ π2 (Bi) = ∅ for all i ∈ [m].

Lemma 4.8. Let B ∈ Bn where n ∈ N. Then r⃗2 ∩ C2({O}, π2(B)) = {O}.

Proof. If x ∈ r⃗2 ∩ C2({O}, π2(B)) and x ̸= O, then r⃗2 must intersect π2(B), but that is a
contradiction.
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Lemma 4.9. Let k ∈ {2, . . . , d− 1} and B1, . . . , Bm be such that for all i ∈ [m] we have Bi ∈ B1

and O /∈ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)), where ij’s are distinct integers in [m], j ∈ [k]. Then we have

r⃗k+1 ∩ Ck+1(πk+1(Bi1), . . . , πk+1(Bik), {O}) = {O}.

Proof. If not, then there is an x ∈ r⃗k+1 \ {O} such that

x ∈ Ck+1(πk+1(Bi1), . . . , πk+1(Bik), {O}).

This implies that there is a k-flat that contains r⃗k+1 and passes through each πk+1(Bij ).
Therefore, this k-flat is perpendicular to Sk and hence its projection onto Sk is a (k − 1)-
flat that passes through O and πk(Bij ) for every j ∈ [k]. But this is a contradiction, since
O /∈ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)).

Lemma 4.10. Let k ∈ {2, . . . , d} and B1, . . . , Bm be such that Bi ∈ B1 for all i ∈ [m] and

r⃗k ∩ Ck

(
πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1

), {O}
)
= {O} .

Then there exists tk ∈ N, with tk > m, such that

R(r⃗k, 1/tk) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
), {O}) = {O}.

Proof. Since Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
), {O}) is closed, there is a tk ∈ N, tk > m, for which

B (ek, 1/tk) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
), {O}) = ∅.

Hence the lemma follows.

4.1.1 Construction of the sequence

Now we are ready to construct the sequence {Bn}n∈N ⊆ F so that no d+ 1 distinct sets of the
sequence are intersected by a hyperplane. Let {Bn}n∈N, Sk and r⃗k for all k ∈ {2, . . . , d} be as
defined in Theorem 4.5, and assume, as before, that for every k ∈ [d], Sk = Span(e1, . . . , ek) and
r⃗k = {Rek | R > 0}, where ek = (x1, . . . , xn) with xi = 0 if and only if i ̸= k, and xk = 1. Pick
B1 ∈ B1. Then there is a t2 ∈ N, t2 > 1, for which

C2({O}, π2(B1)) ∩R(r⃗2, 1/t2) = {O},

following Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.10. Pick B2 ∈ Bt2 . Then O /∈ C2(π2(B1), π2(B2)), since
π2(B2) ⊆ R(r⃗2, 1/t2) and O /∈ π2(B2). By Lemma 4.9, we have

r⃗3 ∩ C3 (π3(B1), π3(B2), {O}) = {O} .

Therefore, by Lemma 4.10, we have a t3 > 2 for which

R (r⃗3, 1/t3) ∩ C3(π3(B1), π3(B2), {O}) = {O}.

Also, since O /∈ C2(π2(B1), π2(B2)) and r⃗2∩C2(π2(Bi), {O}) = {O} for i = 1, 2, we have a t′2 ∈ N
for which

R
(
r⃗2, 1/t

′
2

)
∩ C2 (π2(Bi), {O}) = {O}

and
R
(
r⃗2, 1/t

′
2

)
∩ C2 (π2(B1), π2(B2)) = ∅.

We choose B3 from Bt, where t = max{t′2, t3}. Now observe that

π2(B3) ∩ C2(π2(B1), π2(B2)) = ∅.

Proceeding this way, we construct our sequence.
In general, let us have the sequence B1, B2, . . . , Bm where Bi ∈ Bi that we have constructed

as above. So, for all k ∈ {2, . . . ,min{m, d}}, we have
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• r⃗k ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
), {O}) = {O},

• O /∈ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)), and

where i1, . . . , ik denote distinct integers in [m]. Further, for all k ∈ {2, 3, . . . ,min{m− 1, d}}, we
have πk(Bik+1

)∩Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅, where each ij is distinct and chosen from [m]. We
have shown that we can obtain such a sequence for m = 3. We shall extend this sequence now.
Using Lemma 4.9 and 4.10, we can obtain a t ∈ N such that for every k ∈ {2, . . . ,min{m+1, d}},
we have

R(r⃗k, 1/t) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
), {O}) = {O},

and for every k ∈ {2, . . . ,min{m, d}}, we have

R(r⃗k, 1/t) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅

for distinct ij ’s. Now, we can easily check that for any Bm+1 ∈ Bt and all k ∈ {2, . . . ,min{m+
1, d}}, we have

πk(Bm+1) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅
for distinct ij ’s in [m]. Further, for all k ∈ {2, . . . ,min{m+ 1, d}}, we have

• O /∈ Ck (πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)),

• r⃗k ∩ Ck

(
πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1

), {O}
)
= {O} and

• πk(Bik) ∩ Ck

(
πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1

), {O}
)
= ∅,

where each ij is distinct and chosen from [m+1]. So, for all k ∈ {2, . . . ,min{m+1, d}}, we have

• r⃗k ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
), {O}) = {O},

• O /∈ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) and

• πk(Bik) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
), {O}) = ∅,

where i1, . . . , ik denote distinct integers in [m+ 1]. For all k ∈ {2, 3, . . . ,min{m, d}}, we have

πk(Bik+1
) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅

where each ij is distinct and chosen from [m+ 1]. Therefore, we can extend our sequence. This
concludes the proof of Case-I.

4.2 Case-II: when there are no d-sets in a bounded region that is a subset of
F

Next we discuss how to get the required infinite sequence when there are no d-sets in a bounded
region that is a subset of F . Before that we will need the following technical lemmas.

Lemma 4.11. Let {Fn}n∈N be a nested sequence of d-sets and Sk be a k-flat with p′ ∈ Sk. Then
exactly one of the following holds:

(a) For every n ∈ N, Sk \B(p′, n) contains the projection of a d-set B′
n,k ⊆ Fn. Then there is

a ray r⃗k on Sk such that every Q(r⃗k, n) ∩ Sk contains the projection of a d-set Bn,k ⊆ Fn

such that Bn,k ⊇ Bn+1,k, for all n ∈ N.

(b) There is an N ∈ N and an n′ ∈ N for which the subset of Fn′ consisting of all sets whose
projections onto Sk are not contained in Sk ∩B(p′, N) is not a d-set. In this case, there is
a point p ∈ Sk such that there is a ray r⃗k on Sk with endpoint at p, and for every n ∈ N,
R(r⃗k, 1/n) ∩ Sk contains the projection of a d-set Bn,k ⊆ Fn such that Bn,k ⊇ Bn+1,k, for
all n ∈ N.
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Lemma 4.12. Let r⃗′ be a ray in Rd and let r⃗ be a ray in Rd such that there is a p ∈ Rd

for which r⃗′ = p + r⃗. Then there exists a strictly increasing sequence {tn}n∈N ⊆ N for which
Q(r⃗′, tn) ⊆ Q(r⃗, n).

Lemma 4.13. Let there be a k′ ∈ {2, . . . , d} for which there exists a nested sequence of d-sets
{Fn}n∈N and a point p ∈ Rd such that for every k ∈ {k′, . . . , d} there is a k-flat Sk containing a
ray r⃗k with endpoint at p satisfying the property that

• r⃗k+1 ⊥ Sk and Sk+1 ⊋ Sk when k < d

• ∀n ∈ N and ∀ B ∈ Fn, we have πSk
(B) ⊆ Q(r⃗k, n) ∩ Sk

Pick any p′ ∈ Sk′ and for every k ∈ {k′, . . . , d}, let r⃗′k denote the ray r⃗k translated so that its
endpoint is at p′. Then there is a strictly increasing sequence {tn}n∈N ⊆ N with the property that

• r⃗′k+1 ⊥ Sk and Sk+1 ⊋ Sk when k < d

• ∀n ∈ N and ∀ B ∈ Ftn, we have πSk
(B) ⊆ Q(r⃗′k, n)

Lemma 4.14. Let {Fn}n∈N be a nested sequence of d-sets and S2 be a 2-flat. Further, let, for
all p ∈ S2, ∀n ∈ N and for every R > 0, F ′

n := {B ∈ Fn | πS2(B) ∩ B(p,R) = ∅} be a d-set.
Then we have a nested sequence {Bn}n∈N of d-sets with Bn ⊆ F ∀n ∈ N and a ray r⃗2 on S2

such that for every n ∈ N and B ∈ Bn, we have πS2(B) ⊆ Q(r⃗2, n) ∩ S2 and πS2(B) ∩ r⃗2 = ∅.
Moreover, we can choose the Bn’s in such a way that for any n ∈ N and any B1, . . . , Bm ∈ B1,
we can choose a B′ ∈ Bn for which πS1(Bj)∩ πS1(B

′) = ∅ for all i ∈ [m], where S1 is the straight
line that passes through the endpoint of r⃗2 and is perpendicular to r⃗2.

The proofs of the above four lemmas can be found in Appendix A.

Theorem 4.15. Suppose F is a family of d-sets in Rd such that there are no d-sets in F
contained in a bounded region. Then there is a k′ ∈ {2, . . . , d} and there exists a nested sequence
of d-sets {Bn}n∈N with Bn ⊆ F for all n ∈ N and a point p ∈ Rd such that for every k ∈ {2, . . . , d}
there is a k-flat Sk containing a ray r⃗k with endpoint at p and when k < d, we have r⃗k+1 ⊥ Sk

and Sk+1 ⊋ Sk. Moreover,

(a) for all k ∈ {k′, . . . , d} and ∀n ∈ N, ∀B ∈ Bn, we have πSk
(B) ⊆ Q(r⃗k, n) and πSk

(B)∩ r⃗k =
∅, and

(b) for all k ∈ {2, . . . , k′ − 1} and ∀n ∈ N, ∀B ∈ Bn, we have πSk
(B) ⊆ R(r⃗k,

1
n) and

πSk
(B) ∩ r⃗k = ∅. Note that {2, . . . , k′ − 1} is the empty set if k′ = 2.

Further, if k′ = 2, then we can choose {Bn}n∈N so that for any B1, . . . , Bm ∈ B1, for any n ∈ N
we can pick a B′ ∈ Bn such that if S1 denotes the straight line on S2 that passes through p and
is perpendicular to r⃗2, then πS1(B

′) ∩ πS1(Bi) = ∅ for all i ∈ [m].

Proof. Fn,d = {A ∈ F | A ∩B(O,n) = ∅} is a d-set for all n ∈ N. Applying Lemma 4.11(a), we
obtain a nested sequence {Bn,d}n∈N of d-sets such that for all n ∈ N, Bn,d ⊆ Fn,d. Also, we get a
ray r⃗d with endpoint at O in Rd such that for every n ∈ N, ∀B ∈ Bn,d, we have B ∈ Q(r⃗d, n).

Let Sd−1 be the (d − 1)-flat that is perpendicular to r⃗d and passes through O. We apply
Lemma 4.11 for this (d− 1)-flat. Either (a) or (b) of Lemma 4.11 applies. If (a) applies, then we
would obtain a ray r⃗′d−1 with endpoint at O and a nested sequence {Bn,d−1}n∈N of d-sets such

that ∀n ∈ N, we have Bn,d−1 ⊆ Bn,d and ∀B ∈ Bn,d−1, πSd−1
(B) ⊊ Q(r⃗′d−1, n). If (a) does not

apply, then (b) applies. As we move from Sd to Sd−1 and so on as above, let k′ be the smallest
integer in {d, d− 1, . . . , 2} for which Case (a) of Lemma 4.11 applies to {d, d− 1, . . . , k′}.

If k′ = 2, then we apply Lemma 4.14 and we are done. If k′ > 2, then we obtain, for each
k ∈ {k′, . . . , d}, a k-flat Sk containing O and a ray r⃗′k in Sk with endpoint at O, and a sequence
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{Bn,k′}n∈N of d-sets with Bn,k′ ⊊ Fn,d and ∀B ∈ Bn,k′ , πSk
(B) ⊊ Q(r⃗′k, n) for all n ∈ N. Now,

let Sk′−1 denote the (k′ − 1)-flat contained in Sk′ , passing through O and perpendicular to r⃗′k′ .
Now, Case (b) of Lemma 4.11 applies, and we obtain a point p on Sk′−1, a ray r⃗k′−1 in Sk′−1 from
p and a nested sequence {Bn,k′−1}n∈N of d-sets such that Bn,k′−1 ⊆ Bn,k′ and ∀B ∈ Bn,k′−1, we

have πSk′−1
(B) ⊆ R(r⃗k′−1,

1
n) for all n ∈ N. Now let for each k ∈ {k′, . . . , d}, r⃗k = p+ r⃗′k. Then,

using Lemma 4.13, we get a strictly increasing sequence {tn}n∈N for which we have, ∀n ∈ N and
∀B ∈ Btn,k′ , πSk

(B) ⊊ Q(r⃗k, n). Since for every n ∈ N and any k ∈ {k′, . . . , d}, the collection
of sets in Btn,k′ whose projections onto Sk intersect r⃗k cannot be a d-set due to Observation
4.2, we can assume, without loss of generality, that for every n ∈ N and ∀B ∈ Btn,k′ , we have
r⃗k ∩ πSk

(B) = ∅ for all k ∈ {k′, . . . , d}. For all n ∈ N, set

Fn,k′−1 :=
{
B ∈ Btn,k′−1 | πSk

(B) ∩ r⃗k = ∅, ∀k ∈ {k′ − 1, . . . , d}
}
.

Now, by repeated application of Lemma 4.6, we obtain, for all k ∈ {2, . . . , k′ − 1}, a k-flat Sk, a
ray r⃗k from p and a nested sequence {Bn} of d-sets with Bn ⊆ Fn,k′−1 such that for k < k′ − 1,
Sk ⊥ r⃗k+1 and Sk ⊊ Sk+1, and ∀B ∈ Bn, r⃗k ∩ πSk

(B) = ∅ and πSk
(B) ⊆ R(r⃗k, 1/n). This

concludes the proof.

Again we shall prove a few lemmas before we proceed to construct the sequence. Let for
every k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, ek ∈ Rd denote the point ek = (x1, . . . , xd) where xi = 0 for all i ∈ [d] \ {k}
and xk = 1. Without loss of generality, we assume that p is the origin O and ∀k ∈ {2, . . . , d},
Sk = Span(e1, . . . , ek) and r⃗k = {Rek | R > 0}.

Lemma 4.16. Let B1, . . . , Bm with Bi ∈ B1 ∀i ∈ [m] and k ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1} be such that we
have

Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) ∩ πk(Bik+1
) = ∅

for distinct ij’s in [m]. Then Ck+1(πk+1(Bi1), . . . , πk+1(Bik+1
)) does not contain any straight

lines parallel to r⃗k+1.

Proof. It suffices to show that for any choice of aj ∈ πk+1(Bij ), for each j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k + 1},
Ck+1({a1}, . . . , {ak+1}) is a single k-flat which does not contain a straight line parallel to r⃗k+1.
Now if there is no unique k-flat in Sk+1 that passes through a1, . . . , ak+1, then there is a λ-flat L
that passes through a1, . . . , ak+1, where λ < k. Then the projection of L onto Sk passes through
πk(a1), . . . , πk(ak+1). But this contradicts the assumption that

Ck

(
πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) ∩ πk(Bik+1

)
= ∅.

Therefore, there must be a unique k-flat K that passes through a1, . . . , ak+1. Now if K contains a
straight line parallel to r⃗k+1, then the projection of K onto Sk is a (k− 1)-flat, which contradicts
the assumption that

Ck (πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) ∩ πk(Bik+1
) = ∅.

Lemma 4.17. Let B1, . . . , Bm, Bi ∈ B1∀i ∈ [m] and k ∈ {k′, . . . , d} be such that we have

Ck−1(πk−1(Bi1), . . . , πk−1(Bik−1
)) ∩ πk−1(Bik) = ∅

for distinct ij’s in [m]. Then there is a tk ∈ N, tk > m for which we have the following: ∀n ≥ tk
and distinct i1, . . . , ik ∈ [m], we have

Q(r⃗k, n) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅.
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Proof. For distinct Bi1 , . . . , Bik , define

f : Bi1 × · · · ×Bik → R

such that f(b1, . . . , bk) = R if and only if the (k−1)-flat through b1, . . . , bk intersects {cek | c ∈ R}
at the point Rek, where bj ∈ Bij for all j ∈ [k]. Note that we have already shown in Lemma 4.16
that such a (k − 1)-flat is unique, and since no such (k − 1)-flat contains a straight line parallel
to r⃗k, the function f is well-defined. Also, it is easy to see that f is continuous, and as such, its
image in R must be compact. Therefore, we have a tk ∈ N, tk > m for which

Q(r⃗k, tk) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅

for every choice of distinct i1, . . . , ik. Hence the result follows.

4.2.1 Construction of the sequence

Now we are ready to construct the sequence {Bn}n∈N such that Bn ∈ Bn for all n ∈ N and
no single hyperplane can pierce d + 1 distinct Bn’s. If k′ > 2, then pick B1, . . . , Bk′ the way
described in subsection 4.1.1 of Case-I, so that for all k ∈ {2, . . . , k′ − 1}, they satisfy(

{O} ∪ πk(Bik+1
)
)
∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅,

and

(r⃗k \ {O}) ∩ Ck({O}, πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
)) = ∅

for all distinct ij ’s in [k′].
If k′ = 2, then choose B1 ∈ B1. Due to our choice of r⃗2 as described in Theorem 4.15, there

is a B2 ∈ B2 for which π1(B2) ∩ π1(B1) = ∅.
Now we have the sequence B1, . . . , Bk′ . We show how to extend a sequence of length at least

k′. Let B1, . . . , Bm, m ≥ k′ be a sequence such that for all k ∈ {2, . . . , k′ − 1}, we have

[{O} ∪ πk(Bik+1
)] ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅ and

(r⃗k \ {O}) ∩ Ck({O}, πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
)) = ∅.

for distinct ij ’s in [m]. Also, for all k ∈ {k′, . . . ,min{d,m− 1}}, we have

πk
(
Bik+1

) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)
)
= ∅

for distinct ij ’s in [m]. Then, if k′ > 2, we can obtain a t′ ∈ N, t′ > m for which

R
(
r⃗k, 1/t

′) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
), {O}) = {O} and

R
(
r⃗k, 1/t

′) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅

for distinct ij ’s in [m] for all k ∈ {2, . . . , k′ − 1}, using Lemma 4.10. For k ∈ {k′, . . . ,min{d,m}},
we use Lemma 4.17 to obtain a t′′ > m such that

Q(r⃗k, n) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅

for distinct ij ’s in [m] whenever n ≥ t′′.
If k′ = 2, then by Theorem 4.15, we can pick a suitable Bm+1 from Bt′′ such that π1(Bm+1)∩

π1(Bi) = ∅ for any i ∈ [m]. Therefore, by repeated application of Lemma 4.17, we get that
∀k ∈ {k′, . . . ,min{m, d}}, we have

πk(Bik+1
) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅
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for distinct ij ’s in [m+ 1].
If k′ > 2, then we set t = max{t′, t′′} and pickBm+1 from Bt. Then for every k ∈ {2, . . . , k′−1},

we have

[{O} ∪ πk(Bik+1
)] ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅ and

(r⃗k \ {O}) ∩ Ck({O}, πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik−1
)) = ∅,

for distinct ij ’s in [m + 1]. At this point, by repeatedly applying Lemma 4.17, we get that
∀k ∈ {k′, . . . ,min{m, d}}, we have

πk(Bik+1
) ∩ Ck(πk(Bi1), . . . , πk(Bik)) = ∅

for distinct ij ’s in [m+ 1].

A Missing proofs

Proof of Lemma 4.11. Without loss of generality, let us assume that p′ = O.

(a) For every n ∈ N, set

Fn,k :=

∞⋃
i=n

B′
i,k.

If A ∈ Fn,k, then we have πSk
(A) ⊆ Sk \B(O,n). For any n ∈ N, there are finitely many

points vn1 , . . . , vntn
∈ Sk ∩ Sd−1 such that

tn⋃
i=1

boxo
(
vni ,

1

d2n2

)
⊇ Sk ∩ Sd−1.

Then, following similar reasoning as we used in the proof of Lemma 4.3, we can say that
there is at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , tn} such that there is a projection of a d-set that is a subset
of Fn2,k in the interior of

Sk ∩

⋃
t≥0

box

(
tvni ,

t

d2n2

)
\B(O,n)

 .

Let Jn ⊆ {1, . . . , tn} be such that there is a projection of a d-set that is a subset of Fn2,k

in the interior of

Sk ∩

⋃
t≥0

box

(
tvni ,

t

d2n2

)
\B(O,n)


if and only if i ∈ Jn. Let

Vn =
⋃
i∈Jn

CH

(
{O}, box(vni ,

1

d2n2
)

)
∩ Sd−1 ∩ Sk.

Since
⋂n

i=1 Vi ̸= ∅ for all n ∈ N, we have a vk ∈ ⋂∞
i=1 Vi. Set r⃗k = {tvk | t ≥ 0}. Then for

every n ∈ N, Q(r⃗k, n) contains the projection of a d-set F ′
n,k ⊆ Fn2,k. Setting

Bn,k =
∞⋃
i=n

F ′
n,k,

we get the required nested sequence {Bn,k}n∈N of d-sets satisfying the conditions in (a).
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(b) Let, for all n ∈ N,
F ′
n = {A ∈ Fn | πSk

(A) ⊆ B(O,N)} .
Then for all n ∈ N, F ′

n is a d-set. We claim that there is a point p in Sk ∩B(O,N) such
that if P is a polytope with p ∈ P o then Sk ∩ P o also contains the projection of a d-set
which is a subset of F ′

n, for all n ∈ N. If not, then for every x ∈ Sk ∩ B(O,N), there is
a polytope Px on Sk with x ∈ P o

x and nx ∈ N such that the collection of all sets in F ′
nx

whose projections lie in the interior of Px does not form a d-set. Since Sk ∩ B(O,N) is
compact, there are finitely many x1, . . . , xs ∈ Sk ∩B(O,N) such that

Sk ∩B(O,N) ⊆
s⋃

i=1

P o
xi
.

Let a = max{nx1 , . . . , nxs}. The projection of any set in F ′
a on Sk lies either in some Pxi

or hits the boundary of some Pxi , i ∈ {1, . . . , s}. We can ignore the sets whose projections
on Sk hit the boundary of some Pxi because those sets are already hit by finitely many
hyperplanes, namely the hyperplanes H1, . . . ,Ht that contain the boundaries of the Pxi ’s
and ∀i ∈ [t], Hi ∩ Sk = πSk

(Hi). This means that the sets whose projections are in the
interior of the Pxi ’s form a d-set. But this is a contradiction. Therefore, there must be a
point p such that for every polytope P with p ∈ P o and every n ∈ N, all sets in F ′

n such
that their projections lie within P ∩Sk form a d-set. Then by Lemma 4.6, there exists a ray
r⃗k on Sk with endpoint at p and a nested sequence {Bn,k}n∈N of d-sets such that for every
n ∈ N, R(r⃗k, 1/n) ∩ Sk contains the projection of a d-set Bn,k, and we have Bn,k ⊆ Fn.

Proof of Lemma 4.12. Without loss of generality, let the origin O be the endpoint of r⃗ and
r⃗ = {te1 | t ≥ 0}. Choose an arbitrary n ∈ N. There is a point q on r⃗′ such that

q ∈ Q (r⃗, n) \ [−2n, 2n]d .

So, we have Q(r⃗q, n) ⊆ Q(r⃗, n), where r⃗q = q + r⃗. Now, since there exists a tn ∈ N for which

Q(r⃗q, n) ⊋ Q(r⃗′,m) for all m ≥ tn, we have Q(r⃗, n) ⊋ Q(r⃗′,m) for all m ≥ tn.

Proof of Lemma 4.13. Without loss of generality, let for every k ∈ {k′, . . . , d},

Sk = Span(e1, . . . , ek),

r⃗k = {tek | t ≥ 0} , and
p′ = (p1, . . . , pk′ , 0, . . . , 0) .

Then for every k ∈ {k′, . . . , d}, we have r⃗′k = p′ + r⃗k. We set Sd := Rd. Note that for each
k ∈ {k′, . . . , d}, as Sk is a linear space containing both r⃗k and p′, Sk must contain r⃗′k. When
k′ ≤ k < d, suppose S′

k is the k-flat contained in Sk+1 such that S′
k is perpendicular to r⃗′k+1 at

its endpoint. Then S′
k is parallel to Sk since r⃗k is parallel to r⃗′k. But since p′ ∈ S′

k ∩ Sk, we must

have Sk = S′
k, and therefore we have r⃗′k+1 ⊥ Sk. Now by repeated application of Lemma 4.12,

we get an increasing sequence {tn}n∈N for which we have ∀n ∈ N and ∀ B ∈ Ftn , we have

πSk
(B) ⊆ Q

(
r⃗′k, n

)
.

Proof of Lemma 4.14. Exactly one of the two cases below holds:
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(i) either there is a straight line ℓp on S2 and a ray r⃗2 on ℓp such that for all n ∈ N, there is a
d-set Bn ⊆ Fn such that for every B ∈ Bn, we have πS2(B) ⊆ M(ℓp, 1/n) ∩Q(r⃗2, n) and
πS2(B) ∩ ℓ = ∅,

(ii) or for no straight line ℓ′ ⊊ S2 and ε > 0, there is a sequence of d-sets {F ′
n}n∈N with

F ′
n ⊆ Fn for all n ∈ N, whose projection on S2 is contained in the set M(ℓ′, ε).

Clearly, if (ii) holds, then (i) does not hold, and by using similar techniques as in Lemma 4.11,
we can obtain a sequence {Bn}n∈N and a ray r⃗2 satisfying the properties described in the Lemma.
Now, pick any B1, . . . , Bm from B1. Then there exist straight lines ℓ1, . . . , ℓm in S2 for which we
have for all i ∈ [m], πS2(Bi) ⊊ M(ℓi, ε) for some ε > 0. Since we can find an n ∈ N for which no
M(ℓi, ε) contains the projection of a d-set that is a subset of Fn, we can always find a B ∈ Bn

whose projection onto S2 does not intersect any M(ℓi, ε) (note that the collection of sets in Bn

whose projections onto S2 intersects the boundaries of M(ℓi, ε)’s cannot be a d-set). So, we have
shown that the lemma holds for (ii).

Now we show that if (ii) does not hold, then (i) holds. So let us assume that (ii) does
not hold. Then there is a straight line ℓ on S2 and ε > 0, and a sequence of d-sets {F ′′

n}n∈N
with F ′′

n ⊆ Fn for all n ∈ N, whose projection is contained in the set M(ℓ, ε). We can assume
the sequence {F ′′

n}n∈N to be nested, because we can easily set, for each n ∈ N, B′
n =

⋃∞
i=nF ′′

i .
Without loss of generality, let S2 = span(e1, e2), ℓ = {te2 | t ∈ R}, and ε = 1. Then we claim
that there is a p = (p1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rd such that if ℓp is a line on S2 parallel to ℓ and ℓp passes
through p, then for every n ∈ N, M (ℓp, 1/n) contains the projection of a d-set B′

n ⊆ F ′′
n on S2.

If not, then for every x ∈ [−1, 1] × {0}d−1, there is an nx ∈ N for which M
(
ℓx,

1
nx

)
does not

contain the projection of a d-set in F ′′
nx

onto S2. Since [−1, 1] is compact, we have finitely many
x1, . . . , xt ∈ [−1, 1]× {0}d−1 for which

M(ℓ, 1) ∩ S2 ⊆
t⋃

i=1

M

(
ℓxi ,

1

nxi

)
.

Let N = max{nx1 , . . . , nxt}. Then since F ′′
n ⊇ F ′′

n+1, we have that the family of the sets of F ′′
N

whose projections lie in M
(
ℓxi ,

1
nxi

)
for any i ∈ [t] cannot be a d-set. Further, the collection of

sets in F ′′
N whose projections onto S2 intersect the boundaries of M

(
ℓxi ,

1
nxi

)
’s cannot form a

d-set, as evident from Observation 4.2. But this is a contradiction since F ′′
N is a d-set and the

projections of all sets in it on S2 lie in M(ℓ, 1). Therefore, (i) holds. Now, S1 divides S2 into two
half-planes, one of which contains, for every n ∈ N, the projection of the sets of a d-set that is a
subset of F ′′

n . Let r⃗2 be the ray on ℓp that lies in the half-plane, and let

Bn :=
{
B ∈ F ′′

n | πS2(B) ⊊ M(ℓp, 1/n) and πS2(B) ∩B(p, n) = ∅
}
.
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