arXiv:2401.15095v1 [math.CA] 23 Jan 2024

A CENTER TRANSVERSAL THEOREM FOR MASS ASSIGNMENTS

OMAR ANTOLÍN CAMARENA AND JAIME CALLES LOPERENA

Abstract. In this paper, based on the ideas of Blagojević, Karasev & Magozinov, we consider an extension of the center transversal theorem to mass assignments with an improved Rado depth. In particular we substitute the marginal of a measure by a more general concept called a mass assignment over a flag manifold. Our results also allow us to solve the main problem proposed by Blagojević, Karasev & Magozinov in a linear subspace of lower dimension, as long as it is contained in a high-dimensional enough ambient space.

1. Introduction.

Motivated by the previous work of Blagojević, Karasev & Magozinov [4], Patrick Schnider [14] and Ilani Axelrod-Freed & Pablo Soberón [1], we consider an extension of the classical center transversal theorem to mass assignments. For that purpose, we will start establishing the terminology that we will use.

Let v ∈ S^{d−1} be a unit vector in R^d , and let a ∈ R. An oriented affine hyperplane H_{v,a} := {x ∈ R^d : ⟨x, v⟩ = a} in R^d determines two closed half-spaces denoted by H^0_{v,a} := {x ∈ R^d : ⟨x, v⟩ ≥ a} and H^1_{v,a} := {x ∈ R^d : ⟨x, v⟩ ≤ a}. In this work all measures on Euclidean spaces will be assumed to be Borel probability measures which vanish on hyperplanes. Such measures are sometimes called mass distributions.

Definition 1.1. Let N ≥ 1 be an integer. The depth of a point x with respect to the measure μ is:

depth_μ(x) := inf{μ(H^0_{v,a}) | H_{v,a} is an oriented affine hyperplane with x ∈ H^0_{v,a}}.

In the literature there are some other notions of depth. So, in order to distinguish our notion from the others, we recall that the depth we are considering is also called half-space depth or Tuckey depth [15]. An important result concerning the depth of a point is the Rado theorem [12], which states that for every measure μ on R^d there exists a point x such that depth_μ(x) ≥^1_{d+1} . This result is also known as the centerpoint theorem.

Our interest in the study of the depth of a point, as well as its applications, comes from the following result obtained by Dol’nikov in [6, 7] and independently by Živaljević & Vrećica in [16]: Let μ_1, . . . , μ_m be m measures in R^N , where m ≤ N. Then there is a (m − 1)-dimensional affine subspace L such that every half-space containing L contains a fraction of at least^1_{N−m+2} of each measure. This classical result, known as the center transversal theorem, can be stated in terms of depth of a point as follows:

Date: January 30, 2024. 1

Theorem 1.2 (Center transversal theorem). Let m, n and N positive integers with N ≥ m + n − 1. For every collection of m measures μ_1, . . . , μ_m on R^N there exists an n-dimensional linear subspace Γ and a pont x ∈ Γ such that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m depth_{Γ∗μi} (x) ≥ 1 n + 1 . Here Γ_∗μ refers to the marginal measure of μ with respect to the subspace Γ defined as follows: Γ_∗μ(X) := μ(π^{−1}_Γ (X)),

for every X ⊆ Γ, where π_Γ : R^N → Γ denotes the orthogonal projection onto Γ. Notice that π^{−1}_Γ (x) is an (N − n)-dimensional affine subspace such that every halfspace containing it contains a fraction of at least^1_{N−m+2} of each measure —because N ≥ m + n − 1. Moreover, Theorem 1.2 also generalizes the Rado theorem, which is the case m = 1.

Recently a version of the center transversal theorem with an improved bound on the depth was proved in [4, Theorem 1.6]. Applying fairly advanced techniques of algebraic topology the authors obtained the following result:

Theorem 1.3 (Center transversal theorem with an improved Rado depth). Let m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2 be integers, and let

• d ≥ 2m + k − 1 if k + 1 is not a power of 2, and • d ≥ 3m + k − 1 if k + 1 is a power of 2.

For every collection of m measures μ_1, . . . , μ_m on R^d , there exists an k-dimesional linear subspace Γ and a point x ∈ Γ with the property that all marginal measures Γ_∗μ_1, . . . , Γ_∗μ_m satisfy

depth_{Γ∗μi} (x) ≥ 1 k + 1 + 1 3(k + 1)^3 . The term “Rado depth” comes from the bound on the depth obtained by Rado in [12], which, in particular applies to every marginal measure as a lower bound, and the number in the Rado theorem is usually called the Rado bound.

Theorem 1.3 generalizes previous work of Magazinov & Pór [10, Theorem 1] and [4, Theorem 1.4], called the centerline theorem, which determines the depth of a point over one marginal measure. Theorem 1.3 also represents an important extension of the classical center transversal theorem in which the required depth is improved at the cost of increasing the dimension of the ambient space. This increase is linear in the number of measures and the dimension of Γ. In this paper we will present an extension of theorem 1.3 to mass assignments.

2. An Improved Rado Depth for mass assignments

We start by introducing mass assignments, which will take the place of the marginals of measures in Theorem 1.3.

2.1. Mass assignments. Let M_+(X) be the space of all finite Borel measures on a topological space X equipped with the weak topology. That is the minimal topology such that for every bounded and upper semi-continuous function f : X → R, the induced function M_+(X) → R, ν → ∫ fdν, is upper semi-continuous. For a definition of a Borel measure on a topological space see [13, Def. 2.15]. In case X is an Euclidean space, the space of all mass distributions, or simply measures under our standing assumptions, will be denoted by M(X) ⊆ M_+(X).

Let E be a real vector bundle over a path-connected space B with fiber E_b at b ∈ B. Let us consider the associated fiber bundle M(E) := {(b, ν) | b ∈ B and ν ∈ M(E_b)} −→ B (2.1) given by (b, ν) → b. Any cross-section μ: B → M(E) of the fiber bundle 2.1 is called mass assignment on the Euclidean vector bundle E. Notice that μ^b := μ(b) is a measure on the fiber E_b for every b ∈ B. For a more detailed treatment of mass assignments on Euclidean vector bundles see [3]. The name “mass assignment” was chosen to go along with “mass distribution” for the measures on the fibers; however, as stated in the introduction and following the terminology in [4] we will use the simple term “measure” for “mass distribution”.

Mass assignments on tautological vector bundles over Grassmannian manifolds have been recently used in [14], [1] and [2]. Those papers use this particular kind of mass assignment to study extensions of mass partition problems like the Grünbaum– Hadwiger–Ramos problem and the center transversal theorem. We shall work in a slightly different setting, as explained in the next section.

2.2. Mass assignments over flag manifolds. Let n_1, . . . , n_r be positive integers and let n = n_1 + n_2 + · · · + n_r. By a real flag manifold F l(n_1, . . . , n_r) we mean the set of nested vector subspaces

V_1 ⊂ V_2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ V_r = R^n ,

with dim(V_i) = ∑_i j=1 n_j . Each element in F l(n_1, . . . , n_r) will be represented by a (r − 1)-tuple (V_1, . . . , V_{r−1}), leaving out the subspace V_r since it always refers to R^n .

There is an equivalent alternative description of points on a real flag manifold, which is convenient for describing the cohomology ring of F l(n_1, . . . , n_r); namely, we can describe a point on a real flag manifold as an r-tuple (W_1, . . . , W_r) of subspaces of R^n which are mutually orthogonal, and satisfy dim(W_i) = n_i and ⨁_r i=1 W_i = R^n .

It is easy to go back and forth between both representations: V_i = W_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ W_i and W_i is the orthogonal complement of V_{i−1} inside V_i. This new description allow us to define a vector bundle ξ_i of rank n_i associated to W_i, namely: ( E(ξ_i), F l(n_1, . . . , n_r), E(ξ_i)^π−→ F l(n_1, . . . , n_r) ) , where

E(ξ_i) = { (W_1, W_2, . . . , W_r, v) ∈ F l(n_1, . . . , n_r) × R^n | v ∈ W_i } , and π(W_1, W_2, . . . , W_r, v) = (W_1, W_2, . . . , W_r). The vector bundle ξ_i is called the i-th tautological vector bundle over F l(n_1, . . . , n_r). Notice that ξ_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ ξ_n is trivial. Also, since F l(k, n − k) = G_k(R^n ), the associated bundle ξ_1 is actually the tautological vector bundle over the Grassmannian G_k(R^n ), usually denoted by γ^n_k . For more details about flag manifolds see [8, Section 9.5].

The following result describe the cohomology ring of F l(n_1, . . . , n_r) in terms of the Stiefel-Whitney classes of the tautological bundles ξ_i introduced above.

Theorem 2.2. The cohomology ring H^∗(F l(n_1, n_2, . . . , n_r); F_2 ) is isomorphic to the quotient of the polynomial ring F_2 [w_i(ξ_j )], 1 ≤ i ≤ r_j with j = 1, . . . , r by the ideal generated by the homogeneous components of the total Stiefel-Whitney classes w(ξ_1) · · · w(ξ_r ) in positive degrees.

For details about the proof see [8, Theorem 9.5.14]. From now on we will be using the nested subspaces interpretation of a real flag manifold. Notice that the result obtained in 2.2 for F l(k, n − k) = G_k (R^n ) coincides with the classical result of Borel [5].

Motivated by the study of the center transversal theorem for mass assignments in [14] and [1], and the results obtained in [4] regarding the improved Rado depth of the measures, we address the following problem.

Problem 2.3. Determine all quadruples of integers (m, k, ℓ, d) with 2 ≤ k ≤ ℓ ≤ d and m ≥ 1, such that for every collection of m mass assignments μ_1, . . . , μ_m on F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ) there exists a flag (Γ, L) ∈ F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ), with Γ ⊂ L ⊂ R^d , and a point x ∈ Γ with the property that all the measures μ^{(Γ,L)}_1 , . . . , μ^{(Γ,L)}_m on Γ have sufficient depth with respect to the point x.

Our strategy is to adapt the techniques used in [4] to the case of mass assignments over flag manifolds. This implies replacing the tautological bundle over the Grassmannian G_k(R^ℓ ) used in [4] by the tautological bundle ξ_1 over the real flag manifold F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ). 2.3. The center transversal theorem for mass assignments. We will present a version of [4, Theorem 2.4] using flag manifolds, which will be proved in Section 3. To be more precise, we shall prove the following result:

Theorem 2.4. Let m, k and ℓ be a positive integers with k ≤ ℓ, and let • d ≥ 2m + ℓ − 1 if ℓ + 1 is not a power of 2, and • d ≥ 3m + ℓ − 1 if ℓ + 1 is a power of 2.

For every collection of m mass assignments μ_1, . . . , μ_m on F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ), there exists a flag (Γ, L) ∈ F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ), and a point x ∈ Γ such that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m: depth_μ(Γ,L)_i (x) ≥ 1 k + 1 + 1 3(k + 1)^3 . There are some special cases of theorem 2.4 that we think are important to highlight. The following corollary is the case where the collection of mass assignments on F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ) are marginals of mass assignments on G_ℓ(R^d ), that is, μ^{(Γ,L)}_i := Γ_∗μ^L_i .

Corollary 2.5. Let m, k and ℓ be a positive integers with k ≤ ℓ, and let • d ≥ 2m + ℓ − 1 if ℓ + 1 is not a power of 2, and • d ≥ 3m + ℓ − 1 if ℓ + 1 is a power of 2.

For every collection of m mass assignments μ_1, . . . , μ_m on G_k(R^d ), there exists a k-dimensional linear subspace Γ contained in L ∈ G_k(R^d ), and a point x ∈ Γ such that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m:

depth_{Γ∗μ}L_i (x) ≥ 1 k + 1 + 1 3(k + 1)^3 . Corollary 2.5 is variant of the center transversal theorem with an improved Rado depth [4, Theorem 1.6] over linear subspaces L ∈ G_ℓ(R^d ), where ℓ is lower than the dimension obtained in [4]. Notice also that, in the same way as the improvement of the Rado depth presented in [4] required a larger dimension of the corresponding Euclidean space, our improvement on the dimension ℓ is reflected in a larger dimension for the ambient space in the Grassmannian manifold.

Something special happens in corollary 2.5 when ℓ = k.

Corollary 2.6 (Center Transversal theorem for mass assignments with an improved Rado depth). Let m ≥ 1, k ≥ 2 be integers, and let

• d ≥ 2m + k − 1 if k + 1 is not a power of 2, and • d ≥ 3m + k − 1 if k + 1 is a power of 2.

For every collection of m mass assignments μ_1, . . . , μ_m on G_k (R^d ), there exists an k-dimesional linear subspace Γ and a point x ∈ Γ such that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m:

depth_μΓ_i (x) ≥ 1 k + 1 + 1 3(k + 1)^3 Corollary 2.6 tell us that we can substitute the idea of marginal by a mass assignment over a Grassmann manifold; we recover the original theorem 1.3 considering corollary 2.6, taking for mass assignments on G_k(R^d ) the marginals of measures on R^d , namely, μ^Γ_i := Γ_∗μ_i.

3. Proof of theorem 2.4 The proof of theorem 2.4 is based on the one given by [4] in section 4. Before presenting the proof of our main result we need to mention some considerations. We will be working with the depth of a measure μ on R^n defined as follows: depth(μ) := sup_{x∈R}ndepth_μ(x). To choose the point x ∈ Γ we will rely on a continuous function constructed in [4] which assigns to each measure μ on R^n a point c(μ) ∈ R^n where, roughly speaking, the depth of the measure is maximized. More precisely, c(μ) satisfies: depth(μ) < 1 n + 1 + 1 3(n + 1)^3 ⇐⇒ depth_μ(c(μ)) < 1 n + 1 + 1 3(n + 1)^3 . This is all we will need about c(μ), but for a more detailed explanation of the construction and properties of the point c(μ) see [10] and [4].

We seek to prove that for every collection of m mass assignments μ_1, . . . , μ_m on F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ), there exists a flag (Γ, L) ∈ F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ) such that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m depth(μ^{(Γ,L)}_i ) ≥ 1 k + 1 + 1 3(k + 1)^3 , and in addition c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_1 ) = . . . = c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_m ).

In that case, our choice of x will be the point c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_1 ) = . . . = c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_m ) in Γ.

Analogously to [4, Section 4], we consider the following open sets in the real flag manifold:

Ũ_0 = { (Γ, L) ∈ F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ) | c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_1 ), . . . , c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_m ) do not all coincide }

and Ũ_i = { (Γ, L) ∈ F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ) | depth(μ^{(Γ,L)}_i ) < 1 k + 1 + 1 3(k + 1)^3 }

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Any point outside of U_0 ∪ U_1 ∪ · · · ∪ U_m satisfies the conclusion of Theorem 2.4, so we shall assume that {U_i : 0 ≤ i ≤ m} is an open cover of the flag manifold and obtain a contradiction.

We can define sections over each of the open subset in the following way:

(i) Since in Ũ_0 ⊆ F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ) the points c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_1 ), . . . , c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_m ) do not all coincide, the function (Γ, L) −→ ( c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_{i+1} ) − c(μ^{(Γ,L)}_i ) )_{m−1} i=1 defines a nonzero section of the restriction of the Whitney sum ξ^{⊕m−1}_1 to Ũ_0. Notice that, since the top Stiefel-Whitney class represents an obstruction to the existence of nonzero sections on a vector bundle, by [11, Property 9.7], w_k (ξ_1)^{m−1} = 0.

(ii) For points in U_i, μ^{(Γ,L)}_i has an associated regular simplex Δ(μ^{(Γ,L)}_i ) centered at the origin, as described in [4, Section 2]; a simplex which, as they also explain, can be seen as an element in BS_{ℓ+1}. In this way we define a section of the following pullback bundle over Ũ_i

E // fflffl E^′ // fflffl E(ρ^∗(σ)) // fflffl BS_{ℓ+1} σ fflffl Ũ_i // F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ)^π // G_ℓ(Rd )^ρ // BO(ℓ)

(3.1)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Here the projection map σ is the one induced by the representation S_{ℓ+1} → O(ℓ) obtained from the permutation of the vertices of the regular simplex. For more details about the construction of the regular simplex Δ(μ^{(Γ,L)}_i ) see [10] or [4] The idea of the proof is to contradict the existence of such covering using characterictic classes. To reach the contradiction we will treat the problem in two different cases according to the parity of ℓ + 1.

Assume first that ℓ + 1 is not a power of 2. By [9, Lemma 1.2] the class w^{d−ℓ}_ℓ in H^∗(G_ℓ(R^d ); F_2 ) is not trivial. So, since the projection map π : F l(k, ℓ − k, d − ℓ) → G_ℓ(R^d ) induces a monomorphism in cohomology, and π^∗(w_ℓ) = w_k(ξ_1)w_{ℓ−k} (ξ_2), the cohomology class

π^∗(w^{d−ℓ}_ℓ ) = ( w_k(ξ_1)w_{ℓ−k}(ξ_2) )_{d−ℓ} is not zero. Now we will use the following classical result:

Lemma 3.2. Let {U_i}_{i∈I} be a cover of X, and let α_1, . . . , αn be cohomology classes in H^∗(X; F_2 ). Consider the inclusion maps j : U_i → X. If j^∗(α_i) = 0 for every i ∈ I, then α_1 · · · α_n = 0.

By lemma 3.2, since w_k(ξ_1)^{m−1} = 0 and ( w_k(ξ_1)w_{ℓ−k}(ξ_2) )_{d−ℓ} ≠ 0, we must have ( w_k(ξ_1)w_{ℓ−k}(ξ_2) )_{d−ℓ−m+1} ≠ 0. We conclude this first part applying [4, Lemma 3.2] to the pullback square 3.1 with the cohomology class w_ℓ. The class w_ℓ works since by [4, Lemma 3.4], σ^∗(w_ℓ) = 0. In this way d ≥ 2m + ℓ − 1.

Assume now that ℓ + 1 is a power of 2 and suppose d ≥ 3m + ℓ − 1. Let us consider the cohomology class w_1w_ℓ in H^∗(BO(ℓ); F_2 ). Since by [4, Lemma 3.3] σ^∗(w_1w_ℓ) = 0, and π is a monomorphism in cohomology, by [4, Lemma 3.1] the class π^∗(w_1w_ℓ) = ( w_1(ξ_1) + w_1(ξ_2) ) w_k(ξ_1)w_{ℓ−k}(ξ_2)

vanishes along the restriction H^∗(F l(k, ℓ−k, d−ℓ); F_2 ) → H^∗(Ũ_i; F_2 ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. In this way, by lemma 3.2, the product class

π^∗(w_k)^{m−1}π^∗(w_1w_ℓ)^m = ( w_1(ξ_1) + w_1(ξ_2) )_m w_k(ξ_1)^{2m−1}w_{ℓ−k}(ξ_2)^m = 0.

However, in[4, Section 4] the authors proved that if d ≥ 3m+ℓ−1, then w_1^mw_ℓ^{2m−1} ≠ 0. So, by the inyectivity of π^∗,

π^∗(w_1^mw_ℓ^{2m−1}) = ( w_1(ξ_1) + w_1(ξ_2) )_m w_k (ξ_1)^{2m−1}w_{ℓ−k}(ξ_2)^{2m−1} ≠ 0, and as a consequence ( w_1(ξ_1) + w_1(ξ_2) )_m w_k (ξ_1)^{2m−1}w_{ℓ−k}(ξ_2)^m ≠ 0, and we have obtained our contradiction.

Acknowledgements. The second author was supported by the UNAM Pos-

doctoral Scholarship Program (DGAPA).

References

[1] Ilani Axelrod-Freed and Pablo Soberón, Bisections of mass assignments using flags of affine spaces, Discrete & Computational Geometry (2022), 1–19.

[2] Pavle V. M. Blagojević, Jaime Calles Loperena, Michael C. Crabb, and Aleksandra Dimitrijevic Blagojević, Topology of the Grünbaum–Hadwiger–Ramos problem for mass assignments, Topological Methods in Nonlinear Analysis 61 (2023), no. 1, 107–133.

[3] Pavle V. M. Blagojević and Michael C. Crabb, Many partitions of mass assignments, arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.01085 (2023).

[4] Pavle V. M. Blagojević, Roman Karasev, and Alexander Magazinov, A center transversal theorem for an improved rado depth, Discrete & Computational Geometry 60 (2018), 406– 419.

[5] Armand Borel, La cohomologie mod 2 de certains espaces homogènes, Commentarii mathematici helvetici 27 (1953), no. 1, 165–197.

[6] Vladimir Leonidovich Dol’nikov, Generalized transversals of families of sets in R^n and the connections between the helly theorem and the borsuk theorem, Doklady Akademii Nauk, vol. 297, Russian Academy of Sciences, 1987, pp. 777–780.

[7] , A generalization of the ham sandwich theorem, Mathematical Notes 52 (1992), no. 2, 771–779.

[8] Jean-Claude Hausmann, Mod two homology and cohomology, vol. 10, Springer, 2014. [9] Howard L Hiller, On the cohomology of real grassmanians, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 257 (1980), no. 2, 521–533.

[10] Alexander Magazinov and Attila Pór, An improvement on the rado bound for the centerline depth, Discrete & Computational Geometry 59 (2018), 477–505.

[11] John Willard Milnor and James D Stasheff, Characteristic classes, no. 76, Princeton university press, 1974.

[12] Richard Rado, A theorem on general measure, Journal of the London Mathematical Society 1 (1946), no. 4, 291–300.

[13] Walter Rudin, Real and complex analysis, third ed., McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York, 1987. [14] Patrick Schnider, Ham–sandwich cuts and center transversals in subspaces, Discrete & Computational Geometry 64 (2020), no. 4, 1192–1209.

[15] John W Tukey, Mathematics and the picturing of data, Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vancouver, 1975, vol. 2, 1975, pp. 523–531.

[16] Rade T Zivaljević and Siniša T Vrećica, An extension of the ham sandwich theorem, Bulletin of the London Mathematical Society 22 (1990), no. 2, 183–186.

Instituto de Matemáticas, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, C.U., CDMX 04510, Mexico.

Email address: omar@matem.unam.mx

Instituto de Matemáticas, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, C.U., CDMX 04510, Mexico.

Email address: calles@im.unam.mx