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Abstract

Motivated from the surrounding property of a point set in R
d intro-

duced by Holmsen, Pach and Tverberg, we consider the transversal num-
ber and chromatic number of a simplicial sphere. As an attempt to give
a lower bound for the maximum transversal ratio of simplicial d-spheres,
we provide two infinite constructions. The first construction gives infin-
tely many (d + 1)-dimensional simplicial polytopes with the transversal
ratio exactly 2

d+2
for every d ≥ 2. In the case of d = 2, this meets

the previously well-known upper bound 1/2 tightly. The second gives in-
finitely many simplicial 3-spheres with the transversal ratio greater than
1/2. This was unexpected from what was previously known about the
surrounding property. Moreover, we show that, for d ≥ 3, the facet hy-
pergraph F(K) of a d-dimensional simplicial sphere K has the chromatic

number χ(F(K)) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉−1

d ), where n is the number of vertices of
K. This slightly improves the upper bound previously obtained by Heise,
Panagiotou, Pikhurko, and Taraz.

1 Introduction

Given a hypergraph H on n vertices, a (weak) coloring of H is a function c :
V (H) → [m] = {1, . . . ,m} such that for every color i ∈ [m], c−1(i) is an
independent set of H, that is, c−1(i) does not contain any hyperedges of H. H
is said to be m-colorable if there is a proper coloring of H using m colors. A
subset T of V (H) is called a transversal if for every hyperedge e ∈ H there exists
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a vertex v ∈ T such that v ∈ e, or equivalently, the complement V (H) \ T is an
independent set of H. The minimum number of colors required in a coloring of
H is called the (weak) chromatic number of H and we denote it by χ(H). The
minimum size of a transversal of H is called the transversal number of H, and
denoted by τ(H). The independence number of H is defined as the largest size
of an independent set in H, and denoted by α(H).

For a simplicial complex K, we denote the facet hypergraph of K, which
consists of the facets of K, by F(K). We similarly define the facet hypergraph
of a polytope P where each facet is represented as the set of its vertices, and
denote it by F(P). One of the goals of this note is to give a partial answer
of the following question, which was originally proposed by Andreas Holmsen
(personal communication).

Question 1. Let d be a fixed integer. How large can the transversal ratio
τ(F(K))/n be as n approaches to ∞, where K is a d-dimensional simplicial
sphere on n vertices?

Question 1 for simplicial polytopes was implicitly investigated in a dual
form in [13] by Holmsen, Pach and Tverberg. They considered the following
properties which arise from combinatorial convexity. Given a finite point set
P ⊆ R

d in general position with respect to the origin O, P is said to be k-
surrounding, or is said to have property S(k), if any k-element subset of P can
be extended to a (d + 1)-element subset of P such that O ∈ conv(P ). By
applying the Gale transform to P , we can obtain a dual point set P ∗ in R

n−d−1,
and there is the dual property S∗(k) of P ∗ which is defined as the following:
Among any n − k points of P ∗, there are some n − d − 1 that form a facet of
conv(P ∗). Using fundamental facts of the Gale transform, one can easily see
that P has property S(k) if and only if P ∗ satisfies S∗(k). Also, note that when
points of P ∗ are in convex position, we have that P ∗ satisfies S∗(k) if and only
if the facet hypergraph F(conv(P ∗)) has no transversal of size k.

The S(k) existence problem [13, Problem 3] asks for a point set in general
position with respect to O that satisfies S(k) for large values of k when the
dimension d is fixed. In [13], such a construction was obtained from even-
dimensional cyclic polytopes Cd∗(n) in the dual space which satisfy S∗(⌊d/2⌋+
1), or equivalently S∗(⌈(n − d∗)/2⌉), where d∗ = n− d − 1 is the dimension of
the dual space. Note that it is equivalent to τ(F(Cd∗(n))) > k. In this way,
their investigation of the dual surrounding property S∗(k) has a connection to
lower bounds on the transversal ratio of a simplicial sphere.

The exact transversal number of a cyclic polytope is given by τ(F(Cd∗(n))) =
⌈(n − d∗)/2⌉ + 1 when d∗ is even, and τ(F(Cd∗(n))) = 2 when d∗ is odd. See
Proposition 3.6 and a remark after the proof. This implies that, for d∗ ≥ 3, the
transversal ratio τ/n of Cd∗(n) is bounded by 1/2 from above. In addition to
cyclic polytopes, it can be checked from the result in [18, Section 4.8] by Miyata
and Padrol that the same bound works for all the neighborly oriented matroids
constructed in that paper. Furthermore, all examples except for odd cycles in
Section 3 satisfy 2-colorability which is an even stronger property.

2



One of the examples in Section 3 is the class of 3-dimensional simplicial
polytopes. For this case, we obtain tight lower bound constructions that have
transversal ratio exactly 1/2, which matches the upper bound for simplicial 3-
polytopes. See also Proposition 3.1. This construction generalizes to higher
dimensions as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For every d ≥ 2, there are infinitely many (d+ 1)-dimensional
simplicial polytopes with the transversal ratio exactly 2

d+2 .

Together with even-dimensional cyclic polytopes, the constructions of The-
orem 1.1 give positive lower bounds to Question 1 for every dimension.

Even though these form a rather restricted set of examples, the bound of
1/2 on the transversal ratio holds in surprisingly many cases, so it may be very
tempting to conjecture that, for a simplicial d-sphere K and d ≥ 3, F(K) is
2-colorable, or at least satisfies the bound τ(F(K)) ≤ n/2+ o(n). The following
result demonstrates that this hope cannot be fulfilled.

Theorem 1.2. There exist arbitrarily large PL 3-spheres with transversal ratio
at least 11

21 .

These PL spheres are constructed by bootstrapping the hypergraph N21

which was obtained from computer experiments, see Theorem 5.1.

As we have already observed above, for any hypergraph H with n vertices,
we have

τ(H) = n− α(H) ≤ n− n/χ(H).

So a lower bound on the transversal ratio τ(H)/n implies a lower bound on the
chromatic number χ(H). This motivates the following analogue of Question 1
for chromatic numbers.

Question 2. Under the same conditions of Question 1, how large can χ(F(K))
be?

Theorem 1.2 implies that we need at least 3 colors to properly color the facet
hypergraph of a simplicial 3-sphere in general. Unfortunately, we do not have
an upper bound for the chromatic number which closes the gap with this finite
lower bound.

The most relevant result regarding upper bounds on the chromatic number
of a simplicial sphere can be found in [12]. There, Heise, Panagiotou, Pikhurko,
and Taraz obtained an upper bound on the chromatic number of linearly d-
embeddable (d + 1)-uniform hypergraphs. They used the Lovász local lemma
and the upper bound theorem by Dey and Pach [10] on the number of hyperedges
as main ingredients. Following the same argument and using Stanley’s upper
bound theorem on simplicial spheres [23] instead, one can easily get the same

asymptotic upper bound χ(F(K)) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉

d ) for a simplicial d-sphere K.
Our new result is a slight improvement on this by a different probabilistic

approach. Even though the result holds generally for simplicial spheres, we state
and prove it for polytopes first for simplicity of arguments. Then, we explain
how it can be generalized for simplicial spheres in Subsection 6.1.
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Theorem 1.3. Let P be a (d+1)-dimensional simplicial polytope on n vertices.
Then, the facet hypergraph F(P) has the chromatic number

χ(F(P)) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉−1

d ).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce relevant nota-
tions and basic concepts. In Section 3, we consider simplicial spheres of special
classes and investigate their transversal numbers and colorability. In Section 4,
we give the construction for Theorem 1.1. In Section 5, we present the proof
of Theorem 1.2 which makes use of the construction in Appendix A obtained
by computer experiments. In Section 6, we prove Theorem 1.3 and generalize
it for simplicial spheres (see Theorem 6.7). Finally, we give remarks on future
research in Section 7.

2 Preliminaries

A hypergraph H on a vertex set V = V (H), is a family of subsets of V , which are
called hyperedges. We assume that the hyperedges of H cover the whole V (H),
that is,

⋃
f∈H f = V (H). A hypergraph which is a subfamily of H is called a

subhypergraph of H. H is called k-uniform if all hyperedges have the same size
k. For two hypergraphs H1 and H2, we define the join operation ∗ as

H1 ∗ H2 = {f1 ∪ f2 : f1 ∈ H1, f2 ∈ H2}.

A simplicial complex K on a vertex set V is a hypergraph on V , which satisfies
the hereditary property: If g ⊆ f and f ∈ K, then g ∈ K. A subhypergraph of a
simplicial complex K which is again a simplicial complex is called a subcomplex
of K. We call an element of K a face of K. In particular, we call a face of K of size
1 or 2 by a vertex or an edge, respectively. We do not particularly distinguish
an element v ∈ V (K) from a singleton {v} if there is no confusion. Maximal
faces of K with respect to set inclusion are called facets. The dimension of a
face f is |f | − 1, and the dimension of a simplicial complex K is the maximum
dimension of a face in K.

For a simplicial complex K, we can correspond a topological space to K

which is unique up to homeomorphism. We call the space the realization of K
and denote it by ||K||. For example, the power set of a set V of size d+1, which
we denote by 2V , is a simplicial complex whose realization is homeomorphic to
the regular d-dimensional simplex. To emphasize that it is a simplicial complex,
we use a different notation ∆(V ) to denote 2V and call it the abstract simplex
on V , or simply just an abstract simplex. Furthermore, when |V | = d + 1, we
call it an abstract d-simplex. We call K a simplicial d-sphere or a simplicial
(d + 1)-ball if ||K|| is homeomorphic to the d-dimensional unit sphere or the
(d+ 1)-dimensional unit ball, respectively.

A simplicial complex K is a PL d-sphere if it is PL homeomorphic to the
boundary of an abstract (d + 1)-simplex. Similarly, a simplicial complex B is
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a PL (d + 1)-ball if B is PL homeomorphic to an abstract (d + 1)-simplex. PL
spheres and PL balls have nice properties so that they match better with our
intuition than general simplicial spheres and balls. One of the properties is that
the link of a face f of a PL (d+ 1)-ball B defined as

lkB(f) = {g ∈ B : g ∪ f ∈ B, g ∩ f = ∅}

is either a PL ball or a PL sphere. In the former case, we call f a boundary
face of B, and in the latter case, f is called an interior face of B. The boundary
complex of a PL ball B, denoted by ∂B, is the subcomplex of B which consists
of all boundary faces of B. For details of PL topology, see [14].

Given a hypergraph H, we can correspond the simplicial complex K(H) to
H by

K(H) =
⋃

f∈H

∆(f).

We can also correspond the facet hypergraph F(K), which consists of all facets
of K, to a simplicial complex K.

A simplicial polytope is a polytope whose faces are simplices. For a polytope
P, we can easily correspond the facet hypergraph F(P) to P where each hyper-
edge is the set of all vertices of a facet f of P. Especially when P is simplicial,
the simplicial complex K(P) = K(F(P)), which we call the boundary complex
of P, is a PL sphere, and this is our primary information we consider about a
polytope.

For simple notations and conventions, when we consider the colorability and
transversals of F(K) where K is a simplicial complex, we directly refer to K

rather than F(K) if there is no confusion. In the same manner, we directly refer
to a polytope P for colorability and transversals, rather than referring to the
corresponding simplicial complex K(P) or the facet hypergraph F(P).

3 The transversal numbers and colorability for

some special classes of simplicial spheres

In this section, we consider simplicial spheres of some special classes and inves-
tigate their transversal numbers and colorability. In particular, we show that
every simplicial sphere considered here, except for odd cycles, is 2-colorable.

3.1 2-dimensional simplicial spheres

We first consider the chromatic number of a simplicial 2-sphere.

Proposition 3.1. Simplicial 2-spheres are 2-colorable.

Proof. Let K be a simplicial 2-sphere. Since the graph G = G(K) of K is planar,
by the four color theorem [7], we have a proper coloring of G which has color
classes V1, V2, V3 and V4. For every face f of K, the vertices of f attain distinct
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colors from the coloring of G, since f is a triangle. This implies that the vertex
setsW1 = V1∪V2 andW2 = V3∪V4 are independent sets in the facet hypergraph
F(K), which form a 2-coloring of F(K).

In the literature, Proposition 3.1 is well-known and has many different proofs,
see [16, Section 2] for details. Note that Proposition 3.1 does not lose generality
when it is stated for simplicial 3-polytopes since every simplicial 2-sphere can
be realized as the boundary of a 3-polytope, which is an easy consequence from
Steinitz’ theorem [25] and Whitney’s theorem [26].

Proposition 3.1 implies that τ(K) ≤ n/2 where K is a simplicial 2-sphere and
n is the number of vertices of K. We show that this bound is tight in Section 4.

3.2 Stacked balls and spheres

A simplicial complex B is called a stacked (d + 1)-ball if there are sequences of

abstract (d+1)-simplices ∆1, . . . ,∆m such that, with a notation Bk =
⋃k
i=1 ∆i,

the intersection Bk ∩ ∆k+1 is an abstract d-simplex whose maximal face is a
d-dimensional face of both ∂Bk and ∆k+1 for every 1 ≤ k ≤ m− 1. A simplicial
complex K is called a stacked d-sphere if K = ∂B for some stacked (d + 1)-ball
B.

Stacked (d+1)-balls and stacked d-spheres form fundamental classes of sim-
plicial complexes. They can be realized by polytopes, which are called stacked
(d + 1)-polytopes. This in particular implies that they are PL (d + 1)-balls
and PL d-spheres, respectively. Stacked balls and spheres are closely related to
neighborly spheres, see Section 3.4 below.

The following is an easy observation.

Proposition 3.2. Let d ≥ 2. For a given stacked (d + 1)-ball B on n vertices
and K = ∂B, we have τ(B) ≤ 1

d+2n and τ(K) ≤ 2
d+2n. Furthermore, B and K

are both 2-colorable.

Proof. By the inductive construction of B, one can easily see that the graph of
B, or equivalently the graph of K, is (d + 2)-colorable. Since every facet of B
attains all d+2 colors from the coloring, choosing a color class of the minimum
size gives a transversal of size at most n/(d + 2) for B. For a transversal of
K, we choose the two smallest color classes. Then the union of the two color
classes is a transversal of size at most 2n/(d+ 2) for K. For both B and K, the
transversals we found and their complements form proper 2-colorings.

The following example gives the largest transversal ratio we know for general
stacked balls and spheres.

Example 3.3. Let Bd+1
n be a stacked (d+1)-ball which has the facet hypergraph

F(Bd+1
n ) = {{1, 2, . . . , d+ 2}, {2, 3, . . . , d+ 3}, . . . , {n− d− 1, n− d, . . . , n}}.

When n = (d + 2)k for some k ≥ 1, Bd+1
n has the transversal number exactly

1
d+2n. Since we already obtained the upper bound in Proposition 3.2, we only
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need to show that a transversal of Bd+1
n has size at least 1

d+2n. Note that there

are n− d− 1 = (d + 2)(k − 1) + 1 facets in Bd+1
n , and each vertex of Bd+1

n can
only traverse at most (d + 2) facets. Therefore, a transversal of Bd+1

n requires
at least

≥
⌈
(d+ 2)(k − 1) + 1

d+ 2

⌉
= k =

n

d+ 2

vertices.
Now, let Kdn = ∂Bd+1

n . We show that the stacked d-sphere Kdn has the
transversal number exactly 2

d+3n when n = (d+ 3)k for some k ≥ 1. Note that

Kdn has the facet hypergraph

F(Kdn) = {g\{w} : g ∈ F(Bd+1
n ), w /∈ {max(g),min(g)}}∪{{1, . . . , d+1}, {n−d, . . . , n}}.

We partition the vertex set [n] into the subsets

{1, 2, . . . , d+3}, {d+4, d+5, . . . , 2(d+3)}, . . . , {(k−1)(d+3)+1, . . . , k(d+3)}.
Let us call the subsets V1, . . . , Vk in order. We show that the set T which
consists of all maximums and minimums of V1, . . . , Vk is a transversal of Kdn.
Suppose otherwise that there is a facet f of Kdn which is not traversed by T . If
f is contained in Vi for some i ∈ [k], then f should miss max(Vi) and min(Vi).
Then, f should consist of the middle elements of Vi which is impossible. So
f needs to intersect two subsets Vi and Vi+1 for some i ∈ [k − 1]. Then, f
should miss two consecutive elements, which is also impossible. This shows
that τ(Kdn) ≤ 2

d+3n.

We can also easily see that the induced subhypergraph F(Kdn)[Vi] requires
at least two vertices to traverse all facets in the subhypergraph for each i ∈ [k].
Together with the upper bound, this shows that τ(Kdn) =

2
d+3n.

Example 3.3 shows that the upper bound for stacked (d+1)-balls in Propo-
sition 3.2 is tight. However for stacked d-spheres, it only shows that the exact
maximum transversal ratio is in somewhere between 2

d+3 and 2
d+2 .

Question 3. What is the following value

σd := lim sup
n→∞

max{τ(K)/n : K is a stacked (d− 1)-sphere on n vertices}

for a fixed dimension d?

Remark 3.4. Regarding Question 3, the following two results were recently
obtained by Minho Cho and Jinha Kim, as well as general results for higher
dimensions [9]. (i) They showed that σ3 ≥ 6/13. (ii) Define

σpath
d :=

lim sup
n→∞

max{τ(∂B)/n : B is a stacked d-ball on n vertices, G∗(B) is a path}.

They obtained σpath
3 = 3/7. (In the definition of σpath

d , G∗(B) is the facet-ridge
graph of B, where vertices are facets of B and two facets of B are adjacent in
G∗(B) if and only if they share a codimension 1 face.) The former result is based
on computer experiments while the latter has a hand-written proof.
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3.3 Cyclic polytopes

The moment curve γd : R → R
d in R

d is defined as

γd(t) = (t, t2, . . . , td) ∈ R
d.

Given n real numbers t1 < t2 < · · · < tn where n ≥ d+ 1, we define the cyclic
polytope Cd(t1, . . . , tn) as

Cd(t1, . . . , tn) = conv{γd(t1), . . . , γd(tn)}.

In fact, the following criterion gives a full combinatorial description ofCd(t1, . . . , tn).
In particular, it shows that the combinatorial type of Cd(t1, . . . , tn) is indepen-
dent from the choice of real parameters t1, . . . , tn. By this, we use a simpler
notation Cd(n) and call it the cyclic d-polytope on n vertices. Furthermore, we
label the vertices γd(t1), . . . , γd(tn) of Cd(n) by 1, . . . , n in order.

Theorem 3.5 (Gale’s evenness criterion). Cd(n) is a simplicial polytope. Fur-
thermore, a d-subset f of [n] = {1, . . . , n} forms a facet of Cd(n) if and only if
the set {k ∈ f : i < k < j} has even size for every i, j /∈ f .

Using Gale’s criterion, one can obtain the following fact.

Proposition 3.6. Cd(n) is 2-colorable for every d ≥ 3. Furthermore,

τ(Cd(n)) =

⌈
n− d

2

⌉
+ 1

when d is even, and τ(Cd(n)) = 2 when d is odd.

Proof. We can obtain a proper 2-coloring of Cd(n) by alternating colors of ver-
tices as we move from the vertex 1 to the vertex n. We can also easily see that
when d is odd, τ(Cd(n)) = 2 and {1, n} is a transversal of Cd(n) of the minimum
size.

We now compute the transversal number when d is even. We first show that
there are no transversals of size ⌈n−d2 ⌉. Suppose otherwise that there is such a

transversal T . Then we have |T | ≤ n−(d−1)
2 . We will lead a contradiction by

finding a facet f of Cd(n) which is contained in the complement R = [n]\T and

has size at least n+(d−1)
2 .

Note that T divides the vertices of R into “intervals” of consecutive vertices.
Among those intervals, there are at most n−(d−1)

2 − 1 “inner” intervals which
do not have the ending vertices 1 and n. We can choose a subset g ⊆ R of the
maximum size such that for each inner interval I the intersection g ∩ I consists
of an even number of consecutive vertices. Note that g only misses at most 1
vertex at each inner interval. Therefore, g has the size at least

n+ (d− 1)

2
−

(
n− (d− 1)

2
− 1

)
= d.
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We can choose a subset f ⊆ g so that |f | = d, and for each inner interval I,
f ∩ I consists of an even number of consecutive vertices. By Gale’s criterion, f
forms a facet which leads to a contradiction.

Finally, we find a transversal of size ⌈n−d2 ⌉ + 1. Let I1 and In be some
intervals of consecutive vertices which contain 1 and n resepectively. We further
assume that |I1|+|In| = d−1. We alternatingly choose vertices for a transversal,
starting from the vertex right after I1 before we arrive at In. More precisely,
when n− (d− 1) is odd, we choose a transversal as

I1 ∗ − ∗ − . . . ∗ − ∗ In,

where “∗” denotes a vertex chosen for a transversal, and “−” denotes one of the
other vertices. Using the same notation, when n− (d− 1) is even, we choose a
transveral as

I1 ∗ − ∗ − . . . ∗ − ∗ ∗ In.
This completes the proof.

In particular, the fact τ(Cd(n)) > ⌈n−d2 ⌉ when d is even is already observed
in [13]. This fact is equivalent to saying that Cd(n) satisfies the dual surround-
ing property S∗(⌈n−d2 ⌉). Using the Gale transform, this implies there exist

arbitrarily large point sets in R
d in general position with respect to the origin

with property S(⌊d2⌋+ 1) in the “primal” space, see [13, Theorem 4].

3.4 Neighborly spheres obtained from a cyclic polytope

by one single element extension

A simplicial complex K on the vertex set V is called k-neighborly if every k-
subset of V is a face of K. A simplicial d-sphere is called a neighborly d-sphere
if it is ⌊(d+1)/2⌋-neighborly. Using Gale’s evenness criterion 3.5, one can show
that a cyclic polytope is a neighborly polytope, that is, K(Cd(n)) is a neighborly
sphere for all positive integers d and n with n ≥ d+ 1.

Neighborly spheres form an interesting class of simplicial spheres because
they satisfy extremal properties. For example, the upper bound theorem [17, 23]
asserts that a neighborly sphere attains the maximum number of faces.

There is a well-known inductive method which given a neighborly sphere
constructs a new neighborly sphere with an additional vertex. To do that we
need a more general concept than the stackedness we defined at Section 3.2. We
call a PL d-ball B k-stacked if all faces of B of dimension at most d− k − 1 are
in ∂B. Note that B is 1-stacked if and only if B is stacked.

Proposition 3.7 (Lemma 4.1 in [19]). Let K be a neighborly PL d-sphere on V .
Let B be a (⌊(d+1)/2⌋−1)-neighborly (with respect to V ) and (⌊(d+1)/2⌋−1)-
stacked PL d-ball which is contained in K as a subcomplex. Then for a new
vertex w /∈ V , the new simplicial complex

(K \ B) ∪ (∂B ∗ {∅, {w}})

9



is a neighborly PL d-sphere.

Also, check [6, Theorem 1] for the converse for neighborly 4-polytopes. We
call the process described in Proposition 3.7 a single element extension.

In the literature, it seems that enumerating all neighborly d-spheres is a very
challenging task even for small size already in dimension d = 3, for example,
see [6, 5]. Hence, it looks difficult to obtain full combinatorial characterizations
of neighborly spheres and colorability results of neighborly spheres from them.
However, it is still possible to obtain the results for spheres obtained by applying
just one single element extension to a cyclic polytope. The resulting neighborly
sphere shares many faces with the original cyclic polytope, and this is the key
property to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.8. Let d ≥ 2. Let K be a neighborly d-sphere which is obtained
from a cyclic polytope Cd+1(n) by applying one single element extension which
adds a new vertex w. Then K is 2-colorable.

Proof. The case when d = 2 is easily obtained from Proposition 3.1. So we
assume d ≥ 3. We identify the vertices of a cyclic polytope Cd+1(n) with 1, . . . , n
in order. We show how we can extend the alternating coloring c : [n] → {R,B}
of Cd+1(n) to a proper 2-coloring of K.

In fact, we only need to consider a facet which is newly added in the single
element extension. Such a facet has the form f ∪{w} where |f | = d ≥ 3 and f is
a face of some facet in Cd+1(n). Among such faces f , again, it is enough to only
consider monochromatic ones in the coloring c. By Gale’s evenness criterion 3.5
and the choice of c, we should have |f \ {1, n}| ≤ 1 otherwise there is no way to
extend f to a facet of Cd+1(n). This only leaves the case when d = 3, {1, n} ⊆ f
and c(1) = c(n). Now, we color w with the color different from c(1).

In [19], Novik and Zheng constructed many neighborly spheres and counted
the number of them. With their result (see [19, Theorem 1.2] and the proof),

we can conclude that there are at least 2Ω(n⌊d/2⌋) neighborly d-spheres which
are 2-colorable when d is odd and d ≥ 5.

Remark 3.9. In [18], Miyata and Padrol enumerated all neighborly oriented
matroids of rank r on n elements for some small values of r and n. Using the
result, they tested many properties of oriented matroids, including the dual sur-
rounding property S∗(k). Their results particularly imply that every neighborly
oriented matroid M constructed in [18] satisfies τ(F(M)) ≤ n/2 where F(M)
denotes the facet hypergraph of M, which records incidences between the facets
and elements of M, and n is the number of elements of M.

4 Constructions of (d+1)-polytopes with transver-

sal ratio 2
d+2

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1. We first begin by introducing a notion
which will be useful in the constructions of Theorem 1.1 and 1.2.
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Definition 4.1. Let K1 and K2 be PL d-spheres, and let fi be a facet of Ki
for each i ∈ [2]. Given a bijection ψ : f1 → f2, we define the connected sum
K1#ψK2 of K1 and K2 with respect to ψ as

K1#ψK2 = (K1 \ {f1}) ⊔ (K2 \ {f2})/ ∼ψ,

where ⊔ denotes disjoint union and every proper subface g1 of f1 is identified
with ψ(g1).

Lemma 4.2. The connected sum K1#ψK2 is also a PL d-sphere.

Proof. By Newman’s theorem [8, Theorem 4.7.21 (iii)], Ki \ {fi} is a PL d-ball
for every i ∈ [2]. Since those two PL d-balls are attached along their entire
boundaries, the connected sum is a PL d-sphere by [8, Theorem 4.7.21 (ii)].

Let d ≥ 2 be a fixed integer. Let us denote the boundary complex of the
abstract (d+ 1)-simplex on a vertex set {v1, v2, . . . , vd+2} by Sd, that is, let

S
d = ∂∆({v1, v2, . . . , vd+2}).

Let Cd be the boundary complex of the (d+1)-dimensional cross polytope, that
is, Cd is the (d+ 1)-fold join

C
d = S

0 ∗ · · · ∗ S0.

Note that Cd has a natural antipodal action.
Now, let us choose arbitrary facets f and g from Cd and Sd, and let ψS : f →

g be an arbitrary identification map. We denote Cd#ψS
Sd by Cd+. Note that

by symmetry, Cd+ is independent from the choice of the facets f and g, and the
identification map ψS. The apex vertex of Cd+ is the vertex w that was opposite
to g in S

d, and the base facet of Cd+ is the facet that was antipodal to f in C
d.

Since Sd and Cd have d + 2 and 2(d + 1) vertices respectively, and they share
d+ 1 vertices in common at Cd+, C

d
+ has

(d+ 2) + 2(d+ 1)− (d+ 1) = 2d+ 3

vertices.

Using the simplicial sphere Cd+, we inductively construct simplicial d-spheres
Xdk as follows.

• Let Xd1 = Sd. We choose an arbitrary vertex of Xd1 as the apex vertex of
Xd1. Obviously Xd1 has d+ 2 vertices.

• When k ≥ 2, let Xdk = Xdk−1#ψd
k
Cd+, where ψ

d
k is an arbitrary bijection

from a face fk−1 which contains the apex vertex of Xdk−1 to the base facet

of Cd+. We choose the apex vertex of Cd+ as the apex vertex of Xdk. This
connected sum operation adds

(2d+ 3)− (d+ 1) = d+ 2

11



vertices to Xdk−1 since Cd+ has 2d + 3 vertices and shares d + 1 vertices

with Xdk−1 in Xdk. Using induction, we can conclude that Xdk has k(d+ 2)
vertices.

For our purpose, it does not matter which face fk−1 and identification map ψdk
we choose.

.

.

.

.

.

.

X
2

1

X
2

2

X
2

3

Figure 1: A Schlegel diagram of X2
3. The three triangles with thick green edges

surround Schlegel diagrams of the complexes X2
k for k ∈ [3]. Here, red squares

describe the apex vertices of X2
k.

Note that each of Sd and Cd+ can be realizable as the boundary of a (d+ 1)-
dimensional polytope. Using these observations, the following lemma gives a
stronger conclusion than Lemma 4.2 that Xdk can be realized as the boundary
of a (d+ 1)-polytope.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that each of simplicial d-spheres K1 and K2 is realizable
as the boundary of a (d + 1)-polytope. Then the connected sum K1#ψK2 is
realizable as the boundary of a (d + 1)-polytope for any map ψ from a facet of
K1 to a facet of K2.

This is a special case of [22, Lemma 3.2.4]. Since there are k(d+ 2) vertices
in Xdk, it is enough to show the following claim to prove Theorem 1.1.

Claim. We have τ(Xdk) = 2k. Furthermore, there is no minimum transversal
of Xdk containing a facet incident to the apex vertex of Xdk.

To prove the claim, we use induction on k. When k = 1, by definition Xd1

is the boundary of an abstract (d+ 1)-simplex. Hence, τ(Xd1) = 2. Since every
facet of Xd1 has size d+ 1 > 2, the second claim also holds for this case.
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Now let us assume that the claim holds for Xdk−1 where k ≥ 2. Let n =

|V (Xdk)|, that is, let n = k(d + 2). We denote by Cdk the complex Cd+ which
is glued at Xdk−1 to form Xdk. Note that there is a natural antipodal action on

non-apex vertices of Cdk.
We first show that τ(Xdk) ≤ 2

d+2n = 2k. In fact, it is easy to show that the

graph of Xdk is (d+2)-colorable by induction: Suppose a proper (d+2)-coloring
was already given to the graph of Xdk−1. When we glue Cdk at Xdk−1, the colors of

d+1 vertices of Cdk in the base facet, which are necessarily distinct, are already
determined by the precoloring of Xdk−1 via identification. We color each of the

remaining non-apex vertices of Cdk with the same color of the antipodal vertex
of it in the base facet. We complete the extension by assigning to the apex
vertex of Cdk the color which was not used on the base facet of Cdk. The union
of any two among d+ 2 color classes of the coloring is a transversal of Xdk, and
choosing a minimum-sized union among them gives the bound.

Next, we show that a transversal of Xdk requires at least 2
d+2n = 2k vertices.

Suppose that T is a minimum transversal of Xdk. Let f
−
k−1 be the set of non-apex

vertices of Cdk which are not in the base facet (which is identified with fk−1) of
C
d
k. Let F be the set of facets of Xdk which are contained in fk−1 ∪ f−

k−1. Note
that K(F) is isomorphic to the boundary complex of a cross polytope with a
pair of antipodal facets removed. There are 3 cases to consider.

1. When T does not contain any vertex of fk−1: In this case, we need at least
2(k − 1) − 1 = 2k − 3 vertices to traverse all facets of Xdk−1 \ {fk−1} by

induction. To traverse all facets in F , we need all vertices of f−
k−1, which

has size d+ 1. Hence,

|T | ≥ (2k − 3) + (d+ 1) ≥ (2k − 3) + 3 = 2k.

Note that this case never happens when d ≥ 3, because we already have
τ(Xdk) ≤ 2k, but for d ≥ 3, the above bound becomes |T | ≥ (2k− 3)+ (d+
1) ≥ 2k + 1, contradicting T is a minimum transversal.

2. When T contains a vertex of fk−1 but not all vertices: Note that in this
case, T ∩ V (Xdk−1) is also a transversal of Xdk−1. This requires at least

2(k−1) = 2k−2 vertices for T ∩V (Xdk−1). Since T does not contain fk−1,

there is at least one facet in F not covered by T ∩ V (Xdk−1), and T must

contain some vertex w ∈ f−
k−1 in order to cover that facet. Additionally,

T must have at least one further vertex to cover the facet {v}∪f−
k−1\{w},

where v is the apex vertex of Xdk. Hence,

|T | ≥ (2k − 2) + 2 = 2k.

3. When T uses all vertices of fk−1: Again, T ∩ V (Xdk−1) is a transversal

of Xdk−1. By the second claim for Xdk−1, T ∩ V (Xdk−1) is not a minimum

transversal of Xdk−1. This gives |T ∩ V (Xdk−1)| ≥ 2(k − 1) + 1 = 2k − 1.

13



Note that T should use the apex vertex of Xdk to satisfy the minimality.
Therefore, we have

|T | ≥ (2k − 1) + 1 = 2k.

The three scenarios described above show that if T is a transversal of Xdk of
size 2k then T cannot contain any facet which includes the apex vertex v, since
in the first case T does not contain v and in the others T contains at most two
vertices from f−

k−1 ∪ {v}. This completes the proof of the claim.

Particularly for the 2-dimensional case, the construction of Theorem 1.1 is
not the only one with transversal ratio exactly 1/2. The boundary complex of
the regular icosahedron is another example. The reader may verify this.

Note that a simplicial 2-sphere K with transversal ratio exactly 1/2 has a
strong symmetry, for example, every proper 4-coloring of the graph of K has
color classes of equal size. It might be interesting to investigate such simplicial
2-spheres further.

Question 4. Can we characterize all simplicial 2-spheres with transversal ratio
exactly 1

2? What properties do they have?

5 Constructions of 3-spheres with transversal

ratios larger than 1
2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. The proof relies on the following com-
putational result.

Theorem 5.1. There is a 4-uniform hypergraph N21 on 21 vertices such that
K(N21) is obtained by removing a single facet ĝ from a neighborly PL 3-sphere
K21 and τ(N21) = 11.

5.1 An infinite construction based on Theorem 5.1

Assuming Theorem 5.1, we first show how we can obtain an infinite construction
which satisfies the conclusion of Theorem 1.2. Similarly with Section 4, we
inductively construct simplicial 3-spheres using connected sums. Let f be an
arbitrary facet of C3, the boundary complex of the 4-dimensional cross polytope
which has 8 vertices, and ψK : f → ĝ be an arbitrary identification map for the
facet ĝ from Theorem 5.1.

We denote C3#ψK
K21 by CK. Note that CK has 8 + 21 − 4 = 25 vertices.

Also note that by symmetry the isomorphism type of CK is independent from
the choice of f and ψK. We call the facet of CK which was the antipodal facet
to f in C3 the base facet of CK.

We inductively construct 3-dimensional simplicial complexes Yk as follows.

• Let Y1 = K21. So Y1 has 21 vertices. We choose ĝ as the base facet of Y1.

14



• When k ≥ 2, let Yk = Yk−1#ϕk
CK, where ϕk is an arbitrary bijection from

the base facet of Yk−1 to the base facet of CK. We choose a facet from CK

which was neither the base facet nor a facet in the copy of K21 \ {ĝ} to be
the base facet of Yk.

· · ·· · ·
K21 K21 K21

Y1
Y2 Y3

Figure 2: A 2-dimensional illustration of the complexes Yk. The triangles with
thick green edges surround Schlegel diagrams of the complexes Yk for k ∈ [3].

Every time we conduct the connected sum operation with CK to Yk, we
introduce 25− 4 = 21 additional vertices to Yk. So, Yk has 21k vertices. This
naturally partitions the vertex set V (Yk) into V1, . . . , Vk, where Vi is the set of
vertices introduced in the ith step. When k ≥ 2, the induced subcomplex Yk[Vi]
has a facet hypergraph isomorphic to N21. Hence, by Theorem 5.1, we need at
least 11 vertices for each Vi to traverse all facets of Yk[Vi], which implies that
the transversal ratio of Yk is at least 11/21.

Since K21 and C3 are all PL spheres, each Yk is a PL 3-sphere by Lemma
4.2. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

5.2 The experimental construction of K21

We now explain how we constructed the neighborly PL 3-sphere K21 in Theorem
5.1. The exact computational results are stated in Appendix A.

Neighborly spheres have a large number of facets relative to the number of
vertices, which might give a better chance to find a simplicial sphere of a larger
transversal ratio. We simplify and restate Proposition 3.7 for our case, which
describes an inductive method to construct neighborly spheres. Note that we
do not particularly state the PL condition since every simplicial d-sphere is PL
for d ≤ 3 (see the paragraph after [8, Definition 4.7.20]).

Proposition 5.2 (Restatement of Proposition 3.7 when d = 3). Let K be a
neighborly 3-sphere on V . Let B be a subcomplex of K on V which is a stacked
3-ball. Then for a new vertex w /∈ V , the new simplicial complex

(K \ B) ∪ (∂B ∗ {∅, {w}})
is a neighborly 3-sphere.
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Recall that we call the process of Proposition 5.2 a single element extension.

Here is how we applied Proposition 5.2: Starting from the boundary complex
of a cyclic polytope K(C4(7)), we applied many single element extensions and
obtained a neighborly sphere of size one larger than the previous one at a time.
This resulting neighborly sphere at each step was chosen to be optimal in a
parameter ε(·) among all spheres of the same size randomly sampled in that
step. We iterated this process until we got the complex K21.

The purpose of the ε parameter is to choose a neighborly sphere which is
more likely to have a large transversal number. It is defined as follows.

Definition 5.3 (The degree of an edge (of size 2) and ε(K)). For a simplicial
sphere K and an edge e of K, degK(e) counts the number of facets of K which
contains e as a subset. We define a parameter ε(K) of a simplicial sphere K on
n vertices as the sum of the n largest values of the degrees of edges of K.

Example 5.4 (The ε value for cyclic 4-polytopes). By Gale’s evenness criterion
(Theorem 3.5), one can see that a subset of the form {i, i + 1} modulo n has
degree n − 2 in C4(n), which is the maximum possible value for the degree of
an edge in a simplicial 3-sphere. Since there are n such 2-subsets, we have
ε(K(C4(n))) = n(n− 2).

In the construction, we kept the ε value as low as possible. We briefly give
a justification for this heuristic. The face numbers of a neighborly d-sphere
are determined by its initial condition being ⌊(d + 1)/2⌋-neighborly and the
Dehn–Sommerville equations ([27, Theorem 8.21], check also the remark before
Corollary 8.31 in [27]). So it is impossible to distinguish one neighborly 3-sphere
from another by just comparing vertex degrees. Rather, the degree of an edge
is more suitable to distinguish neighborly 3-spheres.

Recall that our purpose is to obtain a simplicial sphere on n vertices with the
transversal number larger than n/2. A necessary condition of this is that the
simplicial sphere is not 2-colorable. Here is a simple observation on 2-colorability
of a simplicial sphere.

Proposition 5.5. For a simplicial sphere K, F(K) is 2-colorable if and only if
there is a bipartite subgraph G of the graph (or the 1-skeleton) of K such that
for every facet f of K there is an edge e ∈ E(G) such that e ⊆ f .

In other words, in order to have 2-colorability of K, K needs to have a
bipartite graph which covers all facets of K. The chance that there is such a
covering bipartite graph might become higher when we can choose edges with
large degrees. One example is a cyclic polytope as described in Example 5.4.
In fact, those edges in Example 5.4 cover all facets of C4(n) even without using
the edge {1, n}, and in this sense cyclic polytopes are extremal. As opposed
to cyclic polytopes, we keep the ε value low as possible, in order to find a
neighborly sphere with different characteristics from cyclic polytopes, which is
not 2-colorable, or even has the transversal number larger than n/2.
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Remark 5.6. We also constructed a non-2-colorable neighborly 3-sphere on
13 vertices with a similar method. It should also be noted that optimizing the
ε parameter does not look essential in finding a desirable construction, but it
seems to make the process more efficient.

5.3 Non-realizability of K21

If K21 can be realized as the boundary of a polytope, then, by using Lemma
4.3 rather than Lemma 4.2, we can show that the constructions we obtained
in this section can be all realizable by polytopes. Unfortunately, K21 is not
realizable, so it does not have direct implications to the k-surrounding property
S(k). This observation is based on computational constructions by Miyata and
Padrol [18] and the following proposition. The following proposition and its
proof are essentially from [6].

Proposition 5.7. Let K1 and K2 be two neighborly 3-spheres where K2 is ob-
tained from K1 by a single element extension which adds a new vertex w. Sup-
pose that K2 is realizable as the boundary of a polytope. Then K1 is also realizable
by a polytope.

As we mentioned before Proposition 5.2, every simplicial d-sphere is PL for
d ≤ 3. Hence, we do not particularly state the PL condition in Proposition 5.7.

We use the following lemma to prove Proposition 5.7.

Lemma 5.8. Let L2 be a neighborly 3-sphere on a vertex set V ∪ {w}. If there
is another simplicial 3-sphere L1 on V which has all faces of L2[V ], then the
facets in L1 \ L2[V ] form a stacked 3-ball.

For a set of simplices K, denote the number of i-dimensional faces of K by
fi(K). For a neighborly sphere K, recall that fi(K) is completely determined
by f0(K) using the Dehn-Sommerville equations [27, Theorem 8.21]. Especially
when K is a neighborly 3-sphere,

f2(K) = 2

(
f0(K)− 1

2

)
− 2, and f3(K) =

(
f0(K)− 1

2

)
− 1. (1)

Proof of Lemma 5.8. Let n = |V |. We first count how many new faces should
be added to L2[V ] in order to form L1. Let N be the set of those new faces, that
is, let N = L1 \ L2[V ]. Note that L1 is also neighborly since the 1-skeleton of
L2[V ] is complete and it is contained in L1. In particular, f0(N ) = f1(N ) = 0.
So we only consider 2- and 3-faces.

Let S be the set of faces in L2 which contains w. Note that each face of S
corresponds to a face in the link

lkL2(w) := {g ∈ L2 : g ∪ {w} ∈ L2, w /∈ g}

which is 1 dimension lower. Since L2 is a PL sphere, every link in L2 is a simpli-
cial sphere (see [8, Theorem 4.7.21 (iv)]). In particular, lkL2(w) is a simplicial
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2-sphere which contains all the other vertices of L2 other than w, so

f2(S) = 3n− 6, and f3(S) = 2n− 4. (2)

Hence, we have

f2(N ) = f2(L1)− f2(L2[V ]) = f2(L1)− (f2(L2)− f2(S))
(1),(2)
=

(
2

(
n− 1

2

)
− 2

)
−
(
2

(
n

2

)
− 2

)
+ (3n− 6) = 3n− 6− 2(n− 1) = n− 4,

and similarly

f3(N ) = f3(L1)− (f3(L2)− f3(S))
(1),(2)
=

((
n− 1

2

)
− 1

)
−
((

n

2

)
− 1

)
+ (2n− 4) = 2n− 4− (n− 1) = n− 3.

Let G be the graph which has the 3-faces of N = L1 \ L2[V ] as vertices,
and where a pair of 3-faces are adjacent when they share a common 2-face.
Note that the conclusion is equivalent to G being a tree. Let N (resp. S) be
the complement of the geometric realization ||L2[V ]|| of L2[V ] as a subspace

of a geometric realization of L1 (resp. L2). Let H̃i(X) denote the i-th reduced

homology group of a spaceX and let H̃i(X) denote the i-th reduced cohomology
group of X . Since L2[V ] is a finite simplicial complex, ||L2[V ]|| is compact and
locally contractible [11, Proposition A.4], so by Alexander Duality [11, Theorem

3.44], H̃0(N) is isomorphic to H̃2(||L2[V ]||), which is isomorphic to H̃0(S), which
is the trivial group, since S is the interior of a cone over a 2-sphere. Hence, N is
path connected, and therefore we can always choose a path between two interior
points from different facets of N . This corresponds to a path in G since N only
has 2- and 3-faces, and 2-faces of N correspond to edges in G. Thus, G is a
connected graph with n−3 vertices and n−4 edges, so G is a tree, which means
that the facets of N forms a stacked 3-ball.

Proof of Proposition 5.7. Let P2 be a realization of K2 as a polytope. For sim-
plicity, we identify the vertex sets of K2 and P2, and denote V (K2) \ {w} by V ,
that is, V = V (K1). Let P1 = conv(V ). We claim that K(P1) = K1.

Note that K1∩K2 = K2[V ]: The inclusion ⊆ is clear because every face of K1

is contained in V . The other inclusion ⊇ also holds because K2 is obtained from
K1 by a single element extension. Also note that K(P1)∩K(P2) = K(P2)[V ]: ⊆
holds by the same reason. ⊇ also holds because every face of P2 whose vertices
are in V is also extreme in P1. As a conclusion, we get

K1 ∩ K2 = K2[V ] = K(P2)[V ] = K(P1) ∩ K(P2). (3)

It is enough to show that this identity extends to the rest of K1 and K(P1).
By Lemma 5.8, the facets of both K1 \ K2 and K(P1) \ K(P2) are stacked

3-balls. Every stacked 3-ball has a vertex whose link is a triangle, namely the
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last vertex added in the stacking, so by induction, a stacked 3-ball is completely
determined by its boundary. The stacked 3-balls K1\K2 and K(P1)\K(P2) have
the same boundary, so K1 \K2 = K(P1)\K(P2), and therefore K1 = K(P1).

By Proposition 5.7, if K21 were realizable, then K11, the intermediate neigh-
borly sphere with 11 vertices, should be also realizable by a neighborly 4-
polytope. However, while we have ε(K11) = 74, the minimum among ε values of
all neighborly oriented matroids of rank 5 with 11 elements, which in particular
include all neighborly 4-polytopes, is 81. This computation was done by a com-
puter. We went through the supplementary data file “neighborly11 5.zip”1

of [18] and calculated ε values for each facet list. This shows that K21 is not
realizable.

Question 5. For every integer d ≥ 3, is there a (d + 1)-polytope P such that
τ(P) > |V (P)|/2?

6 An upper bound on the chromatic number of

simplicial spheres

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3, that is, we prove that if P is a (d + 1)-

dimensional simplicial polytope on n vertices, then χ(P) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉−1

d ). Later
we generalize it for simplicial spheres (see Theorem 6.7) in Subsection 6.1.

For Theorem 1.3, we prove the following more general statement. A hy-
pergraph H is called linearly d-embeddable if there is a linear embedding ψ :
||K(H)|| → R

d.

Theorem 6.1. Let H be a (d + 1)-uniform hypergraph on n vertices which is
linearly d-embeddable. Then, we have

χ(H) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉−1

d ).

We first show that Theorem 6.1 implies Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let P be a polytope, and H be a (d+1)-uniform hyper-
graph obtained by removing one hyperedge of F(P). By using an appropriate
Schlegel diagram of P, we can easily see that H is linearly d-embeddable. By

Theorem 6.1, χ(H) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉−1

d ), which implies χ(P) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉−1

d ).

Now we begin to prove Theorem 6.1. The only implication from linear
embeddability we use is the following upper bound theorem by Dey and Pach
[10, Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 6.2. Let H be a (d + 1)-uniform hypergraph on n vertices which is
linearly embeddable into R

d. Then we have |H| < (d+ 1)n⌈d/2⌉.

1This file is available at https://sites.google.com/site/hmiyata1984/neighborly polytopes.
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We also need the following lemmas. A graph version of the first lemma is
well-known, see for example [4, Theorem 3.2.1]. Our lemma can be proved in a
similar way using the alteration method.

Lemma 6.3. Let H be a (d + 1)-uniform hypergraph on n vertices such that

|H| ≤ cnk. Then α(H) ≥ βd,cn
(d+1)−k

d , where βd,c depends only on d and c.

For completeness, we include a modified proof here.

Proof. Let S ⊆ V (H) be a random subset obtained by including each vertex
in S independently with a fixed probability p determined later. Let X = |S|
and Y be the number of hyperedges of H contained in S. Then removing one
vertex from each hyperedge f ⊆ S of H leaves an independent set of size at
least X − Y . For each f ∈ H, let Yf be the indicator random variable for the
event f ⊆ S. Then E[Yf ] = pd+1. Using linearity of expectation, we get

E[Y ] =
∑

f∈H

E[Yf ] = |H|pd+1 ≤ cnkpd+1,

which implies

E[X − Y ] = E[X ]− E[Y ] ≥ np− cnkpd+1 = np(1− cnk−1pd) =: f(p).

In the domain 0 ≤ p ≤ 1, we get the maximum of f(p) at p0 = 1/ d
√
c(d+ 1)nk−1,

and

f(p0) =
d

(1 + d)
d+1
d c

1
d

n
(d+1)−k

d

is a lower bound on α(H).

For a function f : R → R and a real number n, let sf (n) be the smallest
non-negative integer such that f sf (n)(n) < 1, that is, iterated applications of f
on n for sf (n) times makes the value less than 1. If there are no such numbers,
we set sf (n) = ∞.

Lemma 6.4. Let t < 1 and β be positive reals. Define a function h : R≥0 → R≥0

as h(x) = max(x− βxt, 0). Suppose (n = n0, n1, . . . , nM ) is a sequence of non-
negative real numbers with M ≥ 1 such that

• ni ≥ 1 for every 0 ≤ i ≤M − 1,

• nM < 1, and

• ni+1 ≤ h(ni) for every i ∈ [M − 1].

Then, we have

M ≤ 1

β(1− t)
n1−t + 1.
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Proof. Let g(x) = x1−t

β(1−t) + 1. We first show that sh(x) ≤ g(x) for every x ≥ 0.

For a contradiction, suppose it fails for some non-negative values of x, that is,
we suppose the set F = {x ∈ R≥0 : sh(x) > g(x)} is non-empty. Let y0 = inf F .

We claim that y0 > β
1

1−t . Observe the followings:

(i) h(x) = 0 for x ∈ [0, β
1

1−t ].

(ii) g(x) is strictly increasing and g(x) ≥ 1 for x ≥ 0.

(iii) h(x) = x− βxt and h(x) is strictly increasing for x ≥ β
1

1−t .

By (i) and continuity of h, we know that sh(x) ≤ 1 for x ∈ [0, β
1

1−t + δ]
where δ > 0 is sufficiently small. By (ii), we know that g(x) ≥ 1 on the same

interval [0, β
1

1−t + δ]. Combining these two, we have that g(x) ≥ sh(x) for

x ∈ [0, β
1

1−t + δ], which implies

y0 ≥ β
1

1−t + δ > β
1

1−t > 0.

By this and (iii), we have h(x) = x − βxt, x > 0 and h(x) > 0 for every
x ∈ F ∪{y0}. In particular, these imply that y0 > h(y0). By using continuity of
h, we can choose x0 ∈ F near y0 such that h(x0) < y0, which implies h(x0) /∈ F ,
that is,

sh(h(x0)) ≤ g(h(x0)).

Since h(x0) > 0, the function g(x) is well-defined and continuous on [h(x0), x0]
and differentiable on (h(x0), x0). Hence, by the mean value theorem, there is
θ ∈ (h(x0), x0) such that

g(x0)− g(h(x0)) = g(x0)− g(x0 − βxt0)

= βxt0g
′(θ) =

βxt0
βθt

=
(x0
θ

)t
≥ 1.

Putting these together, we obtain

sh(x0) ≤ 1 + sh(h(x0)) ≤ 1 + g(h(x0)) ≤ g(x0),

contradicting x0 ∈ F .

Next, we show thatM ≤ sh(n). With the inequality sh(n) ≤ g(n), this gives
the desired result. It is enough to show this by hi(n) ≥ ni for every 0 ≤ i ≤M
using induction on i. The claim obviously holds for i = 0. Suppose hi(n) ≥ ni
holds for some 0 ≤ i ≤ M − 1. Since h is monotonically increasing by (i) and
(iii) above, we have

hi+1(n) = h(hi(n)) ≥ h(ni) ≥ ni+1,

by using the induction hypothesis and the assumption on the numbers ni. This
completes the proof.
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Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let H = H0 be a linearly d-embeddable (d+ 1)-uniform
hypergraph on n vertices. Starting from the index i = 0, we conduct the
following iterative procedure inductively until we meet an empty hypergraph:

1. Select an independent set Si of maximum size in Hi, and

2. let Hi+1 = Hi−Si, that is, let Hi+1 be the hypergraph obtained from Hi

by removing Si from Hi.

This process terminates after a finite number of steps, say M . So, we obtain
HM as the final empty hypergraph in this process. Note that S0, . . . , SM−1 are
pairwise disjoint independent sets of H which cover all vertices of V (H). Hence
S0, . . . , SM−1 form a proper M -coloring of H.

Let ni = |V (Hi)| for every 0 ≤ i ≤ M . Note that ni ≥ 1 for 0 ≤ i ≤M − 1
and nM = 0. Also, by Theorem 6.2 and Lemma 6.3, we have

α(Hi) ≥ βd,d+1n
(d+1)−⌈d/2⌉

d

i ,

which implies

ni+1 ≤ ni − βd,d+1n
(d+1)−⌈d/2⌉

d

i

for every 0 ≤ i ≤ M − 1. Hence, the sequence (n0, n1, . . . , nM ) satisfies all

conditions in Lemma 6.4 with t = (d+1)−⌈d/2⌉
d and β = βd,d+1. Therefore, using

Lemma 6.4, we have

χ(H) ≤M ≤ γt,βn
1−t + 1 = γt,βn

⌈d/2⌉−1
d + 1

where γt,β = 1
β(1−t) .

Remark 6.5. In [12], the authors obtained the bound χ(H) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉

d ) for
a (d + 1)-uniform hypergraph H on n vertices which is linearly d-embeddable.
Theorem 6.1 is a slight improvement on this upper bound for such hypergraphs.

6.1 Generalization of Theorem 1.3 for simplicial spheres

Remark 6.6. After the first version of this paper was available, it was first
noticed by Andreas Holmsen that Theorem 1.3 should hold more generally by
the hard Lefschetz property of simplicial spheres. This subsection is mainly
based on Eran Nevo’s accounts commnunicated with us, and also on insightful
discussions with Vasiliki Petrotou and Geva Yashfe.

The same asymptotic upper bound in Theorem 6.2 holds for subcomplexes
of a simplicial d-sphere, where we count only d-dimensional faces: In [15], Kalai
already obtained such an upper bound theorem for subcomplexes of the bound-
ary complex of a polytope. One of the ingredients in the proof is the hard
Lefschetz property for polytopes which Stanely proved in [24]. By using the
same argument by Kalai with the recent breakthroughs of the hard Lefschetz
property of simplicial spheres [1, 21, 2], we obtain the desired upper bound the-
orem for subcomplexes of a simplicial d-sphere. By using the same argument in
Section 6 with this upper bound theorem, we conclude the following.
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Theorem 6.7. Let K be a simplicial d-sphere on n vertices. Then, the facet
hypergraph F(K) has the chromatic number

χ(F(K)) ∈ O(n
⌈d/2⌉−1

d ).

7 Final remarks

We close with some additional problems for future study.

An obvious open problem we can ask is to improve the lower and upper
bounds for the transversal ratio and the chromatic number of a simplicial sphere
regarding Questions 1 and 2. More precisely, for a transversal ratio we are
interested in the parameter (which we similarly defined at Question 3 for stacked
spheres, and was also introduced in [20] recently)

µd := lim sup
n→∞

max{τ(K)/n : K is a simplicial (d− 1)-sphere on n vertices}

for every d ≥ 4. In terms of µd, results in this paper can be summarized as
follows.

• µ3 = 1/2 by Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 1.1.

• µ4 ≥ 11/21 by Theorem 1.2.

• For d ≥ 5, when d is even µd ≥ 1/2 by Proposition 3.6 (which is originally
from [13]), and when d is odd µd ≥ 2/(d+ 1) by Theorem 1.1.

These lower bounds might not be tight for d ≥ 4. More seriously, we do not
have any non-trivial upper bound for µd. Unfortunately, Theorems 1.3 and 6.7
only give a trivial upper bound µd ≤ 1. While this trivial upper bound might be
tight, it seems that we are far from completely closing the gaps between upper
and lower bounds. To understand behaviour of µd, we need to understand more
about incidences between facets and vertices of a simplicial sphere, and how
they differ from the incidence structure of a general hypergraph.

Remark 7.1. In [20], Novik and Zheng recently gave two constructions which
shows µd ≥ 2/5 for every odd d ≥ 5. This, together with Proposition 3.6, gives
a constant positive lower bound on µd for all dimensions d ≥ 5.

For colorings, recall that we found infinitely many simplicial 3-spheres which
are not 2-colorable. We ask if we can also find non 2-colorable simplicial spheres
for higher dimensions d > 3.

Question 6. For every dimension d > 3, is there a non 2-colorable simplicial
d-sphere?
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For a fixed odd dimension d > 3, it might be possible to construct a non 2-
colorable simplicial d-sphere using the similar inductive computational process.
However, the process might not easily work for even dimensions, because even
dimensional cyclic polytopes have totally different behaviours on transversals
from odd dimensional ones. So, to find a non 2-colorable simplicial d-sphere for
even d, we might need a different approach to obtain it.

On the other hand, it is natural to ask similar problems on 2-dimensional
surfaces beyond spheres. Albertson and Hutchinson showed [3] that given an
n-vertex triangulation K of an orientable surface of genus g, which we denote
by Sg, there exists a cycle in the graph G(K) of length ≤

√
2n which is non-

separating and non-contractible. It follows that there is a set T of ≤ g
√
2n

vertices whose removal leaves a planar simplicial complex K′. Since K′ in turn
has a transversal of size at most |V (K′)|/2 by Proposition 3.1, we obtain the
following.

Proposition 7.2. Any n-vertex triangulation K of Sg has τ(K) ≤ n/2+ g
√
2n.

Moreover, the connected sum of a minimal triangulation of Sg and the tight
spherical example from Theorem 1.1 yields that the leading term n/2 above is
asymptotically tight. However, we do not know if the second term g

√
2n can be

reduced to a constant or not, when g is fixed. So we ask the following question.

Question 7. What is the behaviour of the function

τg(n) = max{τ(K) : K is an n-vertex triangulation of Sg}

as n→ ∞ when g is fixed?
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A Construction of the neighborly sphere K21

Here we list the computational results on Theorem 5.1. The neighborly sphere
K21 was constructed from the cyclic polytope C4(7) using single element exten-
sions. We denote the facets of C4(7) as follows.

F(C4(7)) ={{0, 1, 2, 3}, {0, 1, 2, 6}, {0, 1, 3, 4}, {0, 1, 4, 5}, {0, 1, 5, 6}, {0, 2, 3, 6},
{0, 3, 4, 6}, {0, 4, 5, 6}, {1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 2, 4, 5}, {1, 2, 5, 6}, {2, 3, 4, 5},
{2, 3, 5, 6}, {3, 4, 5, 6}}

Since the facet hypergraph F(K21) is quite large, we only list stacked balls
which were used to construct K21 for each step. Note that facets ∆1, . . . ,∆m

in each stacked ball are ordered as described at the beginning of Subsection 3.2
where a stacked ball is defined.

n = 7 : {{0, 1, 4, 5}, {0, 1, 3, 4}, {0, 3, 4, 6}, {1, 2, 4, 5}}
n = 8 : {{2, 3, 5, 6}, {0, 2, 3, 6}, {1, 2, 5, 6}, {0, 3, 6, 7}, {0, 4, 6, 7}}
n = 9 : {{0, 2, 3, 8}, {0, 2, 6, 8}, {0, 4, 6, 8}, {1, 2, 6, 8}, {4, 6, 7, 8}, {2, 3, 5, 8}}
n = 10 : {{1, 2, 6, 9}, {1, 6, 8, 9}, {0, 1, 2, 6}, {6, 7, 8, 9}, {4, 7, 8, 9}, {0, 1, 2, 3},

{1, 5, 6, 8}}
n = 11 : {{1, 2, 4, 7}, {1, 3, 4, 7}, {1, 2, 5, 7}, {0, 1, 5, 7}, {3, 4, 6, 7}, {4, 6, 7, 9},

{4, 7, 9, 10}, {1, 2, 5, 8}}
n = 12 : {{1, 3, 4, 11}, {1, 2, 4, 11}, {3, 4, 6, 11}, {2, 4, 7, 11}, {2, 5, 7, 11}, {0, 5, 7, 11},

{2, 5, 8, 11}, {2, 5, 8, 9}, {4, 7, 10, 11}}
n = 13 : {{1, 2, 8, 9}, {1, 2, 9, 10}, {1, 2, 3, 10}, {1, 2, 3, 4}, {0, 1, 3, 10}, {2, 8, 9, 12},

{2, 6, 9, 10}, {0, 1, 3, 7}, {2, 8, 11, 12}, {5, 8, 9, 12}}
n = 14 : {{3, 4, 5, 6}, {0, 4, 5, 6}, {0, 4, 5, 7}, {3, 5, 6, 8}, {3, 5, 8, 9}, {0, 5, 7, 12},

{2, 3, 5, 9}, {0, 1, 5, 6}, {0, 7, 11, 12}, {5, 8, 9, 13}, {7, 10, 11, 12}}
n = 15 : {{2, 11, 12, 13}, {1, 2, 11, 12}, {1, 2, 4, 12}, {1, 2, 8, 11}, {2, 4, 7, 12},

{1, 3, 11, 12}, {4, 7, 10, 12}, {2, 4, 5, 7}, {7, 10, 12, 14}, {2, 9, 12, 13},
{2, 6, 9, 13}, {0, 2, 6, 9}}

n = 16 : {{0, 5, 11, 12}, {0, 5, 12, 14}, {5, 8, 11, 12}, {0, 1, 5, 14}, {8, 11, 12, 13},
{2, 8, 11, 13}, {2, 11, 13, 15}, {5, 7, 12, 14}, {4, 5, 7, 14}, {2, 6, 13, 15},
{2, 6, 10, 13}, {3, 4, 5, 14}, {6, 9, 13, 15}}

n = 17 : {{2, 5, 7, 12}, {2, 7, 12, 15}, {5, 7, 12, 16}, {2, 9, 12, 15}, {5, 8, 12, 16},
{9, 12, 13, 15}, {7, 12, 14, 15}, {0, 2, 9, 15}, {0, 2, 6, 15}, {5, 8, 11, 16},
{1, 5, 8, 11}, {0, 2, 3, 9}, {1, 5, 8, 10}, {4, 5, 7, 16}}
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n = 18 : {{0, 6, 15, 17}, {2, 6, 15, 17}, {0, 6, 9, 15}, {2, 7, 15, 17}, {2, 5, 7, 17},
{0, 4, 6, 9}, {2, 5, 12, 17}, {0, 4, 6, 14}, {5, 8, 12, 17}, {2, 6, 15, 16},
{5, 8, 10, 17}, {5, 8, 12, 13}, {4, 6, 9, 11}, {0, 1, 6, 14}, {3, 4, 6, 14}}

n = 19 : {{6, 9, 10, 13}, {6, 7, 9, 10}, {6, 10, 13, 16}, {6, 7, 9, 11}, {2, 6, 10, 16},
{1, 9, 10, 13}, {2, 6, 16, 18}, {1, 8, 9, 13}, {0, 2, 6, 10}, {3, 6, 7, 11},
{3, 6, 11, 12}, {3, 11, 12, 15}, {8, 9, 13, 14}, {0, 2, 6, 17}, {5, 8, 13, 14},
{4, 6, 11, 12}}

n = 20 :{{11, 12, 13, 15}, {11, 12, 15, 19}, {4, 11, 12, 19}, {3, 12, 15, 19}, {3, 6, 12, 19},
{11, 12, 13, 16}, {8, 12, 13, 16}, {4, 10, 11, 12}, {8, 12, 16, 17}, {8, 12, 13, 18},
{7, 12, 16, 17}, {0, 11, 12, 16}, {10, 11, 12, 14}, {0, 5, 11, 16}, {0, 1, 5, 16},
{2, 8, 13, 16}, {4, 9, 10, 11}}

The resulting K21 is a neighborly sphere on 21 vertices. The hypergraph
N21 is obtained from F(K21) by removing the hyperedge {2, 3, 4, 5}. N21 has
transversal number 11 and so does F(K21). One example of a minimum transver-
sal of F(K21) is

{0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 16, 17, 20}.
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