arXiv:2111.01737v2 [math.CO] 27 Apr 2022

IRREGULAR TRIADS IN 3-UNIFORM HYPERGRAPHS
C. TERRY AND J. WOLF

ABSTRACT. Over the past several years, numerous authors have explored model theoreti-
cally motivated combinatorial conditions that ensure that a graph has an efficient regular
decomposition in the sense of Szemerédi. In this paper we set out a research program that
explores a corresponding set of questions for 3-uniform hypergraphs, a setting in which
useful notions of regularity are significantly more intricate.

The main results in this paper concern certain combinatorial properties which arose as
natural higher-order generalizations of the order property in parallel work of the authors
in the arithmetic setting. Interpreted in the context of 3-uniform hypergraphs, these are
tightly connected to the nature of irregular triads. Specifically, we show that a hereditary
3-graph property admits regular decompositions with so-called “linear error” if and only
if it does not have the functional order property (FOP3).

Along the way, we show that a hereditary 3-graph property is homogeneous (i.e. all
regular triads have density near 0 or near 1) if and only it has bounded VCz-dimension,
complementing a recent (non-quantitative) result of Chernikov and Towsner.

We also address several questions arising from prior work on tame regularity in hyper-
graphs. In particular, we characterize the hereditary properties of 3-uniform hypergraphs
admitting the type of regular partitions appearing in work of Fox et al. as those that have
finite weak VC-dimension. This is again analogous to a recent non-quantitative result of
Chernikov and Towsner.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Szemerédi’s regularity lemma [54] is a theorem with a wide range of applications in
graph theory. Roughly speaking, it says that any large graph can be partitioned into a
small number of pieces, so that in between most pairs of pieces the graph behaves like a
random graph. More precisely, Szemerédi’s regularity lemma states that for all € > 0 there
is some M = M/(e) so that for every sufficiently large graph G = (V, E), there is some
m < M and an equipartition of V = V; U ... UV, such that all but at most em? pairs
(Vi,V;) are e-reqular (see Definition 3.2]). In order to utilize such a regular decomposition,
one needs a so-called counting lemma, which says that the number of triangles appearing
in a triple of e-regular pairs is about what one would expect in a 3-partite random graph of
the same density. An important early application of the counting lemma was the so-called
triangle removal lemma [20], which says that a graph with a small number of triangles can
be made triangle free by removing a small number of edges. We refer the reader to the
excellent surveys [10,[32] for more details.

Despite its myriad applications, the regularity lemma is limited by the potential existence
of irregular pairs, as well as the enormous size of the bound M/(e), which appears as a
tower-type function in Szemerédi’s proof. Investigation into these limitations showed them
to be necessary. Indeed, the folklore example of the half-graph showed the necessity of
the irregular pairs, while a construction of Gowers [25] proved the necessity of tower-type
bounds.

On the other hand, under certain assumptions, strenghtened versions of the regularity
lemma can be proved. For instance, several authors [3,34] showed that graphs of bounded
VC-dimension allow for regular decompositions with very good bounds. These results yield
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a structural dichotomy which is best stated in terms of hereditary graph properties (see
Theorem [[1] below). We require a few definitions to state this result.

A hereditary graph property is a class H of finite graphs which is closed under isomor-
phism and induced subgraphs. The VC-dimension of a graph G = (V, E) is the largest k
for which there exist ay,...,ax € V, and bg € V for each S C [k], such that a;bs € E if and
only if i € S. We then say that a hereditary graph property H has VC-dimension at most
k if every G € H has VC(G) < k, and H has bounded VC-dimension (or is NIP) if it has
VC-dimension at most k for some k. Otherwise, we say H has unbounded VC-dimension
(or IP). Theorem [[.1] sums up the work of Alon, Fischer and Newman [3] (part (1)) and
Gowers [25] (part (2)), where the bounds quoted are improvements due to Fox et al. [2]]
(part (1)) and Moshkovitz and Shapira [37] (part (2)).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose H is a hereditary graph property. Then one of the following holds.

(1) H has bounded VC-dimension. In this case, if k = max{VC(G) : G € H}, then
for all e > 0, any G € H has a reqular partition with O(e”*) parts, and where
moreover, all reqular pairs have density in [0,€) U (1 — €, 1].

(2) H has unbounded VC-dimension. In this case, there exists € > 0 and arbitrarily
large G € H, such that any e-reqular partition of G has at least Tw(e='/%) parts.

A similar dichotomy exists with regards to irregular pairs. A graph G = (V| F) is said to
have the k-order property if there exist a;,...,ar € V and by,...,b; € V so that a;b; € E
if and only if ¢ < j. If G does not have the k-order property, then we say G is k-stable. A
hereditary graph property H is called k-stable if every G € H is k-stable, and H is stable
if it is k-stable for some k. Otherwise, H is called unstable.

While it was known since the 1990s [32] that a sufficiently large instance of the order
property forces the existence of irregular pairs (part (2) below), it was not until 2011 when
Malliaris and Shelah [36] showed that the converse (part (1) below) also holds.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose H is a hereditary graph property. Then one of the following holds.

(1) H is stable. In this case, the following holds, with k minimal such that H is k-
stable. For all ¢ > 0, every sufficiently large G € H has an equipartition into
k
O(e=2") parts, such that each pair is e-reqular with density in [0,¢) U (1 — ¢, 1].
(2) H is unstable. In this case, for all € > 0 and M there are arbitrarily large G € H
such that every partition of G into at most M parts contains Q(M) irreqular pairs.

The notions of VC-dimension and stability are both central to model theory, where prov-
ing structural results under these and related tameness assumptions is a major theme. We
can think of Theorems [I.1] and as finitary versions of such results. In particular, any
hereditary graph property H is the class of finite models of a universal theory, T%, in the
language of graphs. Therefore, Theorems and and [Tl give structural dichotomies for
such universal theories, based on whether they are of bounded VC-dimension or, respec-
tively, stable.

Following the work of Malliaris and Shelah, several results appeared that illustrate how
certain model theoretic notions yield different kinds of “tame” regularity lemmas [113-15].
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During this time, the field also gained an understanding of theorems in the same spirit
proved earlier and/or by researchers outside of model theory (e.g. [3/14,9,22,134]). As a
result, tame regularity lemmas are now well known as points of connection between model
theory and combinatorics. Indeed, some of this work demonstrates explicit connections be-
tween upgraded regularity lemmas and model theoretic tools, such as compact domination,
indiscernible sequences, and definability of types (see [306,44.[45]). This demonstrates that
in the setting of graphs, looking for dichotomies in the behavior of hereditary properties
with respect to regular partitions leads directly to notions of primary importance in model
theory.

Analogues of Szemerédi’s regularity lemma for hypergraphs were considered desirable
for many years, with the earliest examples appearing in the late 1980s [31] and early
1990s [18]. This early version of hypergraph regularity involved partitioning the vertex
set of a hypergraph so that most triples of vertex parts satisfy a certain quasirandomness
condition with respect to the hyperedges. This type of regularity is now often referred to
as weak hypergraph reqularity.

In the early 2000s, more sophisticated notions of hypergraph regularity were conceived,
which went hand in hand with powerful counting lemmas and increasingly general removal
lemmas [24]26],27,[40.41],[49,(50]. For a detailed history, we refer the reader to [39]. As in
the case of graphs, these counting lemmas have found robust applications, including the
first fully finitary proof of the multidimensional Szemerédi’s theorem [27] and other, more
classical applications in extremal combinatorics [8]. We will refer to this type of regularity
as strong hypergraph regularity. In the setting of a 3-uniform hypergraph H = (V) E), a
strong regular decomposition consists of a partition Pye.s = {V1, ..., V;} of the vertex set V|
along with, for each ij € ([g), a partition of the pairs K[V, Vj] = U,<, Py}, so that certain
quasirandomness properties hold. The essential “unit” in such a regular decomposition
is a so-called triad, which is a 3-partite graph of the form (V; UV; U V;, P U Pli U P]k)
The strong regularity lemma then roughly says that every large 3-uniform hypergraph has
an equitable decomposition so that almost all triples of vertices are in a regular triad (for
details, see Section B.1]).

Several results mentioned above [I],[14,22] give improved weak regular partitions for
hypergraphs under various tameness assumptions. The only previous treatment of strong
hypergraph regularity and model theoretic tameness occurs in work of Chernkiov and
Towsner [15], where higher arity analogues of Theorem [[1] are proved in the context of
strong regularity, using infinitary techniques. The results in [15] are in terms of a higher
arity analogue of VC-dimension called VCy-dimension, first defined by Shelah [52[53], and
subsequently developed in [12], with applications to algebra appearing in [11,29], and to
combinatorics in [58].

Despite the extensive work on model theoretic regularity lemmas of the last ten years,
the following basic problem remained open.

Problem 1.3. Prove an analogue of Theorem [I.2 in the realm of strong regularity for
hypergraphs.



5

This is an interesting problem from a model theoretic perspective, as it is asking one
to develop a higher arity analogue of stability, a problem which has been discussed in the
model theory community for several years (see for example [5355]).

Question 1.4. What higher arity notion generalizes stability, in the same way that VCy-
dimension generalizes VCO-dimension?

A convincing answer to Question [L.4] has also remained open. Given the important
applications of strong hypergraph regularity in combinatorics, as well as its connections to
arithmetic structure [27], one might reasonably expect an answer to Problem [L.3] to lead
to the “right” answer to Question [[L4], as well as important new tools and ideas in model
theory.

The focus of this paper is Problem and Question [[.4] in the setting of 3-uniform
hypergraphs, where our contributions are two-fold. First, we prove the first analogue of
Theorem in the realm of strong hypergraph regularity in terms of a new higher arity
generalization of stability (see Theorem [[.7] below). Our work gives substantial evidence
that this particular analogue of Theorem is especially robust, and the generalization of
stability we define is the “right” answer to Question [L.4l

Our second contribution is more complicated. We show that there are several distinct
ways to formulate generalizations of Theorem in the setting of strong regularity for
3-uniform hypergraphs, suggesting that Problem does not have a single answer. We
explore these distinct generalizations, related notions of higher arity stability, and specific
examples. The sum of these results is the first significant contribution to understanding
the full landscape of Problem [L3l Our work teases apart several potential generalizations
of stability via their connections to Problem [[.3] and the examples we give rule out certain
natural ideas for how to generalize stability. Indeed, working out these subtle distinc-
tions and uncovering the relevant examples were significant hurdles to correctly addressing
Question [L4, and we view this as a major contribution of this paper.

We will now give a more detailed overview of our results (for full details, see Section
2.2)). We begin by taking a slightly different perspective on Theorem A naive attempt
to generalize Theorem to the setting of 3-uniform hypergraphs would be to insist that
there are no irregular triads. However, we will show that doing so reduces to a question
about weak regularity, rather than strong regularity (see Theorem [2.46]). Therefore, we
start by giving a more flexible formulation of that Theorem [I.2, which will illuminate the
proper generalization to higher arities. In particular, the following is an exercise which
gives an equivalent formulation of part (1) of Theorem [I.2

Fact 1.5. The following are equivalent for a hereditary graph property H.

(i) For all € > 0, there is M so that for all G = (V, E) € H with |V| > M, there is
some t < M and an equipartition V = Vo U Vi U ... UV, such that |Vy| < €|V| and
forall1 <i=j<t, (Vi,V;) is e-reqular.

(ii) For all € > 0, there is M so that for all G = (V, E) € H with |V| > M, there is
some t < M and an equipartition V. = V3 U ... UV, such that for all ij € ([;]),
(Vi, Vj) is e-regular.
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That (i) implies (i) is trivial. For the reverse direction, one chooses the parameters
carefully in (i), then evenly distributes the error set V among the other parts in the
partition to obtain a partition as in (ii). Fact shows that having no irregular pairs in a
regular partition of a graph can be reinterpreted as saying that there is a single, small set
in the vertex partition which is used in every irregular pair. Thinking of sets of vertices
as “lower order” objects in a graph, this is informally saying one can use a lower order set
to control the irregular pairs. It turns out that this simple reinterpretation is much more
conducive to higher arity generalization. We thus reinterpret Problem as follows.

Problem 1.6. Characterize hereditary properties of 3-graphs which have reqular partitions
where the irreqular triads are constrained by “lower order” sets.

Problem is made complicated by the fact that there are several distinct ways to con-
strain irregular triads using lower order sets. We define three natural ways of constraining
the error triads in a regular decomposition, which we will refer to as having zero, binary,
and linear discy s-error. We give rough definitions of these here and refer the reader to
Definition 21Tl for details. Given a 3-uniform hypergraph H = (V| F) and a decomposition
P with Pyere = {V4,...,Vi}, we say that

(1) P has zero discy 3-error if there are no irregular triads in P with respect to H;

(2) P has binary discy 3-error if there is a small set ¥ C ([;]) such that every irregular
triad from P is contained in some V;V;V}, with one of ¢j, jk, or ¢k in ¥; and

(3) P has linear discy z-error if there is a small set ¥ C ([é]) such that every irregular

triad from P is contained in some V;V;V} with ijk € X.

We then say a hereditary 3-graph property H admits zero/binary/linear discy s-error if all
the hypergraphs in H have regular decompositions with zero/binary/linear discs s-error,
respectively.

Our main theorem provides a complete characterization of the properties which admit
linear error in terms of a new generalization of the order property, which we call the
functional order property (FOPs3, see Definition [248]). We state this result below and refer
the reader to Section for the precise definitions.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose H is a hereditary property of 3-uniform hypergraphs. Then the
following are equivalent.

(1) There is some k so that no H € ‘H has the k-functional order property.

(2) For all e, > 0, €o : N — (0,1], and to,ly > 1, there are T, L, N such that the
following hold. For all H = (V,E) € H with |V| > N, there are to < t < T,
by <l <L, and P a (t,0,e1,e3()) decomposition of V which is (€1, es(f))-reqular
and which has linear discy 3-error with respect to H.

This is the first analogue of Theorem [[.2]to be proved in the setting of strong hypergraph
regularity. Our companion results in the arithmetic setting [60] show a correspondence be-
tween forbidding the functional order property in groups, and quadratic arithmetic regular-
ity lemmas where the “error part” is supported on a small number of [inear atoms. These
results show that this particular generalization of Theorem has strong connections to
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algebraic structure. Our proof techniques in this paper will also show that the relationship
of the functional order property to stability is analogous to that between VC,-dimension
and VC-dimension (see Section [6.1]).

Our other main results focus on zero and binary discy 3-error, and their relationships to
various examples and possible generalizations of stability. We define the notion of weak
stability (Definition 2:40) and show that a hereditary property which is close to being
weakly stable admits zero error (Proposition 2.43). We conjecture that the converse holds
as well. We also show that the notion of zero error reduces to a problem about weak
regularity (Theorem [2.46]), and cannot be characterized by stability, as defined in [I],[14].
We show that being close to weakly stable implies that a property admits binary error,
but that the converse to this statement is false.

We give two distinct examples of 3-uniform hypergraphs which do not admit regular
decompositions with binary error. The first arises from a combinatorial definition called
the hyperplane order property (HOP;), and the other from an example of Green and Sanders
[28] in elementary abelian p-groups. Based on these examples, we prove a general sufficient
condition for when a property cannot admit binary error (Section [7)).

The hyperplane order property has a strong geometric appeal as a potential general-
ization of the order property. The existence of the second example in elementary abelian
p-groups, however, shows that HOP is unlikely to be a fundamental definition generalizing
the order property. We consider this observation crucial for the future investigation of this
sphere of problems.

Our results imply that the notions of zero, binary, and linear error are pairwise distinct.
Further, we show that binary error cannot be characterized by stability or weak stability,
and cross-cuts the theories of bounded VC-dimension.

The main results of this paper also require several auxiliary results, some of which are
of independent interest. These include finitary versions of the results of Chernikov and
Towsner [15] for 3-uniform hypergraphs (see Theorems and 2.32)), as well as a strong
form of the stable graph regularity lemma (see Theorem [5.7]).

Acknowledgements. The first author would like to thank M. Malliaris for conversations
about stable graphs which informed several proofs in this paper. The first author would
also like to thank G. Conant for many helpful discussions around the paper’s main re-
sults. The first author is partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2115518. The authors’
collaboration has been supported by several travel grants over the years, including by the
London Mathematical Society, the Simons Foundation, and the Association for Women in
Mathematics.

2. FORMAL STATEMENTS OF PROBLEMS AND RESULTS

We state our results in full detail in this section (see Section 22)). This requires the
definitions of Section Bl The reader familiar with these definitions may jump ahead to
Section
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In the following subsections, we will frequently include translations to model theoretic
language to aid the model theoretic reader. Any such undefined terminology is not neces-
sary for the rest of the paper. To facilitate these explanations, we will use the fact that
every hereditary 3-graph property H is the class of finite models of a universal theory T% in
the language £ = {R(z,y, z)}. Further, we remind the model theoretic reader that given
a 3-graph H = (V, E), an induced sub-3-graph of H is simply a substructure of H in the
language L.

Throughout, we refer to 3-uniform hypergraphs as simply 3-graphs. A hereditary 3-graph
property is a class of finite 3-graphs closed under induced sub-3-graphs and isomorphism.

2.1. Quasirandomness and regularity in 3-uniform hypergraphs. In this subsection
we introduce two notions of quasirandomness for 3-graphs. We largely follow the notation
of [2439], with some modifications. We begin by recalling the definition of quasirandomness
for graphs. For sets Vi, Vs, we let Ko[Vi, Vo] = {zy : x € Vi,y € Vo, # y}.

Definition 2.1 (discy). Suppose € > 0 and G = (U UV, E) is a bipartite graph with
|E| = d|U||V|. We say G has discs(¢) if for all U C U and V' C V|

1B 0 KU, V| = d|U'[[V]] < €|U[V].

We say that G' has disca (e, d') if it has disca(€) and ||E| — d'|U||V]|| < €|U||V| (here “disc”
is short for discrepancy).

The notion of disco-quasirandomness is essentially equivalent to regularity and several
other notions of quasirandomness in graphs. We will present some of these in more detail
in Section [3.1l Turning to 3-graphs, the most naive generalization of disc, yields Definition
below. Given sets Vi, Vs, V3, we let

K3V, Vo, V3] = {uwvw s uw € Vi, v € Vo, w € V3, u # v,u # w,v # w}.

Definition 2.2 (vdiscs). Suppose € > 0 and H = (UUV UW, E) is a 3-partite, 3-graph
with |E| = d|U||V||W|. We say H has vdiscs(e) if for all U' CU, V' C V, and W’ C W,

|0 K[U VW = d[UY[VI[W]| < e|U V]IV

The “v” in vdisc is meant to emphasize that this definition considers quasirandomness
with respect to vertex subsets only. This notion of quasirandomness was introduced in the
early 1990s [17] as a generalization of quasirandomness for graphs. It has a corresponding
regularity lemma, first proved by Chung [17] and stated as Theorem 2.4 below.

Definition 2.3 (vdiscs-regular triples and partitions). Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph
and P = {Vi,...,V;} is a partition of V.

(1) Given V;V;Vj € (7;), we say V;V;Vi has vdiscs(e) with respect to H if the 3-partite
3-graph (V; UV; U Vi, EN K3[V;, V;, Vi]) has vdiscs(e).

(2) We say P is a vdiscs(€)-reqular partition for H if
(a) P is an equipartition, and

(b) for all but at most €(%) many ijk € ([g), V;V; Vi has vdiscs(e) with respect to
H.
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Theorem 2.4 (vdiscsg-regularity lemma for 3-graphs). For all integers to > 1 and € > 0
there exists T'= T(tg,€) and N = N(to,€) such that the following holds. If H = (V, E) is
a 3-uniform hypergraph with |V| > N, there is some ty < t < T and a vdiscs(e)-regular
partition for H with t parts.

It was well known that vdiscs-quasirandomness does not allow for a general counting
lemma. It was shown later [30] that it does allow for counting copies of linear hypergraphs
(see also [42] for an application of this counting lemma). A general counting lemma was
the motivation for a more sophisticated notion of quasirandomness [2426], which considers
not only sets of vertices but also sets of pairs of vertices. Given a graph G = (V| E), we

let K §2)(G) denote the set of triples from V' forming a triangle in G. In other words,

K¥ (@) = {xyz € (‘g) XY, Yz, x2 € E} :

Given a 3-graph H = (V, R) on the same vertex set, we say that G underlies H if R C
K?Sz)(G), i.e. if all the edges of H sit atop a triangle from G. A subgraph G’ C G is a
graph (V'  E') where V' C V and E' C E. Our next definition describes when a 3-graph
is quasirandom relative to an underlying quasirandom graph.

Definition 2.5 (discy3). Let €1,e; > 0, and suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph. Assume
G = ViUV, U V3, E) is a 3-partite graph underlying H, and suppose d3 is defined by
|E| = d3|K§2)(G)|. We say that (H, G) has discy 3(e1, €2) if there is dy € (0,1) such that for
each 1 <i < j < 3, the graph G[V;, V] has disce(ez, d2), and for every subgraph G’ C G,

|E N KP(G)] — ds| K$(G)]] < end3 |V [Va| V3.

Our notational convention is to use single subscripts of 2 or 3 for notions of strictly binary
or strictly ternary quasirandomness (e.g. disce and vdiscs), and the subscript 2,3 as above
to emphasize that discy 3 quasirandomness has both a binary and ternary quasirandomness
requirement. Definition has several equivalent formulations, and a more complete
account of these will appear in Section 3.1l We now state the definition which will serve
as a higher order analogue of an equitable partition of a vertex set. In contrast to the
partition appearing in Theorem 2.4] Definition will include a partition of the vertex set
as well as a partition of the set of pairs of vertices.

Definition 2.6 ((¢,, €1, €2)-decomposition). Let V be a vertex set, t,¢ € N0 and €, €5 >
0. A (t,4, €1, €2)-decomposition P for V consists of a partition V' = V;U...UV; and for each
1 <i#j <t a collection Pé, .. ,Pf; of disjoint subsets of (g) such that the following
hold.

) I <. < V< Vil +1,

(2) For each 1 < i # j <t, K[Vi, Vj] = Uy, P2,

(3) For all but e |V|? triples zyz € (%), the following holds. There is some ijk € ([é])

and 1 < «, 3, < £ such that xy € P%, xz € Pf,z, Yz € P]7k, and such that each of

177
P2, P P have discy(eg, 1/£).

157 J
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In the notation of Definition 2.6, a triad of P is a 3-partite graph of the form
Cf“.(VUVUWJﬁu%URm

ik
forsomezgke( )anda B,y < L.

To ease notation, we define Triads(P) := {Gf;,f7 gk € ([é]),a,ﬁ,v € [(]}. When

H = (V,E) is a 3-graph, then for each triad GQ-BV € Triads(P), we write
HEPY = (ViU V; UV, EN K (G,

ijk ijk

Note that by definition, Hj; ,f 7 is a 3-partite 3-graph underlied by G77 ,f 7. We now define

regular triads and decompositions, in analogy with Definition 2.6
Definition 2.7 (discys-regular triads and decompositions). Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-
graph and P is a (t, ¢, €1, €5(¢))-decomposition for V.

(1) We say Ga’ﬁ“’ € Triads(P) has disce (€1, €2(¢)) with respect to H if (Hg,f’y Gf;,f ")
has dlSCg,g(El, 62(6))
(2) We say that P is (e, e2(¢))-regular for H if for all but €;n® many triples zyz €

(%), there is some Gf;,f” € Triads(P), so that zyz € Ki( f;lfy) and which has

discy 3(€1, €2(¢)) with respect to H.

Definition 2.7] along with its equivalent formulations (see Section [B.1]), are now consid-
ered the standard notions of regular triads and decompositions for 3-graphs (see [26,27,
39,149]). We now state the regularity lemma for discy s-quasirandomness, which is taken
from [24].

Theorem 2.8 (discys-regularity lemma for 3-graphs). For all g > 0, every function
2 : N — (0,1], and every ty € N, there exist positive integers Ty and ng such that for
any 3-graph H = (V, E) on n > ng vertices, there exists a (1, €2(0))-reqular (¢, ¢, €, €2())-
decomposition P for H with to <t < Ty and £ < Ty.

We end this section by setting up some terminology around irregular triads in the sense
of Definition

Definition 2.9 (Irregular triads). Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-uniform hypergraph and P
is a (t, ¢, €, €2)-decomposition for V.

(1) We say GU’E € Triads(P) is disca g-reqular with respect to (H, P) if it has disca 3(€1, €2(£))
with respect to H. Otherwise, we say Gf;,f 7 is discy 3-irregular.

(2) We say GO"B 7 € Triads(P) is disco-regular with respect to (H, P) if each of P&, P P,

R

have dlsc2(e2( ), 1/¢). Otherwise, we say Gw’,f 7 is discy-irregular.

(3) We say Gf;,f 7€ Triads(P) is discs-irreqular with respect to (H,P) if it is discy-

regular but not discy 3-regular with respect to (H,P).
Note that in the notation of Definition 2.9, Za],f 7 is discg s-irregular with respect to
(H,P) if and only if it is disco-irregular with respect to (H,P) or discg-irregular with
respect to (H,P).
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There are several other notions of quasirandomness for hypergraphs which we do not
consider (see [33/[61]). Our main motivation in this paper is to consider discq s-regularity,
due to the important applications of its corresponding counting lemma. As our results
will show, one of our main problems related to discy 3 (namely that centering around “zero
discy 3-error”) will in fact collapse to a problem about vdiscs (see Theorem 2.46). For this
reason, we will also be considering vdiscz-regularity.

2.2. Statements of problems. In this subsection we state formally the problems of in-
terest in this paper. We begin with two basic definitions in the case of vertex-regularity.

Definition 2.10 (zero and binary vdiscs-error). Let H be a hereditary 3-graph property.

(1) We say ‘H admits zero vdiscs-error, if for all € > 0 and ty > 1, there is T = T'(e, t)
and N = N(e to) such that for all H = (V, E) € H with |[V| > N, there is an
equipartition P of V with some t; < ¢t < T many parts, such that every triple
XYZ e (7;) has vdiscs(€) with respect to H.

(2) We say H admits binary vdiscs-error, if for all € > 0 and tq > 1, there is T' = T'(¢, to)
and N = N(e, to) such that for all H = (V, E) € H with |[V| > N, there is an
equipartition P of V with some ¢ty < ¢t < T many parts, along with a set ¥ € (723)
of size at most et?, such that every triple XY Z € (7;) with XYY Z XZ ¢ ¥ has
vdiscs(€) with respect to H.

When H fails (1) (respectively, (2)), we say it requires non-zero (respectively, non-binary)
vdiscs-error. Clearly, if H satisfies (1), it also satisfies (2). We now define similar notions
for discg g-regularity.

Definition 2.11 (zero, binary, and linear disc 3-error). Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph
property.

(1) We say ‘H admits zero disces-error if for all to,ly > 1, ¢, > 0, all & : N — (0, 1],
there are N, T, L such that for every H = (V, E) € H with |V| > N, there exists
to<t<T,ly<l<L,and a (t,¢, €, e2(¢))-decomposition P of V', such that every
triad in Triads(P) has discy 3(e1, €2(¢)) with respect to H.

(2) We say ‘H admits binary disce s-error if for all tg, €y > 1, €, > 0, all €5 : N — (0, 1],
there are N, T, L such that for every H = (V, E) € H with |V| > N, there exists
to <t <T, by << L,and a (t,¢,¢€,€(¢))-decomposition P of V such that
the following holds. There is a set I' C ([g) with || < €t2, such that for every
f[f;]fy € Triads(P) with ij, ik, jk ¢ T, G%’,f” has discy 3(€1, €2(¢)) with respect to

(3) We say ‘H admits lineart! discy g-error if for all tg, ly > 1, ¢, > 0, all 5 : N — (0, 1],
there are N, T, L such that for every H = (V, E) € H with |V| > N, there exists
to <t <T, by << L, and a (t,¢,¢€,€(¢))-decomposition P of V such that
the following holds. There is a set ¥ C ([é]) with |X| < €3, such that for every

Z,f“’ € Triads(P) with ijk ¢ X, G%’,f’“’ has discy3(€1, €2(¢)) with respect to H.

IThe use of the term “linear” stems form the authors’ work in the arithmetic context, where this type of
error set arises from the purely linear part of a quadratic factor, see [60, Corollary 4.30].
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If #H fails (1) (respectively (2), (3)), we say H requires non-zero (respectively non-binary,
non-linear) discy 3-error. By definition, if H admits zero discq s-error, it also admits binary
discg g-error and linear discy s-error. It is also not difficult to see that if H admits binary
discy s-error then it admits linear discy s-error (one just takes X to be the set of all triples
with at least one pair in I'). Thus (1) = (2) = (3). The reader may be wondering
why the possibility of a linear error appears in Definition ZT1] but not in Definition 2.0l
This is because Theorem 2.4 implies that every hereditary 3-graph property admits linear
vdiscs-error.

One can restate parts (1) and (2) of Definition 2.TT]in the rough form “sufficiently large
elements in H have regular decompositions with no irregular triads of a certain type.” It is
clear that (1) is already in this form. Indeed, informally speaking, (1) says that sufficiently
large elements in H have discy 3-regular decompositions with no discg s-irregular triads. It
turns out that (2) is equivalent to saying that all sufficiently large elements in H have
discy 3-regular decompositions with no discs-irregular triads (see Definition 2.9). More
specifically, we will prove the following in Section [

Theorem 2.12. H admits binary discy 3-error if and only if for all to, ¢y > 1, €, > 0, all
€a : N — (0,1], there are n,T, L such that for every H = (V, E) € ‘H with |V| > N, there
aretg <t < T, ly <l <L and an (e1,€3(L))-reqular (t, 4, €1, €3())-decomposition P for H,
such that no triad of P s discz-irreqular with respect to H.

On the other hand, we do not know of a way to restate (3) using a statement of the form
“there are no irregular triads of a certain type.” It is for this reason that we transition
away from thinking about “no irregular triads”, and instead aim to control irregular triads
using lower order sets.

Finally, the reader may be wondering why none of these definitions address disco-irregular
triads. It turns out that these are simply not very interesting, since any discg s-regular
partition P can be modified so that it has no disce-irregular triads. This is implicit in the
work of Frankl and Rédl [24], but we will also include a proof for completeness. Specifically,
we prove the following in Section

Proposition 2.13. For every hereditary 3-graph property H the following holds. For all
lo,to > 1, ¢ > 0, all o : N — (0, 1], there are ng, Ty, Lo such that for all n > ng, every
G € H with at least ng vertices has an (€1, €x(f))-reqular (t,£, €, €3(f))-decomposition for
some ty <t < Ty, and by < € < Lg, such that every triad of P is disce-reqular.

Thus we are left with three potentially interesting notions with regards to disc, s3-irregular
triads: zero, binary, and linear discys-error. In summary then, the following are the
problems concerning irregular triples/triads in 3-graphs which we will consider in this

paper.
Problem 2.14. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property.

(1) Characterize when H admits zero vdiscs-error.
(2) Characterize when H admits binary vdiscs-error.
(3) Characterize when H admits zero disca 3-error.
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(4) Characterize when H admits binary discy 3-error.
(5) Characterize when H admits linear discy 3-error.

It will turn out that in order to address these problems, we must also consider the
following general question, which is also motivated by Theorem [Tt which hereditary 3-
graph properties have regular decompositions where all regular triples/triads have density
near 0 or 1? Following [22], we refer to such triads/triples as homogeneous (see Definition
2.16). What this question means specifically depends on the notion of regularity one
considers. For vdiscg-regularity, we consider triples of sets (V;, V}, V}), while for vdiscy 3-

regularity, we consider triads (V; UV; U Vi, P U Pﬁt UP,).

Definition 2.15. Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph with |V| =n and x> 0.
(1) Suppose P is a partition of V. We say P is pu-homogeneous with respect to H, if at
least (1—p)(3) triples zyz € (‘;) satisfy the following. There is some V;V;V}, € (73))
such that zyz € K3[V;, V;, Vi and

|E 0 K[V, Vi, Vil /1 Ks[Vi, Vi, Vil € 10, ) U (1 — e, 1

(2) Suppose t,¢ > 1 and P is a (t,f)-decomposition of V. We say that P is u-
homogeneous with respect to H if at least (1 — p)(3) triples zyz € (g) satisfy

the following. There is some triad Gf;,f "' € Triads(P) such that xyz € K§2)(G%’£ M)
and
BN KD (GRIMIE (G € 10,m) U (1= w1,

ijk ijk
Definition 2.16 (vdiscs- and disce 3-homogeneity). Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph
property.

(1) H is vdiscsz-homogeneous, if for all € > 0 and ¢y, there are T = T'(e,ty) and N =
N (e, tp) such that for all H € H on at least N vertices, there is a partition P of V/
which is vdiscs(e)-regular and e-homogeneous with respect to H.

(2) Call H discgz-homogeneous, if for all to, 0y > 1, ¢, > 0 and €3 : N — (0, 1], there
are T, L, N such that for H € H on at least N vertices, there are to < t < T,
lo < < L,and a (t,¢, €, e(f))-decomposition P of V' which is (e, €a(¢))-regular
and €;-homogeneous with respect to H.

We can now state concrete versions of our homogeneity problems.

Problem 2.17. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property.

(1) Characterize when H is vdiscs-homogeneous.
(2) Characterize when H is disce 3-homogeneous.

2.3. Statements of results. In this section we state the main results of the paper. We
will give full answers to Problem 217 and Problem 2.14] (5), and partial results for Problem
214 (1)-(4).

To state some of our results, we require a few more definitions. First, we can recharac-
terize stability and VC-dimension in terms of the bipartite counterpart of a graph. Given
a graph G = (V, E), let Bip(G) denote the bipartite graph (U U W, E’), where U = {u, :
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veV}yand W = {w, : v € V} are disjoint copies of V, and E’ = {u,w, : vv' € E}. Note
that the VC-dimension of a graph G is then the largest k such that Bip(G) contains an
induced copy of the kth power set graph,

Uk) = ({a; - i € [K]} U {bs : S C [K]}, {aibs : i € S}).

Similarly, a graph G has the k-order property if and only if Bip(G) contains an induced
copy of the half-graph of height k,

H(k) = ({a;: v € [k} U{b;  j € [k]}, {aibj - i < j}).
We will also use a natural equivalence relation on hereditary properties. Given two 3-

graphs H = (V, E) and H' = (V, E’) on the same vertex set, we say that H and H' are
d-close if [EAE'| < §|V]3.

Definition 2.18 (Closeness of hereditary properties). Suppose H and H’ are hereditary
3-graph properties. We say H is close to H' if for all § > 0, there is N = N(J) such that
if n > N, then every G € H on at least n vertices is d-close to an element of H’ with the
same vertex set.

We say H and H' are close, denoted H ~ H', if H is close to H', and H’ is close to H.

This notion appears in several other places in the literature. For example it is referred
to as indistinguishability in [2]. Clearly ~ is an equivalence relation. It turns out that the
behavior of a hereditary property with respect to Problems 2.17 and 2.14] depends only on
its ~-equivalence class.

Proposition 2.19. Suppose H and H' are close. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) H is vdiscg-homogeneous (is discy 3-homogeneous, admits zero/binary vdiscs-error,
admits zero/binary/linear discy 3-error).

(2) H' is vdiscz-homogeneous (is discy 3-homogeneous, admits zero/binary vdiscs-error,
admits zero/binary/linear discy 3-error).

The proof of Proposition is straightforward from standard arguments combined with
the induced removal lemma of Rodl and Schacht [46], and appears in Appendix [Al

To answer Problem 217 (2), we characterize discgs-homogeneity in terms of VCs-
dimension, which we define below. Given a 3-graph H = (V| E), let Trip(H) denote
the 3-partite 3-graph (X UY U Z, E'), where X = {z, : v € V}, Y = {y, : v € V}, and
Z ={z, : v € V} are disjoint copies of V, and E' = {z,yyw, : vv'v" € E'}. For a hered-
itary 3-graph property #H, we define Trip(H) = {Trip(H) : H € H}. It is straightforward
to check that Trip(#) is also a hereditary 3-graph property.

Definition 2.20 (V' (k)). Given k > 1, define V' (k) to be the 3-partite 3-graph
V(]f) = ({bh R bk} U {017 ) Ck} U {CLS S - [k]2}7 {asbvcw : (U7 w) S S})
In other words, V (k) encodes the power set of the Cartesian product [k] x [k].

Definition 2.21 (VC,-dimension of a 3-graph). For a 3-graph H, the VCq-dimension of
H, denoted by VCy(H), is the largest k£ such that Trip(H) contains an induced copy of
V (k).
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In other words, given a 3-graph H = (V, E), VCy(H) is the largest k for which there
exists bi,..., bk, c1,...,cx €V, and ag € V for each S C [k]?, so that asb;c; € F if and
only if (i,7) € S.

Given a hereditary 3-graph property H, we say it has bounded VCy-dimension (is NIP,)
if there is some k > 1 such that VCo(H) < k for all H € H. In this case, we define the
VCy-dimension of H, VCo(H), to be max{VCqy(H) : H € H}. Otherwise, we say that H
has unbounded VCq-dimension (has IP;), and write VCy(H) = oco. This notion has several
equivalent formulations, for example the following (see [12]).

Fact 2.22. H has unbounded VCs-dimension if and only if Trip(H) contains every finite
3-partite 3-graph.

This is analogous to the graph setting, where a hereditary graph property H has un-
bounded VC-dimension if and only if Bip(#) contains every finite bipartite graph (this is
folklore, and an easy exercise). In the case of graphs, with a bit more work on top of Theo-
rem [[L1] one can show that a hereditary graph property has bounded VC-dimension if and
only if it has regular decompositions where all regular pairs are homogeneous. We prove
the analogous result for hereditary 3-graph properties and VCs-dimension. In particular,

we first show the following result for 3-graphs of uniformly bounded VCs-dimension (see
Section [A]).

Theorem 2.23. Forallk >1,¢; >0, €5 : N — (0, 1], and by, to > 1, there are N,T,L > 1
such that the following hold. Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph with |V| > N and VCy(H) <
k. Then there existto <t <T, by < ¢ < L, and a (t,/, €1, €s(¢))-decomposition of V which
is (€1, €2(0))-regular and e;-homogeneous with respect to H.

A closely related result was recently proved by Chernikov and Towsner [15]. Specifically,
they showed that if an r-uniform hypergraph equipped with a Keisler measure has bounded
VC,_;1-dimension, then it has a decomposition where all “regular triads” have density near
0 or 1 with respect to said measure [15]. They employ infinitary techniques, and their
results are non-quantitative. Our proof of Theorem [2.23] on the other hand, is based
on Theorem 2.8 and thus yields the same bounds as can be achieved there (see [38]).
Subsequent to the results of Section [ the first author [58] produced a different proof of
Theorem [2.23] in which the bound L in can be taken to be of the form 61_0’“(1). See [57]
for details.

An immediate corollary of Theorem [2.23] is that any NIPy hereditary 3-graph property
is discg 3-homogeneous. We will show that this is a characterization.

Theorem 2.24. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property. Then H s discy 3-homogeneous
if and only if H has bounded VCs-dimension.

Combining [58] with the lower bound construction of Moshkovitz and Shapira [38], we see
that bounded VCsy-dimension is also characterized in terms of the bounds in the regularity
lemma.

2For the model theorist, H has bounded VCy-dimension if and only if the edge relation is an NIPs-formula
in every model of T.
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We now turn to vdiscs-homogeneity and Problem 217 (1). We begin by stating prior
results. Recall that the VC-dimension of a graph G is the largest &k such that U(k) appears
as an induced subgraph of the bipartite graph Bip(G). A simple way to extend this notion
to the setting of 3-graphs is via the VC-dimension of an auxiliary bipartite graph associated
to a 3-graph.

Definition 2.25 (Graph associated to a 3-graph). Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph. The
graph associated to H is Graph(H) := (V' U (‘2/), R), where R = {ae: {a} Ue € E}.

The VC-dimension of H, VC(H), is then defined as the VC-dimension of Graph(H).
We say that a hereditary 3-graph property has unbounded VC-dimension (or IP) if for all
k, there is H € H with VC(H) > k. Otherwise we say H has bounded VC-dimensiorf]
(or NIP), and let VC(H) = max{VC(H) : H € H}. In [22], Fox et al. showed that 3-
graph properties of bounded VC-dimension are vdiscsg-homogeneous. In fact, they showed
something much stronger, namely that any k-graph with VC-dimension at most d has an
equitable e-homogeneous partition with Oy x(e~?) many parts (see [22] for details). Similar
results with a weaker bound were also obtained by Chernikov and Starchenko in [14]. Thus,
having bounded VC-dimension is sufficient for vdiscz-homogeneity. However, it turns out
that it is not necessary.

Proposition 2.26. There is a hereditary 3-graph property H which is vdiscs-homogeneous
but which has unbounded VC-dimension.

The example used to prove Proposition 2.35is extremely simple. Concretely, we define
the infinite 3-graph

Wi = ({bi,c;: i € N} U {ag: S € P(N)}, {asbjci - j =k € S}),

and then let Hyy, contain all finite 3-graphs isomorphic to a finite induced sub-3-graph
of Wi. The key feature of this example is that, while the edge relation has unbounded
VC-dimension in W, for any finite induced sub-3-graph H of W, the copies of U(k) in
Graph(H) are extremely sparse. This contrasts with the following example of a 3-graph,
in which copies of U(k) occur more densely.

Definition 2.27 (U(k)). Define U(k) to be the 3-partite 3-graph
U(k) = ({a1,...,a } U{bs : S C [k]} U{cr,...,c}, {aibsc; : j € S}).

One can think of U(k) as arising from adjoining k new vertices to U(k) to create a
3-graph. We will show that vdiscz-homogeneity is characterized by whether or not there
is a bound on the size of k for which U(k) € Trip(H).

Theorem 2.28. H is vdiscs-homogeneous if and only if there is k > 1 such that U(k) ¢
Trip(H).

3For the model theorist, H has bounded VC-dimension if and only if the edge relation is an NIP formula
for every partition of the variables, in every model of T%.
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Note that if a hereditary 3-graph property H has VC-dimension less than k, then U (k) ¢
Trip(H). However, the converse of this is false, as witnessed by Hy, .

There are several ways a ternary hypergraph H = (V| E) can have large VC-dimension,
based on how elements of V' U (%) are chosen to build a copy of U(k) in Graph(H). We
now single out a particular way that will be important for stating our results on vdiscs-
homogeneity.

Definition 2.29 (U*(k)). Given k > 1, define U*(k) to be the 3-partite 3-graph
U*(k) = ({a} U{bs : S C [k]} U{cr,...,c}, {abscj : j € S}).

Note that U*(k) arises by adding a single new vertex to U(k) to make a 3-graph. It is
easy to see that if U*(k) € Trip(#), then H has VC-dimension at least k. On the other
hand, it is not hard to show that even though the example H,y, above has unbounded
VC-dimension, U*(k) ¢ Trip(H,y,) for any & > 1. Thus, not every 3-graph H with large
VC-dimension contains a copy of U*(k) in Trip(H ). For this reason we refer to the analogue
of VC-dimension defined below as weak.

Definition 2.30 (Weak VC-dimension). Suppose H is a finite 3-graph. The weak VC-
dimension of H is WVC(H) := max{k : U*(k) is an induced sub-3-graph of Trip(H)}.

In other words, the weak VC-dimension of H = (V| F) is the largest k for which there
exist a,cy,...,cp € V, and bg € V for each S C [k], so that ac;bs € F if and only if i € S.
This is also the largest k& such that for some a € V, the graph (V, N(a)) has VC-dimension
k:, where N(a) = {bc € (}) : abc € E}.

We say that a hereditary 3-graph property H has bounded WVC-dimensionl] (or is
WNIP) if there is some k so that WVC(H) < k for all H € H. In this case, we de-
fine the WVC-dimension of H to be WVC(H) = max{WVC(H) : H € H}. Otherwise, we
say H has unbounded weak VC-dimension (or has WIP), and write WVC(H) = oc.

It turns out that a hereditary 3-graph property is close to a WNIP property if and only
if U(k) ¢ Trip(H) for some k > 1.

Theorem 2.31. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property. Then H is close to some H’
with WVC(H') < oo if and only if there is k such that U(k) ¢ Trip(H).

This gives us another way to identify the ~-classes which are vdiscz-homogeneous.

Theorem 2.32. The following are equivalent.

(1) H is vdiscs-homogeneous.
(2) Trip(H) omits U(k) for some k.
(3) There is a property H' with WVC(H') < oo such that H ~ H'.

An interesting open question is to determine the optimal bounds corresponding to reg-
ularity lemmas for vdiscs-homogeneous properties. Specifically, Fox et al. [22] obtained

4For the model theorist, H# has bounded WVC-dimension if and only if for every M | Ty, and every
a € M, R(a,z,y) is an NIP formula in M.
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polynomial bounds under the assumption of bounded VC-dimension. Can one still obtain
such bounds if one only assumes bounded WVC-dimension?

In [15], Chernikov and Towsner produced results similar to Theorem [2.32] via a different
proof which uses infinitary techniques, as well as related results for k-uniform hypergraphs
satisfying various generalizations of the notion of having bounded weak VC-dimension.

We now turn to Problem 2.14], which asks about irregular triples/triads. We begin with
Problem 2141 (1) concerning zero vdiscs-error. Previous work has shown that this problem
is related to stability in 3-graphs, as defined below.

Definition 2.33 (Stability of a 3-graph property). Given a 3-graph H = (V| E), we say
H is k-stable if Graph(H) is k-stable.

We say a hereditary 3-graph property H is stabld] if there is k such that every H € H
is k-stable.

It was shown in [1] that k-stable 3-graphs have vdiscs-regular decompositions with no
irregular triples. Similar results were also obtained in [14] without equitability conditions
on the partition. The results in [I] directly imply the following.

Theorem 2.34 (Stable 3-graphs admit zero vdiscs-error). Suppose H is a hereditary 3-
graph property. If H is stable, then H admits zero vdiscz-error.

However, it tuns out that stability is too strong to give a characterization, as we shall
show by way of the following proposition.

Proposition 2.35. There is a hereditary 3-graph property which admits zero vdiscs-error
but which is not stable.

The example used to prove Proposition 2.35 is similar to Hyy,. Concretely, we define
the infinite 3-graph
Wy = ({a;, b;,¢; - i € N}, {a;bje, i < jand j =k}),
and then let H,y, be the class of all finite 3-graphs isomorphic to an induced sub-3-graph
of Ws. The important quality of this example is that while the edge relation is unstable
in W, given any finite induced sub-3-graph H of W, the copies of H (k) in Graph(H) are

extremely sparse. The following is a simple example of a 3-graph where half-graphs occur
more densely.

Definition 2.36 (H(k)). Given k > 1, define H (k) to be the 3-graph
H(l{i) = ({ai, bi,Ci RS [l{i]}, {CLibjCk j S ]{Z})

One can think of H (k) as constructed by adjoining k new vertices to H (k) to obtain a
3-graph. We prove that the presence of these 3-graphs is sufficient to imply that a property
requires non-zero vdiscs-error.

Theorem 2.37. If H(k) € Trip(H) for every k, then H requires non-zero vdiscs-error.

For the model theorist, # is stable if and only if the edge relation is stable, for every bipartition of the
variables, in every model of T%.
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We conjecture that the converse is true as well.

Conjecture 2.38. If there is some k > 1 such that H(k) ¢ Trip(H), then H admits zero
vdiscs-error.

We will also give an equivalent formulation of the conjecture by characterizing the ~-
classes [H] with the property that H(k) ¢ Trip(H) for some k. This characterization
centers on the 3-graph obtained by adjoining a single vertex to H(k) to obtain a 3-graph.

Definition 2.39 (H*(k)). Given k > 1, define H*(k) to be the 3-graph
H*(k) = ({a} U{bi,c; - i € [k]}, {abic; - i < j}).

Note that if H*(k) appears as an induced sub-3-graph of G, then G is not k-stable.
However, not every G with the k-order property has an induced copy of H*(k) in Trip(G)
(the 3-graph used to prove Proposition is such an example). For this reason, we will
name the following property weak stability.

Definition 2.40 (Weak stability). A 3-graph H = (V| F) is weakly k-stable if and only if
H*(k) is not an induced sub-3-graph of Trip(H).

A hereditary 3-graph property H is weakly stabldd if there is some k such that every
H € H is weakly k-stable.

In other words, a 3-graph H = (V| E) is weakly k-stable if for all a € V, the graph
H, := (V,N(a)) is k-stable, where N(a) = {bc : abc € E}. It turns out that weak stability

characterizes the ~-class [H] such that Trip(H) omits H (k) for some k.

Theorem 2.41. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property. The following are equivalent.

(1) There is some k > 1 such that H(k) & Trip(H).
(2) There is some weakly stable hereditary 3-graph property H' such that H ~ H'.

Thus the following (a priori weaker) conjecture is in fact equivalent to Conjecture 2.38
Conjecture 2.42. If H is weakly stable, then H admits zero vdiscz-error.

We will prove something weaker than Conjecture 23§ in Section 5.5, namely that a
property which is close to a weakly stable property admits binary vdiscs-error.

Proposition 2.43. Suppose H is close to some weakly stable H'. Then H admits binary
vdiscs-error.

One tool we will use in the proof of Proposition 2.43 is the following set of conditions
that are equivalent to having zero and binary vdiscs-error, respectively.
Proposition 2.44. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property.

(1) H admits zero vdiscs-error if and only if H is close to a WNIP property and admits
zero discy 3-error.

SFor the model theorist, H is weakly stable if and only if for all M |= Ty and a € M, R(a, z,y) is a stable
formula in M.
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(2) H admits binary vdiscs-error if and only if H is close to a WNIP property and
admits binary discy 3-error.

The proof of Proposition [2.44] uses Theorem alongside some standard techniques
from extremal combinatorics. To prove Proposition 2.43] we use Proposition 2.44], and
ideas from the proof of the stable graph regularity lemma of [36], as well as the strong
graph regularity lemma (see e.g. [2,135/48]). We believe this argument provides useful
techniques for showing that a given hereditary 3-graph property admits binary error.

Note that the combination of Proposition 2.44] and Theorem immediately implies
that any property admitting zero or binary vdiscs-error is also vdiscz-homogeneous.

Corollary 2.45. If H admits zero or binary vdiscs-error, then H is vdiscs-homogeneous.

Proposition 2:44] will also play a role in showing that Problem T4l (1) and (2) are in
fact the same question. In particular, a property admits zero discg s-error if and only if it
admits zero vdiscs-error.

Theorem 2.46. H admits zero discy s-error if and only if H admits zero vdiscs-error.

In addition to Proposition 2.44] the proof of Theorem will use Theorems and
2.37

We now turn to part (4) of Problem [2.14] which asks for a characterization of the hered-
itary 3-graph properties admitting linear discg g-error. The motivation for this question,
as well as the definition of linear error, stems from [60], where such decompositions occur
naturally in the ternary sum graphs associated to certain quadratically structured subsets
of F}. As in that paper, we show that such decompositions are related to the following
combinatorial notion.

Definition 2.47 (F'(¢)). Given £ > 1, let F'({) be the 3-graph
F(0) = ({af biyei i € [0, f - [0° — [0} {afbjer : k < f(i,5)})-

Definition 2.48 (Ternary functional order property (FOP3)). Given ¢ > 1 and a 3-graph
H, we say H has (-FOPy if there is an induced copy of F'(¢) in Trip(H).

In other words, H = (V, E) has (-FOP, if and only if there exist by, ..., by, c1,...,c0 €V
and for every function f : [(]* — [f], vertices af, ..., a}, such that a/b;c; € E if and only if
k < f(i,7). We then say that a hereditary 3-graph property H has FOPy if for all £ > 1,
there is H € ‘H with (-FOP,. Otherwise, we say H is NFOPs.

It is not difficult to see (see [60]) that if H has FOP, then it has unbounded VC-
dimension. It is further clear from Fact that if H has unbounded VC,-dimension,
then it has FOP,;. We will show this implication is strict in Appendix [Dl For further
properties of general NFOP, formulas, including a proof that NFOP, is closed under finite
boolean combinations, we refer the reader to Appendix

In [60] we show that given a set A C Fy, if the 3-graph I'y = (F}, {zyz : v +y+2 € A})
has no (-FOPg, then there is a decomposition of F} defined by a high rank quadratic
factor, so that on almost all parts in the decomposition, the set A has density near 0 or
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1. Moreover, the parts of this decomposition on which the density of A is bounded away
from 0 and 1 are contained in a small number of linearly defined pieces [60, Theorem
1.33], hence the term “linear error”. This structure theorem can be translated directly into
the statement that there exists a regular decomposition for I'4 with linear error, in the
sense of Definition 2.11] (see [60, Corollary 4.30]). Here, we prove an analogous result for
3-graphs, namely that if H is a large 3-graph with no /-FOP,, then it has a discg 3-regular
decomposition with linear error.

Theorem 2.49. For allk > 1, ¢ >0, eo : N — (0,1], and to,ly > 1, there are T, L, N
such that the following hold. For all H = (V, E) with |V| > N such that H has no k-
FOP,, there are to <t < T, by <l <L, and P a (t,¢,€1,€63(f)) decomposition of V' which
is (€1, €2(¢))-reqular and which has linear disce 3-error with respect to H.

Theorem 2.49 implies, by definition, that any NFOP, hereditary 3-graph property admits
linear discy z-error. We will show that NFOP, hereditary 3-graph properties are in fact
characterized by the admission of linear discy s-error.

Theorem 2.50. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property. Then H is NFOPy if and
only if H admits linear discy 3-error.

We finally arrive at parts (2) and (3) of Problem [2.14] which ask about 3-graph properties
admitting binary vdiscs- and binary discs s-error, respectively. For this problem, we will
give two examples of properties which require binary discy 3-error and binary vdiscs-error.
The first example is the following.

Definition 2.51 (HP(k)). Given k > 1, define HP(k) to be the 3-partite 3-graph
HP(k) = ({ai, bi, c; - i € [k]},{aubucw : u+v+w >k + 2}).

The 3-graph HP(k) is a natural higher-order analogue of the half graph. Indeed, observe
that H (k) is isomorphic to the graph with vertex set {a;,b; : i € [k]} and edge set {a,b, :
u+v > k+1}. Based on this analogy, it is natural to make the following definition.

Definition 2.52 (Hyperplane order property (HOP3)). We say a 3-graph H has the k-
hyperplane order property of dimension 8 (k-HOP3) if HP(k) is an induced sub-3-graph of
Trip(H).

A hereditary 3-graph property ‘H has k-HOP, if there is H € H which has k-HOP,. We
say that H has HOP, if it has k-HOP, for all £ > 1. Otherwise, we say H has HOP,.

Besides the obvious geometric reasons for viewing HOP, as a ternary analogue of a half-
graph, there are algebraic reasons why Definition 2.51] might appear to be the canonical
ternary analogue of the order property. We refer the reader to [60] for an extensive discus-
sion of this. In the hypergraph setting, one compelling piece of evidence is the fact that if
a hereditary 3-graph property has HOP,, then it requires non-binary discy s-error.

Theorem 2.53. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property with HOPy. Then H requires
non-binary discy 3-error.
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However, the authors’ work on analogous questions in the arithmetic setting [60] iden-
tified a second, distinct example whose presence requires non-binary discgg-error. The
example is defined as a disjoint union of cosets of a nested chain of subgroups in an ele-
mentary abelian p-group.

Definition 2.54 (Green-Sanders examples). Suppose p > 3. Given n > 1, define
A(p,n) :={Z € F, : there is 1 <i < n such that r; =1 and for all 1 < j <i,7; = 0}.
The Green-Sanders p-example of dimension n is the pair (F, A(p,n)).

In the case when p = 3, Green and Sanders [28] showed that every subspace of F} has a
non-trivial Fourier coefficient with respect to A(3,n), and in [60], the authors showed that
for any prime p > 3, the sets A(p,n) C F} cannot be written as a union of quadratic atoms
with “no error” (see [60]). We refer the reader to the forthcoming note [59] for further
examples with similar properties. The sets A(p,n) of Definition 2.54] naturally give rise to
3-partite 3-graphs as follows.

Definition 2.55 (GS,(n)). We define GS,(n) to be the 3-graph
GSp(n) = ({ag, by, cq : g € IF;T)L}> {agbgcyr = g+ g +49" € A(p,n)}).
We prove that these examples also require non-binary discs s-error.

Theorem 2.56. If a hereditary 3-graph property H has GS,(n) C Trip(H) for every n,
then H requires non-binary discg s-error.

The authors show in [60] that GS3(n) does not have 4-HOPs, and thus, NHOP, can-
not characterize the properties which admit binary discgs-error. Instead, it seems that
Theorems and are distinct instantiations of another, more general combinatorial
definition.

Let Hup be the hereditary 3-graph obtained by closing | J,~, HP(k) under isomorphism
and induced sub-3-graphs, and let Hgs, be the hereditary 3-graph property obtained by
closing |J,~,; GS,(n) under isomorphism and induced sub-3-graphs. Theorems [2.53] and
tell us that if Hup or Hgs, are contained in Trip(H), then H requires binary discs 3-
error. Interestingly, both these examples have bounded (in fact, very small) VC-dimension.

Proposition 2.57. Hygp has VC-dimension 1 and for all p > 3, Has, has VC-dimension
3.

We will give proofs of these bounds in Section[7l Proposition 2.57 also plays a role in our
proofs of Theorems 2.53] and In particular, since properties with finite VC-dimension
also have finite WVC-dimension, both Hgs, and Hyp are WNIP. Thus by Proposition
[2.44] in order to show that they require non-binary discg s-error, it suffices to show that
both require non-binary vdiscs-error. We will do this using a general sufficient condition
satisfied by both examples (see Section [7.3).

Proposition .57 shows that a hereditary 3-graph property can have bounded VC-
dimension while also requiring non-binary discy s-error. On the other hand, we will show
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that there are properties admitting binary discy s-error which not only have unbounded
VC-dimension, but which contain U(k) for all k.

Proposition 2.58. There_is a hereditary 3-graph property H which admaits binary discy 3-
error, and which contains U(k) for all k.

Thus, whether or not a property admits binary discy 3-error has no general relationship
to whether or not it has bounded VC-dimension. This might seem surprising at first, but
it reflects the fact that that hypergraph regularity is really about ternary structure, while
VC-dimension is closely related to binary structure. Proposition also shows that a
property can admit binary discy s-error while not admitting binary vdiscs-error. Indeed,
by Theorem .37, if a property contains U (k) for all k, it is not vdiscs-homogeneous, and
therefore cannot admit binary vdiscz-error. Combining this with Proposition 2.44], we see
that admitting binary vdiscs-error is strictly stronger than admitting binary disc, s-error.

In contrast to this, there is a clear implication between stability and binary discy s-
error. In particular, if H is stable, then by Theorem 2.34] ‘H admits zero vdiscz-error,
so by Proposition [2.44] it admits zero discys-error. If Conjecture were true, then
a similar argument would show that any weakly stable H admits zero discgs-error, and
hence binary discy s-error. We show directly in this paper (Proposition 2.43)) that any
weakly stable property admits binary discy s-error (in fact, binary vdiscs-error).

Finally, our results imply that admitting any good control over the discy s-irregular triads
implies discy 3-homogeneity (see Section [7]).

Corollary 2.59. If H admits zero, binary, or linear discys-error, then H s discos-
homogeneous.

We end the introduction with a discussion of some open problems. As mentioned above,
we conjecture that Huyp and Hgs, are two manifestations of an underlying combinatorial
definition, which will characterize the properties admitting binary discy s-error.

Conjecture 2.60. There exists a definition XOPy (for “Unknown Order Property”) which
is defined by an infinite scheme of existential sentences in L = {R(x,y,2)}, such that a

hereditary 3-graph property admits binary disce s-error if and only if it does not satisfy
XOP;.

We also conjecture a connection between this property and quadratic structure in the
arithmetic setting. For a discussion of this, we direct the reader to [60].

In addition to the interesting problem above for 3-graphs, several open questions arise
form this work with regard to k-graphs for k£ > 3. For example, the results of Fox et al. [22]
give strong regularity lemmas for k-graphs with bounded VC-dimension. Our work suggests
that an analogue of weak VC-dimension should characterize hereditary k-graph properties
with such partitions. Similarly, while Theorem 2.34] was proven in the setting of k-graphs
for k > 2, it remains open to give a characterization of which hereditary k-graph properties
admit regular partitions as described there. It is fairly clear that bounded VCg-dimension
(see [12] for the definition) will correspond to the appropriate higher order analogue of
discg 3-homogeneity. Indeed, all the same tools used in Section M have their analogues for
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k-graphs. One direction of this has been proved, non-quantitatively, by Chernikov and
Towsner [15].

It is also straightforward to define a higher-dimensional analogue of the ternary func-
tional order property.

Definition 2.61 (FOP}). Given a (k+1)-graph H = (V, F), we say H has (-FOPy, if there
are {zf : j € [{],u € [k]} €V and for every function f : [(]* — [(], there are A2 ev
such that ,z]f:)sll1 . a:fk € E if and only if j < f(i1,..., ).

We say a hereditary (k 4+ 1)-graph property H has FOPy if for all £ > 1, thereis H € H
with -FOP,. Otherwise, we say ‘H is NFOP,.

We conjecture that NFOPy should have a characterization analogous to Theorem
There are also natural k-dimensional generalizations of the HP(n) and GS,(n).

Definition 2.62. Given k,n > 1, define
HP.(n) = ({al :i € [n],j € [k}, {a), .. .af iy <ida...+ ik}

i

Let Hup, be the closure of | J,-., HPx(n) under isomorphism and induced sub-k-graph.
Definition 2.63 (GS;’“) (n)). Suppose ¢,k > 1 and p > 3 is a prime. Define

GSI(,k)(n) =({a,:ie[kl,geFp} {a, ...ak g1 +...+gr € Alp,n)}).
Let H g be the closure of (J,, -, GSI()'“) (n) under isomorphism and induced sub-k-graph.

We conjecture that both Hyp, and ,HGS('“) fail to admit the appropriate generalization
P
of binary discg g-error. Clearly this also leads to a higher order version of Conjecture 2.60]

2.4. Outline of paper. We now give a brief outline of what we do in each section. In Sec-
tion [3, we set up notation, and give further background on regularity lemmas for 3-graphs,
counting lemmas, and other tools we use throughout the paper. In Section [4 we prove
Theorem [2.24] the equivalence between discs 3-homogeneity and finite VCy-dimension. In
Section [Bl we prove our results about vdiscs-homogeneity, weak VC-dimension, and weak
stability, including Theorems 2.28 2.32] [2.31] 2.37] 2.41] and Propositions 2.26] 2.35[2.43]
244 and Corollary Section [l also contains strong and generalized versions of the
regularity lemma for stable graphs (see Theorems [5.7 and [5.15). In Section [6] we prove our
results on linear error and FOPj, including Theorem 250 In this section there are also
several general results about FOP,-formulas and recharacterizations of both FOP, and 1P,
hereditary 3-graph properties. Section [6] also contains a strong removal lemma for stable
graphs, with an accompanying structure theorem for graphs which contain few half-graphs
(see Theorem and Lemma [6.14)). In[7, we prove our main results regarding examples
of properties requiring binary error, including Theorems and It is in this sec-
tion that we prove Theorem [2Z.12] which recharacterizes binary discs s-error in terms of no
discs-irregular triads.
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3. PRELIMINARIES

This section contains the necessary background on quasirandomness and regularity. We
begin with some notation.
Given a positive integer n, let [n] :={1,...,n}. Given a set X and k > 1, define

X
(k) ={Y CX:|Y|=k}.
For sets XY, Z, we set

KX Y] ={z,y} :ze X;yeY z#y} and
KXY, Z) = {{z,y,2} x € X,yeY,z€ Za #y,y # 2z, # 2}.

When z,y € X are distinct, we will write zy to denote the set {z,y}. Similarly, if
x,y,z € X are pairwise distinct, we write zyz to denote the set {z,y, z}.

A k-uniform hypergraph is a pair (V, E') where V is a set of vertices and E C (Z) is a set
of edges. When k = 2, a k-uniform hypergraph is a graph. To ease notation, throughout the
paper, we will call a k-uniform hypergraph a k-graph. Given a k-graph G, V (G) denotes the
vertex set of G, E(G) denotes its edge set, and we set v(G) := |V(G)| and e(G) := |E(G)|.
We say a k-graph G’ = (V' E') is a sub-k-graph of G if V' C V and E' C E. In this case
we write G’ C G. We say G’ is an induced sub-k-graph of G if V' CV and E' = EN (‘;;)
We will occasionally call a sub-k-graph a non-induced sub-k-graph to emphasize what is
meant. When V" C V we define G[V"] = (V" EN (‘2")) For a k-graph G”, an induced
copy of G" in G is an induced sub-k-graph of G isomorphic to G”. A non-induced copy of
G" in G is a non-induced sub-k-graph of G isomorphic to G”.

Suppose G = (V, E) is a k-graph. If £ = (‘2), then G = (V, E) is called complete. For
any 2 < k <r, we say G = (V, E) is r-partite if there is a partition V =V, U... UV, such
that for all e € F, and i € [r], [eNV;| < 1. In this case we write G = (V; U...UV,, E) to
denote that G is r-partite with partition V =V, U...UV,. When r = 2, we say that G is
bipartite.

Suppose now that G = (V| F) is a graph. For v € V', the neighborhood of v is

Ng(v) ={ueV:uw e E}.

Given sets U, W C V|, set Eq[U,W|:= EN Ky[U, W/, and eq(U, W) := |Eg[U, W]|. The
density between U and W is the number dg(U, W) € [0, 1] such that

eq(U,W) =da(U,W)|U||W|.

When G is clear from context, we will occasionally drop the subscripts above. We define
G[U, W] to be the graph (U U W, Eg[U, W]). Similarly, if U, W, Z C V,

GIU.W,Z] == (UUW U Z, Eg[U, W] U Eg[U, Z] U Eg[W, Z]).
Suppose that H = (V, E) is a 3-graph. For sets X,Y,Z C V', we define
EulX,Y,Z)={ayze E:xe X, yeY,ze€ Z}.
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Given v € V| Ny(v) = {bc € (‘2/) : abc € E} is the neighborhood of v, and given uv € (g),
Ne(uv) ={b eV :uvb € E} is the neighborhood of uv.
Let G = (V, E) be a graph. For p > 2, define

KP(G) = {e € (V) ceée Eforalle e (e) }
D 2

In other words, K},Q)(G) is the collection of complete p-element subgraphs of G. If H =

(V, E') is a 3-graph on the same vertex set as G, then we say G' underlies H if ' C K§2)(G).
In other words, G underlies H if every edge of H sits atop a triangle of G. Similarly, we

let
K®(H) = {e € Cj) ;e e Eforalle e (;) },

ie. K,(,?’)(H ) is the collection of complete p-element sub-3-graphs of H.
If H is a class of finite k-graphs, we say H is closed under induced sub-k-graphs if for all
G=(V,E)e Hand V' CV,G[V']:= V", EN(})) € H.

Definition 3.1. Given k > 2, a hereditary k-graph property is a class of finite k-graphs
which is closed under isomorphism and induced sub-k-graphs.

When H, H' are k-graphs, we say that H omits H' or is H'-free if no induced sub-k-
graph of H is isomorphic to H’'. Given a class of k-graphs F, let Forb(F) denote the class
of finite k-graphs which omit every element of F. Every class of the form Forb(F) is a
hereditary k-graph property. Conversely, it is well known that for every hereditary k-graph
property H, there is a class F of finite k-graphs such that H = Forb(Fy).

Recall that given a graph G = (V, E), let Bip(G) denote the bipartite graph (UUW, E'),
where U = {u, : v € V}, W = {w, : v € V}, and E' = {u,w, : v’ € E}. Similarly, for
a 3-graph H = (V| E), let Trip(H) denote the 3-partite 3-graph (X UY U Z, E’), where
X={x,:veVhY={y,:veV}, Z={z:veV} and E' = {z,yyw, : v0'"v" € E}.

Given a hereditary graph property H, let Bip(H) = {Bip(G) : G € H}, and given a
hereditary 3-graph property H', we let Trip(H') = {Trip(H) : H € H'}. Given n > 1, and
a hereditary k-graph property, H, set H, = {G € H : V(G) = [n]}.

For a k-graph H, age(H) denotes the class of finite k-graphs isomorphic to an induced
sub-k-graph of H. Note that age(H) is always a hereditary k-graph property.

Given a vertex set V', and t,¢ > 1, a (¢, {)-decomposition P of V' consists of a partition
V =ViU...UV, and for each ij € ([g , a partition K[V, V] = U,epq Fij- Observe that
Definition is a special kind of (¢, £)-decomposition. Given such a P, we let

Poert = {V4, ..., Vi} and Pegge = {PZ‘;‘ (i) € <[;]),oz € [ﬁ]} .

We will write Gf;,f "7 to denote the 3-partite graph

Gl = (V,UV; Ui, PSU P U P,
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called a triad of P. When V is the vertex set of a 3-graph H = (V, E'), and no confusion
might otherwise arise, we will write H Z,f” for the 3-partite 3-graph

HEPY = (ViU V; U Ve, EN K8 (G,

ijk ijk
We say that a triad Gzaj,f " satisfies discy 3(€1, €9) with respect to H if (H. fj‘-’,f"y, Gf;,f ") satisfies
discy 3(€1, €2), and we say that G%’,f” is e-homogeneous with respect to H if
B0 K (G
|K(2)(Gaﬁ,§)| €[0,6) U (1 —e1].
3 ijk

Similarly, given a partition Q@ = {Vi,...,V;} of V, we say that a triple V;V;V} satisfies
vdiscs(e) with respect to H if H[V;,V;, V] satisfies vdiscs(€), and we say that V;V,Vj is
e-homogeneous with respect to H if

|E N K3[Viv Vjv vk”
| K3[Vi, Vi, Vil
Given parameters a and b, we will write a < b to mean that a sufficiently small compared

to b. Similarly, we write b > a to mean b is sufficiently large compared to a. Given € > 0
and d,r € R, we will write d =7 £ € to mean d € (r — €,7 + €).

€[0,e) U (1 —e1].

3.1. Notions of quasirandomness for graphs and hypergraphs. In this section we
give a more complete account of quasirandomness for graphs and 3-graphs. We begin with
quasirandomness for graphs, of which there are several equivalent formulations. One of
them, discy, was already defined in the introduction, and we now define three more which
turn out to be equivalent. Recall that Cj is the cycle on 4-vertices.

Definition 3.2. Let ¢,dy > 0, and let G = (V U U, E) be a bipartite graph with |E| =
dlUuf|v].
(1) We say that G has cycley(e,dy) if d € (d2 — €,dy + €) and G contains at most
(d3 + €)|U]?|V'|? many non-induced copies of C.
(2) We say that G has deva(e, dy) if d € (d2 — €, ds + €) and the following holds, where
g(u,v) =1—dy if uwv € E and g(u,v) = —dy if wv ¢ E.

> > 1T I stwvy) <cupPpvr
up,u1 €U vo,v1€V 1€{0,1} j€{0,1}
(3) We say that G is e-regular if for all U" C U with |U’| > €|U| and W' C W with
(W = e[W],
lec(U',W') = d|U"[[W'|| < ]U|[W].

In the notation above, we say simply that G has discy(€) (respectively cycle,(¢€), deva(€))
if it has discy(€, dy) (respectively cycle, (e, ds), deva(e, dy)) for some ds.

Given a graph G = (V, E) and pair of subsets U,V C G, we say (U, V) is an e-reqular
pair (respectively that the pair has disca(€), cycley(e), deva(e)) if G[U,V] is e-regular
(respectively has disca(€), cycley(€), deva(€)). In the late 1980s, Chung and Graham [16]
showed that these notions are equivalent in the sense summarized in Proposition 3.3l
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Proposition 3.3. For all €,dy > 0, there exists a dy and ng such that if G = (UUV, E) is
a bipartite graph with |U| = |V| = n > ng then the following hold.

(1) If G has disce(0q,ds), then G has cycley(e, ds).

(2) If G has cycley(d2, ds), then G has devy(e, da).

(3) If G has deva(d,dy), then G is e-regular.

(4) If G is do-regular with density ds % €, then G has cycley(e, da).

These notions of quasirandomness capture the behavior of a random graph. For example,
for every n > 0, a sufficiently large random bipartite graph will have discy(n, 1/2) with high
probability. This can be used to prove the following fact.

Fact 3.4. For all n > 0, there is ng such that for all n > ng, almost every bipartite graph
G=(UUW,E) with |U| = |W|=n has disca(n, 1/2).

Quasirandomness is useful because it allows us to count copies of small fixed subgraphs.
For example, quasirandom graphs have about the same number of triangles as one would
expect in a random graph, see for instance [47, Theorem 18].

Proposition 3.5 (Counting Lemma). For every t > 2 and vy > 0 there exists € > 0 such
that the following holds. Let G = (V1 U ...UV,, E) be a t-partite graph such that for each
1 <i#j<t, G|V;,V;] has discy(€, d;;). Then

t
k2@ - I [V

1<i<j<t =1

t
<~ Wl
i=1

It will be convenient to have a slightly simpler version of this proposition packaged in
the following way.

Corollary 3.6. For allt > 2 and e¢,r > 0, there is u = p(k,e,7) > 0 such that the
following hold. Suppose G = (U, E) is a graph and U = Uy U...U U, is a partition so that
for each 1 <i < j <t, G|U;,Uj| has disca(p, 7).

Then the number of u € [ [,y Us with uyu; € E for eachij € ([g) is (1:&6)7"(5) [Ticiy Uil

It is an exercise to deduce Corollary from Proposition (see Appendix [B)). One
important application of counting lemmas are so-called removal lemmas, which say that if
a graph G has very few copies of a small graph H, then G can be made H-free by changing
a small number of edges. We will use an induced version of this result, due to Alon, Fischer,

Krivelevich, and Szegedy [2]. Recall that two graphs G and G’ on the same vertex set are
d-close if |E(G)AE(G")| < §|V(G)]?.

Theorem 3.7 (Induced graph removal). For any graph H and € > 0, there are N and §
such that if G is a graph on n > N wvertices, containing at most on*") copies of H, then
G is e-close to some G’ on the same vertex set, which contains no induced copies of H.

i€t

We now turn to notions of quasirandomness for 3-graphs. One notion of 3-graph quasir-
andomness already defined in the introduction is vdiscs, and this can be seen as a natural
generalization of discy. As was shown by Kohayakawa, Rodl, and Skokan, this notion of
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quasirandomness does not correspond to a general counting lemma, but rather to one which
counts copies of linear hypergrahs [30].

It is also natural, and for certain applications necessary, to consider notions which take
into account the quasirandomness of both the pairs and triples in a 3-graph. The next
definition contains three such notions, which are equivalent to one another (but not to
vdiscs, see [39]).

Definition 3.8. Let ¢ > 0, n > 1, and suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-uniform hypergraph.
Assume G = (VU VLU V3, E) is a 3-partite graph underlying H, and assume d3 is defined

by [B(H)| = ds| K5 (G)].
(1) We say that (H,G) has disce3(e) if for each 1 <7 < j < 3, the graph G[V;, V;] has
discy(€), and for every subgraph G’ C G,

|E(H) N K (G)] — ds| K (G| < eV [Va| Vs

(2) We say that (H,G) has devys(e) if for each 1 < i < j < 3, the graph G|V, V;] has
discy(€), and

Z Z Z H f(H,G)(uEU'Uez?wEg) < €|‘/1|2|‘/2|2|‘/E’)|2a

u0,U1 vo,V1 wo,w1 e€{0,1}3

where fig e (u,v,w) = 1K§2)(G) (u, v, w)(1pm)(u, v, w) — ds).
(3) We say that (H,G) has octys(e) if for each 1 <1i < j < 3, the graph G[V;, V;] has
octy(€), and H contains at most (d3d3? + €)|Vi]?|Va|?|V3]? copies of K§32)2

Like quasirandomness in graphs, these notions reflect the behavior of random 3-graphs.
For example, for all n > 0, a sufficiently large 3-partite 3-graph has discs(n) with high
probability. This can be used to prove the following well known fact which we will use
later on in the paper.

Fact 3.9. For alln > 0, there is ng such that for all n > ny there exists a 3-partite 3-graph
H,={UUWUZ, E) such that (H,, K3[U,W, Z]) has discs(n) and density 1/2 £ n.

As mentioned in the introduction, to obtain a general counting lemma, one requires a
more subtle definition, which maintains control over the relative quasirandomness of the
edge decomposition.

Definition 3.10. Let €,e, > 0, and suppose H = (V| E) is a 3-uniform hypergraph.

Assume G = (V1 UV, U V3, F) is a 3-partite graph underlying H, and suppose d3 is defined
by |E(H)| = ds| K57 ().

(1) We say that (H,G) has discos(€r, €2) if there is do € (0,1] such that for each

1 <i < j <3, the graph G[V;, V;] has disca(€z, d2), and for every subgraph G’ C G,

|E(H) 0K (G — ds| K(G)]] < end3 V|| Va| V3.
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(2) We say that (H,G) has devas(ey, €) if there is dy € (0,1] such that for each 1 <
i < j <3, the graph G[V;, V}] has discy(€2, d2), and

Z Z Z H f(H7G)(u61>'U62>wE3) < Eld;2|‘/1|2|‘/2|2|vz”|2'

uo,u1 vo,v1 wo,w1 e€{0,1}3

where fig e (u,v,w) = 1K§2)(G) (u, v, w)(1pm)(u, v, w) — ds).

(3) We say that (H,G) has octys(ey, €2) if there is dy € (0, 1] such that for each 1 <
i # j <3, the graph G[V;, V}] has cycle, (€2, d2), and the number of copies of K%)Q
in H is at most d§d3?|Vi[*|Va|?|Va|? + e1d3?| V1|2 |Va]?| V5|2

In applications, €5 will usually be much smaller than ¢;. The history of these notions and
their corresponding regularity and counting lemmas is explained in full in [39], for example.
Concerning the results that we shall use, a regularity and counting lemma for devs 3 and
octy 3 was first proved by Gowers in [26], while R6dl and Frankl proved a regularity lemma
for discs 3 in addition to a counting lemma for a stronger version of discs 3 in [24]. However,
it has been shown that the notions in Definition and Definition are all equivalent
in the following sense.

Proposition 3.11. For all d3,e3 > 0 there exists 63 > 0 such that for all dy,es > 0 there
exists 6o > 0 and ng > 1 such that the following hold. Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph.
Assume G = (ViUVL,UV3, E) is a 3-partite graph underlying H with |Vy| = |Va| = |V3] = n.
Suppose the density of each G[V;, V| is in (dy — 62,da + 02) and e(H) = dg\Kg(,z)(G)|.

(1) (Nagle et al. [39]) If (H,G) has disce3(03,02) then it also has octy3(€s, €2).

(2) (Dementieva et al. [19]) If (H,G) has octy3(03,02) then it also has discy 3(es, €2).
(3) (Nagle et al. [39]) If (H,G) has octe3(0s,02) then it also has devq 3(es, €2).

(4) (Gowers [26]) If (H,G) has deva3(ds,02) then it also has octy 3(es, €2).

Proposition BIT] shows that Definition 2.I1] could be equivalently formulated with any
of these three notions of quasirandomenss.

In order to apply a hyerpgraph regularity lemma, one needs a corresponding counting
lemma. Theorem B.12] was first proven by Gowers in [26] for dev, 3, but we state it in terms
of disce 3 (via Proposition [B.11]).

Theorem 3.12 (Counting lemma for regular 3-graphs). For allt € N and &, d3 > 0, there
exists 03 > 0 such that for every dy > 0, there exists 6o > 0 and ny € N such that the
following holds.

Let G = (V,E) be a t-partite graph with vertexr partition V. = Vy U ... U V,, where
Vil = ... = Vi =n > ng, and let H = (V, R) be a 3-uniform hypergraph on vertez set
V' such that R C K§2)(G). Suppose that for each ij € ([g), G[V;, V] has discy(62,ds). For
cach ijk € (1), let G7% = GV, V;, Vi], H* = (V; UV; U Vi, K (G%) N R), and let dyj

be such that e(H*) = dy;| K (G9%)|. Suppose that for each ijk € (), dijp > ds, and
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(Hk GUR) satisfies discs(03,05). Then
KO ()| — dPant| < edan’

where d = Hijke([g]) dijk.-
An induced analogue of the above was proven by Rodl and Schacht in [46].

Theorem 3.13 (Induced Counting Lemma). For all t € N and &, d3 > 0, there exists
03 > 0 such that for every dy > 0, there exists oo > 0 and ng € N such that the following
holds.

Let F' = ([t], Rr) be a t-partite, 3-graph. Let G = (V,E) be a t-partite graph with
vertex partition V= Vy U ... UV, where |Vi| = ... = |Vi| =n > ng, and let H = (V, R)
be a 3-uniform hypergraph on vertex set V such that R C K§2)(G). Suppose that for
each ij € (%]), G[V;,V;] has discy(da,ds). For each ijk € ([g), let GI% = G[V;,V;, Vi),
H% = (V;UV; U Vi, K$(G%) N R), and let dij, be such that e(H7*) = di;| K& (G%)).

Suppose that for each ijk € Rp, dijir > ds and for each ijk € ([é]) \ Rp, dijr <1—ds.
Suppose further that (H9*, G9%) satisfies disca 3(03,02) for each ijk € ([é]). Let myp be the
number of tuples (vy,...,v;) € H;;l Vi such that vivjv, € R if and only if ijk € Rp. Then

‘mp - d§2)dnt < £d§2>dnt

where d = Hijke([é]) dljk

As an application of Theorem B.I3] R6dl and Schacht [46] proved the following induced
removal lemma.

Theorem 3.14 (Induced removal for 3-graphs). For alln > 0 and finite 3-graphs G, there
are ¢ > 0, C' > 0, and ng such that the following holds. Suppose H is a 3-graph on n > nyg
vertices, and H contains at most cn®@ -many induced copies of G. Then H is n-close to
some H' containing no induced copies of G.

In fact, Rodl and Schacht’s results hold for k-graphs for any k£ > 3, but we will only
use the case £ = 3. We will also use the following, even stronger result for hereditary
properties, also from [46].

Theorem 3.15 (Induced removal for hereditary properties). Suppose H is a hereditary
3-graph property. Then for allm > 0 there are ¢ > 0, C' > 0, and ng such that the following
holds. Suppose H is a 3-graph on n > ng vertices, and for every G € Fx on at most C
vertices, H contains at most cn® %) copies of G. Then H is n-close to some H' € H,,.

This theorem can be used to give another characterization of ~-classes.

Definition 3.16. Given a hereditary 3-graph property H, let A(?H) denote all finite 3-
graphs G such that for all € > 0, there is N = N(G,H,¢€) so that if n > N and H € H,,,
then H contains at most en’“-many induced sub-3-graphs isomorphic to G.
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In other words, A(#) is the set of finite 3-graphs G so that large elements of H cannot
contain too many copies of GG. Theorem implies that this definition characterizes
~-classes.

Proposition 3.17. H ~ H' if and only if A(H) = A(H').
For a proof, see [46].

3.2. Lemmas for slicing, intersecting, and combining decompositions. This sub-
section contains several facts which will be useful for building regular decompositions.
While most of these are fairly standard, we include several proofs in Appendix [Bl for the
sake of completeness. First, Lemma [3.1§ tells us that large sub-pairs in quasirandom
graphs are still quasirandom.

Proposition 3.18 (Sub-pairs lemma). Suppose G = (AU B, E) is a bipartite graph and
|E| = d|A||B|. Suppose A’ C A and B' C B satisfy |A'| > v|A| and |B'| > ~|B| for some
v > €, and G satisfies disca(€,d). Then G' := (A'UB’, G[A’, B']) satisfies discy(€',d’) where
¢ =2y 2% and d € (d — v 2, d + vy 2).

We refer the reader to [32] for a proof. Lemma is a similar result for triples, and
says that large sub-triples of discy s-regular triads are still somewhat regular.

Lemma 3.19 (Sub-triples lemma). For all k > 1 and 035 > 0, there exists 05 > 0 such
that for all do,ds € (0,1] and 0 < & < d3/8, there are &, > 0 and my > 1 so that
the following holds. Suppose V. = Vi U Vo U Vi where |Vi|,|Val, |V3| > mg, and G =
(Vi UVo U V3, E) is a 3-partite graph such that for each 1 < i < j < 3, G[V;,V;] has
disca(0h, dy). Assume H = (V, R) is a 3-graph, and (H',G) has discq3(0%, 0%) with density
ds, where H' = (V, RN K(G)).

Suppose that for each i € [3], V! C V; satisfies |V/| > |Vi|/k. Then (H",G') has
discy 3(93, 02) with density dy = ds£63, where G' = G[V]UV,UV3], and H" = H'[V/UV UVS].

The proof consists of standard arguments and appears in Appendix [Bl The next couple
of propositions tell us that homogeneity (i.e. density near zero or one) implies quasiran-
domness, both in the discy 3 and vdiscs-sense, thereby generalizing the following easy fact
about graphs.

Fact 3.20. Suppose H = (UUV, R) is a bipartite graph. For all e > 0, if |[RN K>[U, V]| <
€| Ko[U, V]|. Then H satisifies discy(e).

Proposition 3.21. If H = (ViUV,UV3, R) is a 3-partite 3-graph and |RNK3[V7, Vo, V3]| <
e|Vi||Va|| V3|, then H has vdiscs(e).

Proof. Suppose for each i € [3], V/ C V;. Let d be such that |R N K3[Vi, Vs, V3]| =
d|K3[Vi, Va, V3]|. Since d < ¢,

RO K[V, V, V)| < eVl [VallVal < e[ValIVal[Va] + V] IIVEII VAL
Clearly [R N Ks[V{, Vi, Vill > 0> dV{||[V3||Vi| — e[VA||Val V3. Thus
1RO K[V, V3, Vil — dIVIIVI VA | < el Vil [ValIVal,
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as desired. n

Proposition 3.22. For all 0 < € < 1/2 and dy > 0, there is 6o > 0 such that for all
0 < <y, there is N such that the following holds. Suppose H = (Vi U Vo U V3, R) is a
3-partite 3-graph on n > N wvertices, and for each i,j5 € [3], ||Vi| — |V;|| < 0|Vi|. Suppose
G = VUuVaUVs, E) is a 3-partite graph, where for each 1 < i < j < 3, G[V;,V}| has
disce (9, dz), and assume

RN K@) < d K57 (G)].
Then (H',G) has disca5(5, v/€) where H' = (V, UV U V3, RN K (G)).

Proof. Suppose 0 < € < 1/2 and 0 < ds. Let §; and N be from Corollary B.6l for v = 1/32,
and set 6 = min{e?/32,d5/32}. Suppose 0 < § < &y, H = (V; U Vo U V3, R) is a 3-partite
3-graph on n > N vertices such that for each 7,5 € [3], ||Vi| — |V;|| < d|Vi|. Suppose
G = (ViUVLU V3, E) is a 3-partite graph, where for each 1 < i < j < 3, G[V;,V;] has
discy (6, do), and assume
[RNEP(@)] < K57 (6]

By Corollary 3.6l |K§2)(G)| = d3(1+7)|V1||Va||V5]|. Suppose G’ C G is a subgraph, and let
d be such that |R N K2(G))| = d|KP(G)|. Then

RN K (G| < | KS2(Q)] < ed3(1+ )3 |V ||[Val[Va| < Ved3| Vi Val|Val,

where the last inequality is by our choices of v and since € < 1/2. Using that €| K §2)(G)| <
V| Vi||Va| |V, d < €, and KP(G') € KP(G), we have that

IRNKP(G)] > 0> dIKS (G| — e K$2(G)] > dIKS (G — Ved3|Vi||[Val|[Val.

Thus [|[RNE (G| —d| KP(G)|| < /ed3| V4| |[Va]|Vs|. This concludes the proof that (H, G)
has disce 5(1/€, 0). O

Our next set of lemmas deals with combining and partitioning quasirandom graphs.
First, we observe that adding or subtracting quasirandom graphs results in graphs which
are still somewhat quasirandom.

Fact 3.23. Suppose E, and Ey are disjoint subsets of Ko[U, V.
(1) If (UUYV, Ey) has disca(€1,dy), (UUV, Ey) has disca(€a, ds), then (U UV, B3 U E)
has disca(€1 + €3, do + dy).
(2) If (UUV, E1UEy) has disca(e,d) and (UUV, Ey) has disca(€1, dy), then (UUV, Ey)
has disco(€e + €1,d — dy).

For a proof, see Appendix [Bl Our next lemma is due to Frankl and Rodl [24, Lemma
3.8], and allows us to partition quasirandom graphs into several equally sized, quasirandom
subgraphs.

Lemma 3.24. For alle >0, p > 2¢, 0 < p < p/2, and 6 > 0, there is mg = my(€, p, d)
such that the following holds. Suppose |U| = |V| = m > mgy, and G = (UUV,E) is a
bipartite graph satisfying discy(e) with density p. Then if £ = [1/p], and e > 10(1/¢m)*/>,
then there is a partition E = EqU E1 U ... U E,, such that
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(i) For each 1 <i</{, (UUV,E;) has discs(€) with density pp(1 +9), and
(i) [Eo| < pp(1+ 6)m?
Further, if 1/p € Z, then Ey = (.

Lemma [3.24] will come in handy frequently as we build decompositions. An example
of such an application is Lemma [B.25] below, which shows that given a decomposition
P of a vertex set V, we can change a small number of elements from P44 to obtain a

decomposition P’ of V' which has no discy-irregular elements in P/,

Lemma 3.25. For all ¢, > 0 and non-increasing €3 : N — (0, 1], there are ¢, > 0 and
e : N — (0,1] such that for all ,t > 1, there is N such that the following holds. Suppose
V' is a set of sizen > N, and P’ is an (t, 1, €, €5({))-decomposition of V.. Then there is a
(t,0, €1, €x(0))-decomposition P of V' such that the following hold.

(1) Pvert Pz/)ert )

(2) Every P € Peage has disca(e2(0),1/0),
(3) If P" € P, satisfied disca(ey(€),1/€), then P’ € Pegge.

edge

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 and a non-increasing €5 : N — (0,1]. Set €] = €7/4, and for all z € N,
set €y(r) = ex(2?)/x®. Given £t > 1, let N = max{tmo(sez( ), 1 — s/l sey(0)) : 1 <s <
(1 — \/€)}, where mg(-, -, ) is from Lemma B.241

Suppose V' is a set of sizen > N, and P is a (t, ¢, €], €,(¢))-decomposition of V', consisting
of {Vi:i€[t]} and {Pf :ij € ([;]),a < l}. Set m = n/t, and define A = {P € Triads(P’) :
P has disca(€5(€),1/¢)}. Then let

Q= {zyz c (g) : for some P € Triads(P’) \ A, P N {ay,yz, xz} # 0}.

In other words, 2 is the set of triples who intersect a disco-irregular element from P’

Then define
> = {ij e ([t]> K[V, Vi ((JA)] > en? /7).

Note that if ij € 3, then for all k € [¢] \ {i,j}, K;3[Vi, Vi, V] contains at least \/€jn®/t3
many triples from €, and thus, at least (t — 2)./e\n®/t® triples in Q intersect Ko[V;, Vj.
Since by assumption, || < €/n?, this 1mphes 3| < 3,/€[t2. We now define a new partition
of K[V, V|, foreach ij € ([; ) We do this in cases, depending on whether ij € Y orij ¢ X.

Suppose first ij € ¥. In this case, apply Lemma to Kg Vi,V;] = Ey with e =6 =
ey(() and p = 1/¢ to obtain a partition K,[V;,V;] = Q;; U ... U QY such that for each
1 < a < /(, QF has has discy(2€5(¢), 1/€). By definition of €(¢), this shows each such Qf
has disc2(62(€), 1/0).

Suppose now ij ¢ X. Let Pj',..., P;* enumerate the elements of A;; and set Ey =

Ko(Vi, Vi) \ Uy P If s = £, then let Q5 = Pf for each a < £. Assume on the other

hand that s < ¢. Then since ij ¢ ¥, |Ey| < /€;m?, so we must have that s > (1 — \/€|)L.
By Fact B23] E; U...U E; has disca(sey({), s/¢), so its compliment in K5[V;, V], Ey, has

edge*
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disca (seh(€), 1—s/0). Setting py = |Eo|/m?, this implies py > (1—€5(¢)), and consequently,
by definition of €,(¢), po > 2s€,(¢). Let u = 2¢(¢ — s) and p = 1/u. Then
B 1 - 1 - l—s < po/2
P=oie—s) S200—s) = T2t =P
where the second inequality is because s > (1— \/a )¢. Consequently, we may apply Lemma
to Ey with this u and p, and € = § = se,(¢) to obtain a partition Ey = Ef U ... U E/,
where for each i € [u], E/ has of density 1(1 =+ sej(¢)) and satisfies disco(se)(()). Let
Iy U... Ul be an equipartition of [u] and for each i € [¢ — s], set B = U, £
By Fact B:23] each E} has disce(20se,((), @(1 + 20s€y(¢))). By our choice of €5(¢)
and the definition of u, this means each E! has disca(€2(¢),1/¢). Now define P by set-
ting Poert = {V1,...,Vi} and Pegge = {Fj', ..., B, EY,..., B} }. Clearly each ele-
ment of Pqge satisfies disca(ez(f),1/€). Moreover, by construction, if P € P/, had
disca(€5(£),1/€) in P, then Pf € Pegge, as desired. O

As a corollary, we now prove Proposition [2.13] which tells us that every sufficiently large
3-graph has regular decompositions with no disce-irregular triads.

PrOOF OF PROPOSITION 2,13 Fix a hereditary 3-graph property H. Fix ¢; > 0 and a
non-increasing €z : N — (0,1]. Let ¢} > 0 and €, : N — (0, 1] be as in Lemma for ¢
and €. Given tg, ¢y > 1, choose ng, Ly, Ty as in Theorem 2.8 for €}, €}, tg, {y, and let n; be
as in Lemma [3.25 for €1, €5, Ty, Lo. Set N = {ng,n,}.

Suppose H € H is a 3-graph on n > N vertices. By Theorem [2.8| there are to <t < Tj,
by < < Ly, and a (t,, €, €5(¢))-decomposition P" of V(H) which is (€], €,(¢))-regular
with respect to H. By Lemma [B.20] there is a (¢, ¢, €1, €5(¢))-decomposition P of V' which
has no discy-irregular triads, and so that the elements from P.; . which had disca(e), €5(¢))
in P’ remain unchanged in P. Consequently, every triad of P’ which had discy 3(€}, €5(¢))
with respect to (H,P’) is unchanged in P. Since €] < ¢; and €,(¢) < €z(¢), this implies
that P is (€1, €2(¢))-regular with respect to H. O

Our next series of lemmas will be useful for situations where we intersect two different
decompositions of a vertex set V. First, we make a definition that describes when one
decomposition approximately refines another.

Definition 3.26. Suppose V is a set and P, Q are decompositions of V. Then P is an
(€1, €2)-approximate refinement of Q if there exists ¥ C (P”;”) such that the following hold.
(1) For all V; € Py there is W; € Qe such that [V \ W;| < €|V,
(2) For all P € Pegge with V;V; ¢ 3, there Q € Qegge with [P\ Q| < €|P|, and such
that P\ @ has discy(es).
(3) |Z| S €1 (/P'U2e'rt).

Given two decompositions P and Q of the same vertex set V', we can find an approximate
common refinement of both which is a (¢, ¢, €], €5(¢'))-decomposition of V.

Lemma 3.27. For all ¢, > 0, non-increasing € : N — (0, 1], there are functions f,g :
N* — (0,1] such that for all £,t,s,v > 1, there is N > 1 such that the following holds.
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Suppose V' is a set of size n > N, P is an (¢,t)-decomposition of V, and Q is an
(r, s)-decomposition of V.. Then there are ¢! < g(r,s,l,t) and t' < f(r,s,¢,1), and a
(t', 0, €1, €2(0'))-decomposition R of V' such that every Ry € Reage has disca(ex(l),1/1'),
and so that R is an (€1, €a(¢'))-approzimate refinement of P A Q.

The proof of Lemma [3.27 appears in Appendix [Bl Finally, it will be useful to know that
approximate refinements of homogeneous decompositions are still fairly homogeneous.

Lemma 3.28. For all ¢, > 0 and non-increasting ea : N — (0,1], there are ¢, > 0,
¢y : N — (0,1] and such that for all 0,t,0',t" > 1, there is N such that the following holds.
Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph onn > N wvertices, and Q is a (t, l, €}, €,({))-decomposition
of V. which is (€}, €,(£))-reqular and €,-homogeneous with respect to H.

Suppose P is a (', 0, €, e,(0'))-decomposition of V' which is a (€}, €4({))-approzrimate
refinement of Q, witnessed by the set ¥ C ([g]). Then P is a (', 0, €1, e2(¢"))-decomposition
of V which is (€1, €5(¢'))-regular and e;-homogeneous with respect to H.

For a proof, see Appendix [Bl

3.3. Ramsey facts. It will be convenient at times to know some simple Ramsey facts
about hereditary properties and the combinatorial definitions from the introduction. For
example, if G is a 3-graph and H (k) = Trip(G), then by definition there are ay, ..., a; €
V(G) and by,..., by, d € V(G) and so that a;b;d € E if and only if ¢ < j. However, it is
possible that the sets {aq,...,ax} and {by, ..., by} are not disjoint, so we do not necessarily
know the size of the set {ai,...,ax, b1, ...,b}. This can be inconvenient at times, and is
the motivation for the following definition.

Definition 3.29. Suppose H = (UUV UW, E) is a 3-partite 3-graph. A clean copy of H
is a 3-graph G = (V, E) such that Trip(G) = H and |V(G)| = |U| + |V | + |[W].

Using standard Ramsey arguments, we will show that we can usually assume that there
are clean copies of the configurations we are interested in. For example, the following is a
stronger version of Fact [2.22] the universality property corresponding to IPs.

Fact 3.30. If H has 1Py then H contains a clean copy of every 3-partite 3-graph.
For a proof, see Appendix [Cl Similarly, we will use the following facts.

Lemma 3.31. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property.

(1) Suppose H*(k) € Trip(H) for all k > 1. Then H contains a clean copy of H*(k)
forall k> 1.

(2) If H has FOPy, then H contains a clean copy of F(k) for all k > 1.

(3) Suppose H(k) € Trip(H) for all k > 1. Then H contains a clean copy of H(k) for
all k > 1.

(4) Suppose U*(k) € Trip(H) for all k > 1. Then H contains a clean copy of U*(k)
forall k > 1.

For proofs of these facts, see Appendix [Cl Before being able to state the condition we
will use for U(k), we need to make one definition.
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Definition 3.32. Suppose n > 1 and G = (U UW, E) is a bipartite graph. Set
n®G:={UUWU{c,...,cn}, {cuw :uww € E}).

In other words, n ® G is the 3-graph obtained by adjoining n new vertices to the graph
G. For example, note that H(k) = k ® H(k) and U(k) = k ® U(k). We will show that
arbitrarily large U (k) come with a universality property for 3-graphs of the form n ® G.

Lemma 3.33. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property and U(k) € Trip(H) for all
k > 1. Then for every bipartite graph G and n > 1, H contains a clean copy of n ® G.

Again, we refer the reader to Appendix [C| for a proof.

4. VCy-DIMENSION AND discy 3-HOMOGENEITY

In this section we show that a hereditary 3-graph property is vdiscz-homogeneous if and
only if it has finite VCy-dimension.

The first step is to show that a sufficiently discs s-regular triad in a large 3-graph of
bounded VCa-dimension must have density near 0 or 1 (see Proposition [4.2). The crucial
ingredient for this is the following counting lemma for induced 3-partite 3-graphs. It follows
easily from Theorem For completeness, we include a proof in Appendix Bl

Theorem 4.1 (Counting lemma for induced 3-partite 3-graphs). For all £, d3 > 0 and
t > 1, there exists 03 > 0 such that for every dy > 0, there exists 0o > 0 and N > 1 such
that the following holds.

Suppose t1,ta,t3 > 1, t1 +to+t3=1t, and F = (UUW U Z, Rg) is a 3-partite 3-graph
with U = {uy,...,uy }, W =A{ws,...,wy,}, and Z = {z,...,2,}. Suppose V is a vertex
set of sizen > N, H = (V, R) is a 3-graph, and G = (V, E) is a t-partite graph, with vertex
partition

V=A4U. . UA,UBU...UB,UC U...UC,,
where each part has size (1ﬂ:52) For each (i, 7, s) € [t1] X [t2] X [t3], set G7* = G[A;, By, Cy
and H7® = (A;UB;UC, K (G*)NR), and let dy;, be such that e(H*) = d;;,| K (G9)).
Assume that for each (i,7,5) € [t1] x [ta] X [t3], each of G[A;, B;], G[A;, Cy], and G[B;, Cy]
have disca (02, da), (HY*, G%) satisfies disca 3(03,02), and

dijs Z dg Zf UVjZs S RF, and
dz;s S (1 — dg) Zf ifuinZS ¢ RF

Then the number of tuples abc € [[i, Ai x T[22, Bi x [[1, C; such that a;bjc, € E(H) if
and only if u,w;zs € Ry is

474 1i£H|A\H\B\H\C\

where d = (Huz"l}ijERF dijs)(HuivjwseRF(l o dZ]S))
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We now prove that discg g-regular triads in 3-graphs of bounded VCs-dimension have
density near 0 or near 1. We do this by showing that a large discys-regular triad with
intermediate density can be broken up into sub-triads, all of which are regular and of
intermediate density (this uses Lemma [3.19]). We then apply Theorem [.1] to the resulting
configuration to find a copy of V(k), and thus a contradiction.

Proposition 4.2 (VCy < oo implies regular triples have trivial density). For all k > 1
and € € (0,1/2), there exists a d3 > 0 such that for every do > 0 there is 62 > 0 and My
such that the following holds. Suppose V. =V, U Vo U V3, where V is a set of size n > M,
and |Vi| = 5(1£02) for eachi € [3]. Suppose G = (ViUV,UV3, E) is a 3-partite graph, and
H = (V,R) is a 3-graph with VCo(H) < k. Assume that for each 1 <i < j <3, G[V;, V]
has disca (0o, ds). Let H = (V, RN K?EQ)(G)), and assume (H',G) has discy 3(d2,63). Then

IRNKP (@)
K@)

Proof. . Fix k > 1 and € € (0,1/2). First, apply Theorem [l to obtain ¢4’ for ¢ =
2k +2F ¢ = 1/2, and d3 = ¢/2. Fix any d; > 0. Apply Theorem EI] to obtain
8 and ng for t = 2% + k2, £, ds, 6, and dy. Let 07 = min{d7, e/4} and &) =
min{dy’, d3/8}, and apply Lemma to do,ds, 04,04 to obtain 85,65 and my. Finally,
set 0y = min{d,/(3k21%*), 64 /(3k2'++*)}, 05 = 4}, and choose My > 65 max{mq, ng}2*

sufficiently large so that d§2)(6/2)(§)(]\/fo)t/2 > 0.

Now suppose V' = V1 UV,UV3 where |V| = n > My, and for each i € [3], |[Vi| = 5(1£02).
Assume G = (V4 U V4L U V3, E) a 3-partite graph, and H = (V,R) is a 3-graph with
VCy(H) < k. Set H' = (V,RN K§2)(G)). Assume that for each 1 < i < j < 3, G[V;,V}]
has discy(d2, d2), and assume (H', G) has discy 3(d2, d3). Suppose towards a contradiction
that

€[0,e) U(1l—e1].

RNKP (G
:| (2)3 ( )|€[€’1_€].
K37 (G))]
For each i € {1,2,3}, let V;1,...,V, o« be an equipartition of V;. Note each V;; has size
Vlt1= s (14 6:,2571) = o= (1 £ 63) > max{mo, no}.
For each (u,v,w) € [k] x [k] x [2¥], set Guow = G[Viu, Vo, Vaw] and
Huvw = (‘/1,11 U ‘/2,1) U ‘/B,wa RN K3(2)(Guvw))

By Lemma B.I8 each of G[Vi4, Vo], G[Viu, Vaw], and G[Va,, V3, has discy(d5, d2). By
Lemma B.19, (Hyyw, Guow) has discs (65, 05) with density dyw, € [€ — 05,1 — € + d5]. Since
0% < €/4, this implies dy, € (3€¢/4,1 — 3€/4).

Since 05 < 65" and 65 < 6%', Theorem F.Tlimplies that there are at least de) (6/2)(§)mt/2
many tuples vwz € (H?; Vi) X (H?Zl Va ;) X (H§:1 V3 ;) such that v;w;z; € R if and
only if vu;ws € E(V(k)). By choice of m, ng)(e/Q)(é)mtﬂ > 0, so Trip(H) contains an
induced copy of V(k), contradicting that VCqo(H) < k. O
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We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.23] which shows that 3-graphs with bounded
VCs-dimension have discg 3-homogeneous decompositions.

Proor or THEOREM 223} Fix k > 1. Fix {y,tp > 1, ¢ > 0 and a non-increasing
€2 : N — (0,1]. Apply Proposition to € = € to obtain d3 > 0. For each ¢ € N,
let 09(¢) and My(¢) be obtained by applying from Proposition to €, d3, and dy =
1/¢. Let €5(x) be as in Corollary for t = 3, € and density 1/z. Let d5(z) be from
Lemma [BI§ for €j(z) and with density 1/z. Then define ¢, : N — (0,1] by setting
eh(0) = min{ea (), €5(¢),92(¢),65(¢)} for each ¢ € N, and let ¢, = min{e,d3}. Choose
T =T(e), €y, to) and N = N(€}, €5, to) from Theorem 2.8 and define mg = max{My(7T"), N'}.

Suppose H = (V,E) € H and |V| > my. By Theorem 2.8 there are ¢y < ¢t < T and
by < ¢ < L and a (t,4,€),€,(¢))-decomposition, P, of V' which is (¢}, €(¢))-regular with
respect to H. We show every discg s-regular triad of P is €;-homogeneous with respect to

H. Suppose G?}f’7 € Triads(P), Hf‘j’f’T = (V,UV; UV, EN K§2)(G%’£’T)), and assume

(Hg.’,f”, Gf;]fT)) has disce 3(d3, 02(¢)). By Proposition [4.2] the density of edges in this triad
is in [0,€1) U (1 — €1, 1]. Thus P is €;-homogeneous. Since €] < €1 and €,(¢) < ey({), P is
also (e, €o(¢))-regular with respect to H. O

Equipped with Theorem 2.23, we now prove Theorem 2.24] which says that a hereditary

3-graph property is disce 3-homogeneous if and only if it has bounded VCs-dimension.

PROOF OF THEOREM [2.24} Suppose first that VCy(H) < oo, say VCo(H) < k. Fix
ly,to > 1, €, > 0 and a non-increasing €3 : N — (0, 1]. By Theorem 223 there are T, L, N
so that for all H = (V| E) € H with |V| > my, there are tm <t < T and ¢, < ¢ < L and a
(t,¢, €1, €2(¢))-decomposition, P, of V' which is (e, €3(¢))-regular and €;-homogeneous with
respect to H. This shows H is discy 3-homogeneous.

For the converse, suppose VCy(H) = oco. Fix £y, tg > 1 and ¢, € (0,87%). Define
s : N — (0, 1] as follows. Given £ > 1, let v, = €} /4¢3. Apply Corollary 3.6l to 7, to obtain
€ > 0. Let e5(¢) be as in Lemma B.I8 for d = 1/¢ and § = €€l /(3.

Fix any T > tg and L > ;. Set € = e3(L)/T3L3, let ng be as in Fact 3.9 for e. We show
that for all n > ng there is H = (V, E') € ‘H with |V| > ng such that for every ¢y < ¢ < L
and to < t < T, and every (t,¢, €1, e2(¢))-decomposition P of V', if P is (€1, €2(¢))-regular
with respect to H, then at least 5(1 — 61/5)(3) triples xyz € (}) are in a triad of P with
density in (1/8,7/8) (so in particular P cannot be e;-homogeneous with respect to H).

Fix n > ng. Let H, = (UUW U Z, E) be as in Fact B9l for ¢, where U = {uy,...,u,},
W = {wy,...,w,}, and Z = {z,...,2,}. By assumption, (H,, K3[U, W, Z]) has discs(€)
and density 1/2 4+ €. By Fact B30, there is a clean copy of H,, in H. In other words, there
is H= (AUBUC,R) € H where A ={ay,...,a,}, B=A{b1,...,bp},and C = {cy,...,c,}
such that a;b;c;, € R if and only if w;w,z2, € E. Let H = (AUBUC, R\ ((;‘) U (?) U (g))),
and note H' satisfies discs(e).

Now suppose tg < t < T, {y < ¢ < L and P is a (t,¢, €, ez(¢))-decomposition for
V=AUBUC. Let V=V, U...UV, be the corresponding vertex partition, and for each
1<i<t,set A;=ANV,, B,=BnNV,and C = CNC;. Let X be the set of i1isi3 € ([é])
such that for some o € Sy, min{[A;, ,,|,|Bi, |, |Ci, o [} = Vean/t.
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Suppose i1i2i3 € X, and «, 3,7 < ¢ are such that (H',G’) has discy 3(e1, €2(¢)) where
G = G and H' = HO‘B'Y Let o € S3 be such that min{[A;, |, Bi, |, |Ci, |} =

111223 7/11213

vean/t. Set G" = G'A,;, o Y Bi,u UG (3)] By Lemma [3.I8, Corollary [3.6], and because
each of Aia(l), Bia(z), C’ZJ(J) are large,
1
2
(1) K57 (G") = 5 (1 £ )| A 1By 1y |-

Since H' has discs(e),

) 1R Ky ()] - RG] < en®.

Since (H',G') has disce (€1, €2(€)), if d is such that |[R N K (G’)| = al|K(2 (G")], then
IR0 K@) - dIEP (G| < Fn/0)"

B,

Zo.(g) Y

and C}

(2 o(3)?

By the triangle inequality, (), and the lower bounds on the sizes of A;_ 0
we can conclude

AR (") - 5K G| < Dinfo)? + en' <26”4|Az-a(1)||Bz-a(2)||cia(3)|/63
1/4|K(2 (G”>|

Thus, |d — 3| < 3e/*, so d € (1/8,7/8) since ¢ < 874

Call a set A;, B;, C; trivial if it has size at most ei/4n/t. For each i € [t], at most two
of A;, B;, C; can be trivial. Consequently, the number of vertices in a trivial set is at most
361/472, Let I be the set of zyz € K3[A, B, C] such that none of z, y or z are in a trivial
set. Then |T| > n® — 3e/*n?. Since P is (e1, e2(¢))-regular with respect to H, if I” is the
set of 2yz € () in a discyz-regular triad of P, then [I'| > (%) — €(3n)? > In3(1 — €).
Therefore |T'| + |TV| > (?) +n3(1 = 3¢/* = 9¢1), s0

VN1
IT AT > n?(1—3e/* — 9e;) > n3(1 — 4eV/4) > (| ] |> 50— 4€'/h).
Since every zyz € I' NI" is in a discy 3-regular triad Gf;,f " with density in (1/8,7/8), this
shows P is not €;-homogeneous, and thus H is not discy 3-homogeneous. O

5. WEAK NIP, WEAK STABILITY, AND vdisc3-HOMOGENEITY

This section contains the results on weakly stable and WNIP properties. We will first
show in Section [.1] that the ~-classes of weakly stable (respectively WNIP) properties are
exactly those H for which H(k) ¢ Trip(H) for some k (respectively U(k) ¢ Trip(H) for
some k). In Section (5.2] we prove Theorem 2.32] characterizing the vdisczg-homogeneous
properties as those close to a WNIP property. In Section we show that a property
admits zero discg g-error if and only if it admits zero vdiscs-error. In the same section we
show that any property containing H (k) for all k > 1 requires non-zero discy z-error. In
Section [0.4] we prove a strong version of the stable regularity lemma. This will serve as
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a warm-up for the proof of Proposition 2.43] and will also play a key role in the proof of
Theorem Finally, in Section [5.5] we will prove Proposition 2.43] which says that any
property which is close to a weakly stable property admits binary discs s-error.

5.1. The ~-classes of weakly stable and weakly NIP properties. In this subsection,
we prove Theorem [2.47], which says that a 3-graph property H is close to a weakly stable
property if and only if for some k > 1, H(k) ¢ Trip(H). The proof of Theorem 2.31] (the
analogous result for WNIP) is extremely similar, and is thus relegated to Appendix [Al

Given a 3-partite 3-graph F' on n vertices, let B(F') be the set of 3-graphs G with
Trip(G) = F and V(G) = [n]. In other words, B(F') is the set of clean copies of F' with
vertex set [n]. Note that B(F) is finite.

Proof of Theorem [2.41. Suppose H(k) € Trip(H) for all k. Fix H' a weakly stable
hereditary 3-graph property. We show that # is far from #’'.

By assumption, there is k& > 1 such that H*(k) ¢ Trip(H'). Set e = (2k)~2*=1/|B(H*(k))|,
and consider any n > ¢ 'k. By Lemma[3.31] there is G € H a clean copy of H*(k). In other
words, V(G) = ULUVUW, forsome U = {uy,...,u,}, V =A{v1,...,0,}, W ={wy,...,w,},
and w;v;w,, € E(G) if and only if j < m. Foreach 1 <i <k, let V; = {Vpijk, .- -, Ungi1)/i}
and Wi = {wWpisk, - - s W1k} Let m = |U UV UW]|, and note m > n. We construct a
large set S of induced subgraphs of G as follows.

e Choose u € U. There are n choices.

e For each i € [k], choose v} € V;\ {u}. There are at least (£ —1)* > (n/2k)* choices.

e Foreach 1 <i <k, choose w; € W;\{u,v,...,v}}. There are at least (3 —k—1)" >
(3-)F ways to do this.

o Put G{u}U{v):i e[k} U{w;:i€[k]}]inS.

Clearly every element of S is isomorphic to an element of B(H*(k)) and
S| > n(n/2k)* > e[ B(H" (k))|n**,

where the inequality is by definition of € and because n is large. By the pigeonhole principle,
there is some G,, € B(H*(k)), such that S contains at least en?**! elements isomorphic to
Gy. Consequently, there is some G' € B(H*(k)) so that B(H*(k)) = G,, for arbitrarily large
n. By definition, this implies G’ € A(#H). Since H*(k) = Trip(G’) and H*(k) ¢ Trip(H’),
G’ ¢ A(H') (in fact G’ ¢ H). By Proposition BIT, H ~ H'.

Suppose on the other hand that H ~ H’ for every weakly stable H'. We will use the
fact that, by Lemma [3.31] a property H' is weakly stable if and only if there exists k& > 1
so that H’ contains on clean copy of H*(k).

Fix k > 1. By assumption, H is not close to any weakly stable property, so there is some
9 > 0 such that for arbitrarily large n, there is G(n) € H,, and I'(n) € B(H*(k)), such that
G(n) is not §/|B(H*(k))|-close to I'(n)-free. For each I' € B(H*(k)), let ¢ ("), Nx(I') be
as in Theorem [B.14 for I" and 6/|B(H*(k))|, then set ¢, = min{c,(I") : I' € B(H*(k))} and
Ny = max{Ny(I') : I € B(H*(k))}. Choose any n > k, N;. By Theorem B.I14, G(n) con-
tains at least cyn?**1 induced copies of some I'(n). Say V(I'(n)) = {a, by, ..., by, c1,. .., i}
and abjc; € E(I'(n)) if and only if ¢+ < j. Let S be the set of induced sub-3-graphs
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isomorphic to I'(n) in G(n). For all H € S, let o b, ... bH 1 ... cf € V(H) be
such that a”bcl' € E(G(n)) if and only if « < j. By assumptlon |S| > cxn®*t. Con-

sequently, there is ef € [n]** and X C S with |X| > en, such that for all H € X,

(b, .o A el = ef. Let dy,...,d; be any k distinct elements in X’. Then
dyeif; € E if and only if i < j, and consequently, Trip(G) contains an induced copy of
H(k), so H(k) € Trip(H). O

5.2. Weak VC-dimension and vdiscs-homogeneity. In this section we prove Theorem
232 characterizing the properties which are vdiscs-homogeneous. We begin by showing
that if H is a large 3-graph such that Trip(H) omits U(k) for some k > 1, then there are
restrictions on the behavior of discs s-regular triads in any decomposition of H.

Proposition 5.1. For all k > 1 and € € (0,1/2) there are ¢, > 0 and a non-increasing
€9 : N — (0, 1] such that for all T, L > 1, there is M such that the following holds.

Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph on at least M vertices such that U(k) is not an induced
sub-3-graph of Trip(H). Suppose t < T, ¢ < L, and P is a (t, ¥, €1, €2({))-decomposition
of V' which is (e, €2(£))-reqular with respect to H. Suppose ijs € ([?) is such that at least
(1 = /e)VillV||Vs| many xyz € K3[V;,V;, Vs] are in a disces-regular triad of P. Then
dijs € [0,€) U (1 — €, 1] where d;js is such that |E N K3V, V;, Vi|| = dijs|Vil|V;]| Vs]-

Proof. Fix k > 1 and € € 515 Choose 5@'2 by applying Proposition .2 to k& and e.
Then for each ¢ > 1, choose , and M, by applying Proposition [4.2] to k, e, 5@, and
dy = 1/¢. For each 6, let €, be obtalned by applying Corollary [3.6] to e;é?lia and density 1/¢.
Apply Theorem I to t = 2k + 2%, € = 1/2, and d3 = 1/2 to obtain . For each ¢ > 1,
let (g‘:D(ﬁ) and my be obtained by applying Theorem BTl to t = 2k +2F, £ = 1/2, d3 = 1/2,
and dy = 1/¢. Now let (Sim be obtained by applying Lemma B.19 to ¢t = 2k + 2*, then for
each £ > 1, let 533:9 ¢) be obtained by applying Lemmato t =2k+2% 6, = 85(0), and
03 = dém Now set €; = min{é@jgl 5@ 3716 e719/10}, ea(0) = mln{d:}’j:g| 6@ 0), e},
and let M = T Mrmr. o

Suppose H is a 3-graph on at least M vertices such that U(k) is not an induced sub-
3-graph of Trip(H). By Fact 222 VCy(H) < k. Suppose t < T, ¢ < L, and P is a
(t,0, €1, €x(f))-decomposition of V' which is (1, e2(¢))-regular with respect to H. For each
triad G427 of P, let d%*™ be such that |E N KP(GSP)| = a7 | KP(G2PT)|. For

ijs ijs ijs ijs ijs

each ijs € (é]) let I;;s be the set of (a,3,7) € [(]* such that (Hg,f’y ijf ") satisfies

disco 3(e2(f), €1). Let

. . [t] « 2

s-qise ()1 U KRz 0 VAP Gl
((X?va)ejijs

Note that by our choice of parameters and by Proposition A.2] for every (a, ,7) € I;js,

there is 6%77 € {0,1} such that [0%°7 — d®P7| < e.

ijs ijs ijs

Claim 5.2. For allijs € ¥, if 7 # 7" and (o, B,7), (o, B, 7) € I, then §OBT = gubT

ijs ijs
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PROOF OF CLAIM Suppose towards a contradiction there are (o, 5,7), (o, 3,7') €
Iijs with 7 # 7' such that 5375,7 = 0 while 5;’£’T, = 1. Let m = n/t2¥, and choose
equipartitions V; = Vi U.. .U Vo, V; = V1 U.. .UV 9, and V=V, 1 U ... UV, k. Let
{S1,...,S5%} enumerate the elements of P([k]). We define a (2k + 2*)-partite graph G
with vertex set V' = Uik:l ViU Uﬁ:l Viu U Uﬁ:l Vs as follows. For each 1 < a,b < k,

and 1 < u < 2%, set G[Viu, Vol = P2, G[Viu, Vap] = P, and

R 1S

P]Ts/ if a €5,

js ur

Now define H’ to be the 3-partite 3-graph with vertex set ¥V’ and whose edge set is defined
as follows.

E(H) := U ENKP(GVia, Via Vas))).
By Lemma B.19, and our choice of parameters, we have that for all 1 < a,b < k and
1 <u<2% (H,GViu, Vja, Vsp]) has discg(%j[(ﬁ),élgﬂ) and by assumption, the density
of edges in H' on K3(G[Viu, Vja, Vsp)) is at least e if a € S, and at most 1 —eif a ¢ S,,. But
now Theorem [T implies Trip(H) contains an induced copy of U(k), a contradiction. [

Note that the same argument shows that if 7js € ¥ and (o, 5/, 7), (o, 8',7) € I, for
some [ # (3’ (respectively (o, 5, 7), (¢, B,7T) € I;js for some a # o), then 5%’5’7 = 5;1]-’5/’7
(respectively 5355 = 5%/5’6 .

Now fix ijs € X. Let J;;s be the set of a € [¢] such that there are at least (1—6}/4)4@2 many
pairs (8, 7) € [()?, with (a, 8,7) € I;s. By an easy counting argument, |J;;s| > (1 — 6}/4)6.
Given o € Jyj, let Jij, be the set of 3 € [(] such that there are at least (1 — e1/1%)¢ many
7 € [(] such that (o, 3,7) € I;js. By an easy counting, |J5 | > (1 — e}/lﬁ)ﬁ. Given 8 € Ji,,
let J be the set of 7 € [¢] such that (o, 8,7) € I;js. By definition, |J7| > (1 — €'/1%)¢.

We show that there is a 6;;, € {0,1} so that for all (a, 8,7v) with o € Jy,, B € JZ,,
and v € J%P, 5257 = dijs. Suppose a € J;;s. By Claim 5.2 for all § € J2, there is

ijs v Vijs 1y

535 € {0,1} such that for all 7 € Jg’f, d%’f’T = 535 Suppose 3 # 3’ € Ji,. By definition
of J3,, |J§fﬂj§‘-f,| > (1—2¢'/16)¢. Thus there is some 7 € Jg;ﬁﬂJg’f,. Claim[B.2lapplied to
(o, B, 7) and (v, f', 7) implies that 535 = 5?]-;5/. Thus there is d7;,, such that for all 8 € Jg,
535 = 62,. Now suppose o # o' € Jyj,. By definition of Jyj, |J2, N J&,| > (1 — 2¢/*)L.
Thus there is some 8 € J3, N J2,. By definition, |J77 N ij‘;ﬁ| > (1 — 2€/16)¢, so there
is some 7 € JZ‘-’SB N ngs’ﬁ. Now Claim applied to (a, 3,7) and (o/, 3, 7) implies that
5;5 = 5;,8’5 , and thus o7, = 5%; We have shown there is ¢;;5 such that for all o € Jjs,

0 = 0ijs. In other words, for all o € Jy,, B € J3},, and v € Jz‘-’f, 5;1]-’56” = dijs-

We now show that the triple (V;, V}, V) has density near §;;; in H. For simplicity, let
us assume 0;;5 = 1 (the case d;;, = 0 is similar). First, given a € J;;s, the following holds,



44

where G, = (V; UV; UV, PY U K[V, Vi U K[V}, Vi)).

198
ENKPGE > Y Y (11— oKD (G

BEJ’LJS TEJZf

> (1 . 61/16)(1 1/4)€ 1

(L= /C)Vi||Vi[V

> (1 /) (1= Y1~ )L VVIViL,

where the second inequality uses Corollary [3.6] and the size bounds on J¢_, J: 5 Thus

1787 Y1ijs
1
B0 K[Vi, V3, Vil = [ Jigsl (1= €719 (1 = /) (1 = &) Vi [V [Vi|

> (1= /)1 =21 =) Vi| Vil V]
> (1= Vil[V[IVsl,

where the last inequality is by choice of €. This shows that for every ijs € 3, the triple
(Vi, V}, V§) is e-homogeneous with respect to H, as desired. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem [2.28 which states that a hereditary 3-graph
property H is Vdisc3—h0mogeneous if and only if there is £ > 1 such that U(k) ¢ Trip(H).

Proof of Theorem 2.28. Suppose first that there is k > 1 such that U(k) ¢ Trip(H).
Fix 0 < € < 1/100 and ¢, 2 1. Let 65 and 04 be obtained by applying Proposition and
Proposition Bl respectively to e and k, and set 03 = min{d3, 85 }. Given ¢, let 05(¢), m}, be
obtained by applying Proposition to €, k, 65 and dy = 1/¢. Given ¢, let 65(¢) and m}
be obtained by applying Proposition Bl to €, k, and 04§ with dy = 1/¢.

Set 02(¢) = min{d)(£),85(¢)}, and €, = min{ds,e*}, and define ¢, : N — (0,1] so
that 62(6) = m1n{52(€),e/(3€)3} Let T = T(El,Eg,to,l), L = L(El,Eg,to,l) and N1 =
Ni(€1,€2,1t0,1) be as in Theorem 2.8 Let Ny be sufficiently large so that (Z\;z) > N3/10.
Now let M = max{Ny, No, m}, T, m/T}.

Now suppose H = (V, FE) € H with |V| =n > M. By Theorem 2.§| there is tn <t < T
and 1 < /¢ < L and a (t,/, €1, €5(¢))-decomposition P of V' which is (e, €2(¢))-regular with
respect to H. Let I' be the set of zyz € (‘g), such that xyz is not in a discq 3-regular triad
of P. Let X be the set of ijs € ([?) such that |I' N K3[V;, Vi, Vil| > /e |Vi||V}|| V| Clearly
13| < (/ert? because P is (€1, €2(£))-regular with respect to H. By Proposition [E.1], for all
1Js € ([é]) \ X, the triple (V;,V}, V) is e-homogeneous with respect to H. Since /e < ¢,
this shows that P,.,; is an e-homogeneous partition with respect to H. We have now shown
that H is vdiscs-homogeneous.

For the converse, suppose U (k) € Trip(#) for all k > 1. Fix € < 1/8 and ¢y > 1, and set
My = max{e~!,ty}. By Fact B4 for all T > t, there is ng such that for all n > ny, there is
a bipartite graph G = (UUV, E) with |U| = |[V| = n, and which satisfies disco(e?/T?,1/2).

Suppose T" > ty and n > noMy. Fix a bipartite graph G = (U UV, E) with U =
{ug,...,un}, W = {wy,...,w,} which satisfies discy(¢?/T,1/2). By Lemma B33, H
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contains a clean copy of n ® G. Thus there exists some H = (V,R) € H, and sets
B={b,....b,},A=Aay,...,a,},C ={c1,...,c,} sothat V = AUBUC, and such that
asbic; € R if and only if u;w; € E. We show there is no equipartition of V' into at least ¢
and at most 1" parts which is e-homogeneous with respect to H.

Suppose towards a contradiction there are to < ¢t < T, an equipartition {V;,...,V;}
of V, and ¥ C ([?), such that |X| < et and such that for all ijk € ([f,)]) \ 2, [RN

K3[Vi, Vi, Vil /| Ka[Vi, Vi, Vil € [0,€) U (1 — €, 1]. Given djs € (1)), set

P olab VAR
v VillV31 Vsl

For each ¢ € [t], let A, = ANV, B, = BNV;, and C; = CNV,. Let ¥ be the set of
iriziz € () such that for some o € S, min{|A;, |, |Bi, o), 1Ci, [} = €740/t

We show that for all iyigis € X', dijipi, € (6,1 —€). Fix d1i9i3 € X' and let 0 € Ss
be such that min{|A4;_ |, |Bi, | |Ci, |} > €/*n/t. Let U = {u; : b; € B; ,} and
W' =A{w; : ¢; € C;_, }. Then since G has discy(¢*/T?,1/2), the following holds.

2
€
(3) [E N K (U, V)| = [U'|V]/2] < ﬁn2-
Note that because iq(2) 7 io(3), Bi, s Ci, s, and Ay(1y are disjoint, thus
‘R N K3[Aia(1)7 Big(z), Cig(g)” = ‘Aa(l) | |E N K2 [U/, V/H and
‘K3[Aig(1) ) Bia(2)’ Cia(a)] \ R| = ‘AU(U | |K2 [Ulv V,] \ E|

Combining this with (3]), we have the following.

| As1)] <|U’||V’| B 62n2) Q. | Ayl <|U’||V’| e2n2)
(n/t) 2 T2 ) = " T (nft)? 2 T2 )"

By assumption, min{|4;, , |, [U’], W[} > €/*n/t and n/t > max{|4;,, |,|U’],|[W’|}. Con-
sequently,
1 2
63/4/2 — 65/4t2/T2 <djjs < 3 + T
Since ¢t < T and € < 1/8, this implies d;;s € (e,1 — €).
We have now shown that for all ijs € ¥', d;;s € (¢,1 — €), while by assumption, for all
ijs €%, dijs € [0,€) U (1 — ¢, 1]. Consequently, ¥’ C %, and therefore, |¥'| < et?.
Given i € [t], we say A;, By, or C; is trivial if it has size at most €'/4|Vj|. Note that
for each i € [t], at most two of A;, B;, or C; can be trivial. Consequently, if V4 is the
union of all trivial A;, B;,Cy, then |[Vo| < 2¢/4|V|. Note that if ijs € () \ &', then

3
K3[Vi, V;, V] € K3V, V., V], and consequently |Uij8€(m)\z, K3[Vi, Vi, Vi]| < 24/€|[V]3. But
3
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now we have that

('V|) < U Kl Vi Vill+1 | KalVi, Vi, Vil < 2VeVE + (V]2

3 i,
ijSE([g)\E’ ijsex’

<3V V[,

Clearly this is a contradiction, our assumptions on € and |V| imply ('g‘) > 3y/€|V|3. This
finishes our proof that there is no equipartition of V into tq < t < T parts which is
e-homogeneous with respect to H. This shows that H is not vdiscs-homogeneous. 0

Theorem follows immediately from Theorem and Theorem 23Tl We end this
subsection by proving Proposition 2.44] which gives an equivalent characterization of prop-
erties admitting zero/binary vdiscs-error. For this, it will be useful to have a uniform way
of talking about decompositions with zero and binary vdiscs-error.

Definition 5.3. Given G = (V, E) a 3-graph, an e-homogeneous partition of G with zero
(respectively, binary) error is an equipartition V = V; U ... UV, along with a set ¥ C ([;])
such that the following hold.
(1) |3| = 0 (respectively, |3| < et?).
.. . L. . ENKs[V;, Vi, Vi
(2) For all ijk € ([g) with i7, jk,ik ¢ X, %‘/}%@T” €[0,e) U (1 —e1].

Observe that a hereditary 3-graph property H is vdiscs-homogeneous with zero (respec-
tively, binary) error if and only if for all € > 0 and tg > 1 there are T, N > 1 such that for
every G = (V, E) € H with |V| > N, there is an equipartition of V' into at most 7" parts
which is a e-homogeneous partition of G with zero (respectively, binary error).

We now prove Proposition 2.44] which shows that a hereditary 3-graph property H
admits zero (respectively binary) vdiscg-error if and only if H is close to a WNIP property
and admits zero (respectively binary) discs s-error.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.44L Suppose first that #H is a hereditary 3-graph property
which is WNIP and admits zero (respectively, binary) disce s-error. Say WVC(H) < k. By
Theorem 2.32], H is vdiscz-homogeneous. Fix € > 0 and ¢ty > 1. Without loss of generality,
assume € < 1/2. Choose €; > 0 and € : N — (0, 1] as in Proposition 5.1 for k£ and €/2. Let
M,,T,L be as in the definition of H is admitting zero (respectively binary) disces-error
for €, €9, tg and lg = 1. Let My = Ms(k,€,T) in Proposition [5.11

Now suppose G = (V, E) € H satisfies |V| > max{M;, M>}. By assumption, there are
to <t<T,1<¢<L, and P a (t,¢,€1,e(l))-decomposition of V which is (e, €2(¢))-
regular with respect to H, and ¥ C ([;]) of size 0 (respectively, of size at most €t?),
such that for every P27 e Triads(P) which is not disces-regular with respect to H,

ijs
one of ij,is, jk € . By Proposition b1, for every ijs € ([é]) with ij,js,is ¢ X, |[EN
K[V, Vi, Vil /| K3 Vi, Vi, Vi]| € [0,€) U (1 —€,1]. Thus V3 U... UV, is an e-homogeneous
partition of G with zero (respectively, binary) error. This shows that if H is WNIP and
admits zero (respectively, binary) discy s-error, then H admits zero (respectively, binary)
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vdiscs-error. It follows immediately from Proposition that the same holds for H' close
to a WNIP property.

Suppose conversely that H admits zero (respectively, binary) vdiscs-error. By Theorem
232 H is close to a WNIP property. Fix ¢; > 0, ¢ : N — (0, 1], and o, ¢y, > 1. Given
x € N, let d3(x) be the do from Proposition for €,/2¢y and dy = 1/x. Let €] be as in
Corollary 3.6 for density 1/ and min{e (o) /€3, 02(¢o)}. Let €y = min{ey, ea(¢g) /Lo, 02(Lo)}-
Let T and N; be as in the definition of H admitting zero (respectively, binary) vdiscs-
error for € = €2/203 and to. Let Ny be the m(e), €}, €), ly) from Lemma 324, and set
N = max{Ny, NoT'}.

Suppose H = (V, E) € H and |V| > N. By assumption, there exists to < ¢t < T and
P ={Vi,...,V;} an (€2 /2£3)-homogeneous partition for H with zero (respectively, binary)
error. For each ij € ([é]), by Lemma [3.24] there exists a partition K3[V;, V] = U<y, Fi

such that each P} has discy(ey(fo), 1/4o). Suppose ijk € ([é]) has the property that none of
ij,ik, jk are ¥. Then by assumption, there is u € {0,1} such that |E* N K3[V;, V;, Vi]| >
(1 —€3/263)|Vi]1V;||Vi|- By Corollary B.8] for any «, 3,7 < fo,

o 1
[KP(Go)| = gl e2(0o) /) VA IV3 | Vi,

SO

B KD (G0 > KRG — (/28 ViV IIVi] = (1 — )KL (G,

ijk ijk ijk

By Proposition 322, (H*7, G&:07) satisfies discys(eq, €2(£o)), as desired. This shows that

ijk ijk
if H admits zero (respectively, binary) vdiscs-error, then H is close to a WNIP property
and admits zero (respectively, binary) vdiscs s-error. O

5.3. Weak stability and non-zero error. In this subsection, we prove results concerning
weak stability and the notions of zero disce g-error and zero vdiscs-error. We begin by
showing that a property may be unstable but still admit zero discg 3-error.

Example 5.4. Let H be the 3-uniform hypergraph with vertex set {a;, b;,¢; : i € N} and
edge set {a;bjci, : j < k}. Let H = age(H). Then R(x;y, z) is unstable in ‘H, but ‘H admits
zero discg g-error.

Proof. Fix £y, tg > 1, ¢¢ > 0 and € : N — (0,1]. Let €, : N — (0,1] be such that for
all £ > 1, é,(0) < min{ey(£), €1/l €}, where ¢, comes from applying Corollary to
v =€1/100% and t = 3. Let Ny, T, L be as in Proposition for €}, €, and tg, {y. Let Ny
be sufficiently large so that N3 < €1 N3/2T3L3. Let N = max{Ny, No}.

Suppose H = (V,E) € H, where |V| = n > N. Then by definition of H, we can
write V(H) = V4 U Vg U Vi where Vy = {a;,,...,a.}, Vg = {b;,,...,b;,} and Vo =
{¢rs..., ¢, } for some s+t +m = n, and E(G) = {(a;,,bj,,¢,) * 1w < J» = r}. Note
|E(H)| < smax{t,m} < n?/4, where the second inequality is by the AM-GM inequality.
Since n > Ny, there exists tg <t < T and {y < ¢ < L, and a (,/, €}, €,(¢))-decomposition
P of V which is (e}, €y(¢))-regular with respect to H, and which has no disce-irregular
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triads. Fix a triad G%’S’T of P. By assumption, each of P%, P5 Pj, has discy(ey(£), 1/0).

177

Combining Corollary B.6] with the bound on E(H) implies the following.

2) «
EOKDGHEN _ n? AVl _
= = — D
KGN A @i - T
where the second inequality is by our choice of N and Corollary B.6l By Proposition [3.22]
(Hg,f’y Gf;,f 7) satisfies disce3(€1, €2(¢)). This shows H admits zero disce s-error. O

Our next goal is to show that if a hereditary 3-graph property H has H (k) € Trip(H)
for all k, then H requires non-zero discy s-error. The main reason for this is the following
theorem, which shows that any equipartition of the vertex set of H (k) has a triple with
intermediate density.

We would like to acknowledge here a (no longer available) blog post written by Alek-
sandar Makelov, which presented a proof that H (k) requires irregular pairs in the graph
regularity lemma. A proof of this fact does not appear in the published literature (to the
authors’ knowledge), and we thus found this blog post a very useful starting point as we
developed the following proof, as well the other proofs in this paper showing that certain
examples require certain kinds of irregular triples/triads.

Theorem 5.5. For all 0 < ¢ < 27", and all T,N > 1, there is n > N such that for
every t < T and equipartition P = {Vi,...,V;} of V(H(n)), the following holds. There is
a triple ijk € ([é]), and sets A; CV;, Bj1, Bjo € V;, and Ci1, Cro C Vi, each of size at least
61/9(3n/t), such that K3[AZ', le, Ckl] Q E and K3[AZ', Bj(], Cko] NE= (Z)
Proof. Fix 0 < ¢ < 2% and TN > 1. Let ng = ¢;'%°T? and assume n > ny and
t < T. Suppose P = {V4,...,V;} is an equipartition of V( (n)). Say V.=ViuU...uV,
is the partition from P. le a labeling V(H(k)) = AUBUC where A = {a; : i € [n]},
B={b;:i€n]}, C={ci i€ [n]} are such that b;c; € E(H(k)) if and only if i < j. For
each 1 <i <t,define A, =ANV;,, B;=BNV,, and C; = C NV, and set
A={ie[T):|A| > e"njt}, B={i e [T]:|Bi| > e/*n/t}, and C = {i € [T] : |C;| > e/°n/t}.
Set A" = J;c4 Ai, B' = U,ep Bi, and C" = |, Ci. Observe that

AN AT <> e n/t < ¢'n

i¢A

Similarly, |B\ B'| < &/%n and |C'\ €| < ei/*n. Given i € [t], and p > 0, let
Bi(p) ={j € [n] : bj € B; and min{|{by,...,b;} N Bi|, |[{bj11,...,b,} N Bi|} > p|B;|}, and
Ci(n) ={j € [n] : ¢; € Cy and min{[{cy, ..., ¢;} NCil, [{¢jun, .- e} N Cil} = p|Cil},
Observe that for any p > 0 and i € [t], set

(Bi \ Bi(1t)) € (B; N {b1, ..., bmin(Bi(w)-1}) U (Bi N {bmax(Bi(u))+1, - - - » 1 }),
and consequently, |B;(u)| > (1— 2,LL)\BZ-|. A similar argument shows |C;(u)| > (1 —2u)|Cy).
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Suppose first there exist i # j such that i € B, j € C, and Bi(g'") N Cj(E}/S) # 0.
Say w € B;(e 1/9) N Cj(e 1/9). Set Cjo = Cj N{cws1,---sn}, Cip = C;N{cr, ... cnt,
BZO = B N {bw+1, .. b } and Bil = Bz N {bl, ey bw} Fix any ke AN ([t] \ {Z,j}) Then
K3[Ag, Cj1, Bin] C E While K3[Ayg, Cjo, Bio) N E = (), so we are done.

This leaves us with the case where, for all « € B and j € C, if ¢ and j are distinct, then
B;(e*?) N C;(e¥?) = 0. In this case we have the following.

n > | Bie”) ulJ Gi@™) = 1B+ 103 a™) =1 3 Ba”)nCu@”)

i€B jec 1€B jec seBNC
> (1=2¢/) (SIBI+D1G1) | 30 Bule) N Cy(e)]
€B jec seBNC
= (1=26") (B +|C) = | Y Bue)nCufe”)]
seBNC
(1 _ 261/9)271 1/9 . | Z 1/9 ( 1/9)|.
seBNC

This implies | Y, pne Bs(e/”) N Culer®)] > (1 —26"")2n(1 — /") —n > n(1—&/*). Since
n is sufficiently large, this implies there exist ¢ # j, with both in i,j € BN C, and such
that [B;(e;/*) N Ci(e,”)] # 0 and IBi(c N i) # 0.

Fix any u € B;(¢'/%) N Ci(e}/?) and v € B;(¢V9) N C;(e)/"). Since i # j, we know
u # v. Without loss of generality, let us assume u < v (the other case is similar). Define
Bil = Bz N {bl, . .,bu}, Cﬂ = Cz N {Cl, .. .,Cu}, BjO = Bj N {bv+1, . .,bn}, and Cj(] =
C; N {cv+1,...,¢n}. Choose any k € A\ {i,7}. Note that K3[Ay, Bi,Cj] € E, while
K3[ Ay, Bio, Cjo) N E = (), so we are done. O

As a corollary, we show that if Trip(H) contains arbitrarily large H(k), then H requires
non-zero discg 3-error.

Corollary 5.6. Suppose H is a hereditary property of 3-graphs such that H(k) € Trip(H)
for all k > 1. Then H requires non-zero discg s-error.

Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction there is some H with H (k) € Trip(H) for all k > 1,
such that H admits zero discy -error. Let € = 272® (anything small enough for Theorem
will do). Let ¢; be as in Proposition for k and €*. Given ¢ > 1, define €,(¢) as in
Corollary for t = 3, density 1/¢ and €. Then define €;(¢) be as in Lemma B.I§ for
density 1/, v = €'/?, and €;(¢), and let €}, ”’(6) be as in Lemma B9 for €, v = €'/?, 3,
density 1/¢, €,(¢). Set e3(¢) = min{ey(¢), €5(€), €' (£)}.

By assumption there are T, L, N > 1 such that if G € H has at least N vertices, then
there exists 1 < ¢ < L, 1 <t < T, and a (t,, €, €2(¢))-decomposition of V(G) which is
(€1, €2(¢))-regular with respect to G, with zero discg s-error.

Fix n > N. By Lemma B.3T], there is H = (V, F) € H with |V| = 3n and such that
Trip(G) = H(n). This means V = AU BUC where A = {a; : i € [n]}, B={b; :i € [n]}
and C' = {¢; : 7 € [n]}, and a;b;¢;, € E if and only if ¢ < j.
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By assumption, there are 1 < ¢ < L, 1 <t < T, and a (t,/, €], e3({))-decomposition
P of V which is (€], e3(¢))-regular with respect to H with zero discqs-error. By Theorem
(.5 there are ijk € ([g]) and sets A; CV;NA, Bj1,Bjo CV,;NDB, and Ci1,Cro C Vi N C,
each of size at least €'/%(n/t), such that K3[A;, Bj1, C1] C E and K3[A;, Bjo, Cro] NE = 0.
Let A" = A;, B' = Bj; UBjy, C' = Cy1 UCyo, and V' = AU B"U C’. Then define
H" = (V',ENK3[A’, B',C")). By Proposition 319, for any 1 < v, 8,7 < £, (H", G2 V)

ijk
satisfies disce (€1, €5(€)). But we observe that for any 1 < a, 8,7 < ¢,
min{|E 0 K (Gl V)], KGR VD \ B}
> m1n{|E N Kg(G?}f”y) N KQ[AZ U Bj() U CkQH, |(K3(G?}’£7’y) N Kg[AZ U le U Ckl]) \ E|},
= min{\Kg(G%’f’“’) N KQ[AZ U BjO U Ck()”, ‘Kg(G%—f’ﬁ/) N K3[AZ U le U C]ﬂ”}

By Lemma B.I8 for each u € {0,1}, each of P3[A;, Bj.], Pf;[Ai, Clu) and }7]7k[Bju, Chu
have discy(€5(£),1/¢). Consequently, by Corollary B, for each u € {0, 1},

1 1
1+ )| Ail| BjullCrul = 7 (1 £ )|V |Val.

|K3(Gq75ﬁ) N KQ[AZ U Bj, U Cku” = ﬁ( = 3

ijk

Combining this with the above, we have that

ijk ijk

: (e% (o3 1
min{| B 1 Ky (G2 VL K(GEEV) \ EIY > 2 (1 4 )] 4| B!
> PR GV,
where the last inequality is by Corollary B.6l This shows that (H” ,Gf}’kﬁ V') satisfies
discy 3(€1, €2(£)), and has density in (€2,1 — €?). By our choice of €; and ey, this implies H”
has VC,-dimension at least k. By definition H” is an induced sub-3-graph of H(n), but it
is not difficult to show that VCy(H (n)) < 3. Thus we have arrived at a contradiction. [J

We can now give a very short proof of Theorem 2.46] which shows that a hereditary
3-graph property admits zero discs s-error if and only if it admits zero vdiscs-error.

Proof of Theorem Suppose first that H admits zero discy z-error. By Corollary
[5.6], there is some k such that H(k) ¢ Trip(H). Clearly this implies U(k) ¢ Trip(H), so by
Theorem 231 H is close to a WNIP property and vdiscs-homogeneous. By Proposition
244, H admits zero vdiscs-error.

Suppose on the other hand that H admits zero vdiscs-error. By Theorem 2.32, H admits
zero discy g-error. O

Combining Theorem [2.46] with Corollary yields Theorem 2.37] and combining The-
orem 2.46] with Example [5.4] yields Proposition 2351

5.4. A generalized strong stable regularity lemma. The last goal of this section is
to prove Proposition 2.43] which shows that a weakly stable hereditary 3-graph property
admits binary vdiscs-error and binary discy s-error. The proof will be partially based on
the proof of the following strong regularity for stable graphs.
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Theorem 5.7. For allk > 1, ¢ > 0 and f : N — (0,1] non-increasing, there is M =
M (e, f,d) such that the following holds.

Suppose G = (V| E) is a k-stable graph. Then there is m < M and a partition W =
WoU ... U W, such that |Wy| < e|]W|, and such that for each 1 < i,5 < m, (W;,W;)
satisfies disca(f(m)) and |W;| = |W;].

Note that the degree of quasirandomness in the pairs avoiding W, is allowed to depend
on the number of parts in the partition. Theorem (.7 is similar to the general strong
regularity lemma (see [21[5,35.48]), however the conclusions here are strictly stronger than
can be obtained in general. Indeed Theorem [5.7 implies the existence of a regular partition
with no irregular pairs, so H(n) could not have such a partition.

We will prove Theorem [5.7]in this subsection. This serves as a warm-up for the proof of
Proposition 2.43lin the next subsection, which is very similar. This will also leads naturally
to the proof of a result needed in Section [6] namely Theorem [5.15]

The proof of Theorem (.7 uses ideas from [36], where the regularity lemma for stable
graphs was first proved. We begin with some terminology from that paper. Given a graph
G = (V,E), asubset X C V, and a vertex v € V, we say that X is e-good with respect to
v if there is some u = u(v) € {0, 1} such that

IN@w)NX|
| X|

The set X is called e-good if it is e-good with respect to every v € V. In other words, X
is e-good if every vertex is connected to all but at most €| X| many elements of X, or is
non-connected to all but at most €| X| many elements of X. In [36], Malliaris and Shelah
showed that in a stable graph, any large set of vertices can by partitioned into e-good
subsets, all of which have about the same size.

ul <e.

Theorem 5.8 (Theorem 5.18 in [36]). For all k > 1 and € > 0, there exists K = K (e, k)
and N = N(k,¢€) such that the following holds. Suppose G = (V, E) is a k-stable graph and
W CV has size at least N. Then there is an equipartition of W into at most K subsets,
all of which are e-good.

Our strategy we will be to prove a strong version of Theorem 5.8, and then combine it
with the following symmetry lemma to obtain a strong regularity lemma.

Lemma 5.9 (Symmetry Lemma). For all 0 < € < 1/4 there is n such that the following
holds. Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph, |U|,|W|>mn, and U CU, W C W
satisfy |U'| > (1 — e)|U| and |W'| > (1 — €)|W|. Suppose that for all uw € U’,

max{|N(u) N W/, |=N(u) " W|} > (1 —€e)|W],
and for allw € W',

max{|N(w) NU|,|-N(w) N U|} = (1 —€)|U].
Then |E|/|U||W| € [0,2¢2) U (1 — 2¢1/2,1].
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Proof. For each o € {0, 1}, define

Upy={ueU:|N*(u)nW|>(1—p)|W|} and
Wo ={w e W IN*(w) NU[ = (1 - p)|Ul}.

It suffices to show there is o € {0, 1} such that |U,| > (1 — /€)|U], since then
[E%l = (1= e)|W[|Ua| = (1= €)(1 = VOIW([|U] = (1 = 2Ve)|U[|W].

Suppose towards a contradiction that max{|Up|, |U;|} < (1 —+/€)|U|. Note that for each
a€{0,1}, |[E*NKy[Uq, W]| > (1—¢)|W||U,|, so by standard arguments, there is W, C W
of size at least (1 — /€)|W| such that for all w € W, |[N*(w) N U,| > (1 —+/€)|Us|. Then
W" = Wy N W has size at least (1 — 21/€)|W|, and for all w € W”,

min{| N (w) N U|,|~N(w) N U]} > min{|N(w) N U], |~N(w) N Up|}

> min{(1 — v/¢)|Uo|, (1 — V¢)|U:|}
> e|U].

This implies that W” N W’ = (). However, this is not possible since |[W’| > (1 — ¢€)|W|,
(W”| > (1 —2/¢)|W|, and € < 1/4. O

The phenomenon described in Lemma[5.9/shows up in many places, for example in model
theory (see [43] Lemma 2.8]), and in graph theory (see [7, Lemma 27]). An immediate
corollary of Lemma is that between any two good sets in a graph, the density of edges
is always close to 0 or close to 1.

Corollary 5.10 (A pair of good sets is homogeneous). For all 0 < € < 1/4 there is
n > 1 such that the following holds. Suppose G = (V,E) is a graph and U/W C V
each have size at least n. If U and W are both e-good, then |E N Ky[U, W1|/|Ko[U, W]| €
[0,2¢/2) U (1 — 2€1/21].

One can now quickly sketch a proof of a stable regularity lemma as follows. Suppose
G = (V,E) is a large k-stable graph. By Theorem (5.8 there is an equipartition P of V'
into e-good sets. By Corollary (.10, every pair of parts from P has density in [0, 2¢*/2) U
(1 — 242, 1]. By Fact 320, every pair of parts from P satisfies disco(2€/2).

We will use a similar strategy to prove Theorem 5.7l The first step is to prove a strong
version of Theorem 5.8l We will work with an equivalent characterization of stability based
on the Shelah 2-rank (see [51]). To state this equivalence we need some more notation.

Given an integer d > 1, let 2¢ = {0,1}¢. In other words, 2% consists of sequences of Os
and 1s of length d. By convention, we let 2° = {<>}, where <> denotes the so-called
empty string. Then for d > 1, we set 2<? := | J/=/ 2. Given 0 <i < j, 0 € 2" and 7 € 2/,
we write o <7 to denote that o is a proper initial segment of 7, and ¢ < to denote that
either o <7 or ¢ = 7. By convention <><l ¢, for any ¢ € 2¢ and d > 0. We think of 2<¢
as a binary branching tree with root <>. Given o € 2' and ¢’ € 2/, o A ¢/ denotes the
element of 2777 obtained by adjoining ¢’ to the end of & (e.g. (01) A (001) = (01001)).
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Definition 5.11. Suppose G = (V| F) is a graph. Given d > 1, a d-tree in G is a tuple
(a5)yea<d(by)peoa With the property that for all o <7, bya, € E if and only if o A1 J 7.
The rank of G is

rk(G) := max ({0} U{d>1: thereis a d-tree in G})

Given a d-tree as in Definition E.IT] we refer to the elements {a, : n € 27} as the leaves
and the elements {b, : ¢ € 2<¢} as the nodes. There is a fundamental relationship between
tree-rank and the order property.

Theorem 5.12 (Shelah [51]).
(1) For all k > 1 there is a d = d(k) > 1 such that the following holds. Suppose
G = (V, E) is a graph with rank d, witnessed by (ay),e2i(bs ) e2<a. Then there are
ar,...,ar C {a, :n €2} and by, ... by € {by : ¢ € 2<%} such that a;b; € E if and
only if 1 < j.
(2) For all d > 1 there is a k = k(d) > 1 such that the following holds. Suppose
G = (V, E) is a graph with the k-order property, witnessed by (a;)icp)(bi)ici)- Then
there are {a, : n € 2%} C {a; : i € [k]} and {by : 0 € 2<%} C {b; : i € [k]} such that
for all o <n, a,b, € E if and only if o N1 1
Theorem tells us that a graph with sufficiently large rank will have the k-order
property, and on the other hand, a graph with a sufficiently long order property will have
rank at least d. We now define a notion of rank for subsets of vertices.

Definition 5.13. Suppose G = (V, E). The rank of aset A CV is
rk(A) := max({0} U {d > 1: there exists a d-tree in G with leaves in A}).

Note that the rank of A is 0 if there do not exist ag,a; € A and b~ € V such that
besa; € E and bovay ¢ E. Thus, rk(A) = 0 if and only if A is 0-good in G.

Observe that if A has rank d > 0, then for any b € V', one of N(b) N A or (=N(b)) N A
must have rank less than d. This observation will be crucial in our proofs. We will also
use the easy fact that if A" C A, then rk(A’) < rk(A).

In our first lemma, we show that in any bipartite graph G = (U U W, E') with tree rank
d, we can partition W into sets of rank less than d, and sets which are somewhat good.
Lemma 5.14. Suppose d > 1, ¢ > 0 and f : N — (0,1] is a non-increasing function
satisfying lim,,_,.. f(n) = 0.

Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph and tk(W) < d. Then there is an integer
t < [W|, a sequence (s1,...,s), and a partition W = U,y Uiy Wiy such that the
following hold, where for each 1 <i <t, Wi = ;¢ Wis-

(1) Foreach1<i<tandl<j<s;, rtk(W,;) <d, and

Wl = raw (U weu | Wl

1<i'<i j

(2) Foreach 1 <i<t, W\ (U,_, Wa) is f(i)-good.
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Proof. Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph in which rk(W) < d. We define an
integer ¢, and sequences (So, ..., St), Zo,---, 2, and Wy, ..., W, as follows.
Step 0: Set sy = 0, Zy = W and W, = 0.
Step a: Suppose a > 0 and we have chosen Zy,...,Z,_1,Wy,...,W,_1, and for all
0<a <a,sy and Wy y,..., Wy, so that the following hold.
e Forall 0 <o < a, Wy = U2, Waru, and Z = W\ (U5<a, Ws),
e Foreach 0 <o/ < aand 1 < u < sor, [Wara| = F(@) W\ Zor1 U (U2} War)|
e For each 0 < o/ < a and Z, if f(a')-good.
Substep (a,0): Let Zao = Zo1 =W\ (Ugeq Wp) and Woo = 0. If Zog =0, or Za is
0-good, set t = o — 1 and end the construction.
Substep (a, v + 1): Suppose v > 0, and we have defined Wy, ..., Wa, Zao,-- s Zaw SO
that for each 0 < ' <w, Z, , = Za—l\(UZ;o Waw), and for each 1 < o' < v, 1k(W,v) < d,
and |Wy .| = f(&)|Zaw—1]. Define

Ut ={u e U :min{|N(u) N Za,|, [=N(u) N 24} > f(@)| Zaol}-

If U =0, set sq = v, Wo = Uycpcy Wants Za = Zaw, and go to step a + 1.

If U+ # (), choose any u € U%,,, and let X € {|N(u) N Z20 =N (u) N Z2, |} be a set
rank less than d (such an X exists because rk(W) < d). Define W, ,4+1 to be any subset of
X of size f(a)|Z&|. Since rk(X) < d and W, 41 € X, we also have tk(W, »41) < d. Set
Zow+1 = Zay \ Waps1 and go to step (a, v + 2).

Since W is finite and lim,,_,,, f(n) = 0, there will be some o = t where this ends. O

We now prove a much stronger version of Lemma [5.14l This is the main technical lemma
behind Theorem [5.7], and plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem [2.49

Theorem 5.15. Suppose d > 0. For all € > 0 and non-increasing functions f : N — (0, 1]
with lim,, . f(n) =0, there is M > 1 such that the following hold.

Suppose m > 1, G = (UU W, E) is a bipartite graph, and W1 U ... U W, is a partition
of W so that tk(W;) < d for all i € [m].

Then there are m’ < M, and a set Q C [m]|, such that ||
u € [m]\ Q, there are s, < m’' and a partition

Wy =Wy oUWy, U...UW,q.,
such that [Wo| < €|W,|, and such that W, ; is f(m')-good for each 1 <1i < s,,.

Wy| < e|W/|, and for each

u€es)

Before we give the proof, we point out some important features of this theorem. First,
observe that the bound M does not depend on m, the number of parts in the partition we
start with. Further, a graph need not be stable to satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem
Indeed, when m is large, G could have large rank even though each W; has small rank. We
will use Theorem in such a scenario in Section

Proor or THEOREM [G.15} To ease notation, let I be the set of non-increasing functions
f N — (0, 1] satisfying lim,,_,, f(n) = 0. We proceed by induction on d > 0.
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Case d = 0: Suppose d = 0. Given e > 0, and f € I, set M = 1. Suppose G = (UUW, E)
is a bipartite graph and assume Wi, ..., W,, partition W such that rk(W;) < 0 for each
i € [m]. This means each W; is 0-good in G. Setting m' = 1 and W}, = W, for each
i € [m], we are done.

Case d > 0: Suppose now that d > 0 and assume by induction we have defined M (d’, f, €)
foral 0 < d <d,e>0,and f € I.

Fix e > 0 and f € I. Without loss of generality, assume ¢ < 1/4. We inductively define
a new function f’': N — (0, 1], and a sequence (M;, ¢;)ien, where each M; € N, and each
g; € 1.

Step 1: Define g, by setting ¢i(z) = e!'f(2¢7*z). Then let M; = M(d — 1, g1, €%) and
f1(1) = g1 (My)/2.

Step i 4 1: Suppose ¢ > 1, and assume that for all 1 < j <7, we have defined g;, M;,, and
f'(7). Set Pi=737"_ e f'(j)~" and define g;1 by setting g;1(2) = ' f(e (2 - (P +1))).
Then set Mi+l = M(d - 1, gi+1, 68) and f/(’l + 1) = f/(’l)(l + 2)_lgi+1(Mi+1)-

This finishes the definition of (M;, ¢;);en and of f’. It is straightforward to check that
by construction, and because f € I, we have that f' € I, and g; € I for all i > 1. Let
Sy = [e72] and choose M(d, e, f) > M(d — 1, f)e 8], M, P,

Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph and W = W, U ... UW,, is a partition so
that for each i € [m], rk(W;) < d. Let £ be the number of W; with tk(W;) = d. If £ =0,
then we are done by the inductive hypothesis.

Thus we may assume ¢ > 0. By relabeling if necessary, we may assume Wy, ..., W, have
rank d and Wy, 4, ..., W,, have rank less than d.

For each 1 < u < /¢, apply Lemma (.14 with parameters d, €2, and f’ to the set
W, to obtain an integer t(u) < |W,|, a sequence (s;(u))ict(u), and a partition W,
Uicirtu) Ujerssuy Vi (1) such that the following hold, where for each 1 <i < t(u),

i—1 j—1
U Vislw) and Zi;(u) = Wi\ (U Vir(w) U | Vi ()
Jj€[si(u)] i'=1 j'=1
(i) For each each i € [t(u)] and j € [s;(u)], |Vi;(u)| = f'(i)| Zi;(u)] and tk(V; ;(u)) < d,
(ii) For each i € [t(u)], Wiy \ (U;—, Vir(w)) is f'(i)-good.
Let t = max{t(u) : 1 <u < /{}. Given u € [{], if t(u) < i <, set V;(u) = 0. Then for each
1 <i <t, define Y; = Uizl Vi(u), and let 4; be minimal such that |Y;| < €8|W/|. Clearly
such an i, exists and is at most e 8. Then define

Qo ={ue [0 :|Vi,(u)] > '[Wal}.
Note by definition, €*|,cq, Wal < [Yi| < W], 50 [Uyeq, Wl < €[W].
Now fix u € [(]\ Q. Set J(u) ={j € [i1 — 1] : |V;(u)| < €*f'(iy — 1)|W,|}. Observe that
by definition,
U Vi(w)] < [J(u)e!f(in = DIW] < (i = De' /(i — DIW| < €[ W],

jeJ(u
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where the last inequality is because, by definition, f’(i1) < (i;)~". Set I(u) = [i; —1]\ J(u),
and for each i € I(u), define
Ti(u) = {j € [si(w)] : [Vig(w)| = € f'(0)|[Vi(w)]},
We then let ¢;(u) = |T;(u)|, and observe that ¢;(u) is at most e 2f’(i)~'. Now define
Vio(u) = U Vij(u).
je€lsi(w)\Ti(w)
We claim |V, o(u)| < 2€2| J(w)]. If Vig(u) = 0, this is obvious. If V;o(u) # 0, consider
jo = min([s;(u)] \ Ty(w). By (i), and since jo ¢ [5:(u)] \ Ti(w),
Vido(W)| = /(D) Zi o (w)] < € () |Vi(w)].

Consequently |Z;;,(u)| < €*|Vi(u)]. By construction, and minimality of jo, we have
Vio(w) C Vo (u) U Z; j(u). This shows |V o(u)| < 262|V2-(u)|. We now set

Vo(u) = Ul viwyu | Vielu
1€J(u) i€l(u)
By above,
Vo)l < Wl + e Wal + Y [Vio(u)] < 26" (W[ + ) 26 [Vi(u)| < 4€°| W, .
i€l (u) icl(u)
Recall that by (i), Z;,(u) = W, \ (U:}Zl\/,(u)) is f'(i1)-good. If Z; (u) < €*|W,]|, set

Vi =VoUZ;, and Viiq(u) = 0. If Z;, (u) < |[W,], set Vi = Vp and Viyy(u) = Z;,. In
either case, |Vj| < 5¢2|[W,]|, and we now have a partition

Wu:vol( Uvs+1 U U Vzg

i€l;(u) jeT;(u)
Set S(u) := 3 ;e ti(u). Since each t;(u) < (¢?f(i))~", we have

i1—1
S(u> Z _2f(> - 21 1-
1=1
Let Ri(u),..., Rgw)(u) be an enumeration of {V; ;(u) : 7 € I(u),j € Ti(u)}.

Now consider the partition P = {R;(u) : u € [{] \ Qo,i € [S(w)]} U {Wes1,..., Wy}
of the set W' := [Jy.p X. Note that each element in P has rank at most d — 1 in
G' = G[U U W']. By the induction hypothesis, applied to G’ = G[U U W'], there are
0 CPand m/ < M;, = M(t—1, g, ) such that the following hold.

| Uxeﬂl X| < ES‘W/‘a
e For each £+ 1 < u < m with W, ¢ €y, there is an integer ¢, < m’, and a partition
Wy =Wy oUWy U...UW,e,

so that |W,o| < €®|[W,,| and such that for each v € [¢,], Wi, is gi, (m')-good in G,
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e For each u € [(] \ Qp, and each ¢ € [S(u)] with R;(u) ¢ €2, there is an integer
b;(u) < m’ and a partition
R,(u) = Ri70(u) U Ri,l(u) J...uU Ri,bi(u)(u),
so that |R;o(u)| < €8|R;(u)| and such that for each v € [b;(u)], R, (u) is gi, (m')-
good in G'.
Note that since G is bipartite, and W/ C W any g;, (m')-good subset of W’ in G’ is also
gi,(m')-good in G. Let Qy ={u €[] : W, N (UX691 X)| > €*|W,|}. Observe that

Y <t X <eEw,
u€o Xe
weay, Wul < W] < €'[W|. Now define
Q={uell]ueQuUtU{uell+1m]: W, e}
Observe that |[Jyeq X| < €!'|W|+ €|W’'| < e|W|. For each u € [(] \ Q, define
Wao=Vi@)U | Riu(u).
Riyv(u)EQl
Further, if Vii1(u) = 0, define ¢, := [{Ri,(u) : i € [S(u)],v € |
Wayi, ..., Wue, be an enumeration of {R; ,(u) : i € [S(u)], v e [bi(u
hand, if V,,1(u) # (), define
eu = 1+ [{Bay(w) i € [S(u)),v € [bi(u)]}\ 1},
and let W, 1,..., W, enumerate {Vii1(u)} U ({Rin(u) : i € [S(u)],v € [bi(u)]} \ Q).
Since u ¢ o,
Waol V51 +1 U Rio(w)] < 5EW] + € [W| < 662, ].
Rm(u)eﬂl

Further, by construction, for all u € [¢]\2, and all 1 < v < ¢,, W,,, is max{ f'(i1), g;, (m') }-
good, and

and consequently, | Y

bi(w)]} \ 1}, and let
)]} \ 2¢. On the other

Cy < S(u)m' +1< Pil_lm' +1< m'(Pil_l + 1) < Mil(Pil—l + ].)
We have now constructed, for all u € [m] \ €2, a partition
Wy =Wy oUWy U...UW,..,

where |W,o| < 6€2|W,| < €|W,|, and where for all 1 < v < ¢,, W,,, is pu*-good, where
w* = max{g; (m'), f'(i1)}. Further, for each u € [m]\ Q, ¢, < M;,(P;,-1 +1) < M. Since
by construction, p* < f(M;,(P;,_1 + 1)), this finishes the proof. O

We can now give an easy proof of Theorem .71

PrROOF OF THEOREM B. 7t Fix £ > 1, ¢ > 0 and f : N — (0, 1] non-increasing with
lim, o f(n) = 0. Let d = d(k) be as in part (2) of Theorem (.12 and define a function
¥ N — (0,1] by setting ¢(z) = € f(e *x)?/6x. Let M = M(d,1,€*) be as in Theorem
b.I5
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Suppose G = (V, E) is a k-stable graph on at least N vertices. Consider Bip(G) =
(UUW, E"). Note rk(W) < d in Bip(G), by Theorem (.12l By Theorem [5.15], there some
m < M and a partition W = WyU...UW,, such that |IWy| < 2|7¥| and such that for each
1 <i <m, W;is ¢¥(m)-good in Bip(G). By definition of Bip(G), this yields a partition
V =VyU...UV, so that [Vy| < €}|V| and for each i € [m], V; is ¥(m)-good in G. Let
Q={ie[m]:|Vi| <e|V|/m}, and let Vj = Vo UJ,.q Vi. Note

Vol < VI +1Q]e*|V]/m < 2¢*|V].

Set K = [e*|V|/m]. For each i € [m] \ €, choose a partition V; = V; o UV;; U...UV,,, so
that for each 1 <wv <1y, |V,| = K and |V; | < K. Now let Ry = Vj U Uie[m}\Q Vio, and let
Ri,..., R, be an enumeration of {V;; :i € [m]\ Q,j € [r;]}. Then m’ < e *m, and

|Ro| <23V |+mK < E|V|+ V| < €V].
For each 1 < i < m/, R; is contained in some V,, which is 1(m)-good, so for all a € V,
there is some ¢ = d(a) so that |[N°(a) N V| < ¢(m)|V,,|. Then

VU'U — /
IN@) 0 R < ) Vil = PV ) < ) < g1 2,

where the second inequality is by definition of K, and since |V,,| < |V], and the last
inequality is by definition of ¢ and because m’ < e *m. Thus for each 1 < i < m/, R; is
f(m/)?/2-good.

By Corollary B.10] for each 1 < ¢,j < m’, the pair (R;, R;) has density in [0, f(m')) U
(1 — f(m'),1]. By Proposition B.20, (R;, R;) satisfies disco(f(m')). O

5.5. Weakly stable properties admit binary error. In thissubsection we prove Propo-
sition 2.43] which shows that a weakly stable hereditary 3-graph property admits binary
vdiscg-error and discy s-error.

Recall that if H = (V, E) is a 3-graph and a € V, then H, is the graph (V, N(a)), where
N(a) = {bc € (}) : abc € E}. Recall further that H is weakly k-stable if and only if H, is
k-stable for all a € V. Given a weakly stable H = (V| E), our strategy will be to find strong
decompositions of H, for all a € V', yielding a partition of V' x V with special properties.
We will then apply the multicolored regularity lemma to the partition of V' x V.

The main technical lemma is Lemma below. Its proof is closely based on the proof
of Theorem of the prior subsection. We will use the following notation in the proof.
Given aset V,a €V, and a CV x V, we will let a(a) :={b €V : (a,b) € a}. Given a
3-graph H = (V,E),a €V, and C, B CV, we let H’?[C, B] be the graph with vertex set
{uc: ¢ € C}UB and edge set {u.b: cb € E(H,)}. Note that if B C B, and B’ is e-good in
HYP[V, B], then B’ is also e-good in H,. Further, the rank of B’ in H’?[V, B] is the same
as the rank of B’ in H,.

Lemma 5.16. Suppose d > 0. For all e > 0, and non-increasing functions f : N — [0, 1]
with lim, o f(n) = 0, there is M > 1 such that the following hold. Suppose H = (V, E)
is a 3-graph, « CV XV, and o = oy U...Uaqy, is a partition such that for alla € V, and
all i € [m], tk(a;(a)) < d in H,.
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Then there exists 1 < s < M and Q C [m] so that |U,cq ol < €|V|?, and such that
for each w € [m] \ Q, there is s, < s, and a partition a, = o U a1 U ... Uays, with
lao| < €|aw|, and so that for alla € V and 1 <i < s,, a,(a) is f(s)-good in H,.

Proof. We proceed by induction on d > 0. To ease notation, let I be the set of non-
increasing functions f : N — [0, 1] with lim,_, f(n) = 0.

Case d = 0: Suppose d = 0. Given € > 0 and f € I, set M = 1. Suppose H = (V, E) is
a 3-graph, a CV x V., and a = ay U...U q,, is a partition such that for all @ € V' and
i € [m], rk(a;(a)) < 0in H,. This means that for all a € V, each of ay(a),...,an(a) are
0-good in H,. Setting s =1 and ;1 = o; for each 1 <7 < m, we are done.

Case d > 0: Suppose now that d > 0 and assume by induction we have defined M (d —
1, f,e) foralle >0 and f € [.

Fix ¢ > 0 and f € I. We inductively define a new function f’ € I, and a sequence
(M;, g;)ien, where each M; € N and each g; € I.

Step 1: Define g; by setting g1(z) = €8 f(2x + 1). Choose M; by applying the inductive
hypothesis to (d — 1, g1, €”), and set f'(1) = g(M;)/2.

Step i 4+ 1: Suppose we have defined g;, M;, and f'(j) for each 1 < j < i. Let P, =
Z;Zl(ef’(j))_l, and define g;,; by setting g;11 = g((P;+1)-x). Choose M, by applying
the inductive hypothesis to (d — 1, gi11,€%), and set f'(i + 1) = g(M; 1) (i + 2) 7L f'(3).

This finishes the definition of f" and our sequence (M;, g;)ien. Set

M =max{M; :i < 2 '}.

Now suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph, « CV x V, and o = o U... U v, i a partition
such that for all @ € V and i € [m], rk(a;(a)) < d in H,. If |a| < €|V|?, then we are done
by setting s = 1 and = [m]. So we may assume |a| > €|V ]2

For each 1 < /7 < m, let

Vi ={a € V: l-many elements in {a;(a),...,an(a)} have rank d in H,}.
For each u € [m], let
Vi={aeV :rk(a,(a)) =d} and o = a, N (V) x V).

For each u € [m] and a € V¥, Apply Lemma [5.14] with parameters d, €%, and f’ to the
set. oy, (a) in Hy[V, ay(a)] to obtain some t*(u) < |ay(a)|, a sequence (s§(u))icta(n), and
a partition ay(a) = U,ecpa) Ujepsey Vioj(w) such that the following hold, where for each
1< < 9(w), V) = Upepor Vi () and 22 (0) = au() \ (USZ, Ve () UL, VA ()

(i) For each each i € [t*(u)] and j € [s§(u)], |[V,%(uw)| = f'()| Z7;(u)], and rk(V;%(u)) <
din H,, '
(ii) For each i € [t"(u)], a(a) \ (Uy_, Vit(u)) is f'(i)-good in H,.
For each u € [m], let t(u) = max{t*(u) : a € V,}}. Then for each i < t(u), let

si(u) := max{sf(u):a €V, and i <t*(u)}.
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For each a € V', if t*(u) < i < t(u), set V*(u) = 0, and if ¢ < ¢%(u) but j > s¥(u), set
Vi%(u) = 0. For each i € [t(u)] and j € [s;(u)], we now define
Bij(u) :=={(a,b) € V?:a €V, and b € V% (u)}.

For each i € [t(u)], set B;(u) = Uje(s,uy Bij(w). Finally, we set ¢ = max{t(u) : u € [m]},
and given u € [m], if t(u) < i < t, define §;(u) = 0.

We can now define, for each i € [t], 8i = U,c(y Bi(u). Let i1 be minimal such that
18i,| < ¥|[V]2. Clearly such an i, exists and is at most ¢ ®. We now set

Qo = {u € [m] : 8 (u)] = €'|aul}.
Note that by definition, €*|J,cq, @l < 18] < €V]?, 50 [Uyeq, @l < €'|V[?. For each
€ [m] \ Q, set

J(u) ={j € [it — 1] « |B;(w)| < €' f'(ir — 1)lowl}.
By definition, |Uje ) Bi(w)| < [J(w)[e'f' (i = Daw| < (i1 = Det f/(in = D]ow] < €]au,
where the last inequality is because, by construction, f'(i; — 1) < (i;)"'. We then set
I(u) =[iy — 1]\ J(u), and for each i € I(u), let

Ti(u) = {j € [s:(w)] + B (w)] > € f(0)[Bi(w)]}-
Setting ¢;(u) = |T;(u)|, we have that ¢;(u) is at most € 2f’(i)~!. Now define

Bow) = |J B
j€lsi(W\Ti(w)

We claim |B;o(u)] < €[Bi(u)|. If [si(u)] \ Ti(u) = @, then this is obvious. Otherwise,
consider jo = min([s;(u)] \ T;(u)). Then for all a € V| either f;, o(u)(a) =0, or

|Bigo(w)(a)] = [V, (W)l = £ ()] 235 ().

Therefore if G j,(u) := {(a,) : b € Z; (u)}, then |85, (u)| = f'(D)|Gijo (w)] < € f(0)[Bi(u)l,
where the last inequality is since jo ¢ Tj(u). Consequently, | ;o(u)| < €*|8;(u)]. By
construction and the minimality of jy, for all @ € V and j € [s;(u)] \ T;(u),

Vig(u) © Vi, U 2,

This implies Bio(u) C Bijo(u) U iy, and thus |Bio(u)| < 2€%8i(u)]. We now define
Bo(u) = i, (u) U (Uiesw) Bi(1)) U Uiera Bio- Then by above,

[Bo()] < €au] + '] + Y Viol < 2¢'|au| + Y 26Bi(u)] < 3¢%]aul.

i€l(u) i€l(u)

Recall that by (ii), ¢, (u) := vy, \ (U, Bi(u)) has the property that for all a € V, ¢;, (u)(a)
is f'(i1)-good in H,. If |¢; (u)] < €|aul, set Bh(u) = Bo(u) U, (u) and Beyq(u) = 0. If
|Gy (w)] > €|, set By = Bo and Byi1(u) = ¢, (u). In either case, |Bf(u)] < 5e?|a,|, and

we now have a partition

042:5( U Boy1(u U U ﬁ”

i€l(u) jeT;(u)
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Set S(u) = Y iep( tiu). Since each t;(u) < (€(1)7", S(u) < 75 /(1) = Py,
Let y1(u), ..., vsw(u) be an enumeration of {8 ;(u) : i € I(u),j € T;(u)}.
For each u € [m], define
a, = a, N ((V\V]) x V),
and set o' = U, ¢ Uic(s(uy (). Then we have the following partition of o.

P={vu):uem]iec[S)|tu{al,....,a,}
By construction, for every a € V and v € P, v(a) has rank at most d — 1 in H,. By the
induction hypothesis, there are Q; C P and m’ < M;, = M(d — 1, g;,,€%) such that the
following hold.

o |Use, 2 S €V,
e For each u € [m] with o), ¢ €y, there is an integer ¢, < m/, and a partition

AN !
o, =, oUJa,; U. Ua

so that |a, o| < €®|ay,| and for each v € [cu], and a€V,da,,la)is g, (m')-good in
H,,
e For each u € [m] and i € [S(u)] with v;(u) ¢ €, there is an integer b;(u) < m’ and
a partition
Yi(w) = yi0(w) Uyia(w) U U ip, ) (w),
so that |vio(u)| < €¥|yi(u)|, and for each v € [b;j(u)] and a € V, v, ,(u)(a) is
gi, (m)-good in H,.
Let Q = {u € [m] : [ N (U, eq, V)| > €[]} Observe that
1Y al < UV
u€o yeQ
wea, @l < €'|V[? For each u € [m] \ Qy, define
0 (u) = ({yiw(u) s i € [S(u)],v € [bi(w)]} U{ey,; 1 j € [eu]}) N € and
Pu) = (i) s i € [S(u)],v € [bi(w)]} U{al; : j € cu}) \ .
Set 7,0 = By(w) UU,eq, @)V U Bori(u) =0, set dy := [P(u)], and let 7,1, ..., Tya, be an

enumeration of P(u). If Be1(u) # 0, set d, := 14 |P(u)|, and let 7, 1, ..., 7 q, enumerate
{Vir1(uw)} UP(u). Since u ¢ Qo,

|Tu0] < 52| + €| < 6€% |,
and for all 1 <v <d,, and a € V, 7, ,(a) is max{ f'(i1), g;; (m’) }-good in H,. Note
du < S(u)m/ +1 < Bl_lm/ +1 < m/(Pil_l + 1) < Mi1 (Pi1—1 —+ 1)

We have now constructed, for all u € [m] \ {22, a partition

Consequently, | >

Qy, = Ty,0 UTu71 U... UTu,dua

where |7,0] < 6€%|a,| < €|ay|, and for all 1 < v < d,, T, is p*-good, where p* =
max{g“( "), f'(i1)}. Since by above, d, < M;, (P,—1 + 1) < M, and by construction,
p* < f(M;,(P;,—1+ 1)), this finishes the proof. O
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We now use Lemma [5.16] to prove that any weakly k-stable property admits binary
vdiscs-error.

Corollary 5.17. If H is weakly k-stable then it admits binary vdiscs-error.

Proof. Fix k > 1, ¢ > 0, and ¢, > 1. Let d = d(k) as in part (1) of Theorem
Choose ¢ > 0 and e : N —> (0 1] as in Proposition 5] for € and k. Choose €] <
€y < €, €,k7! and define €),¢; : N — (0,1] so that for all z, €)(z) < €(r) < 62( ).
Then let f and g be as in Lemma | for €], €. Now deﬁne ¥ N — (0, 1] so that
¢( ) < 6/1/ (t0x2x+172s+17t x2x+172m+1> g(t x2x+172s+17t0x2x+172m+1> 12(m+1 LL’ fOl" all
x.

Apply Lemma (.16l to the function v, the rank bound d, and €] to obtain M. Then
choose T' > (€)™ 1t06_1M and N > T.

Suppose H = ([n], E) is a weakly k-stable 3-graph with n > N. Apply Lemma to
a=V xV tofind s < M and a partition V x V = agU...U q, so that |ag| < €/n? and
such that for all 1 <7 < sand a € V, a;(a) is ¥(s)-good in H,. Observe that by Lemma
5.9, we know that for all a € V and 1 <14, j < s, there is some § = §(, j,a) so that

(4) |Ba N Kafaa(a), ay(a)]] = (1 = 2¢/9(s))| Ka[ei(a), a;(a)].

Let P = {V4,...,V,, } be a minimal partition of V so that if a,a’ are in the same part of
P, then 6(i,7,a) = 6(i,5,a’) for all 1 <i,7 < s. Note t; < 257

We now adjust P to obtain an equipartition. Set t = (tot;€])~!, and K = |n/t]. For
each 1 < i <'ty, choose a partition V; = VU V;; U...UV,,. so that |V;o| < K and for
each 1 < j <, |Viy| = K. Define V5 = L, Vig and V' =V \ Vo. By construction, we
have

Vol < —n<e1

Choose an equipartition Vo = [J/L U * VY, and for each 1 <@ <ty and 1 < j <y, set
VZ’] =V;;UVy,;. Clearly |Vifj\VZ,J| § A% iy | We now define Q,ey = {V/ L€ [t1],7 € [ri]}
and ty := |Quert|. Note ta < t. Our next goal is to define a partition of K3[X, Y] for all
XY € (Qvert)

Given XY € (%), we know that XY has the form Vi ;Vi i for some i, i" € [t1], j € [ri],
and j' € [ry]. If 1 <@ <7 <t1,thenforeach1<]<r,,1<] <ryand 0 < u < s,
define

[‘/2/]7 ; ]

{ov' € Kol V], Vi ] 0" € au(v)}.

1,57
Similarly, if 1 < i =14 <ty then foreach 1 <j < j <r;and 0 <u < s, define
FJV! Vi ={w € K[V V] :v € a,(v)}.

4,70 Vi,j' 0,50 Va5’

Now set Qedge = {Fu[X> Y] : XY € (QU;M>,O S u S S}. Then Q = (Qverta Qedge) is a
(t2, s + 1)-decomposition of V. Given XY, Z € (Q“;”) and 0 < u,v,w < s, let

Wy = (XUYUZ F[X,YIUFE[X, ZJUF,[Y, Z]).
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We claim that for all XY Z € (Q“;”) and 1 < w,v,w < s, there is a §(X,Y, Z,u,v,w) €
{0, 1} so that

|EN KD (@Qus)] > (1 — ()Y K Q).

Fix XYZ € (Q’g"”). By construction, there 1 < iy,i9,i3 < o, j1 € [r3,], j2 € [ri,], and
J3 € [riy] such that X =V . Y =V] . and Z=V] ..

Suppose first i1 < ig,43. Then forall zy € F,[X,Y]., y € ay(2z) and for all zz € F,[X, Z],
2 € ay(z). By @ there is § = §(u, w,z) € {0,1} so that

[N () N Ks[on (), ()] = (1= 2/9(s)) (@) | ()]

Let G = (X UY U Z {ayz € K3[X,Y, Z] : a2y € F,[X,Y],zz € F,[X,Z]}). Then
IS N KP( “vz)| is at least the following.

K2 (@Q%59) = D 2v/0()|aw(@)llaw(@)] = |K5 QI - 2/8(s)P?)

rxeX
> |E2 Qv o)(1— (w(s)4),

where the first inequality is since |, (7)||aw(2)] < t3|Y]|Z], and the second inequality is
by the definition of ¢t and our choice of .

A symmetric argument works if i5 < 77,73 or i3 < 77, 13. SUPPOSe NOW 11 = 15 < i3. Since
X and Y are distinct, we may assume after relabeling that j; < jo. Then we have that for
all zy € F,[X,Y], y € au() and for all zz € F,,[X, Z], z € a,(x). We now finish this case
as above, with 0 = §(u, w, z). A symmetric argument works if i1 = i3 < iy or iy = i3 < iy.
So we are now left with the case where i; = i = i3. Since X,Y, Z are pairwise distinct,
we must have the j1, J2, j3 are pairwise distinct. By relabeling if necessary, we may assume
J1 < J2,J3. Then we know that for all xy € F,[X, Y], y € a,(x) and for all zz € F,[X, Z],
2 € ay(x). We can thus finish this case as above with § = 0(u, w, z).

We now apply Lemma to @ and P, where P is the trivial decomposition of V
consisting of Py = {V} and Pegge = {K2[V,V]}. Then we obtain ¢ < f(1,1,t5,s + 1)
and t' < g(1,1,t3,s + 1), and an (¢, ', €1, , €,(¢'))-decomposition R of V' in which every
element of R4 satisfies disco(e,(¢')) and which is an (€}, €,(¢'))-approximate refinement
of both Q and P. Let ¥; be as in the definition of R being an (€}, €,(¢'))-approximate
refinement of Q. Then for all XY € (R”;”) \ X1, there is ¢(R%y) € Qeage be so that
|IR%y \ f(R%y )| < €|R%y |, and so that RSy \ ¢(R%y ) has disca(€,(£)). Now define

Rver !
= {XY e ( ) t) Fo[X, Y] > VXY

Since |ag| < €/n? and R, is an equipartition of V', we know that |3s| < +/€/(¢')%. We
now set > = >; U . Note

S < (1) + VW) <
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Now suppose we have XY Z € R, satisfies XY, YZ XZ ¢ ¥. We claim that XY Z is
¢1-homogeneous with respect to H. Define

QXY)={aell: ¢(R%y) C F,[X',Y'] for some u # 0 and X'Y' € <Q;m) }.
Since XY ¢ Y,, we can deduce that |Q(XY)| > (1 — (¢/)Y/*)¢'. We can then define
Q(XZ),Q(YZ) the same way and deduce that |[Q(Y Z)|, |UXZ)| > (1 — (€])'/*)¢'. Now
fix some a € Q(XY), 5 € UXZ),y € QY Z). Let X', Y, 7' € Query and 1 < w,v,w < s
be such that ¢(RYY)) = Q%Y. By above, there is some 6 = §(X',Y", Z',u, v, w) so that

|E° 0 K2 (QUi, 0] > (1= (0(s) YY) K (Quhb,)].

Let A = Ry \ ¢(R%y), B = R%,\¢(R%,) and C = R}, \ ¢(R),). Then each of A, B, C
satisfy disca(€)(¢')) and

Al < ()R, [B] < (€)Y |By 4], and |C] < ()| Ry 4.
Let G4 = (XUY UZ,AUR},URY,), Gg = (XUY UZ R% UBURL,), and
Ge=(XUYUZ RSy URY,UC). Then |E°N Kéz)(Rg‘(’g’%ﬂ is at least the following.

K (RGP \ K (Qb 0| — ((s) /) K (Qeb )

— K (RS — |KS2(Ga)| — | KS(Gp)| — |KP(Go)| — [(0(s) VK Q5]
o , t/ 2

> K ()10 - 37— D)7

> [KP (REE)|(1 — (e)V),

where the second inequality uses Corollary 3.6 and the last uses the definition of ¢. Thus,
we have that for every o € QXY), 8 € QX Z),y € QY Z), RYY7 is €, -homogeneous with
respect to H. Combining this with Proposition 1] the size bounds on Q(XY'), Q(Y 2),
Q(XZ) and since €] < ¢, we find that XY Z is in fact ¢;-homogeneous with respect to
H. Consequently, XY Z satisfies vdiscs(e;) with respect to H by Proposition B2Il Since
1] < €1t?, this shows P is vdiscs(€; )-homogeneous with respect to H with binary error, as
desired. 0J

Proposition 2.43] follows immediately from this and Proposition 219l

6. THE FUNCTIONAL ORDER PROPERTY AND LINEAR discy 3-ERROR

In this section we prove Theorem [2.50, which says that a hereditary 3-graph property
admits linear disc, s-error if and only if it is NFOP,. We will begin in Section by giving
equivalent conditions for when a hereditary 3-graph property has FOP, or IP;. This
equivalent formulation will use certain auxiliary edge-colored graphs associated to regular
decompositions of 3-graphs. In particular, we will show a correspondence between when
a hereditary 3-graph property has 1P, or FOP, with the existence of IP or OP in these
auxiliary edge colored graphs, respectively. In Section [6.2], we prove Theorem [6.13] which
is a strong removal lemma for graphs containing few d-trees. In Section [6.3, we then prove
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our main result of the section, which says that a hereditary 3-graph property admits linear
discq g-error if and only if it is NFOPy. This proof will leverage the recharacterization from
Section [6.1, Theorem [5.15] of the previous section, and the removal lemma, Theorem [6.13]

6.1. Encodings and recharacterizations of FOP,. In this subsection we will give addi-
tional characterizations of when a hereditary property is NFOP,. These recharacterizations
will be used later in our proof of Theorem Along the way, we will include some related
results which demonstrate that a strong analogy FOP, plays an analogous role compared
to stability, as VCa-dimension plays compared to VC-dimension.

The main recharacterization will be presented in terms of auxiliary graphs defined from
regular triads in decompositions of 3-graphs.

Definition 6.1. Suppose €¢; > 0, €2 : N — N, £t > 1, V is a set, and P is a (t,, €1, €3)-
decomposition for V' consisting of {V; : i € [t]} and {F : ij € ([;]),a < (}. Define

iyt ik 17~ i

Peonr = {PEPE ijk € (%}),a,ﬁ < 0, and P2, P’ satisfy discs(ex(€),1/0)} and

vage = 105 1ij € <[;]),a < {, and P satisfies discy(ea(€),1/0)}.

In the above, cnr stands for “corner.” The motivation for this definition is that given an
element P € Pegge and an element P, P, € Peyr, if {v, w} = {i, j}, the pair (Pg, PJ, Py,)

uvT uw 1) ) uv- uw
corresponds to a triad from P, in which case there is a natural way to define a reduced edge,
or a reduced non-edge, between P and Py Py, . We will now define a bipartite edge colored

graph associated to a regular decomposition of a 3-graph, where a bipartite edge-colored
graph is a tuple of the form (AU B, Ey, ..., E;) such that K3[A, B] = B, U...UE,.

Definition 6.2. Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph, and P is a (t, £, €1, €3)-decomposition for
V. Given G2 € Triads(P), let HEY" = H|GSP and a2 = |ENESD (GY0)| /1K (G,

Then deﬁnews v v v

E; = {P3(PP}) € Ko[Plyge, Penr] : (HPY, G327) has discas(er, e(()) and dgi? > 1/2},

E, = {PZ‘;‘(PJﬁkPZP,YC) € Ka[Pluge> Penr) : (HZ‘-’SB"Y,G%’SB”) has disca 3(€1, €2(¢)) and d?j’f’“’ < 1/2}, and
Ey = Ko[Plyge, Penr] \ (E1 U Eq),

Note that Eg, E;, Es each depend on P and H, but we suppress these in the notation as
they should be clear from context. Note Definition associates to a decomposition P of
a 3-graph H, an auxiliary edge-colored bipartite graph, (P;dge U Penr, E1, Eg, Eo). When
the decomposition P is discy 3-homogeneous, elements in E; will correspond to triads of
density near 1, and elements in Ejy will correspond to triads of density near 0. In that
case, Definition becomes an especially useful reflection of the structure in the original
3-graph. This will be one of the main ideas behind our proofs in Section [6.31 We will also

consider special copies of certain bipartite graphs made using E; and E,.

Definition 6.3. Suppose R = (AU B, ER) is a bipartite graph, H = (V, E) is a 3-graph,
and P is a (t, £, €1, €2)-decomposition of V. An (A, B)-encoding of R in (H,P) consists of
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a pair of functions (g, f) where g : A — P, and f: B —
hold for some jokq € ([;}).
(1) Im(f) S{Pgy, : @ € [(]}, and Im(g) C {P] Py, :i € [t], 8,7 € [(]}, and

ijo~ ik
(2) For all a € A and b € B, if ab € Eg, then g(g)f(b) € Eq, and if ab ¢ Eg, then
g(a)f(b) € Eq.
We say (Vjy, Vios Uf:u Vi,) is the partition corresponding to (g, f).

vdge are such that the following

Note that there is an inherent asymmetry in Definition [6.3] since A is mapped into P,
while B is mapped into P,,.. We will be interested in the cases where R = H(k) and
R = U(k), so it will be convenient to set notation for the labeling of their parts. Given
k> 1, weset Ulk) = (Ax U Cp([k]),E), where Ay = {a; : i € [k]}, Cp(r)) = {cs : S C [k]},
and E = {a;cs : i € S}. Similarly, we set H (k) = (A U By, E) where Ay, = {a; : i € [k]},
By = {b; : i € [k]}, and E = {a;b; : ¢ < j}. To ease notation, an encoding of H(k) will
always mean an (A, By)-encoding of H(k), and an encoding of U(k) will always mean an
(Ar, Cp(iy)-encoding of U(k).

We now make a definition for when a hereditary 3-graph property has many encodings
of a given bipartite graph R.

Definition 6.4. Suppose R = (AUB, E) is a bipartite graph and H is a hereditary 3-graph
property. We say that R is (A, B)-encoded in H if for all ¢ > 0 and € : N — (0, 1], there
are T, L such that for all N, the following holds.

There exist a 3-graph H = (V, E) with |V| > n,some ¢t < T, ¢ < L, and a (t,¢, €1, €3({))-
decomposition P of V', such that there exists an (A, B)-encoding of R in (H,P).

We will simply say that H(k) is encoded in H if it is (A, Bx)-encoded in ‘H, and U(k)
is encoded in H if it is (Ay, Cp()))-encoded in H. We now draw a connection between
encodings of H(k) and U(k), and k-FOP, and k-IP,, respectively. Analogues of these
results also appear in the algebraic setting in [60].

Theorem 6.5. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property.

(1) If H(k) is encoded in H, then H has k-FOPs.
(2) If U(k) is encoded H, then H has k-IPs.

The proof of Theorem will rely on two facts, Propositions and

Proposition 6.6. For all k > 1, there exist ¢, > 0 and €3 : N — (0, 1] such that for all
t,0 > 1, there is N such that the following hold. Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph with
V| > N, and P is a (t, 4, €1, €2(£))-decomposition of V. If there exists an encoding of U (k)
in (H,P), then H has k-IP,.

Proof. Fix k > 1. Choose 03 as in Theorem E for m = 2k 4+ 2+, € = 1/2, and d3 = 1/2.
Set €; = 42, and let e5(z) be the function sending x to do(z~!) from Theorem HEI] applied
with d3,m, &, ds. Given ¢, > 1, and choose N > t,0,¢; ", ex(¢) 7"

Suppose H = (V, E) with |V| =n > N, and P is a (t, ¢, €1, €2(¢))-decomposition of V.
Say Puert = {Vi 11 € [t]} and Pegge = {P5 1 ij € @),a < 0}, Assume there exists an
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encoding of U(k) in (H,P). Then there are 1 < jy # ko < t, some {ag € [(] : S C [k]},
{i, € [t] - w € [K]}, and {(Bu,Vu) € [(]* : v € [k]} such that for each u € [k] and S C [k],
each of P | Pfi Sor Pin Satisfy disca(e2(€),1/¢) and if u € S then (H;, ioi‘g“, Gisjoﬁk"ow) has
discy 3(€1, €2(¢)) and density at least 1/2 and if w € S, and density less than 1/2 if u ¢ S.

Given X C [k]? and i € [k], let Nx(i) = {j € [k] : (i,j) € S}. For each u € [k], set
A, =V, and B, =Vj,. Then for each X C [k], let Cx = V},. Given X C [k]* and u € [],
define Poy p, = Py X" and Pega, = Py . For (u,v) € [k]?, define Pa,p, = Pl

Given (u,v) € [k]? and X C [k]?, set Guox := (A,UB,UCx, Pa,cy, UPp,cy UPa,p,) (in
other words, Gupx = GOCNX(")’BU’%). Then define H,,x = (A, UB,UCx,EN K§2)(wa)).

ivjok
By assumption, (Hqu,G(L;)X) has disco 3(€1, €2(¢)) and density at least 1/2 if v € Nx(u)
(i.e. if (u,v) € X) and less than 1/2 if v ¢ Nx(u) (i.e. (u,v) ¢ X). By Theorem E.T], there
are at least (1/6)(@(1/2)(?) (n/t)™ > 0 many tuples (ay)uefk](by)vem (Cx)xcr2 such that
ayby,cx € E if and only if (u,v) € X. This finishes the proof. O

Note that in Proposition [6.6] we did not just show that H has k-IP,, but rather the
stronger statement that Trip(H) contains many copies of V (k). We now prove the analo-
gous result for FOPy, where U(k) is replaced by H(k) and IP is replaced by FOPy. We
will give a more detailed conclusion than we did in Proposition [6.6] as we will need these
details later on in the section.

Proposition 6.7. For all k > 1, there exist ¢, > 0 and e : N — (0, 1] such that for all
t,0 > 1, there is N such that the following hold. Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph with
V| > N, and P is a (t, 4, €1, €a(¢))-decomposition of V. Suppose (g, f) is an encoding of
H(k) in (H,P), with corresponding partition (Vj,, Vi, Uf:w Vi) Then the following hold.

(1) There exist (Cuw)welr] € 15, Vi, {af - u € [k]} €V, and {b, : v € [k]} C Vi,
such that alb,c, € E if and only if w < f(u,v).

(2) There exist (cuw)wep € [1hey Vi, {af - u € [K]} C Vi, and {b, : v € [k]} C V},
such that albyc, € E if and only if w < f(u,v).

Proof. Fix k > 1. Choose 03 as in Theorem I for m = 2k + k¥°, € = 1/2, and ds = 1/2.
Set €; = d2. Let s(z) be the function sending z to dy(z~") from Theorem 1] applied with
83, m, &, ds. For all z, define e;(z) < s(x). Given t,¢, choose N > t,0,e; ", ex()71.
Suppose H = (V, E) with |V| =n > N, and P is a (t, ¢, €1, €2(¢))-decomposition of V.
Say P consists of Pye,e = {V; 14 € [t]} and Pegge = {Ff] : ij € ([;}),oz < (}. Assume there
exists an encoding of H (k) in (H,P). Then there are 1 < jg # ko < t, some {(ay, Bu, Tu) €
[{]* - w <k}, and 4y, ..., 4 <t such that for each u € [k], each of P | Pi’,‘m, P, satisfy

discy(ex(£),1/0) and if u < v then (H3% % G ) has discys(ey, €2(£)) and density at

Jokotu Jokotu
least 1/2 and if u > v then (H%”,;Oaizﬁ “ G}g,ﬁ;‘f *) has disce 3(€1, €2(¢)) and density less than
1/2.

Let I be the set of functions f : [k]> — [k]. For each u € [k], set C,, = V;,, B, = Vj,, and
for each f € I, set Af =V;,. Then for each u,v,w € [k] and f € I, define QA{ij = Pfv

Jotw?



68

Qp,c, = P,i‘fiw and Qs = P]Z’;;;”) For each u,v,w € [k] and f € I, let

G{jvw = (A{j U Bv U Cw’ QBva U QA{ij U QA{;BU) and
HS, = (A UB,UC,, ENKP(GL)).

uvw

We know that for each w,v,w € [k] and f € I, (HI,,, G, ) satisfies disco 3(€1, €2(£)),

uvw?’ uvw

with density at least 1/2 if w < f(u,v) and less than 1/2 if w > f(u,v). By Theorem (4.1
there are at least (1/5)(?)(1/2)(?)(7@#)’” > 0 many tuples (af)uep),rer(bv)vep) (Cw)wen) €
[uepw rer Al TTF_, By x TI%_, Cy such that afb,c,, € E if and only if w < f(u,v). Note
that for each such tuple, ¢, € V;, for each w € [k], {af : w € [k],f € I} C V},, and
{b, : v € [k]} C Vi,. Thus (1) holds.

To prove (2), we proceed in the same way, but make the following small adjustments in
the third paragraph. For each v € [k], set B, = V},, and for each u € [k] and f € I, set
Al =V,,. As before, define C,, = V;, for each w € [k]. Then for each u,v,w € [k] and
[ €1, define Q 5, = Pav s Qp,c, = Pf)’:”iw and Qysp = PJZ’;;;”) One then finishes the
proof in the same way to obtain (2). O

Note that in Proposition [6.7, we in fact found many copies of F/(k) in Trip(H). We are
now able to prove Theorem

PROOF OF THEOREM [6.5 Suppose that H encodes U(k). Let ¢ > 0 and € : N — (0, 1]
be as in Proposition Let T'=T(e1,€3) and L = (€1, €3) be as in the definition of U (k)
being encoded in H. Let N = N(T, L) be as in Proposition[6.6l Since U (k) is encoded in H
there is H = (V, E) € H with |V| > N, some t <T, ¢ < L, a (t,, €1, €2(¢))-decomposition
P of V, and an encoding of U(k) in (H,P). By Proposition [6.6] H has k-IPs, so H has
k-1P5.

Suppose now that H encodes H (k). Let ¢, > 0 and e : N — (0, 1] be as in Proposition
67 Let T'= T'(e1,€2) and L = (€1, €2) be as in the definition of H (k) being encoded in
H. Let N = N(T,L) be as in Proposition 6.6l Since H(k) is encoded in H there are
H = (V,E) € H with |V| > N, some t < T, ¢ < L, a (t,{, €, e ({))-decomposition P
of V, and an encoding of H (k) in (H,P). By Proposition [6.7, H has k-FOPs,, so H has
k-FOP,. U

Theorem [6.5] showed that if H encodes H (k) (respectively U(k)) for all k , then H has
FOP; (respectively IP5). Our next goal is to show that the converse of these implications
is also true, i.e. if H has FOP, (respectively IPs), then it encodes H (k) (respectively U(k))
for all k.

We will first prove this for FOP,. This will require Lemma below, which shows we
can construct certain 3-graphs from F'(n), when n is large.

Lemma 6.8. For all m,k > 1, there is N such that the following holds. Suppose n > N,
U= {u,..;um}, W= A{wy,...;wn} are sets U, P* is a partition of Ko[U, W], and
H=(AUBUC,E) is a clean copy of F'(n).
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Then there exist disjoint sets Zy, ..., Z, C C, each of size m, along with {ay,...,ay,} C
A and {by,..., by} C B such that the following hold, where Q* = {a;b; : u;w; € P*}. For
all c € Zg and ab € Q%, abc € E if and only if 8 < a.

Proof. Fixm,k > 1. Choose N > m, k. Suppose U = {uy,...,u,}and W = {wy, ..., w,}
are sets of size m and |, P is a partition of K,[U, W].

Assume n > N and H = (AU BUC, E) is a clean copy of F(n). We may assume that
A={al ien).f: 02— [n]}, B={b:iecn]}, and C = {¢; : i € [n]} are such that
albjc, € E if and only if s < f(i, ).

Define a function g : [n]?> — [n], as follows. For each (s,t) € [m]?, set let g(s,t) = ma,
where « is such that usw; € PSy,. For all (s,t) € [n)*\ [m]?, define g(s,t) = 1. Let
X ={af,...;a¢} and Y = {by,...,by}. For each 1 < i < k, define Z, = {¢; : j €
((a = 1)m,am]}. For each o < k, let Q* = {alb; : wyw; € PS,}. Now consider some
1 <i,j,s < m, and afbjc; € K3[X,Y,Z; U...U Z]. By construction there are some
a, B € [k] so that ¢; € Zg and alb; € Q. By assumption on H, alb;cs € E if and only if
s < g(i,7). By definition of g, g(i, j) = ma, and by definition of Zs, (8 — 1)m < s < fm.
Thus s < g(i,7) if and only if 5 < «, so ajbjc; € E if and only if § < a. O

Note that in Lemma [6.8] the partition of K,[U, W1 is completely arbitrary. This will be
used in the “(2) = (1)” direction of the following equivalence.

Proposition 6.9. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property. Then the following are
equivalent.

(1) H(k) is encoded in ‘H for all k > 1,

(2) H has k-FOPy for all k > 1.

Proof. That (1) implies (2) is immediate from Proposition [6.7 and Definition [6.4l We now
prove (2) implies (1). Suppose H has m-FOP; for all m. Fix k > 1. We show H(k) is
binary encoded in H. Fix €1,p > 0, ¢ : N — (0,1]. Let N,T, L > 1 be as in Theorem 28
for €, €, to = 2k + k**, and ¢, = 1. Let n > .ern N. Fixsets U W, Vi, ..., Vg, each of
size n, and any partitions Ky (U, W| = |, PJw such that P3y, satisfies disca(ea(L), 1/k).
Such a partition exists by Lemma -

Let M > n. Since H has FOP5, by Lemma [3.31] it contains a clean copy of F'(M), say
H = (XUuYUZ FE). By Lemmal[6.8 there are X' = {z,...,2,} C X, Y' ={y1,...,yn} C
Y, and Z1,...,Z;, C Z such that if Q%y = {z;y; : wiw; € P}, then the following holds:
for all z € Zz and x;y; € Q%y, zx;y; € £ if and only if § < a.

For each m € [k], choose partitions o[ X', Z) ] = J < @% 2, and Ko[Y', Z] ] = Uy @Y 2.,

so that for each o <k, Q% and QF, satisfy discy(e2(k), 1/k) (such partitions exist by
Lemma [3:24]). Define a decomposition Q of V' = X' UY' U Ule Z! by setting Quert =
(XY, Z1,..., Z,} and Qegge = {Q%y 1 @ < kJU{QY 5 Q%5 :m € [k],a < k}. By con-
struction, Q is a (24 k, k, €1, e2(k))-decomposition V'. Let H' = H[V']. Clearly there is an
encoding of H(k) in (H', Q), namely (f,g), where f : a; = Q'y and g : bj = Q7 Q% .
We have now shown (1) holds, as desired. O

We will now prove the analogous result for U(k) and IPs.



70

Proposition 6.10. Suppose H is a hereditary 3-graph property. Then the following are
equivalent.

(1) U(k) is binary encoded in H for all k > 1,

(2) H has k-1Py for all k > 1.

Proof. That (1) implies (2) follows immediately from Proposition and Definition
Conversely, assume H has m — [Py for all m > 1. Fix €; >, 5 : N — (0, 1], and set £ = 2*
and t = 2¥ + 2. Choose N as in Lemma for e = § = €5(¢) and ¢. Suppose n > N, and
B, C,and Ay, ..., A, are sets of size n. By Lemma [3.24] there exists a partition Ky[B, C] =
Uscp P35 so that each P35 has discy(ex(f),1/€). Let H = (V, E)) be the 3-partite 3-graph
with vertex set 4; U...UA,UBUC, and edge set gy Ujes Ugen, {abe : be € P5. 1.

By Fact B30, there is H' = (V/,E’) € H be a clean copy of H. We may assume
Vi=XU...UX,UY UZ where Y ={y, : b € B}, Z ={2.:ce C}, for each i € [{],
X; = {x, : a € A;}, such that z,yp2. € E’ if and only if abc € E. Use Lemma to
choose partitions K5[X;, Y] = J,<, @%,y and K3[X;, Z] = J,<, P%, so that each Q% y,
Q% satisfies disco(ez(€),1/¢). For each S C [k], let Q% , = {ypz. : bc € P3o}. Let Q be
the decomposition of V' with Qe = {X1,..., X, Y, Z} and

Qedge = {Q%.y 11 € [k,a < L3 U{Q%. ;1 € [k, a < 3U{QY, : S C [K]}.
By construction, Q is a (t,/, €1, €2(¢))-decomposition of V. Clearly U(k) is encoded in
(H',Q) via f : a; — Q% yQ%,, and g : cs — Q7 5. This shows U(k) is encoded in H, so
(1) holds. O

6.2. Removal in almost stable bipartite graphs. In this section, we prove a removal
type result, which roughly says the following. If a bipartite graph G = (UUW, E) contains
few d-trees with leaves in W, then it is close to a graph in which rk(WW) < d (see Section
5.4). We begin with a definition which will help us keep tabs on the locations of the leaves
and nodes of a d-tree.

Definition 6.11. Suppose d > 1, G = (V, E) is a bipartite graph, and A, B C V. An
(A, B,d)-tree in G is a d-tree in G with leaves in B and nodes in A.

We now define a notion of closeness tailored to the bipartite setting.

Definition 6.12. Suppose § > 0 and G = (UUW, E), G' = (UUW, E’) are bipartite graphs.
Then G and G’ are uniformly (U, W, d)-close if for all u € U, |Ng(u)ANg (u)] < 0|W].

Definition [6.12] is clearly stronger than the notion of d-closeness (recall G and G’ on the
same vertex set are d-close if |E(G)AE(G)| < §|V(G)[?). We will need this extra strength
in our proof of Theorem 2.491 We can now state our removal lemma.

Theorem 6.13. Foralld > 1 and 0 < € < 1/9, there is dy(€, d) such that for all 0 < 6 < d
there is p = p(€,d,d) > 0 and N = N(e,d, p) such that the following holds.

Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph with |U|,|W| > N and the number of
(U, W, d)-trees in G is at most p|U|*""'|W|*". Then there is Uy C U and Wy C W such
that |Uy| < 0|U|, [Wo| < €|W|, and a bipartite graph G' = (U \ Up) U (W \ Wy), E') and so
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that GIU \ Uy, W\ Wy] is uniformly (U \ Uy, W\ Wy, d)-close to G', and so that G’ contains
no (U \ Uy, W \ Wy, d)-trees.

In the proof of Theorem 249 we will apply Theorem to a graph G = (UUW, E)
containing few (U, W, d)-trees and where |WW| < |U|. This imbalance in the size of the
parts is another reason we require Theorem [6.13] and cannot use an off-the-shelf removal
lemma, such as Lemma [3.7]

We begin with a lemma which shows that if a bipartite graph G = (U U W, E) contains
few (U, W,d)-trees, then W can be almost partitioned into almost good sets. This can
be thought of as a version of Theorem with a weaker conclusion, but which has the
advantage of more general hypotheses. In particular, Lemma applies when there are
few (U, W, d)-trees (rather than none, as required in Theorem [5.15]).

Lemma 6.14. For all d > 1, there is C = C(d) > 0 such that for all 0 < € < 1/9, there
is po(€e,d) > 0, such that for all 0 < p < pg, there are M = M(e,d, i) and N = N(e,d, u)
such that the following holds.

Suppose G = (UUW, E) is a bipartite graph with |U|,|W| > N and such that the number
of (U, W, d)-trees in G is at most uC|U| W |[*'. Then there ism < M, U' C U of size
at most p|U|, and a partition Wy U Wy U ... UW,, such that |Wy| < e|W|, and such that
for each 1 <i <m, |W;| > |W|/M and W; is u-good with respect to allu e U\ U’.

Proof. We proceed by induction on d. Suppose first d = 1. In this case, set C' = 4. Given
0<e<1/4,set N=M=1and let uy =e.

Now assume 0 < pu < g, and G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph containing at most
pClU|[W|? many (U, W, 1)-trees. Note that for all u € U, if uw; € E and uwy ¢ E, then
(u, wo,wy) is a (U, W, 1)-tree. Thus, for all u € U, there are at |N(u) N W||=N(u) N W|
many (U, W, 1)-trees in G with a.~ = u. Consequently there must be a set U’ C U of size
at most u“/2|U|, such that for all u € U\ U’, |N(u) N W||=N(u) N W| < u®/2|W|? (since
otherwise, G would contain more than x¢|U||W|? many (U, W, 1)-trees). This means that
for all u € U \ U’, we must have that min{|N(u) N W|, |=N(u) N W|} < uC4|\W| = p|W|.
This shows that W itself is p-good with respect to all w € U \ U’. This finishes the case
d=1.

Suppose now d > 1, and assume that for all 1 < d' < d, we have defined C(d'), po(d’, €'),
N(d' e, pn), and M(d',€',pu), for all all 0 < ¢ < 1/4 and all 0 < pu < po(d,€). Se
C" = C(d — 1), and define C(d) = 8C" + 2% + 2. Fix 0 < ¢ < 1/4. Define uo(d €) =
" pio(e,d — 1) /4. Given 0 < pu < pg, let N' = N(d —1,€%, pu*) and M’ = M(d — 1, €5, ).
Finally, we define M = M(d,¢) := ¢ *M’" and N = N(d,¢) := ¢ 'ON'M".

Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph with |U|,|W| > N, and assume there are
at most pC|U[**~Y W [** many (U, W, d)-trees in G. We define an integer s and a sequence
Wo,...,Wsand Z,...,Z, as follows.

Step 0: Let Wy =0 and Z, = W.

Step i + 1: Suppose we have defined Wy, ..., W;, Zy, ..., Z; so that for each 0 < i’ < i,

Zy =W\ (U'_y Wa), and for all 1 < i <, there are at most *"|U[>*™ =1 |W;y|2""" many



72
(U, Wy, d — 1)-trees in G, and |[Wy| > e2u|W/|. Let
Uipr = {u € U : min{|N(u) N Z|, |=N(u) N Z;|} > p|Zi|}.

If either | Z;| < €2|W| or |U;y1| < p|U|, define s =i and end the construction.

Otherwise, for each u € U4y set W;1(u) = N(u) N Z; and Wio(u) = =N(u) N Z;. By
definition of U;,; and by assumption on the size of Z;, we know that for all u € U;;4, both
Wi1(u) and W; o(u) have size at least p|Z;| > ue?|W|.

Let UL, be the set of u € Uy, for which there more than p* |U[** =W, (u)[*"" many
(U, W;1(u), d — 1)-trees and more than p4< |U 2" =YW, o(w)|*" many (U, W;o(u),d — 1)-
tree in G. We claim that U;41 \ U/, # 0. Indeed, suppose not. Then we construct many
copies of T'(d) as follows.

e Choose v € U/, and set uc~ = u. There are |U,,| = |Ui11| > p|U| choices.
e Choose (u})yea<i-1(w)) peai-1 a (U, Wi (u),d —1)-tree in G, and for each o € 2<%~
and p € 271, set uip, = u) and wyn, = w). By assumption, there more than

! d—1__ d—1 ’ d—1__ d—1
p U T WP > g U T (e )

ways to do this, where the inequality is because u € U; .
e Choose (u)yea<i—1 (WD) peai-1 a (U, Wig(u),d—1)-tree in G, and for each o € 2<%~
and p € 2971 set ugr, = u}, and won, = w). By assumption, there are more than

’ d—1_ d—1 ’ d—1_ d—1
P U T Wi ()P > U (e W)

ways to do this, where the inequality is because u € U, ;.

Every such construction produces a distinct tuple (uy)yea<a(w,),e0¢ Which is a (U, W, d)-
tree in GG. But this means the number of (U, W, d)-trees in G is at least the following,

’ d—1_ d—1 d+1 /1 od d_ d d_ d
(UDE U W )*)? = 7 U P WP > yCu Pt w i,

where the inequality uses that pu < po and the definition of C'. This is a contradiction, so
we must have that Uy \ U/, # 0.

Thus we may choose some u € U1 \ U/ ;. By definition of U/, , there is some W;;; €
{Wi1(u), Wio(u)} with the property that there are at most p*|U[>*" =1 /W;1|*"" many
(U, Wit1,d — 1)-trees in G. Set Z;11 =W\ (U;:ll W;). This ends step i + 1.

Clearly this construction will end in some s < e~ 27! steps (since otherwise | [ J;_, W;| >
|WW]). At the end, we will have a partition W = Wy U...U W, U Z,, where |Z,| < *|W|,
and where for each 1 < i < s, there are at most p |U)2™ ' |[W;|2"" many (U, W;,d — 1)-
trees in G and |W;| > pe?|W| > N’ = N(e?,d — 1,u*). For each i € [s], the inductive
hypothesis applied to G[UUW;] implies there is some s; < M’ = M(€*,d—1, u*), a partition
W, =W, oUW, U...UW,,, and U; C U such that |U;| < p|U|, [Wio| < €2|W;], and
such that for each j € [s;], W, ; is p*-good in G[U U W;] with respect to every u € U \ U;.
Clearly this implies each W;; is u*-good with respect to every uw € U \ U; in G as well.
Observe that each |W; ;| > pe?|W|/M' > |W|/M.
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Set Uy = U;_, Ui and Wy = Z; U J_, Wio. Since s < e 2u~t, |Up| < ple?p U] <
p?|U]. Further,

Wol < W[+ (W] < 263|W| < e|W].
i=1

Let W{,..., W,y enumerate {W;; :1 <i<s,1<j<s;}. Note

m = Zsi < sM' < e utM < M.
i=1
Thus we have a partition W = WoUW/[U...UW,,, where m' < M, |W;| < €[], and such
that for each 1 <wu < m/, W/ is p-good to every u € U \ Uy and satisfies |W/| > u|W|/M.
This finishes the proof. U

The last remaining ingredient is a bipartite counting lemma (for a proof, see Appendix
E of [60]).

Lemma 6.15. For all k > 1 and € > 0 there are n > 0 and N such that the following
hold. Suppose F' = (UUW, R) is a bipartite graph with |U|+|W| = k. Assume G = (V, E)
is a graph, and V = J,cp Vu U Upew Voo 8 a partition of V' into parts of size at least N.
Suppose that for each uw € R, |E N Ka[Vy, V]l = (1 = 0)|Vu||Vil, and for each uw ¢ R,
|E N KoV, Vull < n|Vul|Vwl. Then there are at least (1 — €) [ [cyow [Va| many tuples
(Vu)uev (Vw)wew € [luer Vau X [wew Vao such that v,v, € E if and only if uw € R.

PROOF OF THEOREM [6.13t Fix d > 1 and 0 < € < 1/9. Let n = n(29+2%—1,1/2) and
Ny = Ny(2¢442%—1,1/2) be from Lemma 615l Let C = C(d) and pug(e, d) be from Lemma
614 Set 6o = min{ug(e,d),n}. Given 0 < & < &y, let M = M(e,d,d), N1 = Ni(€,0,d) be
from Lemma Then define p = 3(6/M2M)% and let N = 2™~ max{N;, N>}

Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph with |U|,|W| > N such that the number
of (U, W, d)-trees in G is at most p|U[**~'|W|?". Since p < 6€, Lemma implies there
exist m < M, Uy C U of size at most §|U|, a partition Wy U W; U ... U W, such that
|[Wo| < €|W], and such that for each 1 < i < m, |W;| > |W|/M > Ny and W; is §-good
with respect to all u € U\ U.

For each 1 < i < m and u € U\ Uy, let £(u, W;) be such that |[N¢®W(y) N W;| >
(1 —0)|W;|. Partition U \ Uy into a minimal number of parts U; U...UU; so that if v and
v’ are in the same part, then {(u, W;) = £(v/,W;) for all j € [m]. Clearly ¢t < 2™. Then
define I = {i € [t] : |U;| < p|U|/2'}, and set Uj = Uy U U,¢,; U;. Clearly |Uj| < 20|U|. Let
Ui,..., U, be areindexing of {U; : i € [t] \ I}. For each i € [t], let £&(U;,W;) be such that
E(u, W;) = &(U;, W) for all u € UJ.

Set U= {Uj,...,U.} and W = {Wy,...,W,,}, and define the bipartite graph

R = (UUW, {UW; : (UL, W) = 1}).
Note that each |W;| > |W|/M > N/M > N, and each |U]| > 6|U|/2" > §N/2" > N,. We
claim there are no (U, W, d)-trees in R.

Suppose towards a contradiction there exists (U,)qyea<d(Wy)ae2t a (U, W, d)-tree in R.
Then for each o € 2<¢ and A € 2%, |E N Ky[U,, W,]|/K2|[U,, W3] € [0,6) U (1 —6,1]. By



74

Lemma [615, the number of (U, W, d)-trees (u,) € 2<% (w)) ezt € [ [ eoca Us X []ycoa Wi is
at least

1 1 _ _
5 L1 10| T 1Wal = S @U1/29* =1 (W I/M) > plU =W,

oe2<d Ag2d

a contradiction. Thus there exist no (U, W, d)-trees in R. Define

G = (U\U) U W\ Wy),UE") where E' = | ] K,[U;, W],

U;W;€E(R)

We claim that G’ contains no (U \ U}, W \ W[, d)-trees. Suppose towards a contradiction
there exists some (uy)seo<d(Wy)reze Which is a (U \ Ug, W \ W/, d)-tree in G'. By the
definition of G" and the fact that there are no there are no (U, W, d)-trees in R, we know
there must be some \; # Xy in 2¢ and a W; € W with wy,,wy, € W;. Since \; # Ay,
there is some 7 € 2<% such that 7 A0 < A\; and 7 A 1 < Ay, or vice versa. Without loss
of generality, assume 7 A0 < A; and 7 A1 <9 Ay, Thus there is u, € U \ U} so that
u,wy, € E and u,wy, ¢ E. But there is some U; € U with u, € U;. But by definition,

since wy,,wy, € W;, we have that u,w), and u,w,, are both in E‘g(UJ,"Wi), a contradiction.
This finishes our verification that G’ contains no (U \ U}, W \ W{, d)-trees.
It is easy to see that for all u € U \ U,

(N (W) ANG() N(WAW)| < D [(Nar(w) ANG(u)) W <Y~ 6|W;] < 6|W\Wg.

W;eW W;eW

Thus G[U \ Uj, W \ W] is uniformly (U \ U, W \ Wy, d)-close to G'. O

6.3. A property admits linear disces-error if and only if it is NFOP,. In this
subsection we prove our main result about NFOP; properties, which is that they are
exactly the properties admitting linear discy 3-error. The harder direction is Theorem [2.49]
which implies that an NFOP, property admits linear discg s-error. The proof will apply
Theorem along with a refinement of Theorem to auxiliary graph structures like
the ones defined in Section (see Definition [6.2)).

Before we start the proof of Theorem [2.49] we prove two additional lemmas. The first
is a refinement of Theorem which has additional equitability requirements.

Theorem 6.16. Suppose d > 0. For all € > 0 and non-increasing functions f : N — (0, 1]
with lim,, .« f(n) =0, there is M > 1 such that the following hold.
Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph, and W = Wy U ... UW,, is a partition
satisfying |[Wi| = ... = |Wyl|, and such that for each i € [m], G contains no (U, W;,d)-trees.
Then there are somem’ < M, n' < |W|, and a set Q2 C [m], such that ||J,.q Wau| < €]W],
and such that for all u € [m]\ Q, there is a partition

Wy =WaoUWarU. ..U W,

so that |Wyo| < €|W,l|, and so that for each 1 < i < m', Wy, is f(m')-good in G and
|Wz7u| =n'

u€ef)
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The difference between the above and Theorem [5.15] is that we begin with an equipar-
tition, and end up refining each W, into the same number of parts, all of which are of the
same size.

PROOF OF THEOREM [6. 16} Fix d > 0, € > 0, and a non-increasing function f : N —
(0,1] with lim,, o f(n) = 0. Define ¥(z) = €*f(e~*z)/x*. Let M; be as in Theorem
for d, €%, and ¢. Then define M = ¢2(M;)2.

Suppose G = (U U W, E) is a bipartite graph, and W = W; U...UW,, is a partition so
that |[Wy| = ... = |W,,]|, and so that G contains no (U, W;, d)-trees for each i € [m].

By Theorem 513, there is some m; < M; and a set 2 C [m], such that |{J,cq Wa| <
8|W| and so that for each u € [m] \ 2, there are s, < m; and a partition

Wy =WaoUWai U...UW,..,

so that |[W,o| < €|W,|, and so that for each 1 < i < s,, W,; is ¥(mq)-good. By
reindexing if necessary, we may assume that for each v € [m|\ Q, [Wy,1| > ... > |[Wy.|-
Set K = [¢2|W|/my], and let Q' = QU {u € [m]\ Q: [W,1] < K}.

For each u € [m] \ €, let p, be maximal so that |W, .| > K, and for each 1 < v < p,,
choose a partition

Ww = Wano UWana U .. U Waa s

with the property that |, 0| < K and for each 1 < w < sy, |Wypw| = K. Then set
Gu = Zve[pu] Suw, and fix an enumeration

{Waow 10 € [pu]sw € [Sup]} ={Xu1, -, Xug} so that [ X, 1| > ... > | Xyl
Then observe that

" " 2 EWalry | €W 2
W\ (UXM>| < Waol +1 | Wanl + K < W, |+ + < 4W,|.
v=1 v=py+1 iy iy
Note that for all u € [m] \ &, |(U™, Xuw)| = @K > (1 — 4€*)|W,| = (1 — 4€*)|W4].

Therefore, setting ¢ = min{q, : u € [m|}, we know |W;| > ¢K > (1 — 4¢%)|W,|. For each
u € [m] \ €, define

Yoo = Waou (U W) 0 (Uane) 0 (U ).
v=1

v=py+1
Then we note that
Tu — D)WL 2puet| W,
pIEW | Wl

2
| Xuo| < EW,| + (
mi my

[W| — qK3) < 56 |W,| + 4€*|W|

where the last inequality is because € < 1/4. For all u € [m] \ €', we now have a new
partition of W,, namely
Wy = XuoUXu1U...UXy,
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where | X, 0| < €|W,| and for each 1 < v < ¢, |X,,] = K. Further, note that since
gK < Wi, ¢ < e'my < M.

We now show that for all u € [m]\ Q" and ¢’ € [q], X,y is f(q)-good. Fix u € [m]\ Y and
1 < ¢’ < q. By construction, there is some v € [p,] and w € [s,,] so that X,y = Wi 4w,
where W, ., has size K, and is contained in W, ,, a set which is ¢ (m,)-good. Thus for all
u € U there is some & € {0, 1} so that |N°(u) N W,,,| < 1(mq)|W..,|. By definition of ¢
and K, we have that

my )| W _
N () A Wl < ) Woo] < Wl <m0
< H(@)Wapwl-
This shows X, » is f(¢)-good, which finishes the proof. OJ

Our second lemma, Lemma [6.17 below, allow us to ensure certain divisibility require-
ments hold in regular decompositions.

Lemma 6.17. For alle; >0, e5 : N — (0,1], and k > 1, there are uy > 0 and py : N —
(0, 1], such that for all L, T > 1, there is N > 1 such that the following holds.

Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph and |V| =n > N. Suppose 1 <t < T, 1< (<L,
and P is an (py, pe(l),t,0) decomposition of V' which is (u1, p2(€),t, €)-reqular and p;-
homogeneous with respect to H. Then there exists P’ is an (€1, €3(¢'),t, "), decomposition
of V', such that ' = k{, and so that P’ is (€1, €e3(l'), t, ¢')-reqular and €;-homogeneous with
respect to H.

Proof. Choose p, pi, as in Lemma for €; and €y. Define pus : N — (0, 1] by choosing
po(z) < ph(z) for all z. Given T, L > 1, choose N > Ny, T, L, eo(L)™".

Now suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph with [V| > N. Suppose 1 <t < T, 1< (<L,
and P is an (p), u2(€),t,¢) decomposition of V' which is (i}, pa(€),t, ¢)-regular and -
homogeneous with respect to H. For each P € Peage satisfying disca(p2(f), 1/¢), apply
Lemma [3.24] with € = § = y5(£) to obtain a partition P} = Pi‘;’l U...u Pg’ék, so that each
P satisfies discy(pa(£)) and has density (1 + 2u9(¢))75. By our choice of iy, each such

Puere and

PZ';‘B satisfies discy(ub(k(),1/k0). Let P’ have P, =

rdge = {PZ';‘B : P satisfies disca(p2(€), 1/0),1 < 8 < kYU{ P : P fails disca(pa(f),1/€)}.
Then P’ is a (puy, ph(¢'),t, '), decomposition of V', where t' =t and ¢ = (k. It is straight-
forward to see that P’ is a (0, 0)-approximate refinement of P (see Definition 3.26]). By
Lemma B28 P’ is a (t, 0, €1, e2(¢'))-decomposition of V' which is (€1, e2(¢'))-regular and
€1-homogeneous with respect to H. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem [2.49]

PROOF OF THEOREM 249 Fix k > 1, ¢; > 0, ¢ : N — (0,1], and £y, tg > 1. Choose
0 < e< e, and let d = d(k) as in part (2) in Theorem

Choose ¢; > 0 and ¢ : N — (0,1] as in Proposition for k. Define a function
¥ : N — (0,1] by setting (z) = €'%/23 for each & > 1. Then let M; = M,(d, ', f)
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and N; = Ny(d, €', f) be as in Theorem [6.16, where f : N — (0, 1] is defined by f(z) =
€092 (z + 1)) /(Bz(z + 1)). Let M > ¢ M, and choose ¢y < €/(M!)3. Let
do = do(d, €9) and Ny = Ny(d, €g) be as in Theorem [6.13l Then choose

e << F((M)) (M), €, ex,00,€,d7

Define €, : N — (0, 1] by choosing €y(z) < €jea(x)/xM!. Set t) =ty and £) = luN35 .
Now choose €] = €/(€},¢€,) and € = €;(€],€,) as in Lemma B.25 Let u; < €' < ¢
and define pg, €y : N — (0, 1] by choosing pa(x) < €5 (z) < éj(z) for all z. Then choose
wy and ph be as in Lemma for py, po and (M!)3. Finally, choose T, L, and N as in
Theorem 23] for t), £j, py and pfy, and let N > Ny No N3, T, M, (1)) 74, (uhy(MIL)) =, 671

Suppose H = (V, E) is a 3-graph with |V| > N which does not have k-FOP,. Since H has
VCa-dimension less than & (see Fact 2.22]), Theorem implies there exist ¢ < ¢; < L,
ty <t <T,and Py a (t, 0, ), ph(f1))-decomposition of V' which is (p}, uh(¢1))-regular
and p)-homogeneous with respect to H. By Lemma [6.17 there is Py a (¢, ¢, 1, pu2(0))-
decomposition of V, where ¢ = (M!)?(;, and so that Py is (u1, u2(f))-regular and pu;-
homogeneous with respect to H. By Lemma[3.25] there is P a (¢, £, €/, €)' (¢))-decomposition
of V', so that P is (€], €} (¢))-regular and €]’- homogeneous with respect to H, and so that P
has no discy-irregular triads. Say Pyers = {Vi, ..., Vi} and Pegge = {Fjj 1 ij € ( }) €[4}

Given ijs € () and 1 < o, 8,7 < ¢, set G“BV — (Viuvjum,ec;up U P)),

ijs

HePY = (VUV UV,, EN KP(G4P)) and let d%7 be such that |E N K (G4 =

ijs ijs ijs ijs

4257 K2 (G257 We will use throughout that since € (z) < €}(x), Corollary B8l implies

ijs ijs

that for all ijs € ( ) and «, 8, € [{],
(5) K2 (Gl7)| = (14 €5(0) (n/et)*.
We will use P to construct a different decomposition, of V', which will be called Q, and
which will have the same vertex partition as P, but different edge partitions.

We begin defining several sets which will help us control the location of the error triads
of P. First, set

Iy = {G%%7 € Triads(P) : (HZPT, G%P7) has disco (€, e(€)) and d%77 > 1 — €/},

178 (YE] )8 YE]
Ty = {G*P7 € Triads(P) : (HZP7, G%P7) has discys(€), eh(€)) and d&77 < €/}, and

ijs ijs ijs ijs

Ferr = Trlads(P) \ (FO U Fl)

By assumption, Triads(P) = I, U T LUy, and at most €]'n? trlples Tyz € ( ) are in an
element of T,,,. By (H), this implies |T,.| < €/'n3/((n 3/t?’ﬁg)( ey(l)) < 61t3€3 We now
define the set of triples from P,.,; which have non-trivial intersection with ',

o= (Ve s € (g ) and [l 59) € 0% G527 € T 2 20e) 26,

ijk

From (5)), we have that |So| < (¢})'/2t3. We next define the set of pairs V;V; contained in
a non-trivial number of triples from ;.

U ={ViV;: |{s € [t] : ViV; Vi, € So}| > (€))/*¢}.
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Since [So| < 2(€})Y2¢3, we have that |¥| < (€;)/4t2. We now define, for each V;V; ¢ ¥, an
auxiliary edge-colored graph (U;; UW;;, EL, EY. E%), where

179 i3y iy
Wiy ={P3:a<(}and Uy ={P.P].:s € [t]\{i,j}, o, B € [(]}, and
E}, = {PA(PLP],) € Ko[Wi;, Uy - Ggf’”’ €Ty and V;V;V, ¢ %},
EY, = {P(PLP).) € Kao[Wyy, Uy « G € Tg and V;V;V, ¢ 5o},

B = Ko Wy, Uy] \ (E} U ED).

Define H;; = (U;; U WZJ,E}J) Note H;; is a bipartite graph with parts W;;, U;;, where
|Wi;| = € and |Uy;| = (t — 2)¢*. Our next step is to prove Claim below, which shows
that for all V;V; ¢ W, there is a large subset U UW}: of V/(H;), on which H;; is uniformly
d-close to some H;; which contains no d-trees with leaves in ;. The idea behind the proof
is as follows. First, by Proposition [6.7, we know there are no encodings of H (k) in (H,P).
Using Theorem [5.12] we will show that this implies that any (U;;, W;;, d)-tree in H;; must
involve some triad Gf;f " e Ty where V;V;Vy ¢ By, If V;V; ¢ W, then there are few such
triads, so there will be few such (U;;, Wi, d)-trees in H;;. We then apply Theorem to
obtain the desired H;.

Claim 6.18. Suppose V;V; ¢ V. Then there are Uibfd C U;j and Wil}“d C Wij such that the
following hold, where U; = Uj; \ Uibfd and Wi = Wi; \ Wil;»“d.
o [Wi| < eo|Wy| and [U| < 6|Uy),
o (U, Wi is uniformly (U, Wi, 6)-close to a bipartite graph H}; = (UjUW, E¥;)
containing no (Uf;, W}, d)-trees.

PRrROOF OF CLAIM Fix V;V; ¢ W. We first show there are at most (¢} )'/4|U;; |2<d|Wij|2d
many (W;;, Us;,d)-trees in H;j. Define Q;; = {G%f“’ € Lo 0 ViV;V; ¢ o}, Note that if
V, satisfies V;V;V, ¢ X, then by definition of %o, [{(a,8,7) € [(] : G327 € T }| <
2(e})1/243. Therefore, since V;V; ¢ ¥,

Q5] < () /403 4+ 2() 2803 < 3()) e,
We now make some observations about any (U;;, W;;, d)-tree in H;;. Suppose

(Pgipﬁz)ae%d(})%p)p@d
is a (Uy;, Wi;,d)-tree in H;;. Note that for all ¢ € 2<% there is p € 2¢ so that o A1 < p,
and for this p, (P2 Pl )P € EL. By definition of E}, this implies V;V;V;, ¢ %,. Thus
for all o € 2<% V,V,V, ¢ .
By part (1) of Theorem B.I2 there are {PJ* : u < k} C {P) : p € 2**'} and
{Hig:Pfs;fu} C {P2oPY o €2} so that/ ]??E;Pfs:fuﬂgg € E}; if and only if/ ulgl v. Trans-
lating, this means that for all u < v, Gf;gi"% € I'y and for all v < w, Gf;giﬂ” ¢ Ty (ie.

GoBu e T U I'y). By above, for all u € [k], V;V;V,, ¢ %, so for all v < u, we have that

ey
158,
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GovPuo ¢ ;; UTy. If it were true that G, by o I’y for all v < u, then we would have

ijs), ijsh,
an encoding of H(k) in (H,P) via f : a, — PZ;Y“ and g : b, — Pis; Pﬁ;. By Proposition
6.7, this would imply H has k-FOP,, a contradiction. Thus there is some v < u so that
Giajéfu’yu c QZ]

The argument above shows that for every (Uy;, Wi;,d)-tree (P PP )oca<a(Py) peaa In

iSe ™ JSo ij

H,j, there is some o € 2<% and p € 2¢ such that P’ Bote ;. Thus, any (U, W;;, d)-tree

ijSo
in H;; will be constructed in the following process.

(1) Choose some o € 2<% and p € 2¢. There are (2¢ — 1)2¢ choices.

(2) Choose an element GO‘B 7€ €, and set Pa"PB ’ = P;;“Pfs and P’ = P]. There
are at most [2;;] < 2(¢] )1/2t€3 ways to do this.

(3) For all o/ € 2<%\ {0} and p' € 2%\ {p}, choose any P P € Uy and any

18517 S5t

PZ;/’J € W;;. Then number of choices is at most

Ui [ 22 1 = (= 2)) 2
This yields that the number of (U;;, W;;, d)-trees in H;; is at most
(2 = 1)22(e)) 2203 (¢ — 2))* 20 < () AU P W

where the inequality is due to our choice of €]. Now, since €} < § < dy, Theorem
implies that there is some W} C W;; of size at most €|Wj;|, and U C Uj; of size
at most 6|Uy;| such that, setting U, = Uy \ U and W) = Wy \ ngad, Hi (U35, W]
is uniformly (U, W}, d)-close to a bipartite graph Hj; = (Uj; U W*, E};) containing no

ZJ’ 177
(U, Wi, d)-trees. This finishes the proof of Claim G.18 O

Our next goal is to apply Theorem Set X = min{|W3| : V;V; ¢ ¥}. By Claim
, X > (1—€p)l. For each V;V; ¢ W, let W* be any X-element subset of W};. Note that
H* [UZ*J, Wi contains no (U, W;;*,d)—trees. Set W = Uyy, g0 Wij" and U = UVVG\I, by

and define
G =Uuw, (J EH;UUW).
ViV, gw
Note G* comes equipped with an equipartition & = {W" : V;V; ¢ W} of W such that for
all Wiir € S, G* contains no (U, W, d)-trees. Consequently, by Theorem [5.15] there are

1] )

1<my <M, L <X, and aset Q C S such that |y ..o Wi < €'|W], and for all
Wi € 8\ Q, there is a partition

Wi = BSUBLU...UBD

ij
so that |B;| < €'®|W;*|, and for each u € [m], |B Ly and BY; is f(my)-good in G*.

Set

2]‘ -

P’UGT k%
m%:mu{wwe( 2?\W:Wﬁeﬂ}
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Note |U'| < (€))Y42 + €942 < 2619042 Set m = [ 'm;(m; + 1)]. By construction,
(1-— EO)le <L < mil, so since m; < M, our choice of ¢y implies L; > % Let r be such
that Ly = rm+c for some ¢ < m. Then for all V;V; ¢ ¥’  and each u € [my], we can choose
a partition Bj = ij’o u Bf‘j’l U...UB;;" so that |B;-“‘j’0| =c< Ltandforalll <ov<r,

|B;"| = L (recall that ¢ is divisible by (M!)3, so we know that ¢/m € N). Define
my
0 __ 0 u,0
R =Bjul By
v=1

Note |RY;| < !¢ 4L < 21000 < €™¢. We claim that for all W;* € S\Q and all u € [my],
and 1 <o <7, Bj" is ¢(m)-good in H;; with respect to every u € Uy;. Fix Wi € S\ Q,
u € [my], 1 <o <r,and u € Uj5. We know that B is f(my)-good in G, so there is some
7 € {0,1} so that

|NG-(u) 0 Bij| = [N (u) N Bjj| < f (ma)|Bjjl.

J J

Then since H;; is uniformly d-close to Hy;[U,

Wil,

T3y W
| B;" | B;"
< |Bj;"|(f(m)m + ém)
< |Biuj’v|(f(m1) +6)(2¢ ' Pmy (my + 1))
< (m)|B;;"|,

N () 1 B < Fm) B+ 51| = 1B

where the second inequality is by definition of m, since |Bjj| = Ly, and since | Bj;"| = £/m,

and the last inequality is by definition of f, since m < 2¢71%m;(m; + 1), and our choice of

5. We point out to the reader that it is this step (namely deducing goodness of the B;Lj’v in

H;; from the goodness of W in H};) where it is important to have the degree of goodness

in Theorem be small as a function of the number of parts. Now, choose a reindexing
{R,....R*} ={B}" s u € [m],v € [r]},

1]

where my = myr. Note mir < e 1%%my(my + 1) < (M!)3, so ¢ is divisible by ms.
We have now defined, for all V;V; ¢ W', a partition

This naturally translates into a new partition of K5[V;, V;]. In particular, for each 1 <u <
ma, we let

R} = {zy € Ky[V;, V] - wy € P} for some P € Ri}.
Setting Ry; = Ka[Vi, V;] \ U2, Ri;, we have a partition K[V, V;] = R);URj;U...URJ”.

= (YR
By construction, for each u € [my], R is a union of £/m many P} € Pegge, so by Fact 3.23]

R}, has disca((€/m)ey’(£), (1/€)(£/m)). By our choice of €'(f), we can conclude R}; has



81

disca(e5(1/m),1/m). By (), Claim 618, and since ¢y < ¢, we have the following bound
on the size of RY,.

2 2

n’ 0 bad " n-, s 5070
TSR]+ [WH) < (1+ (D) (€7 + o) < 00

Given ijs € ([é]) with V;V;, V; Vi, ViV & W) and (u,v, w) € [ms]?, we define
Rg‘]-?;w = ViuV; UV, R;‘j U R;s URY).

By Corollary 3.6, for each such R¥%*

iJs )

RG] < (1+€5(0))

3

(6) K (R = (14 €y(m))—

ijs 3m3’
Our next goal is to show most of these R} (" have density near 0 or 1 with respect to H.
In order to do this, we will need a few more sets to help us avoid the error triads. Set

() sy

2
By the bounds given above, |£1| < (€;)"/23 + 261002 < 3¢19¢3. Given ijs € (1)), we define
Uy(s) = (PP, - B, € 1)
Note that for all ij € ([;}), Uij = Usepq Uij(s). Then define

7Dvert
3

Observe that for all V;V; ¢ W', the number of V, with V;V;V, € Y3 is at most §'/%t.
Consequently, [33] < 6t2. We now set ¥ = ¥; U X3, and note that |X] < 3¢!9%3 + 63 <
4e190¢3 . This will end up being the desired ¥ at the end of the proof. We will show that if
V;V;Vi ¢ ¥, then the density of edges on K§2) (Rif:?) is close to 0 or 1 for all u,v,w € [my]
(see Claim below).

First, we need to show a couple things about triples outside ¥. Given V;V;V; ¢ 3, and
u € [my], define

Uk(s) = {PLP], € Uy(s) : {PS € Ry - G2 € Iy }| > (1 — ¢(m))|RY|}, and

Y =S U{ViV;V;igs € <[§]) and <

Yy = {ViV;Vs € < ) \ 1 2 max{|Us;(s) N UK, |Ujs (1) O U, Ui () N US| > 61207,

isT js ijs
Ufi(s) = {PLF], € Uy(s) - {5 € RYy - Gl ¢ Tu}| = (1 —w(m)| Ry ).

By Claim B.I8, we know that Uy(s) = U U Ul(s) U U(s). However, we are more
interested in the following set, rather than U}(s).

US(s) = {PLP}, € Uy(s) : |[{Pg € R - (PAPL)PG € B3| > (1 —(m)') [ RY ).

ist js isT js

Setting U (s) = Ui;(s) \ (U}(s) U U (s)), we wish to show that [US"(s)| < €|Uj;(s)|.
Observe that

[KalUsi(5), Wil N B | > ((m) "2 =4 (m))| U (s) \ U ()| Ry | = o (m)|Ufi(s) \ U (s)[¢/m,
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where the last inequality uses the fact that [R}}| = £/m and (m) < e < 1/4. Because
ijs & ¥, |Ks[Usj(s), Wi;] N EZ| < 2(€)2¢3. Consequently, this implies

—1m _

l

where the last inequality is because €| < ((M!)3)/(M!)3. Further, since ijs ¢ s,
Ui (s) N UL < 64202, so

U5(s) \ Ui (s)] < 2(e))' 203 (m) 2(e))#map(m) M2 < ()12,

(U35(8) WU ()] = U ()] = [U () \ U ()] = [U7()] = (1 = 0"2)% — () /*¢2
2 62(1 o 650)7

where the last inequality is because €] < ¢ < e. This shows |U"(s)| < €°|Uy;(s)]. We
will use this below.

Claim 6.19. For all ijs € () with V;V;V, ¢ S, and all (u, v, w) € [mo)?,

EnKPRww
| oy (R €0,e)U(l—¢1].
K37 (RE")]

iJS

Proof. Fix ijs € ([g) with V;V;V; ¢ 3, and (u,v,w) € [mg]®. Suppose towards a contradic-
tion that

2 uvw
K3 (R
To ease notation, define A = R, B = R}, C'= R}, and let

Fy = K,[A, B]NUY(s) and F; = Ky[A, B| N UL(s).

Then let F.,, = Ky[A, B| N U{"(s). Note |A| = [B| = |C| = {/m, and our observations
above show that |F.,,| < ¢°|A||B|. We claim that

(8) min{[F1|, [Ko[A, B\ F1|} > €| A]|B].

Suppose towards a contradiction that () is false. Then either |F;| < €3| A||B| or | K»[A, B]\
F,| < €| A||B|. Assume first that |F;| < €| A||B|. Combining this with the above, we
have that

| Ks[A, B\ Fo| < (¢" + )| A||B| < 2¢°|A[B.
Therefore, using (H),

N b 26303 n?
S Y KGN € (4 e0) Al Bl < 3¢

t3m3’
{P2 PP eK2[A,B]\Fo} P};€C

s js
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Note that if P2P? e Fy, then at least a (1 — ¢(m)Y/2)|C| many clements in P e C are

is” js

such that G € Ty. Consequently,

ijs

YIENKGHENI< Y dlsGEIIE Y KGR

PjeC (PGP erg} (PGP ¢To}
3
n
<1+ ez(f))@(e’{lcﬂ(l — p(m)'?) + (m)'?|C))
3
n
<P
= t3me?’

where the last inequality uses that |C| = ¢/m and that ¥(m), € (¢), €] < e. So we have

that
03

mi? — <3¢ (t)?)%'

By ([]), this shows that |EﬁK(2 (R“”“’)| < €|K (R“”“’)| contradicting ([7]). Thus we must

YK YK

have that |Ks[A, B] \ F1| < € K;3[A, B]. In this case,

|EN K (Rew)| < +e5|A||B|

YK

62
|Fog UF,,.| < |A||B| = &—;
m

2°

Consequently, using (&),

(e} " €n
Z Z |Ks(GeM < (1 +€2(f))7

{P2 PP cFyUF.,,} P;€C

is” js

On the other hand, for each PP’ € Fy, we know that at least (1 — ¢(m))|C| many

157 js

elements in P € C' are such that Gy} 57 ¢ I, Consequently,

i8]
3
> 2 KGN\ EL< 1+ &(0)(37) AIBI@m)IC]+ (1 = w(m)el|C])
{Pe PP eF,} PjeC
n\3 1
<)

is” js
where the last inequality uses that |C| = ¢/m and that ¥(m), €} (¢), €] < e. Combining
these, we obtain the that

ow 2¢3n® o on? 5/n\3 1
|K (R”s J\E| < m3 te t3m3 < 3¢ <?> m?’
By (), this shows that \K (R;‘;;w) \ E| < \K (R;‘;;w)\ contradicting (7). Thus we must
have that |K5[A, B] \ Fi| > €*|A||B|, and therefore (8] is true.
Consider the bipartite graph Gap = (AU B, Fy). Since (§)) is true, Lemma implies
one of the following holds.

(1) There is a set S C B of size at least ¢°|B|/2 such that for all b € S
min{|Ng . (b)|, [7Ne..s (b)[} = €| Al /2.
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(2) There is a set S C A of size at least €°|A|/2 such that for all a € S
min{|Ng 5 (a)], [=Ne.s ()} = €| Bl /2.

Let us assume (1) holds (case (2) is similar). So there is some S C B of size at least €5|B|/2
such that for all b € S

min{|Ne . (0)], [=Neup (0)[} > €°[Al/2.
Recall we showed |F.,,.| < ¢°|A||B], so if we let
S'={beS:|{ac A:abeF,,}| <A},

then |S’| > |S| — €®|B| > €5|B|/2 — ¢®®|B| > €| B|/4, where the inequality is because
€ < 1/4. For each b € S, set

Ao(b) = {CL eA:abe F(]} and Al(b) = {CL eA:abe Fl}

By definition of S, |A1(b)] > €%|A|/2, and |Ag(b)| > €5|A|/2 — e*5]|A| > €°|A]/4. Now
consider the bipartite graphs Go(b) = (Ao(b) U C, Ey(b)) and Go(b) = (A1(b) U C, E; (b)),

where

Eo(b) = {ca € Ks[C, Ag(b)] : G§;2" € Ty where ¢ = P,a = PJ, and b= P].}
Ey(b) = {ca € Ks[C, Ay (b)] : G327 € Ty where ¢ = P3,a = P,, and b= P]}.

We claim that for all b € S and a € Ay(b), |Ne,wy(a)| > (1 — ¢(m)/?)|C|. Say
b= P €S and a =P, € Ay(b). Since ab € Fy, we know that PPy € W%(s). By
definition, this means that

[Neowy(a)] = {e = P € C: Gil7 € To}| = (1= w(m)?)[C],
as desired. Consequently, |Eo(b)| > (1 — ¥(m)'/?)|C||Ao(b)|. Standard arguments show
that this implies there is a set Co(b) € C with |Cy(b)| > (1 — ¥(m)"/*4)|C| so that for all
c e Co(b),

[N ()] = (1= w(m) ) Ao(b)] = (1= 1 (m))e’|Al/2 > ] Al /4.

—3(m)!/?)|C],

A similar argument shows that for all b € S" and a € A,(b), |[Ng, @) (a)| > (1
C with |Cy(b)] >

so |Ey(b)| > (1 — ¢(m)Y*)|C]|A1(b)|. Thus there exists a set C,(b)
(1 —(m)V*)|C| so that for all ¢ € Cy(b),

>
C

[Newwy(e)] 2 (1= w(m))[Ai(b)] = (1 = ¢(m) )| Al/2 > €] Al /4.

Combining these, we have that for all b € ', there is a set C'(b) = Cy(b) N C4(b) C C, with
size |C(b)| > (1 — 2¢p(m)Y*4)|C], such that for all ¢ € C(b),

min{| Ne, ) (c)], [Neyw (0]} = € Al/4.
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We claim that for all b € S’ and ¢ € C(b), be € U™, To this end, fix b € S" and ¢ € C(b).
Then b = Pﬁ and ¢ = P for some 3, a € [{]. By above and the definition of H,,,

¢’|A[/4 < min{|Neow) (0)], [ Ney oy (€)1}
—min{|P} € A: GO e T}, {|Pl e A: GO e T1}}

YE] YE]

< min{| Ny, (P,P5) N Al [=Np,, (P[P5) N A}

Js= g Jjs= ij

This shows A = RY is not €®/4-good in H;s with respect to be. Since V;V;V; ¢ X, we
know that RY is ¢(m)-good with respect to every u € Uy, \ U, so since ¥(m) < e, this

implies that bec € U, Thus we have shown that for all b € S’ and ¢ € C(b), bec € U,
Combining this with the bounds above, we have that

U] > |S'](1 = 20 (m))|C| = €|B||C| /4 = €22 J4m?.

However, by Claim 618, |U| < 602 < ¢502/4m?, where the last inequality is since
§ < ¢/M and m < M3. Thus, we have arrived at a contradiction, which finishes the proof
of Claim [6.19] ]

We are nearly done. The last main task is to redistribute RY; for each V;V; ¢ W'. Fix
ViV; ¢ W', Recall that [Wj;| = ¢, and |R};| = [Wy;| — |B}; U ... U B;*| = £ — fmy/m. Since
mo < M, and (M!)3 divides ¢, we know my divides ¢, say £ = mgmy. Note this implies
|R);| = mamg — myl/m. Similarly, since m < (M!)?, m also divides ¢, so we can choose
a partition R); = S} U...U S5 into sets of size (mgoms — mal/m)/mg = mg — £/m. For
each u € [my), define

Si; = {zy € Ku[Vi, V)] : wy € Py for some Pj; € S5}

By Fact B.23] S}; has disca(mey' (£)). By our choice of €, this implies S}; has disca(ey(f)).
Now set P}, = RZUSZ for each u € [my]. Note each P} is a union of mg—{4/m-+{/m = mg
elements of Py, s0 by Fact3.23, P}, satisfies discy(mey(¢)) and has size m3"7; (1£mgzes(0)).
Combining this with our choice of €) and the fact that ms/¢ = 1/ms, we have that each
P}, satisfies discy(ea(my2), 1/my). By construction, we know that each |Sfi| < |Ry;|/ms <
€2 /my. Therefore, |S}| < 625% < "IPY|.

Now for each V;V; € U’ choose an arbitrary partition K[V;, V] = |J
W' < 3€'%%, and every P, satisfies disca(e2(ma), 1/my), we have a (t,ma, €
decomposition Q with Que.y = {V4,...,V;} and

Quiye = (P - ij € ([;]),u € {1,....ma}}.

We claim that for all V;V;V; ¢ ¥ and «, 3,7 € [ma, P?;-’SB’V = (ViuV;uV,, Pg UP? UPy,)
is 2e-homogeneous with respect to H.
Fix V;V;Vy; ¢ £, and «, 8,7 € [mg]. By construction, there are u, v, w € [ms] so that

P =R USY, P =R}, US., and P}, = RY USY.

5 is)

Pf; Since
50, €2 (mz))-

a<mg
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By Claim [6.19] there is 7 € {0, 1} such that |[E™ N K(2 (R0 < €t3 7 Define

ijs
T = (UV; UV, P USY, UPY)
= (V,UV;UV,, St UPL UP;,), and
T = (V;UV; UV, PEUPY USY).
By Corollary B.6) and the bound above on the size of each SY;, SY,, S¥

i, Sis, Siy, we have that

3
mac{| K57 (L), | K7 (7)) [K§(T) |} < €5 < EIKP (P

ijs
2

where the last inequality uses Corollary Thus we have that

3
T a n a 2) a
70 RGP < e o R (PEIT)] < 26 K (P
Since € < €1, this implies that Pws is €;-homogeneous with respect to H and moreover,
by Proposition [3.22] satisfies discy 3(€1, €2(m2)) with respect to H. This finishes the proof
of Theorem [2.49 O

We now prove Theorem 2.50] which says a hereditary 3-graph property admits linear
discg s-error if and only if it is NFOP,.

PROOF OF THEOREM [2.50} Suppose H is an NFOPs, hereditary 3-graph property. That
‘H admits linear discy s-error follows immediately from Theorem [2.491

Conversely, suppose that H has FOPy. We show that it requires non-linear discs 3-
error. Choose 0 < €] < € < 1, and choose €3,€, : N — (0,1] so that for all z € N,
0 < éh(r) < e(x) < 1/4x. Fix T,L,N > 1. We show that there is some H € H
with |V (H)| > N so that there exists no (t, ¢, €], €5(¢))-decomposition P of V(H) which is
discy 3-regular with respect to H with linear error.

Choose m > L,T,N,(e))7", (ey(L))"" and n > m. By Lemma 3.2 there exist sets

={b ;i1 €n ]} and C = {cZ c 1 € [n]} and vy, ..., € K3[B,C] so that for each
z' € [ml, v has discy(ea(m) /T2, l/m). Let A= {a; :i € [n]} be a set of size n.

By Lemma [6.8] there exists H = (V,F) € H with V. = AU B U C, such that for all
i,7,5 € [n], a;bjcs € E if and only if bjcs € 7, for some u > |in/l]. We show that there
does not exist 1 < ¢ < L, 1 <t < T and a (¢,/,€],€,)-decomposition of V' which is
(€], €5(¢))-regular with respect to H with linear discq s-error.

Suppose towards a contradiction that there exists some 1 < ¢ < L, 1 <t < T and
a (t, 0, €, ey)-decomposition P of V' which is (€], €,(¢))-regular with respect to H, and a
set ¥ C ([g) with |X] < €/t so that if G € Triads(P) fails disce3(€}, €5(¢)) with respect

o (H,P), then V(G) C V; UV, UV, for some ijk € X. Say Pyt = {Vi : @ € [t]} and

edge—{ 'Z]G(])agﬁ}.

For each i€ [T], and X € {A,B,C}, set X; = X NV,. For each X # Y, i # j, and
o €[] we let P§y. = P20 K[X;, Vi),

Given i € [t] and X € {4, B,C}, we say that X; is trivial if |X;| < €|V;|, and that
a vertex x € V is trivial if € X; for some trivial X;. For each i € [t], at most two
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elements of {A;, B;, C;} are trivial, and therefore, V; contains at most 2¢;|V;| many trivial
vertices. Thus, at most 2¢(3n) vertices are trivial. For each X € {A, B,C}, let Zx be
the set of i € [T] such that X; is non-trivial. Then for each X € {A, B,C}, we have
X N (Uiez, Xi)|l = (1 —12€)| X|, and consequently

Zx| = (1 - 126)|X[/(Bn/t) = (1 — 12e1)t/3.
Now define
S ={X)Y;: X #Y €{A, B,C} and either i = j, ori € Zx or j € Iy }.
By the above, |Si| < 3t + 3(12¢)t?/3 < 40¢,t%. Now let
Sy ={X)Y;: X #Y € {A,B,C},ij ¢ S and |{Z, : X;Y;Z, € £}| > \/€,t}.

Since |X| < €83, |So] < (/€it2 Now let S = §; U S,. Then |S| < 2/ert? (recall €] <
61 < 1). By above, |Z5||Zc| > (1 — 12¢1)%t?/3, so there must exist some B;Cs ¢ S with
B; € Ip and Cs € Z¢. Define Ty = {i € T4 : A;B;Cs ¢ ¥}, and set A’ = UieI;, A;. By

construction, and since €] < €,
|A] > (1 —126)|A| — V€ t(3n/t) > (1 — 13€))| Al

Given « € [(], define
Ig.c, ={uell]:|Pg,c, Nl 2 &l Pgc,

and set R o = UUEI%J.CS (P§,c, N V). Note
|P§]CS \R%]CJ S £(€1|P§]CS|/€> < €1|ngcs|’
Given v € [m], let v = U,>, 7 and 7, = J, -, Yu- Then define
I, (e1) ={u € I,c, : min{|Pg ., NS |, |1 Pc, N |} > @l Pgie, |-

Clearly If ¢ (€1) is an interval, say If o (€1) = [u1, us]. Define

R c,(e1) = U (P5,c, M Ya)-

uEIg,jCS(El)

This implies that
1P\ By, (0 < 1P§o, \ B, + 1R, N fua + 1]l + 1P, 0 (1w — 1) < 3eal P |

Consequently,
| U Be.(e)] = (1= 36)|B,]|C4,
a€ll]
which implies that | U,cq 18,c, (1) > (1 = 3e1)|By||Csl /(| Bjl|Cs] /€) > (1 = 3er)L.
Given u € [{], let u™ = [[(u — 1)n/l],n], u= =1, | (u+ 1)n/L]], and set

u' = [[(u+ Dn/t], [(u = 1)n/C1].
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Given i € [t], we then define
I ={uell]: A Nnu|>elAl},
and we set [;(¢) = {u € [{] : min{|A; NuT|,|A; Nu~|} > €|A;|}. Clearly I;(e;) is an
interval, say I;(e1) = [v1,v2]. Set Ai(e1) = U,er, () (4i N u*), and observe that
|A; \ Ai(er)] < AN |+ A Noy | < 261] 44l
Consequently, | UieI’ Ai(e1)] > (1 — 2¢;)|A’|, which implies that

U Lle)] = (1= 2e0)[ A1/ (n/£) = (1 - 26)*¢(1 — 13e) > (1 — 206,)L.

i€,

This implies, with the above, that

‘( U Iz'(€1)> N ( U fgjcs(el))\ > (1—23¢)¢ > 0.

€T, a€ll)
Choose any u € (Uiez;\ Ii(el)> N <Ua€m I§,c.(€1)) and define
Gr = ((Ainu*)UB; UCs, (P§.c, N7, ) U PY o UPE L)
Go = ((Ainu ) UB;UCs, (P, Ny )UPLo UPL L)

By construction, K (Gl) C F and K(2 (Go)NE # (. On the other hand, since V;V;V; ¢ 3,
we must have that (HO‘BV GoP) satisfies discos(€), €,(£)). Let d € [0,1] be such that

ijs ijs
|E N K| (G%f M| = dIK§ (G%f 7)|. Without loss of generality, say d < 1/2 (the other
case is snnllar) By above, and by definition of discs 3(€}, €5(¢)),

1 3

SR (G)] < K@)l - ) = [[B0 K2(G)] - d KR (G| < é s
Thus | K§2(Gh)] < 2€) 2.

Given b € By, let X7 = {a € AiNu™ : ab € Pj}. Because P} satisfies discy(e5(¢),1/4),
Lemma 3.8 implies P p,[Ai Nu™, Bj] satisfies disca(€2((),1/¢). Therefore, a standard
argument shows that there is a set B C V; of size at least (1 — /€x(¢))|B;| such that for
allbe B,

A; N A, Nu~
X =0 e g = O

Similarly, let Y," = {c € C's tow € PR Ny } Because Pj, satisfies disca(e5(¢),1/4),
Lemma [B.I8 implies that P;jcs satisfies discy(ez(f), 1/€). Thus, there is a set B C B; of
size at least (1 — /e2(¢))|B;| so that for all v € BY, |V,"]| = %(1 + Ve (l)) > e|Vi|/2L.

Combining the above with the fact that B; is non-trivial, we have

|Bf N Bj| = (1 - 2Ve(0)B] > €|V;]/2.
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Now given b € B} N BY, since |X; | > 5;|A;i| > $|Vi| and |Y,"] > ;—i|08| > %|VS|, and
since P satisfies disca(e)(£), 1/£), we must have that PJ[X;", V"] > XlYel - Note that for

20 -
all ac € P’[X,,Y,], bac € Kg(,z)(Gl). Thus we have shown

Vsl 1]V
K @01 = 1850 B DL v jae
Since €] < €, this contradicts that |K§2)(G1)| < 26’1%. This finishes the proof. O

7. BINARY discy 3-ERROR

In this section, we switch gears and consider binary error. First, in Section [[.1, we
will give several examples of properties which admit binary discy 3-error but contain U (k)
for all k. These examples will be used to prove Proposition [2.58 which says that there
exist properties which are far from WNIP but which admit discys-error. We will also
show in Section [7.2, that both Hup and Hgg, have finite VC-dimension. This implies, by
Proposition 2.44], that to show Hyp and Hgs, require non-binary discs s-error, it suffices
to show that they both require non-binary vdiscs-error.

The rest of the section will then be concerned with showing that Hyp and Hgs, require
non-binary vdiscs-error. There are two ways one could do this. The most straightforward
option is to present separate proofs for each. However, the proofs are so similar that this
becomes quite repetitive. The second option is to isolate the important commonalities
between the two examples, and then give a unified proof for both at once. Although it is a
bit more work, we have chosen the second option, as we think it is of independent interest
to know this can be done. Thus, in Section [7.3] we make a general definition, namely that of
a (p, u, 7, a, p)-special 3-graph (see Definition [7.25]). Roughly speaking, this is a 3-partite
3-graph equipped with a metric on each of its parts, and which satisfies certain axioms
relating the edge relation and the metric structure. We will show that both HP(NN) and
GS,(n) are (p, u, 7, a, p)-special, for appropriately chosen parameters.

In Section[74] we show that any vdiscs-regular partition of a sufficiently large (p, i, 7, o, p)-
special 3-graph requires non-binary vdiscg-error (see Theorem [(.28)). From this we will
deduce Theorems and 2.56 We will end the section with a proof of Theorem

7.1. Admitting binary discys-error is distinct from admitting zero vdiscs-error.
In this section we give a class of examples admitting binary discg g-error. We will use these
examples to show that admitting binary discs s-error is distinct from admitting zero vdiscs-
error, and that there exist properties far from WNIP which still admit binary discy s-error.
The idea behind these examples is that if a property is “essentially binary” (in the sense
of Definition [Z1 below), then it admits binary discs -error.

Definition 7.1. Suppose G = (VUUUW, E) is a finite 3-partite, 3-graph. We say that G
is (-binary if the following holds. There are partitions Pyy of Ko(U, V), Pyw of Ko(U, W),
and Pyy of KoV, W), such that

o |Puv|, [ Puwl, |Pvw| < ¢,
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e for all (o, 3,7) € Puv X Puw X Pyw, if Ga s, = (VUUUW,aUBU~), then either
K (Gapr) € B or K (Gap) N E =0,

Here are some examples of ¢-binary 3-graphs.

e Given n, let A, = {ay,...,a,}, By, = {b1,...,b,}, and C,, = {c1,...,¢,}. Then
G = (A, UB, UGy, {aibjc : i < j < k}) is 2-binary. Indeed, set

PAB = {{azbj 1< j}, {azbj ) Z j}}7

and define Pge and Pac analogously.

e For any 3-partite graph G = (V U U U W, E), the hypergraph with vertex set
VUUUW and edge set {(x,y,z) € VUW : xyz is a triangle in G} is 2-binary.
Indeed, define

PUV = {E N K2(U> V)>K2(U> V) \ E}>

and define Py and Py analogously.

We now show that ¢-binary hypergraphs admit discys-regular decompositions with bi-
nary discy s-error.

Proposition 7.2. For all ¢, > 0, ¢ : N — (0,1] and ¢ > 1, there is nog and T,L, N
such that the following holds. If G = (V. UU U W, E) is an {-binary, 3-partite, 3-uniform
hypergraph with |[UUV UW| =n > N, then there isto <t < T and ¢’ < L such that G
has an (€1, ea(l'))-regular (t, ¢, e2(l'), €1)-decomposition with binary discy 3-error.

Proof. Fix €1 > 0, €o : N — (0,1] and ¢ > 1. Choose €] < p; < €, and €y, pu: N — (0, 1]
with the property that €)(x) < p2(x) < ez(z) for all x > 1. Choose f and g as in Lemma
for €| and €,. Then set L = f(3,¢,3,1), T = f(3,¢,3,1), and let N; = Ny(3,¢,3,1)
from Lemma Finally, choose some N > Ny, (€)™, é,(L)~".

Now suppose H = (VUUUW, E) is a 3-partite 3-graph which is /-binary, and where |U U
WUV|=n > N. Choose partitions KU, V] = U,p, . PYV, KolU W] = Ugey,,,, PV
and K[V, W] = Uasfvw PYW ith Ly, Lyw, byw < £ witnessing that G is (-binary. Note

that each triple (PY, P{", PY"') comes equipped with a § = d(c, 3,7) € {0,1} so that

KEP(UUVUW, PV UPYW U PYW) C B

Let P be the (3,¢)-decomposition of V' with Pyey = {U,V,W} and Pgpe = {PXY :
XY e {UV,UW,VW}, a < lxy}. Let Q be the (3,1) decomposition of V' consisting of
Quert = {U, V,W} and Qegpe = { KU, V], Ks[V, W], K»2[U, W]}. Apply Lemma to
P and Q to obtain ¢ < L, t < T, and a (t,¢, €], €,(¢'))-decomposition R of V', which
has no disce-irregular triads and which is an (€], €,(¢’))-approximate refinement of P. Let

2 C (®y*) be as in the definition of an (€], e5(¢'))-approximate refinement of P. Let

Ruert = {Vi,...,Vi} and Regge = {R 1ij € (1), a < 0},

Suppose R, Rfk, R;-Yk € Redge are such that V;V;, V;Vy,, ViV, ¢ ¥. Let Rfj’,f” denote the
triad (V; U V; U V4, RE U RP U R},). By definition of an (¢}, €4(¢')) refinement, there are

XY, Z € {UV,W} with [V, \ X| < €|Vi|, |V; \ Y] < €|V;], and |V, \ Z| < €}|Vi|. If
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X=Y,X =2 oY = Z then |EN K (R%7)| = 0. By Proposition B22, R
satisfies disce (€1, €2(€')) with respect to H.

Assume now that X,Y,Z are pairwise distinct. Then by definition of an (€}, €,(¢'))-
approximate refinement, there are o, 8’,+ so that the following hold (possibly after rela-
beling),

R\ POV | < &R, R\ PEY] < IR, and [R), \ PYY| < €| R, |,
and further, each of R\ Py, RPN\ PYW . and R} 7\ P have dlsc2(62 (6’ )). By Corollary

[3.6] K(2 (Rf;,f M= (1xps (f’))w and the number of triples in K (RQBV) involving

a pair from one of R\ P4V, Ry \ PYW ,or RJ\ Py is at most

VA V;1 Vil < 4pa| K52 (RS2

36/1(1 + Mg(ﬁl)) ijk
Thus, if 6 = d(a/, 5',7), then

2 5 gl
|0 KD (RGP > (1 — 4| K (RS2

b
(&)?

7,]k 7,]k
By Proposition 3.22] this shows R?ﬂf "’ has disca 3(€1, €2(¢')) with respect to H. By defini-
tion, this shows that R has binary discg s-error with respect to H. O

As a consequence we can now show that many examples admit binary discy s-error. In
particular, we can now prove Propopistion .58 which shows that there is a property
containing U (k) for every k and which admits binary discy 3-error. Recall that given an
infinite 3-graph H, age(H) denotes the class of all finite 3-graphs which are isomorphic to
an induced sub-3-graph of H. It is easy to see that age(H ) is always a hereditary 3-graph

property.
Definition 7.3. Define WV to be the 3-graph

= ({ai,b; : 1 € N} U{cs : S C N}, {(a;, bj,cs) : j € S}).
Let Hyy = age(W).

PrROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.58 Clearly every element in H,y, is 2-binary. Consequently;,
by Proposition [7.2] H,, admits binary disces-error. On the other hand, H,y contains
U(k) € W for all k by definition. O

We can use H,y as an example to demonstrate several other distinctions among the def-
initions from the introduction. Recall that in Corollary 2.45] we showed that a property H
admitting binary vdiscs-error must be vdiscs-homogeneous. For a property H to be vdiscs-
homogeneous, by Theorem 228, there must be a k > 1 such that U (k) ¢ Trip(H). Conse-
quently, Hyy does not admit binary vdiscg-error, but does admit binary discg s-error. More-
over, Hyy has unbounded weak VC-dimension (which implies unbounded VC-dimension)
and is not weakly stable (and thus not stable). Thus H,y shows that admitting binary
discq s-error is distinct from admitting binary vdiscg-error, from NIP, from WNIP, from
stability and from weak stability.
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7.2. Proof of Proposition 2.57} In this section, we show that both Hygp and Hcg, have
bounded VC-dimension, which will allow us to apply Proposition 2.44] to both. We recall
some terminology from the study of VC-dimension.

Suppose X is a set. A set system is a pair (X, F) where F C P(X). Given Y C X
define FNY :={Y NF: F € F}. We then say that F shatters Y if |[FNY| =21,

Definition 7.4. The VC-dimension of (X, F), VC(X, F), is the largest size of a shattered
subset of X.

Note that given a 3-graph H = (V, E), by definition,

VC(H) = max {vc(v, {NH(ab) Lab e (‘2/) })vc(@) ANu(a):ae V})}.

We will now show that Hgg, has bounded VC-dimension. The key ingredient is a fact
proved in [60].

Theorem 7.5. For all p > 3, the set system Fgs, = (Fy,{A(p,n) —g : g € F}}) has
VC-dimension 3.

Corollary 7.6. For all p > 3, Hgs, has VC-dimension 3.

Proof. Fix p > 3. We show Hgg, has VC-dimension at most 3. Suppose towards a
contradiction there is G = (V, E) € Hgg, with VC-dimension at least 4. By definition of
Has, there is n > 1 such that G is isomorphic to an induced sub-3-graph of GS,(n). Thus,
GSp(n) also has VC-dimension at least 4. Let A = {a, : g € F}}, B = {b, : g € F}},
C = {c; : g € Fy}. Then GS,(n) has vertex set V' = AU B UC and edge set &' =
{agbycyr - g+9g +3" € A(n,p)}. Since VC(GS,(n)) > 4, by definition, one of the following
hold.
(1) There is X C V' a set of size 4, and for each Y C X, ey € (‘g) such that for all
r € X, {zr} Uey € £ holds if and only if x € Y.
(2) There is X C (‘g) of size 4 and for each Y C X, vy € AU B U C such that for all
ec X, {vy}Uee€ E'ifand only ife € Y.

Suppose first we are in case (1). Because there exists e € (‘;) with X = N(e) N X, we
must have that either X C A, X C B, or X C C'. Without loss of generality, let us assume
X C A Say X = {as,ay,a.,a,}. By definition of GS,(n), for any 0 # Y C X, since
N(ey) N X # 0, must have that ey = b, cp, for some gy, hy € ). But then {z,y, 2, w}
is shattered by Fgs,, contradicting Theorem

Suppose now we are in case (2). Because there is some v € V' such that X N N(v) = X,
we must have that either X C AB, X C AC or X C BC. Without loss of generality,
assume X C AB, say X = {agbp,,...,a40bn,}. Note that for any ) # YV C X, since
N(ey) N X" # 0, we must have that vy = ¢,, for some vy € ). Again, we see that
{91 + ha1,..., g4+ ha} is shattered by Fgs,, contradicting Theorem [7.5]

On the other hand, by Theorem [Z.5 there is set X C [ of size 4 shattered by Fgs,.
Say X = {g1,...,04}. It is easy to see {bocy,,...,bocy,} is shattered in (V,{Nas,m)(a) :
a € A}), and thus Hqs, () has VC-dimension at least 3. d
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We now turn to showing that Hyp has bounded VC-dimension. This will be clear to the
model theorist, as the edge relation of Hyp is uniformly definable in Presburger arithmetic,
for instance. On the other hand, this fact will also be known to many combinatorialists,
as the 3-graphs of Hyp are examples of semialgebraic hypergraphs (see e.g. [4]), which are
well known to have bounded VC-dimension. However, we include a proof here for the sake
of completeness.

Fact 7.7. Hyuyp has VC-dimension 1.

Proof. By definition of Hyp, it suffices to show that VC(HP(N)) < 1 for all N. Fix N > 1,
and consider the 3-graph HP(N) = (V, E) where V.= AUBUC, A = {a; : i € [N]},
B ={b:i€[N]},C={c:i€[N]}, and E = {a;bjc;, : i +j5+k > N +2}. Suppose
towards a contradiction that HP(N) has VC-dimension as least 2. This means there is
either a set X C V of size 2 shattered in (V, F;) where F; = {Nupw)(uv) : uv € (g)}, or
a there is a set X C (V) of size 2 shattered ((%), F2), where F» = {Nup(w)(u) : u € V}.

Suppose first there is X C (‘2/) of size 2 shattered in ((‘2/) , F1). Arguing as in in the proof
of Corollary [7.6], it is not difficult to show that because HP (V) is 3-partite, X C K5[A, B,
or X C Ky[A,C],or X C K,[B,(C]. Since A, B, and C behave symmetrically in HP(N), let
us assume that X C K3[A, B]. Say X = {a;,bj,,a;,b;,}. By relabeling if necessary, assume
i1+ j1 < iy + jo. It is not difficult to see that because X is shattered in HP(V), there is
some ¢, € C so that cza;,b;, € E but cxa;,b;, ¢ E. But this means that i; +j; +k > N +2
while iy + jo + k < N + 2, which is not possible, as iy + j; < 5 + Jo.

Suppose now that there is X C V of size 2 shattered (V,F;). Again, it is not hard to
see that since HP(V) is 3-partite, we must have X C A, X C B, or X C C. As the roles
of A, B,C are symmetric, we may assume, say, X = {a;,,a;,} C A, where ¢; < iy. Since
X is shattered, there is some bjcy so that bjcra;, € E but bjcya;, ¢ A. But this means
7+ k41 > N+ 2 while j + k+ iy < N + 2, which is not possible, as i; < is. O

7.3. Special 3-graphs and the proof of Theorems 2.53 and In this subsection
we define (p, u, 7, a, p)-special 3-graphs (see Definition [[.25]). The purpose of Definition
is to isolate common properties our main examples, GS,(n) and HP(n), specifically
those which are required to prove both examples require non-binary vdiscs-error. The main
idea is that both examples come equipped with natural metrics on their set of vertices,
which interact nicely with their edge sets. As Definition is quite technical, we will
begin by examining each of the two examples in turn by way of motivation. We will begin
with GS,(n), where the picture is somewhat simpler.

7.3.1. Special properties of GS,(n). In this section we will go through the main properties
of GS,(n) used in the proof that it requires non-binary vdiscs-error. We first recall the
definition of GS,(n), and prove some basic facts about it. Given x € F, and i € [n], x;
denotes the ith coordinate of x. Given 1 < i < n, we let H; denote the subspace of IFZ with
the property that for all z € H;, x; =0 for all 1 < j <. By convention, we set Hy = FJ.
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Recall that A(p,n) = J_; H; + €', where €’ is the ith standard basis vector in Fy. In
other words, a vector z € F) is in A(p,n) if the first non-zero coordinate in x is 1. Then
GS,(n) is defined as follows.

GSp(n) = ({ag, by, cq : g € IFZ}? {agbgcyr = g+ g +49" € A(p,n)}).

To ease notation, while in Section [[.3.1], we will let A = {a,:g € F}}, B={b,: g € Fy},
C={cy:9€F}}, E=E(GSy(n)), and N = p". Give z,y € ) we set

AMz,y) =max{i € {0,...,n}: x and y are in the same coset of H;}.
Note that by definition, & y)+1 7 Yr@y)+1 and for all 1 < j < XNa,y), y; = ;.

Lemma 7.8. Given v,y € Fy, set d(z,y) =0 if v =y and set d(z,y) = pANEY) Gf Ly
Then d is an ultra metric on Fy, with distances in [0,1], and for all v € F}, B,-:(x) is the
coset of H; o containing x.

Proof. 1If x # y, then = and y are in different cosets of H,, so d(z,y) > p~™ > 0. Given
r € [, it is clear that d(x,y) = p~t if and only y is in the same coset of H; as x, but
not the same coset of H;yy. Thus By-i(z) = {y € F} : d(z,y) < p~'} is the coset of Hiy,
containing x. This shows that d(z,y) = d(y, r) for all 2,y € F} and d(z,y) = 0 if and only
if x =y.

Consider x,y,z € ). Suppose d(z,y) = p~t, so x, y are in the same coset of H;, say
H; + g, but not the same coset of H;,1,say v € Hiy1+g+¢ andy € Hiy +g+9¢". If
2z ¢ H; + g, then d(x,2) = d(y,2) = p! = pd(z,y). If z € H; + g, then it cannot be in
both H;y1 +g+¢ and H;i 1 + g+ ¢/, so max{d(z,x),d(z,y)} = p~* = d(Z,y). This shows
d(z,y) < max{d(z, z),d(y, z)}, and thus d is an ultrametric. O

The fact that d is an ultrametric on F} makes things particularly easy to analyze in
GS,(n). For example, for any r € (0,1] and z € F}, |By(z)| = |Hpy1| = p~™ "N, where
m =max{i <n:r <p '} = [log,(r ")]. Thus every ball of radius r contains the same
number of points, and p~'rN < |B,(z)] < prN. It is also very simple to partition balls
into smaller ones, as our next claim shows.

Claim 7.9 (Balls can be partitioned). For any x € F and 0 < r; < ry < 1, there is
a partition of B,,(x) into at most prory* disjoint open balls of radius 1, one of which is
centered at x.

Proof. Let my = [log,(ri")], ma = [log,(r;")]. Then B,,(z) is the coset H,,,42+ g which
contains . We then partition H,,, 2+ ¢ into cosets of H,,, 2. All of these cosets are balls
of radius r1, and one of them must contain z. We can easily compute that the number of
balls in this partition is p™ ™2 < pror; . O]

Another nice feature of GS,(n) is that it is vertex regular (i.e. all of its vertices have
the same degree).

Claim 7.10 (GS,(n) is vertex regular). For all u,v € AUBUC, [N(v)| = |[N(u)| =
N*(L £p7").

p—1
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Proof. Given a4, b, € GSy(n), the neighborhood of agb, is
N(agby) = {cgr 1 9" € Alp,n) —g — g}
Clearly |N(agby)| = |A(n,p)|. Observe that

A =S =Y =Ny =N Py L L
; ; ; p—1 p—-1"p—-1 p—1

Thus p%lp" —1 < |A(n,p)| = |N(azby)| < p%lp". Then for any a,, we compute the size of
its neighborhood as [N (ay)| = >_,cpn N(agby) = p"|A(n, p)|. Clearly any b, or ¢, has the
same degree. O

It is also important to note that we showed in Claim that the degree of every
vertex has the form aN? for some a bounded away from 0 and 1 (e.g. « = 1/2p would
work). We now consider some important interactions between the metric and hypergraph
structure. Equip each of the sets A, B, C' with the natural metrics coming Lemma [[.§ (i.e.
for g,g" € T}, set d(by,by) = d(cy,cy) = d(ay,ay) = d(g,9')). In our next claim, we use
the vertex-regularity in GS,(n) to show that given open balls By C A and By C B, there
are many edges and nonedges in K3[Bj, By, C]. This can be thought of as a beefed-up

version of the fact that for every a,by, N(azby) and ~N(ayzb, ) are large (see Claim [7.10).

Claim 7.11. For all a; € A, by € B, and r € (0,1], there are fo(r,9,9), fi(r,9,9") € Fy
such that

K3[Br(ag)> Br(bg’)a Br(cfl(hgy’))] C E and K?»[Br’(ag)a Br(bg’)> BT(CfO(Tvgvgl)):I NE =0

Proof. Set m = [log,(r~')], so By(ag) = By-m(ay) and B,(by) = B,-m(b,). Let h,h' €
2 be such that in Fy, B,-m(9) = Hpy1 +9g and By-m(g') = Hpy1 + g’ Define s =
min{m, (g, ¢’)}.

Let fo(r.g,g') = = 121 (9 + g))e’ + 2e5* and let fi(r,g,9') = — S0 (i + g))e’ + e+,
Note Hoy1 + g+ g + folg,g') = Heyq + 2e5T is disjoint from A(p,n) and Hy 1 + g+ ¢ +
fi(9,9") = Hepy + €5t is contained in A(p,n). Thus K3[B,(ay), Br(by), Bs(¢t,(rg.9))] € E
and K3[B,(ag), Br(by), Bs(Cfo(rg.9)] N E = 0, as desired. Note that by construction,

d(fo(r,9,9), fi(r,9,9") > max{r,d(g,49")}. O

It will be important for us to know that the fo(r, g,4"), fi(r,9,9"), fo(r’,d", "), f1(r',¢",g")
in Claim [Z.11] are far apart for certain choices of g,¢’, ¢”, g",r,r'.

Claim 7.12. If ¢’ # ¢", then for each u € {0,1}, d(cs,(rg.))s CLu(rggr)) = A(bgr, bygr).
Further, if h #h', " > r, and d(h,h') > max{d(g, ¢’),'}. Then

min{d(cfu(wﬁ), Cfv(r’,g’,h’)) U,V € {O, 1} > d(h, h/)
Proof. Note that if ¢” # ¢, then

s+1 s'+1

ACfo(rg.9): Chotrggm) = A= Z(gz + gg)ei +2et, — Z(gz +g/)e + 2‘38/“))’
i=1 i=1



96

where s" = min{m, A(g, ¢")}. This shows d(cf,(g.9')s Cfo(g,9)) = d(bg,bgr). A similar argu-
ment shows that d(cy,(g,9), Cf1(g,97)) = d(bgr, bgr).

Suppose now that g # ¢, h # K, ' > r, and assume d(h,h') > max{d(g,¢'),r'}.
Set m’ = [log((r")™1)], s = min{m, \(¢g, h)} and s’ = min{m/, A\(¢’, h’')}. By assumption,
A(h, h') < min{A(g,q’),m'}. Given u € {0,1} let u+ 1 be 2 if u =1 and 1 if u = 0. Now
fix (u,v) € {0,1}? and consider A(f,(r, h,g), fo(r', 1/, ¢')). This is

s+1 s'+1
A= S (i g6t + (e, =3 (gl + H)ef + (0 + 1))

i=1 =1

= A(- Z 2hi + (w1 = hery = gor1)e™™, = Z 2hi + (v +1—hypy — 9;'+1)68/+1)
i=1 =1
= \(h, h'),
where the last equality is by definition of s and s’, and because A(h, ') < min{A(g, ¢'), m'}.
Thus d(cy, (rh.g)s Cf.0 1r,g)) = d(h,h'), as desired. O

We now show that the intersections of certain neighbhorhoods and non-neighborhoods
are contained in open balls.
Claim 7.13. Given ay, by, by € V(GSy(n)), N(ag,by) N —=N(a,by) is contained in an
open ball in C' ball of radius d(by, byr).

Proof. Given a € Fy and o € I, define 77*(a) := ae’ — a, and note that

Alp,n) —a=JH: +7(a).

i=1
Fix a4, by, by and consider C' = N(ag, by) N =N (a,byr). Let h =g+ ¢ and f =g+ g¢".
Then let C" = {z, : w € (A(p,n) — h) N (=A(p,n) — f)}, and set m = A(h, f). Note

(Apm) — 1)1 Ap) — 1) = (U B+ 72m) 0 (U B 720).

We prove in [60], than the set above is contained in a single coset K of H,, ; (see Lemma
C.1 there). Consequently, C" C {¢, : v € K}. We are now done since any coset of H,,_; is
an open ball of radius p~™ = p " = d(b,, b,) O

Our last lemma shows that sufficiently small balls around distinct points can be “split

apart” using the edge relation in GS,(n).

Claim 7.14. Suppose a4,ay € A, and d(ay,ay) =1 > 0. Then for all by, € B, there is
cn € C such that K3[B,(cp), By (byr), B, (a,)] C E and K3[B,(cp), By(bgr), Brr(ag)|NE = 0,
orT vice Versa.

Proof. We begin by defining an element f(a,b) € F, for all distinct a,b € F, with the
property that for all a # b in IF,,

{a+ f(a,b),b+ f(a,b)} = {1,u} for some u ¢ {0, 1}.



97

Given 0 < a < b, let f(a,b) = a — 1. Then set f(0,p—1) = f(p —1,0) = 2, for each
b ¢ {0,p— 1}, and set f(0,b) = f(b,0) = 1. Finally, set f(1,b) = ( 1) = 0 for all
b¢{0,1}.

Now suppose a,4,ay € A, and d(ag,ay) = > 0 and byr € B. Let m = A(g,¢’), so
r =p ™. Note g; = g. for all i < m, by definition. Set

= Z ~0i = 97) + F(Gmr1 + Gmts s + G )€™

Then
Hypir+9+ 9" +h=Hpit + (f(Gme1 + Goits Gt + Gmg1) T Gms1 + 9:7/1+1)€d+1 and
Hyp1 + 949" +h=Hypr 4+ (f (91 + Gits Gmsr + Gog1) + Gonsr + ggz+1)€d+1-

By our definition of f, one of these has the form H,,,;+e™"! and one of them has the form
Hpi1 + ue™ ! for some u ¢ {0,1}. Thus one is completely contained in A(p,n), and the
other is completely disjoint from A(p,n). Consequently, K3[B,(cy), B.(by), Br(ag)] € E
and K3[B,(cp), Br(by), By (ag)] N E =0, or vice versa. O

The existence of a metric which satisfies Claims[7.9], [7.10] [7.1T], [7.12}, [7.13] [7.14lis sufficient
to show that GS,(n) requires non-binary vdiscs-error. In the next subsection, we will show
very similar axioms hold in HP(V), although some weakening will be required.

7.3.2. Special properties of HP(NN). In this subsection we show that HP(N) satisfies weak-
ened versions of the properties of the prior subsection. We begin by equipping HP (V) with
a metric in the obvious way. Recall that
HP(N) = ({ai, bi,Ci RS [N]}, {CLibjCk ) +] + k Z N + 2})

To ease notation, in Section [[.3.2 we let A = {a; : i € [N|}, B = {b; : i € [N]},
C ={c¢;:i€[N]}, and E = E(HP(N)).

Lemma 7.15. For each X € {A,B,C} and x;,x; € X, set d(z;,z;) = |i]_vj|. This makes
each of A, B,C into a metric space with distances in [0, 1].

In an ideal world, we would like to prove all the same facts here for HP(V) as we showed
held for GS,(n) in the previous subsection. Indeed, some of the facts will go through
largely unchanged. For example, the following is a straightforward analogue of Claim [7.13]

Claim 7.16. Given a; € A and bj,bj € B, N(a;,b;) NN (a;, byr) is contained in a closed
ball in C ball of radius at most d(bj, b;).

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume j’ < j. Note that
N(a;,bj)) N =N (a;, b)) ={cs:s€[N+2—i—j, NIN[O,N+2—1i—j)}

If this is empty, let C' be the ball of radius 0 centered at ¢;. Otherwise, the above is equal
to

{fesise[N+2—i—j, N+2—i—j")},
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which has size |j — 5’| = d(b;, bj)N. This set is clearly contained in a closed ball of radius
j — §'|/2N in C. O

Other properties from Section [[.3.T] must be tweaked in a more serious way before they
will hold in HP(NV). For instance, in HP(N), a ball B,(a;) in A is of the form

{a; : j € (min{i — rN, 1}, max{i+rN,N})}.
This could have size about rN/2 (e.g. if ¢ = N), or it could have size 2rN (e.g. if
i = |N/2], and r < 1/2). Consequently, not all balls with the same radius contain the
same number of vertices. However, we can clearly give a range of [NV | < |B,(a;)| < 2rN.
Similarly, not every vertex in HP(N) has the same degree. For instance, if 7,5 > N/2,
then |N(a;b;)| = N, while if ¢ = j = 1, then |N(a;b;)| = 1. However, we can show that
most vertices have degree within a certain non-trivial range, and that many (but not all)
pairs of vertices are in many edges and non-edges.
Claim 7.17. Suppose 0 <7 < 1/4 and 0 < 3u < 7. The following hold in HP(N).
(1) Forallie (uN,2uN) and j € (TN, (1 —7)N), |N(a;b;)| € [TN/2,(1 —7/2)N].
(2) For alli € (uN,2uN), min{|N(a;)|,|=N(a;)|} > N?/4.
(3) Forallj € (TN,(1—7)N), [N(b;)| € [uTN?/4, (1 — p7/4)N?].
Proof. Given i € (uN,2uN) and j € (TN, (1 — 7)N), note
N(aibj) ={cx : k€ [N+2—1i—j N|}.
Therefore,
TN/2 < uN +7N —2 < |N(ab))|=i+j—2< N1 —-7+2u)—2<N(1-1/2).
This shows (1) holds. Further, for all j € (TN, (1 —7)N), we have
IN(bj)] = |(uN, 2uN)|TN/2 > pTN* /4,

and |N(b;)| < N2 —|(uN,2uN)|T7N/2 < N? — uTN?/4, so (3) holds. For (3), we have that
for all i € (uV, 2uN),
N N N N—j
N2/4§Z oo k<) Y E<IN(@) <)Y k< N2
j=1 k=N+2—j—2uN j=1 k=N+2—j—i j=1 k=1
as claimed. 0

Claim [T.17 shows that almost all vertices (namely those with index in (7N, (1 — 7)N))
have degree alN? for some o bounded away from 0 and 1. Further, there are many pairs
of vertices with degree SN for some /5 bounded away from 0 and 1 (namely those where
one vertex has index in (uN,21N) and the other has index in (7N, (1 — 7)N)).

This lemma, and the observations preceding it, illustrate a general strategy for how to
deal with HP(N) (as compared to GS,(n)). In particular, we must make the statements
more approximate, and also relativize some of the quantifications to certain “special small
index sets” (e.g. the vertices with indices in (uN,2uN)) and “special non-small index sets”
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(e.g. the vertices with indices in (7N, (1 — 7)N)). To ease notation and emphasize this
idea, we define, for 7, u > 0,

Ag(r)={a; i€ (TN,(1 —7)N)} and
Aan(p) = {ai - i € (uN,2uN)}.

We define By, (7), Bsm(pt), Cig(T), and By, (1) in the same way. We will always use these
notions with p being significantly smaller than 7, in which case A;,(7) N Agm (1) = 0. Note
that Claim [T.I7(1) says that every ab € Ay, (1) X Byy(7) has degree SN for some § bounded
away from 0 and 1, and Claim [T.I7(2) says that every b € By, (7) U By, (1) has degree of
aN?, for some o bounded away from 0 and 1.

When it comes to partitioning open balls into smaller ones (i.e. proving an analogue
of Claim [[9]), things are again more complicated. For instance, unlike in the ultrametric
space GS,(n), we cannot partition an open ball B, (a;) into disjoint open sub-balls. This
is because any open ball has the form {a; : j € I}, for some open interval /. Any attempt
to partition I into disjoint open intervals will always miss a few points of I, namely the
endpoints of the sub-intervals. Problems can also arise due to divisibility issues near the
end points of intervals. The following lemma will be used to deal with these issues, and
says that we can almost partition an interval into almost evenly sized sub-intervals. Below,
dy denotes the usual metric dy(i,7) = |i — j| on [N]. A ball in this metric space has the
form (x — d, x + d) N [N] for some x € [N] and d € [N].

Lemma 7.18. For all 0 < r; < 1, there is ng so that if N > nq, the following holds.
Suppose 0 < 11 < r9, and I = («,B) is an open ball of radius roN in [N]|. Then there is
m < 4ry/ry and a collection P of m open balls contained in I, each of radius at most r{ N

and at least 1N /3, such that |I'\ (UP)| < 2m.

Proof. Assume N > ', ry'. Set dy = [roN] and dy = [r1N/3]. Let i € [N] be such that
I=(a,B)= (i —dy,i+dy)NI[L, NI
Notedy+1<|I|=p—a+1<2dy+1. Set s =||8—«a|/(2d,)], and for each j € [s], set
xj = a+(2j —1)dy. Note that for each j € [s], x; +dy < 3, so the ball of radius d; around
x; is contained in I. However, I\ (U;_, Ba, (2;)) could be large if (z, + dy, B) is large. To
make sure this is not an issue, we will combine the last two balls into one ball of a slightly

different radius.
By definition of xs_1, 2d; < 8 — (z5-1 — dy) < 4dy. Set dy = | (B — (vs—1 — d1))/2], and
let o/ = 2,1 +dj. Set
P={By(x;):1<i<s—1}U {Bd/1 (2._)}.
By construction, every element in P is an open ball of radius at most N and at least
r1N/3, and
NP <Ko, we, 2l JU{B,B—1} < s+2.

By definition s < (2roN + 2)/2diN < (2reN + 2)/(2r;1N/3) < 4ry/r1, where the last
inequality uses that N is large. 0
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We can now give a weak analogue of Claim [7.9.

Claim 7.19. Suppose 0 < r; < pu?, 1 <ry <1, N is sufficiently large compared to ry, and
a € A. Then there is some m < 4ry/ry and a set P of m disjoint open balls, each of radius
at least r1/3 and at most 1, all contained in B,,(a), such that |B,,(a) \ (UP)| < 2m.

Proof. Note B,,(a) = {a; : i € I} for some open ball I in [N]. The conclusion is thus an
immediate corollary of Lemma [. I8l 0J

We recall that in Claim [7.9] there was an additional conclusion beyond what we have
shown above, namely that we were also able to choose one of the balls in the cover ahead
of time. Due to divisibility issues, we cannot always do this in HP(NV), but it turns out
that Claim along with Claim below will suffice. In particular, Claim says
that given an open ball B,(a) in A, whose center is not too close to the endpoints of [V]
(where problems arise), we can almost partition A into balls, one of which is B,(a). To
help deal with this requirement, we define the following slightly enlarged versions of our
special sets:

A ()™ ={a; i€ ((p = p?)N, (n+ p?)N)} and
Ayt ={ai:ie((r- PN, (1 — 7+ >N}
We define By, (1) %, Big(p) ™ and Cyp ()™, Crg(pe) ™ similarly.

Claim 7.20. Assume 0 <7 < 1/4,0<pu<7/3, and0 < r < p?. For N sufficiently large,
the following holds. For all a; € Ajy(T)" U Agn(p)™, there are m < 8r~! and a set P of m

disjoint open balls in A, each of radius at most r and at least r/3, such that B,(a;) € P
and |[A\ (UP)| < 2m.

Proof. Assume N > r~' u~'. Suppose a; € Aj,(7)" U Agn(p)™ and 0 < r < p?. By
assumption, i € ((7—p?)N, (1 =7+ p?>)N)U((p— p?)N, (2u+ pu*)N). Let d = [rN]. Note
that B,(a;) has the form {a; : i € I} for some open ball I = (i — d,i+ d) N [N] in [N].
Since a; € A} (1)U Af, (1) and r < pi?, we know that i —d > p—2p* and i +d < 7+ 24>,
Consequently, both i —d and i+ d are in [N]. Let I} = [1,i—d) and Iy = (i +d, N]. These
can also be written as open balls in [N], say of radii d; and ds, respectively. Note that
dl, d2 Z (,u — 2M2>N/2

By Lemma [ZI8] there are m; < 4%r~! and a collection Py of open balls in ([N],dy),
each of radius at least rN/3 and at most N such that each element of P; is contained in
(i+d,N)and [(i+d, N)\ (UP1)| < 2m;. Similarly, there are my < 4r9r~" and a collection
Py of open balls in ([N],dy), each of radius at least rN/3 and at most rN such that each
element of P, is contained in (1,7 —d) and [(1,7 — d) \ (P2)| < 2my. We then let

P = {Br(az)} U Pl U 732.

Note |P| = mq +my + 1 < 4r~'. By construction, each element of P is a ball of radius at
least r/3 and at most r, and |A\ (UP)| < 2my + 2my + 2 < 871, as desired. O

We will need one more partition fact, namely that given a ball B,(a;) whose center a; is
in Ay, (p), the approximate subcover obtained in Claim [[.T9 will have the property that
B, (a;) N Agm (1) is mostly covered by balls whose centers are in Ag,, ()"
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Claim 7.21. In Claim[7.19, if P' are the elements of P centered at elements in AL, (n),
and P" are those centered at Aj,(T)", then

|(Bro(a) N A () \ ((JP)] < 2m
|(Bry(a) N A (r) \ (P < 2m
Proof. This is immediate from the definitions of A, ()" and A (7)". O

We now turn to the analogues of Claims [[.11] and [[12] For these we must restrict
ourselves to our special sets Ag, (1) and Ay, (p)*.

Claim 7.22. Suppose 0 < 7 < 1/4, 0 < pu < 7/3, and 0 < r < p?. For all suffi-
ciently large N the following holds. For every a € A, (7)* and b € By, (1)", there are
fo(r,a,b), fi(r,a,b) € [N] such that

K3[Byj2(to(ram))s Brla), Be(b)] € E and K3[B,2(c(rap))s Br(a), B:(b)] N E =0,
and such that d(cg,(r.ap), Cfi(rap) < 7T
Proof. Suppose (1 — p>)N < i < (1 =7+ p?)N, (u— p>)N < j < (2u + p?)N, and
0<r<p? Setd =[rN], and define
fo(r,a;,b;) = N+2—i—j—3d; and fi(r,a;,b;)) = N +2—1i— j+ 3d;.
Note each of these are in [N] due to the assumptions on ¢, j, and r. Suppose a,b,c, €
By(a;) x B,(b;j) X Byj2(Cfy(rasp;))- Then
wHutv<(i+d)+(G+d)+(N+2—i—7—3dy)+ [di/2] =N+2—dy+ [rN/2]
<N +2.
On the other hand, if a,buc, € By(a;) X By(b;) X By2(cf (raip;))- Then
wHu+v>G—[rN|])+ (G —[rN]))+(N+2—i—j+3d)— |[rN/2]
> N +d — [rN/2]
> N+ 2,

where the last inequality uses the NV is large. Note that by construction, d(cy, (r.a;.b;)> Cfo(raib;)) =

As in Section [T.3] it is important to know the f,(r,a,b), f,(r’,a’,b') obtained in Claim
[7.22] are far for certain choices of a,b,r,a’, V', r'.

Claim 7.23. Assume 0 < 7 < 1/4, 0 < u < 7/3, and 0 < r < 7' < p?. For any
a,a" € Aig(1)" and bt € By, () the following hold.
(1) Foreachwu € {0,1}, d(fu(r,a,b), fu(r,a,b')) > d(b,b") and d(f,(r,d’,b), fu(r,a,b)) >
d(a,a’).
(2) Ifd(a,a’) > d(b,b") + 61/, then

min{d(cy, (r,ap)s Cfo(rarp)) * U0 € {0,1}} > d(a,a’) — d(b,b') — Tr'.
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(3) If d(b,V') > d(a,a’) + 61, then
min{d(cy, (rap), Cro(rar ) * U v € {0,1}} > d(b,0') —d(a,a’) = Tr".
Proof. Suppose a;,ay € Ay (T)* and bj, by € By (p)T. By definition, for each u € {0,1},

d(fu(’f’, a;, bj)> fu(ﬁ Qg , b])) = |Z - Z/|

Thus d(cy,(ra;8,) Afutray b)) = |8 = T'|/N = d(a,a’). A symmetric argument shows that
d(fu(r,a,b), fu(r,a, b)) =d(b,b'), so (1) holds. For (2), suppose that d(b;,b;) > d(a;, ay)+
67'. Without loss of generality, say j' > j. Then for any (u,v) € {0,1}?,

d(fu(r,a,b), fo(r',a' b)) = |N+2—i—j+ (=1)"3[rN] — (N+2—i—j+ (—=1)"3[r'N])]

> |5 = jl = i —i| = 6['N],

where the inequality is using the assumption that d(b;,b;) > d(a;, ar) + 67/, and that
r’ > r. Consequently,

d(cfu(ﬁaubj)’ Cfu("'vai’vbj’)) > ‘j, - j‘ - ‘i/ - 7’| - 6[T/N—| /N > d(bj7 bj’) - d(aiv ai’) -
The argument for (3) is similar. O

We now give the analogue of Claim [[.T4l The version here is a bit weaker because the
balls are smaller, and we will also require things to be sufficiently spaced out.

Claim 7.24. Suppose 0 <7 <1/4,0<3u<7,0<rr" <p? and " > max{r,r'}. Then
if N is sufficiently large, the following hold.

For all a; € A)(7) and ay € A with d(a,d’) = r" + 1" +r, there is b € Byy(p) and
c € C such that if 1o = min{r,7’,r"}/3, then K3[B,,/(c), By,2(b), By(ay)] € E and
K3[B,2(¢), Bry2(b), Br(a;)] N E =0, or vice versa.
Proof. Fix a; € A)(7) and ay € A satisfying d(a,a’) = 7"+ +r, where 7 > 2max{r’, 7}
and 0 < 7,7’ < p?. Set ro = min{r,r’,7"}/3, and choose any b; € B, (1) (note this implies
uN < j < 2uN).

Suppose first that i’ € ((T—p?)N, N(1—7+p?)) and i < ¢'. Let k = N+2—i'—j+[r'N|+
[7oN]. Our assumptions imply i'+j < (1-=74+u)N sok > N+2—i'—j > (1—p?—pu)N > 1.
On the other hand,

E<N+2—(r—p*)N —uN+2+7"N+roN <N,

where the last inequality is because 7,79 < p? and N is large. Thus k € [N], so it makes
sense to define ¢ = ¢;. Suppose byc, € Byy/2(bj) X By j2(c), as € By(ay) and a; € B, (ay).
Then using that ¢/ — i = r 4+ 1" + r” by assumption, we have
t+u+v<(i+rN)+(+roN/2)+(N+2—4d —j+ [r'N]+ [roN] +roN/2)
=N+2+41rgN — (7' —i)+ [F'N| + [roN]
<N+T7T—(r+7"+7")N—=r'N+ryN
<N +2,
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where the last inequality is because r” > 2max{r,r’} and N is large. Thus a;b,c, ¢ E.
On the other hand,

stu+v>G@" —r'N)+(j—roN/2)+ (N+2—4 —j+ [F'N|+ [roN]| —roN/2)
=N+2—roN + [r'N] + [roN]
> N+ 2.

Thus a.b,c, € E.

Ifi € (1 — p*)N,N(1 — 7 + p?)) and i’ < i, then proceed as above with the roles of i
and 7' switched.

Suppose now that i’ < (7 — u?)N. In this case, set k = N +2 —i—j+ [rN]| + [roN].
It is straightforward to check that k € [N] since i € ((7 — p?)N, (1 — 7 + p?)N) and
J € (1N, 2uN). Thus it makes sense to define ¢ = ¢;. Suppose byc, € By, /2(b;) X By a(c),
as € By(ay) and a; € B,(a;). Then

t+u+v>G—rN)+(j—roN/2)+ (N+2—i—j+ [rN]+ [roN] —roN/2)
=N+2—rN+[rN| —1roN + [roN]
> N +2.

Thus a;b,c, € E. On the other hand

stu+v<(@ +1rN)+(G+roN/2)+ (N+2—i—j+[rN]+ [roN]+roN/2)
=N+2—(i—i)+ 1N+ [rN]| + [roN]
SN+2—|(r+7"+7")N|+ [rN] + [roN]
<N +2,

where the last inequality is since N is large and r” > 2max{r,r'} > 6ry. Thus asb,c, ¢ E.
Finally, consider the case where i’ > N(1 — 7 + p?). In this case, set

k=N+4+2—i—j5—[rN|—[roN].
As above, it is straightforward to check that k& € [IV]. Thus it makes sense to define ¢ = ¢.
Suppose byc, € By 2(bj) X Byy/2(c), as € By (ay) and a; € By (a;). Then
stu+v>G@ —r'N)+(j—roN/2)+ (N+2—i—j— [rN] = [roN] —roN/2)
=N+2+ " —i)—r'N—[rN| —rogN — [roN]
>N+2+[(r+r"4+7r")N| —1'N = [rN] —roN — [roN]
>N +2,

where the last inequality is because N is large and 7 > 2max{r, '} > 6ry. Thus asb,c, ¢
E. On the other hand

t+u+v<(i+rN)+(G+roN/2)+(N+2—i—j—[rN]|—[roN] +roN/2)
=N+2+4rN—[rN|+roN — [rgN]
< N+2,
thus a;b,¢, ¢ E. This finishes the proof. O
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We will see that the properties described in this section are sufficient for showing that
HP(N) requires non-binary vdiscs-error. Further, they are strictly weaker than the prop-
erties laid out in Section [.3.1l For this reason, the axioms in Definition will be based
on what holds in HP(N).

7.3.3. Special 3-graphs. In this section we define special 3-graphs, and show that both
HP(N) and GSy(n) are special, for appropriately chosen parameters.

Definition 7.25. Suppose p > 2 and G = (AU BUC, E) is a 3-partite 3-graph where
|A| = |B| = |C| = N. We say G is (p, i, 7, o, p)-special if there is a metric d on A, B,
and C' with distances in [0,1], and distinguished subsets A, € Af, and A4;; C A} of
A, By, C B, and B, C BIZ of B, and C,, C C} , and (), C C’f; of C, satisfying
the following axioms for all permutations XY Z of ABC, where given X € {A, B,C},
B (z) ={2" € X : d(z,2) <r}.

(1) (Special Subsets Axiom) There are ry,, > /2, 11, > 7/2, and x4, 1, € X such that

Xsm = By, (Tsm), Xig = B, (219), Xop = B, tu2(Tsm), and Xl—g = Bmg-i-uz (21g)-
(2) (Size Axiom) For each r € (0,1] and x € X, r|X|/2p < |B,.(z)| < pr|X]|.
(3) (Degree Axiom) For all x € X;! U X}

min{|N(z) N K,[Y, Z]|,|=N () N Ky[Y, Z]|} > an®.

(4) (Intersection Axiom) For all y € Y and z, 2’ € Z, there is a closed ball of radius at
most d(z, 2') containing N(y, z) N =N (y, ).

(5) (Partition Axiom) For any p <7 < p* and z € X, U XJ, , there are m < 4p(r~")
and a set P of m disjoint open balls in X of radius at least r/3 and at most r, one
of which is B,(z), such that | X \ (UP)| < 2m.

(6) (Covering Axiom) Suppose p < r; < p? and 7; < ro < 1, and B is a ball of radius 7y
in X. Then there is some m < 2pr;/ry, and a set P of m disjoint open balls, each of
radius at least 7 /3 and at most ry, all contained in B, such that |B\ (JP)| < 2m.
Moreover, the following hold.

(a) P = {B,(x) € P:x € X}, then |(BN Xy,) \ (UP)| < 2m
(b) If P"={B,(z) e P:z € XJr "}, then (BN Xgn) \ (UPY)| < 2m.

(7) (Splitting Axiom 1) For every x € X;| and y € Y}, and p < r < p?, there are
Jo(r,z,y) and fi(r,x,y) such that B, s(fu(r,z,y)) x B.(x) x B,(y) € E* for each
u € {0, 1}, and such that d(fo(r,z,y), fi(r,z,y)) < 3r. Further, the following hold.

(a) If y # ¢/, then for each u € {0, 1}, d(fu(r, z,y), fu(r,z,y")) = d(y,y),
(b) If d(y,y’) > d(x,2") 4+ 6r', then

(y,
min{d(f,(r,z,y), fo(r', 2", vy") : u,v € {0,1}} > d(y,y') — d(z,2") — Tr'.
(c) If d(x,z") > d(y',y) + 61/, then

min{d(f.(r,z,y), fo(r',2',y") 1 u,v € {0,1}} > d(z,2") — d(y,y') — 7.

(8) (Splitting Axiom 2) For all z € X” and 2’ € X satistying d(x, ") = r”+r'4r, where
p < r.r' < p?and r” > 2max{r’ r}, and all y € Y,,, there is z = f(x,2",y) € Z
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such that if 7o = min{r,r’,7"}/3, then K;3[B,,/2(y), By,/2(2), By (2')] € E and
K3[Byy/2(y), Broj2(2), Br(x)] M E =0, or vice versa.
(9) (Disjointness Axiom) The sets X, and X! are disjoint.

It seems likely that with a bit more work, one could get rid of Splitting Axiom 2 by
deducing it from a version of Splitting Axiom. However, optimizing the list of axioms is
not our main goal. We can now easily verify that our main examples are special.

Proposition 7.26. For all p > 2, there is ng such that for all p > 0 and all n > ny,
GSy(n) is (p, 1/p*,1/p?, 5555, p)-special.

Proof. Equip A, B, and C' with the metrics defined in Section [L31l For each X €
{A, B,C}, set

Xlg:Xngr:{xg:geHleel} andXsm:X:m:{xg:geHl—i—@}.

Clearly these are balls of radius at least p=2 (see Claim [Z9), and X N X ;g’ = (). Thus
Axiom (1) holds. Axiom (2) holds by the comments following [[.8 Axioms (3)-(7) hold
immediately from Claims [.9] [[.10, [T.11], [7.12], [7.13] [7.14] and the fact that the roles of A,
B and C are symmetric in GS,(n). O

Proposition 7.27. For all0 <7 <1/4,0<pu<7/3,0<p < pu?, and p > 2, there is ng
such that for all N > ng, HP(N) is (p, pu, 1 — 7, u?, p)-special.

Proof. Choose ngq sufficiently large for 7, p, and 7,7/, 7" > p in Claims and
Assume N > ngy and equip each of A, B,C in HP(N) the metrics described in Section
32 Set iy = T|nj2|s Tsm = T3uN/2)s Tsm = K/2, and 1y = (1 — 7)/2. Then define
KXom, X, Xig, X ngr to satisfy Axiom of 1 of Definition These will each differ from the
sets defined as X, (1), X7 (1), Xig(7), X1g(7) T in Section [7.3.2] by at most two points each
(note not every interval in [/V] is an open ball due to divisibility issues). This difference
will not effect the results proved in Section as N is large. Note Axiom (9) holds by
the definition of X!, X¥ and the assumptions on 7 and . Axiom (2) clearly holds by the
discussion following Claim [TI70 Then (3)-(7) hold by Claims [7.17, [7.22] [7.23] [7.19], [7.2T]
[[.10, [7.24] along with the fact that the roles of A, B and C are symmetric in HP(N). O

7.4. Proof of Theorems [2.53] and [2.56. In this subsection we give the proofs of Theo-
rems 2.53 and 2256 We begin with Theorem below, which shows that special 3-graphs
will not admit vdiscz-homogeneous partitions with binary error.

Theorem 7.28. Suppose p > 2, 0 < u < 1/16, 0 < 7 < 1 —4pu, and o > 0. For all
0 < e < au/p'®, there is tg > 1, so that for all T > ty, the following holds. There is p > 0
such that for all sufficiently large n, if G = (AUBUC, E) is a (p, i, T, a, p)-special 3-partite
3-graph with |A| = |B| = |C| = n, then G does not admit an e-homogeneous partition with
binary error and t parts, for any to <t <T.

Proof. Fix p> 2,0 < pn<1/16,0 <7 < 1—4pu, and a > 0. Choose 0 < € < a, i, T

and tg > ¢, Fix T > ty. Then choose 0 < p < T 1p™1%ur n > Tp~le7lp~! and set
N = 3n.



106

Suppose G = (AU BUC,FE) is a 3-partite 3-graph with |A| = |B| = |C| = n, and
which is (p, a, p1, T, p)-special. For ease of notation, set V"= AU BUC. Suppose towards a
contradiction there are ty < ¢ < T and an equipartition P = {VjU...UV;} of V and ¥ C ([;])

so that |X| < et?, and for all ijk € ([;]), ifij, jk,ik ¢ ¥, then %‘w € [0,e)U(1—e, 1].

Enumerate the sets A = {a; : ¢ € [n]}, B ={b; :i € [n]}, and C = {¢; : i € [n]}. For
cach X € {A, B,C}, let X, X{,, Xig, X} be as in Definition [L25 Set €3 = €'/8. We will
use throughout that ¢ > to > e, and that each Vj is very large (since |V;| = (3n/t) 1
and t <T).

We say that a pair zy € (g) is a non-X pair it xy € K[V, V;] for some V;V; € (72)) \ 2.
On the other hand, we say xy is a X-pair if xy € Ks[V;, V| for some V;V; € ¥. Since
|| < et?, the number of non-Y. pairs is at least

(1) =5 (W) -z (W) v ave = a-20('Y),

i=1 ijES
there the last inequality uses that t > o, and that |V| is large. For each 1 < i <, set
A, =A"NV, B,=B*"NV;, and C; =C"NV,.

Given i € [t] and X € {A,B,C}, we say X; is trivial if |X;| < e3|Vi], and a vertex
x € V is trivial, if x € X; for some trivial X;. For each i € [t], at most two elements of
{A;, B;, C;} are trivial, and therefore, the number of trivial vertices in V; is at most 2¢e3|V;|.
Consequently, at most 4e3 N vertices are trivial. For each X € {A, B,C}, let

Ix :={i € [t] : X; is non-trivial}.

Since all but at most 4e3 N vertices are non-trivial,

(9) U x
1€Lx

and consequently, |Zx| > (1 — 12€3)| X|/(N/t) > (1 — 12¢3)t/3, for each X € {A, B,C}.

We now turn to the sets of pairs which are in some sense “error pairs” with respect to the
partition {Vi,...,V;}. In particular, we define

> (1 —12¢3)| X,

A, B,C
S ={X)Y;:i,j€[t], XY € ({ ’ 2’ }) and either ¢ = j, or one of X;, Y] is trivial}, and

Set S = &) US,. Note that |Sy| < 3|3| < 3et?. Using (), we have that

(10) S| < 3|2 +3t+t‘ U x.
i¢Tx

where the last inequality uses that t > t; > e¢~!. We think of the set S as controlling

all potential error triples. Indeed, we will show that any triple A;B;C} avoiding S will

be somewhat homogenous with respect to H. Specifically, we claim that if A;B;C} has
A;Bj, AiCy, BiCy, ¢ S, then A;B;Cy is \/eu®-homogeneous with respect to H. Suppose

J/(N/t) < 13est?,
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towards a contradiction that A,B;, A;Cy, B;Cy, ¢ S, but |[ENK3[A;, B, Cyl|/|Ail|B;||Ck| €
(Vep®, 1 — \/ep®). Since A;Bj, A;Cy, B;C) ¢ ¥, by assumption, there is u € {0,1} such
that |[E* N K3[V;, Vi, Vill > (1 — €)|Vi||V;||Vi|. But we also have

|K3[Vi, Vi, Vil \ EY| > Vel Ks[ Ay, By, Cil| > 28| Vil V| Vi > €|Vl [V3] Vi,

where the last inequality is by our choice of € < p. This contradicts that |E*NK3[V;, Vi, Vi]| >
(1 — €)|Vi||V}||Vi|. Thus any triple A;B;C} avoiding S is y/eu®-homogenous with respect
to H.

Eventually, we will contradict (I0). We will use the following definition. Given X €
{A,B,C} and i € [t], set

Irr(Xy) = {Y; 21 - Xi¥5, XiZk ¢ S, |ENK3[ X0, Y, Zi)| /| K[ X, Y, Zi]| € (€208, 1—e2 ).

If X, is non-trivial, then our arguments above imply that if Y;Z;, € Irr(X,), then Y;Z;, € S.
Consequently, for any non-trivial X;, [Irr(X;)| < 13e3t?, and thus |ijzkelw(xi) Y;Z| <
39e5m2.

It will be important to know that, based on our assumptions, the pairs in § are somewhat
constrained in their distibution. This is the purpose of our next series of definitions. First,
set

U K2 X ] and 52 U K2 ) ]

X;Y;e81 X;Y;€852

By (@), we have that

|51\§Zt<‘2/")+ S Y IXVAX|<tB/t +2m Y > X

Xe{A,B,C}iclx Xe{A,B,C}icTx
< 9n?/t + 6(12¢3)n?
< 6163n2,
where the last inequality uses that ¢ > ¢~ !. Given X, set
Si(X) ={Y;: Xy, €S}and $i(Xy) = | Y
Y;€81(X4)

If X; is non-trivial, then using the above and our bound on the number of non-trivial
vertices, we have

J¢Ly J¢ZIz
Because |Sy| < 3et?, | S| < 9en?. Similar to the above, given X;, we set

S (X;) ={Y;: XY, €S} and $(X;) = | Vi
Y;€8(X:)
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To deduce that Sy(X;) is small, it is not enough to just know that X; is non-trivial. This
is the motivation of the next definition. Given X € {A, B, C'}, define

Gd(X) :={x € X : x is non-trivial and [{y € V' \ X : zy € Sa}| < 3/€(2n)}.

We say © € X is good if z € Gd(X). Since |Sa| < 9en?, we must have that for any
X € {A, B,C}, |Gd(X)| > (1 — 3¢"/*)n. Given X € {A,B,C} and i € [t], we say that
X; is good if X; is non-trivial and |X; N Gd(X)| > (1 — (3¢)¥/3)| X;|. Note that for each
X € {A, B, C},

|X \ Gd(X)| 1/2—1/3—1/8 1/3
U X<y X+ 36)1/363(3n/t)§1263|X|+36/ U8 X < 46| X|.

X, not good 1¢Tx
Thus, most of the elements in X are in a good X;. We claim that if X; is good, then
1S2(X5)| < 4€°/%4t. Suppose X; is good. By definition,

{zy : 2 € X,y € Sy} < (3v/€)2n|X; N Gd(X)| 4 2n|X; \ Gd(X)| < 6v/en|X;| + 2n(3¢)"/?| X;]
< 1263 X4|n.

Note that if Y; € Sy(X;), then Y is non-trivial so K[X;, Y;] contains at least | X;|es(3n/t)
many elements of Sy(X;). Consequently,

1S5(X5)| < (12643 X;|n) /(| Xiles(3n/t)) = 4€>/%4t,

This also shows that if X; is good, then |So(X;)| < (3n/t)4e”/?*t = 12¢*/?*n. We have now
establishes the required properties about the distribution of S. We now turn to considering
the implications of the axioms from Definition [7.25]

We say that X; is mized-degree if it is good, and moreover,

{z € X : min{|N(2)], =N ()|} > an’}| > &|Xi].

Note that by the Degree Axiom, if a set X; is good and satisfies |X; N (X, U X)) >

e/ IO\X |, then X; is mixed degree. Our next goal is to show that every mixed-degree X; is

Inostly contained in an open ball of small radius. Given n € (0, 1), define

Mix(n, Xi) = {yz € YZ: [Nu(y2)|/|Xi| € (n,1 = n)}.

We can already show that if X; is good, then Mix(n, X;) is not too large for certain values
of n.

Claim 7.29. If X; is good then |Mix(e'/*u*, X;)| < 2¢'/*p*n?.

Proof. Recall that since X; is non-trivial, for any X;Y;, X;Y; ¢ S and Y;Z, ¢ Irr(X,), the
triple X;Y;Z; is €'/2p8-homogeneous. Thus, for any such Yj, Zj, there is some n € {0,1}
so that at least (1 — €/4u)|Y;||Zx] many elements yz € Y;Z; have |N}(y2) N X;| >
(1 — e"*1*)| X;]. Using the size estimates from earlier in the proof, and the fact that X; is
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good, we have
Mix(e /4t X)| < /4| U Ka[Y;, Z4) |+
;24 (S1(X:)USa (X Irr(X:)

+ ‘ U | Ko[Y, Zi]| + n|S1(X5)] + n)S2(X5)]

Y; Zpelrr(X;)

1/4 n? + 39esn? + 1desn? + 12632
< 2442,
where the last inequality is because € < p. 0

Claim tells us that, for any mixed degree X;, there is only a small number of pairs
yz with N(yz) N X; and =N (yz) N X; both being large. On the other hand, because X;
has mixed degree, its vertices are involved in many edges as well as many non-edges. This
suggests that there must be many pairs yz for which N(yz) N X; is most of X;, as well as
many pairs yz for which =N(yz) N X; is almost all of X;. This idea is important for the
rest of the proof.

Consider the following sets.

P(X;) = {yz € KoY, Z) - |(=N(y2)) N Xi| > (1 = 2¢/4)[ X[} and
TH(X,) = {yz € K,lY, Z] - N(yz) N X, > (1 — 26| X}
Note that Mix(2¢'/4, X;) = K[V, Z] \ (T°(X;) UTY(X;)). Define
Q(X;) = {yz2' € K3|Y, Z,Z) :yz € TH( X)), y2' € TY(X))}
U{yy'z € K3[Y,Y, Z) : yz € TH X)), y'z € T X))}

We show in our next claim that if X; is mixed-degree, then Q(X;) is nonempty. Later,
we will use this, along with the Intersection Axiom, to deduce that every mixed-degree X;
is mostly contained in an open ball of small radius.

Claim 7.30. If X; is mized-degree, then Q(X;) is nonempty.

Proof. Fix X € {A, B,C} and suppose X, is mixed-degree. Let Y, Z be such that {X,Y, Z} =
{A, B,C}. Define

Note that since X; is non-trivial, ¥; € Jy if and only if j # 4, Y; is non-trivial and
Y; ¢ S2(X;). Consequently, since X; is good,

|Jy| > [Ty | — 1 = [Sa(X))| > [Ty | — 1 — 46/t > (1 — 1363)|Iy| > (1 — 13e3)%t/3,

where the last inequality uses the fact that |Zy| > (1 — 12¢3)t/3. Similarly Z, € Jy if
and only if k& # 4, Zj is non-trivial and Z; ¢ SQ(XZ) similar argument also shows
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|Jz] > (1 —13€3)|Z7] > (1 — 13€3)%*t/3. Define
Fy = {Y;Zy € Ks[Jy, J7] : |EN K3 X, Y5, 20| /| XallY;]1 2] < €2} and
Fy = {Y;Zy € Ks|Jy, J7) - |E N K3[ X, Y5, Ze)| /| X0l 1Y) | Ze| > 1 — €'/,

Note that by the definition of Jy, Jz, we have that if Y;Z;, € Ky[Jy, Jz] \ (F1 U Fp), then
Y;Z), € Irr(X;).

We claim that it suffices to show that either there is some Y;Z;Z;, with Y;Z;, € Fj and
Y;Zy € Fi, or there is some Y;Y; 7, with Y;Z), € Fy and Y Z;, € Fy. Indeed, suppose there
exists some Y;Z 2y with Y;Z, € Fy and Y;Z;, € Fy. Since Y;Z;, € Fp, standard counting
arguments imply that there is a set Qy C Y} of size at least (1 — €*/4)|Y}| such that for all
y € Lo,

{22 € Ky[Zk, Xi] - wyz ¢ E}| > (1 — /4| X;|| Z4).
Similarly, since Y;Z}, € Fy, there is a set Q; C Y of size at least (1 — ¢'/4)|Y;| such that for
all Y E Ql,

{2z € Ky[Z), Xi] - wyz € BY| > (1 — /)| X,]| Z.

Choose any y, € Q1N (clearly 25Ny is nonempty, as its size is at least (1 —2¢'/4)|Y;|).
Consider the bipartite graphs

Go = (Zp U X;, Nu(y.) N Ks[Zg, Xi]) and Gy = (Zy U X;, Nu(y.) N Ka[Zy, Xi]).

By construction, the density of edges in Gy is at most €'/, and the density of edges in G4

is at least 1 — ¢'/4. Thus, there exists a z € Zj, of degree at most €'/4|X;| in Gy, and there
exists a 2’ € Z with degree at least (1 — ¢'/4)|X;| in G;. Now

min{|~Ne (y.2) 0 Xil, |[Ni(y.2') 0 X[} = min{|Ne, ()], [ Ne (2)]} = (1 €)X,

so Y22’ € Q(X;). An symmetric argument shows that if there is some Y;Y;Z;, with
Y;Z, € Fy and Y Z), € Fy, then there exists some yy'z, € Q(X;). Thus we just need to
show that either there is some Y;Y; Z; with Y;Z; € F, and Y;Z;y € Fy, or there is some
Y}Zkal with Y}Zk € F,y and Y}/Zk € Fiy.

Suppose towards a contradiction that no such Y;Y;Z, or Y;Z,7Z; exist. Let G be the
bipartite graph G with vertex set Jy U Jz and edge set Fy. Recall that for all Y;Z; €
(Jy x Jz)\ (Fo U Fy), we must have Y;Z;, € Irr(X;). Consequently,

| K[y, Jz) \ (Fo U Fy)| < 13est® < 100e3|Jy || Jz],
where the last inequality uses our lower bounds on |Jy|, |Jz|. Therefore, if we set
Jy ={Y; € Jy : [{Zx € Jz:Y;Z), ¢ Fy U Fi }| < +/100€3|J7|} and
Jy={Zy € Jz: {Y; € Jy : Y;Zi ¢ Fy U F1}| < /100e3|Jy|},

then |J5,| > +/100e;3|Jy| and |J;| > +/100€3|.Jz|. Because there does not exist Y;, Zy, Zy
with Y;Z, € Fy and Y;Z € Fy, we have that for all Y; € Jj, either |Ng(Y;)| >
(1 — 4/100€3)|Jz| or |Ng(Y;)| = 0. Similarly, because there does not exist Y;,Yj, Zj
with Y;Z, € Fy and Y Z, € Fy, we have that for all Z, € J}, either |Ng(Zy)| >
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(1 — /100€3)|Jz| or |Ng(Z;)| = 0. By Lemma (.9, either |Fy| < 2(100e3)Y4|Jy||Jz| or
|Fi| > (1 = 2(100e3) /)| Jy || Jz].
Suppose first that |Fy| < 2(100e3)**|Jy||Jz|. Then

U Nal) U mmzl+ Y IXImzl+ Y 1EnKX.Y;, 2]

reX; YjZkQF()UF'l YjZk€F1 YjZkGF()
< | X;]39e3n? + | Fy|(3n/t)% + €/2|Jy || 4| (3n/t)?
< |Xi] (3963n2 + 3(100e5) /4230 /1) + 61/2t2(3n/t)2>

— |X,|n? (3963712 +27(100e5) 4 + 961/2)
1/5‘X ‘n

where the last inequality is because € is small. This implies that there is a set X! C X;
such that | X!| > (1 — e5/"%)|X;|, and such that for all z € X/, |Ny(z)| < e/"n? < an?,
but this contradicts that X; is mixed degree.

Suppose on the other hand that |Fy| > (1 — 2(100e3)/#)|Jy||Jz|. Note that

R R e

Y, Zk ¢ Fy Y; Zx ¢ FoUF) Y;Z.€Fo
< 39e5m2 + 2(100¢5 )1/4t2(3t">
< 6515/ n?/2,
where the last inequality is because € is small. Consequently, we have that

U Na(@) 2 (1287 ST [WllZd = (1 20?1 - ¢ /2) 2 n?(1 - &),

zeX; Y;Zrel

From this we deduce there is a set X! C X; of size at least (1 — el/ "1X;], so that for all
z € X!, INy(z)| > (1 —e/")n2 > (1 — a)n2, contradicting that X; is mixed-degree. This
finishes the proof of Claim [7.30L O

We now deduce that every mixed-degree X; is mostly contained in an open ball. Given
a mixed-degree X, define

D(X;) = {d > 0: there is y22’' € Q(X;) with d(z,2") = d or yy'z € Q(X;) with d(y,y’) = d}.

Since D(X;) is nonempty by Claim [7.30 (and V is finite), we may choose dx, := min D(X;)
and define a ball By, as follows. If dx, is witnessed by some yy'z" € Q(X;), let px, < dy,
be minimal such that for some z, N(yz) N=N(y',z) C B, (v) (such an z and px, exist by
the Intersection Axiom). If on the other hand, dx, is witnessed by some yzz" € Q(X;), let
px; < dx, be minimal such that for some z, N(yz) N =N(y,2") C B,, (v) (again such an

z and py, exists by the Intersection Axiom). In either case, set By, = B, (), and note
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|X; N By,| > (1 — 2¢/%)|X;|. Combining this with the Size Axiom and the fact that X; is
non-trivial (since it is good) we have that

- 2e1/4>e3<3n/t> < |Bx,| < poxin
)i

and thus, px, > (1 — 2e"/*)t7'p~tez > 50pp°°, where the last mequality is because t < T
and by our choice of p.

We say X; is sm-interesting if it is good and |X; N Xg,,| > 61/10|X| Similarly, we
say X; is lg-interesting if it is good and |X; N X;,| > 61 10|X| We will say X; is simply
interesting if it is either sm-interesting or lg-interesting. Note that by the Degree Axiom,
any interesting X, is automatically mixed-degree. Therefore, when X; is sm-interesting,
we can apply Claim [Z30 to find By,. In this case, we have that | X; N Bx,| > (1—2¢/4)|X;]

and | X; N Xgn| > el/lo\X |. This implies that
1X; N By, N Xo| > (5" = 26X > /" X,]/2 > 0.
Thus, we may choose some z; € X; N Bx, N Xy, and define By = ngxi(x,-).

Similarly, when X; lg-interesting, |X; N By,| > (1 — 2¢Y/4)|X;| and | X; N Xy| > €3] X

imply
1X; N By, N Xy| > (/" = 2671 X,] > e/°|X5] /2 > 0.
Thus, we may choose some x; € X; N By, N Xy, and define B, = Bapy. (x;).

We have now shown that when X; is sm-interesting (respectively lg-interesting), there
is an open ball By of radius pYy, = 2px, < 2dx,, with center z; € X, (respectively
z; € Xiy), and so that [X; N By | > (1 —2¢/%)|X;|. Our next goal is to show that this ply.
is not too big.

Claim 7.31. If X; is interesting, then py < pi?/2.

Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction there exists an interesting X; with p/y > u?/2. If
X, is sm-interesting, set X, = X, and Y, =Y}, if X, is Ig-interesting, set X, = Xj, and

By the Covering Axiom, there exists Q; a collection of m; open balls of radius, each
of radius at most x?/32, and at least p?/96, each contained in B , such that m; <
2p(p?/32)(p'y,) ", and such that if Q] is set of elements of O, centered at a point in X,
then (B, N X,)\ (U Q})| < 2my. Note that by assumption, my < 2p(p°/32)(py,) " < 2p.
By the pigeonhole principle, there is B,,(2’) € Q) such that

B, (z)) N X, N X,| > ( V101 x,1 /2 — 2m1)/m1 > e/ x| /4p,
where the last inequality is because m; < 2p < |X;|. We claim
IB,LLQ/IG(:I;,) N le < (]_ — 261/4)|XZ|

Suppose towards a contradiction |B,z2/6(z') N X;| > (1 — 2¢//*)|X;|. Choose any y €
Y.. By Splitting Axiom 1, there exist 2q,2; € Z such that d(zg,2;) < 3u?/16 such that
B,216(2") € Nu(z1y) N =Ny (20y). But now yzi20 € Q(X;), so d(z1,20) € D(X;). But
d(z0, 21) < p*/4 < px,/2 = px,, a contradiction to the definition of px,.
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Thus |B,e2/16(2") N X;| < (1 — 2¢Y/*)|X;|. By the Partition Axiom, there is a set Qy of
my open balls, each of radius at most ?/16, and at least p?/48, one of which is B2 16(2’),
such that my < 16 - 4pp~2, and such that | X \ (UP)| < 2ma. Since |By2/16(2') N X;| <
(1 — 2¢Y%)|X;], by pigeonhole, there is some B,,(z") € Qs, distinct from B,z /6(z’), such
that
/42| X, | . /42| X

16 - 2p = "16-4p
where the last inequalities use the upper bound on msy, and the fact that X, is large. By
the Covering Axiom, there exists a collection Q3 of ms disjoint open balls, each of radius
at most ro/4 and at least ry/12, each contained in B,,(z”), such that ms < 8p, and such
that |B,,(z") \ (U Qs3)| < 2m3. By the pigeonhole principle, there is B,,(z"") € Q3 such
that

|X2 N BT2 (I//)| Z (261/4‘XZ‘ — 2m2)/m2 Z

/42| X
16 - 32p?
where the last inequalities use the upper bound on mgs, the fact that e < p < 1, and the

fact that X, is large. Note that ro > r3 > p.

Now, since B,32/6(2') is disjoint from B,,(z") and B,,(z") C B,,(z"), we have that
d(z"”,z') > p?/16 + r3. Set r" = d(2™,2') — ri — r3, and 79 = min{ry,r3}/3. Recall
r < p?/32 and p?/48 - 12 < 1y /12 < r3 < 19/4 < 1i%/16 - 4. Consequently,

d(x" 2") > pi?/16 + 73 > 2max{ry, r3}.

1 X; N By, (2")] > (411 X;| /(16 - 4p) — 2mg) /mz > —2> X,

Therefore, by Splitting Axiom 2, there are is an open ball B; in Y and an open ball B; in
Z, each of radius ro/3, such that K3[By, By, B,,(2')] C E and K3|By, Bs, B, (2")] C —E,
or vice versa. Since

|B,,(2') N Xi| > &/"°|Xi| /4p and | By, (") N X;| > e/4pt| X3,
we must have that Ky[B;, Bo] € Mix(e'/4u*, X;). Since r; > p2/96 and r3 > p?/(48 - 12),
we have 79/3 > u?/(48 - 36), so the Size Axiom implies we have
min{|Bi|, | Ba|} > p*n/(48 - 36)(2p) = 1u*n/(96 - 36p).
Consequently

1/4, 4 p'n’

Mix(e Xi)| > |Ks|By, Bsl| > —.

However, since X; is good, Claim [7.29 implies |Mix(e'/*1*, X;)| < 2¢/4u*n?. Because we
chose € < p, 2e/*u*n? < (Fﬁgizp)“ so this is a contradiction. This finishes the proof of

Claim [7.311 O

Note that Claim [.31] tells us that if X; is sm-interesting, then since the center of By,
is in X, and the radius of BY is less than p?/2, By C X} . Consequently |By N X; N
X5, > (1—2¢4)[X;]. Similarly if X; is lg-interesting, then By, C X!, and consequently
By, N Xi N XM > (1—26/4)|X,].
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Let K_é? be the set of lg-interesting X;, and let K" be the set of sm-interesting X;.
Using the above, we have that

X \C U X<t U X+ DD X0 X <267 1X] + 261X

X g K™ X; not good X; good, X; g K™
1/3
< 3e37 | Xaml,

where the last inequality is because € < u, and because, by the Size and Special Sets
Axioms, |Xgn| > p|X|/3p. Consequently,

(11) U Xl > Xl (- 4e).
X, eKym
A similar argument shows

(12) U Xl = Xl - 467,
X €KY
Thus, for each X € {A, B,C}, most of X, is in an sm-interesting X;, and most of X,
is in an lg-interesting X;.

Claim 7.32. For each X € {A, B,C} and all interesting X;, and for each u € [3], there
is a set ¢, (X;) of open balls in X of radius at most p'y /p**", and at least p'y, /3p**" such
that the following holds for each u € [3].

(1) For all B € ¢,(X;), B C B,

(2) For each B € ¢,(X;), | X; N B| > (1 — 2eY/4)|X;|/p>*,

(8) For each u € [3], |Xi N (Upeg,(x,y B = (1 — 3N X;).

Proof. Suppose X is interesting. If X, is lg-interesting, let X, = Xj, and if sm-interesting,
let X, = Xgn.

By the Covering Axiom, for each u € [3], there is a set P, of m, < 2p3** disjoint open
balls, each of some radius r, < ply /p***, such that |By \ (UP.)| < 2m,, and such that
each ball in P, is contained in B . For each u € [3], let

$u(Xs) = { By pyrrn (') By ppeen(2) € Py and By g (2')NXG] > (1—26"")|X;] /my}.
Note (1) and (2) hold by definition of ¢,(X;). We show (3). By, assumption, |BY \
(UP.)| < 2m,. Thus,
X;n( J B =1Xin By, —2m, > (1 - 264X — 4p*™ > (1 - 3€'/4)| X,
B/E¢u(xi)

where the last inequality is because X is large. 0

For ease of notation, given an interesting X; and u € {1, 2,3}, let P,(X;) be the set of
centers of the balls in ¢,(X;), and let W, (X;) = Upiey,x,) B'- Note that P,(X;) € X,

when X; is sm-interesting, and P,(X;) C X ngr when X; is lg-interesting.
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Our next claim is crucial to the overall argument. The basic idea is that for certain
sm-ineresting Y;, and any lg-interesting X;, then, given any B’ € ¢»(X;) and B” € ¢(Y;),
there is a ball B” = B"(B’, B") in Z, which is not too small, and such that K,[B", B"|
contains many xz which “split” Y; N B”, in the sense that both N(zz) N (Y; N B’) and
- N(zz)N(Y; N B") are large. It will also be important to know this produces different B”
as we let B’ and B” vary (see (i) and (ii) below).

Claim 7.33. Suppose X #Y € {A, B,C}, Y] is sm-interesting and X; is lg-interesting.
(1) Suppose p'y, > py,. Then for each xy € P5r(X;), and each yo € Pa(Y;), there is
fxy,z(xoyo) € Z so that for at least half the © € By, jop(x0) N Xy, and all the
z € Bp;(i/2p4(ijXiZ(x0y0)>7 xz € Mix(2eY/4/p°)Y;).
(2) Suppose py, > p,. Then for each xg € P5(X;), and each yo € Pa(Y;), there is
fv;x.z(yoro) € Z so that for at least half the y € By jopa(yo) NY;, and all the
J
z € Bp;,j/zp4(fxi1/jz(yoxo)); yz € Mix(2¢/4/p°, X;).
Moreover, the following hold.
(i) If Xi, X; are lg-interesting, and p, > px, = py,, then for all x € P5(X;), o' €
Py(Xy) with d(x,2") > 10px,, and all y,y" € Po(Y;),

d(fxiyjz(l"y% in,YjZ(ZE,y,)) > 5Pfxi-

(i) If Y;,Y; are sm-interesting, and Py, = pg/j, > plx,, then for all y € Py(Yj), v €
Py (Yy) with d(y,y') > 10py,, and all z, 2" € Py(X;),

d(fv,x.z(yx), fr, x,2(y'2")) = 5py..

Proof. Assume first that py, > py.. Suppose yo € P(Y;) and zy € P(X;). By Claim
[C3T, pYy, < p?/2. Set r = ply. /4p* and let B' = B,(yo) and B” = B,(x0). Apply Splitting
Axiom 1 to obtain zq = fo(r, zo, yo) and z; = f1(r, xg, yo), so that so that for each n € {0, 1},
B, 2(zy) x B' x B" C E" and d(2, z1) < 3r. Suppose there were y € Y, 2 € B, 5(2), and
2" € B, /2(20) such that (y,z) € I'1(X;) and (y, ') € T'g(X;), or vice versa. Then we would
have yzz' € Q(X;), contradicting our choice of py, (since d(z,2") < 4r < px,). Thus, for
all y € Y, there is € = £(u) € {0, 1} such that

({y} % Brja(21)) U ({y} x Brja(z0)) C Mix(2e"*, X;) UTe(X5).
Let B(1) ={ye B'NY;:{(y) =1} and B(0) ={y € B'NY; : {(y) = 0}. Then
max{| BO)], |BO)[} > |B'NY;1/2.

Choose ¢* € {0,1} so that |B(£*) NY;| > |B'NY}|/2. Then for all y € B(£*) NY;, and all
2 € Bji_¢+|(2]1-¢+|), one of the following holds.
e yz € Mix(2¢/4, X;). In this case, by definition, min{|N(y2)NX;|, |-N(yz)NX;|} >
261/4‘Xi|,
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e yz € ['e-(X;). In this case |[N¢ (yz)| > (1 — 2¢/4)|X;| (by definition of e (X;)).
Since z € Bji_g«((21-¢+|), we also know |[=N(yz) N X;| > |B" N X;| > 264 X;|/p°,
where the last inequality is because B” € ¢o(X;).

This shows (B(f*)ﬂY}) X B‘l_s*‘(z‘l_g*‘) g MiX(2€1/4/p5, X,) Define inyjz(y()ZL'Q) = Z|1—¢*|-
This finishes the proof of (1). The proof of (2) is symmetric, with the roles of ¥ and X
switched everywhere.

For (i), suppose X; and Xy are lg-interesting, and p'y. > p’Xl_, > pg/j . Suppose = € Py(X;),
1" € Py(Xy) and y,y" € P(Y}) are such that d(z, ") > 10p%, . Since we chose fx,y,z(zy)
and fx,v,z(2'y’) using Splitting Axiom 1 with r = ply, /4p* and r = p'y /4p®, respectively,
we have by part (c) of that axiom that, since d(y,y’) < ,ogfj <,

d(fxv,2(xy), fx,v,z(2'y) = d(z,2") — d(y,y') — T(px,/4p") > 5p),.

The proof of (ii) is symmetric, with the roles of X and Y switched everywhere, and with
Splitting Axiom part (b) in place of part (c).
O

We are now ready to embark on the main argument of the proof. Given X € {A, B, C},
let Ix(0) = K5 U K'. Then for X # Y, define

MY (X;) = {Y; € Iy(0) : X.Y; ¢ S and g, < gl }.
We will construct an integer t*, and for each 1 < u < t* and a collection of objects w,,,
Wy, Sw, and Lx(u), Ix(u), Jx(u) for each X € {A, B,C} so that the following hold.

(1) Foreach 1 <wu < t*, W, € I14(0) U15(0) UI:(0), and w, € Po(W,),
(2) Foreach 1 <wu <t*and X € {A,B,C}, Lx(u) ={Wy,...,W,} N Ix(0), and

Ix(u) = {X, € Ix(0)\ Lx(u) : X, € M*(W,,) for all W, € Ly (u) with Y # X},
Jx(u) ={X, € Ix(u) : for all X; € Lx(u),dx(xs, ;) > 10’ }.

(3) Foreachl <wu <t*and X € {A,B,C},if W, € Ix(0) and Y Z lists { A, B, C}\{X}
in alphabetical order, the following hold. If W, is lg-interesting, then

Sw, ={Y;Zi € Ky[Jz(u), Jy(u)] : Y; € Ky, and for some y € Py(Y)),
W3(Zk) N By, ja(fw,y; z(way)) # 03,

and if W, is sm-interesting, then
Sw, = {Y;Z1, € Ky Jz(u), Jy(u)] : Y; € K¥ and for some y € Py(Y;),
Us(Zk) N By, jalfw.y,z(way)) # 0}
(4) For each 1 <u <t*, Sy, € S and |Sw,| > (1 — \/E)eé/ﬁ‘p{%t/z
)

(5) For all 1 <u # v <t*, Sy, NSw, = 0.
6) For some X € {A, B,C}, Bl | > €/1n,
Xy ) Xy

€Lx(to
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Step 0: There is nothing to do, as this case is vacuous.

Step ¢ + 1: Suppose ¢« > 0, and for each 1 < u < ¢, you have chosen W, Sy, , and sets
Ly(u), Iy(u), Jy(u) for each U € {A, B,C}, such that (1)-(4) hold for each 1 < u < i, such
that (5) holds for each 1 < u # «' <4, and such that (6) holds for all 1 < u < i (note the
hypotheses say nothing if i = 0).

| Uv.ery iy Br.l 2 e'/1n for some U € {A, B,C}, set t* = i and end the construction
(clearly this will not happen if i = 0). Otherwise, we have that for each U € {A, B, C},
| Uvery i Bu.l < ¢'/1n. By the Size Axiom, this implies that for each U, € Ly (i),

Py, < 2pe/*n. Consequently, using (I2),
| > U G-I U Bl 21U uULI0 - 46°) - e/
USEIU(Z USGIU(O USELU(i)

(13) > |UF UUL|(1 - 565,

By our assumptions, for each U € {A, B,C} and each U;_,U;, € Ly(i),
BlOpbi (ug,) N BlOpbi (ui,) = 0.
Consequently, by the Size Axiom and the definition of Jy(7),

LU w2 U G-l U Bug, )l > 10 ULl - 56%) = 10pe

UsEL]U(Z USEIU(O UZSELU
(14) > |UFUUL|(1 - 66y,
For each U € {A, B,C}, set set rl,, = max{pp, : U; € Jy(t)}. Then define
Tit1 = max{réi—lvrﬁlvrgl}‘
Choose X € {A, B, C} such that rfil = 141, and any ;11 € Jx (i) such that p’Xj.+1 = Tii1.
Then define W;,; = X Lx(i+ 1) = Lx(i) U{W;41}, and for each U # X, set

Lu(i+1) = Ly (i). For each U € {A, B,C} \ {X}, define Tp(i + 1) = MY (Wisy) 0 I (i)
and Jy(i+1) = Jy(i +1) N MY(Wi,1). Then set
Ix(i41) = Ix (i) \{Wisa} and Ix (i + 1) := {X, € Ix(i+ 1) : d(us, 7),,,) > 10pyy,,, }-
Let Y Z list the elements of {A, B,C'} \ X in alphabetical order, and define
Ky (i+1)={Y; € Jy(i +1): Yj is sm-interesting}, and
K¥9(i+1)={Y; € Jy(i+1): Y; is lg-interesting}.
Using ([II) and (I4)), and since Jy (i + 1) = Jy (i),

U vz U

Y;eK5m(i+1) V€K™ (i4+1)\Jy (i+1)

> (1 - 6e5')| Yarn|-
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A similar argument shows that

U

Y€K (i41)

> (1 —665/)[Viyl.

Consequently, combining this with the Size and Special Sets Axioms, and the fact that
€ < 1, 7, we have

K3+ 1)] = (un/2p)(1 = 665")/(3n/t) = (L = 65"t /Gp > ut /Tp,
and similarly |Klyg (1 + 1)| > 7t/Tp. By construction, W;,; is either lg-interesting or sm-
interesting. If W;yy is lg-interesting, let Y, = Y, and K* = Ky"(i + 1). If Wi, is
sm-interesting, let Y, = Vi, and K* = K¥(i + 1).

Fix Wi+1 € PQ(WZ'+1). Given Y; € K* and (TS PQ(Y]), consider Bri+1/4(fWi+1ij(wi+1y))
asin Claim[Z.33] Note that if Z;, € Jz(i+1), B" € ¢3(Zx), and B"NB,,,, ja(fw,, v, z(Wis1y)) #
0, then B” C B, 2(fwi,.y;z(wis1y)) (since by construction, ri, = p@Vm > ply ). Thus,
for all such Zj,, we have by Claim that

|E N K3 [ Zy, Wi, Yill /| K3 [ 25, Wi, Y| € (61/4M4/27 1 - 61/4M4/2)-

Since we assumed Y; € Jy (i + 1) € MY (Wiyq), Wi1Y; ¢ S. Therefore, if W17y ¢ S,
and Zj, is as above, then we would have to have Y;Z; € Irr(W;y;). Thus, if Z; € Jz(i+1)
and V3(Z) N By, ja(fwipy, z(wisay)) # 0, then Y;Zy, € Irr(Wiiq). Let Sw,,,y, be the set
of pairs arising in this way for Y}, i.e.

Swiny, = {YjZk : Zix € Jz(i + 1), and for some y € P (Y}),
\113(Zk) N BTi+1/4(fW¢+1YjZ(wi+1y)) 7é (b}
We have shown that for all Y; € K*, Sw,,,v; C Irr(W;,1). Clearly |Sw,,,v,| > s;, where

we define s; as follows.

‘(UyePQ(Yj) Bri+1/4(fW¢+1YjZ(wi+ly)) n (UZkeJZ(i-i-l) W3(Zk))|
[N/t '

Sj =
Note that for any Y; € K*,

(U Bunlwomzweap\ (U wz))

yePx(Y;) Zredz(i+1)
> ‘ U BTi+1/4(fWi+1YjZ(wi+1y))‘ - SJ(N/t)
yeP(Y))

By the Size Lemma, for each y € P5(Y)),
|B7"i+1/4(fWi+1YjZ(wi+1y))‘ > 7”2-4_171/8]9 = p?’vz‘+1n/8p'
Thus
(U Buntmmzwa)\ (U 9a(20)| = plysn/8p = si(N/0).

yeP(Y)) Zyedz(i+1)
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Now define
G = {Y; € K"+ 5, 2 gy, (1 = Vat/2p%).

We claim |ijeg* Y;| > e§/4n. Suppose towards a contradiction this is not the case, i.e.
that | ijeg* Y;| < eé“n. Note that if Y; € K*\ G*, then by definition of G* and the above,

U Brontmmz)\ (U ()| 2 plran/Sp = oy, (1= VEN/4°

yeEP(Y5) Zp€Jz(i+1)

1 3(1-ve
= P%/Mn(% - T)

> p@an/16p3.
By assumption | Uy, cg. ¥j| < ex/*n, so
(15) U vzl U vl-efn =l -1,
Y,eK"\G* yyek

where the last inequality also uses the Size Axiom, the Special Sets Axiom, and the fact
that € < p (if Yo = Ysp) and e < 7 (if Y. = Y),). Let K be a maximal 10pf;, , -separated
subset of (Jg\ g« P2(Yj). Since

U veU Biogy, (1),
Y;eK*\G* yeK
we know that by (7)), the Size Axiom, and the Special Sets Axiom,

min{u, 7H(1 = T )n/2p < V| (1 = 7e") < [K[10pply,,, n.

Thus |K| > (p{,vi+1)_1(1—7eé/4) min{u, 7}/20p?. By definition, forally # v € K, d(y,y’) >
10pyy,,,, and therefore, by Claim [Z.33(i) or (ii), d(fWi+13/jZ(wi+1y)7fWi+1Yj/Z(wi+1y/)) >
50w, ,- Consequently,
BT’i+1/4(fWi+1YjZ(wi+1y)) N BT’i+1/4(fWi+1ijZ(wi+1y/>) = 0.
Thus
U w@l<n-10 U UBuslfwivzws)\ J a2l

ZeJz(i+1) Y;eK*\G* yeK ZieJz(i+1)
< 1= |Kply,,, 0/ 165"
<= () (0~ Tel ) min e, H20P) iy m(16p%)
< n(1 — min{y, 7}/240p%).
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However, by the definition of W3(Z;) in Claim [[.32] we know that for all Z, € Jz(i + 1),
U (Z1)| > (1 — 3€Y4)| Z,,|. Consequently by (I4),
U m@lza-6?) )zl -6 -6z vz
ZreJz(i+1) ZreJz(i+1)
> (1 — min{u, 7}/240p%)n,
where the last inequality uses that € < u, 7. This is a contradiction, so we must have that
| Uy, eg- Yil 2 e/*n, so |G*| > €/*t/3. Now define

Swip = U Swiny,

Y,;eG*

Then we have shown that Sy,,, € S and

[Swisl = 1G%|Ply,,, (1= Vet/2p* > ply, & (1 — V/e)*#2/12p".
This finishes the definition of Sy, , .

We now show that for all u < 4, Sy, NSw,,, = 0. Suppose towards a contradiction, there
is some u < ¢ with Sy, NSw,,, # 0, say Y;Z), € Sw, NSw,,,. By construction, this implies
W, € Lx(u), say W,, = X, for some j,, # ji+1. We claim that either both W,,, W, ; € Ké?
or both W,,, W41 € K¥". Suppose W,, € K" and W,y € Ké?. Then W, € KY" implies
Y; € K¢, while W, € K% implies Y; € K3, But now Y; € K3 N K. This implies that
Y; NYE ] > [Y;]/2 and |Y; MY, 1| > |Y;|/2, which implies Y}, NY;> # 0, contradicting the
Disjointness Axiom. A similar argument shows we cannot have W;; € K§" and W, € K_ég.

Therefore we have that either W,, W;,, € Ké? or W,,Wis1 € K{". By construction,
there is w, € P»(W,) such that one of the following holds.

(1) Both W, Wiy, € K¥ and Y;Z; € Ky[K7(u), Jz(u)] N KoK (i 4 1), J4(i + 1)),
and

U3(Zy) N By, ja(fw,y;z(wuy)) # 0 some y € P(Y;), and

U3(Zk) N By ja(fwiav,z(wis1y)) # 0 some y € Pao(Y).
(2) Both W, Wiy € K3 and Y;Z;, € Ko[KY, J;(u)] N Ko[ K2 (i + 1), J(i + 1)], and

U3(Zk) N By, ja(fw,y;z(wuy)) # 0 some y € Py(Yj) and

v (Zk) N B?“i+1/4(fWi+1Yj (wi-i-ly)) 7& () some (TS P2(Y})
Since Y; € Jy(i+1), we know py. < min{pyy, , piy,,, }- By construction, the centers of By,

and By, " have distance at least 10pW from each other. Combining this with the fact that
for all y,y" € P5(Y;), d(y,y') < py,, we have by Claim [Z.33] that the following hold.

(16) d(fYJWuZ(ywu% .fWiJrleZ(wi—i-ly )) > 5qu > 5ka>
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But () implies that it is not possible to have both B,., /4(fw,v,z(w.y))) and B, /a(fw,,.v,z(wis1y'))
intersect By, , a contradiction. This finishes our verification that Sy, N Sw,,, = 0, and
consequently the (i 4 1)-st step of our construction.

Clearly this will end at some stage t*, where we will have that for some X € {A, B, C},
|Uxeng i) By, | > €/1°N. Say 1 <4y < ... <iy <t* are such that

Wi, oo, Wi, ©{XG i € [t}

and |77, BW | > ¢'/'°N. By the size axiom, this implies Y°_, pfy, > €'/10/4p. There-
fore, we have that

‘5|>Z|5W | > (1—2ve)%" tzzp )/4p* > /M2 /20p* > 13312,

where the last mequahty uses that e < p~! and t > to. But contradicts (I0), which finishes
the proof. 0

We obtain as an immediate corollary that Hyp and Hgg, require non-binary vdiscs-error.

Corollary 7.34. Hup, as well as Hgs, for any prime p > 3 require non-binary vdiscs-
error.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemmas [7.26], [7.27, and Theorem [7.28] O

We will now use this fact to prove Theorems 2.53] and 2.56, which state that if H is
a hereditary 3-graph property and either Hyp C Trip(H) or Has, € Trip(H), then H
requires non-binary discg g-error.

PROOF OF THEOREMS [2.53] AND Suppose towards a contradiction there exists a
hereditary 3-graph property Hs such that one of (1) or (2) below holds, and such that Hs
admits binary discy s-error.

(1) Hi = Hup C Trip(Ha), or
(2) H1=Has, € Trip(Ha).

By Corollary [7.34] there is some €; > 0 such that for all 7', M, there is N s such that
for all n > N, neither HP(n) nor GS,(n) admit an €;-homogeneous partition Gr s into at
most 1" parts with binary error.

Let 0 < € < €1, and choose €5 : N — (0, 1) as in Proposition G.1lfor €] and k£ = 8. Define
b : N — (0, 1] by choosing €)(x) < €jea(x) for all x. By assumption, there are T, Ly, M,
such that for all G’ = (V', E') € Hy with |V'| > My, thereisare 1 <t < T}, 1 <{ < I,
and a (¢, ¢, €], €,(¢))-decomposition of V' which is (€], €;(¢))-regular with respect to G’ with
binary discs 3-error.

Let To = Ty(€})™! and choose My > 3MTi(¢})~'. Now fix n > My, N, »s, and let
G =HP(n)=(AUBUC,E) if (1) holds, and G = GS,(n) = (AU BUC, E) if (2) holds.

By assumption, G € Trip(Hs). By definition this means there is some H = (V, F') € H,
and sets

A ={v,:ac A} CV' B ={p:0eB}CV' and C"={v.:ce C} C V',
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such that Vay Vb, Ve, € F if and only if abc € E. Note this implies |V'| > n > M;. Let
H' = H[A"UB' UC(C'"]. Then H' € Hy, and n < |V(H’')| < 3n. Since n > M, there are
to <t <Ty,ly<{<Ljanda (7€), €, (l))-decomposition P of V(H’) which is (€}, €,(¢))-
regular with respect to H’, and which has binary discgs-error. Say Pyerr = V/ U ... UV/
and Peage = {Pf 1 ij € ([é]),a < (}. Note that for each 1 < ¢ < t, n/t < |V;| < 3n/t.
Define

Y ={ije€ <[;]) : some Pi';-‘}f” € Triads(P) fails discy 3(e2(¢), 1/¢) with respect to H'}.

By assumption, |X| < €j#?. For each 1 <i <t let
Ai={a€A:v, eV}, Bi={beB:vy,eV/}and C; ={ce C:v. € V/}.

Then {A;, B;, C; : i € [t]} forms a partition of AUBUC. Set ty = 3[¢;?] and K = |3n/tot].
For each i € [t] and X € {A, B,C}, let X; = X;0U X U...UXyx be a partition with the
property that |X;o| < K and so that for each 1 < s < k¥, |X;| = K. Let ky = >\, k¥
and set X, = Ule Xio. Note that by definition of ¢y and K, | X,| < tK < 3e3n. Choose
{XE:1<i<t1<s<EkX} any equipartition of X into k parts, and for each 1 <i <t
and 1 < s < k¥, set X/, = X;, U X2. Clearly | X/, \ Xis| < 362Xy

We now have an partition Q,.+ of V(G) given by

{A 1 <i<t,1<s<kMU{B,:1<i<t1<s<kPIu{C,:1<i<t1<s<EkY.

Foreach 1 < a < /¢, X #Y in {A,B,C}, ij € (m), 1<s<k¥ and1<7r <kY, set

2 7
Q% o xy = P N Ko[X,,Y],]. Note that by Lemma B.T8] if Pj satisfies disca(e5(€), 1/€),
then each Qf} ., vy satisfies disca(e2(£),1/7).
Then for each X € {A,B,C}, 1 < ¢ < t, and sr € ([kg}), choose any partition
Ko[Wi, Wi = Upaer Qs xx S0 that each QF ;. yvx has disca(ex(£), 1/¢) (such a parti-

187 wr

tion exists by Lemma [3.24]). We now set
Qeage = {Qfrap 1 1< 6,7 <t,1<s <kM1<r <kJJuU
{Qfsrac:1<i,j <t,1<s <k} 1<r<kf}U
{Qfrpe:1<i,j <t1<s <k 1 <r <K JU
{Q%wx: X €{AB,C}1<s,r <k}
It is straightforward to check that Q is a (tk, ¢, €1, €2(¢))-decomposition of AU BUC. We
then define

S ={X.Y;,: X #Y € {A,B,C},ij € S, s € [k}],r € [k ]}U
{Xisy;lr . X>Y € {Aa B>C}a8 € [kz)(]>r € [kz/]}

It is straightforward to check that since €] < €; and by our choice of t;, we have |¥'| <
€1/ Quert|?. We claim that any triple of sets from Q,.,; avoiding ¥ is ¢;-homogeneous with
respect to G. Clearly this holds of any triple of the form X;,X,,Y,, for X,Y € {A, B,C}



123

or X;sX;sX,, for some X € {A, B,C}. Indeed, any such triple will have edge density 0 in
G, since G is 3-partite with parts A, B, C.
So fix some triple A;sB;,.Cy, € (Q’g,j”) such that A;sBj., BjrCpq, AisCpq € X', and a triad

a,B,y B Y
Fzs JTPq (AZS U BJ" U CP‘I’ %’sr ap Y ij,rq,BC U Qip,sq,AC)'

By construction, ij,ip, jp ¢ X, so the triad P@‘;‘pﬁ T =(V/uVjuVv, P5U PB U P, satisfies

disce 3(6’1,6’2(6)) with respect to H'. Let d € [0, 1] be such that |[E(H') N K(2 (ngﬁ N =
4 K (ngﬁ 7)|. Now suppose I'" is a subgraph of F?sgﬂpq

Consider the graph Rup with vertex set VU V] UV and edge set

{xyz € K3[V/, V!, V'] : 2 = v,,y = vy, and z = v, for some abc € E(T®%7 )},

ir Vi Vp is,j7,pq

and consider the subgraph R’ with V/ UV UV, and edge set

{zyz € K3V}, V! . V'] : & = v,,y = vy, and z = v, for some abc € K32 (I")},

1) ‘]7 P

Both R “and R’ are subgraphs of P%%7, so by the definition of discy (€}, €(£)),

is,j7,0q ijp

[E(H) 0 K (R, — dIKSY <Ra5” I < S IVIVIIV;] and

15,J7,Pq 15,J7,Pq

|EH)N KD (R)| - dEP(R)|| < e |V’||V’HV’|

1 63
Since 1, j, p are distinct, we have that

|KSP(REST )| = |[K (0857 ] and |KSP(R)| = | K52 (1),

18,J7,Pq 18,)7,Pq
and
|E(HY)NES (RG] = [B(G)NKS (0857 )| and |E(H)NEKD (R)| = |[E(G)NES ().

Consequently, if we let d’ be such that |E(G) N K(Q)(FO‘B”N = 0l’|K(2 (T%57)|, then

p p

|d' —d| < ¢ IV’|IV’I|V’I(IK (TN <

15,J7,pq

|V’||V’||V’|3

163 163

< 616—3‘141'5”3]'?”6’?!1‘7

where the second inequality is from Corollary and the definition of Q,.,.¢, and the last
inequality is since €] < ;. We also have from the above that

1B(G) 0 K] — AR < g VIV < & gl A4l Bl Gl

€

/3
where the last inequality is since €] < €; and the definition of Q,.,;. Combining these, we
have that

4 / 1
1E(G) N K ()] = | K52 (T I < 26151 Aisl| Bl | Cl,
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which shows that T satisfies discy3(2€5, €2(£)) with respect to G. We can conclude By

18,j7,pq

Proposition 5] (since G has VC-dimension at most 8) that
|E(G) N Ks[Ais, Bjr, Gyl /|Cisl| By |Cig| € [0,€1) U (1 — €1, 1].

This shows that any triple form Q,s avoiding ¥’ is e2-homogeneous with respect to G.
As defined Q,.,+ may not be itself an equipartition, although its parts will differ in size
by at most €2n/|Quer¢|. It is now not too difficult to show that one can redistribute some
vertices to make Q... into an equipartition without changing the densities within any of
the triads by very much. The result will be an €;-homogeneous equipartition of G with
binary error and at most T, parts, a contradiction. O

We now prove as a Corollary 2.59] which says that a property admitting binary, zero, or
linear discy s-error is discy 3-homogeneous.

PROOF OF COROLLARY [2.59 Suppose H admits zero discy s-error. By Corollary [(.6]
there is k such that H(k) ¢ Trip(H). By Fact 222, H has finite VCy-dimension, so by
Theorem [2.24] it is discy 3-homogeneous. Suppose now #H admits binary disce s-error. By
Theorem 2.53] there is k& > 1 such that HP(k) ¢ Trip(H). By Fact 2221 H has finite
VCs,-dimension, so by Theorem [2.24] it is discy 3-homogeneous. Suppose now H admits
linear discy s-error. By Theorem [2.50] there is k£ > 1 such that F(k) ¢ Trip(#). By Fact
2.22] ‘H has finite VCq-dimension, so by Theorem [2.24] it is disc 3-homogeneous. O

A similar argument will be important in our proof of Theorem 2.121 In particular, we
will use the following lemma.

Lemma 7.35. There are e > 0, 3 : N — (0,1], and ty,ly > 1 such that for all T, L
and N, there is n > N such that for all to <t < Tpy, and by < < Ty, any (t,0, €1, ex(l))-
decomposition of V(HP(n)) which is (€1, €2(f))-regular, has a discs-irreqular triad.

Proof. Since Hyp has finite VC-dimension it is discy s-homogeneous by Theorem
Suppose towards a contradiction that for all e > 0, €5 : N — (0, 1], and ¢, ¢y > 1 there are
T, L and N, such that for all n > N there is tg < ¢t < Tp, and ol < Ly, any (¢, 7, €, €1)-
decomposition of V(HP(n)) which is (€1, €5)-regular and has no discs-irregular triad. By
Theorem [2.53] there are juq, ps, to, o such that for all T, L and N, there is n > N such
that for all to <t < Tp, and ¢ < Tp, any (¢, ¢, 1, p2(€))-decomposition of V(HP(n)) which
is (g1, p2(€))-regular, has non-binary discy g-error.

By our assumption, and because Hyp is discez-homogeneous, there are 7', L and NV,
so that for all n > N there is to < t < Tpy, and ¢y < ¢ < Lg, and a (t, £, uy, pu2(0))-
decomposition of V(HP(n)) which is (p1, p2(€))-regular, with no discs-irregular triads, and
which is discy 3-homogeneous. Let ¥ be the set of pairs V;V; where at least (¢})Y/2|V;||V}]
of the zy € K,[V;V;] are in a disco-irregular P € Pegge. By assumption, |S| < (€))Y2¢2. If
ViV;, ViVie, V; Vi € 3, then by Proposition B.1] |E N K3[V;, V;, Vill|/Ks[Vi, V;, Vi]| € [0,6) U
(1 — €1, 1]. But now P is vdiscs-homogeneous with binary error, a contradiction. 0J

We now prove Theorem 2.12]
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PROOF OF THEOREM Fix a hereditary 3-graph property H, and assume is admits
binary discys-error. Fix ¢ > 0, €2 : N — (0,1] nonincreasing, and to,fy > 1. Let
€y = €. By assumption, there is T, L and N so that if H € H has at least N vertices,
then there exist ¢y < ¢ < L, to <t < T, and P a (t,{,¢€},ex({))-decomposition of V(H)
which is (€}, €2(¢))-regular, with binary disce s-error with respect to H. Say P consists of
{(Virielt]} and {P] :ij € ([g),oz < /(}. Let ¥ C ([g) be such that every disc, s-irregular
triad of P uses a pair V;V; with ij € ¥, and where || < €2

Let ¢, = |¢/2] and ¢y = [¢/2]. For each i € [t], let V; = V;; U Vi3 be an equipartition.
For each i < j with ij € ¥, use Lemma [3.24] to choose partitions Vi; x V; = J,,, @5 and
Viex V; = U£1+1§asf Qs so that for each 1 < a < £y, QF; has disca(e1(€1),1/41) in Vi XV,
and for each /; +1 < o </, QF has disca(e1(f2), 1/€) in Vi x Vj. Clearly each Qf; fails
disca(e2(¢),1/€). Now define Q to have vertex partition {V; : i € [t|} and edge partition

{P5:ije ([;]) \ X, <0U{Qf 1 ij € X, a < [}

By construction, any triad from Q involving a pair V;V; € ¥ will be disce-irregular, and
thus cannot be discs-irregular. Any triad from Q not involving a pair V;V; from ¥ will be
discg s-regular, and thus cannot be discs-irregular. Thus Q has no discs-irregular triads.

Conversely, suppose H has the property that for all for all £y, > 1, ¢ > 0, all € :
N — (0,1}, there are ng and T, L such that for all n > ng, every G € H with at least
ng vertices has an (e, €3)-regular, (¢,/, €, €;)-decomposition for some ¢ty < ¢t < T, and
ly < ¢ < L, such that no triad of P is discs-irregular. By Lemma [7.35] there is k such that
HP (k) ¢ Trip(#H), so by Fact 2.22] #H has finite VCy-dimension, and so by Theorem [2.24]
H is discy 3-homogeneous. Fix €; > 0, a non-increasing €2 : N — (0, 1], and o, fo > 1.

By the above, there exist ng, Lo and Ty so that for all n > ng, every G € H with at
least ng vertices, there are to <t < Ty and ¢y < { < Lg and a (¢, ¢, €1, €2(¢))-decomposition
of V(G) which is (e, e2(¢))-regular and discq s-homogeneous with respect to G, and such
that, moreover, no triad from P is discs-irregular with respect to G.

Assume n > ng and H = (V,E) € H,. By assumption, there exists ¢, < t < Ty,
ly < 0 < Ly and P, a (t,¢,€),e5(¢))-decomposition of V' which is (€], €,(¢))-regular and
disce 3-homogeneous, and such that no triad of P is discs-irregular with respect to H.
Let ¥ be the set of pairs V;V; where at least (¢})Y2|Vi||V}| of the zy € K5[V;V}] are in a
disco-irregular P € P.44.. By assumption, |X| < (€;)/2¢2.

Set s = [(€))/2¢]. Fix ij ¢ ¥. By reindexing if necessary, we may assume that
Pyt Pf all satisfy disco(eh(€), 1/0). Set Ej = |J;_; P, and for each s +1 < u < ¢,
set B, = Pj. Note the density of Ejy = 7(1 & se5(£)).

Apply Lemma to B with e = § = e3(¢) and p = 1/(¢ — s) to obtain Rilj, e Rfj_s,
where each Ry has discy(2s€)(¢)"/?, wiyy)- Foreach 1 <m < /{—s, let Qff = STUR]. By
Fact B23] each Q7 has disca(2s¢5 (€)', § + 7)1t is not hard to check that 7+ T =
7. Thus, each Q77 has discy(ex(K'), 1) (using choice of €;), where k' = ¢ —s. Given
ij & X, choose any partition V; x V; = | < @5




126

Let Q consist of {V4, ..., Vi}, and {QF; : ij € ([g)} By construction, thisis a (¢, k', €1, e2(k'))-

decomposition of V. Suppose ij,ik, jk ¢ 3, and consider a triad of the form Qz,f V=
(ViUV; UV, Qs U Q?k U Q;’k), for some 1 < «, 8,7 < k’. By construction, there was some

triad of the form Pg;f """ which had discg(e’z(ﬁ) 1/¢) such that

where the inequality is because s < (¢ )1/ 2 +1 and €], < €. By assumption, P

(14 25, (O) VA1V, < €1Q3,

o B~
B was

a discy s-regular triad of P. We show sz | is a discy g-regular triad of Q. By Proposition
[3.22, it suffices to show the density on Qf;,f 7 isin [0,€%) U (1 — €2, 1]. Since Pg;f """ has
disca(€5(¢),1/¢), it is by assumption, discys-regular, and thus also disces-homogeneous.
Thus there is u € {0, 1} such that

B 0 K (P = (1= )Y (P70
Then, using Corollary [3.6]
9¢?

wwm§<”m>mg<”m—mwﬂwﬁ>w(>

ijk ijk ijk
Vil ViVl o (K)o
= W (1 — — € €3 — 9¢ )
> (1— &) K§2(Qd ™),

ik

VillV3l [ Vil

where the inequality is by our choice of €] < €; and since ¥ > (1 — ¢;)¢. Thus Qf;kﬂ 7

has disce3(€1, €2(k’)). Thus in Q all irregular triads use a pair from ¥, so it has binary
discy 3-error, as desired. O

APPENDIX A. FACTS ABOUT ~-CLASSES

This section shows various facts about ~-classes. We begin with Proposition 2.19, which
says that all the decomposition properties of interest in this paper are closed under ~-
classes. This boils down to the following two lemmas.

Lemma A.1. Foralle >0 and T > 1, there is § > 0 so that the following holds. Suppose
H = (V,E), and H = (V, E') are two graphs on the same vertex set V, and assume H
and H' are 0-close. Suppose V1, ..., V; is an equipartition of V with t < T. If ijk € ([é])
and V;V;Vy, is has vdiscs(e) in H with density r, then it has vdiscs(3€) in H' with density
r+te.

Proof. Fix e > 0 and T > 1. Define § = ¢2/T% and N = ¢ 'T. Suppose H = (V, E), and
H' = (V| E') are two graphs on the same vertex set V' of size n > N, and assume H and
H' are é-close. Suppose Vi,...,V; is an equipartition of V with ¢ < T. Suppose ijk € ([é])
and V;V;Vj is has vdiscs(e) in H with density . Then

|E'NEK3[V;, Vi, Vil = [EN K[V, Vi, VAl R0V = Vi [Vj [ Vil =0n® = (r£08%) [VA] [V | Vi



127

By definition of § and since ¢t < T', this shows the density of V;V,V} in H' is within € of r.
Suppose now that V' C V;, VI C Vj, and V)] C V;. Then, since H and H' are ¢ close, and
ViV;Vj, has vdiscs(e) in H,

|E' N0 K[V, V] Vi = |E0 K[V VE VL £ 60|V = (r £ o[V |[V]| V] + 0n®
= (r & 2¢)|Vi||Vj] [ Vi
Since V;V;Vj, has density r £ €, this shows V;V;V}, satisfies vdiscs(3¢) in H'. O

Lemma A.2. For all € > 0, there is €5 : N — (0,1] such that for all e2 : N — (0,1]
satisfying es(x) < €5(x) for allx > 1, and all L, T > 1, there is 6 > 0 so that the following
holds. Suppose H = (V| E), and H' = (V, E') are two graphs on the same vertex set V' of
sizen > N, such that H and H' are 0-close. Assume P is a (t,V, €1, €a({))-decomposition
of V.. Then for any Gf;,fv € Triads(P) satisfying disco3(€1, €2(¢)) with respect to H with

density r, then Gf;,f7 satisfies disca 3(3€1, €2(€)) with respect to H' with density r & 2.

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0. Define € : N — (0,1] so that €;(z) < ¢/2® for all + > 1. Now
suppose € : N — (0, 1] satisfies ez(z) < €i(x) for all x > 1, and L,T > 1. Choose
§ < etey(L)2L=3T3.

Suppose H = (V, E), and H' = (V, E’) are two graphs on the same vertex set V', and
assume H and H' are d-close. Suppose P is a (t, /, €1, €2(¢))-decomposition of V. Suppose
G € Triads(P) has discy 3(€1, €2(¢)) in H with density r. Then using Corollary B.6]

(EAE') N K5(G)| < on® < €] K3(G)|.

Consequently, if 7" is the density of G with respect to H', then |r' —r| < % < e

Now suppose G’ C G is a subgraph. Then since G has discy 3(€1, €3(¢)) with respect to H
with density r,

3
n
N K2(G)] —r[KP(G)]| < @1
Thus
1B KP(G| —r|K (@]
<|E'n KP(G)] - |EnKP (@) + ||[En KP(G)] | K (@]
<on® + [|ENKP(G)) - r| K (@] + |r — || KS2(G)]
< ond +61@+61|K<2( ]
3
n
3€1£3t3
This shows that G has disce 3(3€1, €2(¢)) with respect to H' with density 7. O

PROOF OF PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.TO Assume H and H’ are hereditary 3-graph
properties and H is close to H'. Suppose H' satisfies one of the following.
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) H' is vdiscz-homogeneous.

) H' admits binary vdiscs-error.

) ‘H' admits zero vdiscz-homogeneous.
) H' is disce 3-homogeneous.

) H' admits linear vdiscs-error.

) H' admits binary vdiscz-error.

(g) H' admits zero vdiscz-error.

Then we show H satisfies each of these, respectively. Assume first that (a), (b), or (c) hold.
Fix € > 0 and ¢, > 1. By assumption, there exist 7" = T'(¢/2,ty), N = N(¢/2,ty) be such
that for every n > N, the following holds. For every G' € H! , there is a decomposition
V(G) =ViU...UV, for some tyg <t < T, such that the following holds (respectively).

(1) There is £ C (%) such that |S| < e?/5 and for all ijk ¢ X, V;V;Vi is /5
homogeneous with respect to G.
(2) There is I' C (%) such that || < et?/5 and for all ijk € (I)) with 4j, jk, ik ¢ T,
(V;, Vi, Vi) has vdiscs(e/5) with respect to G.
(3) For all ijk € ([g), ViV;Vj, is satisfies vdiscs(e/5) with respect to G.
Let 0 be as in Lemma [AT] for ¢/5 and T. Choose N’ sufficiently large so that for every
n > N'"and G € H,, there is G’ € H!| such that G and G’ are d-close. Now assume n > N’
and G = (V, F) € H with |V| = n. Then there is G' = (V, E’) € H' which is d-close to
G. Further, there are ty < t < T and an equipartition V = V; U ... UV, such that the
following holds (respectively).
(1) There is © C (%) such that |X| < et?/5 and for all ijk ¢ %, V;V;V} is €/5-
homogeneous with respect to G.
(2) There is I' C ([;]) such that |T'| < €t?/5 and for all ijk € ([g) with ij, jk,ik ¢ T,
(Vi, V}, Vi) has vdiscs(e/5) with respect to G.
(3) For all ijk € ([g), V;V; Vi satisfies vdiscs(e/5) with respect to G.
By Lemma [A1l the following holds (respecitvely).
(1) For all ijk ¢ X, V;V,V}, is e-homogeneous with respect to G'.
(2) For all ijk € ([g) with ij, jk,ik ¢ T', (V;,V}, Vi) has vdiscs(e) with respect to G'.
(3) For all ijk € ([g), V;V; V. satisfies vdiscs(e) with respect to G'.
Thus we have shown that H satisfies (a), (b), or (c), respectively.

Assume now that (d), (e), (f), or (g) hold, respectively. Fix ¢, > 0, €2 : N — (0, 1],
and tg, ¢y > 1. Let €} be as in Lemma for €, /5. Let e5(z) = min{es(2), €5(z)}. Given
ly,to > 1, choose N, T, L such that for every G = (V| E) € H' on at least N vertices, there
are top <t < T and ¢y < ¢ < L and an (e/5, €5(¢),t,¢)-decomposition P of V such that
the following hold (respectively).

(1) There is ¥ C ([é]) such that |X| < €t3/5 and for all ijk ¢ X, every triad P €
Triads(P) is €1/5-homogeneous with respect to G.

(2) There is X C ([é]) such that |X| < €3/5 and for all ijk € ([?) \ X, every triad
P € Triads(P) satisfies disca 3(€1/5, €2(¢)) with respect to G.
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(3) There is I' C (%]) such that |T'| < €#?/5 and for all ijk € ([é]) with ij, jk,ik ¢ T,
every triad P € Triads(P) satisfies disce 3(€1/5, €2(¢)) with respect to G.
(4) Every triad P € Triads(P) satisfies disca 3(€1/5, €2(¢)) with respect to G.
Let ¢ be as in Lemma [A.2] for e;/5, €}, T and L. Let N be such that any G € H on at
least IV vertices is d-close to some element of H'. Now assume n > N and G = (V, F) € H
with |V| = E. Then there is G’ = (V, E’) € H' which is d-close to G. By assumption there
are tgp <t <T and ¢, < ¢ < L and a (t,, €,/5, €,(¢))-decomposition P of V' such that the
following hold (respectively).

(1) There is ¥ C () such that [¥] < €,¢*/5 and for all ijk ¢ %, every triad Pg}f” €
Triads(P) is €1 /5-homogeneous with respect to G'.

(2) There is X C ([é]) such that |X] < 3/5 and for all ijk € ([;;]) \ X, every triad
P € Triads(P) satisfies disca 3(€1/5, €5(¢)) with respect to G'.

(3) There is I" C ([;]) such that |I'| < #2/5 and for all ijk € ([?) with ij, jk,ik ¢ T,
every triad P € Triads(P) satisfies disce3(€1/5, €5(€)) with respect to G'.

(4) Every triad P € Triads(P) satisfies discy 3(€1/5, €5(¢)) with respect to G'.

By Lemma [A.2] the following hold (respectively).

(1) For all ijk ¢ X, every P € Triads(P) is €;-homogeneous with respect to G'.
2) For all 15k € N\, every P € Triads(P) satisfies disco 3(€1, €5(¢)) with respect to
3 : 2
G/

(3) For all ijk € ([g) with ij, jk,ik ¢ ', every P € Triads(P) satisfies disca 3(€1, €5(¢))
with respect to G'.
(4) Every P € Triads(P) satisfies disco3(€1/5, €5(€)) with respect to G,
This shows that H has (d), (e), (f), or (g), respectively. O
We now prove Theorem [2.31], whose proof is very similar to that of Theorem [2.411

PROOF OF THEOREM 23T} Suppose Trip(H) contains U(n) for all n. Fix a WNIP
property H'. We show H is far from H'. By assumption, there is some k so that U*(k) ¢
Trip(H'). Let e = (1/2k)***+1/|B(U*(k))| and let N > 2%¢~!. For all n > N, there is
G = (V, E) € H such that Trip(G) contains U(n) and an induced sub-3-graph. This means
there are {a;,¢; 11 € [n]} CV and {bs: S C {cy,...,c,}} €V such that a;bgc, € E if and
only if ¢, € S. Set ny = |n/k| and choose C1, . . ., Cy to be disjoint subsets of {c1, ..., Ckn, }
of size ny. For each X C [k], let

Bx ={bg: foreach i€ X,C; C S and for each i ¢ X,C; NS = 0}.

Note |Bx| > 2"7*"1 so we can take B C By of size n;. We construct many induced
subgraphs of G as follows.

(1) Choose a; for some i € [n]. There are n choices.

(2) Choose some (cj,, .. .,¢;,) € Cy X ... x Cy. There are nf choices.
(3) For each X C [k], choose some dx € B’. There are n?" choices.
(4) Put G[{a;} U{ciy,...,c;, tU{dx : X C[k]}] in S.
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By construction, every element of S is isomorphic to some element in B(U*(k)) and
|S| > nlf+2k+1 > €|B(U*(l{7))‘nk+2k+l,

where the inequality is by definition of n; and €. By the pigeonhole principle, there is some
G(n) € B(U*(k)) so that S contains at least en*t2"*1 elements isomorphic to G(n). By
the pigeonhole principle, there is G’ € B(U*(k)) so that G’ = G(n) for arbitrarily large n.
By definition, this implies G’ € A(H). Clearly G’ ¢ A(H') (since U*(k) ¢ Trip(H')), so H
is far from H'.

Conversely, suppose H is far from every WNIP property H’. By Lemma B3I #H' is
WNIP if and only if, for some k& > 1, H' contains no clean copies of U*(k). Thus, since
‘H is far from every WNIP property, we know that for all & > 1, there is § > 0 so that
for arbitrarily large n, there is G(n) € H and I'(n) € B(U*(k)) so that G(n) is not
d/|B(U*(k))|-close to being I'(n)-free. For each I' € B(U*(k)), let cx(I"), Ni(I') be as in
Theorem B.14 for I' and 6/|B(U*(k))|-close. Then set ¢, = min{c,(T") : I" € B(U*(k))} and
Ny = max{Ny(I") : ' € B(U*(k))}. Choose any N > N. Then there is some n > N, so
that that G(n) is not d-close to being I'(n)-free. Say V(I'(n)) = {a, b, cs : i € [k], S C [k]}
and abcs € E(I'(n)) if and only if i € S. By Theorem .14, G' contains at least ¢pn**1+2*
induced sub-3-graphs isomorphic to I'(n). Let S be the set of these induced sub-3-graphs.
For each H € S, there is a vertex ay and sets Dy = {d : i € [k]}, Eg = {efl : S C [K]},
such that aydiel € E if and only if i € S. Since |S| > ¢zn*+'%" | there are sets D and E
and X C S of size at least cyn/k!(2%)! such that (D, E) = (Dy, Ey) for all H € X. Then
we must have that {ay : H € X}| = |X|. Let Y C{ay : H € X} any set of size k. Then
G[Y UDUE] € H and Trip(G[Y UD U E]) 2 U(k). Thus U(k) € Trip(H). O

APPENDIX B. LEMMAS ABOUT COMBINING AND REFINING DECOMPOSITIONS

In this section, we prove the results stated in Section 3.2 We will also prove Theorem
[4.1] here, as it uses some of these lemmas.
We begin with the proof of Corollary

PROOF OF CORLLARY B.Gt Fix t > 2, € > 0 and r € (0,1]. Without loss of generality,
assume € < 1/2. Choose u <; v <y €,7.

Now assume V =U;U...UU;, and G = (V, E) is a t-partite graph with vertex partition
Uy, ..., U, such that for each 1 < i < j <'t, G[U;,U,] has disca(,7). For each 1 <i <
J <t,let d;; be such that |E N K>[U;, U;]| = d;;|U;||U;|. By assumption, each d;; = r £ p.
By Proposition 3.5

K(G) - T duITI0

ijE([ ]) =1

t
§7H|Uz’|-
=1

[N
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Let d = Hije([ﬂ) d;;. Noted = (1+ ,u)( )r(e) = (1te¢/2)r (2>, where the last equality is
2
since u < €. Thus

t
K(G)| = (d =) [T 10l = (1 £ d” )H|U|
i=1
Since d = (1 + 6/2)7‘(;) and v < 7€, yd~! € (—2¢2,2¢%). Thus

|K,(G)) = (1+ 262)df[ U] = (1 +262)(1 £ ¢/2)r H Uy].

i=1

Since € < 1/2 this is equal to (1 £ e)r(é) [1._, |Ui], as desired. O
We now prove Lemma [3.19]

PROOF OF LEMMA B.19} Fix k > 1 and &3 > 0. Let 8} = d3/32k3. Suppose now dy, d3 €
(0,1] and 0 < &5 < d3/8. Set v = §5/2k® and let u = u(3,7,ds) and Ny = Ny(3,7,ds) as
in Proposition BB Let 0, < pu/4k?, 05/4k? dyds/(6k*), and choose N > k, Nj.

Suppose V = V3 U Vo U V3 is a vertex set of size n > N, and G = (VU Vo U V5, E) is a
3-partite graph. Assume H = (V| R) is a 3-graph, and let H' = (V, RN Kéz)(G)). Assume
that for each 1 < i < j <3, G[V;, V}] has discy(0), d2), and (H', G) has discg 3(0%, 0%) with
density ds. Suppose that for each i € [3], V] C V; satisfies |V/| = m] > m;/k, where
m; = |Vi|. Set G’ = G[V{, V4, V4] and H" = (V] UVJ UV}, RN K ().

For each 1 <i < j < 3, let dlj be the density of G[V;,V;]. By assumption d;; = dy £ 95.
By Lemma BI8] for each ij € (1), G'[V;, V] has disca(2k28), di;) for some d}; = d;; & k23,
Since 0y < 0y/4k?, 1, this means G'[V;, V]] has discy(p, da). Thus, by Proposition B.5], we
have

[K7(G)] = d3(1 & y)mimiymty
Since (H', G) has discy 3(95, d5),
1R N KP(G)| = ds| K§2(G)]| < Shdimamams.
Therefore if dj is such that |[RN K§2)(G’)\ = dg|K§2)(G’)|, then

5§d§m1m2m3 5§d§’m1m2m3

<

< < 20,
KD T B0 —y)mimymy — 7

dg—dgjg

where the last inequality is by assumption, because v < 1/2, and because each m) > m;/k.
Suppose G C G'. Since (H', G) has discy 3(95, 95),

‘u—z N KP(G")] = ds| K (G| < 8id3muimams < Ssdm,miym, /2,
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where the equality is by definition of 65 and since each m; > kmg. Thus
(RN K (G = 5| K57 (GM)]] < dadim)miymil /2 4 | ds] K5 (G")] — di | K5 (G)]

< Gadgmiymiymy /2 + 26| K57 (G")|

< dadym/imbymiy /2 4 265d3(1 + v)mmbm

< 53d§mllm,2mg7
where the last inequality is by definition of ¢} and ~. This finishes our verification that
(H”, G/) has diSCg’g((Sg, (52) O

PrOOF OF FAcT B.23} Assume Ej, Fs are disjoint subsets of K»[U, V]. We begin with
part (a). Assume (U UV, E)) has disca(er,dy), (U UV, Ey) has disca(€a,d2). We show
(U UV, Ey U Ey) has disca(€g + €2,dy + dg). Suppose U’ C U and V' C V. By assumption,
||By 0 IGIUY V| = di|U'|[VI| < e|UV], and |[E; 0 KS[U7, V'] = do|U[[V']] < €|U[V].
Then since Ey N Ey = (),

|(E1U Ey) N KU, V]| = |Ey N Ko[U', V]| + |Ey N Ka[U', V]| — |(Er N Ey) N KL [U', V]|
— |y N E[U, V]| + | By 0 KU, V)

By above, this is at most (d;+dq)|U’||V’|4+€1|U||V |+€|U||V| and at least (di+d2)|U’||V'|—

e1|U||V| — e|U||V| since (U UV, E}) has discy(€e1,dy), (U UV, Ey) has disca(€z, ds). Thus

1(EL U Ep) N EG[U" V]| = (dy + do)|U7[[V']] < (€1 4 €)|U][V], as desired.

We now show (b). Assume (U UV, Ey U Es) has discy(€,d), (U UV, Ey) has disca(eq, dy).
We show (U UV, Ey) has disca(€ + €2,d — dy). Suppose U' C U and V' C V. Then

120 KofU, V)| = (d = d) U]V

= [I(By U B2) 1 U7, V]| = B 0 EGIUY, V)| = (d = d) UV

< |ItBy U B2) 0 Kol V)| = VY]

+ || By KU, V] = iUV

By assumption, this is at most €|U||V |+ €, |U||V| = (e + €1 )|U]||V]. This shows (U UV, E,)
has disce(€ + €2,d — dy). O

Our next goal is to prove Lemma [3.27] This will require two additional tools. The first
is a multi-colored version of Szemerédi’s regularity lemma (see e.g. [24,32]).

Theorem B.1 (Multi-colored regularity lemma). For allr > 1, € > 0, and m > 1, there is
M = M(e,m) such that the following holds. Suppose G = (V, FE1, ..., E,) where |V| > M
and E1, ..., E,. are disjoint subsets of (‘2/) Then for any equipartition P = {V4,...,V,}
of V', there is are m' < M and an equipartition, P' = {V/,..., V!, } which refines P, such

that all but at most e(m’)? pairs (V!,V/), (V/ UV/, E,) satisfies discy(€) for all 1 <u <.

Note that M = M (e, m) does not depend on the number of colors. In fact, it is the same

bound as in the usual regularity lemma. Indeed, it is straightforward to prove Theorem [B.1
by following the usual proof of the regularity lemma, with a slightly altered mean square
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density. The mean square density increases at each step in an identical way to the usual
proof, so the bound ends up identical. We now give a sketch of this proof, as we could not
find this explicitly in the literature.

We will follow closely the proof of the usual regularity lemma (see, for example [2]).
First, suppose that r» > 1, for each u € [r], (V, E,) is a graph on the vertex set V', where
V| =n, and u # v implies £, N E, = 0. Given X,Y C V, define

|E, N K[ X, Y]]
du(X,Y) =
[ XY
Note that d1(X,Y) + ... +d,(X,Y) < 1. We then define, for each u € [r],
(XY
msd, (X, V) = “= = d2 (X, V),

Here, msd stands for “mean square density.” Note this is just the usual mean square
density for the graph (V. E,). We then define

X||yY
msd(X,Y) = std (X,Y) = | ” |Zd2XY)

u=1

Note that since 0 < dy(X,Y) +... +d,(X,Y) < 1,37  d*(X,Y) <1, somsd(X,Y) <

u=1"u
%. If Py and Py are partltlons of X and Y, define, for each u € [r],

msd,(Px, Py) = > Y msd,(U,W),
UePx WePy

and set

msd(Px, Py) = Z msd, (Px, Py).

u=1

For a partition P = {Vi, ..., Vi} of V, let msd, (P) = msd, (P, P) and msd(P) = msd(P, P).

Note
Z

1 j=1

V \

Mw

msd(P) =) > Zd? Vi, V) <

i=1 j=1 u=1 i

Lemma B.2. For any partitions Px of X and Py of Y, msd(Px, Py) > msd(X,Y).

Proof. 1t is well known that for each 1 < u < r, msd,(Px, Py) > msd,(X,Y) (see e.g. [206]
Corollary 3.7]). By definition, this implies msd(Px, Py ) > msd(X,Y). O

Lemma B.3. If (X UY, E, N Ky[X,Y]) does not satisfy disca(€), then there are X; C X
and Y1 CY, such that
AxIY]

n2

msd({ X1, X \ X1}, {V, Y \ V1)) > msd(X, V) + ¢
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Proof. Suppose (X UY, E, N K5[X,Y]) fails disca(€). Then it is easy to check that (X,Y)
is not e-regular, say this is witnessed by X; C X and Y; C Y. It is well known this implies
that msd, ({ X7, X \ X1}, {Y1,Y \ V1}) > msd,(X,Y) + 64% (see e.g. [20]). So

msd({ X1, X\ X1}, {V1, Y \ ¥1}) = Y msdo({X1, X\ X1},{¥1,Y \ V1})

s=1
XY
> msd, (X,Y) + il JLL 4 D> msd,({ X1, X\ X} {3, Y\ Vi})
selr]\{u}
| XY]
> msd, (X, Y) + €' + > msdy(X,Y)
selr]\{u}
= msd(X,v) + 2
n?
where the last inequality is due to Lemma [B.3] O

One can now deduce Theorem [B.1l exactly as in usual proofs of the regularity lemma
(see e.g. [4T], [2]). The second tool used in the proof of Lemma [3.27 is Lemma [B.4] below,
which is a corollary of Lemma 3241

Lemma B.4. Suppose e; >0, £ >1, and 0 < e3 < €1/(64("), where ' := [320%¢%]. There
is mo = mg(€y, €2, £,06) such that the following holds. Suppose |U| = |V| =m > my, s <,
and Ky(U, V) = Ey U ...U Eg is a partition such that for each i € [s], (U UV, E;) has
disc(e2), and |Eo| < eym?. Then there is a partition

Ky(U,V)=Ej,;U...Ej, UEU...UE,,,

where k + k' = {', such that the following hold.
(i) For each 1 < i < k, and 1 < o < K, (UUV,Ey;) and (U UV, E,) have
dis02(62 51/0).
(ii) For each 1 < a < K, there is 1 < j < s such that |E;| > (\/2/32¢1/s)m? and
|El\ E;| < (261/2/6’)7712. Moreover, if ' < 0, then E! \ E; = 0.
(i) If E) = szl 0> then |E)| < 2e;m?.

Proof. Fix ¢, > 0, £ >1,and 0 < e < ¢/(64¢'), where ¢/ := [320%¢]%]. Set § = €,/2(¢")?,
and let mg = mg(ex/20',0',6/2¢") be as in Lemma [3.24] Suppose s < ¢, |[U| = |V| =m >
mg, and Ky(U,V) = EyU...U Ej is a partition such that for each 1 <i < s, (UUV, E;)
has discy(€s), and such that |Ey| < eym?. For each i € {0,...,s}, let p; = |E;|/m?, and

define
Z:{ié[s]:pig\/g}.

Given i € [s] \ 2, set p(i) = 1/p;l' and u(i) = [1/p(i)]. Observe that for all i € [s] \ X,
pi > \/2/¢ implies p(i) < p;/2, and further, e < € implies p; > 2ey. Therefore, for
each i € [s] \ 3, Lemma implies there is a partition F; = R;oU...U R, ;) such that
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|Rio| < p(i)pi(14 6)m?* and such that for each 1 < j < u(i), R;; has disca(e2) and density
pip(i)(1£0) = 5(1£9).
Let k' =37, ciqp u(i). Since § < 1/(¢')* and

i€

s u(i) /

m? > || JJ Ryl > (1 - k’é)%mz,

i=1j=1
we must have that & < ¢'. Fix an enumeration

{RZ,] ) € [8] \271 S.] S ’LL(Z)} == {Flu .. '7Fk’}7
and set 'y = Ey U Uie[s}\2 RioUU,ex, Ei- Note

1 2
Lol < exm? + (s = [E)(5(1+8)m?) + S|y Zm?
9 s 2 1
Sm(61+@(1+5)—|—|2|( @—@(1+5))

S 4€1m27

where the inequality is because s < £ < e/, and \/§|Z|/\/@ < V2561 /€ < 3¢;. On other
hand, since for each ¢ € [k'], I'; has density 1/¢'(1 £ ¢), we have that
0 —K

g/
If ¥ = ¢, then (IT7) implies that |Ty| < k'ém? < e;m?/2¢'. 1In this case, choose any
equipartition of I'g into ¢ pieces, say 'y = EY U ... U Ej, and for each a € [¢'], set
El =T,UE". Then set k =0, so k+ k" = {'. By construction, for each a € [¢'], there
is j € [s] such that |E!, \ E;| = |EY| < eam?/2¢, so (ii) holds. Further, since each E,
has disca(€z, 1/¢') and |E\AE,| < eam?/20, it follows that E’ has disc2(2e;/ ?) and density
1/0 + 2,/€;, so (i) is satisfied. Since (iii) holds trivially, we are done.

kK =0—-1,set k=1 s0k+ £k ={. Define Ey; = Iy, and for each 1 < i < ¢
set B! = I';. Note that by Fact .23 I'y U... Uy has disco(k'eq, k' /¢). Since Ejy; is the
compliment of this union, it has discy(k’e2, 1—K&’/¢'). Consequently, Ej; has disc2(e§/ 21/0)
(since k" = ¢' —1). Thus (i)-(iii) hold for Ej, UEj U... U K.

Finally, assume &' < ¢/ — 2. In this case, set k = ¢ — k’ and define pj = |Ty|/m?. Since
ITo| < 26im?, pj < 2¢;. By (I7), this implies (1 — 2¢)¢' < k. Let p = e3/20', u = k,
and p = 1/u. Using that (1 — 2¢;)¢' < k' and (I7), we have that p < p,/2. By definition,
210 < p~t. Thus we may apply Lemma 324 to T’y with p, p, u, and &' = §/(¢')%. From this
we obtain a partition I'y = Fy; U ... U Ep, such that each Ej; has disce(p) and density
Po(1£6") = £(1£46). Thus each Ey; has diSCQ(eéﬂ, 1/0"), as desired. Thus (i)-(iii) are
satisfied with this k + & = ¢ and Ep; U...UEy, U U.. .U, O

(17) ITo| = (14 K'6)m?.

We now prove Lemma [3.27]
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PROOF OF LEMMA Fix ¢, > 0 and €, : N — (0,1]. Choose p; < €. Define

o : N = (0,1] by setting pa(z) < pea(py'a?)/2? for all z > 1. Let Ms.(z,y) de-
note the bound from Theorem [B.J] with parameters = and y. Then set f(z1,y1, %2, y2) =
32(y1y2)?py !, and set g(xy,y1,22,52) = py Ms.(py ' 12, pof (21,41, 2, 42)).  Now fix
O t,r,s>1. Set L=g(t, 0, s,r), T = f(t,{,s,r), and choose N > T, L, (L)'

Suppose |V| =n > N, P is a (t,{)-decomposition of V' consisting of Pye,r = {Vi 1 i €
]}, Peage = {P : a < £}, and assume Q is an (s, r)-decomposition of V' consisting of
Quert = {Qi i € [s]}, Qeage = {QF; - @ € [r]}. For each a € [(] and 3 € [r], define
P = Uz’je([;]) P{; and QB = Uz’je([;‘]) i) and set E%% = PN QB

For each (i, j) € [t] x [s], define X;; = V;N(Q);, and then let X = {X;; : ij € [t] x [s]}. Set
m = (p1)*n/ts, and for each X;; choose a partition Xi; = X% U.. .UX;” with the property
that for each 1 < wu < s, | X%] = m and |X}| < m. Setting X" U”eﬂX X7, it is easy
to see that |X°| < (u1)?n. Fix an enumeratlon Uty ..., U of the set {X} 11 < u < s,
and note we must have 7 < n/m < (uy) %ts. Let ¢/ = [32(€r)2(u1)_2], and define p; = iy
and py = us(¢'). Note that ¢/ < L and py < p1/(640).

Consider the edge-colored graph with vertex set V' = |J;_, U;, edge colors F'*F :=
E*“f N (‘;/), for aw € [{] and 8 € [r]. By construction U = {Uy,...,U,} is an equipartition
of V'. By Theorem B, there is K < T, and S = {51, ..., Sk} an equipartition refining U
such that all but at most p, K2 pairs from S satisfy disca(py) with respect to each of F*5.
Let X, be the set of pairs (5;,5;) from S which do not satisfy disca(p2) with respect to all
the Ff. By assumption, |X;| < po K2.

Our next step is to partition each K3[S;,.S;] into equally sized quasirandom graphs.

For each (S;,5;) ¢ ¥, define I;; to be the set of F*# with density at most p;/fs in
(Si,8)), and set Ef; = (U, £*7) N K3[S;, Sj]. Note |Ej| < p1|Si[|Sj|- By Lemma 3.4}
there is some k;; + k;; = £/ and a partition

. k.
Six S;=Wru. uwiMuwiu. oW

such that each W} and WO have discz(pé/ 3.1/¢), such that for each 1 < u < k:;], there
is (o, B) €[] x [r] with [W\ E*?| < (2p5//)]Si]|S;], and such that W9 := U, W
has size at most p;]5;||5;|. Smce W3 = (1+ kUp;/?’) 2(k;;/0) and p2 < pr, this implies
kij S 2p1€/.

Now let ¢ = min{kj; : (S;,5;) ¢ ¥1}. Note that by above, ¢ > (1 —2p)¢". For each
(Si7 Sj> ¢ 21, consider KQ[SZ', S]] \ ( Z:l W;j) Let

Ty = Ky[S;, ;] U

and note that by construction, I';; is a union of r;; = kj; + (kj; — ¢) many graphs, each
with disc2(p§/3, 1/¢"). If 75 = 0, then let Ejf = W for each u € [g]. Otherwise, apply
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Lemma [3.24] to obtain a partition
1

i
each with discy(p2) and density 72 L(1£p2). Now for each 1 < u < g, define Ej; = W5UX.
By Fact 3.23] each E}; satisfies dlsc2(2pl/3, 1/q). Note K5[Si, Sj] = U<, F

Now, for each (S;,5;) € X1, choose any partition S; x S; = (Ji_; B} such that E}; has
disca(pa, 1/q) (such a partition exists by Lemma [3.24]).

We now deal with the left over vertices, i.e. those in X°. Choose an equipartition
X0 =XVU...UXY%. Suppose first there is some X? with |X?| < pl/gn/K. Then for each
1<i<K, |X0| < pl/gn/K. In this case, set S/ = S; U X? for each i € [K], and for each
1<i<j<K, Choose any partition K5[X?, Sj] U K,[S], X7 = U._, B;. Note that for
each a, |Bjj| < p2 m(n/K)/q < p1|Si||S}|/q. For each ij € (U;]), set R, = Ej5 U By,
Note that for each S;S; ¢ ¥y, and each 1 < u < g, there is some E*” so that

[R5\ E*P| < | Bis| + 3p1 | Ej5| < 4pa| RY|.
In fact, R \ E*P has the form Y% U ( i’;’ \ E*P) U B, for some 1 < o' < kf;, and a, .
Thus since Y% has disco(py'*) and since \(W;f \ E*P)UB| < p3 W Wi |, it is easy to check
that R, \ E*F has disco(p3'%).

Suppose now that each X} has size at least pé/ﬁn/K. Let b = [p l/ﬁn/fﬂ For each
i € [K], choose any partitions X = XP U X), U...UX) and S = S;oUS;1 U...S;,

such that for each 1 <j <aand 1 <j <¢, |X?)| = [Si;| = b, and [X; ], [Sio| < b. Note

a, c<2p21/6

Given 1 < i< j < K, foreach1 < i <cand 1 < j < a, use Lemmaw1th
parameters ¢ and § = € = py to choose partitions K5[X?,, S; /] = D} .UD%, ., so

4,1 ii’,j5’ .57
that for each a < ¢, (X usS; ., D, satisfies disca(p2, 1/q). Note thls means that each

% ]])

Dy il < (1 + p2) < 2p1/3\52||5 |/q. Then choose an arbitrary partition
K[ X0, S5 = | B,
a<t

Note that each |Bf| < p1/6|SZ{HSJ’-\. Now define, for each 1 <u < g,

o (U U ot v,

i'=1j'=1

By Fact B.23, R}, \ B} has disca(2p, V6 pa/3) = disca(py'®), and size

b 1
|EL| + ac—(l + i) = (1 + 503/%).
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Thus since each By} is very small, we have that | R} = (1:|:5p1/6) and R}, has discy (4/)2/6( ))-
Observe that by construction, for each u, there is F* b so that

b?
R\ < B\ B 4 ae (12 p3%) < 4[|

Setting Royers = {5} 11 € [K]} and Regge = {E}: 1 1] € ([I;]),u € [q]}, we have that R is an
approximate (€1, €3(q))-refinement of both P and Q. O

We now prove Lemma, [3.28.

PROOF OF LEMMA Fix ¢, > 0 and €2 : N — (0,1]. Choose €] < €. Define
p,eh, e - N — (0,1] by taking €5(z) < €1€)/x, pa(x) < min{ex(z),5(x)}, and €(z) <
p2(z)/x, for all x € N. Fix t,£ > 1 and ¢/, ¢' > 1, and choose N > (,t(e}) " ey (£)~1, 0, .

Suppose H = (V,FE) is a 3-graph with |V| = n > N and Q is a (t,¢, 6’1,62( ))-
decomposition of V' which is €)-homogeneous with respect to H. Suppose Pisa (t', ', €|, e5(¢
decomposition of V' which is a (€], €,(¢'))-approximate refinement of Q. Say Quer =
{V1,... Vt} and Qegpe = {QF : ij € ([t]) a < 0} and Py = {Wh,..., Wy}, and

Peage = 1P 1 1j € ([ ]) a < ('}, To ease notation, given ¢, 7,k € [t] and a, 3,7 € [{], we
let Qf;,f v denote the triad (V; UV; UV, QF U QB U Qj,). Similarly, given 4, j, k € [t'] and

a, B,y € [U'], we let P;;‘,fv denote the trlad (W UW; UWy, PG U PB U P}},). Define

)-

_{Qaﬁ’y B,y :

ar Qo is ot discyz(€), €5(£))-regular and €j-homogeneous with respect to M},

Iy = {PZ‘;kBV P;;‘,f” is not discy 3(€1, €2(¢"))-regular and €;-homogeneous with respect to H }.

ijk
to show that || < e;n?, where Q, := Upgf,yem K& (pefy,
ij

Setting 0 = Uqu,yepl Kéz)(Q‘?‘"B’V), we have by assumption that || < €/n3. Our goal is
ij

ik
Let ¥ C (P”;”) witness that Q is an (€], €5(¢'))-approximate refinement of Q. By the
definition of an approximate refinement, for each V;V; ¢ 3, and each P € Pedge, there
is some f(Pf) € Qeage such that [P\ f(P])| < €|Pg| and such that P\ f(F]) has
discy (e, (£')). Similarly, for all P%%7 € Triads(P) with V;V;, VVk, ViV ¢ 3, we let f(Paﬁ“’)

ijk ijk
denote the triad Q%;%7" with the property that f(P5) = Q4. L f(PD) =@, and f(P)) =

uvw

7 . We now define
¥ =N U{P] € Pegge : Py fails discy(e), €5(¢))}.

Note that we must have || < € ()% + /€, (t)? < 24/€(¥')?, where the first inequality
is by definition of a (€}, €,(¢'))-approximate refinement, and the second is because P is a
(t', 0, €, €5(¢"))-decomposition of V. Now let

E = ) PE\fPHand Vi = | Wi\Vi

3% Wi EPyert
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By assumption, |E*| < e,(¢)|V]? and |V*| < €||V]. Define
= {Q € Quage 1 1Q5 N E* 2 V/|Q3| or min{|V;n V|V, N V*[} = /€| Vi)

Clearly, the bounds on E* and V* implies |Yo| < 34/€/¢t2. Now set

I ={Q5)7 Q% QL or Ql, € Zo}.

For each ij € (%]), set I = {PD € Pegge : f(P),) = Q%}, and define, for each ijs € (M)
and a, 8,7 <,
T3P = {PoT € Triads(P) : P4, € I, Pr, € I, Pl € I).}.

178 uvw 177 18)

Suppose ngs ¢ I'y UTY. We claim that almost all triples contained in K§2)(Q‘?‘.’B’V)

ijs
are in an e;-homogeneous triad of P. First, we observe that by definition of I';, there is a

d =6(igs,afy) € {0,1} so that

B 0K QEI = (1= )P (@I

ZJS YE]
Next, note that

U KPP nQul) < kP Q).

P eT

(YE]
This implies that

3 3

|IZf”\><1—3\@>g?/(1—62<@>(t/> s = (1= VAP ee

For all P20 € %P7 each of PP\ f(Pr,), PE \ f(P" ) and P \ f(Pr,) satisfy discy(e,(£))

uVW ijSs

and have size at most 61#- Combining this with the observation above and Corollary
3.6, we have

3 3

/N3 1 B,y (2) [ Ao By n
(1 o 361) W‘Ius ‘ < ‘KZ (ngs )| (1 + 61)£3t3
Consequently, using that €] is small, we have that |IZ°‘]SB < @ igég) (1 — \/€;). On the

other hand, since Q¢ By ¢ I,

ijs

2 L,y 2 T «
|K2( )(szsﬁ ’Y)\ U K( )(Pupv;yu Z‘]SBPY | < 3\/71‘,363

PET TP

ijs



140

Using the inequalities above and Corollary 3.6 we have
> EnEP@ER I ) KPP0

uvw uvw 178
Triads(I{;7) PTeT P

5 (2) 1 Ho,B,
> (1 - 3/&)|E° n K Q)]
> (1-3/é)(1—¢) K@ QM)

> (1-3V/e)( t3€3
This implies
BN K (Pown)) 80 .
(2)3 Dy T = (t/)?,(f/)g(l - 4(6/1)1/2) 2 (1 o (6/1)1/4)|Iz_7557‘
goie K37 (Pli’”))|

1js
Since each term in the summand above is in [0, 1], and €] < €, this implies that there is
a set T2 C IO‘BW such that |Jf‘f’y\ > (1 —€2)[Z%77|, and for all PorT e JoP

ijs ijs uvw ijs

BN K (Potam)|

uUvw

2 T
| K@) (PosT)|

> (1-&).

Thus, the number of triples from Qf;f " which are in an €3-homogeneous triad of P is at

least
3 3

n N 62 n
(t)3(0)® = > (1 1)‘ ijs (1 )(t’)3(€’)3

(1= &)1 = 4/(EP (0P ) (1 - &)
= (1- &)1 4@2;;7-

| TE5(1 = )

n3

()2 (0)?

We know have that

Q2] > | Triads(Q) \ (T UTY)|(1 - €)*(1 - 4\F t3€3

> (1 - 10/e)BPA1 - E)*(1 — 4/~ e
> (1 —e)n’.
This finishes the proof. O
Finally, we prove Theorem [4.1l

PRrROOF OF THEOREM [4.1} Given &,ds > 0 and ¢t > 1, let & > 0 be sufficiently small so
that (1 + &) < 1+ ¢. Choose 85 = d5(t, &, d3/2) as in Theorem BI3l Fix dy > 0, and
choose o = d5(t, o, d3/2, 03, ds) and ng(t, &, d3/2, 03, ds) as in Theorem B I3 Let mg be as
in Fact B4 for 5 and dy, and let &, = d3d,/4.
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Let (Sé = (Sé(HHH{(Sg, dgfo}, 2), (Sé/ = 55(5&, IIliIl{(Sg, dgfo}, dg, 2)), and M() = Mo(éé, min{dg, dgfo}, dg, 2)
be from Lemma B.I9. Now set N = tmgngMo(dy) 2.

Fix t,, tp,t. > 1 such that t, +t, +t. =t, and F = (UUW U Z, Rp) a 3-partite 3-graph
with U = {uy,...,up, }, W ={wq,...,wy,}, and Z = {z,..., 2, }. Let V be a set of size
n > N, equipped with a partition

V:A1U...UAtaUBlu...UBthClLJ...UCtC,

where each part has size (1 £ d5). Let A = U, A;, B=U",B;, and C = |2, C;.
Suppose H = (V, R) is a 3-graph and G = (V, E) is a t-partite graph with the vertex
partition displayed above. Assume H and G satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem [4.1] with
ééla d2a d3a 5é

Let H' = (V, E'\ ((3) U (f) U (g))) We define a new graph G’ on V' as follows. For each

X e{A B,C}andij € ([tg]), define G'[X;, X;] to be any bipartite graph on X; U X, with
discy(dh, dy) (such a graph exists by Fact3.4). For X #Y € {A,B,C}, i€ [t,] and j € [t,],
define G'[X;,Y;] = G[X,,Y;]. For each XY Z € {A, B,C}? and (i,7,s) € [t.] x [t,] X [t.],
set Gxyzis = G[Xi,Y;, Zy) and Hxyzis = (X; UY; U Zy, RN K (Gxyzij5)), and
let dXYZ,z'js be such that |R N K§2)(GXYZ7’ijS)| = dXYZ,ijs|K:§2)(GXYZ,ijs)|- If XYZ =
ABC, then by assumption, (Hxyz,ijs, Gxvz.ijs) satisfies disco 3(€1,€2(¢)). If XY Z # ABC,
then by definition (Hxyz,js, Gxyzijs) has density 0, so by Proposition .22 it satisfies
discy 3(9%, 05). Set

d=( H daBcijs)( H (1 — dagciijs))-

uv;wsE€ERp uvjwsERR

Let m = min{|A;|,|B;|, |Ck| : i € [ta],7 € [ts], k € [t]}, and for each (7,7, k) € [t,] x
[ts] x [tc], choose any m-element subsets A}, B}, and Cj, of A;, B, and Cj respectively.
Note m > (1 — &,)2 > max{ng,me}. Define V' = (Ji=, AL U Uiz, B} U Ui, C/, and set
G’ =@V and H' = H'[V').

Then for each XYZ € {A,B,C}> and (i,7,s) € [t] x [t,] % [t:], let Gy =
Gxvyz,;s[V'] and H"XYZMS = Hxyzjs|V']. By Lemma B.19] each (Gfxyz,ijsa foyz,ijs) has
diSC273((53, 5&) with density dXYZ,ijs(l + &))

By Theorem BI3 there is a set & C [[iL, A; x [[2, B x [[%, C! such that for all

abc € X, xy,cs € (aga) if and only if x;y,2, € E(H'), and such that

%) = dPa (1 £ g)m,
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where d' = (H(ui7vj,ws)€R ZBC,ijs)(H(ui,vj,ws)géR(l — dypeyijs))- Recall that each d)ype 5 =
dapc.ijs(1 £ &). Consequently, d’ = d(1 =+ &), Thus

. . ' t1 to t3
5 = a1+ ymt = dP a1+ &) LA LB T 104
=1 =1 =1

. t1 to t3
e e
i=1 i=1 i=1

By construction, for all abc € ¥, a;bjcs € R if and only if w;w;zs € R, so this finishes the
proof. O

ApPPENDIX C. RAMSEY FACTS

For convenience, we will use model theoretic language in this section along with the
compactness theorem. This is essentially only to cut down on the notation required, and
all the proofs can be easily finitized by replacing infinite sets with sufficiently large finite
ones.

Let £ = {R(z,y,2)} consist of a single ternary relation symbol. Recall that for any
hereditary 3-graph property, there is a universal L-theory T3 such that H is the class of
finite models of T%.

ProoF oOF Fact [330 Suppose H has IP;. By compactness, there is a an infinite
3-graph M = (V,E) | Ty with sets A = {a; : 1 e N} CV, B={b; :i € N} CV,
and C' = {cg : S C A x B, S finite} C V so that a;,b;,cs € E if and only if (4,j) € S.
Clearly we may choose A C A and B’ C B such that each of A" and B’ are infinite and
A'N B =10. Suppose H = (V1 UV, U V3, E) is a finite 3-partite 3-graph.

Let f: V3 — A, g : Vo = B’ be any injections. By construction f(V;) N g(V3) = 0.
For each w € V5, set S, = {cs € C : SN (f(V1) x g(V2)) = {f(u)f(v) : vow € E}}.
There are infinitely many distinct S C A x B with the property that SN (f(V1) x g(V2)) =
{f(w)f(v) : wow € E}, and thus S, is infinite for all w € V5. Thus, for all w € Vj,
we have that S = S, \ (f(V1) Ug(V2)) is also infinite. Since V3 is finite, we can clearly
choose elements h(w) € S! so that h(V3) = {h(w) : w € V3} has size V5. By construction,
H' .= M[f(V1)Ug(V2)Uh(V3)] is a clean copy of H. Since M = Ty, and universal sentences
are closed under substructures, H' = T, and consequently, H' € H is as desired. O

Proor or LEMMA [B.31F We begin with (1). Suppose H*(k) € Trip(#H) for all & > 1.
By compactness there is a 3-graph M = (V, E) | Ty, a vertex ¢ € M, and subsets
A={a;:i €N}, B={b;: i€ N} CV such that ca;b; € E if and only if i < j. It is easy
to see that all elements in A and B must be pairwise distinct, respectively. Given a; € A,
since M is a 3-graph, for any j > 4, ca;b; € E implies a; # b;. Thus, there can be at most

one element in B equal to a;, and it would have to be in the set {by,...,b;}. Similarly,
since c¢ is in an edge with every element of A and B, it is distinct from all of AU B.
Fix k > 1. We define sequences (my, ..., my) and (I, ..., I;) as follows.

Start with my, = k3, and I, = {j < k3 : b; # ajs}.
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Suppose now that 0 < ¢ < k — 1, and assume we have defined my,...,mg_; and
Ik, .. ->Ik—i~ Let mrg_;—1 = minIk_i and let Ik—i—l = {] < Mpg—j—1 : bj 7& ak_i_l}. At the
end we will have that ca,,, by, holds if and only if u < v, and X = {c}U{am,,bm, : v € [k]}
has size 2k + 1. Thus M[X] is a clean copy of H*(k). As above, M[X]| € H, so we are
done.

For part (2), suppose H(k) € Trip(H) for all k > 1. By compactness there is a 3-
graph M = (V,E) E Ty with subsets C = {¢; : i € N}, A = {a; : ¢ € N}, and
B = {b; :i € N} C M such that csa;b; € E if and only if ¢ < j, and ¢; # ¢; for each i # j.
It is easy to see that all elements in A and B must be pairwise distinct, respectively. Given
a; € A, since M is a 3-graph, for any j > 7, ca;b; € E implies a; # b;. Thus, there can
be at most one element in B equal to a;, and it would have to be in the set {by,...,b;}.
Similarly, since each ¢, is in an edge with every element of A and also some edge with every
element of B, we automatically know CNA=CNB = (.

Fix k > 1. Construct a sequence my, ..., my and Iy, ..., I; exactly as in part (1). Then
for all s € [k], csam, bm, holds if and only if u < v, and X = {c1,...c,}U{am,,bm, : u € [k]}
has size 3k. Thus M[X] is a clean copy of H(k). As above, M[X] € H, so we are done.

We now do part (3). Suppose F(k) € Trip(H) for all £ > 1. By compactness there
is a 3-graph M = (V, E) |= T3 with subsets C = {¢; : i € N}, A = {a; : i € N}, and
B ={b/: f:N* = N,i € N} C M such that a;blc, € E if and only if s < f(4,5). It is
easy to see this implies that the elements of C' and A are pairwise distinct, respectively.
Further, since every a; is in an edge with every ¢, (if ¢ is the constant function g(x,y) = s,
then a;bic, € F), we must have AN C = {).

Fix k¥ > 1 and let N > k. Let I be the set of functions from [k]*> — [k]. Fix any
enumeration [ = {f, : u € k?*}. For each f, # f, € I, let ((u, Buw) be the least element of
[k]? (in the lexicographic order) such that f,(uw, Buv) # fo(Quw, Buv). Given f, : [k]* — [k],
and w € [k?] define g¥ : [N?] — [N] as follows. For all 4, j € [k], set g7 (i,7) = fu(i,7), and
for each u # v € k**, and j € [k], define g5, (k+344%, ) = g7 (k + 34", j) = fulouw, Buv),
and for each j # j' € [k], let g} (k + 577, 5) = 1 and g5 (k + 577", 5') = 2, and then for
each w < w' < N, define g¥ (k + 11%13%") j) = w and g}”u/(k; +11%13"", j) = w’. The point
of all this is that [{e)™ : w € [N], fu € I,i € [k]}| = |I|k*N. For each f, € I, and each

J € i, let X, ; = {ejf“ tw € [N]}. Then X, ; has size N, so it contains a subset X, ; of
size at least N — 2k which is disjoint from {¢;, a; : i € [k]}.

Choose (b{l, cee bi’“) € Xi1 % ... x Xy so that the coordinates are pairwise distinct.
This is possible by the size of each X ;.
At step u+1, choose (b{““, ce bi"“) € Xut11 X ... X X414 which are pairwise distinct,

and also distinct from all b3 for all 1 < v < w and j € [k], which is possible by how large
the X, ; are.
In the end, we have a set V” = {¢;,a},b/* : i € [k], f, € I} such that aib;-c“cs € E if and

27 71

only if s < f,(i,7), and such that the elements of V” are all pairwise distinct. In other
words, M[V"] is a clean copy of F(k). As before, this tells us M[V"] € H, as desired. [
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PROOF OF LEMMA 333t Suppose U(k) € Trip(H) for all £ > 1. By compactness there
is a 3-graph M = (V, E) = T3 with subsets C' = {¢; : i € N}, A = {a; : i € N}, and
B = {bs : S C N} such that cja;bg € E if and only if i € S. It is easy to see that
all elements in A and B must be pairwise distinct, respectively, and the ¢; are pairwise
distinct by assumption. Given a;, ¢, and bg, with ¢ € S, since c;a,bs € E, we know a; # ¢;,
bs # ¢;. Thus, (B\{bp})NA=(B\{b})NC=10.

Fix a finite bipartite graph G = (U UV, E’) and n > 1. Choose {A, : v € V'} so that
each A, C A has size |V|" and so that v # v implies A, N A, = 0. For each u € U, let

B.={bs: |J A csadsn( [J 4)=0}

vENG(u) vEV\N¢ (u)

Note that B, is infinite for every w € U. Thus, we may clearly choose a tuple (by)uecr
and (z,).ev so that x, € A, for each v € V, b, € B, for each u € U, and so that all
the elements of {b, : v € U} U{z, : v € V} are pairwise distinct. Now choose any
1, ..., ¢y also disjoint from this set (this is possible as C' is inifinite). We now have that
cjbyx, € E if and only if v € Ng(u), i.e. if and only if wv € E’. It is now clear that
M{b, :ueUtU{z, :veV}U{c,...,c,}] € His a clean copy of n® G, as desired. [

APPENDIX D. GENERAL PROPERTIES OF NFOP,-FORMULAS

This appendix contains some general properties of NFOP, formulas. We will use model
theoretic notation. First, we observe that formally, all three variables play a distinct role
in the definition of FOP,. For this reason, when we give the definition of FOP, in general,
we must partition the variables into three parts (rather than the more typical two).

Definition D.1. Suppose L is a first-order language, M is an L-structure, and ¢(z,y, z)
is an L-formula. We say the tripartitioned formula ¢(x;y;2) has k-FOPy in M if there
are by, ..., by, c1,...,cp € M, and for each f : [k]* — [K], a{,...,a£ € M such that
M = ¢lal bj,¢p) if and only if k& < f(i, 7).

It is easy to see that if a formula ¢(x,y, z) has VCy-dimension at least ¢, then it has (-
FOP; (see e.g. Fact222]). Let M be the Fraissé limit of all 3-graphs. It is well known that
Th(M) is simple (this can be shown via an argument similar to Corollary 7.3.14 in [56]).
Since the edge relation in this theory has unbounded VCs,-dimension, this shows that simple
# NFOP,. On the other hand, using the machinery of this paper (namely Theorem
and Section []]), it is possible to show that any quantifier-free formula ¢(z;y; z) in the
graph language is NFOP; in any graph. This implies, for example, that any quantifier-free
formula in three variables in the Henson graph is NFOP,. Consequently, NFOP5 #- simple.
We also show in [60] that if a formula has -FOP, then it has VC-dimension at least .

In our next proposition, we give an equivalent formulation of /-FOP,, and also show
that NFOP, is closed under negations.

Proposition D.2. Suppose L is a first-order language, M is an L-structure, and ¢(z,y, z)
s an L-formula.

(i) If ¢(x1; xe; x3) has (-FOPy in M, then —¢(xy1;x0;x3) has (¢ — 1)-FOP,.
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(ii) The following are equivalent.
(a) ¢(x1;29;x3) has €-FOPy for all £.
b) For all?, there are by, ... by, c1, ..., co and by for f € [0]¥ such that ¢(al, b;, ci
f
holds if and only if k < f(3).

Proof. We begin with (i). Let y1,...,ve, 21, ..., 2 and {z/ : i €[], f : [(]*> = [(]} be such
that ¢(z!,y;, 2) holds in M if and only if & < f(i,j). For each f : [( —1]> = [{ — 1],
let g : [¢]* = [€] be the function defined by g¢(z,y) = ¢ — f(x,y) + 1 for z,y € [ — 1],
and g¢(z,y) = 1 otherwise. For each i € [¢ — 1], let w; = zp_;+1, v; = x;, and for each
f:[=1]% = [0=1],let u/ = 2. Then for each i, j, k € [{], p(u!, v, wr) = (2, y;, 20_pr2)
holds if and only if £ —k+2 < gf(i,j), if and only if  —k+1 < ¢ — f(i,j) + 1, if and only
if f(i,7) < k. Thus ﬁng(u{,vj,wk) holds if and only if £ < f(¢,7). This shows —¢(xz;y; 2)
has (¢ — 1)-FOPs.

We now prove (ii). We being with the direction (a) = (b). Enumerate [(]) = {f1,..., fm}.
Define f: [m]?> — [m] such that f(i,j) = f;(j) if < € and f(i,7) = £ if 7 > ¢. Choose
al ... al by, ... by, ci,. .., cm o that ¢(al,b;, c) holds if and only if k < f(i,7), i.e. if
and only if £ < fi(j). For each t € [m], set by, = b/. Then for all j, k < ¢, we have
o(ay,, bj, ci) if and only if and only if £ < f (7).

We now show (b) = (a). Fix £ > 1. Let by, ..., b, c1,...,cc and af for f € [{]¥ be as in
(b). Fix f: [(]* = [¢] and for each j < ¢, define f;: [¢] — [{] so that f;(i) = f(4, 7). For each
i € [0, set al = ay,. Then ¢(al,b;, ;) holds if and only if k < f;(i), i.e., k < f(i,7). O

Proposition [D.2implies that being NFOP; is closed under negations. We now show that
it is also closed under conjunctions.

Theorem D.3. For all k > 1 there is t > 1 so that the following holds. Suppose L
is a first-order language, M is an L-structure, and ¢1(x,y, z), p2(x,y,2) are L-formulas.
Suppose ¢1(x;y; 2) and ¢o(x;y; 2) have no k-FOPy in M. Then (¢1 A ¢2)(x;y; z) has no
t-FOP,.

Proof. Suppose towards a contradiction that there exists k£ > 1 so that for all ¢ > 1, there
exists an L-structure M(t) in which ¢ (z;y; z) and ¢o(z; y; z) have no k-FOP,, but in which
(1 N o) (x5 z; ) has t-FOP,, where 91 (x, z,y) := ¢1(x,y, 2) and sz, 2,y) := ¢1(x, y, 2).

By compactness, there exists an L-structure M in which ¢;(z;y; z) and ¢o(z; y; z) have
no k-FOP,, but where 11 A ¥o(x; 2z;y) has m-FOP, for all m > 1.

Let s = s(k) be such that the conjunction of two k-stable formulas is s-stable. Let €, €3
be as in Proposition for k and choose S > ¢;'s. Choose €/ < ¢ < ¢/5, and define
ey, eh : N — (0, 1] by defining, for each z, €)(z) < e5(r) < ex(x)/kx.

Let p), p, pio, it be as in Lemma for €/, €. Choose f,g: N* — (0,1] as in Lemma
for py, ph, where pf = min{puq, p)} and pf(z) = min{ps(x), uy(x)}. Define €)' (x) <
ey (x) < ph(x)ey(x) for all z.

Let T1, Ly, N1 be as in Proposition 249 for k, pf, and pf, and set T' = f1(11, L1, 11, L1)
and L = g(T1, L1, T1, Ly). Choose S > L and N > SLTp4y(LT) " (u)) ' N1 Ny. Define
n =n(k, N) from Lemma
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Now let U = {uy,...,un}, W ={ws,...,wy} be two disjoint sets, each of size N, and
let J,<g Pw be a partition of K[U, W] such that each Pgy, has diSCQ( Y(LT),1/9) (such
a partition exists by Lemma [3.24).

By assumption and Lemma [B.31] there are disjoint sets A, B,C' C M, with

A={al cien),f:n? =}, B={b:icn]}, and C = {¢ i€ [n]},
so that M | (¢1 A @Dg)(a{, b;, i) if and only if k£ < f(i, 7). Let
FE = {abc c Kg[A,B,C] : M ): ('le A ¢2)(aa b> C)}>

and for each a € {0,1}, let E, = {abc € K3[A,B,C| : M = ¥,(a,b,c)}. Note that
(AUBUC,E), (AUBUC, Ey) and (AU BUC, Ey) are each 3-partite 3-graphs.

By Lemma 6.8 there are subsets X = {z; :i € [N]} C A, Y ={y; :i € [N]} C B, and
Zy,...,Zs, C C each of size N, so that if we define Q% = {z;y; : wyw; € Py} for each
a € [5], then for all z;y; € Q%y and z € Z3, we have z,;y;2 € E if and only if § < a.

Let V! = XUYUZ,U...UZg, and let Q be the (S+2, 5)-decomposition of V' consisting
of {X,Y, Zy,..., Zx} and {Q%y : a,m < S}. Define Hy = (V' E1[V']), Hy = (V' Ex[V)),
and Hyo = (V', (Ey A Ey)[V']). Note that by assumption, H; and Hy have no k-FOP,, and
thus both have VC2—dimension at most k.

By Theorem ), there are t; < T3, {1 < Ly and a (1, 61, i, 5 (¢1))-decomposition Py
of V' which is pf homogeneous with respect to H; and which has linear error, say witnessed
by ¥;. Similarly, by Theorem IQZQL there are to < T4, {5 < L; and an (,ul,,u2 (£3),ta, ls)-
decomposition Py of V' which is pf-homogeneous and which has linear error with respect
H,, say witnessed by Y. Let Py = P; A Py be the coarsest decomposition of V' refining
both P, and P,. Let Ps be the decomposition of V' with (Ps)yert = Quert and (Ps)edge =
{K,[F, F'): FF' € (%)},

By Lemma [B27 there exist some t3 < fi(t1ta, (102, S + 2,1), {3 < gi(tite, (102, S +
2,1), and a (t3, l3, uff, p4(¢3))-decomposition R of V'’ which is an (uf, u5(¢3))-approximate
refinement of P3 and P,. Say this is witnessed by ¥ C (R“;”), as in Definition [3.26

By Lemma B.28 R is (€], €5(f3))-regular and €/-homogeneous with respect to both E;
and F5. Since R, refines va, it has the form

Roere = {X; 1 €t} U{Y; i€t} U{Z; i €[S]. ) € [t]},
for some t < t3, and where each X; C X, YZ- CY and Z;; C Z;. Let Rx ={X; :1 € [t]},
Ry ={Y; :i e [t]},and Ry = {Z;; : i € [S],j € [t]}. For each i,j € [t] and 7' € [S5],

we also have the partitions Ko[X;, V)] = U,<p, BX.y,» K2[Xi, Zirg] = U<y, RSz, and
KoY, Zy ;] = Uagés R%Zir,j coming from R4p.. For each 1 < 4,5 < ¢, set Qg(iyj =
Q%y[Xi, Y;]. Note that by Lemma B.I8, each Q%,y, satisfies disca(€5'(5), 1/5).

For each X;Y; ¢ ¥ and 7 € [(3], let f1(R%, Y) (P1)edge and fo( R, Y) (P2)edge be such

that | R y\(fl(sz DNSf2(Ry,y ) < pf| R y| andsothatny\(fl(RTxl DN f2(Ry.y,))
has disco (5 (43)). Settlng

C(X.,Y;) = | Bxo, \ f(Rky),

aEly



147

we have, by definition of a (uf, p5(¢4))-approximate refinement, that for all X,Y; ¢ X,
C(X,, ;)| < | X[Y;]. Define

J(X:,Y)) = {Q%y € Qedge : |Q%y N C(X:,Y7)| > /1| Q%y |}

Then |{zy € Ky[X,,Y;] : vy € Q%y for some Q%y € J(X;,Y;)}H < /u/|Xi||Y;|, and
consequently, |J(X;,Y;)| <2y/pfS. We now define

I' = {G € Triads(R) : for each u € {0,1}, (H,|G, G) has disco3(€7, €5(¢3)) and
[E.0 K57 (G)
K@)

€ [07 6,1/) U (1 - 6,1/7 1]}7

and set I' = {zyz € K3[X,Y,Z] : zyz € Kg(,z)(G) for some G € T'}. By assumption,
IT| > (1 — €])|V|3. Therefore, setting

[= {:cy €Ka[X,Y]: {z€ Z ayze T} > (1—€)|Zay ¢ | C(XZ-,Y]-)},
X;Y;ex

we must have that |I| > (1 — €])|V|? (here we are using that uf < €/ < ¢€;). Therefore,
there must be some X; € Rx and Y; € Ry so that [I N Ky[X;, Y]] > (1 — €)|X;]|Yjl.
Given a, 8,7 < 3, b € [t], and u € [S], let

R, = (XiUY;U Zyy, R,y URY ,  URY , ).
Let IV =TnN {Rji;@jzub ca, B,y < ls,u € [S],b € [t]}. We now define a bipartite graph
G = (UUW, F) where
U={R%y, :a<ls}, W={RS, R, :vB8<lsbelt],uc[S]}and
F ={R%.y,(RX,7,, By, 7,,) € KaolU, W] : RYY, €T}
By our choice of X;Y,

(U K2(@) N KslX, ;. 21] > (1 - 415121,
Ger”

Consequently, using Corollary [3.6],

1—¢ 2X' Y Z
( )| Xil[Y5]1Z] >(1—6/1)3St632(1_36/1>5t€§'

F| > =
= GV 215t

Set
Q={Z,:a€lS] and for some c € W, |Ng(c)| > (1 — /3€})l3}.
Then |F| > (1 — 3¢})St¢3 implies then |Q| > (1 — 1/3¢€})S. Now set
V' ={Z.€Q:Q%y, ¢ J(Xi,Y))}.
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Then by above, || > (1 — /3¢, —2y/p]) > (1 —10,/¢})S. Choose Z;,, ..., Z;, € ' with
i1 < ... < 1, and for each 1 < v < s, choose any ¢, = R%Zi , R;Y};ZZ_ . € Z;, so that
|INa(c)| > (1 — /3€))¢3. Consider

O = (] Nalc).

v=1

By construction, |O| > (1 — s4/3¢€})¢5. Since €} < €/S and S > s, |O] > (1 — €)¢5. For
each v € [s], consider

L, = {zy : there is P € O with zy € P} N Q% [X;,Y;].
By definition of €', and because €] < €1/5,
Lo > |Qy [Xi, Vil — Q% [Xi, Y] N C(X5, Y5)| > Q% [Xi, Vi) — Ve XY
1
> (g —2v/@)1XillY;
> (1 - e)|Q%y [X:, |-
Clearly this implies there is some RY, € O with |RY \ Q%y| < e1|R¥,y,|. It is not
difficult to see now that for each u < v,
2 T Oy Pu 2 Ty Qy, Py
[(By 0 Eo) 0K (RS ) 2 (1= e K57 (RS,
while if v < u, then
2 T Oy Pu 2 TovQuPu
(B N Eo) N KD (RS2 )] < e[ KE (RS2 )|

Since each of these triads R}f;;;gju are in I', we have that for all u < v,

. 2 To Oy Py 2 To Oy Pu 2 To Oy Pu
min{| By 0§ (RS2 )|, 1B 0 K2 (RS 5 )} > (1= )| K (RS2 ),
and for all v < u, there w,, € {0,1} so that
2 To Oy Pu 2 T Oy, P,
| B,y 0 KE (RS < i | KEP (RS 5).

By our choice of s, there is a subsequence 1 <7} < ... < < s and w € {0,1} so that
so By, , = E, forallv <wu. Let f:{ai,...,ax} — Reage and g : {b1, ..., b} — Renr be
defined by f(a,) = R;?’Y and ¢(b,) = R?é“z., Rf,f‘z,, . Then (f,g) is an encoding of H (k)
in (H,,P) with corresponding partition (X;, Y], Uﬁzl Zy ). By Proposition 6.7, there are
(Cryevvsc) € Zip X oo X Zy, {af,...,al . f:[k]* = [k]} C X;, and {by,..., by} CY; such
that a{bjck € E, if and only if £ < f(i, j). By definition of E,,, this implies that ¢, (z;y; 2)
has k-FOP5 in M, a contradiction. O

Combined with Proposition [D.2, this shows that being NFOP, is closed under finite
boolean combinations.

We end by constructing for all £ > 1, a 3-uniform hypergraph which has k-FOP, and
VCsy-dimension 1.
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Example D.4. Choose ¢; > 0 and €3 : N — (0, 1] as in Proposition [6.7] for &, and let N be
as in Proposition [6.7] for €;,€e5,¢{ = k and t = k+ 2, and let n > N. Let U = {uy,...,u,},
W = {wy,...,w,} and let Ko[U, W] = <y PSw be a partition so that each Py, has
discy(e2(k), 1/k) (such a partition exists by Lemma B.24). Let Zy,..., Z; be disjoint sets,
each of size n, and set Z = Ji_, Z;. We now let V.= U UW U Z and define H = (V, E)
to be the 3-partite 3-graph where £ = {uwz : z € Z;,uw € P§y, for some o < i}. By
Proposition [6.7, H has k-FOP,. We show it has VC,-dimension at most 1.

Fix any x1,22,y1,92 € V, and let X = {x1,22} and Y = {y1,y2} be two 2-element
subsets. We claim that the edge relation in H cannot shatter X x Y. Suppose towards a
contradiction this was not the case. Then there are, for each S C X x Y, some zg € V so
that zgx;y; € E if and only if (7, j) € S. Clearly this implies 21 # z9 and y; # y2. Further,
since zxxyx;y; for each i,j € [2], and since H is 3-partite, we must have that there is a
relabeling {A, B,C'} = {U, W, Z} so that x1,25 € A, y1,y2 € B, and zg € C for all S # 0.

Suppose first that A = Z. Note that for all ¢ € [k] and v € U and w € W, either
Z; € Ng(uw) or Z; N Ny(uw) = 0. Thus we clearly cannot have x1,x2 in the same Z;.
Therefore, without loss of generality, we may assume that for some 1 <i < 5 <k, x; € Z;
and zo € Z;. But now there exists no uw € Ky[U, W] with zouw € E and zjuw ¢ E, a
contradiction. Thus, A # Z. A symmetric argument shows B # Z.

Thus {A, B} = {U,W}. Without loss of generality, assume A = U and B = W. For
each (i,7) € [2]% let ay; be such that z;y; € Pjj}. Clearly we must have ay; # ai, since
zZiaanriyr € E but zgaopaiyr € E. Assume aqp < aqg (the other case is similar). But
now there exists no z € Z with zx1ys € E, and azyy; ¢ E. Again this is a contradiction,
and finishes the proof.
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