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Abstract

This paper considers the Fourier transform over the slice of the Boolean hypercube. We prove a
relationship between the Fourier coefficients of a function over the slice, and the Fourier coefficients
of its restrictions. As an application, we prove a Goldreich-Levin theorem for functions on the slice
based on the Kushilevitz-Mansour algorithm for the Boolean hypercube.

1 Introduction

Boolean functions, or functions over {0, 1}, are central to computer science. One tool that has found
many uses is Fourier analysis, which involves defining an orthonormal basis separate from the standard
basis, but with many useful properties. One such property is that this basis consists of eigenvectors of
the Boolean hypercube, the graph whose vertices are {0, 1}"* with an edge between two vectors u and v if
they differ in exactly one coordinate. Fourier analysis over the Boolean hypercube has led to many ap-
plications, including in learning theory, property testing, pseudorandomness, voting theory, and more.
For a more complete treatment, see [O'D14].

Inrecent years, much attention has been drawn to functions on the slice, ([Z]) ={v|ve{o1}" Z;’ \Vi=
k} or the subset of {0, 1}" that consists of vectors with exactly k 1’s for some fixed k. Like in the case of
the Boolean hypercube, one can also define an orthonormal basis separate from the standard basis, over
functions on the slice. In particular, one can consider the eigenvectors of the Johnson graph, the graph
whose vertices are elements of the slice, with an edge between two vectors u and v if they differ in exactly
two coordinates. Thus, this basis can be seen as an analogue of the Fourier transform, but for the slice.

Such a basis was given explicitly in [Fil16] and [Srill], and this basis has subsequently found many
applications in analogues of major theorems for the Boolean hypercube, but now for the slice. These
include Friedgut’s theorem [Fill6], various versions of the invariance principle [FM19, FKMW18], the
Kindler-Safra theorem [KK20], and a theorem due to Nisan and Szegedy regarding juntas [FI19]. In this
paper, we continue this line of work of proving analogues for the slice.

Fourier analysis on the hypercube has been particularly useful when considering restrictions of func-
tions. In particular, if f : {0,1} — R is a function, and z € {0,1}’ for r < n, we let its restriction, f; :
{0,1}""! — R, be the function defined by f,(x) = f(x o z) where o denotes concatenation. In particular,
one can relate the Fourier coefficients of f with the Fourier coefficients of f.

Recall that the orthonormal basis for the Fourier transform can be indexed by subsets of the set [n].
Then for any t and any S < [n — 1],

Yo fsuni= Y £8P )
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where f(S) denotes the projection onto the vector indexed by S (see Corollary 3.22 in [O’D14]).

In the case of the slice, one can also define a restriction, where given f: (/') — R and z € {0,1}' for
r<n,welet f,: (kn—_lél) — R be defined by f(x) = f(xo z), where |z| = |{i : z; = 1}| denotes the Hamming
weight of z. If z contains more than k 1’s, then f; is an empty function. In this work, we show that an
identity similar to Eq. (I) holds for the slice.

In the slice, the orthonormal basis for the Fourier transform is now indexed by subsets of [n] with
a certain property. Let S, minik,n—k be the collection of subsets S = {s}, s, ..., s;} of [n] of size at most
k such that s; = 2j for all j, when the elements of S are listed in sorted order. Then the vectors in the
orthogonal basis from [Fil16] and [Srill] can be indexed by elements of /7, minik,n—k;- We note that
a vector indexed by the set S in the orthogonal basis for the slice differs significantly from the vector
indexed by the same set in the orthogonal basis for the Boolean hypercube.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem, which generalizes Eq. (I to the slice.

Theorem 1.1. Let f: (/') — R, and leti < k.
Then for any t and any S < [n—t],

Y %= Y fun?
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Again, f(S) denotes the projection onto the vector indexed by S. For convenience, we will let f(S) =0
if Sis not a subset in A, minik,n—k; OF f is an empty function.

Eq. (I) has many applications, one of which includes the Goldreich-Levin theorem [GL89) [KM93].
Informally, this theorem says that if the Fourier coefficients of a function are concentrated on just a few
vectors, then the function can be learned efficiently. As an application of Theorem [[.T} we show that a
similar theorem applies in the case of the slice, following the Kushilevitz-Mansour algorithm.

Theorem 1.2. Given query access to a function f € ([Z]) —{=1,1} and0 < 7 <1, thereis a poly(n,1/t)-time
algorithm that with high probability outputs a list L = {U}, ..., Uy} of subsets of [n] such that

o ()] = 7-1/(}) implies thatU € L
* U e Limpliesthat|f(U)| = 7/2-\/(})

1.1 Future Work

It would be interesting to see if Theorem[I.Tlleads to other analogues of theorems for the Boolean hyper-
cube to the slice.

It would also be interesting to see to what extent the orthonormal basis for slice can be extended
to high-dimensional expanders, and additionally, if there exist analogues of theorems for the Boolean
hypercube on high dimensional expanders.

Similarly to how expander graphs can be thought of as sparse approximations of the complete graph,
high dimensional expanders can be thought of as sparse approximations of the Johnson graph. In recent
years, many constructions of high dimensional expanders have been developed [LSV05a, [LSV05b, [KO18,
CTZ20]. The theory of constructions of high dimensional expanders have already led to many applica-
tions in theoretical computer science, including mixing times of Markov chains [ALGV19,/AL20}/(CGM21]
and coding theory [AJQ™ 20, DHK*21].



Unlike regular expander graphs, one has control beyond just the second eigenvalue, as shown in work
by Kaufman and Oppenheim [KO20]. In particular, the spectrum of high dimensional expanders approx-
imates the spectrum of the Johnson graph. Both Kaufman and Oppenheim, and work by Dikstein, Dinur,
Filmus, and Harsha [DDFH18]| give different decompositions into approximate eigenspaces. The latter
allows one to obtain an analogue of the Freidgut-Kalai-Naor theorem for high dimensional expanders. It
would be interesting to obtain more explicit descriptions of approximate eigenvectors in these approx-
imate eigenspaces, that might allow one to prove more analogues for high dimensional expanders. In
particular, one hope is that the structure of the orthonormal basis for the slice can used as inspiration to
construct an approximately orthonormal basis for high dimensional expanders, which can then be used
to prove analogues of theorems for the Boolean hypercube, but now for high dimensional expanders.

2 Preliminaries

Denote by [n] the set {1,2,...,n} and by ([Z]) theset {v| ve{0, 1}",2?:1 v; = k} or the subset of {0, 1}" that
consists of vertices with exactly k 1’s for some fixed k.

Given a string x € {0,1}", denote by |x| the Hamming weight of x, that is, |x| = Z?zl X;.

As stated in the introduction, we denote by ./, . the set of subsets S = {51, 52,..., s;} of [n] of size at
most k such thats; =2 forall j, when the elements of S are listed in sorted order. Note that by Bertrand’s
ballot problem, there are (|5) — (5 ,) sets in %,k of size |S|, and thus |7, k| = ().

Given a vector v € RY we define the ¢ p-norm by

) N
vl =3 vilP.
i=1

We define the inner product for two vectors u, v € RN to be
N
(w,vy=>_ uv;.
i=1

It will often be convenient to index vectors by vectors rather than integers, that is, to let v be a vector in
R(¥) for some n and k. It will often be convenient to identify vectors as functions, that is, to represent
veR"asf,:[n]—=R,orve R(E) as fu: ([Z]) — Rwhere in both cases, one obtains f, from v via f,(x) = vy.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one can relate the ¢;-norm of a vector with its £,-norm as follows.

Claim 2.1. ForallveRN,

vl < VNIVl

We denote by Iy the RV*V identity matrix.

3 An orthonormal basis of eigenvectors for the Johnson graph

Recall that the Johnson graph is defined by G = (V, E) where V = (/') and E = {(v, ) | X, v; — ui| = 2}.
Let A, i be the corresponding adjacency matrix.

In this section we give with proof an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors for the Johnson graph. The
claims and theorems in this section will be used in Section[|to prove Theorem[I.1l We stress that all of the
results in this section are known, and can be found in the works of Stanley [Sta88)[Sta90], Filmus [Fil16],



Srinivasan [Srill], and Filmus and Lindzey [FL20]. When illustrative, however, we give the proofs of the
various statements.
We start by defining a collection of matrices that will help yield the eigenvectors of A, .

Let Pll L € RGD () be the matrix defined by

1 ify; =1implies x; =1
PTk( y):{ yl p 1 (2)

0 otherwise

LetPilﬂc+1 (PT o
Let
PrTﬂk_Plzk IPrTzk 1 'P;Tm,i
and
Pnkz_Pnz+1Pizz+2 "Prlz,k'

For simplicity, we let p! nkk = Prll wk =1 -

Let P —P;klpikandPA:

a multlple of the 1dent1ty matrix.

nk P n k The following fact shows that PY nk and P/\ differ only by

Claim 3.1. P}\’l/,k = P;l\,k - (n—Zk)I(lzl)

Similarly, one can show that A, i differs from Pr\; . and P;l\ . by amultiple of the identity matrix. Thus,
for the rest of this paper, we focus on determining an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors for P/, and P/ , .
The following claim shows that to determine the eigenvectors of P” nk and P’\ , it is enough to deter-

mine the nullspace of Pl for all i < k. This will be under the assumption that P ; has full rank when
i < n/2, which we will prove in Claims[3.5land[3.6

Claim 3.2. Letve IR([';]) be a vector such that Pi ;v=0. Then,

PVkP v=(n- k—l+1)(k—l)Pn

n,i,k lk

and

!
Py P

N v=—k=Dk-i+DP! v

v=0if k> n—i. Thus, in the case that k > n/2,

v
1S,k
ikl Z when

2
lvl2

The following claim shows that if P rll ;v =0, then p
) n,i,k

one only needs to consider the nullspace of P ,ll ; for i < n— k. In fact, we will compute

Pi ;v =0, which will be useful in Section3.2]

Claim 3.3. Let veR(") be a vector such thatP}i ;v=0fori<n/2. Then,

1 2
Rmxﬂk_(n—mnm—n!
w3 — (n—k-i)

’

ifk <n-—i,andis otherwiseO.



Proof. We prove this using induction on i. In the base case when k = i, the Claim follows as Pll V=

Now, assume that the statement is true for Pll i k—1 V- Then,

P o|F=(p' P! v Pl
nik” o nk-1" nik-1""" nk-1" n,ik-1

— f A 1
= <Pn,i,k—1V'Pn,k—lpn,i,k—1”>

=(n—k=i+ (k=) (P, 0P, V) 3)
I L (m=2)lk—i-1)!

=m—-k—-i+1)(k—1) P

(n=20"k-1)!

T (n—k-i) @)

as desired, where the third equality follows from Claim [3.2] and the fourth equality follows from the in-
ductive hypothesis.

If k = n—i+1, then Eq. @) is 0, and it follows that H Pll - ”2 = 0whenever k > n—i+1 by the definition
of P! O

n,ik’

Note that the assumption that Pi ; has full-rank when i < n/2 combined with Claims and [3.3]

yields a subspace of eigenvectors with equal eigenvalue of dimension () —(.”,). For a fixed k and sum-
ming over all i from 0 to min{k, n — k}, this is (min{ ,Zl e k}) eigenvectors, and thus, this gives a complete
basis of eigenvectors.

The following claim shows that to determine an orthogonal basis of eigenvectors of PZ' . and P;/q\, r

it is enough to determine an orthogonal basis for the nullspace of Pi ; for all i < min{k,n - k}. That

is, applying Pl; ;» to two orthogonal vectors preserves orthogonality. Recall that the eigenvectors of a
symmetric matrix with different eigenvalues are orthogonal, and thus it is sufficient to determine an
orthogonal basis for the nullspace of P ,ll ; foreach i.

Claim 3.4. Let v, and vy be such that (v, v2) =0 and Prll Vi= 0 foralli. Then

1 1 _
<Pn,i,kV1’Pn,i,kV2> =0

Proof. We prove this on induction on k.
When k = i, the statement is obvious.

Assume that <le.y -1 VI)P,T”’ -1 v2> = 0. Then through a similar sequence of equalities as Eq. (),

one sees that
Pl ov, Pl wmy=m-k—i+1)(k-i){P! v, P! v
nik Vi kb2 nik—=1"V"5pik-1Y2
=0
as desired. O

We note that Claims 3.1} B.213.3] and can be generalized to sequentially differential posets (of
which, the collection of subsets of [n] is an example), as is done in the work of Stanley [Sta88) [Sta90].



3.1 An orthogonal basis for the nullspace of P }1 r

In this section, we give an orthogonal basis for the nullspace of Pil . When k < n/2. This basis was found
by Srinivasan [Srill] and independently by Filmus [Fill16]. For completeness, we include the proof that
this is an orthogonal basis due to Srinivasan.

Note that |
Pl _ Pn—l,k I(n;l
mk™1 o  p!
n-1,k-1

if k < n/2, where if k = 1, then we remove the bottom two blocks. In particular, the fact that Prll ;. can be

written recursively in terms of P i; Lk and P i; 1,k Suggests that an orthogonal basis for the nullspace of
the former matrix can be obtained from orthogonal bases for the nullspace of the latter matrices.

Let S be a subset in /7, . Recall that this means that when the elements S are listed in sorted order
as {s1, 82,..., 85}, that s; = 2i for all i. We associate with each S a vector y,,s such that Pi,,|s|?(n,8 =0. We

define y s recursively as follows.

[1] if [S|=0
X"(‘)I'S ifngs
Xns=14 % i 5)
_Pn_1'|S|_1Xn—1,S\{n}
n—2/S|+1 otherwise
Xn-1,5\{n}

We briefly give some intuition behind restricting S to only those subsets in /), ;.. Consider a set S of size
at most k thatis notin /6, ;. Let S={s1,..., 5|5} be in sorted order, and let i be the smallest integer such
that s; < 2i. Theneitheri=1and s;=1,0ors;—; =2i-2ands; =2i—1. Thus, s;,—2i+1=0, and y, s is
not well-defined.

By Bertrand’s ballot problem, there are (I’SZI) - (| Sln—l) sets in #, i of size |S|. Thus, proving that y, s

is in the nullspace of P;t,|3| and that if |S;| = |S2] and S; # S, then <)(n,51,)(n,52> = 0 are both enough to

obtain an orthogonal basis for the nullspace of P rll ;. and also show it has full rank.

|
AN

We first show that y s is in fact in the nullspace of P
Claim 3.5. For all S € #y k. Pl g Xn,s =0.

Proof. We prove this using induction on »n and |S]|.
If S ={n'}, then

Ans=|-75 -5 - - 1 0 0 -],

n'-1 n'-1 n'-1

~
n'—1 times

Thus, Pi,,ﬁ(n.s =0.
If n¢g S, then Pil s Xns = Prll_1 isXn,s = 0 by the inductive hypothesis.



If ne S, then

P2_1'|S|_1Xn—1,5\{n}
Pimsﬂ(n,S: n—-2|S|+1
Pn_1y|5|_1)(n—1,5\{n}

+ Xn-1,5\{n}

Pr\z/—1,|5|—1?(n—1,8\{n}
N —Xn-1,5\{n} + Xn-1,5\{n}

= n-2|S|+1
0
=0.
where the second inequality follows from the relationship between P,Al_1 ISI-1 and P;{_l ISI-1 and the in-
ductive hypothesis, and the third inequality also follows from the inductive hypothesis. O

The following claim shows that if |S;| = |S2| and S; # Sy, then y, s, and y, s, are orthogonal. Recall
that eigenvectors of a symmetric matrix with different eigenvalues are orthogonal. Thus, this claim along
with Claim[3.6]are enough to prove that the given basis is orthogonal.

Claim 3.6. For S1,S2 € 7, 1, if IS1]1 = |S2| and Sy # Sz, then {xn,s,, Xn,s,) = 0.

Proof. We prove this using induction on n.
Consider the base case of |S;| =|S2| = 1. In particular, let S; = {n;} and let S, = {n,}, and without loss
of generality, assume that n, > n;. Then

mSH=[-75 -7 - 1 0 0 ]

_n,-—l _ni—l

and the claim clearly holds. n;—1 times
For the inductive step, assume that the statement is true for all pairs y,,(S}) and y,,(S;) where n’ < n
and |S]| = |S,|. Then there are three cases.
Case 1: If neither S; nor S, contain n, then (¥p.s,, Xn,s,) = 0 by the inductive hypothesis.
Case 2: If both S; and S, contain 7, then

1

(Xn,s0Xns,) = m <Xn—1,81\{n}»P2—1,|52|—1Xn—1,82\{n}>

+ (X n-1.5\1nh» Xn—1,8,\(n} )

1
= m <Xn—1,81\{n}»P;,/_1,|52|_17(n—1,82\{n}>
n—2|82| +2
n=2/S,1+1) (Xn-1,8\tnh» Xn-1,5,\(n})

=0

where the second equality follows from Fact[3.Iland the third inequality follows from the inductive hy-
pothesis for S;\{n} and S»\{n}, and the fact that Prlz—1,|sg|—1?(n—1 (S2\{n}) =0.
Case 3: If only S, contains 7, then

t
P, _1Xn-1,S\{n}
<Xn,81»)(n,32>:<xn_1(51), n—1,|8,|-147 o\{n

n—-2|S;|+1

Xn—1,5,\{n} >

|
P _1(8)), /————
< -1,k Xn 1(81) H—21S,0+1

0



where the last inequality follows from the fact that Prll_1 sy Xn-1,81 = 0. O
We summarize below.

Theorem 3.7. The set of vectors
{P,Tl,|s|)(n,8 |Se an,min{k,n—k}}

form an orthogonal basis of eigenvectors for Ay, i, the adjacency matrix of the Johnson graph.

Proof. The theorem follows by applying Claims[3.2]3.31[3.41 3.5} and3.6} and noticing that |7, mink,n—k}| =
(3) and that eigenvectors with distinct eigenvalues are orthogonal. O

3.2 A computation of the norm

In this section, we compute the norm of PL s, kAns- This combined with Theorem B.7] will yield a set

of orthonormal eigenvectors that can be used to construct a Fourier transform over the slice. The re-
sults in this section can be found in [Fill6]. We give an inductive proof that follows the framework of
Srinivasan [Srill] and Filmus and Lindzey [FL20].

We start by computing the norm of y,, s.

Claim 3.8. LetS={si,..., S5} be such thats; < s, <--- < s5. Then,

1Sl . ;
2 §i—21+2
sz = l:Hl si—2i+1
Proof. We prove this using induction on n. For the base case, if S = {n'}, then
AnS = [jn'l—l = _n’l—lj 100 .
and thUS, n’—l‘;imes
2 1 1 _ n
Ixnsllz =1+ w1 -1
as desired.
Ifn¢gsS, then
1S . i
2 2 Si—20+2
lnst = lrnnsl =1 S5

where the second inequality follows from the inductive hypothesis.

If ne S, then
2 2 ! T :
||Xn,S||2 = ”Xn—l,S\{n} ||2 + m Pn—l,|S|—lxn—l,S\{n} 2
1
=len- sl G grsyre (tovoin Phiscaxa-vum)
1 2
= (1 e bl

_n-2|S|+2k s —2i+2
Cn=2IS|+1 1 s —2i+1
IS

| s;—2i+2



where the third equality follows from the fact that y,_; s\ is an eigenvector of P k-1’ and the fourth
equality follows from the inductive hypothesis. O
2

; 1
Finally, we can compute “Pm| sLpAns |2

Claim 3.9. .
I 2 (n=2|SPNk—|SN! 5 si—2i+2
p
| w81, kX”S‘ (n—k—|S)! 1:[ —2i+1
Proof. The claim follows by applying Claims[3.3land 3.8 O

Finally, we give a formula definition for the Fourier coefficients of a function on the slice.

Definition 3.10. For f € IR([Z]) and S € #Cp minik,n—k}» define

Here, P! is defined in Eq. @) and x s is defined in Eq. G). It will be convenient to define f(S) even when S
is not in 6, minik,n—k}» in Which case we let f(S) =

1

f®= | (P ctns)-

1
Pisiidns|,

4 Restrictions of functions on the slice

In this section, we state and prove our main theorem regarding a relationship between the Fourier coef-
ficients of a function on the slice, and the Fourier coefficients of its restrictions.

Definition 4.1 (Restriction). Let f : ('}) — R. For m < n, and z € {0,14"™, let f, : (‘}_/1) = R (where

|zl = X, z; is the Hamming weight of z) be the function defined by f,(x) = f(x o z) where o denotes con-
catenation.

We start with the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Ler [ : ([Z]) — R. Then, for all S € 76,1 mintk.n—k}»

f©®= Vi=k=181fo( +VE=ISIAi(9).

vn-— 2|S (
Additionally, if|S| < min{k, n — k}, then

f(SU{n})—\/_iw( VE=ISI/o(8) +v/n-k=ISI/i(5))
Thus, if|S| < min{k, n — k}, then
~ 1 ~ ~
S)= —— —k—IS|f(S)—Vk—-ISIf(S
JoS) = s (V= k=TSIF () = VE=TSIF (S U )
and
A = —— _2|S (\/n k= ISIF(SU ) +VE-SIF(S))



Proof. 1If k=0, then f = fy, and |S| =0, and the theorem holds. Similarly, if k = n, then f = f; and |S| =0
and the theorem also holds.

If |S| = k, then f(S) = ﬁ)(S) as yn,s(x) =0if x, = 1, and again, the theorem holds. If |S| = n -k, then
recall that P;_Ll spetn-15=0 by Claim[3.3] and thus f(S) = fl (S), and again, the theorem holds.

Thus, we can assume that f; and fj are not empty functions, and that S € #,_1 min{k-1,n-k-13» and in
particular, has a corresponding vector in the orthogonal basis for both A,,_;  and A1 k-1.

Let f} : (")) — R be defined by f(x) = f(x) if x, = 0 and f](x) = 0 otherwise. Additionally, let f; :
(")) — R be defined by f](x) = f(x) if x, = 1, and f](x) = 0 otherwise.

Let i =|S|. Note that because f = f; + f{, forall S,

1
. <f0/’P,Tl_i,an,S> +
P dns ‘2 |

~ 1
f&= T

<f1,»PIM"an,S> (6)
Pn’ikan,S ’2

We start with the first inequality. We have that <f6, Pll ; k)(n,s> = <f0, Pll_l ; an—l,S>» as fy(x) =0if x, = 0.
Thus, the right-hand side of Eq. (6) is equal to

1

1
<fO)P,Tl_1ian—l,S>+ <Pi,kif1,’xn,5>
p! " p! "
n,l',kxn's 2 n,i,kxn's 2
Plz—l,i,kxn_lrs sz(S) k—i !
= I + n <Pn_1,k_1,if1»)(n—1,s>
P . P .
n,l,kxnrs 2 | n,l,kxnrs |2
T o~
~ Pn_ly,-’an—l,S sz(S) N k—i < ol
- 1 1 fl) n_lyi’k_lﬂ(n—l,s
Pn,l',kxn's 2 | Pn,l',kxn's |2
Pl tns|, B k=DRS P, xnes,
= — + = 7
f 1
P ixXns|, Py ixXns ‘2

where the sequence of inequalities uses the fact that y, s(x) = y,-1,5(x) unless x, = 1, in which case

Xns(x) = 0. The first equality also uses the fact that (Prll K ifl’) (x)=(k-1) (Pi_l -1 ifl) (x) if x, = 0. By
Claim[3.9] Eq. (@ is equal to

n—k—i. k-i) - 1 - -
S)+ ———=f1(S) = —k—ifo(S k—-ifi(S
VT o)+ e 9 = (VK= o)+ VE= T(9)

as desired.
Now, let i = |S|+ 1, and let S’ = Su {n}. To prove the second inequality, note that the right-hand side

10



of Eq. (6) is equal to

1 l 1 |
T— <Pn,k,if(;’ Xn,8’> + T— <Pn,k,if1/’)(n,8’>
s, [P,
— _ <Prll—1,k,if0’PrTz—l,i_1Xn—1,S'\{n}>
= . T
(n—2i+1) Pn,i,an,S'Hz
—(k=1) ! 1 |
n—2i+1 <Pn—1,k—1,if1»Pn—1,i_1?(n—1,s/\{n}> + <Pn—1,k—1,i_1f1'XH—LS’\{n}>
I
| Pr i s ”2
~(p! P )
_ n-1,k,i-1J00 Xn-1,8\{n} L k—1+1 <pl . >
) s ! n—-2i+1 n—1,k—1,i-14 1 An=-1,8\{n}
(n—-2i+1) ”Pn,i,k?(n,S’ ,
—_ | PL—l,i—l,an,S’\{n} 2 = , (n_ k_ i+ ].) | Pll—l,l‘—l,k—lxnrsr\{n} . l
(=2t l | P i dns ”2 (n—-2i+1) ’ P ixXns |,
8)

where the first equality follows from the definition of y, s along with the fact that (Prll el ) (x) = (k-

i) (Pil_1 b1 ,-fl) (x) if x,, = 0. Again, by Claim[3.9] Eq (8) is equal to
-1 (n=-2i+)(n-2i+)(k-i+1) » n-k—-i+1 (n=-2i+)(n-2i+1) -~
S\ S\
n—2i+1\/ n—2i+2 TS M+ =2 (n—2i+2)(n—k—i+1)f1( )
1 _~ o~
= (—Vk—-i+1fpt(S\{n)+Vn—-k-i+1£(S'\{n})
n—2i+2( Jo S )
as desired. |

Finally, we prove the following relationship between the Fourier coefficients of f and the Fourier
coefficients of restrictions of f.

Corollary 4.3. Let f: ([Z]) — R, and leti < k. Then for all S € #mintk.n—k}»

fo(S)2+ f1(S)? = F(S)? + f(Su{nh?.

Additionally,
Y £9%= Y f(SuT)?
z€{0,1}¢ Te[n\[n—1]
Proof. The first statement follows from Theorem[4.2] and the second follows by induction. O

5 A Goldreich-Levin Theorem for the slice

In this section, we prove Theorem[I.2] a Goldreich-Levin theorem for the slice. Informally, this theorem
states that the large Fourier coefficients of a function can be efficiently detected. With the machinery of
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Corollary[4.3] the algorithm and proof of correctness are essentially the same as for the Boolean hyper-
cube. However, some care is required in estimating quantities of the form

Y fwus?

Sc(n]\[i]

for a given function f and a given set U < [i]. For completeness, we give the algorithm.
The algorithm uses a divide and conquer strategy due to Kushilevitz and Mansour [KM93].

Algorithm 1: Goldreich-Levin for the slice

Let L — {@}
fori—0ton—1do
for Each U € L do

Estimate ZSg[n]\[i] f(U U S)z by wh
Estimate Y gc ;) f (U Ui + 17U S)? by w,
Remove U from L.
if w; = 72/2 then
| AddUtoL
end
if w, = 72/2 then
| AddUuU{i+1}toL
end

end
end

Much of the analysis is identical to the algorithm for the Boolean hypercube. As in the case of the
Boolean hypercube, the algorithm identifies a set of Fourier coefficients with large total weight, starting
with the set of all Fourier coefficients. At each step, it splits each set into two, estimates the total weights
of all of the subsets, and removes those subsets with small total weight. If the algorithm is able to estimate
the total weight accurately, then at any given point, it will only identify poly(r) different sets. (For a
complete analysis, one can also refer to Section 3.5 of [O’D14]).

Thus, it is enough to show that one can estimate Y gc,\(;] f(U U S)? and Y scin\il f(U u{i}uS)?in
poly(n,1/7)-time to error (12/2) (Z) with probability at least 1 — 1/poly(n, 1/1).

Theorem 5.1. Given query access to a function f : ([Z]) — {—1,1} and a set U < [i] for some integer i, then
poly(n,1/¢g,1/7) samples are sufficient to compute ¥ gen\[i] f(U uS)? up to errors([z]) with probability at
least1—1/poly(n,1/7).

Proof. By Corollary[4.3] we have

1 ~ (k—i|z|) 1 -~
— Y fUus$?= Y _ — f=(U)* 9)
(2) st o () ()

(k_i|z|)

Let x be a random variable over {0, 1}~ where x = z with probability ™ Note that such a probability
k

distribution is well-defined, as ¥ ¢, 1yn-i ( k—i| 2) = (¢)- Then the right-hand side of Eq. (3 can be rewritten
as

(k—l|x|)

ok 1 <fx’Pg,|S|,k—|x|Xi,s>2
X = [Ex T 5 ( : )
, P‘,|S|,k—|x|?(i,s” kx|

! 2

12



For each x in {0,1}"*"%, let y; and y, be independent random variables over ( k[—iI]xI) distributed according

to the absolute value of the coordinates Pl.T s k— | Xis- In particular, we let the probability that y; = T be

PT

1 }
|Pi.|sw.k—\x|7('v5

X

(k—ilxl

: i Xi,S :
% and thus we obtain
1

f2(8)?

I fz<y1)fz(y2>sign((pgmk_lx,xi,s)yl)sign((pg_w_mx,,s)yz)

- =X))2

! P i
“Pi,ISI,k—Ix|XlrS“2 (k1)

By Claim[2.1] and the fact that f(S) € {-1,1} for all S, it follows that the random variable inside the expec-
tation is bounded above by 1. Thus, by a Chernoff bound, O(log(n)/£?) samples are sufficient to compute

Y scini f (U US)? up to error ¢(}) with probability at least 1—1/poly(n,1/7). O
References
[AJQ*20] V.L.Alev, E G. Jeronimo, D. Quintana, S. Srivastava, and M. Tulsiani. List decoding of direct

[AL20]

[ALGV19]

[CGM21]

[CTZ20]

[DDFH18]

[DHK*21]

[FI19]

[Fil16]

sum codes. In Proceedings of the 2020 ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, pages
1412-1425. SIAM, Philadelphia, PA, 2020.

V. L. Alev and L. C. Lau. Improved analysis of higher order random walks and applications.
In STOC '20—Proceedings of the 52nd Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Com-
puting, pages 1198-1211. ACM, New York, [2020] ©2020. doi:10.1145/3357713.3384317.

N. Anarij, K. Liu, S. O. Gharan, and C. Vinzant. Log-concave polynomials II: High-dimensional
walks and an FPRAS for counting bases of a matroid. In STOC’19—Proceedings of the 51st
Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 1-12. ACM, New York, 2019.
doi:10.1145/3313276.3316385.

M. Cryan, H. Guo, and G. Mousa. Modified log-Sobolev inequalities for strongly log-concave
distributions. Ann. Probab., 49(1):506-525, 2021. ISSN 0091-1798. d0i:10.1214/20-A0P1453.

D. Conlon, J. Tidor, and Y. Zhao. Hypergraph expanders of all uniformities from Cay-
ley graphs. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3), 121(5):1311-1336, 2020. ISSN 0024-6115. doi:
10.1112/plms.12371.

Y. Dikstein, I. Dinur, Y. Filmus, and P. Harsha. Boolean function analysis on high-dimensional
expanders. In Approximation, randomization, and combinatorial optimization. Algorithms
and techniques, volume 116 of LIPIcs. Leibniz Int. Proc. Inform., pages Art. No. 38, 20. Schloss
Dagstuhl. Leibniz-Zent. Inform., Wadern, 2018.

I. Dinur, P Harsha, T. Kaufman, I. L. Navon, and A. Ta-Shma. List-decoding with double
samplers. SIAM J. Comput., 50(2):301-349, 2021. ISSN 0097-5397. doi:10.1137/19M1276650.

Y. Filmus and E Thringer. Boolean constant degree functions on the slice are juntas. Discrete
Math., 342(12):111614, 7, 2019. ISSN 0012-365X. do0i:10.1016/j.disc.2019.111614.

Y. Filmus. An orthogonal basis for functions over a slice of the Boolean hypercube. Electron.
J. Combin., 23(1):Paper 1.23, 27, 2016.

13



[FKMW18] Y. Filmus, G. Kindler, E. Mossel, and K. Wimmer. Invariance principle on the slice. ACM

[FL20]

[FM19]

[GL89]

[KK20]

[KM93]

[KO18]

[KO20]

[LSV05a]

[LSVO05b]

[O’D14]

[Srill]

[Sta88]

[Sta90]

Trans. Comput. Theory, 10(3):Art. 11, 37, 2018. ISSN 1942-3454. doi:10.1145/3186590.
Y. Filmus and N. Lindzey. Murali’s basis for the slice, 2020.

Y. Filmus and E. Mossel. Harmonicity and invariance on slices of the Boolean cube.
Probab. Theory Related Fields, 175(3-4):721-782, 2019. ISSN 0178-8051. doi:10.1007/
s00440-019-00900-w.

O. Goldreich and L. A. Levin. A hard-core predicate for all one-way functions. In D. S. John-
son, editor, Proceedings of the 21st Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, May
14-17, 1989, Seattle, Washigton, USA, pages 25-32. ACM, 1989. doi:10.1145/73007.73010.

N. Keller and O. Klein. A structure theorem for almost low-degree functions on the slice.
Israel J. Math., 240(1):179-221, 2020. ISSN 0021-2172. doi:10.1007/s11856-020-2062-4.

E. Kushilevitz and Y. Mansour. Learning decision trees using the Fourier spectrum. SIAM J.
Comput., 22(6):1331-1348, 1993. ISSN 0097-5397. doi:10.1137/0222080.

T. Kaufman and I. Oppenheim. Construction of new local spectral high dimensional ex-
panders. In STOC’18—Proceedings of the 50th Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of
Computing, pages 773-786. ACM, New York, 2018. doi:10.1145/3188745.3188782.

T. Kaufman and I. Oppenheim. High order random walks: beyond spectral gap. Combina-
torica, 40(2):245-281, 2020. ISSN 0209-9683. doi:10.1007/s00493-019-3847-0.

A. Lubotzky, B. Samuels, and U. Vishne. Explicit constructions of Ramanujan complexes of
type A,4. European J. Combin., 26(6):965-993, 2005. ISSN 0195-6698. doi:10.1016/j.ejc.2004.
06.007.

A. Lubotzky, B. Samuels, and U. Vishne. Ramanujan complexes of type A;. volume 149,
pages 267-299. 2005. doi:10.1007/BF02772543. Probability in mathematics.

R. O’'Donnell. Analysis of Boolean functions. Cambridge University Press, New York, 2014.
ISBN 978-1-107-03832-5. d0i:10.1017/CB09781139814782.

M. K. Srinivasan. Symmetric chains, Gelfand-Tsetlin chains, and the Terwilliger algebra of
the binary Hamming scheme. J. Algebraic Combin., 34(2):301-322, 2011. ISSN 0925-9899.
doi:10.1007/s10801-010-0272-2.

R. P Stanley. Differential posets. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 1(4):919-961, 1988. ISSN 0894-0347.
doi:10.2307/1990995.

R. P Stanley. Variations on differential posets. In Invariant theory and tableaux (Minneapolis,
MN, 1988), volume 19 of IMA Vol. Math. Appl., pages 145-165. Springer, New York, 1990.

14



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Future Work

	2 Preliminaries
	3 An orthonormal basis of eigenvectors for the Johnson graph
	3.1 An orthogonal basis for the nullspace of Pn, k
	3.2 A computation of the norm

	4 Restrictions of functions on the slice
	5 A Goldreich-Levin Theorem for the slice

