arXiv:0801.1059v3 [math.CO] 17 Jul 2009

LOWER BOUNDS FOR MEASURABLE CHROMATIC NUMBERS

CHRISTINE BACHOC, GABRIELE NEBE, FERNANDO MRIO DE OLIVEIRA FILHO,
AND FRANK VALLENTIN

ABSTRACT. The Lovasz theta function provides a lower bound for theoch
matic number of finite graphs based on the solution of a sedmitkeprogram.
In this paper we generalize it so that it gives a lower boundte measurable
chromatic number of distance graphs on compact metric space

In particular we consider distance graphs on the unit spfdrere we trans-
form the original infinite semidefinite program into an infenlinear program
which then turns out to be an extremal question about Jacdmpmials which
we solve explicitly in the limit. As an application we derimew lower bounds for
the measurable chromatic number of the Euclidean spacmigrdiiond 0, . . . , 24
and we give a new proof that it grows exponentially with theeinsion.

1. INTRODUCTION

The chromatic number of thea-dimensional Euclidean spade the minimum
number of colors needed to color each pointR3f in such a way that points at
distancel from each other receive different colors. It is the chromatimber of
the graph with vertex s@®”™ and in which two vertices are adjacent if their distance
is 1. We denote it by (R™).

A famous open question is to determine the chromatic numbiregplane. In
this case, it is only known that < y(R?) < 7, where lower and upper bounds
come from simple geometric constructions. In this form thabjfem was consid-
ered, e.g., by Nelson, Isbell, Erdés, and Hadwiger. Fdoh&al remarks and for
the best known bounds in other dimensions we refer to Syskslirvey article
[21]. The first exponential asymptotic lower bound is due ttarikl and Wilson([8,
Theorem 3]. Currently the best known asymptotic lower boisndue to Raig-
orodskii [17] and the best known asymptotic upper bound & duLarman and
Rogers|[[12]:

(1.239... + o(1))" < x(R™) < (3+0(1))".

In this paper we study a variant of the chromatic numbeR®f namely the
measurable chromatic number. Timeasurable chromatic numbef R™ is the
smallest numbem such thatR™ can be partitioned intan Lebesgue measurable
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stable sets. Here we call a €6tC R"™ stableif no two points inC lie at distanca
from each other. In other words, we impose that the sets otpbiaving the same
color have to be measurable. We denote the measurable divoramber ofR™
by xm(R™). One reason to study the measurable chromatic number ishat
stronger analytic tools are available.

The study of the measurable chromatic number started witofer [7], who
proved thatym(R?) > 5. The measurable chromatic number is at least the chro-
matic number and it is amusing to notice that in case of strefuality the con-
struction of an optimal coloring necessarily uses the axabichoice.

Related to the chromatic number of the Euclidean space whtteenatic number
of the unit spheres” ™! = {x € R" : - = 1}. For—1 < t < 1, we consider
the graphG (n,t) whose vertices are the points §f~! and in which two points
are adjacent if their inner produgt- y equalst. The chromatic number @¥(n, t)
and its measurable version, denotedxy+(n,t)) and xm(G(n,t)) respectively,
are defined as in the Euclidean case.

The chromatic number of this graph was studied by Lovask, [digarticular in
the case whenhis small. He showed that

n < x(G(n,t)) for—-1<t<1,

x(G(n,t)) <n+1 for—-1<t<—1/n.
Frankl and Wilson[[B, Theorem 6] showed that

(1+0(1))(1.13)" < xm(G(n,0)) < 2",

The (measurable) chromatic number@fn, t) provides a lower bound for the
one of R™: After appropriate scaling, every proper coloringRf intersected with
the unit spheres™~! gives a proper coloring of the grajgi(n, t), and measurabil-
ity is preserved by the intersection.

In this paper we present a lower bound for the measurabler@iro number
of G(n,t). As an application we derive new lower bounds for the meddeira
chromatic number of the Euclidean space in dimensidns. . , 24 and we give a
new proof that it grows exponentially with the dimension.

The lower bound is based on a generalization of the Lovastatfunction
(Lovasz [13]), which gives an upper bound to the stabilitynber of a finite graph.
Here we aim at generalizing the theta functiordistance graph& compact met-
ric spaces. These are graphs defined on all points of thearsgtaice where the
adjacency relation only depends on the distance.

The paper is structured as follows: In Secfion 2 we define tdigligy number
and the fractional measurable chromatic number and giveia ieequality involv-
ing them. Then, after reviewing Lovasz’ original formudat of the theta function
in Sectior 8, we give our generalization in Secfion 4. Like dhniginal theta func-
tion for finite graphs, it gives an upper bound for the stabilumber. Moreover, in
the case of the unit sphere, it can be explicitly computeahkh to classical results
on spherical harmonics. The material needed for spheraahbnics is given in
Sectior 5 and an explicit formulation for the theta functafnz(n, t) is given in
Sectior( 6.
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In Sectior ¥ we choose specific valuest &6r which we can analytically com-
pute the theta function af/(n, ¢). This allows us to compute the limit of the theta
function for the graplt(n, t) ast goes tol in Sectior{ 8. This gives improvements
on the best known lower bounds fgr,(R™) in several dimensions. Furthermore
this gives a new proof of the fact thgt,(R™) grows exponentially withe. Al-
though this is an immediate consequence of the result ofkFeard Wilson (and
of Raigorodskii, and also of a result of Frankl and Radl [@Rd our bound of
1.165™ is not an improvement, our result is an easy consequencee ghéthods
we present. Moreover, we think that our proof is of interestaduse the methods
we use here are radically different from those used befargatticular, they can
be applied to other metric spaces.

In Section[® we point out how to apply our generalization tstatice graphs
in other compact metric spaces, endowed with the continaotisn of a compact
group. Finally in Sectiopn 10 we conclude by showing the retebetween our gen-
eralization of the theta function and the theta functionfiite graphs ofG(n, t)
and by showing the relation between our generalization badibear program-
ming bound for spherical codes established by Delsartethatse and Seidel [6].

2. THE FRACTIONAL CHROMATIC NUMBER AND THE STABILITY NUMBER

LetG = (V, E) be afinite or infinite graph whose vertex set is equipped waih t
measurg:. We assume that the measurd/is finite. In this section we define the
stability number and the measurable fractional chromatmlver ofG and derive
the basic inequality between these two invariants. In tise cd a finite graph one
recovers the classical notions if one uses the uniform measi@) = |C| for
CCV.

Let L2(V) be the Hilbert space of real-valued square-integrabletiome de-
fined overV with inner product

(f.9) = /V f(@)g(x) dp(z)

for f,g € L?(V). The constant function is measurable and its squared norm
is the number1,1) = n(V). The characteristic function of a subsétof V' we
denote byy“: V — {0,1}.

A subsetC of V is called aneasurable stable sétC' is a measurable set and if
no two vertices irC' are adjacent. Thstability numbernf G is

a(G) = sup{u(C) : C C V is ameasurable stable $et

Similar measure-theoretical notions of the stability nembave been considered
before by other authors for the case in whichs the Euclidean spadR™ or the
sphereS™~!. We refer the reader to the survey paper of Székely [21] forem
information and further references.

The fractional measurable chromatic numbef G is denoted by, (G). Itis
the infimum ofA\; + --- + A\p wherek > 0 and \q, ..., \; are nonnegative real
numbers such that there exist measurable stable’sets. , C}, satisfying

AX e A =1
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Note that the measurable fractional chromatic number ofgthphG is a lower
bound for its measurable chromatic number.

Proposition 2.1. We have the following basic inequality between the statiliim-
ber and the measurable fractional chromatic number of a grap= (V, E):

1) a(G)xm(G) = u(V).
So, any upper bound fer(G) provides a lower bound fox;,(G).

Proof. Let \,..., A\ be nonnegative real numbers afid . . . , C, be measurable
stable sets such thagx“* + --- + A\ x“* = 1. SinceC; is measurable, its char-
acteristic functiony“: lies in L2(V). Hence

M4+ )a(G) > M\p(Cr) + -+ -+ Aepu(Cy)
=MD+ A1)
=(1,1)
= pu(V). O

3. THE LOVASZ THETA FUNCTION FOR FINITE GRAPHS

In the celebrated paper [13] Lovasz introduced the thetetfon for finite graphs.
It is an upper bound for the stability number which one carcieffitly compute
using semidefinite programming. In this section we reviend#finition and prop-
erties, which we generalize in Sectidn 4.

Thetheta functiorof a graphG = (V, E) is defined by

(@) = max { Zmev Zyev K(z,y):

K e RV*V is positive semidefinite

@ ZK(w,w) =1,

zeV
K(z,y) =0if {z,y} € E}.
Theorem 3.1. For any finite graphG, 9(G) > «a(G).

Although this result follows from [13, Lemma 3] and [13, Them 4], we give
a proof here to stress the analogy between the finite caséamddre general case
we consider in our generalization Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorer8.1 LetC' C V be a stable set. Consider the characteristic func-
tion x¢: V' — {0,1} of C and define the matrix € RV*" by

K(z,y) = ﬁxc(x)xc(y)-

Notice K satisfies the conditions inl(2). Moreover, we have_\, >° -y K(z,y) =
|C|, and sod(G) > |C. O

Remark 3.2. There are many equivalent definitions of the theta functRussible
alternatives are reviewed by Knuth [ibl]. We use the one §f3, Theorem 4]
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If the graphG has a nontrivial automorphism group, it is not difficult teese
that one can restrict oneself [d (2) to the functiddsvhich are invariant under the
action of any subgroup' of Aut(G), whereAut(G) is theautomorphism group
of G, i.e., it is the group of all permutations &f that preserve adjacency. Here
we say thatK is invariant underT" if K (yz,vy) = K(z,y) holds for ally € T
and allz,y € V. If moreoverT" acts transitively on7, the second condition
> zey K(z,2) = 1lis equivalent tak (z,z) = 1/|V|forall z € V.

4. A GENERALIZATION OF THE LOVASZ THETA FUNCTION FOR DISTANCE
GRAPHS ON COMPACT METRIC SPACES

We assume thal’ is a compact metric space with distance functibn We
moreover assume that is equipped with a nonnegative, Borel regular meagure
for which (V) is finite. LetD be a closed subset of the imagedofWe define
the graphG(V, D) to be the graph with vertex sét and edge sebl = {{z,y} :
d(z,y) € D}.

The elements of the spacgV” x V') consisting of all continuous functions
K : V xV — R are calledcontinuous Hilbert-Schmidt kernelsr kernelsfor
short. In the following we only considesymmetrickernels, i.e., kernelg with
K(z,y) = K(y,z) forallz,y € V. Akernel K € C(V x V) is calledpositiveif,
for any nonnegative integen, any pointsey, ..., z,, € V, and any real numbers

Ui, ..., Un, We have
Z Z K((ﬂl, acj)uiuj > 0.
i=1 j=1
We are now ready to extend the definitioh (2) of the Lovastathenction to the
graphG(V, D). We define

HG(V.D) =sw{ | /V K (2, y) du(z)dp(y)
K € C(V x V) is positive

® /Ka:a:d,u

K(z,y) =0if d(x,y) GD}
Theorem 4.1. The theta function is an upper bound for the stability numier,
I(G(V, D)) = a(G(V, D))

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 arbitrarily. LetC C V be a stable set such thatC) >
a(G(V,D)) — . Sincey is regular, we may assume th@tis closed, as oth-
erwise we could find a stable set with measure closet(6(V, D)) and use a
suitable inner-approximation of it by a closed set.

Note that, sinc&” is compact and stable, there must exist a nuntber0 such
that|d(x,y) — §| > g forall z,y € C andé € D. But then, for small enough
£ > 0, the set

B(C,§) ={z €V :d(z,C) <&},
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whered(z, C) is the distance from to the closed seft), is stable. Moreover, notice
that B(C, £) is open and that, since it is stabjg,B(C,¢)) < a(G(V, D)).
Now, the functionf: V' — [0, 1] given by

f(w) = 5_1 : max{f - d(x7 C)? 0}
for all z € V' is continuous and such th#tC) = 1 andf(V \ B(C,¢)) = 0. So

the kernelK given by
1

Klev) =77

f(@)f(y)

for all z,y € V is feasible in[(B).
Let us estimate the objective value &f Since we have

(/.f) < W(B(C,€)) < a(G(V, D))
and
/ / F@) () du(z)du(y) > 5(C)? > (a(G(V, D)) — &),
vV JV
we finally have

(a(G(V, D)) —¢)?
/V/VK(w,y)du(x)dﬂ(y)z a(G(V. D))

and, since is arbitrary, the theorem follows. O

Let us now assume that a compact grauacts continuously o, preserving
the distancel. Then, if K is a feasible solution fof{3), so (g, y) — K (vyz,vy)
for all v € T'. Averaging onl" leads to d -invariant feasible solution

K(z,y) = /FK(W,W) d,

where dy denotes the Haar measure Brnormalized so that® has volumel.
Moreover, observe that the objective valugofs the same as that &f. Hence we
can restrict ourselves ifl(3) fo-invariant kernels. If moreover is homogeneous
under the action of', the second condition inl(3) may be replaced®yr, z) =
1/pw(V)forallz € V.

We are mostly interested in the case in whi€ks the unit spheré™—! endowed
with the Euclidean metric dR™, and in whichD is a singleton. IfD = {§} and
62 = 2 — 2t, so thatd(z, y) = § if and only if 2 - y = ¢, the graphG(S™~1, D) is
denoted byG(n,t). Since the unit sphere is homogeneous under the action of the
orthogonal grou® (R"), the previous remarks apply.

5. HARMONIC ANALYSIS ON THE UNIT SPHERE

It turns out that the continuous positive Hilbert-Schmidtrels on the sphere
have a nice description coming from classical results ofmioaic analysis re-
viewed in this section. This allows for the calculation®(G(n,t)). For infor-
mation on spherical harmonics we refer[to [1, Chapter 9] 264l [

The unit spheres™~! is homogeneous under the action of the orthogonal group
O(R™) = {A € R™" : A'A = I,,}, wherel,, denotes the identity matrix. More-
over, it is two-point homogeneous, meaning that the orlit® @R™) on pairs of
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points are characterized by the value of their inner pradiice orthogonal group
acts onL?(S"!) by Af(z) = f(A~'x), and L?(S"1) is equipped with the
standardO(R")-invariant inner product

@ (1) = [ 1@l dota)

for the standard surface measure The surface area of the unit spherevis =
(1,1) = 222 /T'(n/2).

Itis a well-known fact (see e.d.[23, Chapter 9.2]) that thleétt space.?(S" 1)
decomposes under the action@fR™) into orthogonal subspaces

(5) L*(S"YW=Hy LH 1LHyl...,

whereHj, is isomorphic to thé(R")-irreducible space

n 2
Harmy, = {f € R[z1, ...,z : f homogeneousleg f =k, %f = 0}
i=1 "1

of harmonic polynomials im variables which are homogeneous and have degree
k. We sethy, = dim(Harmy) = ("T*71) — ("**%). The equality in[(5) means
that everyf € L?(S™~1) can be uniquely written in the forth = 72 py., where
pr € Hy, and where the convergence is in th&norm.

Theaddition formula(see e.g.[[1, Chapter 9.6]) plays a central role in the char-
acterization ofO(R")-invariant kernels: For any orthonormal basjs,, . .. , ej ,

of H;, and for any pair of points,y € S"~! we have

hi
h o,0
(6) N eni@enily) = =P (@ y),
=1

wn,
whereP,ga’a) is the normalized Jacobi polynomial of degreavith parameters
(o, @), with P,go"o‘)(l) = landa = (n — 3)/2. The Jacobi polynomialswith
parametersa, ) are orthogonal polynomials for the weight functigin—«)*(1+
u)? on the interva[—1, 1]. We denote b)P,Ea’B) the normalized Jacobi polynomial

of degreek with normalizationP,Ea’B)(l) = 1.

In [18, Theorem 1] Schoenberg gave a characterization ofdhnéinuous ker-
nels which are positive and(R™)-invariant: They are those which lie in the cone
spanned by the kerne(s, y) — P,ga’a) (x-y). More precisely, a continuous kernel
K € C(S™ ! x S"1) is O(R")-invariant and positive if and only if there exist
nonnegative real numbeys, f1,... such thatk’ can be written as

(7) K(z,y) =Y kP (@ y),

k=0

where the convergence is absolute and uniform.
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6. THE THETA FUNCTION OFG(n,t)

We obtain from Sectiofl4 in the case = S"~!, D = {\/2 — 2t}, andTl’
O(R™), the following characterization of the theta function of graphG(n, t)
G(S" 1, D):

HG(n,t)) = max{/ K(z,y) dw(x)dw(y) :
Snfl Snfl
K € (8™ x 8" 1) is positive
(8) K is invariant unde©O(R"),
K(z,z) = 1/w, forall z € S*71,
K(z,y)=0ifz-y= t}.
(It will be clear later that the maximum above indeed exjists.
Corollary 6.1. We have
wn /P(G(n,1)) < Xm(G(n, 1)).

Proof. Immediate from Theorein 4.1 and the considerations in S&gtio O

A result of de Bruijn and Erdds [4] implies that the chroratumber ofG (n, t)
is attained by a finite subgraph of it. So one might wonder ifipating the theta
function for a finite subgraph @¥(n, ¢) could give a better bound than the previous
corollary. This is not the case as we will show in Sectioh 10.

The theta function for finite graphs has the important priyptrat it can be
computed in polynomial time, in the sense that it can be agprated with arbi-
trary precision using semidefinite programming. We now tiarthe problem of
computing the generalizatioh] (8).

First, we apply Schoenberg’s characterizatldn (7) of thginaous kernels which
are O(R")-invariant and positive. This transforms the original faitation (3),
which is a semidefinite programming problem in infinitely masriables having
infinitely many constraints, into the following linear pragnming problem with
optimization variableg:

Y¥(G(n,t)) = max {w,%fo :
fi>0fork=0,1,...,

9) > fe=1/wn,
k=0

fo+ S PO () = 0},
k=1
wherea = (n — 3)/2.
To obtain [9) we simplified the objective function in the talling way. Because
of the orthogonal decompositidnl (5) and because the suegpacontains only the



Lower bounds for measurable chromatic numbers 9

constant functions, we have
Lo S b ) dutodaty) = o
Snfl Snfl =0

We furthermore useﬂ’éa’a) =1 andP,ga’a)(l) =1

Theorem 6.2. Let m(t) be the minimum oP,EO"O‘) (t) for k = 0,1,... Then the
optimal value of(9) is equal to

m(t)
m(t) —1
Proof. We first claim that the minimumn(¢) exists and is negative. Indeed, if
P,ga’a) (t) > 0 for all & > 1, then [9) either has no solution (in the case that all
P,ga’a) (t) are positive) orf, = 0 in any solution, which contradicts Theoréml4.1.
So we know that for somé > 1, P,go"o‘)(t) < 0. This, combined with the fact
thatP,gO"a) (t) goes to zero ak goes to infinity (cf.[1, Chapter 6.6] dr [20, Chapter
8.22]), proves the claim.

Let k* be so thatn(t) = P,gf“’a) (t). It is easy to see that there is an optimal
solution of [9) in which onlyf, and f;.- are positive. Hence, solving the resulting
system

HG(n,t)) = wy

fO + fk* - 1/wn
fo+ fem(t) = 0
gives fo = m(t)/(wp(m(t) — 1)) and fx= = —1/(w,(m(t) — 1)) and the theorem
follows. O

Example 6.3. The minimum oPéa’“)(0.9999) for o = (24 — 3)/2 is attained at
k = 1131. Itis a rational number and its first decimal digits are).00059623.

7. ANALYTIC SOLUTIONS
In this section we compute the value
m(t) = min{Péa’a) (t):k=0,1,...}
for specific values of. Namely we chooseto be the largest zero of an appropriate
Jacobi polynomial.
Key for the discussion to follow is thmterlacing propertyof the zeroes of

orthogonal polynomials. It says (cf._[20, Theorem 3.3.Bfttbetween any pair of
consecutive zeroes ¢t there is exactly one zero 61>,

We denote the zeros aﬁ,ﬁa’ﬁ) by t,(fjiﬁ) with j = 1, ..., k and with the increas-

(er,8) (a,8)

ing orderingt; ™" < ¢, *\%. We shall need the following collection of identities:

d2P(a:0‘) P(a,a) o
(10) (1 - w2t — 20+ Qu—b— k(k + 20+ )P =0,
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(11) (—1)F P (—y) = Pl (),
12) (Do + DR (w) = (k+a+ DR (),

(ov,0)

du k—1
(14) (20& -+ 2)P]§a,a+1) _ (k? + 20 + 2)P]£a+1,a+1) . kplgg—{l,a—i-l),
(15) (2](3 + 2 + 2)P]£a+1,a) — (k; + 20 + 2)P]£a+1,a+1) + kplgg—{l,a—i-l),

P(Q’,Oé) o P(a7a)
(16) k4 a4 1)POTE (g4 )k Tkl
k

1—u
They can all be found in_[1, Chapter 6], although with diffsr@ormalization.

Formula[(10) isl[1, (6.3.9)]{.(11) and (12) are [1, (6.4.28]B) is [1, (6.3.8)],[(14)
is [1, (6.4.21)]; [(15) follows by the change of variables— —u from (14) and

(A1), (12); (16) isl[1, (6.4.20)].

Proposition 7.1. Lett = tffj’llfjl) be the largest zero of the Jacobi polynomial

a+1,a+1 a,o
Pt Thenm(t) = P (1).

Proof. We start with the following crucial observation: From{18is a zero of the
derivative of P{**). Hence itis a minimum oP{**) because it is the last extremal
value in the interval—1, 1] and becaus@éaﬂ’““)(l) = 1, whence (usind (13))
P,ga’a) (u) is increasing orjt, 1].

Now we prove thaP,ga’a) (t) < Pj(a’a) (t) for all j # k where we treat the cases
j < kandj > k separately.

It turns out that the sequendéjo"“) (t) is decreasing foj < k. From [16),
the sigr_1_oij(°"°‘) (t) — Pj(f‘_’f‘) (t) equals the sign on(O‘H’O‘) (t). We have the
inequalities

(atla) _ (at+la) (atla+l) _
to S <t =t
The first one is a consequence of the interlacing propertymHA3) one can

deduce thaP{*T"*) has exactly one zero in the intervaf® ") o4 Lot

since it changes sign at the extreme points of it, and by tﬂnemgumenP,g‘f{l’a)

has a zero left ta\" "> ™). Thus, "1 < ¢*1Let) — 4 5ot lies to the

right of the largest zero QPJ(O‘+1’°‘) and henceDj(o‘H’O‘) (t) > 0 which shows that
Pj(o"o‘) (t) — Pj(j"rf‘) (t) > 0forj < k.
Let us consider the cage> k. The inequality([1, (6.4.19)] implies that

(17) forallj >k, P heth) < P @lerher),
The next observation, which finishes the proof of the lemmstated in[L, (6.4.24)]
only for the casex = 0:

. . a,a o, a+1,a+1
(18) forallj > 2, mm{Pj( )(u) cu € [0,1]} = Pj( )(tg»_ij_;r )).
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To prove it consider

1— u2 dP-((La) 2
+ ( y :

Jji+2a+1)\ du
Applying (10) in the computation of shows that

"(u) = (4o + 2)u (dpj(a’a) 2

I =50 20+ D\ da )

The polynomialy’ takes positive values dn, 1] and hence is increasing on this
interval. In particular,

g(tg.ﬁ}if“fl)) < g(tg.cj}i’aﬂ)) forall i < j — 1 with tg.cj}i’ffl) >0

which simplifies to

o, a+1l,a+1 a,o a+1,a+1
P ) < P )

Sincetﬁﬁ’o‘ﬂ) are the local extrema d?j(o‘vo‘), we have proved(18). 0

8. NEW LOWER BOUNDS FOR THEEUCLIDEAN SPACE

In this section we give new lower bounds for the measurahienchtic number
of the Euclidean space for dimensiotts . . ., 24. This improves on the previous
best known lower bounds due to Székely and Wormald [22]leT@d compares
the values. Furthermore we give a new proof that the mealsurhlomatic number
grows exponentially with the dimension.

For this we give a closed expression fan,_,; m(t) which involves the Bessel
function J,, of the first kind of order = (n — 3)/2 (see e.g.[[1, Chapter 4]).
The appearance of Bessel functions here is due to the fadhthéargest zero of

the Jacobi polynomiaP,io"O‘) behaves like the first positive zejg of the Bessel

function J,. More precisely, it is known_[1, Theorem 4.14.1] that, foe flrgest

zerot {9 = cos 0, of the polynomialP* 1),

(19) lim k0 = jat1
k—o00
and, with our normalization (cf._[1, Theorem 4.11.6]),
. (a,c0) E _ oa Ja (u)
(20) lim P (cos k) = 2°T(a+ 1)~ 2.

Theorem 8.1. We have
lim m(t) = 2°T(a + 1)M
t—=1 (]a—i—l)a
Proof. First we show that
: (@) f,(a+1,8) \ _ sa Ja(ja+1)
(21) kli)H;O Pk: (tk:—lJi‘—l) =2 F(OZ + 1)m
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We estimate the difference

a,a a+1, a Ja ja
PO — 2T+ 1) et
(]a-i—l)

that we upper bound by

a,a a+1, a,a ja
P,g )(t,(g_t}kﬁ_)l) - P,g ) <COS ]:1> ‘

_|_
(]oc-i-l)a

The second term tends tdfrom (20). Defined;._; by tlgojl,f_)l = cosf,_1. By
the mean value theorem we have

a,a a+1, a,a ja
P,g )(t,(g_t}kﬁ_)l) - P,g ) <cos +1>‘

P}gma) <COS Ja;—l) . QOT(a—i- 1) JO{(]a—H) '

k
dp*® i
= <u§f‘f“f”‘ gu D‘Cosekq — Cos +1|
ap*® _ .
< <uen[1_afl}‘ gu D(lgg}idsmm)wk_l_?ﬂ"

wherel;, denotes the interval with extremég_; andj‘*T“. Then, with [19),

_ joe-i—l joc-i—l
=1 k=1

_ 1 - o ja—i—l o l

Op—1 — = Op—1

and for alld € I,

.a 'CY 1
|sin9|§|l9|§‘7]:1—|—|9k_1—‘7 'H‘:O(—).

k k

From (13),
ap®
du

Jmax ||~ 2

Hence we have proved that

a,a a+1, a,a ja 1
P () — B )<cos - >‘ —0,

lim
k—o0

and [21) follows.
Since the zer0$,(f,f) tend tol ask tends to infinity, to prove the theorem it
suffices to show thdim, _,; m(t) exists. This follows from[{21) and the following

two facts which hold for alk > 2:

(22) P ety <ty foralle > ety

and

(23)  m(t) < PP ) forallt e [T e e,
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Fact [22) follows from[(18) and [1, (6.4.19)]. For estabiighfact [23) we argue as
follows: As in the proof of Proposition 7.1, we uge|(15) towhhatP,gaH’a) has
exactly one zero in the interveih™* ;2T 1% Y] namelyti ). From [18)

we then see thaf’," ") s the only point in this interval wher#,** and P{%'{"

coincide. Now it follows from the interlacing property thaéa’a) is increasing in

the interval and thaP,Ei‘_’lo‘) is decreasing in the interval, and we are done. [

Corollary 8.2. We have

(ja+1)a
R™) >1+ - )
X&) 21 e at DlaGar )
wherea = (n — 3)/2. O
We use this corollary to derive new lower boundsoe= 10,...,24. We give
them in Tablé 8]1. Fon = 2,...,8 our bounds are worse than the existing ones

and forn = 9 our bound i35 which is also the best known one.

In fact Oliveira and Vallentin[[16] show, by different mettm) that the above
bound is actually a bound fogm(R”~1). This then gives improved bounds starting
from n = 4. With the use of additional geometric arguments one cangds@
new bound fom = 3 in this framework.

best lower bound new lower bound

n | previously known forym(R™) for xm(R™)
10 45 48

11 56 64

12 70 85

13 84 113
14 102 147
15 119 191
16 148 248
17 174 319
18 194 408
19 263 521
20 315 662
21 374 839
22 526 1060
23 754 1336
24 933 1679

TABLE 8.1. Lower bounds fogm(R").

We can also use the corollary to show that our bound is expi@hém the di-
mension. To do so we use the inequalities (cf. [1, (4.14.49] @4, Section 15.3,
p. 485])

Jat1 > Ja >«
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and (cf.[1, (4.9.13)])
|[Ja(@)] < 1/V2

to obtain Gonn)
]a—i—l o aOé
. >V2e——
2T (o + DaGarn)] ~ * 20T(a+1)

and with Stirling’s formuld (o + 1) ~ a®e™“v/2ma we have that the exponential
termis(£)” ~ (1.165)".

9. OTHER SPACES

In this section we want to go back to our generalizatidn (3peftheta function
and discuss its computation in more general situations tharne of the graph
G(n,t) encountered in Sectidn 6. We assume that a compact dreafs continu-
ously onV. Then, the computation only depends on the orthogonal deasition
of the space of.2-functions [24).

9.1. Two-point homogeneous spaces. First, it is worth noticing that all results in
Sectior 6 are valid — one only has to use the appropriate zmighomials and
appropriate volumes — for distance graphs in infinite, twp homogeneous,
compact metric spaces where edges are given by exactly staace.

If one considers distance graphs in infinite, compact, teiotphomogeneous
metric spaces witly distances, then it is helpful to consider a dual formulation
of (9). Itis an infinite linear programming problem in dimerss + 1 which in
the case of the unit sphere has the following form:

min {zl/wn :
214 2 Aoz, > W2,
24 2, PO(0) -+ 2, PO (t) > 0fork = 1,2, ],
wheret, ..., ts are the inner products defining the edges of our graph.

9.2. Symmetric spaces. Next we may consider infinite compact metric spakes
which are not two-point homogeneous but symmetric. Sineesgracel.?(V) still
has a multiplicity-free orthogonal decomposition one getsear programming
bound, but with the additional complication that one has dokwvith multivariate
zonal polynomials. The most prominent case of the Grassmmeamifold was con-
sidered by the first author inl[2] in the context of finding uppeunds for finite
codes.

9.3. General homogeneous spaces. For the most general case one would have
multiplicities m,, in the decomposition of(V') which is given by the Peter-Weyl
Theorem:

(24) L* (V)= (Ho1 L ... L Hypm) L (Hyqg L.o.o L Hyppy) L.,

where Hy,; areT'-irreducible subspaces which are equivalent whenever fingt
index coincides. In this case one uses Bochner's charaatiem of the continuous,
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T'-invariant, positive kernels given ihl[3, Section Ill] whigields a true semidefi-
nite programming problem for the computationof

10. SECOND GENERALIZATION

In this section we first show how our generalization relatethe theta func-
tion of finite subgraphs afi(n, t). We prove that computing the theta function for
any finite subgraph of/(n, t) does not give a better bound than the one of Corol-
lary[6.1. For this we introduce a second generalization ethieta function. Then
we show how our second generalization relates to the linesgr@amming bound
of Delsarte.

10.1. Finite subgraphs. To compute a bound for the measurable chromatic num-
ber of the graphG(n,t) we computed(G(n,t)), which is an upper bound for
a(G(n,t)), and thenw, /Y(G(n,t)) is a lower bound folym(G(n, t)).

When G = (V,E) is a finite graph, this approach corresponds to comput-
ing 9(G) and using|V'|/J(G) as a lower bound fox (G). However, this is in
general not the best bound we can obtainfa®) from the theta function. Indeed,
for a finite graph(z, the so-calleandwich theorersays that

a(G) <9(G) < x(G)

(Theoreni. 3.1l only gives the first inequality, Lovasz [13yd*of Corollary 3] gives
the second), wher€&' is thecomplemenbf G, the graph with the same vertex set
asG and in which two vertices are adjacent if and only if they aomadjacent
inG.

Moreover, for a finite grapli = (V, E), we have

(25) I G)I(G) > |V|

(cf. Lovasz[[13, Corollary 2]). For some graphs (e.g.,stahis inequality is strict,
hence in these cas#$G) would provide us with a better lower bound f({G)
than |V|/9(G) would. But whenV is homogeneous we actually have equality
in (25) (cf. Lovasz[[1B, Theorem 8]). In this case, both basifor x (G) coincide.
Something similar happens for our infinite distance gréih, t). The comple-
ment of G(n, t) is the graph in which any two distinct points on the unit spher
whose inner product is netare adjacent. We cannot use our generalization of the
theta function to definé(G(n, t)). However, we may use a different (and for finite
graphs, equivalent) definition of (cf. Lovasz [13, Theorem 3]), which for a finite
graphG = (V, E) is

9(G) =min{\: K € RV*V is positive semidefinite
(26) K(z,z)=X—1forallz €V,
K(z,y) = —1if {z,y} € E}.

The generalization of this definition, applied@in,t) and with the symmetry
taken into account, is described below. We choose to wi{té(n,t)) instead
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of 9(G(n,t)) to emphasize that the two ways to define the theta functiomate
equivalent for our infinite graph. So we have

J(G(n,t)) =min{\: K €C(S" ' x S"')is positive
K is invariant unde©O(R™),
K(z,z)=X—1forallz € "1,
K(z,y)=—-1ifz-y=t}.

By decomposing the kerné{ with the help of the Jacobi polynomials as done
in Sectiorl 6, we may compute the optimal value of the optitrongproblem [(217),
and in doing so we find out that

(27)

9(G(n,t))0(G(n,1)) = wy,
so that we have the analogue ®fG)9¥(G) = |V| for our infinite distance graph
on the unit sphere.

This also provides us with the connection to the theta fonctf finite sub-
graphs ofG(n,t) claimed in Sectiori]6. IfH = (V,FE) is a finite subgraph
of G(n,t), thend(H) provides a lower bound foy(H ), which in turn is a lower
bound forym(G(n,t)). It could be that for some finite subgraghof G(n, t) this
lower bound would be better than the one provideddbg (n,t)). This is, how-
ever, not the case. Indeed Af is an optimal solution fo (27), the restriction &f
to V x V is a feasible solution to the optimization problem](26) defind(H ),

henced(H) < 9(G(n,t)), which is our bound folm(G(n, t)).

10.2. Delsarte'slinear programming bound. The second generalizatiahof the
theta function is closely related to the linear programmognd for finite codes
established by Delsarte inl[5] and put into the frameworkrofig representations,
which we use here, by Kabatiansky and Levenshtein_inh [10Jiehee devise an
explicit connection between these two bounds. The cororebtitween the linear
programming bound and the theta function was already obdeloy McEliece,
Rodemich, Rumsey Jr. in_[115] and independently by Schrijwdd 9] in the case
of finite graphs.

Consider the graph on the unit sphere where two distincttpare adjacent
whenever their inner product lies in the open inteffval, t]. We denote this graph
by G(n,[—1,t]). Stable sets in theomplemenbf this graph are finite and consist
of points on the unit sphere with minimal angular distanoeos t.

Now the second generalizatidn {26) applied:0:, [—1,¢]) is

I(G(n,[-1,1])) =inf {X: K eC(S"" x S"!)is positive
K is invariant unde©O(R"),
K(z,x) =X —1forallz € ",
K(z,y)=-1ifz-ye[-1,t]}.

We safely writeinf instead ofmin here because we do not know if the infimum is
attained.

(28)



Lower bounds for measurable chromatic numbers 17

Proposition 10.1. LetC C S™~! be a subset of the unit sphere such that every
pair of distinct points inC' has inner product lying in—1,¢]. Then its cardinality

is at mostd(G(n, [-1,1])).

Proof. Let K be a kernel satisfying the conditions in28). Then, by theitpaty

of the continuous kernék it follows that

0< Z K(C,C/) :ZK(C>C)+ZK(C>C/) < |C|K(C>C)_|C|(|C|_1)v
(c,c’)eC? c c#c!

so that|C| — 1 < K(c, ¢) and we are done. O

We finish by showing how the original formulation of the ling@ogramming
bound can be obtained frorh_(28). Using Schoenberg’s claization [T) the
semidefinite programming problefm {28) simplifies to thedingrogramming prob-
lem

inf{\: fo>0,f1>0,...,

ST APPSO 1) = a1,
k=0

S AP () = ~1forallu € [~1,1]}.
k=0

We can strengthen it by requiring ;- ka,g“’o‘) (u) < —1forallu € [-1,t]. By
restricting fo = 0 the infimum is not effected. Then, after simplification, we ge
the linear programming bound (cf.|[6], [10]).

1nf{1+2fk f1207f2207"'7

k=1
3" AP (u) < ~1forallu € [~1,1]}.
k=1

By Propositior_ 101 it gives an upper bound for the maximahber of points on
the unit sphere with minimal angular distaraecos t.
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