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On the testability and repair of hereditary hypergraph
properties

Tim Austin Terence Tao

Abstract

Recent works of Alon-Shapiral[6] and RodI-Schachtl [30]éhdemonstrated that every hereditary
property of undirected graphs or hypergraphs is testaliteavie-sided error; informally, this means that
if a graph or hypergraph satisfies that property “locallyttwsgufficiently high probability, then it can be
perturbed (or “repaired”) into a graph or hypergraph whiatisdies that property “globally”.

In this paper we make some refinements to these results, dauhéch may be surprising. In the pos-
itive direction, we strengthen the results to cover heeggiproperties of multiple directed polychromatic
graphs and hypergraphs. In the case of undirected graphsxtered the result to continuous graphs on
probability spaces, and show that the repair algorithmasdl” in the sense that it only depends on a
bounded amount of data; in particular, the graph can benegpai a time linear in the number of edges.
We also show that local repairability also holds for moneton partite hypergraph properties (this latter
result is also implicitly in[[20]). In the negative directipwe show that local repairability breaks down
for directed graphs, or for undirecteduniform hypergraphs. The reason for this contrast in bighav
stems from (the limitations of) Ramsey theory.
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1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to investigate various gersat#ins of some recent graph and hypergraph
property testing results of Alon-Shaplra[6], RodI-Sdmt§ig0], and others, when the graphs and hyper-
graphs are allowed to become coloured, non-uniform, diceand/or containing loops. We also investi-
gate a stronger property than local testability of such ertigs, which we call “local repairability”. Very
briefly, our conclusions will be that the local testabiligsults of Rodl and Schacht extend to very general
settings, but that the stronger local repairability resolt Alon and Shapira are largely restricted to the
setting of undirected graphs.

1.1 Previous results

Before discussing the general setting of coloured, nofeumi, directed hypergraphs in which our main
results will take place, we first discuss the more familidtiisg of monochromatic, uniform, undirected
graphs and hypergraphs, which is the focus of most of theques\iterature on this subject.

We begin with the property testing theory for (monochromatndirected) graph& = (V, E), whereV/
is a finite vertex set and’ C (‘;) id] a set of edges iiv. One can also view such a graph as a[ﬁnap

Go: (‘2’) — {0,1}, whereGy({v, w}) equalsl when{v, w} liesin E and equals zero otherwise. The set
of all graphs on a fixed vertex sgtwill be denotec@(?).

A graph propertyP is an assertion which holds true for some graphs and not farst More formally,
such a property assigns to each vertexiset collectionP(V) c {0, 1}@” of graphs orV/, defined as the
set of graphs of” that obeyP. Thus, for instance, iP is the property of being bipartite, thg?("") is the
collection of bipartite graphs oW.

We will restrict attention to two special types of graph pedjes, namely the monotone and hereditary
properties. A graph propert® is hereditaryif, for every injection¢ : V. — W between two finite sets

we use(‘g) := {e C V : |e] = k} to denote thé:-element subsets d&f, and|e| to denote the cardinality of a finite set
2The notational conventions in this section may seem somtewdth but will become clearer in the next section when we gene

alise these notions to coloured, non-uniform, and direbtgzergraphs. The subscript in particular, has to do with th2-uniform

nature of graphs, i.e. that all edges consist of two vertitesset{0, 1}, meanwhile, is there to emphasise the monochromatic nature

of the graph.



V, W, and any grapl € P(") on W obeyingP, the pullback graph (anduced graph {0, 1}§¢)(G) on

V (defined by declaring an edde;, v, } to lie in {0, 1}§¢)(G) if and only if {¢(v1), ¢(v2)} liesinTV) also
obeysP; in other words, the pullback maf), 1}&‘” mapsP") to P(V), In particular, this implies that
the graph property is invariant with respect to graph isgrhiam, and is also preserved by passing from a

graphG € 2(2) to an induced subgraph |we 2(2) for anyW c V. A monotonegraph property is a
hereditary graph property with the additional propertyt ihane takes a graph i®(") and removes one
or more edges from it, then the graph continues to have theepngP.

Example 1.1. The properties of beind-colourable, bipartite, or triangle-free are monotone (hhence
hereditary). Given an¥ > 0, the properties of being connected, or of avoiding eitherémpty graph on
k vertices or the complete graph @nvertices are hereditary (but not monotone). The propertyasfing
an odd number of edges, or containing a Hamiltonian cycle,raither monotone nor hereditary. It is not
hard to show that a graph property is monotone if and only if there is a (possibly infinite) fani#l of
“forbidden subgraphs”, such that a grapfi obeyspP if and only if does not have any of the graphsAn
as subgraphs, whil@ is hereditary if and only if there is a family &f of “forbidden induced subgraphs”
such that a graplz obeysP if and only if it does not have any of the graphsAnasinducedsubgraphs.
For further discussion of monotone and hereditary graphpemies, see [6].

We now come to the key notion tdstability.

Definition 1.2 (Testability for graph properties]33] A graph propertyP is said to bdocally testable with
one-sided errqror testablefor short, if for everye > 0 there existdV > 1 and a real numbed > 0 with
the following property: whenever = (V, E) is a graph withN < |V| < oo which locally almost obeys

P in the sense that v
1
——— W e ( ) (G lwe P >1-4 1)
(V)] N
(thus mostV-element induced subgraphs@fobeyP), then there exist&’ = (V, E’) obeyingP which is
close toG in the sense tha(téf)|EAE’| <e.

Remark 1.3. See[[6] for a discussion as to why the above concept is eqgrivad testability with one-sided
error, as defined in[[33].

The following is the main result of [6]:

Theorem 1.1. [6] Every hereditary graph property is testable.

See [6] for a history of this result and for a survey of the marigr results in this direction, including
the earlier result in [5] that every monotone graph propisrtgstable. The proof of this theorem is rather
intricate, involving repeated application of the Szendéregularity lemma, as well as Ramsey’s theorem.

Theoreni .1 has been generalised in two different waystitise work of R”odl and Schacht[30] found
a somewhat simpler (but more indirect) argument, avoidiagnBey’s theorem and using only a single
instance of the (hypergraph) regularity lemma, which edéehTheoreri 111 to the setting of hypergraph
properties fork-uniform hypergraph&’ = (V, E), wherek > 2 andFE C (Z) It is straightforward to
extend all of the above definitions to theuniform hypergraph setting, basically by replacihgith % in

all the above definitions; we omit the details (and in any casewill also make further generalisations of

these definitions in the next section).

The main result of[30] can now be stated as follows:



Theorem 1.2.[30] Let k£ > 2. Then every hereditary-uniform hypergraph property is testable.

This builds upon a number of earlier hypergraph results kvbém be interpreted as testability results, such
as the hypergraph removal lemmal[14].][29].1[32] or the irediBuniform hypergraph removal lemma in
[23]. We refer the reader t0 [30] for further references aisdussion.

There is however a different way to generalise Thedrein t.Which we stay in the setting of graphs, but
instead replace testability by a stronger property whiclcalblocal repairability, and which is analogous
to the notion oflocal correctabilityin the theory of error-correcting codes. (Actually, we véitentu-
ally discuss two such propertiestrong local repairabilityandweak local repairability but we will only
discuss the weak one for now.) For simplicity we now resiténtion to graphs rather th&auniform
hypergraphs.

To motivate this concept, recall thatdf is a graph that locally almost obeys a testable propErtthen it

is guaranteed that there is a way to modify a small number gégdfG to create a grapt’ which truly
does obeyP. We will refer to the act of replacing’ by G’ asrepairing the graphG. However, note that
no algorithmis provided in order to actually execute this repair; one @boourse perform a brute force
search among all possible candidate gra@hsout this will take a time which is at least exponential in the
number of vertices and is thus impractical. It is thus ofiiest to determine whether a testable graph (or
hypergraph) propertf also comes with an “efficient” algorithm that can repair apgré& quickly. We
will focus on a rather strong notion of efficiency here, nantht of alocal repair algorithm, in which any
edge of the repaired graghf can be decided upon using onlypaundechumber of queries to the original
graphG (which in particular implies that the entire graph can beafegtl in time linear in the total number
(“g') of possible edges). More precisely, we seek repair algostiwhich are given by lmcal modification
rule, which we will define shortly. For technical reasons we wil/b to delete a small sekt of “training”
vertices in order to perform this rule; thus the rule willrstaith a graphG = (A w V, E') almost obeying
P, whereA W V is the disjoint union of a large vertex seétand a small sefl of training vertices, and
return a repaired grapfi’ = (V, E’) which obeysP exactly, but for which the training vertice$ have
been deleted.

To motivate the concept of a local modification rule, let iscdbs (somewhat informally) a specific exam-
ple of repairability, in whichP is the property of being a complete bipartite graph. (Faiainee, one could
think of the vertex set of a graph obeyifgas a collection of positive and negative charges, with aredg
between two vertices if they have opposite charge.) Nowidens large grapli’y = (AwV, E;) obeying

P, and “corrupt” it to create a new gragh= (AwV, E) formed by adding or removing a small fraction of
the edges td,. (For instance, one could imagine a large collection ofrealld charged particled W V,
with an edge between two verticesw in F if the two particles are observed to attract each other inesom
(mostly reliable) measurement; in this case, the corragtietweenF and the “true” graph, would be
caused by measurement error.) Thgmpproximately obey®. If one is givenG (but notGy), we now
consider the task of repairing to form a graphG’ = (V, E’) close toG which obeysP. (ldeally, we
would like G’ to recover the original uncorrupted gragly, but there is not enough information given to
do so exactly, and will settle for obtaining a slightly ditéat repaired grapli’ which is still complete
and bipartite.) Continuing our measurement example, &sils tvould correspond to that of using the mea-
sured attraction and repulsion data to assign "chargesatiows particles, thus attempting to correct for
corrupted measurements and giving a prediction as to whdtrie” attraction between any two particles
are.

To do this, we first look at the restrictiad | 4 of G to the training verticesi. If the training vertices
were a sufficiently representative subset of the wholedsetV (which, in practice, we will ensure with
high probability by drawingd randomly from the vertex set @), then we expedt: | 4 to be very close
to a complete bipartite graph. By performing a brute foragde onA only, we can then find a complete



bipartite graphG’, := (4, E’;) on A which is very close ta7 |4 (and thus, presumably, also close to
Gy | 4. Note that while a brute force search on allléfis exponentially expensive, il is bounded size
then it will only take a bounded amount of time to locat§. Let A = A; W A, be the partition ofd
corresponding to the complete bipartite gra@h. (This partition is only unique up to interchange of the
labels1, 2, but this will not concern us.) We can then use this partitoreate a partitio = V; W V5 of
the larger vertex sdt’, by the following rule: a vertex will lie in V; if it is connected to more vertices of
Ay than toA,, and inV; otherwise. (InformallyG’, has “decided” which of the training vertices ihare
positively charged or negatively charged, and then one these charged particles against any other vertex
v € V to decide whether should be classified as positive or negative only.) We théneé&’ = (V, E')

to be the complete bipartite graph betwdénandV;. ClearlyG’ obeysP; and it is intuitively clear that

if G is sufficiently close tdx,, and A is sufficiently large (but still bounded) and drawn randofngm G,
thenG’ will be close toG with high probability. (In particular, ifz7 was exactly equal t6/y, one easily
sees thaty’ is equal toG.)

Now we make these concepts more precise.

Definition 1.4 (Local modification rule) A local modification rulés a pair (A, T"), whereA is a finite set,
Aw([2]

and7 : 2("%%) - {0,1} is amap from graphs odU[2] to {0, 1}, where[2] := {1, 2}, which is symmetric
with respect to interchange of tHeand 2 labels. Given any vertex sét, we define anodification map
TV o(*2Y) — 2(2) by declaring an edgév:, v2) in V to lie in T(V)(G) for someG € 2(*2") if and
only if T'({0, 1}§‘d“ @¢)(G)) =1, whereid4 ®¢ : AW [2] - AW {v1,v2} is the map which is the identity
on A and map4d, 2 to v1, vy respectively.

Example 1.5. The ruleG — G’ defined in the preceding discussion can be viewed as a loddificetion

AW[2

rule, in whichT'(G) for G € 2(*2") is defined by first constructing the grag¥, and the partition
A = A; U A, as above, and thef2] is partitioned intoV; U V, andT(G) = 1 if 1,2 lie in distinct
partition classes, and’(G) = 0 otherwise.

Remark 1.6. Informally, a local modification rule only has to quefyybetween vertices ifvy, v2} U A

to decide how; andwvy are connected ir;’ := T(V)(G); furthermore; all pairs{v,v2} are “treated
equally” in the sense that the same modification funcfiois applied to each of them. There is also
an equivalent category-theoretic definition of a local niiedition rule (A, T'), namely it is a finite sel
together with anatural transformatioff’, or more precisely a collection of maﬁs(v) - 2("37) S o(%)
for every vertex sét” which obeys the natural transformation property

T(W) o {0, 1}éidA ®9) _ {0’ 1}é¢) OT(V)

for all injections¢ : W — V between two finite vertex sétsW, whereid4 &¢: AUW — AUV isthe
extension ofb which is the identity omi. This alternate characterisation of a local modificatiodewvill

be more convenient for us in later sections when we generalisypergraphs which may be multicoloured,
non-uniform, directed, and/or infinite.

Definition 1.7 (Weak local repairability) Let P be a graph property. We say that is weakly locally
repairableif for everye > 0 there exists a finite sed, an integerN > |A| 4+ 2, and aé > 0 with the
following property: ifG = (V, E) is a graph withN < |V| < oo which almost obey® in the sense of
(@), then there exists an embeddinghfn V' (thus identifying/” with A W V' for some|V’| = |V| — | A])
and a local modification rul¢A, T') such that’ = (V', E') := T(V')(G) obeysP, and(’ is close toG
in the sense that

FAE ) el )

whereE |y:= EN (‘g/)



Remark 1.8. Observe that weak local repairability stronger than locastability in the sense that the
repaired graphG’ is given fromG by a local modification rule, but weaker because one had tamvem

a small number of vertices; see Remlark.36 for further disicun. Also, observe that the embedding of
A in V is not specified; also, the ruled, T') is only guaranteed to produce a gragh obeyingP for

the chosen inpud. Later on we shall introduce the notion sfrong local repairabilitywhich roughly
speaking is similar to weak local repairability, but the ediding ofA in V' is now chosen at random (and
the algorithm has a small probability of failure), the ruld, 7") now entails the propert for all choices

of input graphG, rather than being permitted to depend 6f) and furthermore the graptr is allowed

to be infinite (or even “continuous”) rather than just finiter(discrete). However, to keep the discussion
simple for now, we will not formally define strong local regdility until later sections.

An inspection of the arguments in| [6] then reveals the foifmstrengthening of Theordm1.1:
Theorem 1.3. Every hereditary graph property is weakly locally repailab

Strictly speaking, this result is not explicitly stated|8],[but is an implicit consequence of their methods,
together with the observation that Szemerédi partiti@she constructed using random neighbourhoods
(see e.g.[]19]). In any event we will establish a strongesieerof this theorem in the next section.

Example 1.9. We have informally discussed this result in the case whea the property of being a
complete bipartite graph. Another illustrative exampldtis property of being triangle-free, which is a
monotone property. The local testability of this propegyiwell-known fact, often called the “triangle-
removal lemma”, and is due to Ruzsa and Szé&uidi34]. To repair an almost-triangle-free-graph into a
genuinely triangle-free graph, the standard approach ispply the Szemédi regularity lemmal[36] to
the graph, and then delete all edges between pairs of cellsabfpartition that are too small, have too
low an edge density, or too irregular. This regularisaticande done in purely local fashion, by randomly
selecting vertex neighbourhoods to create the partitiare (8.9. [[19]), and this can be used to create a
local modification rule to repair corrupted triangle-freeaphs.

1.2 General setup

The prior results were restricted to properties for unifononochromatic undirected graphs or hypergraphs
without loops. We now generalise much of the above discngsia more general setting which allows for
the hypergraphs to be non-uniform, directed, multi-cadaijiand/or contain loops. As such, there will be
some overlap between the discussion here and that in thegingcsection.

Definition 1.10 (Vertex sets) A vertex sefis any set which is at most countable.Vifand W are vertex
sets, we definemorphismfrom W to V to be an injective map : W — V, and usdnj(W, V') to denote
the space of such morphisms. We idke € Inj(V, V) to denote the identity map from to itself, and if
W C V,we usewcy € Inj(W, V) to denote the inclusion map. N is a non-negative integer, we use
[N]:={1,..., N} todenote the vertex set of integers froto N. If vy, ..., vy are distinct vertices o¥,
we us€(vy,...,vy) € Inj([N], V) to denote the morphism that senids v; for all ¢ € [N] (in particular,
we canonically embethj([N], V) in V¥, and the unique element bfj([0], V) is denoted)). If V is a
set, we usé¢V/| to denote the cardinality df, and for anyk > 0 we let

(Z) = {e C V : [e] = k} = Inj([K], V)/ Tni([K], [])

denote the:-element subsets &f. If V, W are vertex sets, we uséw W := (V x {0}) U(W x {1}) to
denote the disjoint union df andW. We often abuse notation and vié&vand W as subsets of & V.



If ¢1 € Inj(W7, V1) andgs € Inj(Wa, V2), we usep; @ ¢ € Inj(Wy W Wa, V4 W V3) to denote the direct
sum ofg; andgs,.

Remark 1.11. One can view the collection of all vertex sets and their mmmls as a category. We will

make this category-theoretic perspective more expli¢érlan our analysis, as it contains a number of
useful notions for us, most notably that afatural transformatiarHowever, readers who are not familiar
with category theory can safely skip all remarks in thisaaiinctory section referring to this subject.

Definition 1.12 (Palettes) A finite paletteis a sequencé’ = (k)32 of finite non-empty sets, all but
finitely many of which are singleton sets. We refer to thelsing components gmintsand denote them
by pt. We define therderof K to be the greatest integér for which K}, is not a point (or—1 if all
components are points). We shall often abbrevigtas (K, . . ., K}) (thus discarding the trivial palettes
K; = ptforj > k). Foranyk > 0, we define thenonochromatic palett¢0, 1}, of orderk to be the
palette whosé'" component 0,1} and all other components are points. jifc Z, we letK<; (resp.
K.;, K>;, K=, K_;) be the palette whosé&" component ig<; wheni < j (resp.i < j, i > j,i > j,

i = j), and ispt otherwise, thus for instanck = K>o = K~ _;.

Definition 1.13 (Hypergraphs) If V is a vertex set, we definefa-coloured (directed) hypergraph be a
tupleG = (G;)32,, where eaclG; : Inj([j],V) — K; is a function. (Note that:; will be trivial when
K is a point, and so only finitely many of tlig are of any interest. We will often abuse notation slightly
by omitting the trivial components; of a hypergraph.) We let

V) _ TT e i)
kW) =] &;
7=0

denote the collection of alK-coloured hypergraphs oli. We say that the hypergraphusidirectedf we
have the symmetry proper®; (¢ o o) = G,(¢) forall j > 0, all o € Inj([5], [5]), and all¢ € Inj([j], V).
If ¢ € Inj(W, V) is a morphism between vertex sets, we defingttiback mapk (¢) : K(V) — k(W) py
definingK (?)(G); (¢) := G;(¢ o v) forall G = (G;)52, € KV, j > 0, andy € Inj([5], W). f Wis a
subset of/, we writeG' |y for K(‘wev)(G), and refer toG' |y as therestrictionof G to W.

Example 1.14.An ordinary undirected grapti’ = (V, E), whereE C (‘2/) can be viewed as an undirected
{0, 1}2-coloured hypergraph; similarly, &-uniform hypergraph can be viewed as an undirecfed! } -
coloured hypergraph. In particularz(g) is nothing more than the hypergraphs {f, 1}§V) which are
undirected. More generally, ¥ = (G)52, € K is undirected, then the mags; : Inj([j],V) —

K; can be viewed instead as maps fr(@ﬁ) to K;. A bipartite graph can be viewed as an undirected
(pt, {0, 1}, {0, 1})-coloured hypergraph, in which the ordépalette{0, 1} is used for the vertex partition,
and the order2 palette{0, 1} is used to describe the edges of the graph. One can similaly partite
hypergraphs using this framework; see also Definifion]l @@Ww. Later on we will need to generalise the
notion of a palette to allow the palettds; to be sub-Cantor spaces instead of finite sets; see Definition

B1.

Remark 1.15. In the language of category theory, one can view the pal§té&s acontravariant functor
V= KV) ¢ — K@ between the category of vertex set§whose morphisms are the injective maps
¢ : W — V), and the category of sub-Cantor spaces (see Defirlitidn &dw), whose morphisms are the
continuous maps (and more generally, the probability kis;neee Appendix]A). This category-theoretic
language seems to be a natural framework to phrase many ofiations, such as local repairability, as
we shall see in later sections.

Definition 1.16 (Hereditary hypergraph propertied)et K = (K;)52, be a finite palette. Aereditary
K -propertyis an assignmen® : V — P) of a collectionPV) ¢ K(V) of K-coloured hypergraphs on



V for everﬁ finite vertex set/, such that
K@@V cpW) (2)

for every morphisng € Inj(W, V') between finite vertex sets. In particular, tRepropertyP is invariant
under hypergraph isomorphism and preserved under hypprgrastrictioﬂ. We say that thé{-property
P is undirectedf P(V) consists entirely of undirected hypergraphs for each westtl”. We extend to
countably infinite vertex seig by declaring

PV .= {G e KV : G |we PW) forall finite W c V}.
We say that a hypergrapi € K(V) obeysP if G € P(V).

Examples 1.17.In the case of 0, 1}2-coloured hypergraphs (i.e. graphs), the properties ohgeaindi-
rected and connected, of being bipartite, of being undé@eéetnd free of triangles, of being planar, and of
being four-colourable, are all hereditard0, 1}»-properties.

Definition 1.18(Testability) [83] Let K be a finite palette of some order> 0, and letP be a hereditary
K-property. We say thé® is testable with one-sided errifyfor everye > 0, there exists an intege¥ > 1
and a real numbep > 0 with the following property: ifG € K() is a K-coloured hypergraph with
N < |V] < oo which locally almost obey® in the sense that

el e (3) G we Py 216 @)

(V)]

then there exist&’ € P(V) which is close ta7 in the sense that

|(—x1/)||{W € <Z) :G LW?’é G LW}| <e. (4)
k

This definition of course generalises Definitjonl1.2.
We can now state the main results of Alon-Shapira and Robhéht again:

Theorem 1.4(Every hereditary undirected hypergraph property is tdsja [6],[30] If £ > 0, then every
hereditary undirected0, 1} ,-property is testable with one-sided error.

Remark 1.19. See [[6] for further discussion of this result, and why it igural to restrict attention to
hereditary properties. The casés= 0, 1 of this result are easy. In the case of graphs- 2, this result
was first obtained byl [6], after building upon several earliesults in this direction; see [12],[15],[14]
and the references therein. For genekatthis result was first obtained in [30], with several earliesults
in this direction in [14], [29], [8], [20], [23]. The specialcase of the above theorem in whighis the
{0, 1},-property of not containing any embedded copy of a fixed lyypph is known as thaypergraph
removal lemmand is already a non-trivial result, implying for instandeetmultidimensional Szenéest
theorem; se€ [14],129] for further discussion.

3Technically, the class of finite vertex sets is not itself g aed soP is a class function rather than a function. If one wishes to
work with actual functions, one restricting attention tateg sets which are (for instance) subsets of the integesshi& issue does
not make any actual impact on our arguments, we shall herkégmore it.

4In category-theoretic language, one can viw(like K) as a contravariant functor, in whica(¢) : P(V) — PW) s the
restriction of the pullback magx (¢) to P(V) for any injectiong : W — V; see ExamplE3.10.



The Alon-Shapira argumerit|[6] that gave the= 2 case was somewhat intricate, using the Szemerédi
regularity lemma three times and also using Ramsey'’s thedoe graphs. The RddI-Schacht argument
[30], in contrast, avoided Ramsey’s theorem and used fepglications of the (hypergraph) regularity
lemma, leading to a simpler proof (though of course the faat it dealt with generat rather thark = 2

lead to several notational complications). On the othedhtitre Rodl-Schacht argument was more indirect
than the Alon-Shapira one and did not yield explicitly qutative bounds. One of the purposes of this
paper is to explain why this difference is in fact essenttad: Alon-Shapira argument cannot extend to the
case of general hypergraphs, for reasons which we shakiexipélow.

1.3 New positive results

In this paper we explore some generalisations and refinenoéttie above theorem, as well as counterex-
amples to some of these extensions. Some obvious gengaagsaclude that of allowing more general
palettesk’, allowing directed edges, allowing loops, and replacirgfthite vertex set’ with a more gen-
eral probability space such 5 1] with uniform measure. Another direction to pursue is to detre the
relationship between the original hypergragtin the above theorems and the “repaired” hypergr@ph
For instance, the argument [ [6] gives an effective procettulocate” (albeit one which requires heavy
use of the regularity lemma); in contrast, the argument@j iSindirect (proceeding by contradiction) and
does not obviously provide any algorithm for locati@§other than brute force search.

In the positive direction we have three main results. The fasult extends Theoreln 1.4 to the directed
multicoloured case:

Theorem 1.5(Every hereditary directed hypergraph property is tesfaltlet K be a finite palette, and let
P be a hereditaryi-property. TherP is testable with one-sided error.

The proof of Theorer 115 follows the RodI-Schacht argunagitis given in Sectidn 3.

Remark 1.20. As is well known, one can identify a directed graph with anirgatied bipartite graph on

twice as many vertices, and similar identifications alsa&iir hypergraphs. However, it does not appear
possible to use such identifications to deduce the testalofidirected hypergraph properties from the
testability of undirected hypergraph properties, becamse cannot canonically recover the directed graph
from the undirected one without knowledge of the specifictifieation used. Indeed, the negative result
in Theoren) 1.9 below shows that the directed and undire@edsare in fact quite different. On the other
hand, this distinction between directed and undirectecehyaphs disappears for partite properties; see

Remark1.44.

The next result extends Theorém]1.4 (in the graph éase?2) in a different direction, namely showing
that hereditary undirected graph properties are not ostabde with one-sided error, but enjoy the stronger
property of beindocally repairable Roughly speaking, local repairability (which is somewaia&logous

to the concept ofocal correctabilityin coding theory) shows that the repaired graghcan be (proba-
bilistically) obtained fromG in a “local” manner, in that every edge 6f can be determined using only
knowledge ofO(1) edges ofG. Because of this locality, the testability theorem can ict fze extended
from finite graphs to infinite graphs (with a probability measure on the vertices), and also ome ca
allow the graphs to contain loops. In fact this turns out t@bwmtural setting in which to study a certain
strong form of local repairability.

To make this more precise we need more definitions, beginmitiga continuous analogue of a graph or
hypergraph.



Definition 1.21(Continuous hypergraphsl.et K be a finite palette. A-coloured continuous hypergraph
is a quadrupleiG = (V, B, v, (G;)32,), where(V, B, v) is a probability space, and; : V/ — Kj is a

measurable map for eagh> 0. If I is an vertex set, we define tekampling map?(w) VW 5 KW)
by the formula

=(W)
G (v);(¢) = Gj(vod)
forall j > 0, all ¢ € Inj([j], W), and allv € V", where we view as a function fromi¥ to V' (and

identify V7 with V1), If P is a KK-property, we say thafy obeysP if é(w)(v) e PM) for all vertex sets
Wandallv e V'V,

Example 1.22. A {0, 1}»-coloured continuous hypergragh is essentially a probability spadé’, B, v),
together with a measurable subset of V' x V, which can be viewed as a continuous analogue of a set
of edges orV/. In particular, if one taked” to be the unit interval0, 1] with the standard Borer-algebra

B and Lebesgue measure a {0, 1}-continuous hypergraph becomes a measurable suliseif the

unit square. The sampling m@([n]) : [0,1]™ — {0, 1}2["]) then maps any-tuplev, ..., v, € [0,1] of

“sampling vertices” to the directed graptin], E') onn vertices, with(i, j) € E ifand only if(v;, v;) € Ga.
Thus, if one selects a point @, 1]™ uniformly at random, the image of this point una{_éﬁlnb is arandomly
sampled graph of ordet from the continuous grapfi. Note that we do not exclude the diagonalok V/
from G2, and so we allow continuous hypergraphs to contain loops.

Remark 1.23. In the language of category theory, one can view the @apW G(W) as anatural
transformatiorfrom the contravariant functo” — VW to the contravariant functolV — KW If G
obeysP, then the natural transformatiof factors through the inclusion natural transformation frgirto
K.

Example 1.24. Any ordinary hypergrapl; € K() on a finite setl’” can be extended (somewhat ar-
bitrarily) to a continuous hypergrapli’, by endowing/ with the discreter-algebra8 and the uniform
probability measure/, and defining>; : V7 — K to be an arbitrary extension @¥; : Inj([j],V) — Kj,
where we vievinj([j], V) as a subset o/ in the obvious manner. One can viéhas a looped version of
the hypergraphG. Observe that if any one of these extensiénsbeys a hereditary hypergraph property
P, thenG does also. The framework of continuous hypergraph alsonalifor placing weights on the
vertices by adjusting the probability measwaccordingly.

Example 1.25(0 — 1 graphons) Let E C [0,1]?> be a measurable subset of the unit square. Then the
quadrupletG = ([0,1], B,v,Z(F)), whereB is the Borelo-algebra on the unit intervalo, 1], v is the
uniform measure o), 1], andZ(E) : [0,1]> — {0, 1} is the indicator function ofZ, is a continuous

{0, 1}2-coloured hypergraph (abusing notation slightly by drampill the trivial component&?; of the
graphG for j # 2). If P is the{0, 1}2-property of being undirected and triangle-free, th@robeysp if

and only if £ is symmetric (thu$z,y) € E if and only if (y, z) € E) and contains no sets of the form

{(z,v), (y, 2), (z,2)} for z,y, z € [0,1].

Now we generalise the local modification rules from Defimiflo4 to more general hypergraphs (including
continuous ones). We give two equivalent definitions of tloiscept, a concrete one (resembling Definition
[I.4) and a category-theoretic one (resembling Rematk 1.6):

Definition 1.26 (Local modification rule, concrete definitianhet X = (Kj)g?zo be a finite palette. A
local maodification rulas a pairT = (A, T), whereA is a finite vertex set, andl is a collection of maps

T; : KA¥UD K(:[j:]) for 0 < j < k which obey thénj([;], [j])-equivariance condition

K9 oT) = T; 0 K(1d499)

10



for all ¢ € Inj([j],[j]). Given such a rule, and given a vertex $&t we define the madification map
TV . K(A9V) _, g(V) by the formula

TV (G);(0) = Ty (K144 99(G))(¢)

for every vertex sét’, all 0 < j < k, all G € K(4¥V) and allg € Inj([j], V); the componen@(v)(G)j
for j > k are of course trivial.

Definition 1.27 (Local modification rule, categorical definitian)et K be a finite palette. Aocal mod-
ification ruleis a pairT = (A,T), where A is a finite vertex set, and’ is an assignment of a map

TV) . g@Aawv) _ gOV) for every vertex sét’ (whereAw V denotes the disjoint union gf andV’), such
that the diagram

gasy) T )
JK(idA Do) JK(@ (5)

7W)
KAeWw) & (W)
commutes for any morphisine Inj(W, V') between two vertex seig, V.

Itis not difficult to see that the two definitions are equiveléd-or instance, given a modification rylé, T')

defined by Definitioh 1.27, the corresponding mépsor Definition[1.26 can be defined by the formula
Ty =) 0T,

wherer ") ; KU K([J is the projection map. In our proofs, we shall adopt a categoeoretic

V|ewp0|nt and rely onthe Iatter definition rather than therfer. However, for the purpose of understanding
the results, the reader may safely ignore the categorytieaefinition.

Remark 1.28. The commutative diagraif®) is asserting thafl" is a natural transformatiobetween the
functorsV — KA¥V) andV — KV, Itis this natural transformation property that makes teeair rule
local (and invariant under relabeling of vertices); it impliesatithe value of a modified ed@& (G),(¢)
for a continuous graph depends only on the edges that intblvererticesv and the vertices op, and
similarly for the modified edgeg, (G); () of finite graphs.

We now use local modification rules to modify discrete andicous hypergraphs in order to ensure (or
entail) certain propertie®.

Definition 1.29 (Entailment and modification)Let (A, T') be a local modofication rule. We say that this
rule entailsa K -propertyP if 7" (KA9V))  PY) for any vertex sev’.

o If G = (V,B,v,(G;)52,) is a continuousk -coloured hypergraph, and = (v,)eea € VAis a
collection of vertices i, we define thenodificationT, (G) = (V, B,v, (G)52,) of G to be the
continuousk -coloured hypergraph given by the requirement that

( (v, w))

for all vertex setsd¥ and allw € VW; one can verify that this requirement uniquely defines a
continuousk -coloured hypergrapiT, (G). Note that ifT" entailsP, thenT;, (G) obeysP for every
continuousk -coloured hypergrapld’ on a vertex seV’, and anyv € V4,

(W)

T,(@) ™ (w) =T @™
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o If G = (G,)32, is a K-coloured hypergraph on a vertex sét and¢ € Inj(A, V), then we define
the modificationT}; (G) of G to be theK -coloured hypergrapli:’ = (G7)32, on V\¢(A) defined
by the formula

T¢(G> _ T(V\‘z’(A)) (K(¢&Jidv\¢(A)) (G)),

wherepwWidy ¢4y : AW (V\p(A)) — V is the bijection formed by the direct sumgof A — ¢(A)
and the identity majdy g4y : V\@(A) — V\p(A). Again, note that ifl” entailsP, thenTy(G)
obeysp for everyK -coloured hypergraph on a vertex Sét and anyy € Inj(A, V).

Example 1.30.Let K = {0, 1}, so thatK -coloured hypergraphs are just directed graphs. We defiae th
local modification rulel’ = (A, T') by settingd := [1] = {1}, and settin@(v)(G) e K) for any vertex
setV and any directed grapti’ € K(4¥V) (thusG can be identified withama@s : AWV x AWV —
{0,1}) to be the collection of all edge®,w) € Inj([2], V) such thatGs(v,w) = G2(w,1) = 1 and
Ga(v,1) = 0. In Words,T(V)(G) creates a bipartite directed graph frod by deleting all edges from
G except those which connect a vertéxwhich do not have an edge g to a vertex ofi” which does
have an edge td. In particular, if P is the {0, 1}2-property of being bipartite, then it is clear that
entailsP. If G = (V, B, v, G>) is a continuoudy -coloured hypergraph (ignoring the trivial components
Go, G1), andv; € V, then the modified continuous grafih, (G) = (V, B, v, G%) is given by requiring
that G, (v, w) = 1 whenevelGy (v, w) = Ga2(w,v1) = 1 andGz(v,v1) = 0. Similarly, if G = (G3) is a
directed graph on a vertex sgt, andv;, is a vertex inV/, then the modified directed grafiy, (G) = G4 is
given by requiring thaG’ (v, w) = 1 whenevelGs (v, w) = Ga(w,v1) = 1 andGa (v, v1) = 0.

We can now generalise Definitin 1.7:
Definition 1.31 (Local repairability) Let K be a finite palette of some ordér and letP be a hereditary

K-property.

e We say thaP is strongly locally repairablé for everys > 0 there exists a finite set, an N > 0, and
a real numbew > 0 with the following property: Whenevét = (V, B, v, (Gj)fzo) is a continuous

K -coloured hypergraph which approximately locally ob&/m the sense thit
/ T (@“N”(v) € PW)) dv™ () >1 -4, (6)
VIN]

wherev!M] is the N-fold product measure of on VIV!, then there exists a local modification rule
T = (A, T) that entailsP, which does not significantly modify in the sense that

/ / (T " ) £ T (w) dA )di¥ () < e 7)
vA JVIK]

e We say thafP is weakly locally repairabléf for everye > 0 there exists a finite sed, an integer
N > |A| 4+ k, and a real numbed > 0 with the following property: wheneve¥ is a K-coloured
hypergraph on a vertex s&t with N < |V| < oo which approximately obey® in the sense o{3),
then there exists a local modification rufe= (A, T') and¢ € Inj(A, V') such thatl';;(G) obeysP,
and which is close t6- in the sense that

R .

SWe useZ(E) to denote the indicator of an eveht thusZ(E) = 1 whenE is true andZ(E) = 0 otherwise.

12



Example 1.32. Let P be the{0, 1},-property of being a bipartite graph. The local rule in Exaeld.30
entailsP, but is not strong enough by itself to show t#ais strongly or weakly locally repairable, because
it tends to delete far too many edges to force bipartitendesvever, one can improve this rule by enlarging
the setd and using a rule closer to that discussed in Sedtioh 1.1; wi¢ thendetails.

Remark 1.33. Informally, local repairability is the assertion that if aypergraph locally obey® (in the
sense that most hypergraphs of ordérobtained by randomly sampliny vertices fromV will obeyP),
then there is a modification rule which is guaranteed to pemla new hypergraph which obefs and
which is also close to the original hypergraph in the sensd thost randonk-element samples of the
two hypergraphs will agree. (Note that this implies autoigedly implies the same statement for random
j-element samples for any< k.)

The differences between strong and weak local repairgflie that for strong local repairability, one can
handle infinite hypergraphs, as well as hypergraphs wittpgmne does not need to delete any vertices
when repairing the hypergraph; and furthermore, the localdification ruleT” modifiesall hypergraphs

to obeyP, not just the original hypergraptir, and the repaired hypergraph is likely to stay closé:tdor
mostchoices oy € V4, and not just for asingle¢ € Inj(A, V).

Remark 1.34. Suppose thaP is weakly (or strongly) locally repairable. As stated, tlepair algorithm
T appearing in the above definition depends on the hypergéagpls well as on the dat® ande. With a
bit more effort, one can show that there exists a repair adthan 7" which depends only o ande, and
which works (with high probability) foall hypergraphs (or continuous hypergraplts)}that obey(@). To
see this, observe that asdoes not depend aH, the number of possible repair algorithriighat can arise
is bounded (for fixe® ande). Thus one can simply try all of these algorithms in turn oamgé random
portion of G and verify empirically whether any of them olf@), and then use the “winner” to then repair
the rest of the hypergraph. We omit the details.

We make the following simple observations:

Proposition 1.35(Easy implications) Let P be a K -property for some finite palett&. If P is strongly
locally repairable, then it is weakly locally repairablend also testable with one-sided error.

Proof. (Sketch) Letk be the order of. To show that strong local repairability implies weak looad
pairability, we start with a large finite hypergraghon at leastV vertices obeyind(3) (for som& and

& to be chosen later), extend it to a continuous hypergfaais in Exampl€ 1.24, and apply strong local
repairability to obtain a local repair rule = (A4, T') entailing” and obeying[{[7) wittz replaced by some
slightly smaller quantity’ depending ork ande, and assuming tha¥ and¢é were sufficiently large and
small respectively depending eh If NV is large enough, we can ugé (7) and the pigeonhole prinaple t
find ¢ € Inj(A4, V) c V4 such thd

———=—([k]) =([K))
(w) #G (w)}‘ <Ly €

which then implies[(B) ifV is large enough and is sufficiently small depending odnande. Also, since
T entailsP, T,(G) will obey P, and we are done. A similar argument gives testability witle-sided
error, by settings’ to be the hypergraph corresponding]tp(é) (basically, by reversing Example 1124
and deleting all the loops); we omit the detalils. O

6Here and in the sequel we use < Y andY >> X synonymously withX = O(Y) or Y = Q(X) for non-negativeX,, Y'; if
the implied constant depends on some parameters, we witkitedthis by appropriate subscripting.
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Remark 1.36. It is almost true that weak local repairability implies tabtlity with one-sided error; the
one problem is that the hypergraph obtained by weak locahirapility was forced to delete a bounded
number of vertices. If one strengthens the notion of weal lepairability to allowT to entail P, rather
than merely assume thi, (G) obeysP, then one can easily fix the problem by adding a bounded number
of “dummy” vertices toG to create a slightly enlarged grapf’, so thatT},(G") still obeysP and has the
same number of vertices @& we leave the details to the reader. On the other hand, tmengthened
notion of weak local repairability becomes equivalent te strong notion of local repairability, as one can
see by viewing a continuous hypergraph as the limit of a secpuef finite hypergraphs (and using the fact
that for fixedA, the number of possible modification rulgss finite); we omit the details. Indeed we do
not know any example of a hereditary property which is wekddglly repairable but not strongly locally
repairable.

We can now quickly state our next main theorem.

Theorem 1.6(Every hereditary undirected graph property is locallyaiegible) Let K be a finite palette
of order at mos®, and letP be a hereditary undirecteft -property. ThenP is strongly locally repairable
(and hence also weakly locally repairable).

The proof of Theorer 116 follows the Alon-Shapira argument is given in Sectiohl3.

Remark 1.37. Theoreni 1J6 implies the existence of a probabilistic aldponithat can generate each edge
of the graphG’ in Theoreni LK in tim®p (1) (and usingOp (1) queries toG), i.e. in a time bounded
by a quantity depending oﬂpn P ande. In particular, the entire graphG’ can be reconstructed in
time Op - (|V|?) (of course, one needs to query the entire grapto do this). Similar remarks apply to
TheoremB 117,118 below.

Another way to contrast local repairability with testatyilis to observe that Theordm 1.6 also easily implies
Ramsey'’s theorem:

Corollary 1.38 (Ramsey’s theorem)Let K be a finite palette of order at mogtand letn > 1. If N’ is
sufficiently large depending oRf andn, then for every undirected grapi € K(N'D there exists a set
W C [N’] with |IW| = n such that the induced grapi |w< K) is monochromatic, or equivalently
that K(9)(G |w) = G |w forall ¢ € Inj(W, W).

Remark 1.39. Ramsey’s theorem is of course also true for paleifesf order greater tharz, but Theorem
[L.8 turns out to fail in this case, due to the failure of a getised version of Ramsey’s theorem: see
Theoreni 119 below.

Proof. Let P be theK-property of being undirected and not containing any monarciatic induced sub-
hypergraph om vertices. This is clearly a hereditafy-property, and hence strongly locally repairable
by Theoreni 1J6. On the other hand, it is impossible for any-empty K -coloured continuous graph
G = (V,B,v,G5) to obey this properﬁ( since ifv € V™ is anyn-tuple with all coordinates equal then

"We caution however that our result, which is proven by irtfiraeans, isneffectiveor non-uniformin the sense that we do not
provide a way to explicitly compute this boudl> . (1) given’P ande. Indeed, given the discussion i [5]! [6], it is extremekely
that the bound here isncomputabldrom that data in general, even whgnitself is computable; the issue seems to be related to that
of solving various halting problems associated?oln particular, we have a somewhat subtle distinction: forfixed P, e, andG,
the repair algorithn¥” can be described in a finite (but uncomputable) amount of, thuewe do not have an algorithm ¢ompute
this description fronP, ¢, andG.

8For closely related reasons, it is also impossible to finctallepair rulel” which entailsP.
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@qn])(v) is a monochromatic hypergraph anvertices. Applying Theorem 1.6 in the contrapositive, we
conclude the existence of @i > 1 andé > 0 such that

VY

{v e vIM . g™y obeysPH <1-94.

On the other hand, iff contained no induced monochromatic sub-hypergraphs\ertices, the left-hand
side would b& 1 — On . x(1/|V]). The claim then follows by takingy’ sufficiently large depending on
N,n,K,é. O

It does not appear possible to similarly deduce Ramseytréme just from Theorern 1.4. One indirect
piece of evidence for this claim is that the arguments_ in B®hot invoke Ramsey-theoretic arguments
anywhere, but are still able to obtain Theodem 1.4. On therdtland, the Alon-Shapira arguments used
to prove Theoreri 114 in the = 2 case crucially relies on Ramsey’s theorem. Similarly, auop of
Theoreni 15 will also invoke Corollafy 1138 at a key junct(gee Sectioh 3l14). The arguments used to
prove Theorerh 116 can also be used (after some modificati@stablish local repairability of monotone
hypergraph properties and partite hypergraph propeiese precisely, we have the following two results.

Definition 1.40(Monotonicity) Anordered finite palettes a finite palettel’ = (K;)32,, together with a
partial ordering <; on each componeit; which is ameet-semilatticein the sense that any two elements
¢j, ¢ in K; have a unique me&c; A cj; note that this is automatically a commutative and assdegat
operation.

Now letK be an ordered finite palette arfd a hereditaryK -property.

¢ We say thaP is monotonéf if given any vertex set’ and anykK -coloured hypergraph&' € P(V),
any hypergraplt’ € K(V) with the property that’(¢) < G, (¢) forall j > 0 and¢ € Inj([j],V),
will obey P. (Informally: “deleting” edges (or lowering the colour ofdges) will preserve the
propertyP.)

e We say thatP is weakly monotonéf given any vertex seV and any K -coloured hypergraphs
G,G" € PY), the hypergraptG A G’ € K(V) defined by(G A G');(¢) := G;(¢) A G'(¢) for
all j > 0and¢ € Inj([j], V), also obeys. (Informally, the “intersection” (or color-meet) of two
hypergraphs obeying, continues to obef.)

Example 1.41. Suppose we are in the “boolean” case whete= {0, 1} is the monochromatic finite
palette of some ordet > 0, so that ak -coloured hypergraph on a vertex sétcan be identified with a
setE C Inj([k],V) of morphisms fronjk] to V. A hereditaryK-property P is then monotone if, given
anyFE € Inj([k], V') which obey#, the hypergraph associated to any subsefafiso obeys. Similarly,

P is weakly monotone if, given any twiy £’ C Inj([k], V') which obeyP, the hypergraph associated to
E N E’ also obeysP. Note that any directed monotone or undirected monotonergyaph property is
weakly monotone. However, one can easily concoct examiplesasly monotone properties which are not
monotone (e.g. the property of being a complete hypergmpleakly monotone).

Theorem 1.7(Every weakly monotone directed hypergraph property isllgaepairable) Let K be an
ordered finite palette, and |62 be a weakly monotonk -property. TherP is strongly locally repairable
(and hence also weakly locally repairable).

SWe use subscripts on th@() notation to indicate that the implied constants in that timtadepend on the variables in the
subscripts.
10We say that = x A y is themeetof two elements:, y of a partially ordered set i < x,y, and ifz > 2’ foranyz’ < z,v.
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Definition 1.42(Partiteness)Let K be a palette of ordet > 1. If G € K(V) is a K-coloured hypergraph,
0 < j < k,and¢ € Inj([j],V), we say thap is apartite edgef G if the mapG, : V — K; is injective
ong([j]). f G,G" € K(), we say that7, G’ are partite equivalenif G; = G} and if G;(¢) = G/(¢)
for every0 < j < k and every partite edge € Inj([j], V) of G (and thus ofz’). We say that a hereditary
K-property P is partiteif it is preserved under partite equivalence, thugife P(V) and G’ is partite
equivalent ta&, thenG’ € PV,

Example 1.43(Tripartite triangle-freeness) et K be the finite palett& := (pt, {1, 2,3}, {0,1}) of order
2. Thus akK -coloured graph € K (V) on a vertex seV’ can be viewed as a vertex colouriag : V —
{1,2, 3}, together with a sek> C Inj([2],V) of edges. LeP be theK -property of being undirected (thus
(v,w) € Ey ifand only if(w,v) € E3), partite (thus(v, w) € E; only if G1(v) # G1(w)), and triangle-
free (thus there do not exist v,w € V such that(u,v), (v, w), (w,u) € Es). With our definitionsP is
hereditary but is not a partité{-property, because it is not preserved under partite edeivizoperations,
such as adding edges, w) within a single vertex colour clas§; *({i}). However, if we defin@’ to
be the K -property thatG’ obeysP, whereG’ is the K-coloured graph with the same vertex colouring
| := G; as@G, and whose edge sét, consists of those edgés, w) € E» for whichG1(v) # G1(w),
thenP’ is a hereditary partitef -property.

Remark 1.44. In Remark_1.20 we commented that property testing of didebigergraph properties
could not be easily reduced to the property testing of urti@ hypergraph properties. However, in the
case of partite properties one can canonically convertategd hypergraphs into undirected hypergraphs
in a manner which allows one to transfer property testingutessback and forth between the directed
and undirected cases. For instance, given a bipartite dee@raphG = (V, E) (so the palette here is
(pt,{0,1},{0,1})), one can liftG to an undirected bipartitépt, {0, 1}, {0, (0,0), (0, 1), (1,0),(1,1)})-
coloured graphG’, by declaring the colour of an undirected ed@&, v1} in G’, wherevy andv; are

in the 0-vertex andl-vertex classes respectively, to be the ordered pair ctingi®f the colour of the
directed edgesuvy, v1) and(v1, vg) in G respectively (and all edges not connectin@reertex to al-vertex
can be assigned the colo@). It is then not hard to see that a partite propef® of directed bipartite
graphsG can be lifted to an equivalent partite properB/ on undirected bipartite graph&’, and that
local testability or repair results fofP are equivalent to those fdP’. More generally, ifK is any finite
palette andG ¢ K(Y) is a directedK-coloured hypergraph, one can create an undireciéeoloured
hypergraphG’ € (K")(V), where the finite palettd” = (K})52, is defined by settind’; := K for
j=0,1andK} := (I“j([j]*ﬁl)XKf) U {0} for j > 1, by settingG’; := G; for j = 0,1, and setting
G}(9) = {(Giodoth,Gj(do)) : ¥ € Inj([4], [])} whenj > 2 and¢ is a partite edge, and} (¢) := 0
whenj > 2 and¢ is not a partite edge. Then one can identify each directeditpak -propertyP with a
undirected partite/{’-propertyP’, such thatG obeyspP if and only ifG’ obeysP’; we omit the details.

Theorem 1.8(Every partite hypergraph property is locally repairablegt K be an finite palette of order
k > 1, and letP be a partite hereditary<-property. TherP is strongly locally repairable (and hence also
weakly locally repairable).

Remark 1.45. A similar result to Theorein 1.8 implicitly appearsiin [20.id also quite likely that Theorem
[I.7 can be deduced from the methods in [8], although this islone explicitly in that paper.

Theorems$ 1149, 116, 1.7, abd 1.8 will all be proven in SedilonTBe arguments have many features in
common (and in fact share many key propositions) and so wilpfoven concurrently. To do this, we
will use a version of the hypergraph correspondence pri@d&8], combined with a structure theorem
[7] for exchangeable random hypergraphs, to convert thesgigms into an infinitaE;_Z] one concerning
the testability and repairability of certain “infinitelygalar” exchangeable random hypergraphs (or more

11There are a number of advantages in working in the infinitemynwork. One is that there are fewer epsilons that one needs
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precisely, for exchangeable “recipes” for producing sugpengraphs, whose palettes are sub-Cantor sets
rather than finite sets). This conversion, which is compl@teSectiod 3. is analogous to the exploitation
of graph and hypergraph limits in [27], [11], with the infigly regular exchangeable random hypergraphs
being closely related to the graphons and hypergraphomstfiose papers.

The (infinitary versions of) three local repairability réésyTheoren 1.6, 117, and 1.8) will then be deduced
from a single “non-exchangeable” local repairability igsBropositio 3.54, in Sectidn 3.4. It is at this
stage that a certain amount of Ramsey theory is needed, anchpsSons such as undirectedness, mono-
tonicity, or partiteness become crucial. On the other h#tmalresult in Proposition 3.54 does not require
any Ramsey theory, and works for arbitrary hereditary prtigee

Propositio 3.54, as well (the infinitary version of) Theni&.5, is then deduced from two discretisation
results, Propositioris 3.66 ahd 3.58, which construct icediacretisation transformations from continuous
palettes to discrete palettes that converge in certaimteghsenses to the identity as the discrete palette
becomes increasingly fine. These propositions form thet lnédne paper and are proven in Sectibng 3.6,
[B4. Propositio 3.36, which underlies the local testgbiksult in Theorerh 115 (and is also used in the
proof of Proposition_3.34) follows the RodI-Schacht agmio and is relatively easy, whereas Proposition
[3.58, which is needed only for the repairability resultesighe Alon-Shapira method and is significantly
more technical due to the breakdown of independence caystadistinguishable” edg@.

1.4 New negative results

The above positive results are fairly unsurprising, gives prior work in this direction such as! [6], [30],
and [20]. On the other hand, the following negative resdensto be somewhat more unexpected.

Theorem 1.9(Negative results) (a) (Directed graph properties are not locally repairablEfjere exists
a hereditary{0, 1}2-property which is not weakly locally repairable.

(b) (Undirected< 3-uniform hypergraph properties are not locally repairapléhere exists a hereditary
undirected(pt, {0, 1}, {0, 1}, {0, 1})-property which is not weakly locally repairable.

(c) (Undirected3-uniform hypergraph properties are not locally repairaplEhere exists a hereditary
undirected{0, 1}3-property which is not weakly locally repairable.

Remark 1.46. Combining this theorem with Theorém11.5 we see that thest bgreditary undirected
hypergraph propertie$ which are testable with one-sided error, but not weakly oorggly locally re-
pairable. Informally, what this means is that for hypergnags which almost obey such properti@
there do exist nearby hypergraphb& which genuinely obef, but such hypergraphs cannot be obtained
from G by purely local modifications. We will make this more predis&ectiori 2, when we prove more
refined versions of Theordm1L.9.

Remark 1.47. There are analogous resiifsin the coding theory literature. For instance, in[13] onedm
constructions of locally testable codes which map messafjengthk to strings of lengthik! (1) but
such codes cannot be locally correctable due to the lowentaeasults in[22].

to manage in the argument. Another is that one gains accesaumber of useful infinitary tools, such as the Lebesgue dat®idl
convergence theorem, Littlewood’s principle that medslerdunctions are almost continuous, and the LebesgueiRBimdym
theorem. While each of these infinitary tools does have samne§finitary analogue, these analogues are significantigsier to
use (and are less well known) than their infinitary countespa

12In the setting of[[B], this corresponds to the difficulty opeéring edges that connect a single cell in a Szemerédiiparto
itself. Once one considers (not necessarily undirectegetyyaphs of higher order, more complicated forms of imtisishability
also appear.

13we are indebted to Luca Trevisan for this remark.
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We prove Theoredn 11.9 in Sectibh 2. For part (a), the directadlyproperty is actually very sim@} it

is the property that a directed graph determines a totakrimglenV'. The theorem is thus asserting that a
lightly corrupted total ordering on an extremely large egrset cannot be “cleaned up” by a purely local
algorithm. The failure in (a) can ultimately be traced bazkhe simple fact that directed graphs do not
obey the Ramsey theorem (which in turn reflects the basidHatthe two directed edges connecting two
verticesv andw may well have distinct colours). Parts (b) and (c) are dérivem the counterexample in
(a) and somad hoccombinatorial constructions, which “encode” the propeitipeing a directed graph as
a < 3-uniform undirected property, and then a3-aniform undirected property. It is somewhat surprising
that one has failure of local repairability in these undieelacases, since Ramsey'’s theorem is known to be
true for hypergraphs. The problem is rather subtle, anddi#ise fact that in th&-uniform case, Ramsey'’s
theorem fails for a certain generalisation of a hypergrapbwkn as ahypergraphonin which the colour

of a given3-uniform edge is not completely determined by its threeivest but is also dependent on the
colour of the(g) 2-uniform edges between those vertices, which are in turcowipletely determined by
the vertices themselves.

Remark 1.48. In [23], a positive property testing result f@-uniform hypergraphs was proven in the case
thatP was the{0, 1} 5-property of not containing a fixed hypergraph as an induadshypergraph. This ar-
gument relied on Ramsey theory and it seems likely that fieredl hypergrapltG’ given by this argument
could be generated by a local modification rule, though weewarable to fully verify that the arguments
in [23] would yield this conclusion. If this is the case, iudtrates an interesting contrast with Theorem
[L.9(c), in that arbitrary hereditary properties can in famthave differently from the properties formed from
forbidding a single hypergraph. Unsurprisingly, the coemeixample for local repair o8-uniform hyper-
graphs can be modified to also be a counterexample for logadireof k-uniform hypergraphs for any
k > 3, but we will not detail this here.
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1.6 Summary of notation

For the readers convenience we summarise some of the ketjonataed in this paper.

The cardinality of a finite sek is denoted F|, and we write(‘;) :={e C V:|e| = j}. Forany positive
integer N, we write[N] := {1,..., N}. For any eventt, we write Z(E) for the indicator function of
E. The injectionsp from V' to W are denotednj(V, W). The notationY < Y,Y > X, X = O(Y),
orY = Q(X) is used to denot& < CY for some absolute constafit if C' needs to depend on some
additional parameters suchaswve will denote this by subscripting, e <. Y or X = O.(Y).

Hypergraphs and pullback map&®) are defined in Definition 1.13. Hereditary properties arengefin
Definition[I.16. Testability is defined in Definitidn _1]18,chlocal repairability is defined in Definition

14This example is of course closely related to the example @h#if-graph which is a familiar counterexample to many overly
strong assertions about graph regularity or graph propesting.
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[1.31, after introducing the notions of a continuous hypapbr(Definitio] 1.211), a local modification rule
(Definition[1.26 of 1.217), and entailment and modificatioe{iDition[1.29).

In AppendixA a number of key probabilistic concepts are d&firincluding the conditioningu|E) of a
probability measure to an event of positive probabilitg ttotion of a probability kerneP : Y ~~ X, and
the composition of? o Q of two such kernels.

2 Proofs of negative results

We begin with the proofs of the various counterexamplesadalleepairability in Theorem 11.9. The material
here is largely independent of those of the positive reswhsch will be given in Sectiohl3.

2.1 The counterexample for directed graphs

In this section we construct a counterexample that will destrate part (a) of Theorem1.9. In this section
we setK := {0, 1}, andk := 2. Note in this case that we can identify/&coloured hypergrap&’ on a
vertex sel” with adirected graphz = (V, <), where< is a binary relation<g: V x V' — {true, false}
onV. We letP be the{0, 1}2-property that<; is a total ordering, then this is clearly a hereditd¢y
property. It will suffice to show thaP is not weakly locally repairable.

In order to illustrate some of the ideas involved, let us filsinonstrate the much simpler fact thats
not stronglylocally repairable. Consider the continualiscoloured hypergrapty’ in which V' is the unit
interval[0, 1] with the Borelos-algebra3 and Lebesgue measyigand<; is the usual ordering relation on
[0, 1]. Then we certainly havgl(6); in fact we can take: 0 in this case. On the other hand, it is impossible
to repairG to a new continuous hypergragh that obeysP, because ifV is any finite set with at least two

elements, the@(w)(v) cannot obeyP whenevew has a repeated coefficent (thys = v,,» for some for

some distinctw, w’ € W), since the statemenis <&M () w” andw’ <Gy W would have the same

truth value, which is inconsistent witA. ThusP is not strongly locally repairable.

Now we disprove weak local repairability for the same prop@. This counterexample will be so strong
that the parameterin Definition[1.31 (and the estimatel (8)) will play no role wémever. (However, we
will take advantage of{8) for some suitably smalvhen proving parts (b) and (c) of Theorém]1.9.)

Let A be an arbitrary finite non-empty set, I8t > 0 be an integer, and l&k > 0 be an arbitrary small
number, which we can assume to be small compared,tv. Let o > 0 be an even smaller number
(depending on these parameters) to be chosen later, ankbthidrbe an enormous number (depending on
all previous parameters), again to be chosen later. W& set [M].

To prove Theorern119(a), it will suffice to construct a diegtgraphG = (V, <) obeying [3) for which
there doesiot exist a local modification ruld = (A, T) and¢ € Inj(A, V) such that the repaired graph
T,(G) obeysP (note that by construction, our counterexamplean be larger than any specified size).
Our construction will be probabilistic in nature.

To defineG, we first define an “uncorrupted” directed gra@f?) = (V, <)) by letting <) =< be the
standard total ordering ori = [M], thusG(®) obeysP. Now letG' = ([M], <) be a corrupted version of
G, in which for any(v, w) € Inj([2], [M]), the statements < w andv < w have the same truth value
with probability1 — o and the opposite truth value with probabilitywith these events being independent
as(v,w) varies.
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Since the uncorrupte@® obeysP, andG is a random corruption of(?), it is easy to see that for each
fixed morphism¢ € Inj([N], V), that K(?)(G) will obey P with probability 1 — Oy (o). By the first
moment method and linearity of expectation, we conclude@)aholds with probabilitl — Oy s5(o). Let
us now condition on the event that (3) holds.

Now suppose for contradiction that there exists a local fication ruleT” = (A, T) and¢ € Inj(A, V)
such that the repaired gragh = (V\¢(4), <’) := T»(G) obeysP.

Let us say that two distinct vertices, v, € V'\$(A) areindistinguishabléf the graphK (?¥(v1.v2)) (@) €
K(A¥{1.2}) s invariant under permutation of tHeand2 indices; more explicitlyp, , v, are indistinguish-
able whenever one has the symmetries

Z(n <¢ga) =I(vy <g a)

and
IZ(a <gv1) =I(a <g v2)

forall a € A, as well as the symmetry
I(Ul <ag Ug) = I(Ug <ag Ul).

Note that if an indistinguishable pait , v, of vertices exists, then b{l(5) (applied to the map fréhto
itself interchanging; andw,) the statements; <g v, andvs <g v; have the same truth value, which
implies thatG’ cannot obeyP, a contradiction. Thus, in order to establish Theoler 1, &(avill suffice
(by the probabilistic method) to show

Lemma 2.1. Supposé/ is sufficiently large (depending aW, 4, o, A). Then with probabilityl — O 4 (o),
it is true that for everyp € Inj(A, V), there exists at least one pdir, , v2) of distinct but indistinguishable
vertices inV\¢(A).

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 be a small constant depending dnto be chosen later (actually, one can take=
100~141). Let B be an arbitrary subset &f of cardinality at least). We assumé/ is large enough that
cM > 2. Call B corruptedif there exists distinct,, v, € B such that; <g vy andv, <g v, have the
same truth value. Observe from constructiott:ofor any distinctv,, vo € V thatv; <g ve andvs <g vy
have the same truth value with probability . By independence, we conclude thatwill be corrupted
with probability at least — exp(—(oc?M?)). On the other hand, the total number of sBtgs at most
2M  Also, the total number of choices fgrcan be crudely bounded by 4!, By the union bound, we
conclude that with probability at least- 22 M 14l exp(—Q(oc? M?)), everyset of cardinality at least)\/

is corrupted, for all choices af. If M is large enough depending eh o, we thus see that this event holds
with probabilityl — O 4 (o).

Let us condition on the above event, anddet Inj(A, V) be arbitrary. Lef := 24 denote the power set
of A. We can then partition
V=AU U Voo
U,U e

where for eacl/ € Q, Vi, is the set of alb € V\ A such that
U={a€A:v<g¢d(a)}andU’ ={a € A: ¢(a) <¢ v}.

The total number of paird/, U’) is O 4 (1). Thus by the pigeonhole principle (and takihglarge enough),
we can findU, U’ such thatVy /| > ¢M, if c is sufficiently small depending eA. In particular,Vy - is
corrupted and we can find distinet, vo € Vi such thaty <g v2 andve <¢g v1 have the same truth
value. By construction, we see that v, are indistinguishable, and the claim follows. O
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The proof of Theoreri 119(a) is now complete.

2.1.1 Further remarks

We close this section with some further remarks about Tmedré(a). Informally, the above result asserts
that there does not exist a repair algorithm to convert aupbed total ordering= on a large finite set into
an exact total ordering’, in which the order relationship of two vertices, v, of the set is repaired by
inspecting the corrupted relationship betweenv, and a bounded number of other vertices, selected in
advance. ltis likely that this result can be strengtheneallta for a more adaptive repair algorithm in
which the other vertices that one queries need not be sdlactelvance, and for which the probability of
the algorithm successfully obtaining a total ordering isdoed to, say?2/3 rather thanl. One should also

be able to obtain a similar result even if the algorithm isva#d to retain a bounded amount of “memory”
between repairing one edge and the next. However, we wilbnrgue such strengthenings here.

On the other hand, once one relaxes the requirement of tp¢ali bounded memory), it becomes very
easy to repair the corrupted total orderiigised in the above proof to obtain an exact total ordetihg
while only modifying a proportiorO(e) of the edges. We sketch the details as follows. &ix 0, let

A = [N'] for some large integeN’, and selec € Inj(A, V') at random. With probability — O 4(9), the
directed graphk (Y (G) is totally ordered; we condition on this event, and then wiithioss of generality
(relabelingA if necessary) we may assume that the total ordering 6 (G) is the usual ordering oH.

For eact) < i < N’, letV; be the set of all vertices € V'\¢(A) such that
{1eAd:i<j<N}={1<j<N:v<go()}

and
{ed:1<j<i}={1<j<N:¢(j) < v}

roughly speakingV; is the set of those vertices whiel{A) "predicts” should lie in the interval between
¢(i) andg(i + 1).

These sets are clearly disjoint, and using the first momeilhadeone can show that with probability
1—On(0), these sets cover a proportibr O(e|V|) of the vertices ifi/. We then define the total order
<" by declaringy; <’ v; wheneven; € V;,v; € V;, andi < j, and placing an arbitrary total orderirg
on each of thé/; separately, and also completing the total ordering to tmeptement o J, V; (these are
the non-local components of the repair algorithm). It is difficult to show that for§ sufficiently small,
and thenM sufficiently large, that with probability — O 4 -(4), this total orde’ will differ from G on
only O(¢) of the edges; we omit the details. Note that the run time &f afgorithm will be linear in the
number of edges (i.e. the run time will & |V |?)).

2.2 The counterexample for undirected< 3-uniform hypergraphs

We now prove Theorem1.9(b). We fix= 3 andK = {pt, {0,1},{0,1},{0,1}}. Note that ak’-coloured
undirected hypergrap&y on a vertex sel/ can thus be viewed as a quadruplet= (V, E1, E», E3),
whereFE;, C V is a set of verticesFE, C (‘2/) is a set of undirected-edges, andvs C (‘g) is a set of
undirected3-edges. The basic idea will be to “encode” the notion of al tmtdering using the undirected

dataEl, FEs, Es.

Let us introduce the following notation. Giver&coloured undirected hypergraghand vertices, b, b’ €
V', we say that
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b is G-blueif {b} € Fj;

ris G-redif {r} & Fy;

r G-likesb if r is G-red,b is G-blue, and{r, b} € E»;

r G-prefersb to v’ if r is G-red,b, b’ areG-blue,r G-likesb, andr does noG-like b;

r ranks{b, b’} G-correctlyif r is G-red,b, v’ areG-blue, and{r,b,b’} € Es;

We writeb >¢ . b if r either (a)G-prefersb to b’ and ranks(b, b’} G-correctly, or (b)G-prefersy’
to b and does not rankb, b’} G-correctly;

The hypergrapld is consistently orderabli there exists a total orderings onV such thab >4 v’
whenever, b, b’ are such thal >¢ , '

We letP be theK -property of being undirected and consistently orderaBlee easily verifies tha® is a
hereditary undirected -coloured hypergraph property. To show Theoten 1.9(byffices to show that
P is not weakly locally repairable.

Lete > 0 be a small absolute constant (one could take ﬁ for concreteness), led be an arbitrary

finite non-empty set, lelV > 0 be an integer, and l&ét > 0 be an arbitrary small number, which we can
assume to be small compared4oN. Leto > 0 be an even smaller number (depending on these param-
eters) to be chosen later, and thenAétbe an enormous number (depending on all previous pararjeters
again to be chosen later. We 3ét= [M].

To prove Theoreri T19(b), it will suffice to construckacoloured undirected graphl = (V, E1, F», E3)
obeying [[(8), for which there doemt exist a local modification rul@ = (A, T) and¢ € Inj(A4, V) such
that the repaired hypergrafify(G) obeysP and [8). (Again, note that by construction tfatan be made
larger than any specified number.)

As before, to definé: we first define a (random) “uncorrupteft™coloured hypergraph
GO = . B B E)
by the following construction:
o B\ .= [M/2] (thus vertices betweenand M /2 areG(®)-blue, and vertices betweéd /2 + 1 and
M areG(9-red);

. Eéo) is a random graph oW, with each edgéwv,, v2 } lying in Eéo) with a probability of1 /2, with
these events being jointly independent. (Thus, a gi#€h-red vertex willG(©)-like a givenG(®)-
blue vertex with a probability of /2, independently of all other instances of € -like relation.)

o E{” is the set of unordered triplgs, b, '} such that is G(V)-red,b, v’ areG(*-blue, and one of
the following statements hold:

(i) 7 G©-likes bothb andd’;
(i) r does noG(D-like eitherb or v';
(iiiy 7 GO -prefershtod’, andb > b'.
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Figure 1: The three types of triples (indicated by shadeshgflies) which lie inEéO). Solid lines indicate

edges inky = Eéo), while dashed lines indicate edges notipn = Eéo). The vertices on the top row are
red, while the bottom vertices are blue; the blue points adered so that the larger points are on the right.

It is not hard to verify thatz(*) is consistently orderable (witk o, being the usual ordering on [M])
and so obey®.

Next, we define the “corruptedX’-coloured undirected hypergraph
G = (Va E) = (Va E17 E27 E3)

as follows:

o V=I[M];
o E; = EJ(O) for j = 1,2 (thus,G andG(®) have the same notions of red, blue, like, and prefer).

e For eacte € (‘g) the statements € Eéo) ande € E3 have the same truth value with probability

1 — o, and have opposite truth value with probability independently of each other and of the
random grapiEéO). (Thus the relations-¢ .- will be a slight corruption of> () ,..)

SinceG(®) obeysP, we can use the first moment method as in the preceding seotmmclude tha({3)
holds with probabilityl — Oy s(c). Let us now condition on the event thit (3) holds.

Suppose for contradiction that there exists a local modifinauleT = (A, T') and a morphismp : A — V
such that the repaired hypergraph= (V\¢(A), E1, B}, E%) := T4(G) obeysP and [8). From[(B) we
see in particular that

|EJAE;| < eM’ (9)

for j = 1,2, 3, whereA denotes the symmetric difference operator.
Fix T, ¢. Call a quadrupletry,r2, b1, b2) of distinct vertices i\ {¢(A)} inconsisten{relative toT and
@) if the following properties hold:

(i) 71,72 are bothG-red andG’-red, andh,, bo are bothG-blue andG’-blue.

(i) r1 G'-prefershb; to bo, andry G’-prefersh, to by.

(iii) The undirected hypergrapli (¢#(r1.m2:01.02)) (G ¢ K (A¥4) js invariant under the morphisiti4 ©(2, 1,4, 3) €
Inj(AU[4], AU [4]), where(2, 1,4, 3) € Inj([4], [4]) is the permutation which switchésand2, and
also switches and4. More explicitly, for anya € A, we have the, symmetriesZ ({1, ¢(a)} €
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Figure 2: A partial depiction of an inconsistent quadrufle, 2, b1, b2), surrounded by a number of
verticesp(a) with a € A. The connectivity betweefry, 2, b1, b2) and¢(A) needs to be symmetric with
respect to the “reflection mapd 4 ©(2, 1, 4, 3) which swaps- andrs, and swap$; andb,, but leaves the

vertices ing(A4) unchanged.

Ey) = Z({b2,p(a)} € Es) andZ({r1,¢(a)} € E2) = Z({re,p(a)} € E), as well as thel;
symmetries

T
T

T
A

I({’f‘l,T‘g,bl} (S E3
I({bl,bg,’l’l} (S E3

) {T‘l,T‘Q,bQ} (S E3)

)
Z({r1,b1,¢(a)} € E3)

)

)

{b1,b2, 2} € E3)
{7’2, bQ, (b(a)} S Eg) foralla € A
{ra2,b1,0(a)} € E3)foralla e A

Z({ra2,¢(a),p(a’)} € E3) forall {a,ad’'} € <§>

—~ ~ —~

I({Tl, bg, (]5((1)} (S E3

I({r1,¢(a), d(a’)} € Es

(10)

T({b1,0(a). ')} € E) = T({12.0(a), 6(a") € E) foral fa.a') < ().

Observe that if 1, 72, b1, b2) are inconsistent, then from properties (iii) and Defini{flo@7 we conclude
that
I({Tl, bl, bg} S Eé) = I({Tg, bg, bl} S Eé)

By properties (i) and (ii), this implies either thaf <¢:,, b2 andbs <g/ -, b1 are both true, or that
by <¢.ry b1 @ndby < -, bo are both true. But this implies th&t’ is not consistently orderable and thus
does not obeP, a contradiction. Thus to conclude the proof of Theoremt), 9 suffices to show

Lemma 2.2. Suppose > 0 is sufficiently small, and/ is sufficiently large (depending aN, o, A4, ¢).
Then with probability — O 4 - (), itis true that for all morphisms < Inj(A, V') and all local modification
rulesT obeying(@), there exists at least one quadruplet, rs, b1, bs) of inconsistent vertices ilr\¢(A).

Proof. Letc > 0 be a small number depending enA to be chosen later. Recall that theiniform graph
Es C (V was selected to be a random graphloa= [M], with edge densityt /2. By standard arguments
(similai}d to that used to prove Lemria 2.1), we thus see thaf i sufficiently large depending an o,

151n other words, one shows thBE{11) holds for each Fait” with super-exponentially high probability— exp(Q2.(|V]?)), and
then applies the union bound. See alsd [10] for a proof thratam graphs are regular.
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with probabilityl — O(o), the graphEs is c-regularin the sense that
1
[{(a,0) € X x Y : {a,b} € Bx}| = (5 + O(c)IX|IY] (11)

for all disjoint X, Y  V with cardinality| X |, |Y| > ¢|V|. Let us now condition on the event that we have
this c-regularity, and freez&, (and hence?(?)).

Next, by paying a factor o/ !4l in all future probability upper bounds, we may freeze the phsmse.
The total number of possible madification rul€sis clearlyO (1), so by paying this factor as well we
may also freez&".

We now freeze the seE3\(V\“§(A)), which describes all the edges Bf which contain at least one vertex
from ¢(A4). Now that we have frozen these edges, as weltaandT’, we see from Definitioh 1.27 that
E} andE}, are also frozen.

The only randomness that remains after all this freezinge=oinom the random variabl&ge EgAE?EO))
fore € (V\‘g(A)), which are jointly independent (even after all the freezimgd equal with probability

o each. From[{5) we conclude thatdf € (‘g) intersectsp(A) then the quantityZ(e € EY) is now

deterministic, whereas if does not interseap(A) then the quantityZ(e € EY) depends only on the
quantityZ(e € EgAE?EO)) (as well as all the frozen data, of course).

SinceF{ and F), are frozen, we may condition on the event that (9) holdgifer 1, 2 without difficulty.
(We will not attempt to condition on the event thiat (9) holds f = 3, because this creates the technical

problem that such a conditioning will disrupt the joint ipéadence of the eventse EgAE?EO), which we
will need to exploit later.)

Let Vi denote the set of vertices I\ ¢(A) which are bothG-red andG’-red, and similarly le¥/5 denote
the set of vertices i \¢(A) which are bothG-blue andG’-blue. From[(®) forj = 1 we have

\Vel,|VB| = M/4 (12)
if ¢ is small enough.

Let B} C Vg x Vg be the set of all pairé, b) € Vi x Vg such thafr, b} € E;AES. From [9) forj = 2
and [12), we have
|E3| < e|Vr|VB]. (13)

LetQ = 24 be the power set od. If Uy € Q, defineVz i, to be the set of all verticese Vy such that
Ugp={a€A:{¢(a),r} € Es}.

Similarly, for anyUp € 2, defineVs 17, to be the set of abh € V such that
Up={a€ A:{¢(a),b} € Es}.

Then we have the partitions

Ve = U Veur; VB = U VB.Us
UreN UpeQ

and thus

VR X VB = U VR,UR X VB,UB-
Ur,Ug€e
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The number of pair§Ugr,Up) is O4(1). By the pigeonhole principle (first discarding all small r3ai
Vr.ur X VB uy) We can choose a pait/g, Ug) such that

Vausl, VBus| >ea M (14)

and
|ES 0 (VRus X VBug)l < elVrupllVB,usl (15)

Fix this pair(Ug, Ug) (if there are multiple pairs available, choose one arhigfar

By (1T)) and standard “counting lemma” arguments (see(eQj),[We see that there exist |Vz v, |?|Vs, v, |2
quadrupletgry, ra, by, b2) with r1,r2 € Vg y, andby, bs € Vg iy, such that- G-prefersb; to be, andrs
G-prefershs t0 b;. In view of (I8), we conclude (i is small enough) that the same assertion holds with
“G-prefers” replaced byG’-prefers”.

Call a quadrupletry, 2, b1, b2) admissiblef it is of the above form, thusq,rs € Vg y, andby, by €
Vp,up such that; G’-prefersb to by, andr, G’-prefersb, to b;. From [14) we thus see that there are
> a4 M* admissible quadruplets.

From chasing all the definitions, we see that if an admissinkdruplet(r;, r2, b1, b2) obeys [(ID), then
it is inconsistent. Thus, it will suffice to upper bound thelpability that no admissible quadruplet obeys
(@Q) for any choice of.

SinceF> andF), are already frozen, so are the set of admissible quadruplets, b1, b2). Observe from
construction ofE; that for any admissible quadruplet;, 2, b1, b2), the probability that this quadruplet
obey@ (10) is2,, 4 (1), and thus the probability that it doestobey [10) is=xp(—, 4(1)). Furthermore,

the events that a family of quadruplets do not okiey (10) welljhintly independent as long as no two
of these quadruplets share a vertex in common (recall thaaredreezing all the edges df; which
intersectp(A)). Since there are>. 4 M* admissible quadruplets, an easy greedy algorithm argument
allows us to find>. 4 M admissible quadruplets for which no two share three vexiitceommon. Thus

the probability that no admissible quadruplet is corrupseat mostexp(—, . 4(M)). Combining this

with our previous factors o/l andO 4 (1) introduced earlier, we obtain the claimAf is sufficiently
large. O

The proof of Theorerin 119(b) is now complete.

2.3 The counterexample for undirected3-uniform hypergraphs

We now adapt the methods of the previous section to proveréh&®.9(c). The main challenge is to find
analogues of(?) and?P in the 3-uniform setting rather than the 3-uniform setting. This will be done in
a rather artificial anéd hocfashion, encoding & 3-uniform hypergraph property in&uniform one.

We fix k = 3 and K = {0,1}3. Note that aK'-coloured undirected hypergraghon a vertex set’ can
thus be viewed as a pa# = (V, E), whereE; C (‘g) is a set of3-edges.

In order to motivate the proper® that we will need here, we first construct the uncorrugtedoloured
hypergraptG(") = (v, E®) which will play the role ofG(%) in the previous section.

Let M be a large integer. Then we define the, {0,1},{0,1},{0,1})-coloured undirected hypergraph
GO = (M), E§O), Eéo), Eéo)) as in the previous section. We then define the notions of ‘réultie”,

16Note from construction that only the first two conditions[I@) are in doubt; the remaining conditions, which involveeaist
one element fronp(A), are automatic due ter, r2 andbs , b2 lying in the same cell¥’r 7, andVp 7, respectively.
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Figure 3: The various types of triples that make®p). In addition to the triples that are inherited from
Eéo), one also has triples that connect three green verticefitaiger else connect a green vertex to a red
vertex that likes a blue vertex. Note that the four greenieeston the right will in fact form a tetrahedron

(and thus bé&7-green), whereas any quadruple of vertices which is notantgreen cannot form such a
tetrahedron.

“likes”, “prefers”, “ranks correctly” as before (droppirtge G(©) prefix). We then let/ := [2M]. We
call the vertices if2M]\[M] green(thus every vertex iV is either red, blue, or green). We then define
G = (v, EM) to be the3-uniform graph, whergZ(!) consists of all tripleqz,y, z} € (}) for which
one of the following statements are true:

e z,y,z are all green.

e {z,y, z} consists of a red vertex, a blue vertex, and a green verteitherred vertex likes the blue
vertex.

e {z,y, z} consists of a red vertex and two blue vertices, and the radweainks the two blue vertices
correctly.
Note howE() involves the three componenis” | ES” | E{”) of E(©).
Now we defineP. For anyK-coloured undirected hypergragh = (V, E), we introduce the following
notation:
e We call an elemeny; € V G-greenif there exists{g2, g3, g4} € (¥ \19") such tha 19+-92,95-94})

E.

e We call an element € V G-nongreem if there exist distinctG-green verticeg, ¢’ such that
{z.9,9'} ¢ E.

e If z,y € V are distinct, we say that G-likesy if they are bothG-nongreen, and there exists a
G-green vertey such thaf{z,y, g} € E.

e Two verticese, 2’ € V areG-similar if there existgy such thate, 2’ bothG-like y.

e If b € V are distinct, we say that G-dislikesb if r,b are bothG-nongreen, and there exists a
G-green vertex such that{x,y, g} ¢ E.

e If b, b, r are distinct elements df, we say that G-prefersb to ¥’ if r, b, b’ is G-nongreen), b’ are
G-similar,r G-likes b, andr G-dislikes?’.

I"\We allow for the possibility that a vertex is bofitgreen andz-nongreen, or is neitheg-green noiG-nongreen. However, these
situations will not occur for the model gragi(®).
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o If b, b/, r are distinct elements df, we writeb >, b’ if either (a)r G-prefershtod’ and{r,b,b'} €
E; or (b)r G-preferst’ tob and{r,b,V'} ¢ E.

e The hypergraplt is consistently orderabli there exists a total orderings onV such thab >4 v’
whenever, b, b’ are such thatt >, V.

We say that d-coloured hypergraph obegif it is undirected and consistently orderable. One carfyeri
with some tedious effort tha® is an undirecteds-property. One can also verify that whéh= GV, the
G(-green vertices are precisely the green verticesGttié-nongreen vertices the red and blue vertices,
andG'™)-similar vertices are either both red or both blue. From tiie can easily verify that(!) obeys

P (using the usual ordering on [2M] for > ).

We sete > 0 to be small § := ﬁ will do). Let A, N > 0, andé > 0 be arbitrary, and let > 0
be sufficiently small depending on all these parameters. Wda tet M be a large integer (depending
on all previous parameters). We define the “corrupteédihiform hypergraptG = (V, E) by declaring
I(e € E) := Z(e € EM) with probabilityl — o andZ(e € E) := 1 — Z(e € E™) with probabilityo for
eache € (‘g) independently for each choice af

SinceG") obeysP, we can use the first moment method as in the preceding twiossto conclude that
(3) holds with probabilityl — O 5(c). Let us now condition on the event thak (3) holds.

To prove Theoreri 119(c), it will suffice to show that there glnet exist a local modification rulg =
(A, T) and a morphismp € Inj(A, V') such that the repaired hypergrafif(G) obeysP and [8).

Suppose for contradiction th@tand¢ exists with the above properties. We writé = (V\¢(A), E') :=
T»(G). From [8) we thus have
|E'AE| < eM?. (16)

Let us call arp-tuple
(T17T27T37b17b25915925937.g4) (17)

of distinct vertices i\ ¢(A) inconsistentf the following properties hold:

(i) ({91,92593794}) cE.

(ll) Forx € {Tl, 79,73, bl, b2} we have{a:,gl,gg} Q E'.
(i) Fori e {1,2,3}andj € {1,2} we have{r;,b;,¢:} € E' ifand only if (¢, j) ¢ {(1,1),(2,2)}.
(iv) We have the symmetries (1L0) (wifl; replaced byF).

Suppose that we can locate an inconsistettple [17). From property (i) we see that, g2, g3, g4 are
G’-green. From property (ii) we then conclude thatrs, r3, b1, bo areG’-nongreen. From property (iii)
we conclude that fof € {1,2,3} andj € {1,2}, thatr; G’-likes b; whenever(s, j) ¢ {(1,1),(2,2)}.
In particular,b , bo areG’-similar (thanks ta3). From property (iii) again we also see thatG’-dislikes
by andry G’-dislikesbs. Thusr, G’-prefersby to by, andry G’-prefersb; to b, On the other hand
from property (iv) and Definitioi 1.27 as in the previous smttwe see thaf ({ry,b1,b2} € E') =
Z({re,b2,b1} € E’). Thus eitheh; >¢ ,, by andby >¢ ., by are both true, obe >¢/ ., b and
b1 >¢ r, bo are both true, and S6’ is not consistently orderable and thus does not dbeycontradiction.
Thus to conclude the proof of Theoréml1.9(c), it will suffioeshow
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Lemma 2.3. Supposes > 0 is sufficiently small, and/ > N, is sufficiently large (depending on
N,é,0,A, N,,e). Then with probabilityl — O, 5.(c), there will exist at least onée-tuple (I7) of in-
consistent vertices i\ ¢(A), for all choices of morphism and modification rulg” for which (I8) holds.

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 be a small number depending enA to be chosen later. Recall tReuniform random
graphE, on [M] used to construa&(®). By arguing exactly as in the proof of Lemial2.2, we see (for
M large enough) that with probability — O(c), we have the regularity property (11) for all disjoint
X,Y c [M]with | X|,]Y| > ¢M. Let us condition on the event that this regularity propédjds. We
now freezeF,, which in turn freeze&) and B,

As in the proof of LemmB2]2, we pay a factor@f; (M!4!) in all future probability upper bounds in order
to freezep andT'.

From construction, we have for ady;, ve,v3} € (‘3/) that{vy, va,v3} € EAE® with an independent
probabilitys. From Chernoff’s inequality, we conclude that for eaghv, € V, that

|{’U3 S V\{Ul,’l}g} : {’Ul,’Ug,’Ug} < EAE(l)H < 51/2M (18)

with probability at least —exp(—Q;s(M)). For technical reasons (related to the reason we did noftiomd
on (9) forj = 3 in the previous section), we will weakdn {18) to

{vs € V\{v1,v2} : {v1, 02,03} € (EAEM)\ ([M]\;S(A)) M <oYiM (19)

in order not to destroy the independence of the evénisvs,v3} € EAEW® whenwvy,vs, v lie in
[M]\&(A).

By the union bound, we thus see thatiifis sufficiently large) that with probability— O (M exp(—Qs(M))) =
1 — O(0), the assertiori_ (19) holds fatl v1, v € V. We now condition on the event that this holds.

We now freeze the restrictioB\ (*1\*()) of E to those edges which are not contained i)\ ¢(A).

Thus the only randomness remaining comes from the randdabiesZ (e € EMAE) fore e (M),
which are jointly independent with probability each. Note (from Definitioh 1.27) that the quantity

I(e € E') fore € (“g“) is now deterministic unless € ([M]W(A)}) in which case it depends only

on the quantityZ (e € E(VAE) (as well as frozen data, of course).

We would like to condition on the event thaf (11.27) holds, thig would destroy the joint independence of
the evente ¢ E(MAFE, which will be important later. So we shall be content to dtind on the slightly

weaker statement
! (EAE’)\<[M]\¢(A)>‘ <Le (20)

1(3)]
as this is a deterministic statement that does not deperttedruth value of any of the eventss E(DAE
for e c ([M]\3¢(A)) .

The next step is to select some good vertex sets to work witmR20) we have
v MN\o(A
> e (M) oy e apn (MY <o

v1€V\¢(A)
and so (forM large enough) by Markov’s inequality we can find a suligetc V\¢(A) with [V\V'| <
£'/2M such that

H{vg, v3} € (V\g’l}) {v1,v0,v3} € (EAE")\ ([M]\f(A)) H < e/?M? (21)

29

3




forallv, € V',
Set
Vg = [M/2]nV’

Vi = ([M]\[M/2]) NV’
Ve = (2M\[M]) N V",

In particular (fore small enough) we havé’s|, |Vr|, |Va| > M.

Forb € Vi andr € Vg, define
) = o € V) (o € (ap (M )y @2)
thus0 < f(r,b) < M. From [18) we observe that
D frb) < el Val[Va| M.

reVgr beVp

Thus if we define
E5:={(r,b) € Vg x Vg : f(r,b) > /eM} (23)
then by Markov’s inequality we have
|E3| < Vel VE|[VB. (24)

Let Op = 2(3) andQp = 2(£2) be the power sets of;) and (£,) := U<, () respectively. If

Ur € Qg, defineVy v, to be the set of all verticese Vi such that —

U = {{asa'} € () s (6(0) o)1} € Ea).

Similarly, for anyUp € (g, defineVp 7, to be the set of ab € Vi such that

Un = {{ab € () 0 < o Uty € () (6000000} € B,

The Vg v, andVg y, partitionVz andVg respectively. Sincég|, 25| < 1, we thus see froni{24)
and the pigeonhole principle that there ex8ts € Qg andUp € Qp with

VRl [VBUs| >a M (25)
and
|E5 N (VR,us X VBup)l < Ve|lVB,us| VRl (26)
Henceforth we fixXUz andUg so that[(25),[(26) hold.

To locate inconsisterti-tuples [1¥) we shall constructed a nested sequ&ice ... D X7 of candidate
9-tuples as follows. We leE, be the collection of alb-tuples [1¥) such thafr,, o, 73} € (VR’UR),

3
{b1,b2} € (VB’QUB), and{gi, g2,93,94} € (Vf). Clearly we haveXo| > |Vrv, *|Ve,ups > M2,

Let 2, be the collection of alp-tuples [1¥) inX, such that for ali € {1,2,3} andj € {1,2}, we have
{ri,b;} € Eyifandonly if (i, ) € {(1,1),(2,2)}. Using [11) and standard “counting lemma” arguments
we see that if: is sufficiently small (depending oN’), then|S1 | > |Vr.u, [*|Va.u, |2 M.
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Let 3, be the collection of alp-tuples [(1¥) inX; such that(r;,b,;) ¢ E; foralli € {1,2,3} andj €
{1,2}. From [26) we havéX1\Xs| < v2|Vrus|?|VB,us|?M*. Thus ife is sufficiently small we have
22| > [Vr,up Ve, [P M*.

Let X5 be the collection of alp-tuples [1¥) inX, such that{r;,b;,gx} ¢ EAE’ forall i € {1,2,3},
j € {1,2} andk € {1,2,3,4}. From [22),[(2B) we see thi>\ 3| < 2|Vr.us|?|VB.us|?M*. Thus if
e is sufficiently small we havess| > |V v, 12 |Ve.u, P M.

LetX4 be the collection of ab-tuples[1¥) in23 suchthafz,y, 2} € EAE forallz € {ry,ra,73,b1, b2}
and distincty, z € {g1, g2, g3, 94 }. From [21) we see thdE;\Y4| < 2|Vr.v, 2 |VB,uy |2 M*A. Thus ife
is sufficiently small we have,| > |Vr v, I2|Ve.ups > M*.

Let 35 be the collection of alb-tuples [A¥) inX4 such that{z,y,z} ¢ EAFE’ for all {z,y,z} €
({gl,gzégs,g4})_ From [20) we observe that,\Ys5| < |Vr,u,|*|Ve.us|>?M*. Thus ife is sufficiently
small we haveXs| > |Vr.u, [*|Ve.ups > M?. In particular, by[(2P) we havels| > 4 M.

Let ¥ be the collection of ald-tuples [17) iS5 such thaf{z, y, 2} ¢ EAEW® for all

(2,5, 7} € ({7“1,7“27T37b17b2,9;, 92, 93,94} U ¢(A))\ (((b(;l)) U ({T1,Tzéb1,b2})) @

From [I8) we see thdb;\ S| < - 6'/2M°. Thus if § is sufficiently small (depending oiV’) then
|26| >a M2,

Let X, be the collection of ad-tuples [1¥) in>s such that
I({’f‘l,bl,bg} S E) = I({T‘Q,bl,bg} S E) andI({bl,rl,rg} S E) = I({bg,Tl,Tg} S E)

To estimate the size df; we will need a slightly different type of argument than thosed in previous
paragraphs, namely a probabilistic argument. Lgt[9], [2M]) denote the space of &ttuples [1Y).

From the lower bound®s| >4 M? we see that for each fixed, a randomly selectef-tuple [I7) in

Inj([9], [2M]) would lie in ¥ with probability>> 4 1.

Now observe from construction &fs andE that the event thaf (17) lies Mg is independe@ of the events
{z,y,2} € EAEW for {x,y,2} € ({”“ébl’l”}), which each occur with an independent probability of
8. Thus, regardless of the truth valuesiof, y, 2} € E® for {z,y,2} € ({”“ébl’bﬁ), we see that if
one conditions on the evemt {17) liesiky, then [1T) will lie inX-; with probability s 1. Undoing the
conditioning on%g, we see that a randomly chosgtuple [I7) inInj([9], [2M]) lies in 2, with probability
>5.4 1.

Let A := | M%1|. We pickA 9-tuplesty, ..., ta € Inj([9],[2M]) independently at random (and indepen-
dently of E, and E). With probabilityl — O(M ~°8), these tuples will be disjoint; we condition on this
event. Now we make the crucial observation the events 3 are jointly independentfar=1,..., A.

Indeed, in view of all the frozen data, the event thalies in 37 depends only on the truth value of the
events{z,y, 2} € (BEAEM) N (M) where{z, y, 2} liest;, and the independence assertion follows.

(I[t i?\fczr t)his reason that we have jealously guarded the joiependence of the edge events associated to
( M\ ¢(A ) )
) .

Now foranyl < i < A, if we condition ory, . .., ¢, then eacht; will lie in X7 with probability>>s n+ 1
(the constraintthat, . . ., t 4 are all disjoint only distorts this probability y( A —°-%), which is negligible
if M is large enough). Multiplying this together we see that pitbbability at least — exp(Qs n/ (M°1)),

18Note how it is important here thét["”'?:;bl'bﬂ) is excluded in[(27).
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at least one of the; will lie in X;. Unfreezingy andT', we conclude from the union bound that with
probability 1 — O s(M A exp(Qs.4(M°1))), we haveZ; non-empty forall choices ofp(A) andT. In
particular, this event occurs with probability- O(c) if M is large enough.

To conclude the lemma, it will suffice to show that evériuple inX; is inconsistent. Le{{17) be a tuple
in 7. By definition of X, we havey:, g2, g3, 94 € Vi, and thus by definition of (")

({91,92,93,94}) c EW.
3

From the definition o5 we thus have

<{91, 925))93, 94}) CE

and then by definition of5 we have

({917 92;3931 94}) - E/

which is part (i) of the definition of inconsistency.

Similarly, by definition of2, and E®") we have{z, g1, g2} ¢ E® forall z € {ry,r2,73,b1,b2}. By
definition of X5 we then havez, g1, g2} ¢ E, and by definition o2, we have{x, 1,92} ¢ E’. Thisis
part (ii) of the definition of inconsistency.

From the definition ofS, ¢1 is green. From the definitions af; and E(!) we then have for every
i € {1,2,3}andj € {1,2} that{r;,b;,¢:} € E® ifand only if (i, 5) € {(1,1), (2,2)}. By definition of
Y6, the same statement holds wii{!) replaced byF, and by definition of2, the same statement holds
with E replaced byE’. This is part (iii) of the definition of inconsistency.

It remains to verify[(ID) (withE; replaced byE). The first two symmetries follow from the definition of
¥7. The last two symmetries follow from the definitionsX§ and Vg v, Vp,u,. To verify the middle
two symmetries, we see from definition Bf that it suffices to show thaf({r,, b, ¢(a)} € EMV) =
I({TQ, bQ, gb(a)} S E(l)) andI({Tl, bQ, ¢(a)} S E(l)) = I({TQ, bl, d)(a)} S E(l)) foralla € A.

Fix a. There are several cases. dfa) is green, then the claim follows from the definitions Bf")
andX;. If ¢(a) is red, then by definition of2(), none of the{r;, by, ¢(a)} lie in EM), and the claim
follows. Finally, suppose that(a) is blue. By definition ofVg y, and Vg y,, we see thaZ(b; <
#(a)) = Z(be < ¢(a)) andZ((r1,¢(a)) € E2) = Z((r2, ¢(a)) € Es). Also, by definition ofZ; we have
Z((r1,b1) € E2) = Z((re,b2) € Eo) andZ((r1,b2) € Ez) = Z((r2,b1) € Es). The claim then follows
from the definition ofE (1), O

This concludes the proof of Theorém]1.9(c).

Remark 2.4. One does not need the full strength of consistent ordetsihdi defineP; it is enough that
there do not exist, r’, b, b’ such thath >¢ . b’ andb’ >¢ ,» b. With this modification, the properfy can
now be expressed as a single first-order sen@"mxa'ng only the universal quantifigr which is a slightly
stronger statement than saying thais hereditary. This gives a slight strengthening to Thedig8(c).

19equivalently, there exists a finite collection of “forbiddehypergraphs which describg, in the sense thaf obeysP if and
only if it contains no induced copy of any of the forbidden Bygraphs. In contrast, hereditary properties are assdciatanat most
countablefamily of forbidden hypergraphs.
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3 Proofs of the positive results

We now begin the proofs of the positive results. Except i s@&marks and examples, the material here is
independent of that in Sectigh 2.

3.1 Aninfinitary setting: exchangeable random hypergraphsand their structure

In order to prove our new positive results, it will be helpfalrecast the graphs and hypergraphs that we
are studying into a more infinitary form (although the acturguments will still be structured much as in
the finitary presentations in Alon and Shapira [5] and elsseh The formalism we will use is that of ‘ex-
changeable random hypergraphs’, which have already aggh@athe study of single hypergraph removal
lemmas in[[38] and whose structure is examined in more datfd]. In addition to providing a reasonably
clean language for handling continuous graphs, these diad their own versions of the theorem we shall
prove, in whose statement the existence of-amodification of a given graph or hypergraph to another that
satisfies a certain property is replaced by that of a neayedial joining of a given exchangeable random
graph or hypergraph to another that satisfies the relevapepty almost surely.

The infinitary setting offers several advantages. Firgtonceals from view many quantitative parameters
such ag and N which would otherwise have to be managed directly by harelptbcess of taking a limit
sends most (though not all) of these parameters to zero aitinfand the remaining parameters often just
need to be controlled qualitatively (e.g. knowing that tlaeg finite) rather than quantitatively (i.e. with
an explicit bound). Secondly, it allows one to use the stechttzols and intuition from basic infinitary
theories, most notably topology, measure theory, and pibtyetheory. For instance, the well-known fact
that measurable functions can be approximated by contsionas will form a partial substitute for the
Szemerédi regularity lemma.

The purpose of this section is to review the relevant theoygnf[7] which we will need here. To begin
with we shall work with undirected graphs, and then dischss(ininor) modifications needed to handle
directed graphs later in this section.

3.1.1 The category of sub-Cantor spaces

Our infinitary analysis will take place in the categorysob-Cantor spacesvhich we now pause to define.

Definition 3.1 (Sub-Cantor spacesA sub-Cantor spads a topological space which is homeomorphic
to a compact subset of the standard Cantor sp@d }™N. We always endow sub-Cantor spaces with their
Borel o-algebra generated by the open sets (or compact sets). Wibag sub-Cantor space tsvial or

a pointif Z is a singleton set, and writ& = pt in this case.

Examples 3.2. Any finite set is a sub-Cantor space, a closed subspace of-&antor space is again a
sub-Cantor space, and any at most countable product of a&CGarter space is again a sub-Cantor space.
In particular, K (") is a sub-Cantor space for any finite palefteand any vertex sét.

Remark 3.3. By a theorem of Borel, a space is a sub-Cantor space if andibitli totally disconnected,
compact, and metrisable. However, we will not need that atterisation here. We also make the useful
observation that the topology of a sub-Cantor space can bemg¢ed from a countable algebra of clopen
sets, as this property can be easily verified for the Cantaceg0, 1} and is preserved under passage to
compact subspaces.
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We will view the class of sub-Cantor spaces as a categoryethe morphisms are thobability kernels

P : X ~ Y between sub-Cantor spac&sY; see AppendiX’A for a definition of a probability kernel
and their relevant properties. (This is distinct from th&egary of vertex sets, defined in Definition.10.)
Informally, one can think of a probability kernel as a stastimanalogue of a function fronX to Y,
mapping points inX to probability distribtions inY” rather than to deterministic points. We distinguish
several special types of probability kernels between sabt@ spaces:

e A probability kernelP : X ~ Y is deterministidf we haveP(z) = d4(, for all z € X and some
measurable : X — Y;

e A probability kernelP : X ~ Y is deterministically continuous we have P(x) = 64, for all
x € X and some continuous: X — Y

e A probability kernelP : X ~~ Y is weakly continuou# the functionz — [, f(y) P(z,dy) is
continuous for every continuous functign ¥ — R.

Remark 3.4. Recall from Remaik3.3 that a sub-Cantor space has a countatsle of clopen sets. Because
of this, one can easily verify that a probabilistic kerneldisterministically continuous if and only if it
is both deterministic and weakly continuous. As we will shater (see Propositiof 3.45 and Definition
[3.43), the concept of weak continuity will correspond teateiity with one-sided error, while deterministic
continuity will correspond to strong local repairabilitiRoughly speaking, weak continuity is the minimal
amount of regularity necessary for one to be able to transfnitary results back to the finitary setting,
while strong continuity, in view of the sub-Cantor struetumeans that the relevant continuous maps
¢ : X — Y between sub-Cantor spaces “depend on only finitely manydaoates” and will thus define a
local modification rule.

Rather than work on an individual sub-Cantor space, it valiuseful to conduct our analysis amilies
of sub-Cantor spaces indexed by vertex sets, with variouphmms between these spaces. The most
convenient way to handle these families is via the notion@afrravariant functofrom category theory.

Definition 3.5 (Contravariant functor) A contravariant functoZ is an assignment of a sub-Cantor space
Z() to every vertex sdt, together with a probability kernet(®) : Z(V) — Z(W) for every morphisé

¢ € Inj(W, V) between vertex sets, such tidv) : Z(V) — Z(V) is the identity probability kernel on
ZV) for every vertex setl, and such thaZ (¢°%) = Z(¥) o Z(%) for any morphisms < Inj(W, V) and

¥ € Inj(V,U) between vertex sets. We say that the contravariant funs@eterministically continuous
(resp.weakly continuouif all the probability kernelsZ(®) are deterministically continuous (resp. weakly
continuous). Itz € Z(V) andW ¢ V, we writez |ye Z(W) for Z(wev)(z), and refer toz |y as the
restrictionof z to W. Similarly, if . € Pr(Z(Y)) andW c V, we writei: |y € Pr(Z(M")) for the projected
measureZ“wev o .

If Z is a contravariant functor and is a vertex set, we define thhift Z¥S to be the contravariant functor
given by requiring that
(ZHJS)(V) — Z(V':rJS)

for all vertex setd” and
(Zws)(aﬁ) .— 7(o®ids)

for all morphismsg. One easily verifies that'®® is a contravariant functor, which is deterministically
continuous (resp. weakly continuous¥ifis.

20Recall that in the category of vertex sets (as opposed toofreib-Cantor spaces), the morphisms are just the (detistio)n
injective maps between vertex sets.
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Remark 3.6. Intuitively, a contravariant functor is a recipe for gendiray a space of objectg(V) to every
vertex sel/, to which one can meaningfully perform operations such kbrdingV’, or restrictingV to a
subsetV. A typical example of such a spaZé") would beK ("), the space of -coloured hypergraphs
on V. Note however that we allow the relabeling and restrictiggei@tions to be stochastic rather than
deterministic.

In this paper we will only be dealing with either determiidatly continuous or weakly continuous con-
travariant functors. One such functor is tiigial functor pt, which maps every vertex set to a point (and
every morphism to the unique probability kernel betweenpeimts). More generally, an important source
of such functors for us will come frosub-Cantor palettes

Definition 3.7 (Sub-Cantor palettes)A sub-Cantor palettss a tupleZ = (Z;)32, of sub-Cantor spaces,
all but finitely many of which are trivial. We define tbederof Z to be the largesk for which Z;, is
non-trivial, or —1 if all componentsZ; are trivial. We identifyZ with a deterministically continuous
contravariant functor by defining

V) TT i)
zWV) .= H Z
3=0

for all vertex setd/, and definingZ(®) : Z(V) — Z(W) for all morphismsp € Inj(W, V') by the formula
ZO(((2 () pemi@v))20) = (25(6 0 ¥))pemi(w) o

forall ((z;(¥))yemjv))iZo € Z). One easily verifies that is indeed a deterministically continuous
contravariant functor.

If j is an integer, we writ&/<; (resp.Z«;, Z>, Z~j, Z—;) for the sub-Cantor palette who$¢ component
is Z; wheni < j (resp.i < j,i > j, i > j, i = j) and a point otherwise.

Example 3.8. The finite palettes in Definitidn 1.113 are sub-Cantor pakette

Example 3.9(Sub-Cantor spaces as contravariant functofssub-Cantor spac& can be viewed as a
sub-Cantor palette of ordd}, and can therefore be viewed as a contravariant functortiicivX (V) = X
and X (®) = id x for all vertex setd” and morphisms.

Example 3.10(Hypergraph properties as contravariant functots) is a finite palette and is a hered-
itary K -property, one easily verifies for every vertex Bethat P(V) is a closed subspace &f(V) and is
therefore itself a sub-Cantor space. From this and the hieaegdnature of P we see thaf is in fact a
contravariant functor.

We will also need to deal with families of probability keraéletween one family of sub-Cantor spaces and
another. The most convenient way to handle such a concegirig the notion of aatural transformation
from category theory.

Definition 3.11(Natural transformation)A natural transformatio®V : Z — Y between two contravariant
functorsZ,Y is an assignment of a probability kern®1(") : Z(V) < Y(V) for every vertex set’, such
that the diagram

) Ny

lzw ly(tﬁ) (28)

oy Ny w)
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commutes for every morphistne Inj(W, V') between vertex sets (the horizontal arrows here being prob-
ability kernels rather than continuous maps). We say thatrthtural transformation isleterministically
continuougresp. weakly continuouif all the probability kernelsN (V) are deterministically continuous
(resp. weakly continuous).

Anexchangeabl&-recipeon a contravariant functo¥ is a natural transformation: : pt — Z from the
trivial functor to Z, or equivalently an assignment of a probability measut®) ¢ Pr(Z(V)) to every
vertex sel/, such that one has the exchangeability property

7 6 (V) = (W) (29)

for all morphismsp € Inj(W, V') between two vertex sets.dfis a vertex set, we define the exchangeable
Z¥S-recipep® : pt — Z%5 by the formula(p?3)(V) .= (V9.

Remark 3.12. The condition28) can be divided into two sub-conditions, nametyivariancgor ex-
changeability
Y@ o NV) = NV) o 29 forall ¢ € Inj(V, V) (30)

andlocality
NV (2) lw=NW)(z |w)forall W c Vandz € Z(). (31)

Similarly, if 2 is an exchangeablg-recipe, theru(Y) is anInj(V, V)-invariant measure o ("), and the
pushforward of.() under the restriction map to a subgét of V is the measurg ("),

Intuitively, a natural transformatiodVv : Z — Y is a rule (which may be either deterministic or stochastic)
for convertingZ-type objects on a given vertex $éto Y -type objects on the same vertex set, in a manner
which is both local (in the sense 1)) and exchangeable (in the sense(@8)). We will shortly give a
number of examples of natural transformations, such asloecimg maps, and local modification rules.

If Z is a palette, one can view an exchangeabieecipe as a means for constructing a rand@htoloured
hypergraph on any vertex skt, which is exchangeable with respect to relabeling’ofand also respects
restriction from one vertex set to a subset.

Remark 3.13. For future reference we observe the obvious fact that theposition N, o N : Z — X of
two natural transformation®’; : Y — X andN, : Z — Y, defined by N; o Np)(V) := Nl(v) o NZEV), is
again a natural transformation.

Many important combinatorial operations on hypergrapimstzainterpreted as natural transformatfdns
We list some examples of relevance to our applications here.

Definition 3.14 (Colouring as a natural transformatioret Z = (Z;)32,, be a sub-Cantor palette. A
colouringa : Z — A of Z is atuplea = («a;)2, of continuoud mapsa; : Z; — A;, whereA =
(A4;)52 is a finite palette. Each individual map; can be interpreted as a deterministically continuous
natural transformatiorty; : Z; — A; defined by the formula

TG (@) seminv) = (25 (2(0)semiv)

and then the entire colouring can be viewed as a determiaithyi continuous natural transformaticm :

Z — Aby
aV((z)320) = (@ (z))520-

2linformally, any operation on hypergraphs which is both Iqtiae effect of an operation on a subdét of the vertex sel’
depends only on the restriction of the hypergraphtpand exchangeable (the operation respects hypergraploipbiam) will have
an interpretation as a natural transformation.

22Informally, this means that the colour assigned to any gaitk depends only on “finitely many coordinates” of that point.
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One easily verifies that; anda are indeed deterministically continuous natural transfiations. We say
that a colouringa : Z — A refinesor is finer thananothers : Z — K if we havex = o o « for some
colouringe : A — K.

Example 3.15(Probability measures as exchangeable recipésyY is a sub-Cantor space (which we can
view as a palette of order 0 and thus as a contravariant funttp Examplé_319), then an exchangeable
X -recipey is nothing more than just a probability measure= Pr(X) on X.

Definition 3.16 (Sampling as an exchangeable recipeg¢t K = (Kj).’;zo be a finite palette, and let
G=(V,B,v, (Gj)é?:o) be a continuoug<-coloured hypergraph. For any vertex s&tthe sampling map

G . VS 5 K is a measurable map, amdl®) := v is a probability measure oiy®. Thus the

pushforward measur@”) o 79 is a probability measure o ), which can be viewed as a probability
kernel frompt to K(5). We can then define the exchangeaklaecipeG o 7 : pt — K by letting

(Gom)®) = G ouS: one easily verifies that this is indeed an exchangeabiecipe. (IfV was a sub-
Cantor space, and thus identifiable with a sub-Cantor paleftorderl, one could interpret : pt — V/
as an exchangeablé-recipe, and? : V — K as a deterministic natural transformation; however, we wil
not need to adopt this perspective here.)

Example 3.17(Inclusion as a natural transformatiorlj K is a finite palette andP is a hereditaryK -
property, then the inclusion natural transformation P — K is a deterministically continuous natural
transformation.

Example 3.18Local modification rule as natural transformatioA)local modification ruld” = (7, A) on
a finite palette/’ can be viewed as a deterministically continuous naturaisfarmationT : K'*4 — K,
with the map™”) : K(A¥V) s K(V) given by either DefinitioR 1,26 or Definitidi 1127: the lodpli
condition (3T) reflects the fact that the colour assigned to an edge Inj([j], V) by such a rule only
depends on the restriction of the original graph4oU ¢([j]). If P is a hereditaryK -property P, then
T entailsP if and only if the associated natural transformati@nfactors through the inclusion natural
transformation. : P — K.

Definition 3.19(Direct sum of natural transformationdf Y; andY; are contravariant functors, we define
the Cartesian product; x Y- to be the contravariant functor defined by; x Yg)(V) = Yl(v) X YQ(V)
for all vertex setd/, and (Y1 x Y2)@) (y1, 1) := (V;? (111), YA (1)) for all morphismsp € Inj(W, V')
and pointsy; € Yl(V), Yo € YQ(V); one easily verifies that; x Y5 is indeed a contravariant functor. If
Ny : Z1 — Yy and Ny : Z5 — Y5, are natural transformations, we define thigect sumN; @ Ny : 77 X
Z5 = Y1 x Y; to be the natural transformation defined by, @ N3) (") (21, 20) = (N (z1), N{" (22))

for all vertex setd/ and pointsz; € va) andz, € ZQ(V); one easily verifies thav; & N, is indeed a

natural transformation.

Example 3.20.If Z = (Zj)fzo is a sub-Cantor palette, then we halfe= Z_, x ... x Z_ as contravatri-
ant functors. Ifa = (o;)*_, : Z — Alis acolouring, thenwe have = ag & ... ® @y.

We now turn to an important weak compactness property opesciwhich in fact is the main reason why
we have set up all this infinitary machinery in the first place.

Definition 3.21 (Vague convergence of reciped)et Z be a sub-Cantor palette, let, : pt — Z be a
sequence of exchangealilerecipes, and lef: : pt — Z be another exchangeahlérecipe. We say that

14, COnverges vaguelp p if M%V) converges vaguely to(V) for every vertex sett” (see AppendixIA for a
definition of vague convergence of measures).
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Lemma 3.22(Vague sequential compactness of recipd®t Z be a sub-Cantor palette, and lgt, :
pt — Z be a sequence of exchangeabl@ecipes. Then there exists a subsequenge: pt — Z which
converges vaguely to another exchangedblecipey : pt — Z.

Proof. Let S be a countably infinite vertex set. Then by LemimalA.2, we cahdisubsequengs,, : pt —
7 such that the probability measurg§’’ € Pr(Z(%)) converge vaguely to a measyre®) € Pr(Z(5)).

Observe from[{29) thaf (¥ o Mﬁf) = uﬁf) for all ¢ € Inj(S,S). SinceZ(®) is continuous, we can use
vague convergence and conclude that
2 o (8) = (), (32)

We can then define the exchangeaBleecipey : pt — Z by definingu(Y) = Z(® o 45 for any
vertex sefl” and any morphismp € Inj(V, S); one easily verifies fronl(32) that is well-defined and is

an exchangeablg-recipe. Also, as,uﬁf) converges vaguely to(®), one can see (by pulling back by an

arbitrary morphismy € Inj(V, S)) thatuﬁl‘j) converges vaguely ta(") for all vertex sets/. The claim
follows. O

3.1.2 A structure theorem for exchangeable random hypergrphs

In the infinitary framework, graphs and hypergraphs will bed@led by exchangeable recipes, via the
sampling operation in Definitidn 3.1L6. In order to use thisrfalism, we will need a classification of all
the possible exchangeable recipes that one could assadihta given paletteZ. Such a classification is
analogous to the Szemerédi and hypergraph regularity ksnimthe finitary setting, or to the description
of ‘limit objects’ of certain sequences of finite graphs ophygraphs in terms of ‘graphons’ and ‘hyper-
graphons’ in the works of Lovasz and Szegedy [27] and Elek$regedyi[11]. (Thé = 1 version of
this classification is essentially de Finetti's theorempanidational result in the study of exchangeable
probability measures.)

In fact, the classification that we need has been availalifeiprobabilistic literature for quite some time,
appearing first in the study of ‘exchangeable arrays of rendariables’ in the work of Hoovef [17, 18],
Aldous [1)2[ 3] and Kallenber@[21]. Their formalism is $lity removed from the more combinatorial set-
up and demands of the present paper, and so we refer the teddpfor a description of the relationship
between them and versions of these results suited to ougmirparposes.

Let us first give some illustrative examples of exchangedbiecipes that provide simple instances of the
general result to follow.

Example 3.23(Random vertex colouring)Let Z = (Z,, Z1) be a palette of ordet, let P, € Pr(Z,) be
a probability measure (and thus identifiable withZa-recipe Py : pt — Z<o), and letQ, : Zy ~ Z;
be a probability kernel. If we then define the probabilityr@P, : Z<o — Z by the formulaPl(V)(z) =
Q1(z)V for all vertex sets/ andz € Z,, thenu := P, o P, is an exchangeabl&-recipe. This recipe
colours a given vertex séf by first assigning a colour € Z; at random with lawP, to the empty set, and
then assigning a colour i&¥; to each vertex independently at random with Iaw(z).

A classical theorem of de Finetti asserts (in this languagey} if Z; is a sub-Cantor space and_; is
an exchangeable’_;-recipe, then there exist8y, Py, @1, x as above such thai_; = 7 o yu, where
m : Z — Z—; is the projection map. This theorem gives a satisfactorgsifecation of exchangeable
recipes on palettes of ordér, and the later work of Hoover, Aldous and Kallenberg was watéd by an
effort to generalise this special case.

38



Example 3.24(Erd6s-Renyi hypergraphs)et Z = {0,1}; for somek > 1, and let0 < p < 1. Then
we can define the exchangeallleecipey : pt — Z by settingu(V) = Hee(z) tp,e TOr all vertex sets

V', where we identifyf0, 1},(€V) with Hee(V){O, 1},(:), andy, . € Pr({0, 1},(:)) is the law of the random
k

hypergraph of ordek on e which is complete with probability and empty with probability — p; thus
1V is the law of a random undirected hypergraph of &eRenyi type.

Example 3.25(Random complete bipartite graph)et Z = (pt, {0,1},{0,1}), and let@Q, € Pr({0,1})
be the uniform measure of0,1}. From Examplé_3.23Q; induces aZ<;-exchangeable recip&; :
pt — Z<;. We also define a natural transformatidty : Z<; — Z by the formuIaPQ(V) (z) == 9, x

Mee(y) Q5 (= |.) for all vertex sets/, where we identifyz(") with %) x ey 7%, and for any
2 — 2

e={v,w}andz = (z,,24) € Z(<€1), ge> (z) is the law of the random graph arwhich is complete when
2y # 2w and empty otherwise. The recipe= P, o P; is then an exchangeablé-recipe, which describes
a random complete bipartite graph on any given vertexiset

Example 3.26(Erd6s-Renyi graphs with random densityet Z = (Zy, pt, {0,1}), let P, € Pr(Z) be
a probability measure, and let : Z, — [0, 1] be a measurable function. We can viéy as a natural
transformation?, : pt — Z<o. We can then define the natural transformatién: Z<; — Z by setting

P (z0) = 6. % [Tee(y) taz0).« for all vertex sets/ and all 29 € Zo = z1), where we identify/(*)

with ZS? X [lee(v Z(:ez), and , . are the measures defined in Exarriple B.24. Then- P, o Py is

— 2
an exchangeabl&-coloured hypergraph, which describes an &sdRenyi random graph whose expected
edge density is itself a random variable.

Example 3.27(Random directed complete graphjet Z = {0, 1}, and letP;, : pt — Z be exchangeable
Z-recipeP}") = Hee(g) QY where for each = {v, w}, QY € Pr({0,1}%?) is the law of the random
directed graphGs : Inj([2],e) — {0, 1} such that7;(v,w) = 1 andGz(w,v) = 0 with probability1/2,

and Gy (v, w) = 0 and Gz (w,v) = 1 with probability 1/2. ThusPQ(V) is the law of a random directed

complete graph of¥’, on which given any two verticesandw, exactly one of the directed edges w)
and (w, v) will lie in the graph, with an equal probability/2 of each.

Example 3.28(Random 3-uniform hypergraphsyVe now consider a somewhat more general example
than those above. L&t = (pt, Z1,Z2,{0,1}), let Q1 € Pr(Z;) be a probability measure, l&p; :
7y X Zy ~~ Zy be a symmetric probability kernel, and let: Zi[g]) — [0, 1] be a measurable function

which is symmetric with respect to thej([3], [3]) action on the baségg]) = 73 x Z§. (Actually, for this

construction, only the values ponundirectechypergraphs irzgg]) - a set which is identifiable wit; x
73 - will be relevant.) From Example-3.23 witky = pt, @ induces a natural transformatioR; : pt —
Z<;. Similarly, the map), induces a natural transformatiof, : Z<; — Z<» defined byPQ(V) () :=
d. x Hee(‘;) QY (2 |.) for all vertex sets/ and z € Z(‘i), where for eacte = {v, w}, Q% (zu, 2u)

is the law of the random hypergragh. in Z¢, which is symmetric (thu&.(v,w) = G.(w,v)) and
such thatG, (v, w) has lawQsz (v, w) = Q2(w, v). The functiorp also induces a natural transformation
Ps 2 Z<y — Z, defined byPéV)(z) = J, X Hee(V) Qge)(z l.) for all vertex setsV andz € Z(S‘g),

{v1,v2,vs})

Wherng{”]’”Q’”?’})(y) is the law of the random hypergraph i, l}g which is complete with
probabilityp(Z(<”21’”2’”3)(y)) and empty otherwise (note that the exact orderin§uaf v, v3} is irrelevant
due to the symmetry assumptions)n This generates an exchangealdeecipey := P; o Py o Py,
which creates a hypergraph on any vertex Beby first using@; to colour the vertices, the, to colour

2-edges, and finally)s; to colour 3-edges. This sort of recipe has also appeared, for examplée
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different formalism of ‘hypergraphons’ studied in[11],é&noan be viewed as the infinitary analogue of the
regularisations of finitary hypergraphs given for instarieg15] or [31].

These examples can be generalized to create exchangeaiplesref any given order. To do this, we
introduce some more notation.

Definition 3.29 (Independence)Let X be a sub-Cantor space with a probability measpres Pr(X),
and letr, : X — Y,, a € A be a collection of measurable maps to other sub-Cantor spegeWe say
that the mapsr,, arejointly independent relative tp if we have

/X(H faoma) du= H/Xfaowadu

acA’ acA’
for all finite subsetsd’ of A and all bounded measurable functiofis: Y,, — R.

Remark 3.30. If we chooser € X at random with lawu, then ther, are jointly independent relative to
w if and only if the randomr,, (z) € Y, are jointly independent in the usual probabilistic sense.

Definition 3.31(j-independence)Let N : Z — Y be a natural transformation, and Igt> 0. We say that
N is j-independenif for every vertex set’ and every: € Z(V), the restriction mapsy, : Y(V) — Yy (W)

for W € (%) are jointly independent relative to the meas¥é")(z) € Pr(Y (V).

Remark 3.32. Informally, j-independence asserts that for any fixed Z(V), the j-edges of the random
element of"(V) drawn using the lawV (V) (z) are jointly independent random variables. For instance in
Exampld3.23, once one fixese Z;, P; colours the vertices i’ independently with lav®;(z), and
thusP; : Z.o — Z<; is 1-independent. (Note, however, thatit Z, is chosen randomly rather than
deterministically, then the colours assigned to vertige¥ ineed not be independent any more.) More
generally, in all of the examples discussed earlier in thiistion, the natural transformations; : Z.; —
Z<; that appear in those examples aréndependent.

Example 3.33. Let Z be a contravariant functor ang > 0. LetY_; be a sub-Cantor palette with only
the j" component non-trivial, and lep(/) : Z(UD Y:([jj]) be a probability kernel which i&j([4], [1])-

equivariant, thusY:(?) o QWD = QWD o Z4 for all ¢ € Inj([j],[j]). If we then define the natural
transformation) : Z — Y—; by

-1 .
QM) =[] y:(?5 )0 QU (Z(9e) ()
ee(})
for all vertex setd” and all z € Z(V), where we identif)Y:(E./) with Hee(v_) Y:(‘;.), and where we choose
J
an arbitrary morphismp, € Inj([j], ) for eache € (‘J/) (the exact choice a#. is irrelevant, thanks to the

Inj([5], [f])-equivariance of)(")), then one verifies thap is a j-independent natural transformation. In-
deed(Q is the uniqug-independent natural transformation which agrees wittv!) at [j], and conversely
everyj-independent natural transformation frofhto Y—; arises in this fashion.

Definition 3.34 (Regular exchangeable recipetket Z be a sub-Cantor palette of some order 0, and
let . : pt — Z be an exchangeablg-recipe. We say that is regularif there exists a factorisation

,LL:PkO...OPQ

where for eacld) < j < k, P; : Z.; — Z<; is aj-independent natural transformation which partially
inverts the projection natural transformatiory : Z<; — Z; in the sense that; o P; = idz_,. (Here
we identifyZ with Z<, in the obvious manner.)
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Remark 3.35. If one setsu<; = p<jt1 := Pj o... o P, then the situation can be described by a
commutative diagram whogé" layer forj = 0, ..., k takes the form

idz_,

pt —= Zg; —5 Zg;

|l >

le<]
pt LS AN Loy —— Zgj

Example 3.36. Let Z be a sub-Cantor palette of ordér> 0. If 0 < j < k andQ), (i (<[J.]) ~s zD
is a Inj([;], [j])-equivariant probability kernel, and); : Z.; — Z—; is the assouategi mdependent
natural transformation, as defined by Examiple 8.33, themtteral transformationP; : Z; —> Z<;

defined b P(V)( ) =4, X Q(V)( ) for all vertex setd” andz € Z(V), where we |dent|f)Z ) with
Z(‘;) X Z(V) is aj-independent natural transformation witl) o P; = idz_,. Thus by selectmg Q; (D

for each0 < j < k and then composing the resultirigy together one obtains a regular exchangeable
Z-recipep; conversely, all such regular exchangeabileecipes arise in this manner.

In terms of the notation set out above, we can now state thstfutture theorem that we need.

Theorem 3.1(Structure theorem)Let K be a finite palette of some ordér> 0, let . : pt — K be an
exchangeablé-recipe and letS be a countably infinite vertex set. Then there exists a sulieCpalette
Z, a deterministically continuous natural transformatioan K*° — Z, and a colouring map: : Z — K
such that the natural transformationo A : K¥9 — K is just the restriction map, thus

FoN)VN(G) =G v (34)

for all vertex setd/ and all G € K(V¥9  and such that\ o ¥ : pt — Z is a regular exchangeable
Z-recipe.

Remark 3.37. The situation in the structure theorem can be summarisedé@ydllowing commutative
diagram,

K9S Z K
Tuws TAOH&'S TM (35)
pt pt pt

with the map fromK™° to K being the restriction map (b§84)), and the middle vertical map being an
exchangeable-recipe and thus factorable &3, o. . .o P, for somej-independentingredients; : Z; —

Proof. See Theorems 3.15 (for the undirected case) and Theoren(f8t2Be general case) inl[7]. O

Informally, the above theorem asserts that any exchangeabipe can (after adding a sufficient number
of “hidden variables”) be constructed from randomly cologro-edges, theri-edges, therz-edges, etc.
as in Exampleb_3.23-3.P8. It is analogous to the hypergreghlarity lemma, which roughly speaking
asserts that ani-uniform hypergraplz = (V, E') can be regularised by first colouring (i.e. partitioning)
the 1-edges (i.e. vertices), and then on each pait-o€lls, colouring/partitioning theé-edges between
those cells in a regular fashion (regularity being the agnaéoof2-independence), then on each triplet of
1-cells and triplet oR-cells, colouring/partitioning thg-edges with vertices in the-cells and2-edges in
the2-cells in a (hypergraph)-regular fashion, and so forth.
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3.2 Infinitary reductions of main theorems

In this section, we use the structure theorem to deduce thepuoaitive results of this paper (Theorems 1.5,

[L.8,[1.T[1.B) from infinitary counterparts (Proposifiod&B[3.47[3.44. 3.49), which will then be proven in
later sections.

We begin with some notation.

Definition 3.38 (Entailment) Let K be a finite palette, leP be a hereditaryK -property, and letV :
7 — K be a natural transformation from some contravariant fumcto We say thaiV almost entails?
if we haveN (V) (2)(P(V)) = 1 for all vertex setd” and all z € Z(V). We say thatV entailsP if N is
deterministically continuous and almost ent&is

Remark 3.39. If V is deterministically continuous, the¥i(V) can be viewed as a continuous function from
ZW) to K(V), and then the assertion that entailsP is equivalent to the claim thay (V) (Z(V)) ¢ P(V),
Note that this notation of entailment is consistent witht thaDefinition[I.2¥ after using Examdle_3]18.

Remark 3.40(Alon-Shapira finitisation trick) From (@) in Definition[1.16 and28) in Definition[3.11 we
see that to verify thalv' almost entailsP, it suffices to verifyV (V) (z)(P(V)) = 1 for a single countably
infinite vertex setV” and all z € Z(V). Actually, from countable additivity and the w&yis extended from
finite hypergraphs to infinite ones, it suffices to veNfy) (2)(P(V)) = 1 for all finite vertex set¥” and all

z e Z(V). For similar reasons, to verify that a continuous naturarsformationV : Z — K entailsP, it
suffices to show thav (V) (Z(")) ¢ P(V) for all finite V. This ability to reduce entailment to verification
on finite vertex sets is crucial to our arguments; not coiraiglly, an analogous finitisation observation
played a similarly central role in [6].

Definition 3.41 (Infinitary repairability and testability)Let K be a finite palette of some ordér> 0,
and letP be a hereditaryK-property. We say th&P is infinitarily testable with one-sided errgresp.
infinitarily strongly locally repairableif given any sub-Cantor palett& of order k, any colouringsx :
Z — K, any regular exchangeablé-recipey : pt — Z such thatk o i almost entailsP, and every > 0,
there exists a weakly continuous (resp. deterministicadiytinuous) natural transformatioh : 7 — K
that almost entails (resp. entail$) and is close ta in the sense that

/ T([k])(Z)(K([k])\{g([k])(z)}) dﬂ([’“])(z) < e (36)
Z([k])
Remark 3.42. WhenT is deterministically continuoug3d) simplifies to

H([k])({z AL T([k])(z) £ E([k])(z)}) <e. (37)

Example 3.43(Testing and repair of the triangle-free property, et Z = (pt, Z1,{0,1}) be a sub-
Cantor palette, letX := {0,1}9, and letx : Z — K be the colouring map which is the identity on the
order2 component and trivial on lower order components. Qgte Pr(Z;); and letP; : pt — Z<; be
as in Exampl&3.23. Let: Z; x Z; — [0, 1] be a symmetric measurable function, andiet Z<; — Z

be the2-independent natural transformatidﬁz(v) (2) := 0, x Hee(V) Qge) (z |.) for all vertex sets/
2

andz € ZS;), where for eacle = {v, w}, Qée) (2v, zw) is the law of the random graph on the doubleton
e which is complete with probability(z,, z,,) and empty otherwise. Then:= P, o P is a regular
exchangeabl&-recipe (closely related to thgraphonsntroduced in [27]); it randomly colours any vertex
setV by assigning each vertex € V' a random colourG; (v) in Z; with law @, and then assigns
any edge{v, w} the colourl with probability p(G; (v), G1(w)), independently for all edgels), w} (once
the coloursG; (v) have all been picked). Lé® be the hereditaryi-property of being undirected and
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triangle-free. Observe that will almost entailP if we havep(z, y)p(y, 2)p(z, x) = 0 for Q-almost every
x,y,z € Zy; suppose that this is the case. Now we seek a weakly (resprnisistically) continuous
natural transformatiorl” : Z — K that almost entails (resp. entail), and is close t&z : Z7 — K
(observe thak itself does not entaiP at all) in the sense off38). We know of two methods to achieve
this, which we shall call th&®odI-Schacht methodnd theAlon-Shapira methodeing loosely based on
the constructions in[30] and |6] respectively (we will alstiscuss finitary analogues of these schemes
in the next remark). Both methods proceed by first choosirgfinamenty : 7 — Aofk : 7 — K,
which amounts to subdividing the vertex spageinto finitely many clopen “cells’a; *({a}); the finer
one takes the colouring, the better the value of one will eventually obtain if36). The RdIl-Schacht
method then constructs the laii") (z) € Pr(K(V)) of a randomK -coloured graph on a vertex s&t,
starting from aZ-coloured graphz € Z(V), as follows. For each vertex € V, one looks at the cell
C, = a;*(a(z1(v))) € Z; thatz(v) lives in. If this cell has positive measure with respeoftq then
we select a poin{, € C, at random with lamQ1|C,,) (see Appendix]A for the definition of conditioned
measure). Otherwise, we selécte Z; with law ;. Note that in either case, the law §f is absolutely
continuous with respect tQ,. We perform this selection procedure independently foheae V. One
now selectd" (V) (2)a(v,w) = TV (2)2(w,v) € {0,1} for each(v,w) € Inj([2], V) separately by the
following rule:

o If zp(v,w) = 2zo(w,v) and p(Cy, Cw) = P(Cw,Co) # 1 — 2o(v,w), then setl'V)(2)y(v, w) =
zo(v, w) andTY) (2)a(w, v) = zo(w, v).

e Otherwise, seT"(")(2)y (v, w) = T (2)2(w, v) equal tol with probabilityp(¢., ¢, ), and equal to
0 otherwise.

One can verify thal is a weakly continuous natural transformation which alnmerstailsP, and that(38)
is obeyed for sufficiently fine, which demonstrates thé@ is infinitarily testable with one-sided error.

Now we turn to the Alon-Shapira method, which is more coratgit, but constructs a natural transforma-
tionT : Z — K which is deterministically continuous rather than weakiyntinuous. To simplify matters
we shall take advantage of the monotonicity of the propfrtand also make the additional assumption
that the measur€), is atomlesgi.e. Q1({z}) = 0forall z € Z,). Leta : Z — A be as before. For each
a € A; independently in turn, we construct the o€l := al_l({a}), and select, € Z, at random with
law (Q1]C,) If Q1(C,) > 0, and with law@, otherwise. For each paifa,a’} € (“;1), we then select
Ca.r = Car.a € {0,1} independently at random, such th@t,, = 1 with probability p({s, {,/). With all
these choices, we then define the (random) deterministicalitinuous natural transformatich : Z7 — K

by settingl ") (2)2 (v, w) = T (2)2(w, v) for vertex setd/, z € Z(V), and (v, w) € Inj([2],V) by the
following rule:

o If ay(v) # ar(w), 22(v, w) = z2(w,v), ANAP(Ca,y (v) Cay (w)) = P(Cas(v)s Car(w)) # 1 — 22(v, w),
then we seT" (V) (2), (v, w) = TV (2)a(w,v) = 22 (v, w).
e If a1 (v) # oy (w) but we are not in the previous case, we BEY) (2)2(v, w) = Ca; (v).01 (w)-

e If we are in the “diagonal case; (v) = a1 (w) then we seT V) (2)2(v,w) = Ca, (1)1 (w) = O

One can verify that with probability 17 is a deterministically continuous transformation whichagls P;

the monotonicity o is used to ensure that the “zeroing out” of the diagonal caseslnot interfere with
this entailment. One can also verif§8) if the colouringa is sufficiently fine; the atomless nature@f is
used to ensure that the contribution of the diagonal casebmmade arbitrarily small. (One can handle
the diagonal contributions of any atoms@h by adding an additional case to the above rule; we leave the
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details to the interested reader.) H is not monotone, the diagonal case causes much more difiamid
needs to be coloured according to a colour provided by aniappbn of Ramsey’s theorem; see [6] for
details (albeit in a rather different language).

Example 3.44. Testing and repair of the triangle-free property, Il] We nedapt the above discussion
to the finitary setting, to help provide a partial dictiondogtween the finitary and infinitary worlds. Our
discussion will be somewhat informal. We start with a figegiphon- a measurable symmetric function
p : [0,1] x [0,1] — [0,1] by the following procedure. Given such a graphon, and giverrtex set/,

we construct a random grapf = (V, E) by the following procedure. First, randomly assign to each
vertexv € V a colourG;(v) € [0,1] using the uniform distribution off, 1], with each vertex being
coloured independently. (Note that the uniform distribaton[0, 1] is atomless, thus avoiding some of the
technicalities alluded to in the previous example.) Next,define the edge sét of G by declaring each
edge{v, w} to lie in E with probability p(G1(v), G1(w)), with these events being independent once the
colours of the vertices have been chosen.

The finitary analogue of thed®ll-Schacht method involves two vertex&kts relatively small onéd” and

a very large oné’*, and generates two random graps= (V, E), G* = (V*, E*) using the same
graphonp. We assume that the large graph is very close to being triangle-free, and in particular we
assume that the triangle density@f is extremely small compared to the sjk& of the smaller graph. On
the other hand, the triangle density Gf is extremely close to the quantity

/0 1 /0 1 /0 (e (. 2oz, ) dadydz. (38)

We may thus assume (with high probability) that this qugnsitvery small - smaller than any quantity
depending only ofil/|.

We then use the nearly triangle-free nature(¥f to obtain a genuinely triangle-free perturbati@df =
(V,E') of G as follows. Pick a large numbé¥ (much larger thariV|) and subdivide the interval, 1]
into NV intervalsly, ..., Iy of equal length. We then define a random njapl” — [0, 1] as follows. For
eachv € V, we look at the colou; (v) € [0, 1] of v; this falls into one of the intervalg of [0, 1]. We then
pick an element of; uniformly at random and call thig,. (Note that different, v’ € V may correspond
to the sameé, but in such cases we pick, ¢, independently; in any event, such collisions will be rare if
N is chosen large enough depending|®f.) This gives rise to a random map: V' — [0, 1]. From the
smallness of38) and the first moment method we see that the quantity

Do p(Gus Cop(Gos Gu)p(Curs Cu) (39)

u,w,weV, distinct
can be made (with high probability) to be as small as desimgetding oV |.
We use this mag to constructG’ = (V, E’) as follows. We will need a small threshetd> 0 depending
on|V|. Let{v,w} be an edge irV'.
o If {v,w} € E, andp(¢,, Cw) > o, we place{v, w} in E’.
o If {v,w} € E, andp(¢y, Cw) < o, we excludgv, w} from E’.

o If {v,w} & Fandp({,, Cw) < 1 — o, we excluddv, w} from E’.

230f course, in the initial setup i [30] no graphon is iniyafirovided. Instead, one takes a hypothetical sequencefdringly
large counterexamples to the local testability claim, page a subsequence which does converge to a graptein Lemmd3.2P),
selects two widely separated elements of this sequencehandipplies the argument described here.
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o If {v,w} & Eandp((y,Cw) < 1— o, we place{v, w} in E'.

One can check (i39)is sufficiently small) that’ is genuinely triangle-free; meanwhile, from the Lebesgue
differentiation theorem we know thatis approximately constant on most cellsx I;; sinceG is gen-
erated using, this can be used to show th@tand G’ differ in a relatively small number of edges if the
parameters are selected correctly (it is here that it is ¢althat N is large compared withV|). Note
however that the rule generating from G is not local in nature, as it requires an initial assignmefitao
real number, € [0, 1] to each vertex and thus requires far more “memory” than is available to adbc
modification rule. Also, the “complexityV of the modification procedure here has to be large compared
with V', and in particular this procedure would not workUf were infinite.

Now we briefly sketch the Alon-Shapira approach to constiget’. Here we will not use the large graph
G*, and work solely withG. We assume thaf is close to triangle-free, thus we may assume B8&) is
small; but now the bound is much weaker. More precisely, fyrda> 0, we may assume th@&8) is less
thand, but only if|V| is sufficiently large depending an we no longer have the luxury of assumi@j)
to be arbitrarily small depending oW

We now construct the perturbatid®’ by a variant of the Bdl-Schacht method. We pick &hwhich is
moderately large, but noimdependenof |V, and create the intervalg, . .., Iy as before; this induces
a partition V. = V; U... U Vy of V into cells which (with high probability) are of roughly edusize.
Rather than assign a numbéy € [0, 1] to each vertex € V, we now only assign a numbéy € I, for
eachl < i < N, drawn uniformly at random frond; and independently for each We then construct
G’ = (V,E') as follows forv € V;,w € V}, this time with a threshold > 0 that is small compared with
N, butindependent dV/|:

o If {v,w} € E,i+# j,andp(¢, ;) > o, we place{v, w} in E'.
o If {o,w} € B, i # j,andp(¢i. ()

If {v,w} & E,i # j, andp(¢i, ()
If {v,w} & E,i+# j,andp((, () < 1 — o, we place{v, w} in E'.

o, we excluddv, w} from E’.

<
<1-o0,we excludgv,w} fromE’.

e If i = j, we excludgv, w} from E’.

This procedure will (ifV is large enough to ensurg8) sufficiently small depending oW, o) create a
triangle-free graphG’ which is close (with high probability) t6'. TechnicallyG’ is not obtained front

from a local modification rule; however, the rule that deddehen an edgév, w} belongs toG’ depends
only on whethefv, w} lies in G, and on the celld/, V; thatv, w lie in. As mentioned before, tHé

can be viewed as a Szeradr partition of the grapiG. Another way to obtain a Szenéeli partition is to
select a number of random vertices . . ., vy and use the neighbourhoods of these vertices to determine
a partition; see e.g.[[19]. Using such a regularisation ieatl of the one based on the intervéis. .., I,,,

one can eventually obtain a local modification rule that rnep&- to a triangle-free graph and which only
modifies a small number of edges on the average; we omit tadgjethich could in principle be extracted
from the argument in [6] using random vertex neighbourhomdggularise graphs as in [19].

The connection of the notions in Definition 3141 to the thasd®efinitions[ I.IB[1.31 is given by the
following correspondence principle.

Proposition 3.45(Correspondence principlelet K be a finite palette, and IeéP be a hereditaryK -
property.
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() If P isinfinitarily testable with one-sided error, théhis testable with one-sided error.

(ii) If P isinfinitarily strongly locally repairable, thef® is strongly locally repairable.
Proof. Let k& denote the order oK. We first prove (i). Suppose for contradiction thatis infinitarily
testable with one-sided error but not testable with oneesgtror. Carefully negating all the quantifiers, we

conclude that there exists an error tolerance 0 and a sequend®,, € K () of K-coloured hypergraphs
on finite vertex set¥,, with |V,,| > max(n, k), which increasingly locally obef in the sense that

. {We (‘;“> Gy lwe 7><W>H >1-— 1, (40)

()]

but is far fromP in the sense that for any, there does not exist arty/, € P(V») for which

3

@ {We (:) G lwt G, LWH <. (41)

From [40) and the hereditary nature/@fwve easily see that

1 Va

lim V—HW6< >:Gn LWEP(W)Hzl (42)

e ()] N
for all fixed N > 1.
We now arbitrarily extend eaci,, € K(V») to a K-coloured continuous!,, on V,, as in Examplé 1.24,
endowing eactV,, with uniform probability measure,,. By Definition[3.16, we thus have a sequence of
exchan@ablé(-recipes@n o7, : pt — K. From [42) (and the fact th&V,,| — co asn — oo) we see
that theG,, o 7,, increasingly entaiP in the sense that

n—oo

forany N > 1.

By Lemmd3.2P, and passing to a subsequence if necessanaywssume that,, o, converges vaguely
to an exchangeablE-recipey : pt — K. From [43) (and the fact th@(™) is clopen) we conclude that
pND(PUNDY = 1 for all N. By RemarK3.40, we conclude thatlmost entailsP.

Let S be a countably infinite vertex set. We now invoke Theorerh 8.dltain a sub-Cantor paletf&, a
natural transformatiof : K¥S — Z and a colouring: : Z — K such that\ o 4% : pt — Z is a regular
exchangeabl&-recipe. From[(35) we see thab A o %S = p, thusg o A o ¥ almost entailsP.

Letd be a small number (depending erandk) to be chosen later. AR is infinitarily testable with one-
sided error, we can find a weakly continuous natural transétion? : Z — K that almost entail® such
that

/ T([k])(z)(K([k])\{g([k])(Z)}) dAFD o N([k]LﬂS)(z) < 4. (44)
A
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The situation can be summarised by the commutative diagram

L

K P
T
gos A Ll B gt p (45)
us Ao pts M
pt pt pt

where the two map¥, % are close in the sense 6f {36). The fact thalmost entails® means that it in
fact factors through the inclusion map P — K, and similarly forT.

Fix thisT', and letn be a large integer to be chosen later. We perform the follgwamdom construction.
Let N be the natural numbers (actually, we could use any countafifjte vertex set here). Let ¢ VN
be a point drawn at random with law (or equivalentlyz) : N — V,, is a random function fronN to

V). Then the point
—(N)
2= AN (9) (46)

is a random point irZ ™) with law (A o G, o 7)™,

After choosingy and hence, letG € K™ be drawn at random with la@ ™) (z). By construction ofl’,
we see thafs almost surely obey®.

We now claim that for sufficiently large we have

PEYD(z ) #£G ) <6 (47)

foralle € (12) As the joint distribution of z, G) is exchangable with respect to the actiofgff N, N),

we see that the probability on the left is independent of tigiae ofe, and so it suffices to verify (47)
for e = [k]. SinceT is a natural transformation, we observe that for fixeds |};; has the distribution

T (2 |yy). Also, z | has the distributiom\([’“])o(é_nom)([k]%). We can thus re-express the left-hand
side of [47) as

T([k])(Z)(K([k])\{g([k])(z)}) AAED o (@_no W)([k]wS) (2).
Z(kD

But asT' is weakly continuous, the integrand here is continuouscéS(iTy1 o 7, converges vaguely tg,
the claim [4Y) thus follows froni_(44).

Now letM = M,, be alarge integer (depending 31}, | ande) to be chosen later. The verticeél), ...,y (M) €
V,, are drawn uniformly at random, so by the law of large numbersee (ifM is sufficiently large) that
with probability at least /2, that we have

M 2M
m §|{m€[M]:¢(m):v}|§m (48)

forall v € V,,. (Note that it is crucial here that is taken large compared ¥, |; it is because of this that
we only obtain testability here rather than local repaiigbj
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We now condition on the event that{48) holds. Because théatdvas probability at leasl/2, we see that
after this conditioning¢7 still continues to obefP almost surely, and froni (47) we have

P (z ) #G ) < 6 (49)

foralle € (7).

Foranyv € V,,, letm, € [M] be chosen uniformly and independently at random from thérset [M] :

1(m) = v}, which is non-empty by (48). This gives us a random functiog Inj(V;,, N) which partially
invertsy. We then define the hypergragt, € K(V») by the formulaG’, := K™ (G). From [46) we
also have?,, = K™ (kM) (2)).

SinceG almost surely obey®, the hypergraplt’, = K(™)(G) does also. Froni{48)[(#9), and the
construction ofn we also see that

S PG lw# Gl Lw) < 8 Inj([k], Vi) ;
we(t)

by linearity of expectation, we thus have
1
1491

Thus by the the first moment method, there exists a detertigihigoergraptG’, € P(V») such that

E(

HW € (1]/:) (G lw# G LWH) < 6.

1 Vi

v {WG ( ) 1 Gy lw# G, LWH<<k J.

1¥9] b

Choosing’ sufficiently small depending an we obtain[(41l), which is a contradiction. This concludes th
proof of (i).

Now we prove (ii). Suppose for contradiction thatis infinitarily strongly locally repairable but not
strongly locally repairable. Carefully negating all theaqtifiers, we conclude that there exists an error
tolerances > 0 and a sequence df -coloured continuous hypergrapls.,,),>1, each on a different
probability spacéV,,, B,,, v, ), which increasingly obef in the sense that

lim 2@ M (0) € PIVDY @V (v) = 1
N —o00 VTEN]

for every N, but such that for each, there does not exist any modification rdle= (A, T') entailingP
with | A| < n for which

/ / (TG ™ (w) # @ (W) d ) (w) <. (50)
vA JVIE]

As in the proof of (i), we may assume after passing to a sulesempithat the exchangeabierecipes
G, o7y, : pt — K converge vaguely to an exchangeakileecipey : pt — K which almost entail$.

Let S be a countably infinite vertex set. As before, we invoke ThedB.1 to obtain a sub-Cantor palette
Z and natural transformations : K% — Z andx : Z — K, with A o u¥% : pt — Z is a regular
exchangeabl&-recipe, and with o A o 1 almost entailing? (by (33)).
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As P is infinitarily strongly locally repairable, we can find a detinistically continuous natural transfor-
mationT : Z — G entailingP such that

AWD o (K99) (1 ¢ ZRD . PR (5) 2 7D (2))) < . (51)

The situation is once again depicted byl(45), except withatbakly continuoud” replaced by the deter-
ministically continuoud’".

Now consider the map
(T o A)IF) . g (K9S) _y g (k)

This is a continuous map from the sub-Cantor sp&¢&!“S) to the finite spacd (). As such, all of its
level sets are clopen, and thus factor througt¥!*4) for some finite subset of S. In other words, we

can find a finite sefl € S and a continuous maﬁ([k]) - K(F9A) 5 g (k) sych that
(T o A)F) = 7D ng])

where@ . K¥S 5 K¥4 s the restriction natural transformation. If we then defime natural transfor-
mationT : K¥4 — K by requiring that

) (])

K(¢)OT(V :T( o K®

for all vertex setd” and all¢ € Inj([k], V'), one easily verifies thak is well-defined, is a deterministically
continuous natural transformation, and that the diagram

Kea T g
TrrA TT (52)
KwS A, 7

commutes. (The reader may wish to connect this diagramhegeitith [45%), withT again replaced b§’
of course.) In particulag,T, A) is a local modification rule in the sense[0f1.27.

SinceT entailsP, we see from[{532) and the surjectivity of, thatT also entailsP. By chasing all the
definitions we conclude that the local modification r(ilg A) also entailsP.

Now we turn to[(5lL). Froni{32) and the structure theorem (T&@3.1) we can rewrite this as
+ & [k
p(FeA) (1 ¢ gksa) 7l D(H) £ H |y} <e
Since the set here is clopen, afig o 7, converges vaguely to, we conclude that
(G o 7m) W98 ({1 e KW Ty 2y oy < e

for all sufficiently largen. But the left-hand side can be rearranged using Definti@dl And Definition

[L.27 as
/ / I(Tv(Gn)([k])(w)#_Gn([k])(w)) vk (w)dvA (v).
va vy

But this contradictd(30) (for sufficiently large). This concludes the proof of (ii). O

In view of the above correspondence principle, the Theofem$1.6[1.7[ 118 now follow immediately
from the following four infinitary counterparts respective
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Proposition 3.46(Every hereditary directed hypergraph property is tesfalilet K be a finite palette, and
let P be a hereditaryiK-property. TherP is infinitarily testable with one-sided error.

Proposition 3.47 (Every hereditary undirected graph property is locallyaiegble) Let K be a finite
palette of order at most, and letP be a hereditary undirecteff -property. TherP is infinitarily strongly
locally repairable.

Proposition 3.48(Every weakly monotone directed hypergraph property igllgaepairable) Let K be
an ordered finite palette, and &t be a weakly monoton& -property. Ther is infinitarily strongly locally
repairable.

Proposition 3.49(Every partite hypergraph property is locally repairableg¢t K be an finite palette of
orderk > 1, and letP be a partite hereditary< -property. TherP is infinitarily strongly locally repairable.

We will prove these four propositions in future sectionsthvthe proof of Propositions 3.U[7, 3148, 3.49
being started in Sectidn 3.4, after some preliminaries ti®e3.3, and Propositidn 3.46 being started in
Sectiori3.b. For now, we reinterpret the negative resudtafBectiod R by indicating why infinitary strong
local repairability failé] for directed graph properties or undirected hypergrappgnttes of ordex 3.

3.2.1 Directed graph properties are not infinitarily strongly repairable

We begin by recasting the argument in Secfiod 2.1 in the iafipisetting. LetZ; = C C R be the
standard middle-thirds Cantor set consisting of numbe[8,it] whose bas8 expansion consists only of
0s and2s with Cantor measur€; = pc (which would be the law of a random ba3estring in [0, 1]
consisting of0s and2s); by Examplé_3.23, this induces a natural transformafipn pt — Z<;. We
setZ := (pt, Z1,{0,1}) andk := 2, and letP, : Z.» — Z be the natural transformation defined by

PV)(z) = 6. x ey Q) (z |.) for all vertex sets” andz € ZY,, whereQU"w}(2) is the law

of the directed grapi@s in {0, 1}5{""" defined byGs (v, w) := Z(z(v) < z(w)) and Ga(w,v) =
Z(z(w) < z(v)). Thenu := P, o Py is a regular exchangeahlerecipe. We letX := {0,1}5 and let
k : Z — K be the colouring map which is the identity on the second carapband trivial on the zeroth
and first components. Then we easily check that . almost entails th€0, 1}»-propertyP of being

a total ordering (as in Sectidn 2.1). However, one cannot dimg deterministically continuous natural
transformatioril’ : Z — K which entailsP, because ang-coloured hypergraph € Z(V) which has a
pairv, w of vertices which are indistinguishable in the sense that) = z;(w) andzz (v, w) = 2z2(w, v),
will necessarily map undéf to a directed grapti € KV) such thatGs (v, w) = G (w, v), which implies
thatG cannot obeyP. Thus the{0, 1}2-propertyP is not infinitarily strongly repairable.

One can view the argument in Sectionl2.1 that shows Fhé not strongly repairable as the finitary
analogue of the argument above. (The much more complicaeubustration thaP is also not weakly
repairable does not seem to have an easily describablaanfimiounterpart.)

3.2.2 < 3-uniform hypergraph properties are not infinitarily strong ly repairable

Now let Z; = C U {R}, whereC is the middle-thirds Cantor set atitlis an abstract “red” point, and let
Q1 = %Mc + %6R, thus the red point has masg2 and the Cantor set has total mdgge. We setZ :=
(pt, Z1,{0,1},{0,1}) andk := 3, thus by ExamplE-3:23), induces a natural transformatid¢h : pt —

24The authors in fact discovered this failure at the infinitiyel first, and only converted it to the finitary counterexd®s in
Sectio 2 afterwards, and with some non-trivial effort.
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Z<1. We then define a natural transformatiBn: Z<; — Z<, by P{")(2) := 6. x Hee(‘é) Q¥ (2 1),

whereQ'"*(z) is the law of the random graph 0, 1}{"*’*) which is complete with probability /2
and empty otherwise i, (v) # z;(w), and always empty when (v) = z;(w). We then define a natural

transformationPs : Z<o — Z by PB(V)(z) =0, X Hee(V) Qge)(z le)s Whernge)(z) is the law of the

random hypergraph if0, 1}&6) which is empty unless can be expressed &s, b, b’} wherez;(r) = R,
z1(b) > z1 () liein C, z(r,b) = 1, andz(r,b’) = 0, in which case the hypergraph is complete. Then
w:= P30 P, o Py is aregular exchangeahbferecipe. If we letk := (pt, {0,1},{0,1},{0,1}), and let

k : Z — K be the colouring which is trivial on the zeroth componerg,ittentity on the second and third
components, and magsto 0 and R to 1 on the first component, one verifies thiat 1 almost entails the
K-propertyP defined in Sectioh 212.

Now let V' := {ry,79,b1,b2} be an abstract set with four elements, and consideZteeloured hyper-
graphs: € Z(V) such that

° 21(7”1) = 21(7”2) =R andzl(bl) = Zl(bg) S C;
° 22(7”1,1)1) = Zg(?‘g,bg) =1 andzg(rl,bg) = Zg(?‘g,bl) =0;

e z is symmetric with respect to the morphisime Inj(V, V') which swaps+ andrq, and swap$;
andb,.

If T : Z — K is a deterministically continuous natural transformatoal G := 7")(z) € K(V), then
we see that7 is also symmetric with respect to the morphignmentioned above. I7; = k1 o z; and
Gy = 29, then we also haV@l(’l’l) = Gl(’l’g) =1, Gl(bl) = Gl(bg) =0, GQ(’I’l,bl) = GQ(TQ,bQ) =1
andGs(r1,b2) = Ga(ra, b1) = 0. But this implies that eithel; > ,, b2 andby >¢ ., b1 are both true,
or by >¢.r, b1 andb; >¢ ., b are both true, which in either case is incompatible Vifitentailing P.
Thus the only way thaf’ can entailP is if we haveGy # k1 0 z; or Gy # 2z, forall z € Z(V) of the above
form. But this can be shown to be inconsistent viitbbeying [36) for: sufficiently small, and s@ is not
infinitarily strongly locally repairable.

One can perform a similar infinitary translation of the scemim Sectior 2.B; we leave this to the reader.

3.3 The asymptotics of increasingly fine colourings

Much of our analysis will revolve around the colouring of afinite paletteZ by a finite paletted; such
colouring is roughly analogous to that of dividing the vees (or lower-order edges) of a graph (or hyper-
graph) into cells, as is done in the graph and hypergrapHagtulemmas. We will need a notion of a
statement becoming asymptotically true for “sufficienthefi colourings, similar to how a graph becomes
increasingly regular as one partitions the vertices interfand finer cells, or how a measurable function
increasingly resembles a continuous one when viewed atdimeffiner scales. In this section we set out
some notation that will help us achieve these goals.

Definition 3.50 (Colouring topology) Let Z be a sub-Cantor palette of order at mdst For each0 <
Jj < k, we letCol;(Z) denote the collection of all finite-algebrass of Z; that are generated by clopen

sets, and leCol(Z) := H;?:O Col;(Z). Note that every colouring = (a;)32, : Z — A generates an
element3, = (B.,)}_, of Col(Z), whereB,, is theo-algebra of Z; is generated by the level sets of
aj : Zj — A;. (The mapsy; for j > k are trivial and thus of no consequence.)
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We endowCol(Z) with the topology whose sub-basic open sets take the form
{(B))f_o € Col(Z) : Bi D F(Biya, ..., Br)} (53)

where0 < i < kandF : Col;11(Z) x ... x Coli(Z) — Col;(Z) is an arbitrary function. Thus a set
is open if it is the union of sets which are finite intersectiof sets of the forr63). We make the simple
but important observation that the intersection of finitelgny non-empty open setsGiol(Z) is again a
non-emptyopen set.

Leta : Z — A be a colouring. A statement involvigis said to holdfor sufficiently fine« if there exists
a non-empty open sét C Col(Z) such that the statement holds wheneBgre U. If ¢(a) € Ris a

real-valued quantity dependiléon a, ande., is a real number, we say thata) tends tac., asa — oo,

and writelim, —, o0 ¢(@) = coo OF ¢(@) = Coo +0a—00 (1), if fOr everye > 0, the statemenjt(a) —co| < €

is true for sufficiently fine.

Remark 3.51. Readers familiar with the hypergraph regularity lemma megall that in order to usefully
regularise a hypergraph of ordédr on a vertex set’, one must partition each of the edge cIasé?)‘» for

1 < j < kinto cells. Typically, the regularisation will only be uskff the partitions for lower values of
are sufficiently fine compared to higher valueg cdis the lower order partitions are used to regularise the
higher order ones. Our notion of sufficiently fine colourimyshe above definition captures the infinitary
analogue of this phenomenon.

One can treat the limitx — oo much like a sequential limit. — oo. For instance, any finite linear
combination of quantities which arg,_, (1) is alsoo,—«(1). More generally, we have

Lemma 3.52(Dominated convergence theorenhbet Z be a sub-Cantor palette, and IeX, v) be a prob-
ability space. For each colouring : Z — A, let F,, : X — [—1,1] be a measurable function. If we
have

lim F,(z)=0 (54)

a—r00

for v-almost every: € X, then we have

lim F, dv(z) =0.

a—r 00 X

Proof. By splitting F, into positive and negative components we may assume th#telf,, are non-
negative. Let > 0 be arbitrary. Since

/ Fodv(z) <e+v({z € X :Fy(z) >e})
b

it will suffice to show thatf, convergesto zero in measure, in the sensetffat € X : F,(z) >¢}) <e
for all sufficiently finea (depending on).

Since any sub-Cantor space has at most countably many céusets, we see that the §kil(Z7) is at
most countable. We can thus find a sequemg®f colourings whose associatedalgebrad3,,, exhaust
Col(Z). From this and the hypothesis{54), we see that

o0

I/(ﬂ{IEX:Fan(I) >e})=0.

n=1

25Technically, the class of all colourings on a given paléftés not a set, so that here is a class function rather than a function,
but one can rectify this by any number of artificial expedieffdor instance by forcing all palettes to take values in tteo§integers.
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By the monotone convergence theorem, we thus have

N
V(m{xGX:Fan(I)>E})<€

n=1

for some finiteN. Takinga to be finer thany,, . . . , ay, the claim follows. O

An important principle for us will be.ittlewood'’s principle which asserts that measurable functions are
almost continuous at sufficiently fine scales. We shall needdllowing technical version of this principle.

Lemma 3.53(Littlewood’s principle) LetZ be a sub-Cantor palette of ordér> 0, and leta : 7 — A
be a colouring ofZ. LetV be a finite vertex set, and let< j < k. Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert

space, letu € Pr(Z j ) be a probability measure, and lét : Z(J) — H be a bounded measurable
function; we allowH, ., F' to depend omJH,.. , o, V, but they must be independentgf . . ., ;. For

anya € A( ) letc, ¢ z. V) be the set, := (@=;("))~*({a}). ThenF is almost continuous on most
cellsC, |nthe sense that

> uc) [ .

V)
a€A_;

d(/L'Ca)(Z) = Oa—)oo(l)a

9= [, P dc)w)

H

where the conditioningu|C,) is defined in AppendIx]A, and we adopt the convention thatuherand
vanishes whep(C,) = 0.

Proof. Fix V, j, aj41, . . ., oy, Which then fixedd, i, F, and lete > 0. It suffices to show that

> /L(Ca)/z(‘;)

V)
ac€Al;

d(p|Co)(z) <

P = [, Flw) dulCw)

H
for all sufficiently finec;.

As the topology on(:‘;) has a countable base of clopen sets, we can approximatedhddmmeasurable

function F to within O(e) in L*(x) norm by a finite linear combinatiof¥ of indicator functions of clopen
sets. Then we have

> u(Ca)/(V) 1F(2) = G(2)[| d(p|Ca)(2) = | F = Gl <€
acAY) 7=
and similarly (by the triangle inequality)
> / N / o P dC @)= [ 6w diC) )l diC)(:) < | PGl < &
aGA(V) =J

so by the triangle inequality again, it suffices to show that

> H(Ca)/zv 1G(2) — " G(w) d(p|Ca)(w)|[a d(p|Ca)(2) < &

V)
ac€Al;

for all sufficiently finea;. But by the nature ofs we see tha€x will constant on all of the cell§’, if o is
fine enough. The claim follows. O

53



3.4 Reduction of repairability to non-exchangeable repaiability

We need to prove three infinitary strong local repair re@lusamely Proposition 3.47 which addresses
undirected graph properties; Propositlon_8.48, which eskirs monotone hypergraph properties; and
Propositior 3.49, which addresses partite hypergraphepties. We shall deduce all three propositions
from the following somewhat technical proposition thattpers to arbitrary hereditary hypergraph prop-
erties, which, instead of constructing a deterministicatintinuous natural transformatidn: 7 — K

that entailsP, settles for constructing a single mép: A(Y) — P(V) on a very large but finite vertex set
V', which satisfies the locality properfy {31) but not the exadeability property[(30). More precisely, we
have

Proposition 3.54(Non-exchangeable repair of hereditary propertie®t K be a finite palette of order
k > 0, let P be a hereditaryK -property, letZ be a sub-Cantor palette, let : Z — K be a colouring,
and lety : pt — Z be a regular exchangeablg-recipe such thak o . almost entailsP. Then for any
colouringa : Z — A which refines: througho (as in Definitio3.14) and any finite vertex 3ét there
exists a mag/ : AV) — PV) which islocal in the sense that for any/ ¢ V and anya,a’ € V with
a lw=d |w,we have/(a) |w= U(a’) |w, and which locally resemblgg"” in the sense that

@o ) () > 1 = 0asoc(1) (55)

whereQ; ¢ AUFD is the set of alb € A(F) such thatk () (U (a)) = 51¥D (b) for all ¢ € Inj([k], V) and
a € AV) with A®) (a) = b, and the expression, (1) is uniform in the choice of .

Remark 3.55. The fact that the erroo,, .~ (1) is uniform inV" is crucial for establishing testability prop-
erties for general propertie®. Without this uniformity, one would only be able to test pudies that were
equivalent to forbidding a finite number of induced hypepra (We will eventually be generating this
finite setV from the Alon-Shapira finitisation trick, Remark 3.40, arsdsaich there is no good control as
to the size oV other than that it is finite.) The need to pass from the finitérgeto the infinite setting,
but then back again to the finite setting, is somewhat anaisdo the presence of several regularisations
in the Alon-Shapira argument|[6] at radically different dea; roughly speaking, the finest such regulari-
sation corresponds to the infinitary framework here, but tiehave to treat the remaining regularisations
finitarily.

In the remainder of this section we show how Proposition]3»dlies the three infinitary strong local
repair results. We begin with the repairability of weaklymatone hypergraph properties.

Proof of Propositio 3.48 assuming Proposition 3.34t K be an ordered finite palette of order> 0,
let P be a weakly monoton& -property, letZ be a sub-Cantor palette, let: Z — K be a colouring,
and lety : pt — Z be a regular exchangeablerecipe such that o ;. almost entailsP, and lete > 0.
Our task is to locate a deterministically continuous ndtineansformatiorni’” : Z — K entailing which
obeys[(36). Note (as observed in Renfark B.42) th&t esdeterministically continuous, the left-hand side
of ([38) simplifies to

pFD ({2 e ZUD . D () £ 7R (2)}).

Leta : Z — A be a sufficiently fine colouring to be chosen later; note thatf fine enough we may
assume that = o o « for some colouringr : A — K. We will find a deterministically continuous natural
transformatior : A — K entailing’P with the property that

(o)™ ({pe AW sED () £ 5D (B)}) = 0000 (1). (56)

26Readers who are only interested in the testability resujt skip ahead to Sectidn 3.5.
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Once we do this, Propositidn 3148 follows by settiig= S o & and takingx sufficiently fine.

It remains to locate a natural transformati®with the required properties. We first use a finitisatiorkto€
Alon and Shapira. Observe (from Remiark3.40) that if a detéstically continuous natural transformation
S : A — K doesnot entail P, then there exists a finite integaf such thatS(ND) (A(ND) ¢ pUIND,
This integerN ostensibly depends ofi; however, sinced and K are both finite palettes, the number
of deterministically continuous natural transformatighs A — K which do not entailP is also finite.
Thus (by enlargingV if necessary) one can makéindependent of. In other words, there exiftkan

N = Ny i p Which serves aseertificatefor P in the following sense: it : A — K is a deterministically
continuous natural transformation such that

S([N])(A([N])) c ’p([N])7 (57)
thenS entailsP.

Fix this value ofN; by increasingV if necessary we may assum&> k. Our objective is now to locate a
deterministically continuous natural tranformati§n A — K that obeys[(56) and(57).

LetV := [N]. We apply Proposition 3.54 to obtain a local nidp A(IN) — PN obeying [Gh).

We will now uselU and the weakly monotone nature®f to build the deterministically continuous natural
transformatiors : A — K. We first define the mag((V) : AUND — K (IND py the formula

SUND(q) = N KPU) (58)
$EInj([N],[N])

for all a € AUND, where the meet ok -coloured hypergraphs was defined in Definifion 1..40 (no& th
this operation is both commutative and associative). Singe) € P(V) andP is weakly monotone, we
see that[(57) holds.

The mapS(M) is clearlyInj([N], [N])-equivariant; sincé’ is local, S(IVD) is also. From this (and the
assumptionV > k) we see thas([MD) extends uniquely to a deterministically continuous natigasfor-
mation$ : A — K.

Finally, it remains to verify[(56). Fronf_(58) we see that

S([k])(b) — /\ K(“b)(U(a))
a€ AUND geInj([k],[N]): A (a)=b

forallb € AU*), The claim[56) now follows froni(35). O
Now we turn to the repairability of undirected graph projesst

Proof of Propositio 3.47 assuming Propositlon 3.8 increasing: and adding some dummy palettes if
necessary we can take= 2. We then repeat the proof of Propositfon 3.48, witta finite palette of order
at most2 andP a hereditary undirectell -property, and le, «, u, o, A, o, N be as in the previous proof.
As before, our objective is to locate a deterministicallytiouous natural transformatio$l : A — K
obeying [56) and(37). The main difference is that we will Bsansey theory instead of monotonicity to
constructsS.

Let V be a sufficiently large finite vertex set (dependingon4, K) to be chosen later. We apply Propo-
sition[3.54 to obtain a local mdp : AV) — P(V) obeying [Gh).

27Note however that thidV is ineffectivelyfinite, as one needs to solve a “halting problem” i order to compute it.
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We now use Ramsey-theoretic tools to resttidio a smaller vertex set on which one has more monochro-
maticity; in these arguments we will rely crucially on thetfthatk is equal ta2.

SinceU is local, we see thal/ uniquely defines a mapyy : AW) — PW) « KW forall W c V,
defined by requirind/y (a |w) = U(a) |w for all a € AW). Applying this with 1 = () we obtain
amaplUy : Ay — K. Applying this instead with” = {v} equal to a singleton set, we obtain a map
U, : Ag x A1 — Ky x K1. The number of possible map5 is finite, and so by the pigeonhole principle
we can find a subsét’ ¢ V and amagd/; : Ag x A1 — Ky x K; such thatl/, = U; forallv € V',
Furthermore, we can maRé' as large as desired (depending®nA, K) by makingV sufficiently large
(depending onv, A, K).

We would like to perform the same analysis for doubleton Béts- {v, w}, but one runs into a difficulty
that there is dnj([2], W)-ambiguity when trying to identifyd("") (for instance) with4, x A? x A2. We
shall rectify this byad hoccombinatorial trickery wher: = 2 by exploiting the undirected nature &,
but the ambiguity is much more seriBsvhenk > 3 (even for undirecte@®) when one has to consider
tripleton setdV = {u, v, w} or worse, and indeed as we see from Thedreimn 1.9, the analbBuepmsition
[3.47 fails in this case.

We turn to the details. Let/ be a large number depending 8h) A, K to be chosen later. I (and hence
V) is chosen sufficiently large depending bfy A, K, we can find disjoint set®;, ., in V' for ag € Ay
anda; € Ay such thalV,, ., > M.

Supposeiy € Ag anday,a) € A;. Then we can define a mdp,,.» : A2 — Ko foranyv € Vg, o,
andv’ € Vao,a;, DY settingUy,v (az) := Ugy,py(a)2(v,0’) for all az € A, wherea ¢ A{v'D s the
undirected hypergraph defined explicitly by

ao() := ap;a1(1) = ay;a1(2) := a};az(1,2) = az(2,1) = as.

Now we crucially use the fact th&® is undirected to conclude thét, ,, = U, ,. ThusU, , can be
viewed as describing K;‘z-coloured graplG,, on the vertex se@)aleA1 Vao.a, fOr eachay € Ap, and
in particular defining bipartite graphs betwegl, ., andV,, .~ whena;, # a}. Applying Ramsey’s
theorem (as well as the bipartite Ramsey the@ézmepeatedly, we thus conclude (i is sufficiently
large depending ofV, A, K) that we can find subsetg] C Vag,a, fOrag € Ap anda; € A, of size

0,21
!
Vagarl =N (59)
such thatG,, is monochromatic oV, , x Va’0 o forallag € Ag anday,a) € A; (not necessarily
, .}

distinct). In other words, we can find maps§, 4,,q; : A2 — Kz foray € Ap and a,ay € A; with
Uag.ar.ar = Uag.a’ o, SUChthal, v = Uy a, .0 forallv e V. . andv’ € V! .
El Ed Ehad ’ ) thad | ag,al

aop,a1

Let us place an arbitrary total orderirgon K5, which in particular defines a minimum functionin :
Ky x K9 — K. We now define a deterministically continuous natural tfamsationS : A — K by
setting

S (a)o() == Up(ao)
S(W)(a)l(w) = Ui(agp, a1(w))1

S(W)(a)g(w, w/) = min(Uao,al(w),a1(w’)(a2 (w, w’)), Uao,al(w),al(w’)(a2(w/7 w)))

28gpecifically, the problem is that the colour i3 that U(a) assigns to &8-edge {u, v, w} depends not only on the ver-
tex coloursa(u), a1 (v),a1(w) € A; and the3-edge colouras(u,v,w) € As, but also depends on thzedge colours
a2 (u,v), a2 (v, w),a2(w,u) € A2, in a manner which may not be completely symmetric, even wher undirected. Unsur-
prisingly, it is this potential for asymmetry within an uneiited hypergraph property which is exploited in Sectio@sand 2.B.

29gee for instancé [16,1.2, 5.1] for statements and proofs of these theorems. Ttheseems can be deduced from Theofenh 1.6
by a slight modification of the arguments used to prove Cargll.38, but we of course cannot do so here as that would tidair
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for all vertex setd? and alla € A™). One easily verifies thel is indeed a deterministically continuous
natural transformation. Now we verify (67).dfe A(IND | observe (fron{(39)) that we can find a morphism
® € Inj([N], V) such thatb(n) € V, | ar () for all n € [N]. Define the symmetrisatiofi € K (M) of
anyG € KN by definingGo := Go, G1 := Gi1, andGa(n,m) = min(Ga(n,m), G2(m,n)) for all
(n,m) € Inj([2], [N]); in particular,G = G wheneveiG is undirected. By chasing all the definitions we
see that

S (a) = K (U (b))
for anyb € AV) with A(®)(b) = a. SinceU (b) obeysP and is thus undirected, we obtain57) as desired.

Finally, we verify [56). Leth ¢ A(¥) be drawn at random with la@ o 1)(*)), and letG := 7*) (p) €
K, By (B8), we see that with probability— 0, (1) we have

K9U(a)) =G (60)

whenever € Tnj([k],V) anda € AV) satisfiesA(®) (a) = b; let us now condition on this event. Since
U(a) € PV), we conclude thati € P*D; in particular,G is undirected.

To prove [G6), it will suffice to show thag((*) (b)) = G. In view of the definition ofS, it will suffice to
show that

Go() = Uo(bo)

G1(i) = U1 (bo, b1 (i) )1

G2(i, 5) = Uy b, (i) ,b: () (b2(4, 7))
Ga(i,5) = Upg by ()b () (D2(5, 7))

for all distincts, j € [k]. But these claims all follow froni (60) and the definitioni@f, U1, Uy, b, (),6. (J)
by choosingp appropriately.

Finally, we establish the repairability of partite hypexgh properties.

Proof of Proposition 3.49 assuming Proposit[on 3.%3nce again we repeat the proof of Proposition3.48,
with K a finite palette of ordek > 1 andP a partite hypergrapi -property, and le¥, k, i, o, A, 0, N

be as in the previous proof. As before, our objective is t@lea deterministically continuous natural
transformationS : A — K obeying [56) and (87). In this case we will use partite Rankeypry instead

of Ramsey theory or monotonicity to construtt

Let M be a large integer (depending 8f A, K) to be chosen later. We 1&f := [M] x Ay, thusW is

the disjoint union of the setg,, := [M] x {a1} of cardinality M for a; € A;. We apply Proposition

to obtain a local mafy : A(Y) — P() obeying [55). From locality as before, we also have maps
Uw : AW) 5 PW)forall W C V.

Let0 < j <k, and lety € Inj([5], A1) be a morphism. For any vertices € Vy,1),...,v; € Vi), one
can define a mapy;o, ..o, : AU — PUD by the formula

-1
Upion,...ov; = K@ o U{vl,...,vj} 0 AT

wherev : [j] — {v1,...,v;} isthe bijection that sendgov; for i € [j]. One can view this map as defining

a j-partite j-uniform (73( M)A _coloured hypergraph on the disjoint vertex clasges)., . . ., Vi(j)-
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The number ofj and+ are finite (and independent af7), and the size of the paletté®(1))4"" are

also finite and independent @ff. Thus by applying the partite hypergraph Ramsey theorem ésg
[16, §5.1]) repeatedly, we conclude (i is sufficiently large depending oN, A, K) that there exist sets
V., C Va, of cardinality|V, | = N forall a; € A, such that all the partite hypergraphs mentioned above
are monochromatic, or in other words that for everg j < k andy € Inj([j], A1) there exists a map
Uy AUD — pUiD such thaly,,, ..., = Uy for all vy € Viays -0 € Vi

Fix theV, andUs. We now introduce the deterministically continuous ndttreasformationS : A — K
by definingS™)(a);(¢) € K, for vertex setd¥, hypergraphs: € AW integersd < j < k, and
morphismss € Inj([j], W) according to the following rule. 1% is a partite edge foa (thus the map
ay o ¢ : [j] = Ay is a morphism) then we set

ST(a);(9) = Uayos (A9 (a));(9); (61)
otherwise, if¢ is not a partite edge, we set
S (a);(4) := o;(a;(9)). (62)

One easily verifies tha$ is a strongly natural transformation. Now we verify57).tkec AN pe

arbitrary. Since each of thg; have cardinalityN, we can find a morphisn® : [N] — V such that
®(n) €V, ., foralln € [N]. Letb € AM) be any hypergraph such that® (b) = a. By chasing all the
definitions Eand using the local naturel@j, we conclude that

SIND(a);(¢) = U(b);(® 0 ¢)

forall 0 < j < k and all partite edges < Inj([j], [V]). By Definition[I.42, we conclude th&tN) ()
is partite equivalent td (*) (U (b)). SinceU (b) € P(V) andP is partite, we obtai$ V) (a) € PIND as
required.

Now we prove[(5B). Let € A(¥) be drawn at random with lapvop) (5, and letG := (kD) () e KD,
By (B5), we see with probability — o, (1) that [60) holds whenever € Inj([k], V) anda € AV)
satisfiesA(?) (a) = b. Conditioning on this event, we conclude frdml(61) and thiniteon of the U, that
SUED (b);(¢) = o;(bj(4)) wheneveD < j < kandg¢ € Inj([5], [k]) is a partite edge df. Combining this
with (&2) we obtain[(56). O

To conclude the proof of all our main theorems, it remainssalglish Propositioh 3.46 and Proposition
[3:54. This will be the purpose of the remaining sections.

3.5 Reduction to discretisations of the identity

In the previous sections, we have reduced all of our tediabitd repair claims to two propositions, namely
Propositiori 3.466 anid 3.b4. In this section, we show how tbespositions will follow from the following
two propositions, which assert the existence of two difieneays to approximate the identity natural
transformationdz : Z — Z by more discrete natural transformations that factor thhoa colouring
a:Z — A

Proposition 3.56(First discretisation of the identity)let Z be a sub-Cantor palette of some ordep 0,

and lety : pt — Z be a regular exchangeablg-recipe. Then for any colouring : Z — A there exist
j-independent natural transformatiod, ; : Z<; x A>; = Z<; x As; for each0 < j < k with the
following properties:
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(i) (Qa,; only modifies thg component) For each and each) < j < k, the diagram

Zejx Axj et Z<jx Asj

l l

Z<j X A>j f— Z<j X A>j
commutes, where the vertical arrows denote the obviouggtion natural transformations.

(ii) (Absolute continuity) For each, every finite vertex séf, and everys ¢ A(V), we have
(Qa,k 0...0 Qa,O)(V) (a) < /,L

(iii) (Convergence to the diagonal) Given any finite vertetds and any continuous functiafi : Z(V) x
ZV) = R, we have

lim (/ F(z,2) (Qaxo-..0Quooa@)(z, dz’)) dpV)(z) = F(z,2)duV)(2).
zo») \Jz

a— 00 ZWV)

Example 3.57. Let Z = (pt, Z1) andk = 1 for some sub-Cantor spacg,, and lety, € Pr(Z;) be a
probability measure, which can be identified with an excleatde Z-recipe by Examplg—3.23. Let :

Z — A be a colouring ofZ, let Qo : A — A be the identity map, and |1€p; : A — Z be the natural
transformation defined b@i”(a) = [I,ev Ha, (v) fOr any vertex se¥” anda € AV) where we identify
ZW) with Z} and for anya; € Ay, pa, € Pr(Z;) is the measuréu|C,, ) if u(C,,) > 0 andyu otherwise,
whereC,, := a7 '({a1}). Then one easily verifies th&y, Q; obey the properties described above.
Roughly speaking, the map, maps points in Z; to the uniform distribution on thd; -cell thatz lies in;

as the colouringy gets finer and finer, this map converges to the identity in dagease, which corresponds
to the property (iii) above.

Proposition 3.58(Second discretisation of the identitylet Z be a sub-Cantor palette of some order
k > 0,and lety : pt — Z be a regular exchangeablg-recipe. Then for any colouring : Z — A
there exist a sub-Cantor spacé, (which we view as a sub-Cantor palette of ord¢mwith a probability
measurev, € Pr(X,) (which we view as a natural transformatien, : pt — X,), together with a
deterministically continuous natural transformation : A x X, — Z, with the following properties:

(i) (Asymptotic absolute continuity) The measure
¢ o (@o p) ® va) 1) € Pr(Z(FD)

iS 000 (1)-absolutely continuous with respect 0D (see Definitio A12 for a definition ef
absolute continuity).

(ii) (Convergence to the diagonal) Given any finite vertexdsand any continuous functiafi : Z(V) x
zZV) = R, we have

im o (DG (). 2)) du (2)diu V) (5) — V) ()
QLOO/Z(V)/XQFM(!( (2),2)) dva(w)du™)(2) /me,)du ()

Remark 3.59. The situation in the above proposition can be depicted bydhewing diagram,

Z e ZxX, 2P gy x, 7

#T ,LLGBVQT (ao,u)EBuaT 5
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informally speaking, the proposition asserts that the tiglap fromZ x X, to Z is asymptotically abso-
lutely continuous and asymptotically convergent to thienhetp.

Example 3.60.Let Z = (pt,Z;) andk = 1 for some sub-Cantor spacg,, and lety € Pr(Z;) be

a probability measure, which can be identified with an exgjeable Z-recipe by Example_3.23. For
technical reasons we also select an arbitrary elemgntf 7;. Leta : Z — A be a colouring ofZ. For
eacha, € A,, we define the cell,, := afl({al}), and draw(,, € Z; independently at random for each
ay with law (u|Cy, ) if u(Cq,) > 0, or with law §,, otherwise. We then define the natural transformation
(ot A— Z Dby settingg“év)(a)l(v) i= (u, (v) for all vertex setd/, all a € AY), and allv € V; one easily
verifies that this transformation obeys all the requiredpedies; compare this construction with that in
Exampld-3.57. As we shall see in Secfion 3.7, the situatioorbes more complicated whén> 1 due to
the presence of “indistinguishable” pairs of elements4f’) for 1 < j < k which are coupled together,
which forces some modification to the above procedure oftietpeach value of independently.

In the rest of this section we show how Proposifion B.46 feidrom Propositioil 3.36, and Proposition
[3.54 follows by combining Propositidn 3156 with Proposil&.53.

Proof of Propositio 3.46 assuming Propositlon 3.3&t K be a finite palette of some order> 0, let P
be a hereditary-property, letZ be a sub-Cantor palette, let Z — K be acolouring,andlet : pt — Z
be a regular exchangealfferecipe such that o 1 almost entail$?, and lets > 0. Our task is to construct
a weakly continuous natural transformatifn Z — K which almost entail$, and such thaf(36) holds.

Leta : Z — A be asufficiently fine colouring of to be chosen later. We apply Proposifion 8.56 to obtain
natural transformation®., ; : Z<; x A>; = Z<; x A5 for0 < j < k with the stated properties. We
then definel’ = T, : Z — K to be the natural transformation

T:=RoQakro...oQn000.

SinceT factors through the natural transformat®@n Z — A, andA is a finite palette, we see thHtmust
be weakly continuous. Now we verify th&talmost entail. If V is a finite vertex setand e Z(), then
by Propositio 3.56(ii) we see that the probability meadiifé)(z) is absolutely continuous with respect
to (% o uu)(Y). Sincer o p almost entailsP, we see thaP(V) has full measure with respect (& o )"
and hencd (") (z). The claim now follows from Remafk 3.40.

Finally, we need to verify((36). Lef : Z([¥) x Z(¥) — R be the indicator function
F(z,2") .= (R () £ 7 KD (). (63)

Observe thaf" is a continuous function which vanishes on the diagenal 2’, and so by Proposition
[3.58(iii) we have

/ F(z(Qaxo-.-0 Qa0 0@ ™ (2)) duV([k]) < ¢
Z (k)
for sufficiently finea. But by chasing all the definitions we see that this is eqeivaio [36). O

Remark 3.61. Note that we did not use the full strength of Proposition Brb6rder to establish Proposi-
tion[3.46. However we will need to exploit Proposifion 3.5@ethoroughly when establishing Proposition
[3.54 below.

Proof of Propositiof 3.54 assuming Propositlon 3.56 anddexsition 3.58.Let K be a finite palette of or-
derk > 0, let P be a hereditary<-property, letZ be a sub-Cantor palette, let: Z — K be a colouring,
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and letu : pt — Z be a regular exchangealferecipe such that o 1 almost entailsP. Lete > 0. Our
task is to show that if colouring : Z — A is a sufficiently fine colouring which refinesin the sense that
x = o oaforsomes : A — K, then for any finite vertex séf there exists a local map : AV) — P(V)
such that

@o )™ (Qy)>1-e. (64)

Let o be as above. As in the proof of Propositfon 3.46, weHlet Z(*)) x Z([¥)) — R be the indicator
function [63). If« is sufficiently fine, then by Propositibn 3158 we can find a Qantor spaceX,, with a
probability measure : pt — X, and a deterministically continuous natural transformegip: Ax X, —
Z with

| o FGlGo @om) V) du () < /3 (65

such that the'"" o (@ o p) & v4) ¥ is £ /3-absolutely continuous with respectii*)). By Proposition
[A.13, we can find a compact sBt, ¢ A(¥) x X, such that

(@op)@ve)W(E,) <e/3 (66)

and
o Z(E) (@ o p) & va) M) < 1D, (67)

Now let V' be an arbitrary finite vertex set. We et : Z — A’ be another colouring (it will depend Bh
V anda) to be chosen later. We apply Proposition 8.56 to objfaimdependent natural transformations
Quoj:Z<jx Asj— Z<jx A5 for0 < j <k with the stated properties.

For each—1 < j < k in turn, we use th&),. ; to construct random local mayﬁ& A’(V. — Z(V)
recursively as follows. The map. _, : pt — pt is of course the trivial map. Now suppose recurswely that

0 <j <kandthelocalmap’; := UL, ,: A’(V) — Z(V) has already been chosen. For any ( ),

the local magJ” ; then induces a mal’; A’(e — Z(?

e)
<j

with law Q"9 (U UL (acy), ay), wherea<J A’(e anda; € A’ ej) A'S e) are the components mf
From Proposmo@(ﬁ(l) we see that we aImost surely Hwe;ommutatlve diagram

. We then randomly select, independently for

eache, a mapUc; A’( — Z(e) by choosmgU<J€( a) independently at random for eaahe A’(e)

A 6) Z(e)
| 1 | =
At 6) Z(e)

where the vertical arrows are the obvious prOJectlon mapsn@ condition on this probability event.

We then define the local mag.; A’(V) — Z(V) to be the unique local map whose restrictions to each
e € (‘;) are given byU’Sj_’e; the condmon[IEB) (and the local nature ©f ;) ensures that the local map
UZ,; is well-defined.

By the j-independent nature of th@, ; (see Definitiom3.31 and Proposition3.56(i), we see by itidac
onj that forany—1 < j < k and anya € A(S‘;.), the random variabl&’’ ;(a) € Z(S‘;) is distributed

30This introduction of a second colouring has an analogue]iféh in which one uses a fine Szemerédi partition to detide to
colour a coarse Szemerédi partition.
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with law Q< (a), whereQ<; : A<; — Z<; is the unique natural transformation obeying the commusati
diagram

Qqr,j0---0Qq7 o
A —)J ZSj X A>j

1 | =

Q<;
Agg ————  Zg;

where the vertical arrows are the obvious projection natwaasformations. Applying this with =
k, we conclude that for any € A(Y), the random variablé’”, (a) € ZV) is distributed with law
(Qar i © -0 Qar0)V)(a). In particular, we see from Propositibn 3.56(ii) that thstdbution of U~ («)
is absolutely continuous with respecytd”). Sinceo almost entails?, we conclude that(*) o U, (a)
obeysP almost surely. In other words, we see with probabilithat the mape(*)) o U, maps(A4’)(V)
to P(V). We now condition on this probability event. -

We chooser € X, at random with law/,, (independently of all previous random choices), and defiee t
(probabilistic) mag/ = U, : AY) — P(V) by composing together the chain

AW) Jdxeawy oy gy 2 ey e g 20 gy (70)
or in other words by the formula
Un(a) i= (R o UL, 0 0 (V) (a,2) (71)

foralla e AV)

By construction we see that (with probability U, does indeed map.(") to P(V); sinceU.,, is local

andr, o/, ,, are deterministically continuous natural transformagione see thal/,. is also almost surely
local. To establish the clairh (b4), it thus suffices by theoaitailistic method to show that

E@op) ™y )>1—¢.
Accordingly, let us seledi € A(*) at random with law(@ o ;)(¥)). By (€8), we see thath, z) ¢ E,

with probability at least — /3. Also, by [65), we see that*) (b) = (% o ¢, ) ) (b, z) with probability
1 —¢/3. Thus it suffices to show that the event

(b,x) & E, andK 9 (U,(a)) # (Fols) ) (b, ) for somes € Inj([k], V) anda € AV with AP (a) = b
has probability at most/3.
Fix ¢ € Inj([k], V'); by the union bound, it suffices to show that the event
(b,x) & Eq andK @) (U, (a)) # (7o Co) ¥ (b, 2) for somea € AY) with A (a) = b
V-
write z == (b, 2), o/ =&/ (z), ande := ¢([k]). From [71) (or[(7D)) we see that
)=

@(U(a)

whenever € AY) is such thatd(?) (a) = b, whereU., , : (A')(® — Z(® is the localisation of the local

mapU., : (A)Y) — Z). Thus, if we writez’ := UL, _ o (A7) (a'), it suffices to show that the
event

has probability at most/3| InJ([ ]

=([F) o 7(®) o Ulpeo (AN ()

(b, z) & E, andr ¥ () £ 7+ (2)
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has probability at most/3| Inj([%], V')|. By (€3), it thus suffices to show that

e

E (Z((b,x) & Eo)F(2,2')) < W

(72)

Recall that for any. € A("Y), the random variabl&’, (a) € Z(V) is distributed with law(Qa/ x © . . . o
Qo 0)Y)(a). Thisimplies for fixedu’ thatz’ is distributed with lawW(Q . 0. ..o Qurgoa) ) (2). Thus
we can write the left-hand side ¢f {72) as

for (Z) dpie, (Z)

ZV)

wheref,, : Z(V) — [0,1] is the measurable function

far(2) = F(z, Z/) (Qa’,k ©...0Qu 00 J)([k])(Z7 dz/)
Z )

andy,, is the finite measure
poo = (I o T(EG) (@0 1) @ va) .

Now, by Propositioh 3.36(iii), we have

lim far(2) dut")(2) = 0;

a’— o0 Z(V)

thus (by Markov’s inequalityY, converges in measure to zero with respeqit® asa’/ — co. On the
other hand, fromi{87) we see that is absolutely continuous with respectit’). By Propositio A.1B,
we conclude thaf,, also converges in measure to zero with respegt.toand so

lim far (Z) dﬂa(z) =0.

a’ =00 Z(V)

Thus, by choosing’ sufficiently fine depending on, V, &, we obtain[(7R) as required for every choice of
0. O

To complete the proof of our testability and local repaiutts it suffices to prove Propositién 3]56 and
Propositiori 3.58. This is the purpose of the next two sestion

3.6 Proof of Proposition[3.56

We now prove Propositidn 3.66. L&t k, i1, o be as in that proposition. By Definitign 3134, we can factor
Hn = Pk 0...0 P()

where foreacld < j <k, P; : Z.; — Z<; is aj-independent natural transformation such thafo P; =
idz_,, wheren; : Z<; — Z.; is the projection natural transformation. From Definitio8% we
conclude that

PM() =5 x QM () =6 x ] @1 L) (73)

(%)
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for all vertex setd” and allz ZS;), and some-independent natural transformatiq)) : Z.;, — Z—;,

where we identifﬂg) with ZS;) X Hee(V) Z(:ej) in the obvious manner.

J

Suppose that is a vertex set of sizé| = j, z € 7', anda € A(jj) We define thecell C, C Z(:ej?

<
associated te by the formula

Co = () ({a}) = {2 € 2 : a;(2(¢)) = a(¢) for all ¢ € Inj([j], )}

and then define the measurge, , € Pr(ZS}) to equal the conditioned meaSL(@;e)(zﬂCa) (as defined

in AppendixXA) if Q§e) (2)(Cq) > 0, or Q§e) (z) otherwise.

We then define the natural transformatign ; : Z.; x A>; = Z<; x As; by the formula

QY] (ejrajyasy) = 0oy x [ vercjtoaste % 0as, (74)

e<(3)
for all vertex setd/ and allz; € ZS;), a; € A(:‘;), asj € A%), where we identifﬂi‘;) X A%) with

ZS;) X A(:‘;.) x AY) andZi‘;) X A;‘;) with ZS;) X Hee(v_) ZSJ) X A;‘;) in the obvious manner. Note that
- J
we can facto), ; = @', ; ©ida.;, whereQ',, ; : Z; x A—; — Z<; is defined by

\4
Q/((x.,j) (Z<j7 aj) = 6Z<j X H Ve,zcjle,ajle: (75)

=0

(Compare this with Example 357.)

One easily verifies thd&),, ; is a natural transformation, jsindependent, and obeys claim (i) of Proposition
[3.58. Also observe from construction that. , is absolutely continuous with respect@ée) (z) for all
0<yj< k, |e| =j.z€ Z(e}, anda € A(jj) By (73), [74), and Lemmia’A11, we conclude the absolute
continuity relationship
Q(V-)(z g, as) K P-(V)(z i) X0
a,j \*<jgr»%jr»%>g j <J a>j

for all finite vertex setd/, all0 < j < k, and allz<; € ZS;),

using LemmaA.1l1, we obtain claim (ii) of Proposition 3.56.

a—; € A(:‘;), as; € Agj). Iterating this

It remains to prove claim (i) of Propositidn 3J56, whichtiee most difficult estimate. The key tool will
be Littlewood’s principle (Lemm&_3.53). For inductive reas we need to prove the following rather
technical statement. For anyl < j < k, we introduce the exchangealfie ;-recipeu<; : pt = Z<; by
the formula

H<y ::Pjo...OPO

and the natural transformatidrx; : Z<; — Z<, to be the unique natural transformation such that
T<jomz—z; =Tz ;xAs;—7<; ©Qa,jo...0Qao0
whererz_,z_, andmz_ xa.;z_, are the projection natural transformations.

Lemma 3.62(Convergence to the diagonal)et the notation and assumptions be as abovelLbe a fi-
nite vertex set, let1 < j < k, Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space dependinggn, ..., o, V'
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but independent ofy, ...,«;, and letF' : Z(<V.) — H be a bounded measurable function which can

depend oy, 1, ..., ax, V butis independent afy, . .., ;. Then
I [ [ o) IFG) = F@)lr T8 (. dw) | () = 01, (76)
ZSJ‘ ZSJ'
Proof. We induct onj. The casg = —1 is vacuously true, so suppose that j; < k and that the claim

has already been proven fpr 1.

Fix V, H, F'; we may normalisé”’ to be bounded in magnitude Ry It is convenient to use the language

of probability rather than measure theory. Let Z(S‘;) be drawn at random with Iawg;.), and then for

fixed z, letw be drawn at random with Ia(li(v)( ). Our task is to show that

E|F(z) = F(w)l|r = 0000 (1)- (77)

We splitz = (2.5, 2;) andw = (w<j,w;) for z<j,w<; € Z(V.) andz;,w; € ZJ(.V). We similarly split
a:=a<5"(z2) € A(V) asa = (a<;,a;). Observe from construction that

Z<j € Z(V has the distribution 0/fL<J 1

Given:z;, a.; is determined by the formula.; = a=;") (z,);

e Givenz;, z is arandom variable with Ia\ﬂ’j(v) (2<4);

Givenz, a; is determined by the formula; = @;(V)(z;);

o Givenz.;, wc; is arandom variable with Ia\wﬁv})_1 (z<j);

Givenw.; anda;, w is a random variable with Ia\@’( (w<j,a;) (defined in[(7h)).

Now we write the left-hand side df (77) as

> EC b)|F(2) — F(w)])

V)
beA,

and estimate this using the triangle inequality as the sutheofhree expressions

> E(Z(a; = )| F(2) - Gy(z<))l|n) (78)
beA™)
Z E(Z b)|Go(2<;5) — Gu(w<;)| 1) (79)
beAlY)
and
> E(Z(a; = )| F(w) = Gy(we;)|m) (80)
beA)
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whereGy, : ZS;) — H is the measurable function

Gb(2<j) = /Z(V) F(z) Q/S/g)((z<ﬂ’b)’dz)

<j

We will show that each of (78)_(¥9], (BO) avg_, - (1).
By the induction hypothesis we have
E ) [IGu(2<)) = Go(wej)|lm = 0aso0(1)
beal)
and so the contribution of (¥9) is acceptable.

Now let us look at[(7B). In view of the distribution af-; and z, we can rewrite this expression as
Ef.,(2<;), where where

fos(2<s) = Y P,-(V)(z<j)((}b)/

V)
beAl,

(P (2<;,dy)|Ch)
H

Pl = [ P (P ey 1)

(V)
<

and
Cy = (@) ({b)),

where we can of course ignore all summands on wﬂﬂ]&‘ﬁ)(z<j)(0b) = 0. By Lemm&3.5Bf,, (2<;) =
0a—oo(1) for eachz ;. Applying Lemmd 3.5, we conclude thRt[78pis .- (1) as desired.

Finally we look at[(8D). For each; < A(:‘;), let (‘Z/bj C Zi‘;) be the set of alk; such that the event
{a; = b;} has non-zero measure with respecﬁé )(z<j). We split [80) further into

> E(Z(a; = b))T(we; € W) | F(w) — Gy, (we;)l| i) (81)
byeAl)
and
> E(Z(a; = b)T(we; & Q,)||F(w) — Gy, (we;)|n) (82)
byeal”)

Consider the expression (81). df.; € 2 anda; = b; are fixed, thenv; has the distribution of,, _;,
wherep,,_; was defined in the treatment f {78). Thus we can bolnd (81) by

Efa, (w<j)-

By the induction hypothesis, we ha¥f,, (w<;) — fa;(2<j)| = 0a—oc(1), @and so the contribution of
(81) is acceptable by our analysis bf(78).

Finally, we turn to[(8R). Ad" is bounded in magnitude by we may bound this expression crudely by
2 Y E (I(aj =b;)I(w<; & szj)) :
beal)

By the induction hypothesis we have

2 Z E ‘I(w<j ¢ ij) _I(Z<j ¢ ij)| = Oa—>00(1)

\%4
bj EA(:j)
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so it suffices to show that

2 > E(Z(a; = b))I(2<; € W,)) = Oasoo(1).
beal)

Butif z; € Qf thena; has a zero probability of equalirig, and so the left-hand side is zero. The claim
follows. O

Now we prove Claim (iii) of Proposition 3.56. Observe frone tBtone-Weierstrass theorem that we can
approximate any continuous functign: Z(V) x Z(V) — R uniformly by finite linear combinations of
tensor productg(z)g(z’), wheref : Z(V) — R andg : Z(V) — R are continuous. By linearity, we may
assume thak’ itself is of this form; thus our task is to show that

lim [ f(2) ( /Z (V)g<z'>TiZ><z,dz’>) At (2) = | f(2)9(2) du)(2).

a—=00 [ (v) Z V)

By the triangle inequality, it suffices to show that

a—r00

i [ ([ 106 = 9 T ) ) 0t =
Z(V) Z(V)

But this follows immediately from Lemma362. The proof obPosition 3.56 (and thus also Theorem
[I.8) is now complete.

3.7 Proof of Proposition[3.58

We now prove Propositidn 3.58, which is the most difficultgsition to establish in this paper. In Example
[3.60, we already saw how thie = 1 case of this proposition proceeded. Unfortunately, thieadoes
not capture the full complexity of this proposition, as itedonot reveal the difficulty of dealing with
“indistinguishable” pairs of inputs. To illustrate the ptem, let us informally consider a model case in
whichk = 2, Z = (pt, Z1,{0,1}), andy = P, o P, whereP; : pt — Z<; is given from a probability
measure); € Pr(Z;) as in Example3.23, anB, : Z<; — Z takes the fornPQ(V) (z) =9, % ng)(z)
for somedeterministicnatural transformatio®; : Z<; — Z_». We will also assume that, = {0,1}
and thatws : {0,1} — {0, 1} is the identity.

We can view the deterministically continuous natural tfameation(, : A x X, — Z as arandom

deterministically continuous natural transformationA — Z. Such a natural transformation can be built
out of two functiong; : A1) — ZU and¢, : A@) - Z{2) py requiring that

¢ (a);(¢) = ¢(a)(0)

forj =1,2,a € AUD, and¢ € Inj([j],[j]). Any two functions(;, ¢, will determine a deterministically
continuous natural transformation, so longdasis Inj([2], [2])-equivariant. On the other hand, to get

the convergence to the diagonal, we would like to ha\(@)(g,- (a)) = a; forall j = 0,1 and “most”

a; € AW (with respect to the measufie 1.(1')). We also need to select t4g(a) in a suitably “absolutely
continuous” manner.

We build ¢; and(, as follows. For each; € A; = A1) define the celC,,, := a;*({a1}), and select
Ci(ar) € me) independently at random with laf@|C,, ) if Q1(Ca,) > 0, and with law@), otherwise;
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this already ensures that o {; converges to the diagonal (by Littlewood’s principle). Thee can define
C2 by (2(a) := Q2(¢1 o a1). Note that as long as and2 aredistinguishabldn the sense that; (1) #
a1(2), the distribution of¢; o a; € Z2 will be absolutely continuous with respect €%, as(;(a1(1))
and(;(a2(2)) are independent and individually absolutely continuoub wéspect taQ;:. The required
absolute continuity and convergence properties would lagively easy to establish if the distinguishable
case was the only case. However, in the indistinguishalsle«gd1) = a,(2), the random variablg, o a4

is no longer absolutely continuous with respect}$, being concentrated on the diagonalf (which
can have zero measure), and so convergence and absoluteiggrin this case is not immediately clear.
To resolve this issue, observe thafif is atomless with respect t8; then this indistinguishable case will
be asymptotically negligible for sufficiently finé;; on the other hand, i¥; does contain atoms, then the
diagonal ofZ? acquires a positive measure with respeedto and so the difficulty again disappears. Note
however that our analysis had to take note of what symmaetrézs obeyed by the input Later on we
shall see that we will need to describe these symmetriesriargéby a certaigroupoid R, .

We now begin the full proof of Propositidn 3]58. LBtk, 1, o be as in that proposition. To simplify the
notation slightly we shall omit some subscripts@nBy Definition[3.34, we can factor

H = Pro...oF
where for eacld < j < k, P; : Zo; — Z<; is aj-independent natural transformation such that

7TZSJ-—>Z<]-OPj:idZ<]-- (83)

Our objective is to find a probability sub-Cantor sp&ég ») and a deterministically continuous natural
transformatiorf : A x X — Z such that

¢ o (@o p) @ )+

iS 0400 (1)-absolutely continuous with respecti*l), and which converges to the diagonal in the sense
that

lim / / F(z, (V)@Y (2), x)) dv(z)du") (z) = F(z,2)dp")(2) (84)
zWV) JX

a— 00 Z(v)
for all finite vertex setd” and all continuoug” : Z(V) x Z(V) 5 R.
This will follow from the j = & case of following inductive proposition.

Proposition 3.63(Inductive discretisation)For any —1 < j < k, there exists a probability sub-Cantor
space(X;, v;) and a deterministically continuous natural transformati¢x; : A<; x X; — Z<; such
that

Cg) o ((@<j o u<y) ® v)V) <o) u;Vf (85)
for all finite vertex setd/, and for which we have the convergence property

lim l /Z o IF @) = F)|i TS (2, dw) | dul)(z) =0 (86)

a— o0 (v)
ZSJ'

for all finite vertex setd/, all finite-dimensional Hilbert space®, and all bounded measurable :
Zi‘;) — H,whereT<; : Z<; — Z<; is the natural transformation

T<ji=(gy0(ag; Bvy),
p<;j : pt = Z<; is the exchangeablg< ;-recipe
p<j:=Pjo...0oP,

and we allowH, F'to depend o1, ..., a; (but must be independenta@d, . . ., «;).
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Indeed, to establish (84) from the= k case of[(8B) one repeats the arguments at the end of the psevio
section.

Remark 3.64. It will be more convenient to interprg88) probabilistically, as the assertion that¥f is a
vertex setF : Z(S‘;) — H is a bounded measurable map into a finite-dimensional Hilbgace: € Zg;)
is drawn at random with Iavmg-), x € X; is drawn at random with law;, a := a<;(V)(z) € A(S‘;.), and
w = (g;)(a, x), then

E[F(z) = F(w)|lz = 0a—c(1) (87)

where the decay rate,_, ., depends of course afi and H.
It remains to prove Propositidn 3163. The cdse —1 is trivial, so suppose inductively that< j < k and
that the claim has already been provenjer1. To simplify the notation slightly we shall just consideeth

casej = k; actually, we can reduce to this case by discarding all carapts ofZ, o, A of order greater
thanyj, and then reducing to j.

Henceforthj = k. Let (X;_1, vk—1) and(<x := {<r—1 be given by the inductive hypothesis.

3.7.1 Construction of X, and (<,

Let = denote the collection of alinj([k], [k])-equivariant mapg : A(*) — Z*): observe thaE is a
compact subset QfZ(:[Z]))A([H) and is thus a sub-Cantor space. We refer to elenteot& ask-rules

We setX;, := X;_; x E, and let(<; : A x X}, — Z be the unique deterministically continuous natural
transformation with the following two properties:

o (C<i extends ;) We have the identity
TZ—Zp ©C<k = C<k O MAX X — A X Xp_1

wherenz_z_, : Z = Zop andmaxx,—A_px X1 - A X X = Ao X X, are the projection
natural transformations.

o ((<i extends) We have
&P (@, (@) = ¢(a)

foralla ¢ AD, z € X;,_1, and¢ € =.

More explicitly, (<, is given by the formula

k

C(S‘Q((G<kaak)a (,6)) = (C?Q (ack, ), (Z(_q;:1)(§(A(¢e)(a<k,(lk))))ee(x/))

for all vertex setsV, all (a<y,a) € AVY) = A(<Vk) X A(:‘Q, all z € X, and¢ € =, where for each

e € (‘g) ¢. is an arbitrary morphism frorfk] to e (the exact choice of morphism is not relevant, thanks
to the Inj([k], [k])-invariance of¢), and where we identifyz (V) with 2"} x ey 7). One easily
verifies that{<, is a deterministically continuous natural transformation
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3.7.2 Construction ofyy,

To construct the measurg € Pr(X;) we will need some more notation.

Definition 3.65(Invariant space, stabiliser, indistinguishability)etY” be a sub-Cantor palette, arid, W
be vertex sets.

e If G < Inj(V, V) is a group, we define th€-invariant spacéy (V)¢ := {y € Y(V) : Y(¥)(3) =
y forall ¢ € G}; this is a compact subspace Bt").

o If y € Y(V), we define thetabiliserstab(y) := {¢ € Inj(V, V) : Y(®)(y) = y}; this is a subgroup
of Inj(V, V).

¢ We say that two elemenjss Y (), € Y(W) areindistinguishabléf there exists an invertible ¢
Inj(V, W) such thaty (#) (y) = 4/ (in particular, this requires’” and W to have equal cardinality),
anddistinguishabletherwise.

Remark 3.66. Note that deterministically continuous natural transfations are forced to map indistin-
guishable elements to indistinguishable elements. Iniqaddr, the images of indistinguishable elements
cannot be set independently. This lack of independenceauibe significant technical difficulties in our
arguments. A similar difficulty will also be caused by thet fhat deterministically continuous natural
transformations must ma@-invariant spaces int@-invariant spaces (or equivalently, they cannot de-
crease the stabiliser of an element).

Definition 3.67 (Vertical ingredient) We defing) : Z., — Z to be the unique natural transformation
such that
5. x QW) (z) = PV (2); (88)

for all vertex setd” and all z ZSQ; this is well defined fronf83).

Definition 3.68(Cell). If V' is a vertex seti7 < Inj(V, V') anday, € AW we define theell
Cvaa, = {2 € (Z5)7 a2 () = an);

.. V)
this is a compact subspacezfzk .

Definition 3.69 (Default point) We arbitrarily select adefault pointz, € Z;. For anyV, we define
%=V) e z1Y) by settingss(V) (¢) := z, for all ¢ € Inj([k], V).

Remark 3.70. The pointz, is only needed for technical reasons, as a sort of “error rages$ to output
when certain inputs are “bad”. The exact valuegqfplays no role in our arguments.

Definition 3.71 (Quadruples) If V' is a vertex set(z < Inj(V, V), ay, € A(:‘Q, andz.y, € ZSQ, we say
that (V, G, ay, 2<x) is goodif Q) (21)(Cv.c.a,) > 0, andbadotherwise. We define the probability
Measurepy,G a,, -, € Pr((Z(:‘Q)G) to equal the conditioned measui®@ ") (z.1.)|Cv.c.qo, ) (as defined

in AppendiXA) ifV, G, ax, z<) is good, and§Z<v>(¢) otherwise.

By using the natural transformation properties heavilyplagerve that the probability measupgss o,

YW
are invariant under relabeling in the sense that for@ny Inj(V,V), a; € A(:‘;), Wej € ZS;), and any
bijectiong : V — W, that

A (89)
Poco—1,49)(a)),2) (wey) = “=1 O PGaswss:
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Definition 3.72 (Randomk-rules) If x € X, we define;, € Pr(Z) to be the unique law for a random
k-rule ¢ € = with the following properties:

e Foreacha = (acy, ai) € AU, the random variablé(a) € Z ") has the law 0Py

,stab(a),ak,ggz])(a<kvm) '

e Ifay,...,a, € AU are pairwise distinguishable, then the random varialjés, ), ..., &(a,) €
Z([',j]) are jointly independent.

Remark 3.73. The probability distributiorny, can be constructed explicitly as follows. The equivalence
relation of indistinguishability partitionsA([*)) into finitely many equivalence classes. For each equiva-
lence clas9), select a representative € O arbitrarily, and drawé(a) independently at random with law

P11 (@) s ()’ Then for anyp € Inj([k], [k]), we seté(A(®)(a)) := Z'?)(£(a)). One easily

verifies (using89)) that this defines a randokarule £, and that the law,. for £ has the desired properties;
it is also easy to see that this law is unique.

With all these definitions, we can now define the measufrec Pr(X}) by the formula
U<k = / 0z X Nz dV<k(x)'
Xr-1
Informally, v<y, is the law of the pai(x, £), wherex € X,_; is selected with law ., and ther¢ € = is
selected with law,.
Remark 3.74. Whenk = 1, the construction simplifies substantially since it is nasgible for two distinct

elements ofi(l')) to be indistinguishable, and one essentially obtains thestraction in Example_3.60.

It remains to verify the propertiels (85)), (86) (with= k).

3.7.3 Most quadruples are good

The first task is to show that the bad quadruples (which outmuterror message?.) are negligible.

Proposition 3.75(Most quadruples are goad)et = € Z(*) be drawn at random with lav(*) let
a = (ack,ar) :=al®)(z) € AUD andletz € X_; be drawn independently at random with layy ;.

Letwy := Cg’;})(a@,x) € ZSZD. Then the quadruplék], stab(a), ax, w<y) is good with probability
1 — 0n—s0o(1).

Proof. The key idea of the proofis to exploit the fact (essentiallging from the monotone (or dominated)
convergence theorem) that most elements of the €gllg ., tend to inherit the symmetries of their colour
ar, when the colouringy is sufficiently fine.

By Definition[3.71, our task is to show that

P(Q([k])(w<k)(c[k],stab(a),ak) = O) = 006%00(1)'

The number of possible stabiliser subgrosgs (a) < Inj([k], [k]) is bounded (independently &f or «),
so it suffices by the union bound to show that

P(stab(a) = G andQ ™ (wx) (Ciyy.c.0,) = 0) = Oacseo(1)
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for each fixed groug: < Inj([k], [K]).

Fix G. If stab(a) = G, thena € (AU(¥)); thus (by the natural transformation propertieg of) we see
thatwy, liesin (Z([k] ). From this and Definitioh 3.68 we see that

{war} x Cpyga = (war} x 280 0 (20)¢ n ey,
where for any € A ¢r  Z(1) s the set
Cy = 280 < @= )7 (b)),
From this and Definition 3.67, we see that
QM (k) (Cpyc.ar) = P (war) (29 N C,)
so it suffices to show that for evegy> 0, we have

P(stab(a) = G andF,, (w<i) =0) < €

for all sufficiently finea: (depending om), where for any € Z([k] Fy ZS’;D — [0, 1] is the measurable
function i
Fy(y) = R () (2" ncp).

Fix e, and set) := s/|AS’f€])|. Observe that

1
I(Fu(wer) =0) < Y sHb(wen) = Fy(z<n)| + I(Fap (2<k) < 9).
be Al

From the inductive hypothesis (86) (6r{87)) we have
1
E Z 5|Fb(w<k) — Fb(2<k)| LKe
be AURD
for sufficiently fineq, so it suffices to show that
P(stab(a) = G andF,, (z<;) <9) < ¢. (90)

Recall thatz, is dlstnbuted with Iawu<k]) and for fixedz, 2 is distributed with Ia\/\lP,g[k])(z<k). In

particular, for any e A:k and fixedz ., we havea;, = b with probabilityP,g[k])(y)(C{,). Thus we may
express the left-hand side 6f{90) as

E Y P ) (C)Z(stablack, b) = G)I(Fy(z<r) < 0).
be AURD

We can split
P (y)(Ch) = Fyly) + P (y)(Cp\ (21) <),

Since i
E > Flean)I(Fy(zer) <0) < [AGD)5 =
be ATRD
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it thus suffices to show that

E Y M) (C\(Z 1)) I(stab(ack, b) = G) < e
bEA([i])

Now observe that iftab(a<x,b) = G, then on the suppoftz<j} x Z(:[’,z]) of P,g[k])(z<k), the setC) is
contained in the sg&!*D)) =1 ((A(F))&), Thus we have

S P ) (N2 1)) I (stablack, b) = G) < P (2 (@) 1 ((ATD) Gy (200,
beAlrD

since ") = P o D) it thus suffices to show that
M([k])((a([k]))fl((A([k]))G)\(Z([k]))G) <L« (91)

for sufficiently finec.

Now observe that it € Z(*) is notG-invariant (i.e. z ¢ (Z(¥))%), then (since the algebra of clopen
subsets in sub-Cantor spaces separate points) thereagisitsuringe : Z — A such that(*) (2) is also
not G-invariant. This property is then inherited by all refinertsenf . As a consequence we see that

I(z € (a([k]))fl((A([k]))G)\(Z([k]))G) = On—soo(1)

forall z € Z(¥), The claim [@1) then follows from the dominated convergehesrem (LemmBa3.52).
O

3.7.4 Decoupling

LetV be a finite vertex set, letc Z(V) be drawn at random with lay"), leta := @")(2) € A"), and
letx € X;_1 be drawn independently at random with lay_;. We then drawf € = with law 7., and set
w € Z) to be the pointw := (< (a, (z,€)). We splitz = (2x, 2), a = (a<k, ar), andw = (w<, wy)
in the usual manner.

Let us temporarily freeze, a, 2, so that the only remaining source of randomness comes §roifhe

lower order components.; of w do not depend o& and are now deterministic; indeed, we havg, =

C<r(a<k,x). If we split the top component;, aswy, = (wy Le)ee(V), then we see that each pieeg |.
k

depends og via the formula

25 (E(A9) (ack, ar))).
From this and Definitioh 3.72 (and (89)), we see that|. is distributed (for fixed:, a, x) according to the
law

Pestab(ale)sarle¢)(acrle,a) — Pestablale)anle,warle

In particular, we almost surely have the constraint

wk l€ (Z)ret), (92)
thuswy, |. needs to inherit all the symmetries that. has.
From Definition[3.7P, we also see that for, ... e, € (‘;) the piecesuvg le,,- .., wg le, are jointly
independentso long as the.,, ..., a |, are pairwise distinguishable.
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On the other hand, &, ¢’ € (‘2) are such that |. anda |- are indistinguishable, thus we hawe .. =
A (q |.) for somep € Inj(e, ¢’), thenwy, |. andwy, |- are coupled together via the constraint

wy Le= Z9 (wy, |er). (93)

Note that[(9R) can be viewed as the special case-of’ of (83).

Motivated by the above discussion, for evéry= A(V), let R, be the set of all triplege, ¢/, $), where
e.e € (V) andg € Inj(e,e’) is such thatd @ (b |.,) = b |, thusR, collects all the ways in which
components ob are indistinguishable from each other. The Bgls agroupoid in the sense that

e Foreverye € (‘;) the triple(e, e, id.) lies in Ry,
o If (e,¢,¢) liesin Ry, then(e’, e, ¢~ 1) liesin Ry,

o If (e,e¢/,¢)and(e’,e”,¢) liein Ry, then(e,e” 1 o ¢) liesin Ry.

Observe that for any € (‘J/) the stabilisestab(b |.) of b restricted tee can be recovered froR;, by the
formula

stab(b |.) = {¢ € Inj(e,e) : (e,e,¢) € Rp}.

Let us calle,e’ € (‘2) R-indistinguishablefor some groupoidR if there exists¢ € Inj(e,e’) with

(e, €', 9) € R, andR-distinguishabletherwise. AsR is a groupoid, the property of beirigrindistinguishable
is an equivalence relation.

Given a groupoid?, an elemenb € A(:‘Q, and an elemenj € ZSQ, we then define the probability mea-
sureoy. gy, € Pr(Z()) to be the unique probability distribution of a random valéab = (w-y, wx) €
ZV) such that

® W<k =Y,

e For eache € (‘J’) wy, | has the distribution op.. ¢, |, 4., WhereG. < Inj(e, e) is the group
Ge:={¢ € Inj(e,e) : (e,¢,0) € R};

e Forany(e, ¢, ) € R, we have the constrainit (93);

e For anyey,...,e, € (‘2) which are pairwiseR-distinguishable, the random variableg |.,

..., Wk |e, are jointly independent.

One can construety, r ; , more explicitly by choosing one representativieom eachR-indistinguishable
equivalence class, selecting |. independently at random for each such representativeavithd ¢, 5. |
and then extending to all othetby (93).

e

By the previous discussion, we see that for fixed, , w is distributed according to the law, r,, a, w_ .-

We would like to remove the couplinds {94), [93) from thistdisition. To this end, we define theavial
groupoidRy := {(e, e,id.) 1 e € (‘,2)} We would like to assert that the probability meassiper,, q;, v,

is close toov, gy,a,,w-, IN the total variation nornf - HM(ZM) on Z("), as defined in AppendIXJA. This
is accomplished by the following key estimate.
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Proposition 3.76(ov, r,, a),w., aPProximatesv, g, q,,w.,)- L€tV be a finite vertex set, lete ZW) be
drawn at random with law:(V), leta := @V (z) € AV), and letz € X;_, be drawn independently at
random with lawvg, ;. Setwy, := (<x(a<k,x). Then

Ellov,R,.ak,wr = OV,Ro,ar,wi | 01(201)) = 0a—soo(1).

Proof. From the inductive hypothesis (86) (br{87)) we have

E D llovae_, sbwe—0ViRobwerarzo) —BIov.Ra_ b zcn=0ViRob 2ok la1(z00)| = 0asoo(1)
bea")
so it suffices to show that
Eov,Ra a2k = OV,Rosan,2<x I(200)) = Oa—s00(1).

The main difficulty here is to understand the effect of thestints [9R),[(93) caused k#;,. The number
of possible groupoid®,, is bounded independently of Thus it suffices to show that

EZ(R, = R)HUV,R,%,ZQ - UV,Ro-,ak-,deM(Z(V)) = 0a—o0(1) (94)
for each groupoid.

Fix R. Recall that., is distributed with law."";, and for fixed: 1, 2. is distributed with lawQ(") (z),

and so for any € A(:‘Q and fixedz g, ay will equal b with probabilityQ(V>(z<k)(CV7{id},b). Thus we
can rewrite the left-hand side ¢f (94) as

/z<V> S QMW Cr iy )T (Raervr (g = R0V, Rby — 0V,Ro byl ar iz dily) (v).
<k pealy)
Let Zz ¢ Z(V) denote the set
Zr=1{ye 2V 2y |o) =y | forall(e,¢’,¢) € R}
and letAr ¢ A(Y) denote the set
Ar:={bec AV : A (b |,) =1 |. forall (e, €, ¢) € R}

As in the proof of Proposition 3.75, we can use the fact thapeh subsets in sub-Cantor spaces separate
points to conclude that
Z(y € @) (Ar)\Zr) = 0a-cc(1)

for eachy € Z(V), and hence by Lemnia 3152
pM(@Y) AR\ ZR) = 0aseo(1)

or in other words

y
o 2 QYW C iy IR (R = B) il (y) = 0ason(1):
Z<K pea)
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Since we have

/ZW) Z QY (y)(Cv,giay.p) dugg (y) =1,

<k peal™)

we may thus apply Markov’s inequality and locate an excegtisetE) C ZSQ X A(:‘Q with

/Z(V) Z QY (¥)(Cv,fiay,)I((y,b) € E) = 0a—00(1)

such that
Q) (y)(Cv.iays) > 0 (95)

and
QM) (W) (Cv,fiay s\ ZR) = 0a—oe(1)QY) (1) (Cv, fia} 1) (96)

forall (y,0) € Z1,) x AY)\E.
Fix this setFE. To finish the proof of[(94), it thus suffices to show that
lov,rpy — ov,Ro byl amr(zv)) = 0a—ec(1)
uniformly for all (y,b) € ZSQ X A(:‘Q\E with
Ry—vyyp = R. (97)

Fix y, b as above. Froni (95) (and tkendependence ¥, and hence af)) we see thate, {id}, b |c,y |.)
is good for every: (Z) Thus by Definitioh 3.1, we have

Pe.tia)bleyle = (Q (Y Le)|Ce. fiay p1.)
and hence (by the-independence af again) we see from construction @f that
ov.ro by = (QY)(W)|Cy iay.)-
From [96) and Lemma Al1 we thus have
lov.roby — Q@Y W)ICv,(iay.6 N ZR) larzv)) = Oasoo(1)

so by the triangle inequality it suffices to show that

||C’V-,R-,b7y - (Q(V)(y)|cv,{id},b N ZR)”M(Z(V)) = O0a—o0(1). (98)

Let w be drawn using lawv, 5, and letw’ be drawn using IanQ(V>(y)|OV,{id},b N Zgr). The lower
order components ., w’; of w,w’ are both equal to, so we focus on the top order componentswy,,
which we split agwy, Le)ee(z) and(wy, le)oc (v) respectively.

Ifer,....en € (‘;) are pairwiseR-distinguishable, then by construction®f, r ; , Wwe have thatv, |,
.-, Wk le, are jointly independent. Conversely,dfe’ are R-distinguishable, thuge, ¢’, ¢) € R for
someg € Inj(e, ¢’), then from[[9B) we have the constraint

wi Le= Z9) (wy, |er).
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Now we observe that the random variables |. obey exactly the same independence and constraint
properties. Indeed, {fe, ¢’, ¢) € R, then the constraint

wh Le= Z9 (w), |or).

holds almost surely, since is constrained to lie it¥ z almost surely. On the other handgif, . . ., e, €
(Z) are pairwiseR-distinguishable, and thus lie in disjoint equivalencessks ofR-indistinguishability,
then we claim that the random variable§ |, ,...,w; |, are jointly independent. Indeed, this claim
is clearly true ifw’ is drawn with lawQ(") (as all of thew), |. are jointly independent in this case), and
the conditioning taC'y fiay,» N Zr only couples together those pairg |, w, |- which lie in the same
equivalence class.

In view of the above discussion (and the fact that the calitjnaf (Z) is independent ofi), we see that
in order to concludd (98), it suffices to show that for each (Z) separately, the laws afy, |. andwy, |.
differin M(Z(:e,z) norm byo,—, (1), uniformly in y andb.

Fix e. From the definition oby x5, We see thatvy, |. is distributed according to the lap c, b/, .-

The distribution ofw) |. is more complicated. However, by {96) we know that this laffeds from the

measurery _,, o (Q(V)(y)|CV7{id},b), whereny s, : Z(:‘,/C) — Z(:e,z is the restriction map, by, (1) in

the total variation normM(Z(:e,z). Thus it suffices to show that
[Pe,Gebleyle = TV—se © (Q(V)(y)|CV.,{id}.,b)HM(Z(:€]3 = 0a—00(1).
But sinceP;, (and hence)) is k-independent, we have
TV —e O (Q(V)(y)|c\/,{id},b) = (Q(e)(y L)lce.,{id},b[ﬁ)-
Meanwhile, from[(9b),[(96) we have
QY (y)(Cv.iay s N Zr) > 0.

Using the inclusion
v e(Cv giay,p N ZR) C Cea. bl. (99)

and using th&-independence af) once again, we conclude
QY L)(Cecupr.) >0

and thus by Definition 3.7T1
pe.cobleyte = QY Le)|Cec,b1.)-

Our task is thus to show that

H(Q(e) (y L6)|C&,{id},bLe) - (Q(e) (y Le)|ce,Ge,bLe)H = Oa—ro00(1)-

But from (98), the inclusior{ (99) and theindependence af once again, we have

Q) (y 1e)(Ce.(iay 5. \Ce,Gubl.) = Oasoo(1)

and the claim follows from LemniaA.1. O
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3.7.5 Approximate absolute continuity

We can now quickly prove (85). We can phrase this claim in philistic language as follows. Let
ZV) be drawn at random with law("), leta := @) (z) € AV, letz € X;,_, be drawn independently
with law v, _1, let¢ € = be drawn with lawy,,, and letw := (< (a, (z,£)) € Z(V). Lete > 0 be arbitrary.
Our task is to show that i& is sufficiently fine depending o) then the distribution ofv is e-absolutely
continuous with respect to"). Thus, letE ¢ Z(V) be a measurable set such tp&f) (E) = 0. Our task
is to show that

Plwe E)<e. (100)

From [33) we have/V) = P o ugj. SinceuY)(E) = 0, we conclude that the sét’ := {y <
ZSQ : P,gv)(y)(E) > 0} has measure zero with respectpt@/k). By the inductive hypothesi§ (B5), we

already know that the distribution af ;. € ZSQ is ¢ /4-absolutely continuous with respectﬂé‘? if ais
sufficiently fine. Thus we have
P(w<, € E') < g/4.

Furthermore, by Propositidn 3]75, we see that
P(([k], stab(a), ak, w<y) bad) < €/4
for « sufficiently fine, which implies that

P(([k], {id}, ax, w<y) bad) < e/4.

Also, by Propositioh 3.416 and Markov'’s inequality, we have

P(HUV7Ra7ak7w<k - UV,Ro,llk,w<kHM(Z(V)) > 5/4) < 5/4
if ais sufficiently fine.

Now let us fixz, a, « (and hencev. ), and condition on the events that, ¢ E’ (SOP,iV)(w<k)(E) =0)
and that

([k]7 {1d}’ Qs w</€) gOOd; |‘O'V7Ra7ak7w<k — OV,Ro,ar,w<k HM(Z(V>) < 5/4 (101)

By the preceding discussion, the eveni (101) occurs withbaldity at leastl — 3¢/4. As discussed
previously, the random variabte now has the distribution ofv, z, 4, ... By (101), we thus have the
conditional probability estimate

P(w € E|z,a,7) < 0v,Ry,ap,w-, (E) +€/4.

But as([k], {id}, ax, w<x) is good, we see from construction®f. g, a, ., (and thek-independence of

Py)thatoy, gy,a,,w_, iS absolutely continuous with respectl?év), and thus by[(101) we have’, r, o, w_, (E) =
0. Integrating over, a, z and applying the union bound we obtain the cldim {100).

3.7.6 Convergence to the diagonal

Now, we verify [86). We shall modify the argument used to lelish Lemmd 3.62. Fi¥/, H, F as in
the Proposition; we may normaligéto be bounded in norm by. As in the proof of Lemm&3.62, it is
convenient to use the probabilistic formulatinl(87). ket Z(V) be drawn at random with law("), and
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then for fixedz, letx € X;_; be drawn independently at random with law 1, £ € = drawn with law
1., and set := @V (z) andw := C(S‘Q (a,x). Our task is to show that

E|F(z) — F(w)|lg = 0a—o(1),
where the decay ratg,_, . (1) is allowed to depend oW, F' and H.

As usual, we decompose= (z<, 2k ), a = (a<, ax), andw = (w<, wy ). From the inductive hypothe-
sis [87) we have
P(acr ) (zek) # an” ) (war)) = Oamsoo(1).

Sincea=;")(2<x) = as, it thus suffices to show that
E[F(z) — F(w)|5Z(S) = 0a—c0(1) (102)

whereS is the event that
V(wer) = acs. (103)

A<k

For fixed z, a, z (and hencev.;), we recall thatw has the distribution oy g, a,,w.,. Thus we can
express the left-hand side 6f(102) as

E(/ [F(2) = FW)lla dov.r,.apwi ()Z(S)-
Z V)

From Propositiof 3.76 (and the boundednesE)oive have

E(/Z(V) [ F(2)=F @)z dov,r,an,w (¥)I(S) < E(/Z(V) 1 F(2)=F @)z dov,reanwe. (¥))Z(S)+0a-00(1)
and so it suffices to show that
B([ IFG) = F)n dovig.o000s (0)1(S) = 0ansoc (1),
Z V)

Using [103), we can bound the left-hand side by

B[ PG = POl oy a0 s, )
By the triangle inequality, we can bound this in turn by thensof
E||F(z) = Ga, (<)l a

and
EJak (w<k)

whereG,, : ZSQ — H, J,, : ZSQ — R are the bounded measurable functions

Gaw (wer) = /Z(v) F(y)dUVer)»(Oé_«e(v)(W<k)-,ak)-,w<xc(y)

and
Jak (w<k?) = /Z(V) ||Gak (w<k?) - F(y)HH dO'V,Rg,(m(V)(w<k),ak),w<k(y)'
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From the inductive hypothesis (87) we have
E Y [Gy(wer) = Go(z<r) |l = 0a00(1)
bea™)

and
E > [Jy(wer) = Jy(2<k)| = Oasoo(1)
beA)

and so by the triangle inequality it suffices to show that
E||F(2) = Gay (<)l 1 = 0a—00(1) (104)
and

EJ,, (2<k) = 0a—00(1). (105)

Let us temporarily freeze,. (and thusa.;), thenz has the distribution 0P,§V) (2<k)- In particular, for
anyb € A(:‘Q, the probability that:;, = b (conditioning onz.) is equal toP,iV) (z<k)(C}), where

Ch =70 x @) ({b}).

Thus we see that thogefor which P,gv) (2<x)(C}) = 0 will almost surely not be equal tay; in other
words, we almost surely have

P (zk)(CL,) > 0.

From Definitior{3.71L, we conclude th@f, {id}, ax, <) is almost surely good. Sind®, is k-independent,
we conclude thate, {id}, ax |e, 2<k le) IS also almost surely good for all € (‘lg) From this, the
k-independence aP, again, and the definition efy r, 4, .., , we conclude that

14
OV,Ro,ak,z2<k — (Plg )(Z</€)|Czlzk)

almost surely. Also, note that for ahye A(:‘Q, the distribution of: conditioned to the event, = b is also
given by(P,iV) (z<k)|Cy, ). From this, we see that the left-hand sideq of {104) (aBspoth equal to

/Z > BI(C) /Z @) - /Z L F) (B, )|l (P (0, dy) G) dpy (o)

<k peal?)

From Lemm& 3.93, we have

> Rwe) / o IE@= [ F) (B 0, d)| Gl (P (0,dy) ) i) (v) = 0amsoe (1)
beA™)

forallv e ZSQ. The claim then follows from Lemnia 3.62.

This (finally!) completes the proof of Propositibn 3163 ahdg Proposition 3.8, which in turn completes
the proof of all the local repairability results claimed retintroduction.
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A Some measure theory and probability

In this appendix we recall some notions from measure theondypobability which we will rely on to
establish our positive results.

We will work throughout this paper with sub-Cantor spaceasdefined in Definitiof 311). All of the nota-
tion here however extends to the larger category of stariBarel spaces, i.e. a Polish space (a complete
separable metrisable space), together with their Bombebra, which is generated by the open sets.

If X is a sub-Cantor space, we will wriler(X) for the space of all probability Borel measures.&n
This is a convex subset of the spakl X) of all real finite measures oft', equipped with the usual total
variation norm

1l arxy == |pl(X) = sup{|w(E) — p(F)| : E, F C X, disjoint}.

An important operation for us will be that @bnditioning if 4 € Pr(X) is a probability measure and
E C X is an event withu(E) > 0, we define theconditioning(u|E) € Pr(X) of  to E to be the
probability measure defined by the usual formula

 uENF)

The following computation is easily verified:

Lemma A.1 (Conditioning by high probability events is mild).etx € Pr(X) and E C X be such that
u(E) > 1 — ¢ forsomed < e < 1/2. Then||u — (u|E) || arx) < €.

The spaceM (X) (and hence’r(X)) comes equipped with theague topologyor weak-* topology,
defined as the topology induced by the functionals: fx f dp for all bounded continuous supportgd
The following lemma is well-known:

Lemma A.2 (Prokhorov’s theorem)Let X be a sub-Cantor space, and let be a sequence of measures
in Pr(X). Then there is some subsequepge of 11, which converges vaguely to another measure
Pr(X).

The spacePr(X) also comes with @-algebra, induced by the evaluation mappings> 1(A) for all
measurablel C X. This allows us to introduce the notion opeobability kerne] which is fundamental to
our arguments for our positive results:

Definition A.3 (Probability kernels) Let X, Y be sub-Cantor spaces. grobability kernel fromY” to X

is a measurable functio® : Y — Pr(X) fromY to Pr(X). We will use the notatio® : Y ~» X to
denote the fact thaP is a probability kerne fronY to X. If y € Y and f : X — R is measurable, we use
fX f(z) P(y,dz) to denote the integral of against the measur®(y) € Pr(X). We call a probability
kernelP : Y ~ X trivial if X is a point.

Remark A.4. A probability kernelP : Y ~~ X can be viewed as describing the law for some random
variable onX, where the distribution of that law depends on the value drmmetery in Y. Indeed, one
common way to construct probability kernels is to conditioie random variable on the value of another;
in measure-theoretic terms, this is closely related to theration ofdisintegratinga measure with respect
to a factor.
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Two important special cases of a probability kernel arisenfprobability measures and from measurable
functions. Indeed, if: € Pr(X) is a probability measure, we can (by abuse of notation) ifjeptwith a
probability kernely : pt ~ X which maps the point ipt to x. Similarly, if ¢ : Y — X is a measurable
function, we can (by further abuse of notation) identifwith a probability kerned : Y ~~ X which maps
any pointy € Y to the Dirac massg,,) aty. These abuses of notation shall be in entail throughout the
paper.

We now define two important notions on probability kernelsnely composition and product.

Definition A.5 (Composition of kernels)If P : Y ~~ X and@ : Z ~ Y are probability kernels between
sub-Cantor spaces, we defioempositionP o @) : Z ~» X by the formula by

PoQ(:)(E) = /Y P()(E) Q(z, dy)

forall z € Z and all measurablé& C X.

Example A.6 (Special cases of composition)et¢ : Y — X andy : Z — Y be measurable maps,
which we then identify with probability kernels, and lete Pr(Y") be a probability measure (which we
also identify with a probability kernel). Theho ¢ is just the usual composition gfands), while ¢ o p is
the pushforward of, underq.

Remark A.7. For future reference we observe that a probability keriel: Y ~» X not only pushes
forward probability measureg € Pr(Y') to probability measure$ o u € Pr(X), but in fact can push
forward arbitrary finite Borel measuresonY to finite Borel measureB o . on X, by the formula

Pou(E):= /YPU(E) du(y)

for all measurablell C X.

Definition A.8 (Product of kernels)If S is an at most countable set, aiit] : Y ~~ X is a probability
kernel between sub-Cantor spaces for each .S, then we define the produ@®, g Ps : Y ~ [[,cg X
by definingX). . 4 Ps(y) for eachy € Y to be the product of the probability measui@gy) for s € S. We
also write P®~ for @, ¢ P

Finally, we define the notion of one probability kernel beg@igsolutely continuous with respect to another.

Definition A.9 (Absolute continuity) If u,» € Pr(X) are two probability measures on a sub-Cantor
space, we say that is absolutely continuous with respectitpand writey < v, if for every measurable
E C X we haveu(F) = 0 whenever(E) = 0. If P, P’ : Y ~~ X are probability kernels, we say that’

is absolutely continuous with respect® and write P’ < P, if we haveP’(y) < P(y) forally € Y.

Example A.10. If x4 € Pr(X) is a probability measure, an# C X is such thafu(E) > 0, then(u|F) <
e
The notion of absolute continuity is clearly a partial oidgron probability kernels between two given

sub-Cantor spaces. It also interacts nicely with both casitipm and finite products:

Lemma A.11(Preservation of absolute continuity) e LetP,P’ : Y ~ X andQ,Q’ : Z ~ Y be
probability kernels. IfP’ < P andQ’ < @, thenP’ o Q' < Po Q.

e Let S be a finite set, and for each € S let P;, P, : Y ~~ X, be probability kernels such that
P} <« P,. Then@, ¢ Pl < Q,cs Ps.
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Proof. Both claims follow immediately from the Fubini-Tonelli theem. O

In some of our arguments we will need a perturbed version sélalte continuity.

Definition A.12 (¢-absolute continuity) Lete > 0. If u, v € Pr(X) are two probability measures on a
sub-Cantor space, we say thatis e-absolutely continuous with respect o and writep <. v, if for
every measurabl& C X we haveu(E) < ¢ whenever(E) = 0.

From the Lebesgue-Radon-Nikodym theorem we have seveualadgnt characterisations efabsolute
continuity:

Proposition A.13(Equivalent formulations of-absolute continuity) Lete > 0, and letu, v € Pr(X) are
two probability measures on a sub-Cantor spaceThen the following statements are equivalent:
e 11 is e-absolutely continuous with respectito

e For everys’ > ¢ there existd > 0 such that we have(F) < &’ for every measurabl& C X with
v(E) < 6.

e There exists a compact sBtC X with u(E) < ¢ andv(E) = 0 such thatZ (E°)u < v.
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