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Abstract

We study the problem di-dimensional orthogonal range counting with additive eriven a set
P of n points drawn from am x n grid and an error parameteythe goal is to build a data structure,
such that for any orthogonal rangg the data structure can return the number of point® in R with
additive erroren. A well-known solution for this problem is theapproximation Informally speaking,
ane-approximation ofP is a subsed C P that allows us to estimate the number of point&im R by
counting the number of points id N R. Itis known that ar-approximation of sizé)(% log®® %) exists
for any P with respect to orthogonal ranges, and the best lower bmmdii log %).

The e-approximation is a rather restricted data structure, asamenot allowed to store any in-
formation other than the coordinates of a subset of pointB.inin this paper, we explore what can
be achieved without any restriction on the data structure. fivgt describe a data structure that uses
O(% log % loglog % logn) bits that answers queries with ereor. We then prove a lower bound that any
data structure that answers queries with e@@log n) must use)(n logn) bits. This lower bound has
two consequences: 1) answering queries with eéd@og n) is as hard as answering the queries exactly;
and 2) our upper bound cannot be improved in general by mareahO(log log %) factor.
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1 Introduction

Range counting is one of the most fundamental problems irpotational geometry and data structures.
Givenn points ind dimensions, the goal is to preprocess the points into a datetsre, such that the
number of points in a query range can be returned. Rangeingums been studied intensively, and a lot
of work has focused on the space-query time tradeoff or tlatepquery tradeoff of data structures. We
refer the reader to the survey by Agarwal and Erickson [1}Hiese results. In this paper, we look at the
problem from a data summarization/compression point afvi&hat is the minimum amount of space that
is needed to encode all the range counts approximately?oiXjppation is necessary here, since otherwise
we will have to remember the entire the point set. It is alseyda see that relative approximation will
not help either, as it requires us to differentiate betweaptg ranges and those containing only one point.
Thus, we aim at an absolute error guarantee. As we will bardgalith bit-level space complexity, it is
convenient to focus on an integer grid. More formally, wegiven a set of: points P drawn from am x n
grid and an error parameter. The goal is to build a data structure, such that for any gahal rangeR,
the data structure can return the number of point8 in R with additive erroten.

We should mention that there is another notion of approxmange counting that approximates the
range, i.e., points near the boundary of the range may or maébeacounted [3]. Such an approximation
notion clearly precludes any sublinear-space data steietsiwell.

1.1 Previous work

g-approximations. Summarizing point sets while preserving range counts (aqprately) is a fundamental
problem with applications in numerical integration, stttis, and data mining, among many others. The
classical solution is to use theapproximationfrom discrepancy theory. Consider a range spaeer ),
whereP is a finite point set of size. A subsetAd C P is called are-approximation of P, R) if

. [RNA] |[RNP| <.
ReR | |A| Pl |~

This means that we can approximaten P| by counting the number of points iR N A and scaling back,
with error at mostn.

Finding e-approximations of small size for various geometric rangaces has been a central research
topic in computational geometry. Please see the books bgidak [14] and Chazelle [8] for comprehensive
coverages on this topic. Here we only review the most relesesults, i.e., when the range sp&akas all
orthogonal rectangles in 2 dimensions. This question dadek to Beck [5], who showed that there are
e-approximations of siz& (1 log* 1) for any point setP. This was later improved t® (21og*® 1) by
Srinivasan [19]. These were not constructive due to the LBaon-constructive coloring with combinatorial
discrepancyO(log®® n) for orthogonal rectangles. Recently, Bansal [4] proposedigorithm to construct
such a coloring, and therefore has made these results gotgtt On the lower bound side, it is known that
there are point sets that requir@pproximations of siz@(% log %) [5].

Combinatorial discrepancy. For a range spacg’, R) and a coloring functiory : P — {—1,+1}, we
write x(PN R) = ZperR x(p). Thecombinatorial discrepancegf the range spac@, R) is defined as

disc(P,R) = mi PN
ise(P, R) = minmax [x(P N R)],



namely, we are looking at the coloring that minimizes theocdifference of any range i®. Taking the
maximum over all point sets of size, we say that the combinatorial discrepancy/fis disc(n,R) =
max| p|—, disc(P, R).

There is a close relationship between combinatorial disgrey and:=-approximations, as observed by
Beck [5]. For orthogonal ranges, the relationship is paldidy simple: The combinatorial discrepancy is at
mostt(n) if and only if there is ar-approximation of siz@(%t(%)). In fact, all the aforementioned results
on e-approximations follow from the corresponding results embinatorial discrepancy. So the current
upper bound on the combinatorial discrepancy of orthogaaangles in 2 dimensions@(log?° n) [19].
The lower bound i$2(log n) [5], which follows from the Lebesgue discrepancy lower babsee below).
Closing the©(log!® n) gap between the upper and the lower bound remains a major mpéiem in
discrepancy theory. Id > 3 dimensions, the current best upper bound)(s};ogd“/2 n) by Larsen [13],
while the lower bound i§)((log n)(@=1)/2+1) wheren = 5(d) is a small constant depending @1i7].

Lebesgue discrepancySuppose the points d? are in the unit squarf, 1)2. The Lebesgue discrepancy
of (P, R) is defined to be
D(P,R) = sup ||[PNR|—|RN[0,1)*|].
RER

The Lebesgue discrepancy describes how uniformly the geit#® is distributed in0, 1)2. Taking the infi-
mum over all point sets of size, we say that the Lebesgue discrepancRa$ D(n, R) = inf|p|—, D(P,R).

The Lebesgue discrepancy for orthogonal rectangles is knowe©O (log n) in 2 dimensions. The lower
bound is due to Schmidt [17], while there are many point sets (the Van der Corput sets [20] and thary
nets [18]) that are proved to ha¥log n) Lebesgue discrepancy. It is well known that the combinatori
discrepancy of a range space cannot be lower than its Lebekgtrepancy, so this also gives thfogn)
lower bound on the combinatorial discrepancy of orthogoeetangles mentioned above.

Approximate range counting data structures. The e-approximation is a rather restricted data structure,
as we are not allowed to store any information other than dloedinates of a subset of points i In this
paper, we explore what can be achieved without any resinictin the data structure. In 1 dimension, there is
nothing better: Are-approximation has siz@(%), which takesO(% log n) bits. On the other hand, simply
consider the case where theoints are divided into groups of size, where all points in each group have
the same location. There aré’c such point sets and the data structure has to differentiaaéthem. Thus
log(nl/¢) = %logn is a lower bound on the number of bits used by the data streictur

1.2 Our results

This paper gives almost matching upper and lower bounds ersplace needed by any data structure
that encodes all the orthogonal range counts with error We first describe a data structure that uses
O(4 1log L 1oglog L log n) bits. This is a®(log'® 1) (ignoring O(log log 1) factors) improvement frora-
approximations. Of course, we will store some extra infdaromaother than the coordinates of the points.

On the lower bound side, we prove that there exists a congtanth that any data structure that answers
queries with error:log n must use&(n log n) bits. This lower bound has two consequences: 1) answering
queries with erro0O(logn) is as hard as answering the queries exactly; and 2) our ugpedicannot be
improved in general by more than é&1log log %) factor.

Our lower bound is information-theoretic: We show that éhisra collectioriP* of 2(1087) point sets
that are pairwise “different enough” in terms of range ceuiMore precisely, we show that the union of any



two point sets irfP* has high combinatorial discrepancy, i.e., at ledsg n. Then, for any two point sets
Py, Py, € P, if disc(Py U P, Rg) > clogn, whereRs is the set of all orthogonal rectangles, that means
for any coloringx on P; U P», there must exist a rectangle such that|x(R)| > clogn. Consider the
coloring x wherex(p) = 1if p € P, andx(p) = —1if p € P». Then there exists a rectanglesuch that
IX(R)| = ||[RN Pi| — |RN Ps|| > clog n. This implies that a data structure that answers queridsembr
<logn have to distinguish?, and P. To distinguish all the®("1°sm) point sets irnP*, the data structure
has to use at lea$t(n log n) bits.

While point sets with low Lebesgue discrepancy or high coratarial discrepancy have been extensively
studied, we have constructed a large collection of poirgtisethich the pairwise union has high combinato-
rial discrepancy. This particular aspect appears to belpamd our construction could be useful in proving
other data structure lower bounds. It may also have apitatin situations where we need a “diverse”
collection of random point sets.

2 Data Structure

In this section, we build a data structure that supports@mate range counting queries. Given a set of
n points on am x n grid, our data structure us€X(L log 1 log log 1 log n) bits and answers an orthogonal
range counting query with erretn.

First note that it is sufficient to only consider two-sidedgas. A two-sided range is a rectangle of the
form [0, z) x [0,y), where(z, y) is called thequery point By the inclusion-exclusion principle, &asided
range counting query can be expressed as a linear combiradtfour two-sided range counting queries, so
a data structure that answers two-sided queries with err6t can be used to answérsided queries with
erroren.

Our data structure is based ametfor orthogonal rectangles. For a range spaéer ), a subsed C P
is called are-net of P if for any rangeR € R that satisfie$P N R| > en, there is at least pointin AN R.
Note that are-approximation is am-net, but the converse may not be true.

The size of the smallestnet for orthogonal rectangles in 2 dimensions has beemtigcsettled. Aronv,
Ezra and Sharir [2] gave an algorithm for constructingsaret of sizeO(1 loglog 1) for any P, while a
matching lower bound was given by Pach and Tardos [15].

The data structure. Consider a seP of n points on am x n grid. We first construct ae-net P. of P for
orthogonal rectangles. Let = c% log log % denote the size of thisnet, for some constant For simplicity
we assumen is a power of2. Let {u; = (x;,y;) | ¢ = 1,...,m} denote the points i®-, in which the
points are sorted on their-coordinates. We call a poipte P ane-net pointif p € P..

The key ingredient of our structure is a bit array attache@aohe-net point, which can be used to
determine whether or not to include this point in our estiomatluring the query process. More precisely,
After constructing am-net P., we will associate a bit array; of log m bits to each point;; € P.. Thel-th
bit of C;, denoted”;(1), is called the-indicator of ;. To construcC;, we need the following definition of
dyadic rectangles

Definition 2.1. For 1 < [ < logm, we definedyadic rectangles at levélto be rectangles of the form
[Taots T(ap1y21) X [0,y) , fora =0,... ,n/2' —1andy > 0. We useR”, to denote the dyadic rectangle
[Tagt, T(ag1)2t) X [0,9). In particular, we usei;; denote the dyadic rectangle o1, (411)2t) % [0, 00).

Forl < < logm, thel-indicators of the-net points are determined as follow. L&} = [z 401, T (441)2t) X
[0, 00) be a dyadic rectangle at levelWe useP, ; = {p1, ..., ps} to denote the set of points &fin RS, in
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Figure 1: lllustration of the construction of tlhendicators. The solid dots represenhet points, and the
crosses represeptnet points with-indicators set td.

which the points are sorted in thgircoordinates. We dividé’, ; into chunks of sizen. For each chunk, we
find the lowesk-net point (there must exist one due to theet property, except possibly the highest chunk
if it contains less thamn points in P) and set itg-indicator tol. Thel-indicators of the othet-net points

in P,; are set td). See Figure 1. Then we do so for each dyadic rectaﬁngpand foralll < <logm.

Query process. Given a query poin = (¢, q,), We initialize a counte) = 0. Letu;, be thee-net
point such thatr;, < ¢, < z;,41. We note that the rang®, z;,) x [0, ¢,) can be decomposed into at most
log m dyadic rectangles, and we URg denote the set of these dyadic rectangles. For each dyatimgie
R} € R, ande-net pointy; € Ry’), we adden to the counter) if C;(I) = 1. After all dyadic rectangles
in R have been processed, we have

Q= > > en-G().

R}V €Rq u; € P-NRY,

Then the data structure retur@sas the approximated count. Since the focus of the paper iseospace
complexity, we have ignored query time. In fact, by precotimgusome appropriate prefix counts on the
C;(l)’s, @ can be computed iﬁ)(log% + loglog n) time; we omit the details to avoid digression.

Analysis. We now analyze the error of the above estimation. We clairh ¢hastimates the number of
points of P inside|0, ¢,) x [0, ¢,) with error at mos{log m + 1)en. The following lemma gives an upper
bound of the error in a single dyadic rectangle.

Lemma 2.1. Given a dyadic rectanglﬂgvl, The following inequality holds:

0< Z 5n-Ci(l)—‘PﬂRzl‘§sn.
uiépglﬁlRZTl

Proof. Recall that we divided the points iR N R into chunks of sizen, and set thé-indicator of the

loweste-net point to bel. Thus, each sucknet point represents exacty points inP N RY ,, except the
highest one, which may represent less thamoints. The lemma then follows. O



Since there are at moktg m dyadic rectangles iR, Q is an estimator of P N [0,u;,] x [0, ¢,)| with
error at mostn logm. We also note that there is menet point in(u;,, ¢.) x [0, g,), So the error from this
rectangle is at mostn. This proves that) estimate§ P N [0, ¢;) x [0, q,)| with error (logm + 1)en =
(log(clloglog 1) + 1)en. It is easy to see that our data structure uSés loglog 1 log n) bits, which is
dominated by the coordinates of thanet points. By using’ = e/(log(c% log log %) + 1) in place ofe in
the construction, we obtain a data structure that G&elslog 2 log log £ log n) bits and answers two-sided
range counting queries with errg.

Theorem 2.1. Given a set ofn points drawn from am x n grid, there is a data structure that uses
O(% log % log log % log n) bits and answers orthogonal range counting query with adelierror en.

3 Lower Bound

As argued in the introduction, our lower bound follows frame following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let P denote the collection of alb-point sets drawn from an x n grid. There exists a
constantc and a sub-collectiorP* C P of size2%("1oe™) sych that for anyP;, P, € P*, disc(P; U
Py, Ry) > clogn.

In the rest of this section, we will focus on proving Theorerh. 3Ve will use the a collection of point
sets callechinary netsas a ground set to derive the point sets that satisfy the tonsliin Theorem 3.1.
Binary nets are a special type of point sets under a more gecencept calledt, m, s)-nets which are
introduced in [14] as an example of point sets with low Lelesdiscrepancy. See the survey by Clayman
et. al. [9] or the book by Hellekalek et. al. [12] for more riswon (¢, m, s)-nets. In this paper we will
show that binary nets have two other nice properties: 1) Argimet has high combinatorial discrepancy,
i.e., Q(logn); 2) there is a bit vector representation of every binary which allows us to extract a sub-
collection by constructing a subset of bit vectors. In tHiofeing sections, we will define binary nets, and
formalize these two properties.

3.1 Definitions

For ease of the presentation, we assume that the: grid is embedded in the squaie n)?. We partition
[0,n)% into n x n unit squares. We assume the grid points are placed at theaeats's of the:? unit
squares, that is, each grid point has coordindtes 1/2,j + 1/2), for i, j € [n], where[n] denote the set
of all integers in[0,n). For the sake of simplicity, we define the grid poiit;) to be the grid point with
coordinategi + 1/2, 5 4+ 1/2), and we do not distinguish a grid point and the square it essiil.

Now we introduce the concepts @f, b)-cell andk-canonicalcell.

Definition 3.1. A (a, b)-cell at position (i, j) is the rectanglgi2?, (i + 1)2°) x [j22, (j + 1)2°). We use
Go(i, j) to denote théa, b)-cell at position(i, j), andG, ; to denote the set of afk, b)-cells.

Definition 3.2. A k-canonical cellt position(i, j) is a (k,log n — k)-cell with coordinateqi, j). We use
Gy(i,7), to denote thé:-canonical cell at positior{s, j), and Gy, to denote the set of akl-canonical cells.

Figure 2 is the illustration ofa, b)-cells and canonical cells. Note that the positiéry) for a (a, b)-cell
takes value irin/2%] x [n/2°]. In particular, we callGy(i, 0) thei-th column andZie ., (0, 5) the j-th row.
Note that for a fixed:, G}, partitions the grid0, n)? into n rectangles. Based on the definitionke€anonical
cells, we define the binary nets:
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Figure 2: Illustrations ofa, b)-cells and canonical cells.

Definition 3.3. A point setP is called abinary netif for any & € [logn], P has exactly one point in each
k-canonical cell.

Let Py denote the collection of binary nets. In other word,
Po={P||PNGy(i,j)| = 1,k € [logn],i € [n/2%],5 € [2*]}.

It is known that the point sets i, have Lebesgue discrepan&(logn); below we show that they
also haveQ2(logn) combinatorial discrepancy. However, the union of two paets inP, could have
combinatorial discrepancy as low &§1). Thus we need to carefully extract a subset frBgmwith high
pairwise union discrepancy.

3.2 Combinatorial Discrepancy and Corner Volume

We first prove that the combinatorial discrepancy of any psat in?; is large. To show this, we need the
following definition ofcorner volume

Definition 3.4. For a point setP € P, and ak-canonical cellGy(z, j), let ¢ be the point inP N Gy (4, j).
Define thecorner volumeVp(k,i,j) to be the volume of the orthogonal rectangle defined; and its
nearest corner of7(i,j). We useSp to denote the summation of the corner volumes over all plessib
triples (k, 1, 7), that is,

lognn/2F—19k_1

Sp=>Y_ > > Ve(ki,j).
k=0

—0 =0 j=0

See Figure 3 for the illustration of corner volumes. Thedieihg lemma relates the combinatorial dis-
crepancy ofP with its corner volume sun§p.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose there exists a constansuch that for any point st € Py, the corners volume sum
of P satisfies
Sp > en?logn,

thendisc(P, R2) = Q(logn).
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Figure 3: lllustration of the corner volume and the four agalus points. The area in shadow represents the
corner volumeé/p(k, i, j).

Proof. Consider any point sé® € P, that satisfiesSp > cn?log n. Given any coloringy : P — {—1,+1}
and a pointr = (z1,z2) € [0,n)?, the combinatorial discrepandy(x) at a pointz is defined to be

D(z) = > X

pEPN[0,21)%[0,22)

If we can provesup,,cjg )2 | D ()| = ©(log n), the lemma will follow.

Fork € [logn], define normalized wavelet functiorfs as follow: for eachk-canonical cellGy (i, 5), let
g denote the point contained in it. We subdividg(i, j) into four equal-size quadrants, and Usg7, j)ur,
Gr(i,))vr, Gk(i,7)Lr, Gk (i,7) 1, to denote the upper right, upper left, lower right and lovedt ¢uad-
rants, respectively (See Figure 3). gtz) = x(¢)/n? over quadrant&iy (i, 7)yr and Gy (i, §) Lz, and
fr(x) = —x(q)/n? over the other two quadrants. We say a functfon [0,n)? — R is (a,b)-checkered
if for each (a,b)-cell G, (i, j), there exists a colo€ € {—1,+1} such thatf is equal toC'/n? over
Gap(i,7)ur andGa (4, j)rr, and f(z) = —C/n? over the other two quadrants. Note that the wavelet
function f, is (k,logn — k)-checkered. It is easy to see that the integration (f, &)-checkered function
over an(a, b)-cell is0. The following lemma is proved in the book [8]:

Lemma 3.2([8]). If f is (a,b)-checkered ang is (a’,b’) checkered, where < «’ andb’ < b, thenfg is
(a,b")-checkered.

The following corollary can be directly derived from Lemma&:3

Corollary 3.1. For0 < k; < ... < k; < logn, the functionfy, (x) - - - f, () is a(ki,log n—k;)-checkered.
As a consequence, we have

[ Bty i@ =0

Note that the range of the integration[isn)? when not specified. We define the Riesz product

logn

G(z) = -1+ [ (vfr(z) + 1),

k=0



where~ is some constant to be determined later. By the inequality

‘/G(m) x)dx /]G x)|dx < sup x)| - /\G )| dx,
z€[0,n)?

we can lower bound the combinatorial discrepancy’afs follow:

s D)2 '/G (2)dz //|G(a:)|d:n. (3.1)

For the denominator, we have
1+ [ (vfele) +1
k=0

[ic@las = [
logn

< 1+ A > /fkl(fﬂ)"'fkl(m)dﬂ?

=0 0<k1<...<k;<logn

logn

logn

~ 2+ 4 % / fon (@) fio(@)da
=1 0<k1<...<k;<logn
_ 9 (3.2)

The last equation is due to Corollary 3.1.
The numeratot [ G(z)D(x)dz| can be expressed as follow:

‘/G(m)D x)dxr| = / (—1 +l§(7fk(x) + 1)) - D(z)dx

logn logn
= /(vka(w)JrZ’vl > /fkl - foa ))- D(x)dx
k=0

=2 0<k1<..<k<logn

l%/fk

logn

—3

=2

v

(3.3)

Z /fkl(w)"'fkl(x)D(x)dx .

0<k1<...<k;<logn

We consider th integration of a single prody¢{z)D(z) over ak-canonical cellG(i, j). Recall thaty
denotes the point i that lies inGy(i, j), andx(g) denotes its color. Define vectors= (2¢~!,0) and
v = (0,n/2%*1). Then for any point: € Gy (i, §) .1, pointsz + u,  + v andz + u + v are the analogous
points in quadrant&/x (i, j) Lr, Gk (i, 7)vr andGy(i, j)ur of x, respectively (see Figure 3). L&t denote
the orthogonal rectangle defined byndz + « + v, and let functionR(x) be the indicator function of point
gandR,, thatis,R(x) = 1if ¢ € R, andR(z) = 0 if otherwise. We can express the integration as



/ B fe(z)D(z)de = / =5 (D(x) = D(z+wu) — D(x+v)+ D(x+u+wv))dr
G (i,5) Gr(i,3)LL

= [ MR
Gr(id)LL

1
= — R(z)dx.
" JGr(id)LL
The second equation is becayg$®(x) — D(x + u) — D(z +v) + D(z + u + v)) only counts points inside
R, which can only bey, or nothing otherwise. Observe th&fx) = 1 if and only if one ofz’s analogous
points lies inside the rectangle definedg&nd its nearest corner, so we have

| s =z [ Reade = 5 Ve(ki.d) (3.4
G(ig) Gr(ij)Lr n

n2
Now we can compute the first term in (3.3).

lognn/2F—19k_1

- X X @D

k=0 i=0 j=0

logn

i) Dlw)da
e

y

lognn/2F—19k_1

k=0 =0 7=0

~y
> cvylogn.

For the second term in (3.3), recall that the functfan(x) - - - fx, () is (k1,log n — k;)-checkered. Con-
sider a(k1,logn — k;)-cell Gy, 10gn—k,- Note thatP intersectsGy, 1og n—#, (4, 7) With at mostl point. By
similar arguments in the proof of equation (3.4), we find megration‘fgk (i.d) Jrr - fi, D|isOif

1 9

PN Gy, 1ogn—k, = 0 and otherwise equal to the corner volumef 1, (7, j) divide byn?. In the latter case,
we relax the corner volume to the volume@f, 1og n—x, (4, j) Which iSn/le_kl. Thus we can estimate the
integration as follows:

Jogn—k;

1 n 1
n2 2ki—ky T oki—kip’

<

/ fi (@) -+~ iy () D(2)da
Gy log n—k; (4,5)

Since there are non-empty(k1, logn — k;)-cells, we have

1 1
" oki—kiy  Qki—ki

<n

‘ [ 5@ Dl

Now we can estimate the second term in (3.3) :

logn logn

)OEU D DR O I ARG N SEUND DI

=2 0<k1<...<k;<logn =2 0<k1<...<k;<logn



lozgfz/ylogznii—l Z 2w< - >

= w=l—1 kj—k1=w

For the last equation we replage— k; with a new indexw and use the fact that there &) ways to
chooseks, . .., k;_1 in an interval of lengthu. Note that for a fixedv, there ardog +1 — w possible values
for k1, so

logn  logn+1 logn logn+1 an + 1— w—1
S Y Y w(in) = 2 (T

=2 wllkl ki=w =2 w=[—1
logn logn+1 IOgTL w—1
< 3 (00

= w=[—-1

logn logn+1 1 fw—1
= lognZ’yl Z 2_w<l—2>'
=2 w=[—1

By inverting the order of the summation,

logn logn+1 logn+1 w+1
S Y Y p(iny) = e X (10,

= w=l—1 kj—k1=w

logn+1

= Ylogn Y o1+
w=1
logn+1 w—1

1

= 2¢%logn Z <%>

w=1
2 2
< 17 logn

So from and we have )

log n.

‘/G x)dx

Settingy small enough while combining with (3.1) and (3.2) complétesproof. O

2
> cylogn — 1 7

By Lemma 3.1, we can prove that the combinatorial discrepaf@ binary net is large by showing its
corner volume sum is large. In particular, we have the falhghemma:

Lemma 3.3. For any point setP € Py, we havelisc(P, Ra) = Q(logn).

Strictly speaking, Theorem 3.1 does not depend on Lemmargl3.amma 3.1, but these lemmas give
us some insight on the binary nets. Moreover, a key lemmadeiqy Theorem 3.1 (Lemma 3.5) shares
essentially the same proof with Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.3By Lemma 3.1, we only need to prove that the corner volume suamy point set
P € Py is large. Fixk and consider &-canonical cellG(i, j). Let ¢ denote the point ilP N G (i, 7).
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We define the cornet-distance ofG(7, j) to be the difference between thecoordinate of; and that of

its nearest corner afi;(i, j). The cornery-distance is defined in similar manner. See Figure 3. We use
X(k,i,7) andY (k, 1, j) to denote the corner-distance and cornes-distance, respectively. Note that the
corner volumé/p(k, 1, j) is the product ofX (k, 4, j) andY (k, i, 7).

Fact 3.1. Fix k andi, {X (k,i,7) | 7 € [2¥]} = {j +1/2,7 + 1/2 | j € [2¥71]}, where both are taken as
multisets.

For a proof, note that thie-canonical cellG (i, j) is intersecting witl2* columns:Gy (2%, 0), ..., Go((i+
1)2F —1,0). There ar&® points inGy(i,0), ..., Gx(i,2" — 1), and they must reside in different columns.
Therefore there is exactly one point in the each of2heolumns, and their corner-distances span from
1/2to 2¥=1/2 — 1/2, and each value is hit exactly twice. Similarly, we have

Fact 3.2. Fix k and, {X (k,4,5) | i € [n/2¥]} = {i +1/2,i + 1/2 | i € [n/2"*1]}, where both are taken
as multisets.

Now consider the product of (k, 7, j) andY (k, 1, j) over all(4, j) for a fixedk:

n/zk_lzk_l n/2k—12k—1
I I]vekis) = TI II XG.idY ki)
i=0 j=0 i=0 j=0
n/2k—19k_1 2k _1n/2k-1
= II II x5 I] I Ykid)
i=0 j=0 J=0 =0
n/2k—19k=1_1 2k —1n/28—1

= II II 6+v2* II IJ G+v2*
i=0  j=0 j=0 =0

The last equation is due to Fact 3.1 and Fact 3.2. By relaxing/2 andj+1/2to (i +1)/2 and(j+1)/2,
we have

n/2F—19k_1 n/2k—19k—1_1 i1 o 2k_1n/2k-1 i1 9
s JHINT
[ I v = 1 jgo(g) jgogo(g)
n/2kF-1 _ 2 2k_1 2
AN = AN

By the inequalityz! > (x/e)*,

n/2k—12k_1 n/2k—1 ho1y 2570\ 2 2k fpd | /281 2
o 2 n/25+
> .
0 vews > 1 ((5) ) T((25)" )

=0 75=0 =0 7=0
B n/ﬁ—l 2k—1 ok Zﬁl n/2k+1 n/2k
B , 2e ! 2e
=0 7=0

ok—1 2k . /2F n/2k+1 n/2k.2k
- (&) ()

11



)y
= (5)

Using the inequality of geometric means,

n/2k—19k_1 n/2kF—19k_1 1/n n?
Vp(k,i,5) > n - Vp(k,i,j > —.
Z Z P( ,Z,])_"I’L H H P( 717]) = 16e

i=0  j=0 i=0 =0

So the comer volume sufsip = 571087 s2/2" 1 251V (k,4, ) is lower bounded by log n/16e, and
the lemma follows. O

3.3 A bit vector representation for P,

Another nice property 0P, is that we can derive the exact number of point sets in it. DHewing lemma
is from the book [10]:

Lemma 3.4([10]). The number of point sets R is 93nlogn,

We sketch the proof of Lemma 3.4 here, as it provides a bibvgoesentation of each binary net, which
is essential in our lower bound proof.

Proof of Lemma 3.4lt is equivalent to prove that the number of possible wayddogn points on the: x n
grid such that any:-canonical cellG (i, j) has exactlyl point is23mloen \We prove it by induction om.
Let Py(n) denote the collection of binary nets of sizeén an x n grid.

Observe that the ling = n/2 divides the grid0, n)? into two rectangles: the upper grfie, ) x [n/2,n)
and the lower grid0, n) x [0,n/2). Fori even, letR; denote the rectangle defined by the unior-tf and
(i 4+ 1)-th columnsGy(i,0) andGy(i + 1,0). Note that the liney = n/2 divides R; into G1(i/2,0) and
G1(i/2,1), and therefore defines four quadrants. By the definitioR@ffor any point setP € P, the two
points inGy(7,0) andG1 (i + 1,0) must either reside in the lower left and upper right quadrantin the
lower right and upper left quadrants. There are in taja even:’s, so the number of the possible choices is
2"/2 See Figure 4. Note that after determining which half thepioi each column resides in, the problem
is divided into two sub-problems: counting the number ofgilie ways to place:/2 points in the upper
grid and the lower grid. It is easy to show that each sub-prolik identical to the problem of counting the
number of point sets i®y(n/2), so we have the following recursion:

[Po(n)] = 2% - |Po(n/2)|*.
Solving this recursion wittPy (1) = 1 yields that|Py(n)| = gznlogn O

A critical observation is that the proof of Lemma 3.4 actyadiveals a bit vector representation for each
of the point sets Py, which will allow us to refine the collectio®,. To see this, we define thgartition
vector Z p for a point setP € P, as follows. For any(k,i,j) € [logn] x [n/25T1] x [2¥], consider the
k-canonical cells7 (24, j) andGy(2i + 1, j) and(k + 1)-canonical cells$7;1(4,25) andGp41 (7,25 + 1).
The twok-canonical cells overlap with the twi& + 1)-canonical cells, which defines four quadrants. By the
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n points in a n X n grid 5 points in § X § grid

= lo|x .
X @®|X|® X|®
o[x|®|x olx| = |, ix .
J o\ / \ : :
G()(U,U) Go(lo) G(J(TI,—Q,U) G(](TL—LO)
Zp(o,o,o)={(1) T Zp(0,7z,/2—1,0)={(1) )

Figure 4: lllustration of the partition vector 6#,

definition of binary nets, there are two pointsihcontained in these quadrants. We defhe(k,i,j) = 0

if the two points are in the lower left and upper right quadseandZ p(k, i, 7) = 1 if they are in the lower
right and upper left quadrants. See Figure 4. We saykthanonical cells= (27, j) and Gi(2i + 1,7)

is associated with biZp(k,i,j). Note that we use the triplgk, i, j) as the index intdp for the ease
of presentation; we can assume that the bitZ jnare stored in for example the lexicographic order of
(k,i,). Since the number of triple§t, i, j) is $nlogn, the total number of bits itZp is inlogn. Let

Zy = {0, 1}%"1"” denote the set of all possible partition vec#ys's. By the proof of Lemma 3.4, there is
a bijection betweer£, andP,.

3.4 Combinatorial discrepancy and corner volume distance

Although we have proved that binary nets have large comiirgdtdiscrepancy, it does not yet lead us to
Theorem 3.1. In this section, we will refiri&,, the collection of all binary nets, to derive a collecti®i,
such that the union of any two point setsAr has large combinatorial discrepancy. In order to charaeter
the combinatorial discrepancy of the union of two point setswill need the following definition oforner
volume distance

Definition 3.5. For two point setsP;, P, € Py, thecorner volume distancef P; and P, is the summation
of |Vp,(k,i,7) — Vp,(k,1,7)|, over all (k,4,j). In other words, letA(P;, P») denote the corner volume
distance ofP; and P, then

lognn/2kF—12k_1

AP, Py) = SN e (kyisg) = Ve, (k.d, )] -
k=0 i=0 ;=0

The following lemma relates the combinatorial discrepawfdye union of two point sets with their corner
volume distance:
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Lemma 3.5. LetP* be a subset dPy. If there exists a constait such that for any two point sefy , P, €
Py, that their corner volume distance satisfi&éP;, P») > cn?log n, thendisc(Py U Py, R2) = Q(logn).

Proof. Note that there are two points &f U P, in eachk-canonical cellG (7, j), and we lelg;, g, denote
the two points fromP; and P, respectively. We will seff.(z) = C/n? for quadrantsGy (i, j)yr and
Gr(i,7) L and fx(z) = —C/n? for the other two quadrants, whefgis determined as follows:

C = { X(Q1) If VPl(kai7j) > VPQ(k7i7j);
X(q2) if Vp, (k,i,7) < Vp,(k,1,7).

Let D(z) be the combinatorial discrepancy atover P, U P,. By similar argument in the proof of
Lemma 3.1, we get

2¥]
]

/ y fk(fﬂ)D(:v)de{ %(Vpl(k’i.’j)*v%( ) ))| if x(a1) = x(q2);
G (i,5) 2

k
|VP1 (k727j) - VP2(k7> ) if X(ql) #* X(q2)'

In either case,
1 .. ..
| n@D@ds = Vi (i) = Ve (i)

And the rest of the proof follows the same argument in the fopbbemma 3.1. O

Here we briefly explain the high level idea for proving Thenrd.1. By Lemma 3.5, it is sufficient to
find a sub-collectiorP* C Py, such that for any two point sets 7*, their corner volume distance is large.
We will choose a subsef; C Z,, and project each vector ii; down to a slightly shorter bit vectdr.
The collection7 of all resulted bit vectofl''s induces a sub-collectio®; C Py, and eachr represents a
point set inP;. Then we prove that for any two point sé®s, P, € Py, there is a linear dependence between
the corner volume distane®( P, P») and the hamming distance of their bit vector representsiflos) and
T p,. Finally, we show that there is a large sub-collectiorvo#ith large pair-wise hamming distances, and
this sub-collection induces a collection of point sBts € P; in which the union of any two point sets has
large combinatorial discrepancy.

We focus on &k + 6,logn — k)-cell Gii610gn—k(i, ), for k € {0,6,12,... ,logn — 6}. Note that
Grt6,10g n—k (1, 7) only containgk + [)-canonical cells fot € [7]. Let F}, ; ;(I) denote the set of alk +1)-
canonical cells irG'y, 6 10s n—1 (7, 7), it iS easy to see that

Frii() = {Gru (27 + 5,21 + 1) | s € 2677, € [21]}.

Note that|F}, ; ;(1)| = 64 for eachl € [7]. LetZ; ; ;(1) denote the set of indices of bits in the partition vector
that are associated with the soiiie+ [)-canonical cells irGy. 6 105 n—k (7, ), for i € [6], i.e.,

Zrij() = {(k + 1,257+ 5,25 + 1) | s € [2°77],t € [21]}.

DefineZ;, ; ; to be the union of theZy, ; ;(1)’s. Since there ar82 bits in Z, ; ;(I) for eachl € [6], the total
number of bits inZ;, ; ; is 192 (here we use the indices ity ; ; to denote their corresponding bits in the
partition vector ofP, with a slightly abuse of notation). The following fact shothe 7, ; ;'s partition all
the %n log n bits:

Fact 3.3. The number of}, ; ;'s is zi;n log n; For different (k, i, j) and (k',4, j), Zyij 0 Zis i1 5 = 0.
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n/Q"‘ n/2k+3

2k+‘

2k+6

S1
Zrij =1
2

Gk+6‘l()g ,,,],»(L J) th+3(817 8])

Figure 5: lllustration of the&s4 x 64 grid. The volume of each cell ¥, 3(8i,85) is n/64. The cells in
shadow represent the corner volume difference,andss-.

The proof of the above claims are fairly straightforward:eTtumber of differentZ;, ; ;s is equal to the
number of differeniG 6 105 n—k (%, 7)’S. For a fixedk, the number of differentk + 6,logn — k)-cells is
n/64, and the number of differerits is log n/6, so the total number of differerf;, ; ;'s is z-;n log n. For
the second claim, we consider the following two cases: ¥ £/, we havéi,j) # (i/,;'). This implies
that the two(k, log n — k + 6)-cells are disjoint, therefore the bits associated withcdmgonical cells inside
them are disjoint. Fok # k', observe that we choodgeandx’ from {0,6,...,logn — 6}, andZ,,; ; and
Zy i i only contain bits associated wiflt + [)-canonical cells andk’ + I")-canonical cells, respectively,
for 1,1 € [6], s0Zy; ;(1) and Zy.j:(I') are disjoint, forl, I’ € [6].

The reason we group the bits in the partition vector into ssdbsets is that we can view each subset
Zy,i,; as a partition vector of the ceF, 10 n— (%, 7), Which allows us to manipulate the positions of
the points inside it. More precisely, we can ViéW.¢ 1o n—k (7, 7) @S a64 x 64 grid, with each grid cell
being a(k,logn — k — 6)-cell in the original[0, n)? grid. Moreover, &k + [)-canonical cell contained in
Gr+t6,10sn—k(1, j) corresponds to &canonical cell in th&4 x 64 grid. Note that there ar@t points in this
grid, and the bits inZ;, ; ; correspond to the partition vector of trig-point set. Now consider @ + 3)-
canonical cellG43(87,8;), which corresponds to the lower leftx 8 grid in G46,10gn—k (4, j). FoOr each
point setP € Py, there is exactly one point i6';,13(8¢,85), and the bits inZ, ; ; encode the position of
the point on the8 x 8 grid. Suppose; ands, are two bit vectors of length92, such that when the bits in
Zy,; ; are assigned ag (denoted?;,; ; = s1), the point inG3(8¢, 85) resides in the upper left grid cell,;
and whenZ, ; ; = s», it resides in the grid cell to the upper left of the centeGgf 3(8i, 85) (see Figure 5).
Note that by this definition, the corner volume distance &f tvo point is at least./8. Meanwhile, since
there are no constraints on the otlidmpoints iNG. 6 10s n—1 (7, ), it iS €asy to show that such assignments
s1 andsy indeed exist.

By restricting the assignments 4, ; ; to {s1, s2}, we have created a subsgt of Z, = {0, 1}%"1"“:

21 ={Z | Zy;j=s10rsq,fork € {0,6,...,logn — 6},i € [n/2"6 —1],5 € [2F — 1]}.

Let P; denote the sub-collection % that Z; encode. By Fact 3.3, the numberf ;'s is zt;nlogn, SO

|P1] = 23s1m108" Define a bit vectofT of length s nlogn, such thatl'(k,i,5) = 0if Z;,;; = s, and
T(k,i,j) = 1if Zy; ; = s2, then a bit vectof' encodes a bit vectdf € Z;, and therefore encodes a

15



point setinP;. Let 7T = {0, 1}ﬁ"1"g" denote the collection of all bit vectofE. Then there is a bijection
betweer7 andPy, and|7| = |P;| = 2ssinlosn,

Consider two point set®, and P in P;. Let Tp, andT p, denote the bit vector that encode these two
point sets, respectively. The following lemma relates tbmer volume distance aP; and P, with the
hamming distance betwednp, andTp,.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose there exists a constaptsuch that for anyP;, P, € P;, the hamming distance
H(Tp,, Tp,) > cnlogn, then the corner volume distance betwdgrand P, A(Py, ), is Q(n?logn).

Proof. We make the following relaxation oA(P;, P») :

lognn/28—12k_1
APLP) = Y 3 > ik g) — Ve (ki j)]
k=0 i=0 =0
n/2kT6 19k _4

> > Ve (k+3,86,8§) — Vi, (k + 3,8i,85)|

ke{0,6,...,logn—6} =0 7=0

v

Now consider the bitq' p, (k, 4, j) andTp, (k, 4, 7). If Tp,(k,i,5) # Tp,(k,1,7), then by the choice of
s1 andsg we haveVp, (k + 3,8i,8j — Vp,(k + 3,81,85)| > n/8. So the corner volume distangg P, Ps)
is lower bounded by the hamming distané¢T p, , T p,) multiplied byn /8, and the lemma follows. O

The following lemma (probably folklore; see a proof in thep®mdix) states that there is a large subset
of T, in which the vectors are well separated in terms of hammisigace.

Lemma 3.7. Let N = zLnlogn. There is a subsef* C T = {0, 1} of size27 ", such that for any
T, # T, € T*, the hamming distanc8 (T, T2) > 1 N.

Proof. We embed7 into a graph(V, E)). Each node irl/ represents a vectdF € 7 , and there is edge
between two node®; and T, if and only if H(T, Ts) < %N. By this embedding, it is equivalent to prove
that there is an independent set of stze” in (V, E).

Fix a vectorT € 7, and consider a random vectdf uniformly drawn from7. It is easy to see that the
hamming distancé/ (T, T’) follows binomial distribution. By Chernoff bound

1
Pr[H(T,T') < {N] < e~ < 9w,
This implies that the probability that there is an edge betw& and T is at most2~ 1%, By the fact

that T’ is uniformly chosen fronT, it follows that the degree oI is at mostd = 2% . 2716 = 217V,
Since a graph with maximum degréemust have an independent set of size at |€d$yd, there must be

an independent set of size at least" . O

Let P* denote the collection of point sets encoded/y By Lemma 3.7|P*| > 216N = 2emnlosn,
From Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 we know that for any two point Beist P, € P*, the combinatorial
discrepancy of the union df, and P, is 2(log n). This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.
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