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VC-DIMENSION

ARTEM CHERNIKOV AND HENRY TOWSNER

ABSTRACT. We generalize the fact that graphs with small VC-dimension
can be approximated by rectangles, showing that hypergraphs with
small VCj-dimension (equivalently, omitting a fixed finite (k+1)-partite
(k+1)-uniform hypergraph) can be approximated by k-ary cylinder sets.

In the language of hypergraph regularity, this shows that when H
is a k’-uniform hypergraph with small VCg-dimension for some k < k’,
the decomposition of H given by hypergraph regularity only needs the
first k levels—one can approximate H using sets of vertices, sets of pairs,
and so on up to sets of k-tuples—and that on most of the resulting k-ary
cylinder sets, the density of H is either close to 0 or close to 1.

We also show a suitable converse: k’-uniform hypergraphs with large
VCi-dimension cannot have such approximations uniformly under all
measures on the vertices.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We generalize the fact that graphs with small VC-dimension can be ap-
proximated by rectangles [AFNQT7, [LS10], showing that hypergraphs with
small VCk—dimensionﬁ (equivalently, hypergraphs omitting a fixed finite
(k + 1)-partite (k + 1)-uniform hypergraph) can be approximated by k-ary
cylinder setd.

Our main result is:

Theorem 1.1. For every k < k', every d and every ¢ > 0, there is an N
such that whenever H C (,‘;,) has VCy-dimension less than d, H differs from

a union of at most N k-ary cylinder sets by at most 6|V|kl points.

Stated in a more general way, this is Corollary [6.J01 We also prove an
appropriate converse: that if H has this approximation property with a
bound on N which is uniform over all measures on V then H has small
VCp-dimension; this is Theorem [Z.11

To see why we should expect such a result, first recall the situation for
graphs. It is convenient to interpret the Szemerédi regularity lemma as
saying that when G = (V, E) is a large finite graph, we can present the
characteristic function xyg of the edge relation E in the form

xe=f"+f*t

1See Definition Bl
23ee Remark
3See Definition
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where £ is the “structured” portion of the form

fT l‘ y Z al,]XV (y)

3,j<n

where V' = U<, Vi is a partition and the «; ; are real numbers, and f= is
quasirandom. That is, we can view E as a finite partition with weights «; ;
indicating the density of edges between V; and V;, with f © representing the
random determination of which which edges are actually present.

When G has small VC- dlmenswnﬁ the f+ part is small [AFNQ7, [LS10),
CS16]. More precisely, for each d and each ¢ > 0, there is a bound N
so that whenever G is a graph with VC-dimension at most d, there is a
regularity partition into N pieces so that the quasirandom part satisfies
dryev |f+(x,9)> < e|[V|%. (Indeed, N is polynomial in e, with the degree
of the polynomial depending on d.)

This means that the weights «; ; are each either close to 1 or close to 0,
so this is equivalent to saying that G is approximately the union of those
rectangles where o ; is close to 1.

We cannot quite get a reverse implication, that f' being small implies
small VC-dimension. It cannot be exactly an equivalence because having
small VC-dimension is a combinatorial property, while f has a measure-
theoretic character. (For instance, if we take a very large graph of small
VC-dimension, and then graft on it a small graph of large VC-dimension, say
with size o(|V]), the small graph cannot meaningfully change f+.) Instead,
having small VC-dimension is equivalent to having f+ be small uniformly
for all possible measures on V.

Now, consider what happens when we generalize to hypergraphs—that is,
H = (V,E) with E C (‘]g) for some k > 2. Something similar holds if all

slices of ¥ have small VC-dimension—that is, for every fixed zq,...,z5_9 in
V', the binary relation
V
Ezl, W2 _{(:E y) | (iﬂ,y,Zl,---,Zk_l)GE}g 9

has small VC-dimensionl]. When this holds, we have
xe=f"+f"
where the f' portion has the form

fT(xla-' Z Qi .. JkHXVz 5)

Ulyenslp

4That is, the family {E, | € V} of subsets of V has small VC-dimension, where E,,
is the fiber {y € V | (z,y) € E}. Equivalently, there is a small bipartite graph which G
contains no induced copies of.

51t is more common to consider a stronger assumption, that all ways of viewing F as a
graph on V x V*~! have small VC-dimension. However the weaker slice-wise assumption
here suffices, and is the notion for which we get a converse. There are examples showing
that the slice-wise assumption is strictly weaker.
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and Yzeve | FH(Z))? < g|V|F. That is, H is approximated by boxes ([CS16],
which corresponds to the case k = 1 and k" arbitrary of Theorem [L.T]).

This is a very strong conclusion, suggesting that small VC-dimension is a
very restrictive condition for a hypergraph. For a general regular hypergraph
H = (V,E), the characterization given by hypergraph regularity [NRS06),
RS04 [Gow(7] involves a more complicated decomposition

XB=fe1 4 fi+ [T
where fi has the form 37, . i i T1; XVi, (xj) as above, but the f; in
general are sums of j-ary cylinder sets. (For instance, f, is, roughly speaking,
the portion of xg which can be described using directed graphs.)

Small VC-dimension collapses not only the random part f+, but also all
the more complex parts fr_1 -+ -+ + fo. There ought to be a weaker notion
than small VC-dimension which corresponds to just f* being small; more
generally, there ought to be notions which correspond to collapsing part of
this sequence, so that f+ + fx_1 + -+ + fj41 is small.

The natural candidate is the notion of VCyg- dimensior(d implicit in Shelah’s
work in model theory [Shel4, [Shel7] and studied further in [CPT19].

The proof of the aforementioned result for graphs of finite VC-dimension—
which corresponds to the k = 1,k = 2 case of Theorem [[L.T}is fairly short.
The key point is that if a graph E has finite VC-dimension, so does the
graph E* = {(z,2",y) |y € E, A Ex} on V2 x V. (E, is the fiber {y € V|
(x,y) € E}.) A graph with finite VC-dimension has small e-nets [HWS87]:
that is, there is a list of y1,...,y, € V such that, for all pairs (x, '), either
the fiber E , has density less than €, or E} , N {y1,...,yn} # 0. That is,
for any two pomts E., E,, either £, A E,/ is small, or £, A\ E,s includes
one of the points yi,...,y,. We call {y1,...,y,} an “e-net for differences”:
the points y1,...,y, are a universal test for whether two fibers can be far
apart. There are only finitely many subsets of {y1,...,yn}, so we can then
approximate the graph as a union of rectangles of the form

{l‘ | (EwAEIz)m{ylvayn} :Q} X Exl

for a shortl] list of points 1, ..., Tm.

A quick glance at this paper suggests that the proof of the generalization
to hypergraphs will be slightly more complicated.

We carry out our argument in the setting of a Keisler graded probability
space. This is the natural infinitary setting for such arguments; in particular,
it is the setting one obtains by considering a hypergraph H C [[,«; Vi with
N < min; |V| and letting N — oo. Many statements which would be
approximate, or “up to o(IN¥)”, or something similar when considering large
N become exact in the infinitary setting. Most importantly, in a probability

6See Definitions BIandB4l VC; is ordinary VC-dimension. A (k+ 1)-graph has small
VCp-dimension if it omits a small (k + 1)-partite hypergraph.

"In fact, using the bounds given by the VC theorem and Sauer-Shelah, of size polyno-
mial in €.
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space we can identify the “lower dimensional information” mentioned above
with the projection onto a o-algebra. Additionally, this lets us speak of the
distinction between finite and infinite VCg-dimension, rather than having to
speak precisely of quantitative bounds for what it means to have a “small”
VCj-dimension.

We further work in a compound multipartite setting, where we consider
subsets of Hie[k] V™ —that is, we not only allow separate sets V; for each
coordinate, we keep track of the possibility that we may have multiple coor-
dinates coming from the same set. (The graph E* above, which is naturally
viewed as a subset of V2 x V5, suggests why this setting shows up in the course
of the proof.) For completeness, since it does not seem to have appeared in
the literature, we write down the extension of the Keisler graded probability
space to this setting in detail in Section We need some results about the
Gowers uniformity norms and their relationship to conditional expectation
in this setting; these results are standard, but have also not been developed
in the multipartite setting. We include them for completeness as well, but
postpone this discussion to Section [8l

In Section Bl we define VCj-dimension and recall some standard exam-
ples and facts. However we will want to consider not just hypergraphs—that
is, sets—but functions with range [0,1]. We may think of these functions
as weighted hypergraphs, with ordinary hypergraphs as the case where the
functions are {0, 1}-valued. Such functions show up at intermediate steps
anyway—for instance, in the decompositions above, the components f ', f+
are naturally functions, not sets. The extension of VC-dimension to func-
tions has appeared in various places (e.g. [Tal87, [Tal96, BY09]), and we
give the analogous definition of VCg-dimension in Definition B.111

We include some results showing that various operations preserve VCy-
dimension of functions; to avoid interrupting the main thread of the ar-
gument, we postpone this to Section [0l The last and most difficult of
these is Theorem [[0.7] showing that given a family of functions of low VCy-
dimension, the “average” function still has low VCj-dimension (more pre-
cisely, the VCg-dimension of the function f'(x1,...,2511) == [ f(z1, ..., Tkro)dp(Trio)
can be bounded in terms of the maximum of the VCj-dimensions of the func-
tions f(x1,...,2ky2) over all xgy92). Our proof combines structural Ramsey
theory with a variant of the Aldous-Hoover-Kallenberg theorem on exchange-
able arrays of random variables. It provides a higher arity generalization of
the main result of [BY09] for & = 1 using different methods.

Section [Blis devoted to proving the existence of “c-nets for differences” for
hypergraphs of low VCg-dimension. It is a bit surprising that this is possible,
because we do not have any analog of the existence of e-nets; it is not even
clear what the higher arity generalization of an e-net would be. Nonetheless,
we do have an analog of the e-net for differences, in the following sense.

When H C [[;<x41 Vi has small VCj-dimension, it is no longer reasonable
to expect that there is a short list z1,...,2z, € V so that every k-ary fiber
H, with z € V is close (i.e. has small symmetric difference) to one of the H,,.
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Rather, we have to expect that each fiber H, is described by the H,, together
with lower dimensional information. This is the content of Proposition 11
The remainder of Section [l is devoted to further refinement of this result.

To prove Proposition b1l we suppose it fails and work with an infinite
sequence of fibers which are all far from each other. We then homogenize
this sequence using many applications of Ramsey’s Theorem and construct
a counterexample to small VCp-dimension from the resulting subsequence.
To manage the homogenization of the sequence, we pass to a sequence of
indiscernibles in an ultrapower of the original graded probability space; this
requires some model theoretic machinery. We treat this machinery as a
black box as much as possible, and isolate the model theoretic arguments to
Section [A1

Having shown that there are finitely many k-ary fibers of H which, up
to lower dimensional information, approximate all the fibers, we are able
to write down an approximation of H using these fibers in Proposition B.11
We then generalize this to the case where H C [[,< V; for any k' > k,
concluding the main result of the paper, in Theorem and then prove
the quantitative Corollary [6.9] using one more detour through the model
theoretic techniques of Section [l

In Section [7l we prove the converse of the main theorem: if a function on
Hie[k] V; has infinite VCp-dimension, then there is some way to put a prob-
ability measure on the V; so that the function has no simple approximation
using (< k)-ary sets.

Finally, in Section [[1] we discuss some questions and directions for future
work that naturally arise given the results of the paper, along with some
applications of our results in model theory.

1.1. Acknowledgements. Artem Chernikov was partially supported by
the NSF CAREER grant DMS-1651321. He is grateful to Kota Takeuchi
and Ital Ben Yaacov for helpful discussions. Henry Towsner was partially
supported by NSF Grant DMS-1600263. The authors thank the American
Institute of Mathematics and the Institut Henri Poincaré for additional sup-
port.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We summarize the notation used throughout the article for
a reference.

(1) N={0,1,...}. We write R+ to denote the set of positive reals, R
for the set of non-zero reals, N+ for the set of positive integers, and
Q%1 for the set of rational numbers in the interval [0, 1].

(2) Fori € N, by a dyadic rational number of height i we mean a rational
number of the form 7> with m € Z and n = 2!, We let Q; be the set
of all dyadic rationals of height i, and let Qx = ;e Q; be the set
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of all dyadic rationals. We let @1[071} := @Q; N[0, 1], note that it is a
finite set of cardinality 2/ + 1 for every i € N.

(3) For k € N5 we will denote by [k] the set {1,...,k}, and [0] := 0.

(4) For a set V and k € N, (}) = {W CV:|W|=k} and (%/k) =
(WCV:|W| <k}

(5) For any i,j € N, ¢; ; is equal to 1 if ¢ = j and 0 otherwise. Given
k € Nxg and i € [k], 6F := (6; : j € [k]). We let

0% :=(0,...,0),1F := (1,...,1).
N—— N——
k times k times

We might omit k if it is clear from the context, and simply write

5;,0,1.
(6) Given n = (ny,...,ng),m = (m ,my,) in NF, we write n < m if
n2<mlf0reveryze[] nd n mlfngmandn2<mlf0rat

least one i € [k].

(7) Algebraic operations on tuples of numbers are always performed
coordinate-wise. Given n,m € N¥ and d € N, we write d - 72 to
denote the tuple (dnq,...,dng), n + m to denote the tuple (ny +

mi,...,ng +myg), n-m for the tuple (ny - myq,...,ny - my), ete.
(8) Given two tuples a = (ay,...,am),b = (b1,...,by,), we write a—b for
the concatenated tuple (ai,...,am,b1,...,by).

(9) Given a set V, P(V) denotes the set of its subsets.

(10) For sets Vi,..., Vi and I C [k] we denote by V; the product V; =
e Vi

(11) Given I C [k], a tuple a = (a; : i € I) € Vy and a set s C I, we
denote by as the subtuple (a; : i € s) € V.

(12) Let R C Vi X ... x Vi be a k-ary relation and I C [k]. Viewing R as
a binary relation on Vi x Vg, for b € Vi ; we denote by R; the
fiber

Ry ={a €V;: (a,b) € R}.
(13) If a € Vi x ... x Vi, and o : [k] — [k] is a permutation, then o(a) :=
(ag(l), ce ,ao(k)) S Vo(l) X ... X Vo(k)-
(14) Given a tuple a = (a; : i € I), i € I and b € Vj, we let a,_,; denote
the tuple obtained from a by replacing a; by b.

(15) Given arelation RC Vi X ... x Vi, I ClkJanda € Vi x ... x Vj, we
let

(16) If R C Vi x ... x Vi and o : [k] — [k] is a permutation, then
R .= {&U ra € R} - Va(l) X ... X Va(k)-

(17) For R C V, we write xg : V — {0,1} to denote the characteristic
function of R.

(18) For R C V, we will use the notation R' := Rand R~! = =R := V\R.
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(19) If X,Y are sets, then XAY = (X \Y)U (Y \ X) denotes their
symmetric difference, and if @, are first-order formulas, then ¢/
denotes the formula (¢ A =) V (= A ).

As usual, given a o-algebra B, a o-subalgebra By C B, and a B-measurable
function f, E(f | Bo) denotes the conditional expectation. We will use
freely that the conditional expectation corresponds to orthogonal projection
in the corresponding Hilbert space of measurable functions—that is, for any
B-measurable functions f,g, [E(f | Bo)gdu = [ fE(g | Bo)du. As usual,
the equality for functions in L?(u) is understood up to a measure 0 set.
Given a set of B-measurable functions G, for brevity E(f | BpUG) will
denote E (f | o (BoUG)). If E € B, we might write E(E | By) to denote

E (x& | Bo)-

2.2. Graded probability spaces and cylinder sets. We review and gen-
eralize to the partite setting the notion of graded probability spaces, which
were introduced by Keisler in [Kei85] and provide a natural setting for the
analytic approach to the study of various hypergraph regularity phenomena.

We fix k € N5 and sets (V;);c[r), and we are going to be considering the
products V™o = H-E[k} V" for arbitrary ny,...,n; € N. An element of
[Liepy Vi is a tuple

(Ul,lyvl,% <oy Ung s U215 -+ V2ngs -+ U 15 - - 7'Uk,nk)7

which we will usually abbreviate

(1_)1, - 777k)
or just v. It is going to be convenient to define ordered concatenation: if
V= (271, e ,@k) € Hze[k} V;nl and w = (’lZ)l, e ,wk) € Hze[k] V;mi, we define
v ®w = (Vy, Wy, Vg, Wa, - .., U, wg) € [ V™.

i€[k]

Definition 2.1. A k-partite graded probability space P = (V[k], B, /Jﬁ)ﬁeNk
consists of sets (V;);ex) and, for every ni,...,ny € N, a o-algebra By, n, C
P (Hie[k} VZ"Z) and a probability measure jip, .. n, o0 By, . n, satisfying the
following axioms.
(1) (Symmetry) For every nq,...,n; € N, i <k, permutation 7 : [n;] —
[n;] and B € By, n,, we let
B™ = {(v1,...,7(%;),...,0%) | (01,...,0i,...,0) € B}.
Then
(a) B™ € By,,...n,, and

(b) /‘m,...,nk(Bﬂ) = Nm,...,nk(B)-
(2) (Closure under products) If B € By, ., and C € By, . m,, then
the reordered product

BxC:={vew|veBandweC(}
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belongs to By, 4mi,....np+my-
(3) (Fubini property) Given B € By, 1m,....ng+m, and w € Hie[k} v

write
Then the Fubini property holds for the algebras (Bg, B, Bitm):

(a) By € Bp,,...n, for all w € [l V™5

(b) the function @ > pny,. n,(Bg) from Jlepy V™ to [0,1] is

fma,...,m,-easurable; and

(©) Hnytmy,.nptmi (B) = [ finy .y (B )dptmy .y (0).

A graded probability space B = (V, By, tin) e is just a 1-partite graded
probability space (equivalently, for any k € N>1, it can be identified with a
k-partite graded probability space Vi = ... =V, =V, By, . n, = B, and
Py, = i for all ny, ... ng with [ng + ... + ng| =n).

Remark 2.2. (1) A partite graded probability space canonically induces
a o-algebra and measure on any product Hje[d} Vi, with i; € [k], by
identifying elements of [];¢(q Vi, with elements of [];c V" for any
appropriate choice of n; and a permutation of the coordinates (by
symmetry, the choice of permutation does not matter).

(2) Let m = (‘/[k]’Bﬁ”uﬁ)ﬁg
Recall that for any set V, VO = {(}. Then given i € [k], the set
[Tick V% is naturally identified with the set V;, the algebra B;,

is naturally identified with an algebra B? of subsets of V;, and the

- be a partite graded probability space.

measure 5 with a measure ,u;-p on B? (recall that §; is the tuple with
1 in the ith position and 0 in the other positions, see Section [2.).
Then all of the measures pj, 7 € NF are determined by the measures
(,u?3 :1 € [k]) (by a straightforward induction on |nq + ...+ ns| using
symmetry and Fubini).

(3) For any nq,...,ng,my,...,mg, we let
Boy,.onie X Bing.oomy =0 ({B X C: B € Bpy, gy C € By i })
be the product g-algebra. Then

Bnlv---vnk X Bmlv---vmk - Bn1+m17---7"k+mk

(by the closure under products) and fin,+m,,..n.+m, €xtends the
product measure fin,, . n. X Hmy,...my (by Fubini property). Note
however that in a typical case of interest for us this inclusion of
algebras is strict.

Remark 2.3. Assume that the Fubini property as in Definition 2.1](3) holds
for (Bs, B, Bi+m). Then, via a straightforward approximation by simple
functions argument, it also lifts from measures to general integrals. That is,
for any Bj.ym-measurable function f : V2™ — R we have:
(1) the fiber fz : V™ — [0,1],0 — f(0 ® w) is pp-measurable for all
wevm,
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(2) the function w — [ f (0 ® w) duy (V) is By-measurable;

(3) the function v — [ f (v ® W) dusm (w) is Bi-measurable (using sym-
metry in Definition 21J(1));

(4)

[1@0 0 dinen GO0 = [ ([ 1600)din @) dun (@) =

/ (/f(v@w) dpm, (w)) dpi (0) .

We have the following natural way to form a new partite graded probability

space from a given one.

Remark 2.4. (“Gluing coordinates”) Assume (‘/[k},Bﬁ,/Jﬁ)_eNk is a k-
n

partite graded probability space. Let t € N and n; = (Nig, -, nik) € NF

for i € [t] be arbitrary. We define V/ := V"™ for ¢ € [t], and for m =

(mi,...,my) € Nt we let m/ := ming + ... +myng € NF, Bl i= By, il i =

o -
Then By, can be viewed as an algebra of subsets of [T, (V)™ (identify-

ing the product Hie[t] (Hje[k] V]"ZJ) " with Hje[k] Vi
2.2(1)), and it is easy to see that (V[Q},B;—L,u%)
probability space.

ic[t) Mg

by Remark
e is a t-partite graded
Definition 2.5. Let (V[k], B, /J/ﬁ) .
and fix 7 = (n1,...,n;) € N¥. Let n := > ic[k) M-

(1) For each i € [k], let I; C [n;], and I := (Iy,...,I;). Then B 1 is the
o-subalgebra of By generated by all sets of the form

- be a partite graded probability space,

{x:(xl,...,xk) € H A ((:El)h,...,(:ik)jk) GX},

i€[k]

for X € B\Il|7~~~7|lk\’
(2) For m < n, we let By ,, be the o-subalgebra of Bj generated by
U {Bﬁ,f P ierw il < m}
(3) If n € N” for some r < k, then By := Bj~g— — a o-algebra of
subsets of V™ = [Licp V™" and pip = pi;~gs—r & measure on it.
And if m < 3Zicp 1y then B i= Bi~gr—r -

We refer to the sets in By, as the (Z)—cylinder sets, and to the sets in
By ¢ with ¢ < k as the t-ary cylinder sets.

In other words, B, is generated by those sets in By that can be defined
by measurable conditions each of which can involve at most m out of n
variables. The inclusion By ., C Bj is strict in general.
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3. VC;-DIMENSION

3.1. VC;-dimension for relations. We review the notion of VCj-dimension,
for £ € N, generalizing the usual Vapnik-Chervonenkis dimension in the
case k = 1. It is implicit in Shelah’s work on k-dependent theories in
model theory [Shel7, [Sheld] and is studied in [CPT19]; and further in
[Hem16, [CH19al, [CH19D] for model theory of groups and fields, and in [Ter1§]
in connection to hypergraph growth rates.

Definition 3.1. For k € N, let V4,..., Vi1 be sets. We say that a (k + 1)-
ary relation £ C Vj x ... X Vi1 has VCi-dimension > d, or VCi(E) > d, if
there is a k-dimensional d-box A = Ay X ... x A with A; CV; and |A;| =d
for © = 1,...,k shattered by E. That is, for every S C A, there is some
bs € V41 such that S = AN Ey,. We say that VC,(E) = d if d is maximal
such that there is a d-box shattered by E, and VC;(F) = oo if there are
d-boxes shattered by F for arbitrarily large d.

In the case k =1 and E C Vj x Vi, VC1(E) = d simply means that the
family F := {E, : a € Va} of all subsets of V] given by the fibers of FE has
VC-dimension d.

The following equivalence is straightforward (see [CPT19, Proposition 5.2]
for the details).

Remark 3.2. For E C V] x ... x Vii1, VC,(E) < d implies that E omits
some finite (k+1)-partite hypergraph as an induced partite hypergraph, with
parts of size at most d := 2¢°. And if E omits some finite (k + 1)-partite
hypergraph with all parts of size at most d’, then VC,(FE) < d'.

In particular, VC;(E) < oo if and only if E omits some finite (k + 1)-
partite hypergraph as an induced partite hypergraph.

Fact 3.3. For every d € N there exists some D = D(d) € N such that: if
E,F CVi x...x Vg1 are two relations with VC(E), VCi(F') < d, then:
e [CPT19, Corollary 3.15] VC(—-E),VC(EN F),VC(EUF) < D;
e [CPT19, Corollary 5.3] If 0 € Sky1 is any permutation of the set {1,
..., k+1}, then VC,(E?) < D.

We also extend the definition of VCg-dimension to relations of arity higher
than k 4+ 1 as follows:

Definition 3.4. Let & < k¥’ € N be arbtirary. We say that a k’-ary relation
E C Vi x ... x Vi has VCg-dimension < d if for any I C [K'] with |[I| =
K — (k+ 1) and any b € V7, the relation Ej (i.e. the fiber of E with the
coordinates in I fixed by the elements of the tuple b, viewed as a (k+ 1)-ary
relation on Vj;\ ) has VCj-dimension < d (in the sense of Definition B.1I).

We write VCi(E) for the least d such that VCj-dimension of E is < d,
or oo if there is no such d.

That is, when E is a k’-ary relation with &’ > k + 1, the VCj-dimension
of E is the supremum of the VCg-dimension over all (k + 1)-ary fibers Ej,.
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Remark 3.5. It is easy to see that any fiber of a relation with finite
VCj-dimension also has finite VCg-dimension; that finite VCg-dimension
is preserved under Boolean combinations and permutations of variables (us-
ing Fact B3); and that if ¥ > ko > k; and E is a k'-ary relation with
VCy, (E) < 00, then also VCy, (F) < oc.

The natural examples of relations with finite VCg-dimension are those
which are “essentially k-ary”—that is, relations which are built from k-ary
relations.

Example 3.6. Let £ C V; x ... X Vi11 be a relation given by a finite
Boolean combination of arbitrary relations Ei,...,E,,,m € N, such that
each F; is of the form E x Viyiq3\z, for some [; C [k + 1] with |I;| < k and
some E! C Vi,. Then VCi(FE) < oo by Fact B:3|(1), since every relation of
arity < k trivially has finite VCg-dimension.

The main result of the paper essentially shows that, up to an error of
arbitrarily small measure, every k-dependent relation is of this form.

Example 3.7. Assume V; = Vo = V3 = V, F,G,H C V? are arbitrary
(e.g. quasi-random), and let £ C V3 consist of those triples (z,y,z) € V3
for which an odd number of the pairs (x,y), (z, 2), (y, z) belongs to F,G, H,
respectively. We claim that VCy(E) < 65. Consider any {y1,...,y5} C V
and {z1,...,265} € V. By Ramsey’s theorem, possibly reordering the
elements, we may assume that either {yi,y2,ys} x {z1,22,23} C H or
{y1,y2,y3} X {21,22,23} N H = (. But then no z € V can satisfy E, N
{y1,v2, 3} x {21, 22,23} = {(y1,21), (y2, 22), (y3,23)}, as this would imply
that no two of the values xr(z,y1), xr(z,¥2), XF(x,y3) can be equal, which
is impossible.

Example 3.8. Let V be a K-vector space, where K is one of the following
fields: T, C, Fglg or R, where p is a prime number. Let f: V xV — K be a
non-degenerate bilinear form. Then every relation definable in the structure
(V, K, f) (on tuples of any arity), in the sense of first order logic, has finite
VCs-dimension. See [CHI9D] for the details.

The following is a generalization of the Sauer-Shelah lemma from VCj to
VCj-dimension.

Fact 3.9. [CPT19, Proposition 3.9] If E C Vi X...xVj41 satisfies VC,(E) <
d, then there is some € = e(d) € Rsg such that: for any A = A1 x...x A C
Vi X ... x Vi with |A1] = ... = |Ag| = m, there are at most om* e different
sets S C A such that S = AN Ey for some b € Viyq.

Remark 3.10. More precisely, if VC, < d, then the upper bound above
k —&
is actually given by >, ("} ) < 9m" ™% for m > k, where z = zi(m,d + 1)

(2
is the Zarankiewicz number, i.e. the minimal natural number z satisfying:
every k-partite k-hypergraph with parts of size m and > z edges contains

the complete k-partite hypergraph with each part of size d + 1. If £ = 1,
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then z1(m,d + 1) = d + 1, hence the bound in Fact coincides with the
Sauer-Shelah bound, and for a general k£ the bound in Fact appears close
to optimal (see [CPT19, Proposition 3.9] for the details).

3.2. VCi-dimension for real-valued functions. We generalize the no-
tion of VCj-dimension and some of its basic properties from relations to
functions, generalizing [Tal87| [Tal96] in the case k = 1.

Definition 3.11. Let f : [T;cp11) Vi — [0,1] be a function.

(1) Given r < s € [0,1], we say that a box A = A; X ... x Ay with
A; CV;is (r,s)-shattered by f if for every S C A there exists some
¢s € Va1 so that f(a,cg) < r for every a € S and f(a,cg) > s for
every a € A\ S.

(2) Givend = (dr.s)r<sefo,1) With each d;. s € N, we will write VC(f) < d
if for every r < s € [0, 1], there is no box A = [];cy) 4i with 4; C 'V,
and |A;| = d, s for each i € [k] which is (7, s)-shattered by f.

(3) We say that f has finite VCi-dimension, or VCi(f) < oo, if there
exists some sequence d with d,. s € N so that VCi(f) < d; and that
f has infinite VCg-dimension or VCi(f) = oo otherwise.

(4) Given an arbitrary k¥’ € N, we say that a function f : [Licwn Vi —
[0,1] satisfies VCi(f) < d if either ¥’ < k, or ¥’ > k and for any
I C [K'] with |[I| = k' — (k + 1) and any b € V7, the function f; :
Vienr — [0,1], f3(Z) = f(z ©b) has VCp-dimension < d.

Remark 3.12. Note that if E C [];cfpqq) Vi, then VCi(E) < d if and only
if VC1.(xg) < d with d, s = d for all r < s € [0, 1].

It is sometimes convenient to speak of the VCyi-dimension of f “at (r,s)”:

Definition 3.13. Let f : [;c11) Vi — [0,1] be a function. We will write
VC*(f) < d if there is no box A = [T;ep Ai with A; C V; and |4;| = d for
each i € [k] which is (r, s)-shattered by f.

That is, VCi(f) < d is the same as VC°(f) < d,. for all r < s.
Finally, the following is a straightforward analog of Remark for real-
valued functions.

Remark 3.14. For f: [licjpyq Vi = [0,1] and r < s in [0,1], VC*(f) <d
implies that f omits some finite (k + 1)-partite k-uniform hypergraph H as
an “induced” partite hypergraph with parts of size at most d’ := Qdk, in the
sense that there is no way to identify the ¢th part of H to a subset of V; so
that, restricting to these sets, f takes values < r on the edges of H and > s
on the non-edges of H).

And if f omits some finite (k + 1)-partite hypergraph with all parts of
size at most d’ in this sense, then VC°(E) < d'.
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4. LEVEL SETS AND SOME LEMMAS ABOUT L2-NORM
Throughout this section, we fix £ € N> and let 3 = (V[k],Bﬁ,uﬁ)_eNk
- n

be a k-partite graded probability space. We fix 7 = (nq,...,n;) € NF,
n=7>cp i and f: [l Vi — [0,1] a Br-measurable function.

4.1. Level Sets of functions. We will frequently need to consider the level
sets of functions.

Definition 4.1. For r,q € R, we let
= {f e v f(z) < r},
fEr=VEN ST = s g

The next lemma captures the following idea: if f is not B-measurable
then there should be points which are “fuzzy” with respect to B, in the
sense that there are an r < s so that if we made a random choice of z with
respect to B, there should be positive probability that f(x) < r and positive
probability that f(x) > s. In the language of o-subalgebras, this becomes
the statement that both E(xs<r | B)(x) > § and E(x=. | B)(x) > § for
some § > 0.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that f : V* — [0,1] is a By-measurable function,
e € Ryg and B C By is a o-algebra such that ||f —E(f | B)||;2 > €. Then

there exist somet =t(c) e N, r <s¢€ Q,[fo’l] and 0 = 6(e) € Rxg so that
wi ({2 € VB (xp<r | B) (2) = G AE (g2 | B) (2) > 6}) > 6.

Proof. Let a € R5 be arbitrary, and we fix a sufficiently large t = t(a) € N
and an even ¢ = {(«) € N and a partition 0 = ¢y < ... < go = 1 of [0, 1] with
4 € Q,[to’l],qi—qi_l < aforalli € [(]. Welet U_q := f<@ U, := f2%Nf<di+2
for i € {0,...,0—2}, U; := f2% for i € {{ — 1,£ —2}.

Fix v € Ry, and let

Z::{:EGV": /\ E(XUZ.|B)<1—7},andforie{—l,...,ﬁ},
ie{-1,....0}

Vii= {xEVﬁ\Z:i:min{je{—1,...,@}:E(XUJ. ]B)(a:)zl—’y}}.

Note that {Z,V_1,...,V,} is a partition of V™, and each of these sets is in
B. And for each i € {—1,...,¢} we have

1) wa (Vinli) = /V v, dpn = /V_E(in | B) dpz > (1 =v)pa (Vi) -

Consider the B-measurable function g := > i1, ¢} GixV;-

Fix i € {—1,...,¢} and z € V; N U;. Then g(x) = ¢;, and by definition of
the U’s: f(x) € [qi, qivo] if i € {0,...,£—2}, f(x) € [¢;, 1] ifi € {{—1,0—2},
and f(x) € [0,q1] if i = —1. In either case, we get |f — g|(z) < 2a.
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Then, using the assumption on f, (1)) and that f, g are [0, 1]-valued, we
have

< =gl = [ (F ~ 9)dun =
/(f 9 dunt+ 3 / (- 9)?dpz + Z / (f — 9)%dun

e{-1,. ie{-1,. iNU;
< 1al2) + Z UACIESDS om0
ie{-1,...0} ie{—-1,...0}
< wua(Z) +7 Z i (Vi) + (20)? Z pia (Vi)
ie{-1,...0} ie{-1,....0}
< pi(2) + v + (2a)2.
Assuming v + (20)? < 5, we get pa(Z2) > 5
As (Ugi :1€{0,..., %}) and (Ugi_l :1€40,..., g}) are both partitions

of V", we also have

(4.2) for pz-almost every x € V™,
Z E(XUQi ’ B)(‘T) =1 and Z E(XUZifl ’ B)(‘T) =
i€{0,....£} i€{0,....5}

By definition, z € Z = NAjcq_1, o E(xv; | B) (z) < 1—1. In partic-
ular, taking dp := 7 > 0 and using [2), for each x € Z there must exist
some ig,41,J0,J51 € {—1,...,¢} such that iy < i1 are both even, jo < ji
are both odd, and E(xy, | B)(z) > ¢ for each i € {ig,i1,J0,71}. As there
are at most ¢4 possible choices for the quadruple (ig, 1, jo, j1), by additivity
of p there is a set Z/ C Z, 7' € B with uz(Z') > 61 = “—_”EE;Z—) > 50 >0
and so that all z € Z’ share the same values of i, 1, jo,j1. Then either
iop+2 < j1 (and so ) or jo + 2 < iy; we let r := ¢jo42,5 = ¢;, in the
former case, and r := gj,12,5 := ¢;, in the latter case. Then r < s and the
conclusion of the lemma holds by monotonicity of conditional expectation,
with § := min{dp, d1} > 0 (note that the choice of 6 and t in the proof only
depends on €). O

Lemma 4.3. Let (V,B, 1) be a probability space, and assume that fo, f1 :
V — [0,1] are B-measurable functions so that [ fidu > [ fodu. Then there
exist some r < s € QIO so that p(fS") > p(f°).

Proof. Without loss of generality we may replace f, by f;, o m, L. [0,1] —
[0, 1], where 7, : V' — [0, 1] is a measure-preserving function (with respect to

the Lebesgue measure on [0,1]) so that f, o7, ' is monotone, for b € {0,1}.
(We can take mp(z) := ( fb< f b(w)) and make countably many tweaks for
those r € [0, 1] for which p ({z | fy(x) = r}) has positive measure.)

Now we almost have u ( fy <fo(@)) x; the exception is if the left-handed

derivative of f, at x is equal to 0 — that is, if the set of y such that f,(y) =
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fo(z) has positive measure, and x is in the middle or is the right endpoint

of this constant interval. But we at least have pu ( fb< f "(x)) < z, and for all

r > fp(z), we have p(f") > .

Let € > 0 be small enough and define fi(z) = fo(x + ). Then we
have fol_e 1o < 01_5 fi. Then, since f{, fi are monotone, there must be
an z with fj(z) < fi(z). Let r € (fi(x), fi(z)) and s = fi(z). Then
p(fe") > x +e>x > p(fi*). O

4.2. Lemmas about measure and L?-norm. In this section we collect
some miscellaneous lemmas about measurability and the L?-norm that will
be needed later in the article.

Remark 4.4. Let a o-algebra B C By, ¢ € Ryg and a set X € Bj be
given. If | X —E (xx | B)|/;2 < %, then there exists some Y € B such that
Ixx — xvllz2 < 3¢ (and the converse implication obviously holds, with the
same €).

Proof. As E(xx | B) is B-measurable, there must exist a B-simple function
h = ¥icpm @iXxc; for some [m] € N, a; € R and pairwise disjoint sets
C; € B, such that [|[E(xx | B) — hl|;2 < %, so |[xx — h|l;2 < €2. But then
the measure of the union of those C; for which «; ¢ [0,¢) U (g, 1] must be at
most ¢ (as in Lemma [£2). So we may replace >, a;x¢, by the union C of
those C; with o; > e. Then the L2-distance of x¢ from > aiXc, is at most
2e, 50 ||xx — xcllp2 < €2 + 2 < 3e. O

The following lemma is well known (see e.g. [Ber85, Theorem 1.1}).

Fact 4.5. For any € € Ryo and m € N there exists some N = N(e,m) € N
and £ = &(e,m) € Ryg satisfying the following. Given any probability space
(V,B, 1) and any sequence (X; : i € [N]) of sets in B with u(X;) > e for all
i € [N], there exists some subsequence (X; : ¢ € I) with I C [N], |I| > m
and such that p(N;er Xi) > €.

Lemma 4.6. Let R € By be such that p; (R) > o > 0. Ford = (dy,...,dy) €
N'gl, let 3 be the set

{(l‘l,... , Tg) € H (Vln’)dl : (jl,ily"' 7jk,ik) €R
1€[k]
forall iy € [dy],. .., i € [d] }

Then ¥ € By, and pg; (X) > adidi < ).
Proof. Let R, and d as above be fixed. Let i € [k] be arbitrary, and let

R’ be the set of all tuples T = (Z1,...,%i—1, (Ti1, .-, Tid;), Tit1,---,T) D
VI o) VT s (V)% x VI x L x VI so that

(i‘l,. .. ,i‘i_l,:ii7j,:ii+1,. .. ,:f?k) cR
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for every i € [d;]. Note that R’ € By, , ,, by closure under products.

Then, by Fubini property and Hélder inequality with p = d;,q = %, we
have

oot B = [ b5, (R ) dina, (Finia) =
/ - (Rfm\m)di g (Fppy) =
/“ﬁni—n (R%\{i})di Yo (i’[k}\{i}) ’/1%@%% (i[k]\{i}>

d;
(/ Hon,-i (Ri[k]\{i}) Aping_,; (fﬂ[k}\{i})> =

(pa(R)® > o > 0.

Y

Repeating the same argument for every coordinate i € [k] (using Remark
[24(1)), we conclude

Hdiny,....dgny (2) > adl'“"dk > 0.
O

Lemma 4.7. Assume that i = ny +ny € N¥ and f,g : V* — [0,1] are
Br-measurable functions, and € € (0,1).

(1) The following implications hold:
If =gl <e =
_ fio _ _ 1
i ({2 € V2 |F (= @ 22) = 9(= ® B2 12y, ) > 7)) <2
3
= |lf —gll> <ei.
(2) More precisely, if Y € By, with pa,(Y) > 0 and
(=@ Z2)) = 9(= @ T2)| 2, ) <€
for every x5 € Y, then

ﬁ/f(:m @ T2)xy (T2)dun, (T2)—

< E.
LZ(M?q (531))

(3) If fi,gi : V™ — [0,1] are Bi-measurable and || f; — gil|;» < € for
i €[], then

II5-119

i€[f) i€[f]

T /g(:il ® T2)Xy (T2)dpin, (T2)

< (20+1)e and < Le.

SN fi=> g

i€[() i€[f)

L? L?
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Proof. By the Fubini property in graded probability spaces (Remark [2.3))

and standard calculations. E.g., for [2), taking i := f—g we have [|h(— & Z2)|| 12,

¢ for every To € Y. By Jensen’s inequality, for every fixed Z1,

(ot J s o abton) < s [ 6 020 ),

Using this and Fubini, we have

1 2

piaa (V)

L2(pny (%1))

2
h(Z1 © Z2)dpn, (532)) dpny (71) <

/h Ty ® T2)xy (T2)dpn, (T2)

1

/
| G

Ay oy

1 2 - 2
e“duz <eg”.
Nﬁz(y) /Y : 2(332)

G
(

/ h(Z1 @ To) dun2(x2)> dpi, (T1) =

O

Lemma 4.8. Let B C By be an arbitrary o-algebra. Let m € N¥, and
assume that g : V' — R is a Bjym-measurable function such that the set
of y € V™ for which the function g(—,4) : T — g (T (7 69 17) is B-measurable has
wim-measure 1. Then the “average fiber” function ¢'(z) :== [ g(Z ® y) dum (y)
s also B-measurable.

Proof. Let h : V* — R be an arbitrary Bz-measurable function orthogonal
to L?(B) (in the space L? (B;)). Then, for every fixed § € V™ outside of a
In-measure 0 set, we have

(9(=@Y)h) 2= /g (Z @ y) - hZ)dus (T) = 0.

Hence, by Fubini,
/yuwmwwamz/(/g@@wm%@o-M@wﬂwz

/ (/g(a‘: oY) - h(a_:)d,un(g‘;)) dpin () = 0

(so ¢’ has no correlation with any function orthogonal to L?*(B)). Now we
can write

Jd=E(g|B)+g",

ﬁl) <
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where E (¢’ | B) is the projection of ¢’ onto the closed subspace L? (B), and

g™+ is orthogonal to it. Then

913 = [+ (B (o' 1B)+ ") duin =
/g’-E(g’\B)duﬁ+/g’-glduﬁ=/g’-E(g/\B)duﬁ,

which implies Hg’||%2 =|E (¢ | B)||2Lz, and so ¢ = E (¢’ | B) is B-measurable.
O

For z,y € [0,1],2—y = max{0,z~y} € [0,1], z+y = min{l, 2+y} € [0,1],
and for p €N, pxx = 2+... .
—_———

p times

Lemma 4.9. Assume that f,g : V" — [0,1] are Bj-measurable functions
and € € (0,1). We consider the By-measurable set

[ <gl:={zeVv: f&) < g(@)}
and, for p € N, the B -measurable function [f < g|P : V" — [0, 1] defined by
[f <gl" :==px(9-f).

Then there exists some p = p(f,g,¢) € N such that Hx[f<g] —[f< g]p‘
E.

L2<

Proof. As [f < g] = U,eq.,[f < (9 —7)], by countable additivity of u; we

can choose vy > 0 small enough so that ug ([f < g] \ [f < (g —7)]) < €% Let
p € N satisfy py > 1. Then
2

o= [ O Odps+
L Vi\[f<g] [f<(g—)]

2
/[f<g]\[f<(g—'y)] (xira = F < ") dus
<wpn([f <g\[f <(g—7)) <%

xir<q = 1 < al?|

5. APPROXIMATION BY FINITELY MANY FIBERS FOR FUNCTIONS OF
BOUNDED VC}-DIMENSION

5.1. Statement and some corollaries of the approximation result.
The aim of this section is to prove the following.

Proposition 5.1. Let (V[kﬂ],Bﬁ,,uﬁ) be a (k + 1)-partite graded

~/ neNk+1
probability space. Suppose that f : vt [0,1] is Birt1-measurable and
VCyi(f) is finite. Then for every e > 0, there exist some x1,...,xN € Viiq
such that: for every x € Vi1 we have

fr—E (f:c ’ Bik,k—l U {fSC17”’ 7f1'N})‘

L2<€.
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Recall that for z € Vi1, fo : V¥ = [0,1] is the function 7 — f(5(z))
corresponding to the fiber of f at z. By Remark 23] f; is Bix = Bix~(g)-
measurable (see Definition Z3I[])) for every x € Viy;.

For relations (i.e. {0,1}-valued functions) of finite VCj-dimension this
immediately implies the following (using Remark [Z.4]).

Corollary 5.2. Let (Vig11), Bas fin)pent+1 be a (k+1)-partite graded proba-
bility space. Suppose that E € Bixy1 and VCy(E) is finite. Then there exist

some x1,..., TN € Viy1 such that, for every x € Vii1, there is a set D,
which is a Boolean combination of Ey,, ..., Eyy and sets from Bix j,_; such
that

pix (ExAD,) < e.

Remark 5.3. When k = 1, Corollary corresponds to the familiar result
for relations of finite VC-dimension discussed in the introduction.

Indeed, in this case the algebra B¢ = {0, V1} is trivial. Assume F €
Bi1. Then by Corollary 5.2 there exist finitely many fibers E ..., Ey
of E with x; € V3 so that for every x € Va, pu10 (E;AD,) < § for some D,
a Boolean combination of F,,,..., E;, .

Let Dy, ..., Dy list all Boolean combinations of E,, ..., E,, that appear
as D, for some x € V. Then, for each D;, we may choose some z; € V;

with 1,0 (DZAEI;) < %
Now for every = € V5 there exists some ¢ € [N'] so that p1 o (ExAEw/_) < e.

That is, up to symmetric difference ¢, F has at most N’ different fibers.
And using Sauer-Shelah, N’ can be bounded by a polynomial of degree
d.

5.2. A quantitative statement of the approximation result. In this
section we restate Proposition [5.1] in a more quantitative form. This takes
some work to state, because there should be quantitative bounds not only
on the length of the sequence of fibers, but also on the complexity of the
sets from Bix j,_; used in the approximations.

In fact, most of the extra work is formulating the statement: the quan-
titative strengthening follows from the qualitative form by a compactness
argument. We do not need this stronger form in what follows, so the reader
can safely skip this subsection. Nonetheless, we include this stronger ver-
sion both because the potential for bounds is of independent interest, and
because the quantitative form is the form that can be applied directly to
large finite hypergraphs.

The main additional definition we need to state the quantitative version
will be F/™? which will be the collection of sets formed by certain fibers of
level sets (recall Definition 1)) of f.

Definition 5.4. Let £k € N>, P = (‘/[k_l_l],Bﬁ,/I/ﬁ) be a (k + 1)-

neNk+1
partite graded probability space, and assume that f : yrt [0,1] is a
Biri1-measurable (k + 1)-ary function.
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(1) Let b be a tuple from Vj,4; (finite or infinite), w = (wy, ..., w;) € V™

for some m = (my,...,my) € NF and m € N. We let .7-'{;,’"’5 be the
family of all sets in By j,_; of the form

_ Tk s
( b<q)ai—>i,iel = {33‘ = (3317 s axk) € Vl P Xa;—igel (b) S f<q}

for some ¢ € QZL?’H, 0D#£1¢€ (Sl[,f}_l), a; € w; for i € I and b € b.
(2) Given a tuple b from Vi1 (finite or infinite), let

Fb.— U{}g’"’g neNweV™ me Nk}.
(3) We let F/ = U{F O :be Vi }.

(4) We let Bf;’"’g, B, B{k .1 be the o-subalgebras (and Bf;’"’g’o, BIb0 B0

the Boolean subalgebras) of By ;,_; generated by ]—"{2’"’6, FIb Ff re-
spectively. Note that when b is finite, we have Bf;’"’b = Bf;’"’b’o are
both finite.

Now we can state a quantitative refinement of Proposition [5.1] (which says,
among other things, that the only sets from Bix j,_; needed to approximate
fz are the fibers of the level sets of f).

Proposition 5.5. For every k € N, d = (dr.s)r<seqnpo,1] with d.s € N and
e € Ry there exist some N, Ny € N satisfying the following.
Let (Wk+1},8ﬁ,ﬂﬁ)n€Nk+l be a (k + 1)-partite graded probability space.

Suppose that f: V""" = [0,1] is Biesr-measurable and VCi(f) < d. Then
there exist some x1,...,xN € Viiq such that: for every x € Vi1, there exist

some sets Dy, ...,Dp, € FHNoy(@1,2n2) gnd g <{Di}i€[N0] U {fé‘q}z’e[N] qu[o,1]>-
) Ng

simpl@ function g, with coefficients in QE?,;)” such that

Hf:c - gx”L2 <e.

This version of the proposition is non-trivial if we take the V; to be very
large finite sets—N, Ny depend only on k, d, &, so we can choose the Vj to be
much larger than N, Ny. In that case the o-algebras are trivialized—every
set is Byr+1 j-measurable, since it can be written as a very large finite union
of singleton sets. But the collection F/-No:(#1,-28:7) g pot all sets, so the
conclusion of the proposition is still useful.

5.3. Approximability by conditional expectations.

Proof of 5.1l and [5.3. To prove Proposition B.1], assume towards a contradic-

tion we are given a (k-+1)-partite graded probability space Py = (‘/[k_l'_l} , B, ,uﬁ) I~
n

so that the conclusion of Proposition [5.] fails for some € € R+.

8Recall that this means that g, is a finite linear combination of the characteristic
functions of these sets.
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Then we may select an infinite sequence x1,x2, ... of elements of Vi1 by
successively choosing x;11 so that
> €.

’fmiJrl _E(fmiﬂ | Bikvk—lu{fxl""’fmi})’L2 -

We would like to “homogenize” this sequence. For instance, we would
like to ensure that the measures of sets like f" N f:fj’“ do not depend on
the particular elements xz;, z; in this sequence (as long as x; # x;). Using
Ramsey’s Theorem, we can get part way there: we can find an infinite
subsequence so that for any i < j, pgx(f5" N f;f) belongs to some interval
(a,a + ¢) for some a € [0,1] and a small § > 0. (We do this by partitioning
[0, 1] into finitely many intervals [0,1] = [J, I, and coloring pairs i, j by the
r such that pge(fy" N ffj’") € I,.) However, it will be convenient to pin

down pgx (f5;" N f57) exactly so that we do not need to keep track of the
extra bounds like §. Furthermore (for instance, by Fact E.3]), if the measure
of this intersection is constant, it must be strictly positive, and similarly for
intersections of any number of the sets f".

We will need to arrange that a sequence of intersections of this kind always
has positive measure, not for the sets f;", but with a more complicated set
we define below.

Furthermore, we want to take into account an additional property. Each
fz; is measurable with respect to some o-algebra B; C Bjxr, and we can
consider the “tail o-algebra” B = (\y U;>n Bi- It is convenient to take the
fibers f,, to be mutually independent over this tail o-algebra, because then
we can have E(fy, | BU{fs, : i <l}) = E(fy, | B) for all . This, too, is
essentially a kind of homogenization implied by a de Finetti-style argument.

In order to fully homogenize, we may need to leave the original space
PBo for a different space P (the ultrapower of PB) in which we can find a
sequence similar to the one we began with, but which is fully homogeneous.
The details of this construction are given in Section [@l For now we treat
this as a black box and focus on the combinatorial portion of the proof. We
therefore have, by Theorem 0.28:

Assumption 5.6. There exists a (k+1)-partite graded probability space P =
(V41 Bavs ) nenr+1, € € R, a Biw-measurable function f v 00,1]
and a sequence (xy)icz in Viy1 satisfying the following:

9The proof of the quantitative version, Proposition [5.5] proceeds nearly identically: we
assume the conclusion of Proposition [5.1] fails for some fixed k,d and € € Rso. Without
loss of generality € € Q>¢o. This means that for every j € N, there exists some (k + 1)-
partite graded probability space B; = (Vj B%ufil)ﬁeNHh some B%Hl-measurable

. . et1]2 = - . :
function f7 : J] Vi — [0,1] with VCx(f’) < d and some zi,...,2} € V],

i€[k+1] S
such that for every t < j we have: for any sets Di,...,D; € Ffa@le2) and any

({Di}ie[j] U {f;q cieft—1,q€ QB-O’H })-simple function g with coefficients in QLO’1]7

fi—g
t

proof is unchanged.

> e. Assumption still follows from Theorem [3.28 so the remainder of the
L2
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(1) VCx(f) < d;
(2) whenever 0 <r <r' <s' <s<sareinQ, 0 € Ryg, and

Tk <{x6V |E(Xf<r |B) (m)zé/\IE(szzos |B) (x) 25}) > 0,

then for anyl € N,
. (ﬂ {x eVl |E (xf@ |B) (z) > 5/\E<Xf25/ |B> (z) > 5}) > 0;
iell] ' o

)
(4) Bik —1 CBC Bik ;
(5) for alll € N we have
E (f:cl ’ Bik,k—l U {fZCz AN l})
CE(fo | BU{fa i <1})
:E(fxl | B)’

where B := o ({fxZ (i< 0}U Bik’k_l).

We will now show that this leads to a contradiction. The idea is that
Assumption [5.6/(3) implies that the fibers have some “random behavior” rel-
ative to each other, and with the help of Assumption [.6(2), (4), and (5),
this random behavior is consistent enough that we can find a large box
Y C [Liep Vi and an v < 5" in [0,1] so that Y is (r/, s’)-shattered by f,
contradicting Assumption [5.6](1).

By Assumption (.6/(3) and (5), we have

”f:vo - E(f:cg ’ B)HLQ > E.
By Lemma there exist some r < s € Q0 and § € R-g so that

(5.1) Mlk({yevi’f: (f<r|8)()>5/\E< >S|B>()>5}>25.

Fix arbitrary 7/,s’ € Q%1 so that r < ' < & < s, and let E' :=
f<' BTl = 28 andEO V1" For i € N let

Fy(w) == {g € V" | E (xp2, | B) 3) = I AE (X 1\3)( ) >} €B.

This is precisely the set to which Assumption [.6l(2) applies. We should
think of y € Fj5(x;) as the points where f, is ‘ambiguous” to B in the sense
that—as far as B can tell—both f,,(y) < r’ and f;,(y) > s’ seem plausible.
Definition 5.7. Given l € N, w: [I[] = {—1,0,1} and x1,...,2; € Vi4q, let
Su € Bikr be the subset of 172 given by

M B,

€[l
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That is, u specuﬁes a conﬁguratlon of the z;—whether we want our points
to be in E1 = f<’" in E;1 = f>5 or to ignore x;. Sy, is then all the points
which satlsfy this conﬁguratlon

Now we want to show that for any m,! € N and any sequence of functions

(w20 = (ir,.. i) € [m]*) with w; : [1] — {~1,0,1}, we have

/ H XSU; (yl,ip cee ayk,lk)diumik (:’jlv cee ayk) > 07

where ys = (Ys,1,...,Ysm) for all s € [k]. In particular, suppose that we
take [ = 2" let 7 : [I] — P([m]*) be a bijection, and for each i € [m]* we

define B
a1 ifien(t)
ui(t) = { —1 otherwise

for all ¢ € [l]. Since the integral is positive, we have pu,, 1x (Z) > 0 for the
set Z € B,,.ir defined by

Xz ((ys t)se (K], tE[m]) H XSu yl RARRIE 7yk‘,ik) .

i€[m]k

Then, taking any tuple (ys::s € [k],t € [m]) € Z, we have that for any
ACY :=[lscmi¥s;-- -+ Ysm} there is some i € [I] so that

A=YNE'=Ynff  and Y\ A=Y NE ' =Y N[z,

hence the box Y is (1, s')-shattered by f. This would give a contradiction
to Assumption [0.6/(1) starting with some m > d, ¢.

~ We turn to showing that, for any choice of m,l € N and functions (u; :
i € [m]h),

H XSu; (yl,ip s ayk,lk)diumik (:’jlv cee ayk) > 0.
i€[m]k
Since the inside of this integral is always non-negative, it suffices to find
some subset of positive measure on which it is strictly positive.

Let
= m Fg(l’z) eB
i€l

By (1) and Assumption 0.6[2), 8 := pix (F) > 0. An element of F is

“ambiguous” to B for all the f,, at once; we should expect (and it follows
from the work below) that for any u and any positive measure B-measurable
set D, F'N DN S, has positive measure.

By Lemma [£.6] the set

Fi={(yss: s €[]t € [m]) e V™ [ Vi€ [m]* (i oni,) € F

is in B,,,.1x and p,, 1k (F) > g™ > 0.
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‘We will show that

/ H Xsuz (yl,i17 ce ayk,lk)diumik (:’jb ce agk) > 0.
F i€[m]k
That is, we will show that we can find a positive measure set of matrices
y = (y1,.-.,yk) € F so that each column traversal—that is, each sequence
(Y1,i15 - - - » Yk,ij,) consisting of one element from each column—belongs to Sy .
If we select 4 randomly then, for each i € [m]k, there is a positive probability
that (y1,i,,---,Yk,q,) belongs to S,.. The claim will then follow by showing
that the behavior of each column traversal is sufficiently independent. This
is what we now show: that if we focus on one row i® € [m]*, the behavior
of all the other column traversals is B-measurable.
Pick any i = (i, ...,i%) € [m]*. Let

o= {iemlt ci e [m)\ {9}, ik € ]\ {ig} .

0= {ie[m]k:i#io/\ (\/ iszig)}.
s€[k]

Note that [m]” is the disjoint union of W5, W+, and {i®}. Using the Fubini
property we have

(52) / H Xsug (yl,i17 LR 7yk,2k)d/j’mik (gh e 7@]@) =
F%E[m]k
(5.3) / H XS (Ylyivs - Ykiip) (/  XSuy, (yLZ-(l), e ,ymg)
Bl ' F*(g],--71) ’
70

H Xsug (yl,i17 R 7yk,2k)d/j’ik (?4171'(1)7 R 7yk;,i2) du(m—l)Ik (gL R 7:&;)7
€Wy
where g == (ys,0 1 € [m]'\ {i%}), and F' C Vm=D1" and F*(5,...,5;) C
V1" are the analogs to F' on suitable coordinates, i.e.

_ —, —1)-1% a
F' = (yll,...,y;)EV(m 1 | /\ (yl,il""’ykﬂ'k)eF )
€Wl

. _ i*
F (y£77yllf) = {(yl,i(l)w'- 7yk,i2) ev ’ (yl,i(f?"- 7yk,i2) € FA

/\ (yl,i17"' 7yk,ik) € F}

iews,

Obviously F' € B,,_y).1» since F € B C Bj.. Note also that if 7 € W,
then by definition we must have i, # i0 for at least one s € [k], so i A "
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has length <k — 1 and “(y1,4,5---,Yk,i,) € F” viewed as a condition on the
tuple (yLi?’ Y ) can involve at most k — 1 coordinates (with all the

other coordinates appearing in ¢/, ...,y fixed). Hence

F*§,,.... 5 €0 ({F} U Bik,k_l) CB

1k

for any (7},...,9,) € V™D The integral in (53] can be rewritten as
// H XSu; (Y1irs -2 Ykiiy,) </ L, XSy dﬂik(yu?, ... 7y1m'2)>
F EEWEIO V(yl,...,yk)
d:u(m—l)i’€ (gllv s 7%6) ’

where the set V (], ..., y}) is given by the intersection of F*(y,...,y;) with
the set

Tk
{(yl,igv cee ayk,ig) € Vl /\ (yl,ila cee ayk,ik) S ;}

iews,

As in the previous paragraph, each condition “(y1,,,...,Yk,) € Su;” here,
viewed as a condition on the tuple (yLi?’ e 7yk,i2)7 can involve at most k—1
coordinates and is given by some fiber of S,. € Bix, hence we have

V@) €0 ({F}UBp ) € B
for any (¢},...,9;) € Vm=D1"  Thys, for any fixed TN TS y (m=1)-1%
we have:

/V(g;,...,g;c) X Suzg (yl,i?’ e »yk,ig) dpigx (yl,i?7 e »yk,ig)

(54) = / X uzg() \ Y1405+ Yp 0 duik
v(yﬁ,...,y;)rg} B, ( 9 ,Zk)

(55) :/ u=g (r X - (1) (yl 0y ey Yp ,0) dluik
(V(g’l,...,glfc)mﬂre[lﬂ] B )) EZ;O 1195 1 Yk 9

6o =/ . E(x wot | BU{E,, :r<l}) dyiz
(V@ d ey E2) B !

(as the set over which we integrate is in o (BU{E,, : r <l}))

61 =/ oo E (o | B) dis
(V(ﬂiwvgé)ﬂﬂrquu EZ;O( )) B’ !
(by Assumption B.6l(5))

(5.8) >

/ ddur
_ _ uz0) (r) 1
(v(yfl,...,y;c)m[ Iy o )

(by the definition of Fs(x;), as V(¥1,...,U;) C Fs(z;))
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(59) = 5/ X _u-g(r) yl 0y v v ’yk ) dluik?

> .- (repeating steps (B5.4]) through (£.9) for I — 1,1 —2,...)

> ! / 1duix
V(i)

= 51 / _, L, H XSug (yl,i17 oo 7yk,ik) dll’tik .
F*(ylvuvyk) EEW__’B

Hence for the original integral (5.2]) we have

/ H XSu; (yl,ip s ayk,lk)diumik (:’jlv cee ayk)
er[m}k

Z 6l / H XSug (y17i17 v Jyk,zk)d:umik (glu cee 7gk)7
i€[m]F\{i%}
and the tuple ¢° no longer appears in the product. Iterating this process
once for each tuple i® € [m]*, we see that

[T xsudtpre @ Gk) > 6" 30 (F) > 0.

i€[m]k

This concludes the proof of Propositions [5.1] and 5.5l O

5.4. A positive measure set of approximations. Next we will strengthen
the conclusion of Proposition [B.1] from “there exists an approximation” to
“there exists a positive measure set of approximations”, in the following
sense.

Definition 5.8. Fix some z1,...,2; € Vi11.
(1) Given t € N, w € V™ for some m € N¥ and x € Vj,1, let us denote
by f&. . the best ||| .-approximation to f, using a simple function
relative to the Boolean algebra BZ’)I generated by

Fitem) {120 € g € QP

(see Definition [.4]).
2) For s € N, we also denote by ft—’s the best ||||;2-approximation to
w,T L
fz by a simple function with respect to BZ’)I and with all coefficients
in QLO’H.

(3) For € € R>q, we say that f, is e-nicely approzimated (with respect
to x1,... ,:L‘l)iif there exist some t € N,m € N¥ such that the set of
tuples w € V™ with || f, — f£ ,|[12 < € has positive p;-measure (this
set is measurable by Fubini property in graded probability spaces,
see the proof of Proposition [6.1] for the details).
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Lemma 5.9. Suppose that B = (Vijy1), Bi, i) nens+1 s a (k + 1)-partite
graded probability space, f : vt [0,1] is Byr+1-measurable, VCi(f) =
d < oo and € € Rsg. Then there exist some | = l(k,d,e) € N and
Z1,...,% € Vi1 such that: for any x € Viy1, fr is e-nicely approzimated
with respect to x1,...,x].

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0. By Proposition B.1] there exist some [ € N (we may
assume [ = [(k, d, ) by Proposition 5.5]) and x4, ...,x; € Vi1 such that, for
every € Vi1,

<e.
2 —

fo—E(fo | Bugoy U{fe, i € 1Y)
Fix some x € Viy1. Note that f, is trivially || f.]] Lz(u_k)—nicely approxi-
-
mated. Let

§:=inf {6’ € R>q: f, is §'-nicely approximated} .

The function E (fx | By 1 U{fe; 10 € [l]}) is the best approximation
to f from all functions measurable with respect to the given o-algebra.
We need to find an analogous function, which we will call h, which is the
best approximation to f, with respect to the same o-algebra among those
approximations which can be obtained for positive measure of parameters
w. This is not actually a projection on a o-algebra, so we cannot use the
standard result to show that h exists, but the proof is essentially the same:
first we show that any two near optimal approximations of positive measure
must be close to each other, and then we use this to construct a Cauchy
sequence converging to h. This is the content of the two claims that follow.

Claim 5.10. For every v > 0, thereisa 0 < # = 0() < 7 so that: whenever
to,t1 € Nymg,mq € N* and 00,01 < 0 + 0, the set

o - mo+mi . to t1 t
{ZU(]EBU)lGV 0 b Hfﬂ;mx_ w1,T fx_fﬂ;i,x 12 Séz}
1=0,1

27N A

is in Bpg+m, and has fimg4m,-measure 0.

Proof. Assume that this set has positive measure. For any wg @ w; in it, by
the parallelogram rule for the L?-norm we have

2 to t1 2 11 to 2
fCC - (fﬁ)o,m + fﬁ)l,x) L2 + fﬁ)l,x — Jawg,x

2
to 2 t1 2
2 ‘ fCC - fif]mx 2 + 2 ‘ fl‘ - fﬁ]l,x 1,2 9 hence
2
200 = (fit e+ 1) |2 < 208 +07) =77 <40 +6) —7* < 4(5)?

for some & < §, assuming that 6 is small enough with respect to v and 4.
Hence

t t
E)Oo,zv + fﬁ)ll,w < 6/

fm_

L2
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t, t
fapatfay e to,t . .
As =0 "PLT s g BE}S&U?’ 1% _simple function, we have
max{to,t1} /
’f fo@uu, L2§5<5

for a positive fim,+m,-measure set of wy @ wq, contradicting the choice of
d. =

This allows us to choose the “best positive measure approximation” of f,,
in the following sense.

Claim 5.11. There exists a o (.Ff’(xl""’ml’ U{fa }ze[l] qu[o,u)—measurable
function h such that ||f; —hl/;,2 =  and for any o > 0 there is some

t € N;m € N¥ so that the set {w evm: Hh_ﬁ’w 12 §0’} € By has
positive uz-measure.

Proof. Given n € N, let 7, := 1, and let 6,, > 0 be given by Claim EI0 for
Yn. By the choice of §, there exists some t, € N, m,, € N¥ such that the set

f:c_ftn <5+9n}€an

(5.10) Sy o= {w € Vi ‘ <

has positive p;,-measure.
By induction on r € N we choose sets S, € By,,,n € N and tuples w, € S
satisfying the following;:

(5.11) ST C 8" C S, and pm, (S7) = pm, (Sp) > 0 for all 7' > r.n € N;
ST, =S8 forall ;7' <n' €N;

(5.12) H oz b 2§’yrforallfu_)ES;HwithnzreN.
Let S! := S, then all the conditions are trivially satisfied. Now assume
W1, ..., Wr—1 and (S] )nen satisfying these conditions are given.

For each n €N, let
1= {we Sy, ({8 €Sy | fls = 1] L > }) >0} € Ba,

By Claim[G5.I0land Fubini property (usmg (EI0) and (GIT)), e, (T74) =0
for any n > r. Let ST := ST\ U , then s, (S7) > 0. Let w, be an

arbitrary element in S. For each n > r let

S:L+1::S:Lﬂ{ GSTH wr,w_ wx

n>7’

L2—%}'

Then pm,, (S5TY) = pm, (S7) for all n > r, by the choice of ¢,, w, and (5.12)
is satisfied, concluding the construction.
The sequence ( tr m) is Cauchy in the space
"/ reN

Wy

12 <0 (ff,(m,...,xz,x) U {f;l .40 1]) )
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< by (5.11) and (2.12)),

L2 =
and 7, — 0. By completeness of the L2-space it has a limit which we denote
by h.

For an arbitrary o > 0, let r € N be such that v, < 5 and Hh — fﬁ{'

L
. By (5.I0) and (5.12)), the set of w € V™ such that Hfgmx — [l

. t t
since for any 7,71 > r we have warfo x w:.ll x
5 ’

Lz —
g

’11}7:0 L2 — 5

has positive p;,-measure, and is contained in the set of w € V™ such

that Hh - fi{x L SO Similarly we have ||f; — hl/;2 < Hff{hx — [z T
Hh — fqi‘;rr,x L < (6 + 0,) + o by (5I0), and as 6, — 0 and o can be chosen
arbitrarily small, we conclude that || f, — hl/;2 <. =

We will now show that § < e. Towards a contradiction, suppose that
6 > e. Then

E (f""f | Bt -1 U{f:ci}ie[l}) # h, hence
& (£ =11 Bies s Ul bien)|
HE (fw | Bk g1 U{fmi}ie[l]) — h‘

LQZ

2> 0.

So fz—h is non-orthogonal to Bix j,_; U{ fz, }ic|r), hence for some o ({fri}z‘e[l])‘
measurable function g we have

IE (- (f = h) | Bryes)|

Naturally, we will use this to show that we can find a positive measure set of
parameters which give a strictly better approximation to f,, contradicting
the choice of 9.

We know that there is some Bjx j,_;-measurable function u so that [ ug-g-
(fz — h)dugr > 0; in standard arguments about projections, we would then
choose a ¢ so that h—c-ug-g would be a better approximation to f,. However,
to contradict the definition of J, we cannot take an arbitrary Bik j_; U
{fz; }iep-measurable function u = ug - g to improve our approximation.

The Gowers uniformity norms let us construct u explicitly from g-(f,—h):
since HE (9 (fa —h) | Bik,k—l)} 12
This fact is by now standard (e.g. [Gow01l [Tow17]), but for completeness,

we develop it in the partite setting in Section Bl
By Proposition [B.7] we have

>0

> 0, the Gowers UF-norm is positive.

k
vi=g- (fo =Rk >0

The remainder of the proof consists of writing this integral out explicitly,
approximating it with functions of the right kind, and doing the calcula-
tions to show that this gives us approximations of f, which contradict the
definition of 4.
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If we write out [|g - (fz — h)”2Uklk (Definition [B]), we get

11 (9 (™)

ae{0,1}+

e =) (i) )%w (e5')=n

Let S be the set of all (y1,...,y}) € V™ such that

(5.13) / 11 <g(y(11(1),...,y§(k))-

ac{0,1}¢
’ (fm B h) (yla(l)v s ay;:(k)) )dlu’lk (:’jo) > 7.

By the Fubini property S € By and pix(S) > 0.

Let 0 = o(y) > 0 be sufficiently small (see below). By Claim [5.IT] there
exist some t € N,m € N¥ and a set T € By, with pm7(T) > 0 so that
Hffﬂx - hHL2 <ocforallweT.

We can also choose a sufficiently large tg € N so that ||f, — fLl|;2 < o
and ||g — ¢'|| ;2 < o for some function f, that is simple with respect to the

Boolean algebra generated by { fst:qe Q,[fg’l]} and some function ¢’ that is

simple with respect to the Boolean algebra generated by { fxf_q c1€l],q € Q,[fg’l]}.

Then for any fixed §' € S and any w € T, replacing h by f;%yx, fz by f1
and g by ¢’ in the integral (5.I3]) we get (assuming o is small enough with
respect to )

[T ot ®) (= fia) (0™ i (5°) = 5

ae{0,1}k

For (y',w) € S x T, let g?’jl o V1" 5 R be the function defined by
Gy (05 00) =
« a(k « a(k

[T o5 II (Fo = foa) (™ ™).
ae{0,1}k a€{0,1}*\{(0,...,0)}
Then

/9;31@ (170) . (f:; — ff;,x) (ﬂo) dpix (go) > %, or in other words

/ ! t b
(5.14) <gg1,m7fm o fU_)7I>L2 = 92°
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By the choice of ¢’ and f., we have that g?’jl o s a Bg{%w—simple function
/
gg17ﬂ}’ L2 S 1
Taking the orthogonal projection of f/— ffmm in the Hilbert space L? (51k7 k_l)

onto the closed subspace generated by gg’71 &> We can write

f:;_fttb,x:u—i_v

for t' := max{t, %o}, and also ’

for some Bfl{x _
Yy ow
orthogonal to this subspace. Note that

[ = stall,, < 002 = Bl + 1= f5a

/ /
9 @ 951
t , W , W

u= <f; — fioar > S

/ /
gﬂl,@’y 2 ’ggl,w’

-simple function v and some Bix j,_;-measurable function v

< 6§+ 0 and
L2

L2

Hence, using (5.14]),

2
/ t !
2 <f:n - @,x?gg171j}>L2

lolize = |[£2 = fhal] . - g <
‘gﬂlv@‘m
2 72 2 72
(5+O') —ﬁé(éJra) —Z.
4’991@’L2

Hence, assuming o is small enough with respect to -y, there is some §' =
&'(y) < &6 — o so that |jv[|2 < §'. Observe that f, — (f§, +u) = v and

53@ +uisa B;l’gw-simple function. Thus for any (y',w) € S x T we have
t/ / t/
‘ f:c - fgl@ﬂ;@ 12 < ‘ fx - fgl@u’;,x

and pigx_;, (S x T') > 0. This contradicts the choice of 4. g

L2+U§5'+0<5,

6. MAIN THEOREM
6.1. Proof of the (k + 1, k)-case.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that B = (Vipy1), Ba, ta)pene+1 is a (k + 1)-
partite graded probability space, f : vt [0,1] is a (k + 1)-ary Bixi1-
measurable function and VCi(f) < oo. Then f is Bir+1 j-measurable.

More precisely, for every ¢ > 0 there exist some N € N, ~; € Q0] for
i € [N] and Bi(f)-measurable (see Definition[6.3) (< k)-ary functions f}
[Lier Vi — [0,1] fori € [N],I € ([kjkl}) so that, defining g : V""" = [0,1]
via B

g@:= > v [I rit@n,

i€IN] e (lrny

we have || f — g2 < €.
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Remark 6.2. Furthermore, N can be bounded depending only on VCy(f)
and ¢ (this will be established as part of the more general Corollary [6.9)).

The main idea of the proof is not so complicated. By Proposition [B.1]
there are z1,...,x N so that, for every x € Vi1,

‘fm —-E (fm | Bik,k—l U {fmw'" ’wa})‘

Now E (fw | Bik g1 U{ Sy ,me}) can be approximated by a finite sum

L2<€.

of the form

E(folBipor Ulfors oo fon}) @ = Y 2ife(@ TI xewn. (@),

=N 1e(4y)

where each Cjj ., is some set from Bix ;. By countable additivity, outside
of a set of measure < ¢, N can be bounded uniformly in z. (In fact, by
Proposition (.5, N can be bounded uniformly in all z.)

We can combine these representations for different x € Vi, 1 by replacing
the sets C; 1, with the set C; 1 = {(Z,x) | z1 € Cj 1 +}, obtaining (with some
rearranging of terms) a single function

g = Z ’Ylf:cz(j) H XCi 1 (1, ).

=N re(1y)

By its form, g is Bir+1 y-measurable, and for almost every = € Vi1, [|fz — gzl 12
is small, so || f — g2 is small as well.

There is one complication: just because each of the sets Cj; . are mea-
surable, it does not follow that the set C; is also measurable. Therefore
to carry this argument out correctly, we need to write out this cylinder sets
in a way that is sufficiently uniform in z (as, more or less, combinations of
level sets of fibers of f) to guarantee that Cj ; is measurable, and use some
averaging arguments relying on Lemma

To make this explicit, we define a slight variant of the algebras associated
to fibers of a function considered earlier.

Definition 6.3. Let r € N, (V},}, Bii, it )nenr be an r-partite graded prob-
ability space, f : v [0,1] a Bi--measurable function and w,...,wy €
VI Let t € N, I C [r], and let 7y € N” be defined by 7y := Sier 0i- We
let Btl,(ﬁ,...@z)( f) be the finite Boolean subalgebra of By, generated by all
subsets of V™ = [[,c; Vi of the form

{a‘: eVM LT @ (wy) s € f<‘1}

for some i € [¢] and ¢ € QEO’H. We let B (f) be the o-subalgebra of By,
generated by U cy 1 Bf,wv and Br(f) the o-subalgebra of By, generated by

Uren B1(f)-

We are ready to prove Proposition [6.1], in the explicit form stated in
Remark [6.2
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Proof of Proposition[6.1. Let ¢ € Ryg be given.

We fix 0 € Qso,t € N,m = (myq,...,my) € N¥, to be determined later.

By Lemma there exist some x1,...,2; € Vi41 such that for any « €
Vi+1, fz is 0-nicely approximated with respect to xq,..., ;.

Let 0 =71 < ... <rp =1list all elements of Ql[go’l]
As usual, for ¢, ¢ € Q%! and e {<,>,=} we let

in the increasing order.

fi={ge vl f(g) g,
f[q,q’) — f<q’ N £24.

Let

S::{s|s:[m1]x...x[mk]x[l—i—l]><<<][€k]_1>_>[[/]}.

Let m/ := 1%7(0) 4+ m ™ (0) + dpy1 € N*+1 For s € S let

A% VT 5 {0,1),

S (= 7 - -
A% (y,w,z) = H X [*s(i,j,n”s(i,j,f)ﬂ) (ywt,it—nt,tel)'
(i1,0sip,d) Elma) o x [ x (1] Sz
re( )
H Xf[rs(i,lﬂ,l)’Ts(i,l+1,1)+1) (yw“t_n’tEI’:E) ’

(i1, ) €] .. [

re( L ))\oy

By definition (see Definition 5.8), for every w € V™ and z € Vj,1, every
atom of the algebra ij’}x has characteristic function of the form A*(—,w,x)
for some s € S (some of the atoms may be repeated in this presentation).

S
For a = (o € Q,[fo’l] 1s€8)eq = ( ,[fo’l]) , we consider the function
fa = 10,1];
fE@w,3) = a,A%(y,w, x).
seS

Then fL is Buy-measurable, and every B2’-simple function with coeffi-
cients in ng,l] is of the form fL(—,w,z) for some & € Q.
Recall (Definition [5.8(2)) that ff;,tx denotes the best L%-approximation to

fo using a B"-simple function with coefficients in @EO’H. We can define it
explicitly as follows. Let < be an arbitrary well order on ). For &, € @,
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let
C&,B = {(U_),m) S Vmﬁ(l) : ‘fx - fé(_7w7x)‘ 12 < ‘ f:c - fé(—,u‘),x)‘ L2}7
Ca= ) (V" ONCy5).
peQ
Dg :=Cs \ (U Cﬁ) .
B<a

Note that Cy 53 € Bm~q) (as [zl = (f xz)% is a composition of func-
tions preserving measurability using Fubini). So (w,z) € Cg if and only
if ||fz — f&(— w,x)||;> is minimal among all f € Q. As there can be
multiple & € @ that give equally good approximations, we let Dg con-
sist of those (w,x) for which & is <-minimal giving the best approximation.
Then {Dg : @ € Q} forms a partition of V" () and we define a function
h:V™ —0,1] via
Wi, w,x) ==Y Xps(w,x) - fL(y, w,).
acqQ

From the definition we see that h is B/-measurable and for every fixed

(w, ), h(—,w,z) = fo'

w,T*

For m € NF and t,s € N, let
Gt,m = {(w,l‘) € Vm/\(l) : ‘

Jo = Fie] . <8},
fo = fial| . < 25}.

As every B';’l—’)x—simple function can be approximated up to L?-distance & by

Gism = {(u_),x) cym (M), ‘

some B:’l—’)x—simple function with coefficients in QLO’” assuming s € N is large
enough, we have

(6.1) Gim = | Grom-

seN
Also, for p € Q~g, let

Gimp = {2 € Vig1 : pm (Gem),) = )
Gismp = {2 € Vi1 - pim ((Grsm),) = p}-
Then Gt p, Gismyp € ngH by Fubini. And by the choice of x1,...,2;
we have that Vi41 is covered by the sets {Gt,r—mp teN,meNFk pe Q>o},

hence also covered by the sets {Gt,s,m,p ‘t,seNmeNF pe Q>0} by (6.1).

Hence, by countable additivity of the measure (noting that ¢t < ¢ A s <
s'Am < m'Ap > p implies Gy smy € Gy g ms ), We can choose some
t € N,m € N¥ and p € Qs so that

(6.2) 15, (Geamp) =2 1= 0.
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We define
H = {(@,2) € V"D || f, — h(—,0,2)|| 1 < 25}

We also define a Bir+1-measurable (by Fubini) function ¢’ : VI 0, 1]
via

g(7,2) = 5 [ @02) i 0. ) ),

max {p,um
As h(—,w,z) = fﬁ;w for every fixed (w,z) € V™ (1) we have s, (2) =
1— 6 for
Z =A{x € Vi1 : pn (Hz) > p}-
Note that Z € ngH by Fubini. Now, for any * € Z and w € Hg,

| fz — h(—,w,z)| ;2 < 26 by definition of H. And for every fixed z € Vi1
with s (H,) > 0 we have

fx( /f:c XH w x)dﬂm(’u_))

for all y € 7 Then, by Lemma [ 7[2]), averaging over w € H,, we get
(6.3) | fe — g/(_7$)HL2(Mik) < 2§ for every fixed x € Z.

But then, as p(Z) > 1 — § by (62), using the second implication in
Lemma B7([I) we get
3

(6.4) |f— |2 < (46%)7.
Next we will approximate ¢’ by a function of the required form.

Claim 6.4. The following functions are By 1}(f)-measurable.
(1) 2 € Viky1 — Xps (w0, ) for every fixed & € Q and w € V™;
(2) € Vg1 — xu(w,z) for every fixed w € V™
1

(3) x € Viyq = max{p,pum (Ha)}

Proof. (1) Let & and w be fixed. If we also fix y, then the function =

fw(g)_foéz (gv w, :E) is clearly B{k+1}(f)'measurable' Then z — (f:E (g) - fé{(g7 w, x))z
is also Byj41)(f)-measurable. Applying Lemma [£8] the function

l‘i—>/ fgc ft y7w x))2d,uik(:'j)

is also Byj41)(f)-measurable, and using uniform continuity of z x3 on
0,1],  — || f2(¥) — fé@,w,x)ﬂy(“ik) is also Byy1y(f)-measurable. Fol-
lowing the definition of Dg and standard arguments, we see that x € Vi1 —
XDs (W0, ) is also By, 11(f)-measurable.

(2),(3) similar unwinding the definitions and using Lemma (.8 every time
integration is applied. n
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Let J € ([kjkl}) be arbitrary, and let m,; € N¥+1 be given by m := 3,2 ; 6.
If J C [k] and s € S, we define BS : V™/+™ — [0, 1] via

Bj(z®w) =
H X [r\*—-k VTR A TR\ 1) (z@ﬁz—rjﬁtte[k}\])
(i1t Elmalxcoxfmg] [ fa, "R "
Otherwise, J = I U {k + 1} for some I € (ggck}—l)v in particular [k] \ I # 0,
and we define BY : V™ — [0, 1] via

Bi(z@w) :=

0k+1 ) .
H Xf[rs(z,zﬂ,[k]\f)st(E,z+1,[k]\1)+1)( @ w4, = EER\T

(il,...,ik)e[mﬂ X...X [mk]

Comparing to the definition of A®, we see that for every s € S and y €
Vlk,ﬂ) € V™ x € Viqy, taking z := 57(0) + 0¥~ () + @ we have

A(g,w,2) = [[ Bj(zs ®w).
Te(™2)

And from the definition, for every J € ([kjkl]) and every fixed w € V™,

(6.5)  the function z € V™ s B5(z @ w) € [0,1] is BY(f)-measurable

(see Definition [6.3]).
Consider the o-algebra C; C Bjr+1 generated by the collection of sets

{Wa i m e Vg < e @Ot e (0,13}

For every fixed w € V™, the function (y,z) — h(y,w,x) - xg(w,z) is
clearly Ci-measurable. Hence, by Lemma [4.8] the function

b @) o [ B 0,2) X0 (,2)dan (0)

is C;-measurable. Then we can approximate it up to L? (ur+1)-distance &
by a Ci-simple function

(66) Z /82 ' thz:v"“i)(g7 LZ') ' XH;% (LZ')

for some finitely many w; € V'™, f3;,qi,7i € QL%’” and t; € {0,1}.
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We consider a single summand, so we fix w and ¢ < r and ¢t. By definition
of h and fL’s,

(6.7) Xplan) (9 = > X(a), (ft)[qr)(y ),
aceqR
X(fé)[i]’r) (gj,x) = Z aSAfD(g7$)7

seSNas€lr,s)

Ap@2) = I (BY)g (#,2),)-

Je(tRy)

Note that each (BY)g is a By(f)-measurable k-ary function by (G.5), each
X(Da), 18 Bir+1}(f)-measurable by Claim B.4(1) and Xpg=t is By (f)-
measurable by Claim [6.4(2). Then, replacing each summand in (6.6]) by
a corresponding expression from (6.7)) and regrouping the sum, we conclude
that hy can be approximated up to L? (uqr+1)-distance § by a finite sum of
the form

(6.8) hozev? Y 5 [ fia)

- ue("y)
with 3; € QO and fi : [[,c; Vi — [0,1] a B;(f)-measurable k-ary function.
But then, considering the function h : (7,2) € VI'™' — m and
g' — h2 . ]/:LIHLQ == Hh2 . h1 — h2 . ElHLQ S 35. The
m is Byjq1y(f)-measurable by Claim [6.443),

hence multiplying the sum in (6.8]) by it and regrouping, the product hs - hq
is of the form

applying Lemma

map z € Vipy —

_ Th+1 P
g:zeV? HZ%" H fi(@r)
' Te("2h)
for some finitely many v; € Q%1 and B J(f)-measurable k-ary functions
f5 ey Vi = 10,1]. So g is of the required form, and using (6.4))
1f = gllge < 1f =9Il + g — gl 2 < (4637 +35 <e
assuming we started with § sufficiently small with respect to . O

This argument actually gives us an additional uniformity we will need in
the next subsection.

Corollary 6.5. Suppose that k' > k € N and (Vip), Ba, fia) e 5 0 K-
partite graded probability space. Let I' := [K']\ [k + 1] and 0/ := Y ;cp d; €
N¥'. Suppose f : Vik/ — [0,1] 4s Byw -measurable and, for every z € v,
VCi(fs) < oo. Then, for every e > 0, there exist some N € N, ~; € Q1]
fori € [N], and Brup (f)-measurable functions fi : (Hjel VJ) x V" = [0,1]
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. [k+1] . L .
fori e [N], I e ("2.") so that, defining g: V" —[0,1] via

gz > v I fi@nar),

iE€IN] e (len)

we have || fz — gEHLZ(Nik+1) <eforallz € V" except for a set of pun-measure
€.

Proof. The proof of Proposition [6.1] can be carried out uniformly in all those

z such that (my, ..., my) are large enough relative to VCi(fz). In particular,
by countable additivity, we can choose (m1,...,ms) large enough to work
except for a set of z of measure < ¢. O

6.2. Proof of the general case. We are now ready to prove the main
theorem.

Theorem 6.6. Suppose that (V[M,B,—L,,uﬁ) is a k' -partite graded prob-

nENK
ability space and f : vt [0,1] is a k'-ary By -measurable function with
VCi(f) < oo (see Definition [311)(4)) for some k < k'. Then f is By -
measurable.

More precisely, for every e > 0 there exist some N € N, ~; € QO for
i € [N] and B(f)-measurable (< k)-ary functions f1 : [1;c; V; — [0,1] for

i€[N]|, I e ([52) so that, defining g : vy [0,1] via

9@) =Y - [ fi@n),

e

we have || f — gl| 2 <e.

Mik’)

Remark 6.7. Consider the simplest case, where ¥ = 3 and k = 1. Corollary
[6.5] says
flar,xo,23) = > vift(@n,23) fi (22, 23)
1€[N]
for almost all fixed z3 € V3, where fi, fi are Brugsy(f)-measurable for

suitable I € ([<2]1) The elements of Br(f) are built from the levels sets
of f. While this does not ensure that they are themselves of finite VCj-
dimension, we will show that they are closely approximated by sets of finite
VCi-dimension. This implies that we can apply Proposition [6.1] to the ap-
proximations of the functions f{, f& approximating them by unary functions,
and putting it together we obtain the desired representation of f.

Proof of Theorem [6.6. We prove the proposition by induction on ¥’ —k. The
base case k' — k = 1 is given by Proposition [G.11

Solet 1 < k < k' with ¥ — k > 2 be fixed, and assume that the claim
holds for all pairs kg < k{, with k{ — ko < k' — k. Let € € R be given, and
fix 6 € R sufficiently small with respect to ¢, to be determined later.
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Assume that (V[k/], B, /J/ﬁ) , is a k’-partite graded probability space,

neNk
and f : vy [0,1] is a k’-ary Bjw-measurable function with VCy(f) <
d < co.

As k < K —2 < K/, the latter implies that also VCp_o(f) < oo, in
particular VCps_2(fz,,) < oo for every xyp € Viv. Applying Corollary
with kg := k' — 2,k{ := k',¢ in place of k, k' e, there exist some N’ € N,
v € QY for i € [N'], and Brugwy (f)-measurable (< k' — 1)-ary functions
fi: (Hjel VJ) X Vi — [0,1] for i € [N'],I € (g,;,__l}z) so that, taking g :

ViYL [0,1] to be

(69) g:x € Vik — Z Yi H f}(f],i’k/),
SN e

we have

6.10 2 — Gz, < ¢ for all xy € Vs X//,

O = v € Vi \ X}

for some X}, € Bs,, with ps (X)) < 6.

At this point we would like to apply the inductive hypothesis to the (< K'-1)-
ary functions f}, however a priori there is no reason for them to be of finite
VCj-dimension: if VCi(f) < oo, then we might still have VCy(xs<r) = 00

for a fixed r € QI%!. We show that at least these functions can be approxi-
mated arbitrarily well in L?-norm by functions of finite VCj-dimension.

So fix some i € [N'] and I € (EI;T_I%), and let J:=TU{k'} € (</[!f'/]—1)' Let

§' > 0 be arbitrary. As fi is B(f)-measurable, by definition of B (f) (see
Definition [6.3]) we can choose a sufficiently large ¢ € N and some wy, ..., w; €
.y . B = ’ .
V1" so that I fi— hHLg(MmJ) < ¢, where my := > jes0; € N*" and h is a

function of the form

= u€lt] (Budgery g
for some a7y, Sy € Ql[fo’l]. Let §” > 0 be arbitrary. By Lemma [£.9 we can
choose a sufficiently large p € N so that, for every u € [t] and ¢ € {sy, 74},

taking f=9 := px (qif(mu)[k,]v), we have

< 6//
L (pim 5 )

Letting fis“’r") = f<ru . (1 — f<su) and using Lemma 7)), we thus have

X p<a —fa

f(wu)[k/]\(]

(6.11) — flrwsw

< 26",
L (pim )

Xf([Tuysu)

R\
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for every u € [t]. Let
Weze[[Vie Y ai- fles(a),

jeJ u€lt]
then, by (G.I1) and Lemma 73] again, we have
i q/ i !
(6'12) ‘ fI h LZ(IWLJ) = ‘ fI h‘ Lz(#ﬁu) * Hh h HLQ(““‘W)

<&+ (2t +1)28" < 20

assuming we took ¢” small enough with respect to ¢’ and ¢.

Note that, for every u € [t], f<9 is clearly B(f)-measurable from the
definition, hence also b’ is B (f)-measurable. Also, since fixing some of the
coordinates or permuting the coordinates preserves finiteness of the VCpg-
dimension of a function (Proposition M0.6) and VC(f) < oo, it follows

that VCy (f(@u)[k’]\J
Proposition [[0.5] we then have VCj, (fi”’s“) < 00, and hence VCy, (h') < oc.

We enumerate J as j; < --- < jp € [K'] for some ¢ < k' — 1, where
je =K. Welet V' :=Vj for i € [(] and, for all m = (m1,...,me) € N¢
we let m' = 3o midj € N¥ BL = Ba, p = pm. By Remark

) < oo for every u € [t]. By several applications of

2.4, (V[’Q, BL, ,u’ﬁ) ene is an (-partite graded probability space and the f-ary
function ' : [[;eq V] — [0,1] is Bj,-measurable with VCi(R') < co. As
¢ <K —1 (hence £ — k < k' — k), applying the inductive hypothesis and
unwinding the conclusion in terms of the original graded probability space
we thus have ||n/ — gf,HB(“mJ) < ¢ for a function gj : [[;e; V; — [0,1] of
the form

deze[[vie Y 8- I F“G@x)

€l welNul  ke(Z)

for some N; 1 € N, some -7 € QI%! and some (< k)-ary By (h')-measurable
(and hence B (f)-measurable) functions fy"" : [Ljex Vi — [0,1]. Combin-
ing with (6.12]), we have

’ L2 (pm )

Let ¢ : vy [0,1] be obtained from g by replacing f with g% in (6.9
for every i € [N'], I € (W—”). Using Lemma E7|(3) this implies

<k/'—2
[k —1]
<k -2

assuming that we took &' = §'(k’,d, N) sufficiently small.

fi—di

< 3¢ for every i € [N'] and I € [k = 1] .
<k -2

(6.13) lg = 9'll 2y = N <2 + 1) 38" < 6,
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Regrouping the elements of the expression for ¢/, we see that it is of the

form
J@:= > - I hi@)
e
for some N € N, v/ € Q% and h} a (< k)-ary Br(f)-measurable functions
hy : 1lier Vi — [0,1]. Hence ¢’ has the required form, and it remains to
show that ¢’ approximates f in L?-norm.
By (613) and the first implication in Lemma EL7|(), there exists some set

X[, € B with pz (X])) < h th —g < 67 f

€ B;,, with pz , (Xj;) < & such that ‘9%' Yz, () 52 for
all zjy € Vi \ X/,. Combining this with (6.10) and taking X3/ := X}, U X},
we thus have 13, (X)) <26 and ‘ foy — g;k, <0+ 53 for every

L2 (”i(k’fl))
g € Vi \ Xpr. Hence, by the second implication in Lemma ELT7|(T]), we have
3
lf— g’HL2(“7k/) < (max{25, (0 + 5%)2}) ! < ¢ assuming & was chosen small
1
enough with respect to €. O

Remark 6.8. We note that there is an alternate approach which avoids
the careful analysis of the sets in B;(f), at the price of using additional
machinery about o-subalgebras. We illustrate the idea in the simplest case,
where ¥’ = 3 and k = 1. Given f(x1,z2,23), two applications of Corollary
[6.5}—once with x1 as the parameter and once with x5 as the parameter—tells
us that
flar, o, m3) ~ Y Bixvi (@1, m2)xy; (21, 73)
i€[N]
and also
fm1,mg,23) = ) WX (T, T2) Xy (22, 23),
JE[N]

for an appropriate choice of the coefficients 3;,~; and sets
UL, W € B1oy(£),Us € By 3y (), W3 € Brasy (f)-

By rearranging the sums to be over intersections Ui N WY, we may assume
the sums are over the same collection of sets—that is,

f(w1, 20, 23) = Z 5iXU{'(331,332)XU§(51717$3) ~ Z XU;'($1,$2)XW5($2,$3)-
1€[N] 1€[N]
But then on each of the sets Ui, we have Xui = Xwj which means the sets
UL, W4 must be close to not depending on x1 or xg, respectively: that is, we
could replace U3 with ub(x3) = fXUé (z1,73) dpg, (z1).
So, after rearranging, we get

flor ez, s) = Y0 vix; (@1, 22) xpg (3)-
1€[N]
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That is, f is measurable with respect to the o-subalgebra of Bis generated
by sets of the form A(z1,z9) X B(z3). (In the notation of [Towl7], this
o-subalgebra is called Bis 1101} 12}}-)

This argument is symmetric, so f also has approximations using sets of the
form A(x1,x3) X B(x2) and A(xg,x3) X B(x1). One can show (for instance,
using the generalized Gowers uniformity norms) that a function which has
several different representations in terms of restricted kinds of sets also has a,
simultaneous representation respecting all restrictions at once. In a slightly
different setting, this is [Tow18| Lemma 8.23].

Finally, we derive a more quantitative version of Theorem

Corollary 6.9. For every k < k' € N, d < oo and € € Rsg there exists some
N = N(k,K ,d,e) € N satisfying the following.
Suppose that (V[M,Bﬁ,uﬁ»eNk, is a K -partite graded probability space
n

and f : v [0,1] is a k' -ary By -measurable function with VCi(f) < d
(see Definition [3.111(4)).

Then for i € [N] there exist some ~y; € QE?,’”, w; € v and, for each
Ie ([ﬁg), a (< k)-ary function fi : [Lic; Vi — [0,1] simple with respect to
the algebra BY ox () (see Definition[6.3) and with all of its coefficients

I,w1y,...,0

in QE?,’” so that, defining a Byw -measurable function g : vt [0,1] via

9@) =Y~ [] fi@n,

N (i)
we have ||f — g/ ;2 <e.

Proof. This follows from Theorem via a compactness argument relying
on the techniques of Section [@], as we explain below.

Assume first that 3 = (V[k/], B, /J/ﬁ) N is an arbitrary k’-partite graded

ne
probability space and g : vt o [0, 1] is as in the conclusion of Theorem 6.6l
Approximating each f; by a B}u—)h“@t( f)-simple functions for a sufficiently

large t and some w1q,...,w; € v , we may assume that ¢ is of the form
b o 0,1
9(x) = DielN] Vi ® er([jg) fi(zr) for some N € N, ; € QEV land

i i1
f} = Z Oéj X [T;,I’S;,I)

JElts] folin
(%) wna
. - . . .
for some t; € N, U_);-’I e V1" and v;, a}’l, r;-’I, s;’l € QES’”. Substituting these

expressions for f}"s into g and rearranging, we may thus assume that g is of
the form
hN a7 50(T) = Z o - H ) (z1)

1€[N] IE([E;]) (“_’i’I)[k’]\I
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for some bigger N € N and some a = (o; € QE?/” ci € [N]), 1 =
(0 c Q" iVl re () md 5 = (s e i )7 e ()
with r&1 < s41 and w = (ﬁ)i’l € Vik/ :1€[N], I € ([H)). Following the

proof of Lemma [0.2T[(3) with straightforward modifications, we see that for
every fixed N,a,7,5 and € € Ry there exists a countable collection of

L -sentences @N aTS 5o that: for any k'-partite graded probability space
L= (V[k/],Bn,,un) I By -measurable f and any Lo-structure M’ o
M. 1,

(6.14) M NS —
- i1 i %]
for all tuples w = (w"™ € V' :i€[N],I € ,

<k
If— hN,d,F,E,E)HLz > E.

Now assume towards a contradiction that the conclusion of the theorem
fails for some k, k', d,e. This means that for every j € N, there exists some
K'-partite graded probablhty space B = (V[k,} B, Nn)neNk’ and some Blk"
measurable function f7 : [Liep Vi — 10,1] with VCyi(f7) < d such that, in
view of the previous paragraph (7l and that Mgj 5 o< Mg 45 trivially,

Myt N A S

Let U be a non-principal ultrafilter on N. Let if3 = (‘A’/[k/},Bﬁ,ﬂﬁ)ieNk,

be the k’-partite graded probability space, the B’ik/-measurable function

f: v [0,1] and M the Lo.-structure defined by the corresponding
ultraproduct in Section (Fact @.12]). By Los’ theorem we then have

A A N e
ieN i1 o
o &6(@?’1]) ' f,ge(@l@l])mx(%'j)

J

As M /\/l 7, using (7)) this implies that f does not satisfy the conclu-
sion of Theorem 0l for any N € N — a contradiction. O

Specializing to the case of hypergraphs instead of arbitrary functions, we
immediately get the following corollary.

Corollary 6.10. For ecvery k < k' € N,d € N and ¢ € Rs( there exists
some N = N(k,k' d,e) € N satisfying the following.

Suppose that (Wk/},Bﬁ,Mﬁ)ﬁeNk/
and E € By is a k'-ary relation with VCi(E) < d.

is a K -partite graded probability space
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Then there exists some (< k)-ary fibers Fi,...,Fy of E (so each F; is
obtained from E by firing all but at most k coordinates by some parameters
from the corresponding V;’s) and F' a Boolean combination of Fy,...,F\ so

(Where for I € ([lz’}) and an |I|-ary fiber F C [[;c; Vi, F' is the K'-ary
relation {a‘; € [iew Vi ar € F})

Proof. Applying Corollary 69 to xg, we get that ||[xg — g||;2 < € for some

g of the form
g9(z) = Z Q- H X p=tir (1)
€Nl pe( (@D r

for some «; € QE?/H, th! € {0,1} and w™! € V¥ forie [N], I € ([52) As
in Remark 4] replacing N by some larger N’ = N'(N,¢), we may assume
that o; € {0,1} for all i € N' — which gives the required presentation. [J

7. HicH VC,-DIMENSION IMPLIES INAPPROXIMABILITY

We now consider the converse to the results of the previous section. As
pointed out in the introduction, we cannot expect that every By ’ p-measurable
k'-ary function has finite VCj-dimension, because the infinite shattered set
could have measure 0. To find the right converse, we should notice that the
conclusion of Corollary depends only on the VCi-dimension of f; this
means that we would have approximations with the same bound on their
complexity if we replaced the measures uz with different measures. That is,
Corollary holds uniformly under all measures[™

So the expected converse is that f should have finite VCj-dimension if
f has the property that for every € > 0 there is an N so that, for all
choices of measures on the Vj, f can be approximated to within e in L2-
norm with respect to those measures by a function of the form g(z) =

2 je[N] Vi er(““’]) f1(#r) as in Theorem G.6]
<k

Theorem 7.1. Let k' > k and f : [Licp Vi = [0,1] be given such that, for
every e > 0 there is an N € N such that: for any k'-partite graded probability

space (V[kq , Bii, ,Uﬁ) AENK
g: iepn Vi = [0,1] of the form
9@ =3 v I fa,

e (i)

such that f is Byw -measurable, there is a function

with some coefficients ~y; and each f} a BZ 5.-measurable (< k)-ary func-
i€l 7t
tion, and || f — gHLg(M_k,) < e. Then VCi(f) < 0.
i
1OCompaure the distinction between sets with the Glivenko-Cantelli property, the uni-

versal Glivenko-Cantelli property, and the uniform Glivenko-Cantelli property. It is only
the last which equivalent to having finite VC dimension [Tal87] [Tal96, [DGZ91].
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Proof. Let k' > k and f : [T;cpe Vi — [0, 1] satisfy the assumption of the the-
orem, and towards a contradiction suppose that VCi(f) = co. By Definition
[BITi(4) this means that there exist some I C [k'] with |I| = |¥' — (k + 1)
and some b = (b; : i € I) € Vi such that the k + l-ary fiber of f at b,
fo + Tljepps — [0,1] has VCy(f) = oo. Fix r,s so that VC.*(fp) = oo.
Then, by Remark 314l for every finite (k + 1)-partite hypergraph H there
is an induced copy of H in fp, in the sense that f; is < r on edges of H, and
> s on non-edges of H. Permuting the coordinates if necessary (see Remark
2.2(1)), we may assume that I = [k + 1].

For each d € N, we choose uniformly at random a finite (k + 1)-partite
(k4 1)-uniform hypergraph Hy C [d]**!. With probability 1, limg_,« % =

1/2 and limg—eo |[xH, — 1/2[| 1641 = 0 (for U™ with respect to the uni-
form measure; see the proof of [Tow17, Theorem 9.2], for instance, for the
second calculation). For each d we define probability measures ug which
concentrate on the single element b; if ¢ € I and concentrate unifofmly on
the vertices of the ¢th part in a chosen copy of H,; contained in V; otherwise.
Note that these are atomic measures, so the extension of the ;¢ 5, to a Keisler
graded probability space on all subsets of the products of the V is immedi-
ate: there is a unique extension to all subsets depending on the intersection
of a set with the finitely many atoms of the measure (see also Remark [Z.2]).

This gives us k’-partite graded probability spaces P4 = (V[k/], B, ,u%)ﬁeNk,
(where Bj; is the algebra of all subsets of V). Fix an arbitrary E € N+g. Us-

ing the assumptlon we may choose some N =NgeN and approximations
gbE(z) = ZJE[N} ,Y] H ( )fI (961) of f to within 4 7 Wwith respect to

L? (Nik’)'
We fix some non-principal ultrafilter i/ on N and consider the ultraproduct

B = ( k/],Bﬁ,ﬂﬁ)ﬁENk, of the Py’s, f : v [0,1] of the functions

fa=1f, f[ 7 of the functions f;l’E’j and g% : V" & [0,1] of the functions

¢%F as in Section (namely, B is defined with respect to the ultraproduct

of the structures My := M , for d € N in the notation
‘ndv 7( dEJ ([éck]))vgd'E

there). Let b= (b; : i € I) w1th b = (b, bi,...) /U € V.
By the choice of Hy and u 5 € [K'], we have

(7.1) Jim Mgk, ( fé’“) = lim T ( E") = % and
=0.

lim e —1/2)| o (o)

/ = 1li r—1/2
o (i, T el

This implies that in the ultraproduct we get the exact equalities. Indeed,
as in the proof of Lemma [0.21)(2), for any o € Q¢ there exist countable



HYPERGRAPH REGULARITY AND HIGHER ARITY VC-DIMENSION 47

collections of L.-sentences O, O, so that: for any k’-partite graded proba-
bility space P = (V[k/],B,—L, ,uﬁ)
Loo-structure M’ o< Mg ¢,
1 1
M, ’: @a <~ [Lik/ (ngr) S |:§ — Q, 5 +Oé:| 5
M E0, = |xs - 1/2”Uik’( < a.

a B -measurable function f and any
neNk’’ 1

Mik’ )
As trivially My o« My for every d € N, using Los’ theorem and (1) we
have that

ME AN 0,10,
a€Q>o
which together with M o Mg 7 (Remark [0.13)) implies (using that f; is
concentrated on the single element b; for all i € [k'] \ [k + 1]) that

(7.2) fiqw (JEST) = [ifk+1 (f:g,gr) = %7 and

(7.3) Xier — 1/2 ] = 0.
[z =172 )
By Lemma B.1] (applied to the (k + 1)-partite graded probability space
obtained from ‘B by forgetting all but the first £ + 1 coordinates and the

(k 4 1)-ary function f; on it, see Remark 2.4]), (73] implies

HE (Xf’-'_<'r - 1/2 | Blk+1,k)
b

Uik’ (ﬂik/) - HXJF;T —

=0.
L2 (figi+1)

On the other hand, (7.2)) implies = 1/4, hence in

L2(fign1)

particular f;r cannot be Bikﬂ,k—measurable.

But each of the functions fIE] is BZiEI 5,-measurable (by definition and

Fact @I2(7)), hence each of the functions §¥, E € Ny is 5’1% ,-neasurable,
and so each of their fibers gf, FE €Ny is B’ikH,k—measurable.

Using type-definability of L?-norm and Los’ theorem as above, the as-

1 e [FE

L2 (M?k/) < g forall d € Nimplies Hg — f’

<
L2(figxr)

< % by the choice of the measures. As

sumption that H gtt — f’

1 c 1. . ~B 7
=+, which implies H — ~‘
E p 9% — s L2(fisk 1) o
E € N> was arbitrary, this implies that fj is Bixt1 j-measurable, a contra-
diction. 0

Remark 7.2. As the proof of Theorem [T.1]shows, in order to conclude that
VCi(f) < o0 it is enough that the stated approximation by functions of arity

< k holds for all k’-partite graded probability spaces on V1" with finitely
supported measures p5 ,i € [k'].
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When the sets V; are finite, all functions have finite VCj-dimension, so
Theorem [.1] is not directly applicable. To make sense of this result in the
finite setting, we have to consider a “modulus of uniform approximability”.
Given a function N, we could say f : [Licpn Vi — [0,1] has “N-uniform
approximations” if, for all graded probability spaces on the V; and all ¢, f has
an approximation to within ¢ in the form g(z) = 2 ielN(e)] ’Yj'HIE([i;]) f1(@r).

(To avoid notational issues, it is more convenient to think of N as a function
whose input is the integer [1/e], as we do below.)

What we will show is that for any function N, there is a specific d so that
any f with N-uniform approximations must satisfy VCj(f) < d.

Corollary 7.3. Let k' > k be given. For any function N : N — N and
any r < s in [0,1] there is a d € N so that whenever V; are finite sets and
f i Thepn Vi — 10,1] and VC.°(f) > d, there is some E € N and some
probability measures p; on the V; (uniquely determining a k'-partite graded
probability space on the algebra of all subsets of [;c Vi, see Remark[Z2(2))
such that for every function of the form

o@= > v I fA@,
JEIN(E)] ze([g;j)
we have ||f — g||2 > 1/E.
Proof. Towards a contradiction, suppose this failed, and let k' > k, N, and

r < s be a counterexample. That is, for each d € N, we have some finite sets
(Vi®)iep and a function f? : [lacp V4 — [0,1] satisfying VC°(f9) > d,

(2
but such that for any probability measures p; on Vi, f¢ can be approximated
in L?-norm on the corresponding graded probability space up to % by some
function g of the above form given by a sum of size N(E).

Taking a non-principal ultraproduct of these examples (see Section [(.3)),
we obtain a k'-ary function f : [Licpen Vi — [0,1] with VC(f) = oo (by
Lemma [I0.I)). Then Theorem [l gives us measures j; on the V; with finite
support, ¢ > 0 and a corresponding k’-partite graded probability space
(f/[kq,B’,—L, ,u’ﬁ)ﬁeNk, uniquely determined by setting Bl to be the algebra of

all internal subsets of V", and u%, = u, such that fis B’ik,—measurable, but

no function g : I Vi — [0,1] of the form

9@ => v Il H@n,

e ()
with some coefficients «; and each f} a BZ

, <e.
L2 (ﬂik/)

Replacing ¢ with [1} -7, We may assume £ = 1/E for some E. Since

- s-measurable (< k)-ary func-

iel

tion can satisfy Hf — g‘

the measures p,i € [k'] have finite support, for each i € [k'] and d € N
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there exist probability measures u¢ on the V,? so that the ultraproduct of
(,ugl :d € N) (in the sense of Section [03)) is the measure p). But then, by
assumption, for each d there also exists an approximation g¢ = 3 JEIN(B)] ’yjl-

J(z;) with ||f¢ — < 1/E and each fi7 is B -
HIe(;“ )f[ (1) 1f¢ =g H (M?k’) / Ir D ieri

measurable, where (V[k,} Bd, un) is the k’-partite graded probability

eNK

space with Bf—i the algebra of all subsets of ][,/ (Vd) " and ug = pdfori e
[£']. But then their ultraproduct g = Y ielNE) Vi HIE([kl]) f] (z1) satisfies
<k

i€l °

;. p (H%k/) < 1/E, and each f} is B/Z 5-measurable — which is a
contradiction. .

8. CORRELATION AND MEASURABILITY WITH RESPECT TO SUBALGEBRAS

In this section, we develop some aspects of the theory of Gowers’ uni-
formity norms in the context of partite graded probability spaces used

throughout the article. Throughout this section, we let (V[k],Bﬁ, Mﬁ)ieNk
n

be a k-partite graded probability space. We fix i = (ni,...,nz) € NF,
n =) ek 7 and a bounded Bj-measurable function f: [[epy V™ — R.

8.1. Gowers uniformity norms. Gowers’ uniformity norms were intro-
duced in [Gow0I]. The crucial property is Proposition 87 below, which
says that they exactly measure correlation with the o-algebra By ,—1; the
useful feature is that it lets us test whether f has any correlation with By ,,—1
by evaluating a single integral which only involves f.

The material in this section is standard, and the presentation in this
subsection closely follows [GT14] Section 7.4], however we work in the partite
setting and include the details for the sake of completeness.

Definition 8.1. We define the (partite) Gowers uniformity seminorm of f
by

« (0%
HfHUﬁ: [/ H f(‘r(l)qll"" 117:17,. gjzi}l’,, ;L‘kkn:k)

a1€{0,1}

ane{0,1}7

27l
0 0 1 1 . ..0 0 1 1
dpon (331,17 s T s T L Ty 3 T 1y ey Ty Tho 10 - - - ,xk’nk) ] .

The usual Gowers U¥-norm is the case where 7 = (1,...,1). More gen-
——
n times

erally, the integral is taken over two copies of V", and given two elements

z0,z' € V™, the product is taken over all the 2" possible ways to select an
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element of V" by choosing, separately for each coordinate, whether to take
it from the corresponding component of z° or z!.
Given a tuple @ = (a1, ..., %) € [[;e{0, 1} and & = (Z1,...,7%) €

V7 we write 39 = (29',...,Z3%), with 207 = (m?}ﬂ 17 € [ny]) for i € [K].

[ sdua

Proof. Let i € [k] and j € [n;] be arbitrary. By Fubini property,

" ‘/ (/ £ (@)dys, <xw’)> b

(jh oo 7'i'i—17 (‘TLlu sy Lg =1, L G415 - - 7xi,ni)7ji+la v 7xk)

Lemma 8.2.

< [ fllym -

] [ $@)dna(a)

on

(by Cauchy-Schwarz and Fubini again)
— — 0 — —
< (/f (‘Tla sy Ti—1, (xi,h oo 7xi7j—l7xi,j7xi7j+17 v 7xi7ni)7xi+17 oo 7xk) :

_ _ 1 _ _
f (:171, e, Ti—1, (ZEiJ, ey T =15 Ty Ty - - )xi,ni)7xi+17 - ,:Ek)

27L71

d'uﬁ(ni+1)~>i

Repeating this process for every pair i € [k] and j € [n;], we arrive at

Tl T s (e ) | =l

O‘EHie[k]{()’l}ni

] [ t@dun(@)

O

Lemma 8.3. For each I = (Iy,...,I}) with I; C [n;] and e il =n—1,
let By be a set in B, ;. Then 0 < Hf 7 xB; g S | fllgm-

Proof. Tt suffices to show that 0 < Hf “XBi||n S | f|l7= for a single I (as

each x; takes values in [0, 1]). We consider I with I, := [n;] for i € [k — 1]
and [y, := [n, — 1]. As f = f-xB; + [ x-B;, we have

on

1715 = (£ o + F - x7)

which in turn expands into a sum of 22" terms of the form

(8.1)/ 11 (f.XS&1 ..... ak) (:z‘fl,...,az‘,ifk)dugﬁ(a‘;ﬁ@:zi),

a1€{0,1}"1,...,a,€{0,1}"k
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where each S, .. &, is either Bj or its complement —B;. Note that Hf X B;

U’FL
is equal to such a term with each S5, . a, = Bj. Thus it suffices to show

that all of the 22" terms are non-negative.

Assume that &, &’ € [[;c({0, 1}" are such that a;; = o] ; for all i € [k]
and j € Iy, but Sz # Sar. As B € B, ; (so whether a tuple Z € V™ belongs
to it or not does not depend on the coordinate x, ,,, by the choice of I ), for
every tuple o = 2 @ o' € V", we have xs, - X5, (0) = X85 - X=54(0) =0 —
hence the corresponding integral in (8.1]) is 0. We thus only need to consider
the case where, whenever «; ; = a;j for alli € [k],j € I, then S5 = Sz
this case, using Fubini, we have

I1 (f - xs) (&, 0" ) dpoa (20 @ 2') =

&16{0 1}n1 N 7&k€{071}nk

(f : XSa) (‘%(1117 v 7‘%2%) d,uO,...,O,Q (x(lg’nkuxlﬁ,nk)
0116{0 l}"l, Lar€e{0,1}"k

=0 1. .50 =1 ./,0 0 1 1
dl‘2n1,~~~,2nk71,2nk—2 (‘/El’ Lpyee s L1 Lp—15 (‘/Ek,lv s ’xk,nk—l)7 (‘/Ek,lv s ’xk,nk—l))
—ag Qp—1 Qg1 Okng_q
/(/ (f'XSa)(xl yeees Tply 7('%]@71 ) xknk 17$knk))
a1€{0,1}n1,

ak71€{071} k-1,
are{0,1}k !

2
dpo,...01 (Tkn,) ) dfton, ... 2n 1,20k —2-

Since the inside of the integral is always non-negative, this term is non-
negative. O

Definition 8.4. We let the function D(f): V™ — R be defined by

D(f) (2°) ::/ I1 F@E a3 (7).

ae]‘[ie[k]{o,l}"i ,a#(0,...,0)
Remark 8.5. Observe that, by Fubini, ||f||7 = [ f - D(f)dua (a?(_]).
Lemma 8.6. The function D(f) is measurable with respect to By n—1.

Proof. Note that, for a fixed 7l e V™, the function

(8.2) 70— I ()
€T,y (011"
a#(0,...,0)
isiBﬁm_l—measurable (as for every such @, at least one of the coordinates in
z% is then fixed). Then D(f) is also Bp ,—1-measurable by Lemma (4.8
O
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Proposition 8.7. ||f|[;» > 0 if and only if |[E(f | Brn-1)|;2 > 0.

Proof. If || f||ya > 0, then [ f - D(f)dun(z") > 0 (by Remark BF). That
is, f is not orthogonal to D(f) in the space L?(Bz). As D(f) is Ban—1-
measurable by Lemma 6] we conclude ||E(f | By n—1)| > 0.

For the other direction, assume that ||E (f | Br,—1)|| > 0. The there exist
some sets Bj € B, j, for I=(I,...,I}) with I; C [n;] and >icp il <n—1,
so that [ f-II; xB;dpn 7 0 (as f and its projection onto the subspace of
Bi n—1-measurable functions are non-orthogonal). Then, by Lemmas

and [83]

<

0< < [ fllgn -

U’FL

/f I;IXBI—d,Uﬁ

I xs;
I

O

8.2. Subalgebras of fibers. We will later need to know when D C By ,—1
is large enough that E(f | B n—1) = E(f | D) and, slightly more generally,
when E(f | Bin—1 UG) =E(f | DUG) for some set G.

We can determine this by examining the previous subsection more care-
fully: if ||E(f | Brn—1)||r2 > 0, we know that it is because [ f-D(f)duan > 0,
so it suffices to investigate exactly which sets are needed to ensure that D(f)
is D-measurable. To deal with the more general case, we need to consider
not just when D(f) is measurable, but when functions of the form D(f) g
are measurable for a certain class of functions g.

Definition 8.8. Let D be a o-subalgebra of Bj.

(1) Let a € V™. We say that D contains a-fibers of f if, for each interval
I CR and each i < k and j € [n;],
{92 = (z;j:i€[k],j€n]) eV f (i’ai,ﬁ(z,j)) € I} eD.
Recall that z,, ;,(;j) is the tuple obtained from z by substituting
a; j into position (7,7) (see Section 2.1I).

(2) We say that D contains (n — 1)-ary fibers of f if the set of a € V"
such that D contains a-fibers of f has pup-measure 1.

(3) We say that D is closed under fibers if for every set B € D, D
contains (n — 1)-ary fibers of yp.

(4) Let G be a set of Bz-measurable functions. We say that D contains
(n — 1)-ary fibers of f with products from G if, for every function g

which is a finite product of functions from G, D contains (n — 1)-ary
fibers of g and f - g.

Remark 8.9. (1) If D is closed under fibers, then for any D-measurable
function f, D contains (n — 1)-ary fibers of f (by assumption this
holds for the indicator functions of sets in D, and follows for an
arbitrary D-measurable function approximating it by D-simple func-
tions)
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(2) The algebra By, ,—1 is both closed under fibers (by Fubini and closure
under products) and contains (n—1)-ary fibers of any ;-measurable
function (by Fubini property, see Remark 2.3]).

The following is immediate from the definitions (see Definition B.8]).

Remark 8.10. (1) Each of the algebras B,];’"’I;, B! ’l_’, B! is closed un-

1% k—1
der fibers. )
(2) For every b € Vj.4q and a tuple b in Vi1, the algebra BH®OT con-
tains (k — 1)-ary fibers of f;, with products from {fb/ NS 5}.
(3) For every b and (b;);er in Viy1, where I is an arbitrary index set,
the algebra B{k,k—l contains (k — 1)-ary fibers of f, with products
from {fy, : i € I}.

Lemma 8.11. If ||E(f | Ban-1)|lz2 > 0 and D contains (n — 1)-ary fibers
of f, then |[E(f | D)|[2 > 0.

Proof. If ||E(f | Ban—1)|lz2 > 0, then ||f|[ya > 0 (by Proposition B1). If
[|f|lz= > 0 then, by Remark [B.5], we have

0 <IIfI = [ £+ DUz

As D contains (n—1)-ary fibers of f, the function in ([8:2) is D-measurable
for a measure 1 set of ! € V™. Hence D(f) is D-measurable by Lemma E8l
Thus f is not orthogonal to L? (D). (]

Lemma 8.12. If [|[E(f | Brn-1UG)||z2 > 0 and D contains (n — 1)-ary
fibers of f with products from G, then ||E(f | DUG)||2 > 0.

Proof. Suppose ||[E(f | Bnn—1UG)||r2 > 0. Then there must exist some g, a
product of finitely many functions from G, so that ||[E(f-g | Ban—1)|lr2 > 0,
and therefore ||[E(f-g | D)||r2 > 0 by LemmaBIT] hence ||[E(f | DUG)||12 >
0. U

Lemma 8.13. If D is closed under fibers and contains (n — 1)-ary fibers of
f with products from G, then
E(f | Ban1UG) =E(f | DUG).

Proof. Let f~ := f —E(f | D). Consider any a € V" such that D contains
a-fibers of f. Let g be a finite product of functions from G. Then, for every
i € [k],j € [ni] and Z € V", we have

f~9 (jaiyjﬁ(i,j)) =f-y (fai,j—w,j)) ~E(fID)-yg (jai,jﬁ(i,j)) :
For any interval I, the sets

are both in D, as D contains (n — 1)-ary fibers of f with products from G.
And {z | E(f | D)(Z4, ;(i,5)) € I} also belongs to D by Remark BI(1), as
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D is closed under fibers. So, by taking unions and intersections of such sets,
{z | f~(Za, ;) € I} belongs to D as well, hence D contains (n — 1)-ary
fibers of f~ Wlth products from G.

KFE(f|DUG) #E(f | Ban-1UG), then

[E (7 | Ban—1UG)| 2 = IIE((f | Bajn-1UG)| 2 — [E(f | DUG)| > 0.

Hence ||[E(f~ | DUG)]||z2 > 0 by Lemma BTT] which is a contradiction to
the choice of f~. O

9. INDISCERNIBLE SEQUENCES OF RANDOM VARIABLES

In this section we gather the model theoretic compactness arguments we
need and providing the necessary background on ultraproducts and indis-
cernible sequences. We also prove a couple of de Finetti-style results that
are used in the proof of the main theorem.

9.1. Generic k-partite k-uniform hypergraphs. We define some classes
of ordered partite hypergraphs and related structures, and discuss their basic
model-theoretic properties (see [CPT19] for further discussion).

Definition 9.1. For k € N>1, let G}, ;, denote the countable generic k-partite
k-uniform ordered hypergmph viewed as the unique countable first-order
structure in the language Eopg (Rg, Py, ..., Py, ) with the underlying set

G satisfying the following first-order £F -theory

opg oo’

(1) Py,..., P, are unary predicates giving a partition of G;

(2) Ry C Hzek]PZa

(3) < is a total linear order on G and P} < ... < Py;

(4) (P;,<[p,) is a dense linear ordering for each i € [kl;

(5) for every j € [k], any finite disjoint sets Ao, A1 C [Licp g5y &% and
by < by € Pj, there exists some by < b < by such that

Gk7p |:Rk(al,...,aj_l,b,ajﬂ,...,ak) <~
a= (al,...,aj_l,ajﬂ,...,ak) € Ag
for alla € AgU A;.

We also let G, be the class of all finite k-partite k-uniform ordered hy-

pergraphs (i.e. G is the class of all finite c’gpg structures satisfying axioms
(1)—(3) in Definition [0.1]).

Definition 9.2. (1) We denote by Oy, the reduct of Gy, to the lan-
guage Eord (Pr,..., P, <) (i.e. the structure obtained from Gy
by forgetting the edge relation). We let T} o4 be the /Jk q-theory con-
sisting of (1),(3) and (4) in Definition 0.1} and Ok p be the class of
all finite £F -structures satisfying (1) and (3).

(2) We let G, the reduct of G, to the language E’gg = (Rk, P1,..., Px)
(i.e. the structure obtained from Gy, , by forgetting the ordering). We
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let Tlfg be the £]1§g = (Rk, P1, ..., Px)-theory consisting of (1), (2) and

the infinite set of sentences expressing the following:

(5)" for every j € [k] and any finite disjoint sets Ag, A; C [Lcpp 5y £i
there exists some b € P; such that

Gk,p ’:Rk(a17"'aaj—lybvaj-i-la"'aak) —
a=(ay,...,a;-1,a541,...,ax) € Ag

foralla € AgU A;.
Finally, we let Q,’C’p be the class of all finite E'gg—structures satisfying
(1) and (2) in Definition [O0.11

Definition 9.3. Given a structure M = (M, (R;)icr) in a relational lan-
guage L = (R; : 1 € I), with R; a relational symbol of arity n;, and A C M,
we let M4 := (A, (R; N A™)icr) be the substructure induced on A.

The following is well-known (we refer to e.g. [Hod93, Chapter 7.1] for the
details).

Fact 9.4. (1) Each of the theories Tfpg,Té“g and Tfrd is complete, has
quantifier elimination, and is Rg-categorical (i.e. there exists a unique,
up to isomorphism, countable structure satisfying the corresponding
theory).

(2) Grp (Gl ps Okp) is the Fraissé limit of Grp (G, ,, Ok p, respectively).

(3) In particular, G, embeds every countable k-partite k-uniform or-
dered hypergraphs as an induced substructure; and its finite induced
substructures, up to isomorphism, are precisely the structures in Gy, .
Analogous statements hold for G;ww Ok p-

(4) Each of the structures Gy, p, G;ww Orp is ultrahomogeneous, i.e. ev-
ery isomorphism between two finite induced substructures extends to
an isomorphism of the whole structure.

The following property will be important in Section T0.2.T1

Definition 9.5. [CTI8, Definition 2.17] Let K be a collection of finite struc-
tures in a relational language £. For n € N>;, we say that K satisfies
the n-disjoint amalgamation property (n-DAP) if for every collection of £-
structures (M; = (M;,...) : ¢ € [n]) so that each M; is isomorphic to some
structure in K, M; = [n]\{i} and M| 35y = Ml iy for alli # j € [n],
there exists an L-structure M = (M,...) isomorphic to some structure in
K, and such that M = [n] and M|\ (3 = M; for every 1 <i <n.

We say that an L-structure M satisfies n-DAP if the collection of its finite
induced substructures does.

Proposition 9.6. G?W satisfies n-DAP for alln € N>p.

Proof. Fix k > 2. By Fact [0.4] we need to show that the class of finite
structures G;  satisfies n-DAP. Let n € Nand (M; : i € [n]) with M; € G},
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as in Definition [0.5] be given. In particular, each M, satisfies (1) and (2) in
Definition Then

(9.1) pMi

(2

N Pi/,\/lj’ = () for every i # i’ € [k] and 7,5’ € [n].

Indeed, assume ¢ € [n] is such that ¢ € PZ-Mj N PZ-/,Mjl. If j # j/, then
necessarily £ € [n] \ {j,j'}. By assumption Mjlpp g = Milmp\g
hence ¢ € PZ-Mj ﬂP;Vlj . But this is impossible as M satisfies (1) of Definition
Also

(9.2) ten] = (e PZ-Mj for some i € [k],j € [n].

Indeed, if £ € [n], then ¢ € M, for any j € [n] \ {¢}, hence belongs to PZ-Mj

for some i € [k] as (PZMJ) <] is a partition of M; by assumption.
7

For i € [k], we let PM := Ujem PZMJ Then the sets PM, ..., PM give a
partition of M = [n] by (@) and ([@:2]).

We let RM = Ujem] Réwj. As Rﬁ/tj C TTiep PZ-Mj for every j € [n] by
assumption, it follows that RkM C Iliep PZ-M. Hence the structure M =

(M, (P’M)'e[k] ,Ré\") satisfies (1) and (2) of Definition @I hence M €
Gl pr O
Remark 9.7. Oy, (and hence G}, ;) do not satisfy 3-DAP.

9.2. Generalized indiscernibles. Many combinatorial arguments around
VCj-dimension can be considerably simplified using a combination of struc-
tural Ramsey theory and logical compactness, encapsulated in the model-
theoretic notion of generalized indiscernible sequences (this method does not
typically provide strong bounds however).

Definition 9.8. Let M be a first-order structure in a language L.

(1) Let I be a structure in a language £o. We say that a collection (a;),.;
of tuples in M is I-indiscernible over a set of parameters C' C M if
for all n € N and all 4g,...,4, and jg, ..., j, from I we have:

aftpg, (0 - - - in) = aftpg, (Jo, -5 Jn) =

tpz (Gigs - - -5 a4, /C) =tpg (ajg, - .., a4, /C).

(2) For two Ly-structures I and J, we say that a collection of tuples
(bi);cs in M is based on a collection of tuples (a;);c; in M over a set
of parameters C' C M if for any finite set A of £(C)-formulas, and
for any finite tuple (jo,...,Jn) from J there is a tuple (ig,...,ip)
from I such that:

e qftpg, (jo,---,Jn) = dftpg, (i0,...,in) and
e tpa (bjm . 7bjn) =tpa (aio, o ,ain).
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Definition 9.9. When (I, <) is an arbitrary linear order and (a;);cs is a se-
quence of finite tuples in M, we say that the sequence (a;);cs is indiscernible
(indiscernible over C') if (a;);er is (I, <)-indiscernible over ) (over C).

The following is standard, relying on the usual Ramsey theorem for (1),
and on the fact that finite ordered partitioned hypergraphs form a Ramsey
class [NRT77, [AHTS8, NR&3] for (2).

Fact 9.10. Let L be a countable language, M an Ri-saturated L-structure
and C C M a countable subset.

(1) (see e.g. [TZ12, Lemma 5.1.3]) For every countable infinite linear
orders I and J and a sequence (a;)ic; of finite tuples in M, there
exists some sequence (b;)icy of tuples in M indiscernible over C and
based on (a;)icr-

(2) [CPT19, Corollary 4.8] For any k € N>; and a collection of fi-
nite tuples (ag)gekap i M, there is some collection of finite tuples

(bg)geka in M which is Gy, p-indiscernible over C and is based on
(ag)gekap over C. The same holds with Oy, instead of Gy, every-
where.

9.3. Ultraproducts of functions on partite graded probability spaces.
We assume familiarity with ultraproducts of first-order structures and the

construction of Loeb’s measure. There are multiple ways to make sense

of ultraproducts and compactness of measure spaces and measurable func-

tions (Keisler’s probability logic [Kei85] and its variants, continuous logic

[BYBHUO8|, AML logic [GT14], etc.), but here we use the most basic ap-

proach relying on the familiar ultraproduct construction for first-order logic

(and similar to the one used e.g. by Hrushovski in [Hrul2]).

Definition 9.11. Assume that 3 = (V[k], B, Mﬁ) - is a k-partite graded
n

probability space, I is a countable set and f = (fo: € I), fo : [Licw Vi =
[0,1] is a collection of Bjr-measurable functions. We associate to it a k-
sorted first-order structure My 7 in a language Loo,1 (or just Lo when I is

clear from the context) with sorts Vi,..., Vi in the following way.
For every ¢ € Q% and « € I, £y contains a k-ary relational symbol
F;q(xl, e ,:L'k)

with the variable z; of sort V;, interpreted in M‘J& 7 via

My s EFSUa, ..., xx) <= folz1,...,2) <q
for any (z1,...,x) € VI We write FZ% as an abbreviation for —F<9,
Note that for every g, a, the set {l; evl t My f = F(jq(l;)} is in Bix by
measurability of f,.

By induction on i € N, we define a countable language L; as follows. In
addition to all the symbols in £;, for every quantifier-free L;-formula ¢(z,y)



58 ARTEM CHERNIKOV AND HENRY TOWSNER

such that the tuple Z corresponds to V", 7 € N¥ and r € Q, we add to £ ;
a new relational symbol mz < 7.¢(z, ) with free variables g, interpreted by:
for every tuple b corresponding to y,

M‘J&f_ = me <re(E,b) <= g (90(53»5)) <,

where as usual ¢(z,b) = {a € V" | Mg 7 | ola, b)} is the set defined by the
corresponding instance of ¢ (note that this set is uz-measurable by Fubini
property in P and induction). Let Lo := U;ey £i- We will write mz > r as
an abbreviation for -mgz < r.

We also write M 7 to denote the Ly-reduct of M‘B, 7

Now assume that for each j € N, B’ = (V[i}, B%, u%) is a k-partite

: neNk
graded probability space and fJ : Hie[,ﬂ V7 — [0,1] is a B]Ik—measurable
function for a € I. Let U be a non-principal ultrafilter on N.
For i € [k], welet V; := [[;en Vi’ /U. Then for any n € NF, V™ is naturally

identified with [];en (I (V) ) /U-
We let M := [jen M%fj/u (i.e., the usual ultraproduct of L-structures).
For a € I, we define a function f, : V1" — [0,1] via fu(Z) := inf{q €

QY M = FZ9(z)} (and refer to it as the ultraproduct of fJ’s with respect
to U).

For i € N* we let B% consist of all subsets of VI of the form X =
[[jen X;/U for some X; € BL.

For such a set X, we define 2 (X) := lim;_y ,u%(Xj) € [0,1].

We let By, be the o-algebra of subsets of V™ generated by Bg.

As in the standard construction of Loeb’s measure, we have the following
fact.

Fact 9.12. (1) For every n € NF, 12 is a finitely-additive probability
measure on the Boolean algebra B%

(2) M is an Ry-saturated Lo -structure (in particular, for every finite tu-
ple of variables T and a countable collection of Leo-formulas @i (., b;),
with b; an arbitrary tuple of parameters from M, if every finite sub-
set of {pi(Z,b;) : i € N} is realized by some tuple in M, then the
whole set is realized by some tuple in M)

(3) For every n € N*, there exists a unique countably-additive probability
measure iy OnN Bﬁ extending ﬂ%.

(4) P = (‘7[/&]78%7/1%), . s a k-partite graded probability space.

neN

(5) Fot everyr € QoYU o el and z € Vik, we have

fa@) <r = MEF (@) = fal@) <
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(6) For every r € Q01 7 € NF, ¢(Z,y) a quantifier-free Loo-formula
with T corresponding to V™ and b a tuple from M, we have

in ((2,0)) <1 = M ms <rp(@,b) = fin (o(,0) <r.
(7) The functions f, are Bi.-measurable.

Here (1), (5) and (6) hold by Los’ theorem and basic properties of ultra-
limits; (2) is a standard model-theoretic fact; (3) follows from R;-saturation
restricting to any countable sublanguage and Carathéodory’s extention the-
orem; (4) is a routine verification, e.g. to check that Fubini property holds
in the ultraproduct, one approximates the integral by a sum of Bg—simple
functions, and these are arbitrary close to satisfying Fubini by f.os and the as-
sumption that each ; satisfies Fubini; (7) holds as {:E eVl fz) < r} =

Uzeg-o {:Z eV N = F<r—€(£)} by (5), and every set on the right is in
-0
Bik.

The following subtle point can be mostly ignored in the conclusions, but
we will have to keep track of it in the proofs.

Remark 9.13. Note that the interpretation of the F5" and mgz < r predi-

cates may differ in Msi; 7 and M, but not by much: due to Fact [I.12(5) and

(6), we have M Mq} 7 in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 9.14. Let M, M’ be two L -structures. We write M oc M’
if the structures M, M’ have the same underlying sorts Vi, ..., V., and for
every a € I, 7 € QU and e € Qg so that r + & < 1 we have

M EFES (D) = M = ES™(b) = M = FEST+9)(b) and
M Emz < r.p(Z,0) = M mz < ro(@,b) = M = mz < (r+e).o(z,b)

for every quantifier-free £.-formula o(z, %) and a tuple b from M of appro-
priate length.

If M, M’ are just Lo-structures, we write M oc M’ when the first of these
two conditions is satisfied.

9.4. Lemmas on indiscernible sequences. Throughout this section, k €
N>q, B = (‘/[k],Bﬁ,/Jﬁ)_eNk is a (k 4 1)-partite graded probability space
- n

and f : vt [0,1] is a Bik+i-measurable function. We let Mg ; be
the associated L..-structure and let M’ be some L..-structure satisfying
M" o« My (Definition @.I1). We verify that various probabilistic condi-
tions on the fibers of f are type-definable in M’ via appropriate finitary
approximations, and prove some lemmas on indiscernible sequences in the
spirit of the classical de Finetti’s theorem on exchangeable sequences of ran-
dom variables.

Definition 9.15. A set X C V" is type-definable in an L.-structure M’
if there exists a countable set {gp,-(:i, Ei) 11 € N} of Ls.-formulas with the
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tuple of variables Z corresponding to V" and parameters in M’ so that
X ={acV": M | gi(a,b) for all i € N}.

Remark 9.16. The o-algebra B{k . (recall Definition £.4(5)) has a gen-

erating set that is uniformly definable in M’. Namely, given ¢ € Q1. we
consider the M’-definable set

Fo={ze v M = Fi@)}.

Using M’ o« Mg 5 we have f<" = Ueeg-o F<r=¢ and F<" = Ueegoo /775
hence {F<?: ¢ € Q" is a generating set for o(f).

Now, for each ) # I € ( <Ef]_1) and ¢ € QY we consider the quantifier-
free Lo-formula

(1017(1 ('i'7 g) = F<q (jyi—mi,iel A(?Jk—i—l)) )

where Z is a tuple of variables corresponding to V1" and y is a tuple of
variables corresponding to i

Then, for any a € Vj41, every set in B/ (see Definition [5.4) is in the o-
algebra generated by the sets of solutions of ¢r 4 (:i, l?“(a)) in Mgy for some

IeK:= (Sgckll) \ {0}, ¢ € QO and b e VI*.

This allows us to uniformly define various other algebras and their gener-
ating sets.

Definition 9.17. Given n € N, let
Sp 1= {S |s5:[n] x K x Q%Y — {—1,1}},
U, = {u | u: [n] x QY — {—1, 1}} , and
Qn =S, xS, xU,.

Given n and (s,t,u) € @y, we consider the quantifier-free Lq-formula

gps’t’“(a_;; Yly ooy Uni By -y 2n) i=
/\ PI,q (ja gl) A
(i,1,9)€[n) x K x QI s(i,1,q)=1
A ~or1,q (T, i) A

(1,1,9)€[n]x K xQIY s(i,1,9)=—1
/\ F<q(i,zi) A /\ —|F<q(:i",zz-).
(i,0)€[n]x Q" t(1,9)=1 (1,0)€[n] x QWM At(i,q)=—1

Remark 9.18. (1) Every subset of V1 defined by an instance of %%
in M’ is in Bix.
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(2) For any a € V}* and bi,...,by € Vikﬂ, the sets
{9017 (f;gl,..-,gn;@) |0 € Qn}
are precisely the atoms of the Boolean algebra generated by
{(,0[’[1 (:i,l;i) I e K,i€n]qc¢€ QL?’I]} U {Faf_q 21 € nl,q € QL?’I]} .

Lemma 9.19. For anyn € N>1, any quantifier-free Loo-formulas ¢;(Z, y1,Y2),
1 < i < n with  corresponding to V" and y; to le, e € Ryg and
B1,...,08n € R, there exists countable partial Lo.-types I‘< ﬁ(yl) Fiaﬁ(gl)
satisfying the following.

For every B, f, M’ oc Mg 5 and b€ V™,

M = F<€ B(_) < for everyce V", Zﬂi - s ((pi(a_:, b, E)) <e.
i=1

And similarly for “<” replaced by “>".

Proof. Fix some ‘R, f, M’ o M r. Without loss of generality 3; # 0 for all
i € [n]. Then for any b € V™ we have

Ve e sz,znjﬂi i (%’(57575)) <e <=
i=1
/\ /\ Yee V™, ug (gpi(a_:, b, E)) D T,

T1,"n€Q>0 i€[n]

D Biri>e
where b<; is “<” if §; > 0, and < is “>7 if §; < 0, for every i € [n].
As M" < Mgy, for every r € Q, i € [n] and b € V™, ¢ € V™ we have

U7 (goi(i,g, 6)) <r=MEmz<rp, b, ¢) = lp (gp(i, b, E)) <r.
Hence, for any b € V'™,

Ve e sz,zn:@' i (%’(57575)) <e =

i=1

METZ @)=/ N ¥ (ma s i@ b))

teENTr1,..,rn€(Qt) >0 i€[n]

Z’l Biri>e
Note that the definition of F“p 5 does not depend on B, f, M" oc My ;. The
argument for “>" is symmetrlc (]

Deﬁnition 9.20. Given some n € N, r € Q, a = (ay € Q: v € @), tuples
(Bj evlFje [n]) and a = (a; € V41 : j € [n]), we define the function

hn,o‘z,t‘z,gl,...,l_)n (.Z') = Z O@Xgof’(g_v,l_)l,...,Bn,al,...,an)
VEQn
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from V1" to [0,1] (where, as usual, ©”(Z,by,...,b,,a1,...,a,) represents
the set of solutions of this formula evaluated in M’).

Lemma 9.21. For any fived n € N, r € Q, a = (az € Q: v € Qy) there

exist quantifier-free Loo-formulas ©2, 0% and countable partial Lo -types

Ag’f‘, Ag’f, A’;f and Agf satisfying the following for any B, f, M’ oc Mg ¢:

(1) for any (c,a,by,...,by) € VI x <V, x (Vikﬂ)n;

M 0% (¢, a,b1, .., by) = Dy gap 5. (0) <7

(2) for any (a,a,b1,...,by) € Vigq X Vi % (Vik+1)n’

M A% (a,d,by, ... by) = ‘fa Mgy 2 S
(3) for any (a,a) € Vig1 x Vi y,
M E AL (a,0) <=
V(El, ... ,Bn) S (Vikﬂ)”’ fo — hn,&,&,l;h---j)n 12 <.

And the same for “>7.

Proof. (1) Let W :={w C Qpn | Xg5cw @ < r}. Then clearly

vEW

h 5 (0) <1 = M E O (c,a,bi,... by) =

n,&,a,by,...,b

\/ ( /\ gpﬁ(c,gl,...,Bn,ail,...,ain)A

weW \vew

- _
/\ - (c,bl,...,bn,ail,...,ain)>.
T)EQn\w

(2) and (3) Note that, using M' oc Mgy ¢, for any r < s € QN [0,1]
and a € Viyy, if 2 € F2" N FS5, then |fo(z) — 7| < r —s. Then for any
e > 0 we can choose me,f. € N large enough and a partition (¢§ : i € [(.])
of [0,1] with ¢f € QL%EH,qf < q1,91 = 0,q; = 1 so that for any a € V41,
any quantifier-free £oo-formula ¢ (z,y) with Z corresponding to V1" and any
tuple ¢ corresponding to § we have:

(9.3) /fa X dugs ~° Ag,w(z,a) —

le—2 >t <q§ >q5
S - (FE 0 E 00,0)) 4 aiy i (B 000))
=1
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For any tuple (a,a,bi,...,by,), using ([@:3) we have

2
’fa ~ g apy,.. b 12
2
/ fa = Z QTX 0 (2,b1 ..., a1 5-.s0m ) dyig

vEQn

/f2d:u1k + Z 2041} /fa Xsp _,EH,al,,,,,an)d:uik"i'

VEQn

Z Qp Qg /Xgo U(Z,01,00s010,01 e300 ) X o' (b1 5000, B,01 51 s )d'ulk
U,0'€Qn

As f, takes values in [0, 1], as in (93] for the first integral we have

[ 2. =

fe—2

< >t
Bg = Z (qg)z'ﬂik ( a5 nE; qz+1)+(q2_1)2_uik ( a‘lll) )

1=1

Using (@3]) for the second integral we have

~¢c" n 713 7"'767177
Z (_ZOZT))/fa ‘ X‘pi(iyl_)l7--vvl_7n7alv--v7an)d'uik NE ‘Q ‘ C‘g ' ‘

VEQn

le—2

2 2

1EQn =1

+ ) (-

VEQR

Z (—2ap) - A?SOE(EJ_H,~~~,5n,a1,m,an) -

vEQn

>qc <q¢ —— -
=205+ G5) + Pk <a_q’ﬂFa “ﬂgo”(x,bl,...,bn,al,...,an))

>G5t -
2a5'q§_1)-,u1k< w 1ﬂgo”(x,bl,...,bn,al,...,an)>.

And the third integral is equal to

1_717.,,,1_) ,a
D, "

Z (g - ur) - Wik ((cp{’ /\cp{’l> (:i,l_)l,...,l_)n,al,...,an)) .

v,0'€Qn

Combining, we get

By definition of h

2
f[l o hn7&7a7l;17"'71371 L2

a a,El,...,E ,a 51,...,?) ,a
BE 4 @bt . phiseibn

%(|Qn|+2)€ Ea,&,gl,...,?)n o
e :

n,a,a,by ..

b and assumption on f, ‘

takes values in [—¢, ¢] for some ¢ = ¢(a) € R+, hence

_ - - ~CV (‘Q ‘+2)€ CL’a"Bl"--J;
fCL hn7&76’7b17“'7bn L2 ~ " E€ "

a a,El,...,E ,a 51,...,?) ,a
BE + CE " + DE "
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By Lemma[@.19 and the definition of Egvavl_’l""’l_’", for any r € Q there exist
some countable partial Loo-types I'c ., T’z over @) such that

M ETo(a,a,by,. .. by) —= E&0bbn <
M T p(a,d) <= V(by,... by), E»@br-bn <y,

For each € € Qs, pick some ¢’ € Q¢ such that ¢\/(|Qn] +2) & < e.
Then

‘fa _hn,&,&,l_n b || 72 ST
M'):AZ’f(a,EL,Bl,...,I_)) /\ Torpye(a,a by, ... by),
e€Q>o0
Y (by, . ,bn),\fa—hnaabl’ Bl ST =
MRS @a) = N\ Toper(ad).

€€Q>o0

Note that the definitions of AZf‘ , AZ;’ do not depend on B, f, M’ ox Mg ;.
The argument for “>” is analogous. O

Lemma 9.22. Given an arbitrary countable linear order I and € € Qxq,

there exists a countable partial Loo-type 71 ((2i)icr) such that the following
holds.

For any B, f, M’ & Mgy 5 and sequence (a;)icr in Vi1,
M =71 ((ai)ier) <=
fa;, — E (fal. | Bir oy U{fo, s G €ING < z})HL2 > e for everyi€ 1.

Proof. Fix B, f, M’ o Mgy ¢, (a;)ier and i € 1.
By Lemma B3] (which can be applied here in view of Remarks [B.10 and
[@Q.16), we have

E (fo Brejor U{fay 15 < i}) =B (fo| BNV U{F59: j <iqeQ}).

Approximating by a simple function, for any § € Ry there exist some
neNa=(uy € @L?’” 10 € @), some tuples l_)j € V"™ and some i; <

. < i, < tin I so that the o (Bf’(“j:jgi) U {Flqu 1) <i,q€ Q,E)’H})—Simple
function hn,@(ail,---7ain),51,---75n (all of them are of these form, see Definition
and Remark 0.18(2)) satisfies

HE (fall BF(a;:0<i) {Fa<jq 1 j<i,q€ Q}) _ hn@(ail7.“7%”)’517.“71—7” < 6.

L2 —
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Hence, for a fixed 7 € I,
| foi =B (fur | Br ooy Ufay 25 < })]
A A A Vb))

nENi1<...<in <€l 5 (47 cQl0V;

VEQn)
By Lemma [0.21] we thus have

‘ fa, —E (faz. | Bik g1 U{fa; 5 < z}) HL2 >cforallice] <—
M = mre((ai)ier) ==

/\ /\ /\ /\ Ag’?(ai,ail,...,ain).

i€l neN i <...<in<i€l 5_ (o, cQl®:5eQ,)

> =
L2

Lzza.

fai - hn,d,(ail yeery@igy )01 e esbn

Note that the definition of the partial type w7, does not depend on
B, f, M oc Msp y, (ai)ier, since neither did AL O
Remark 9.23. It is easy to see from the definition that (a;)ics = 71 <=
(a;)ierr = mp o for every finite I’ C I.

The following is a version of de Finetti’s theorem suitable for our context
(in particular we observe that L-indiscernibility implies exchangeability in
the probabilistic sense).

Proposition 9.24. Assume that M’ oc Mgy, M’ is an Ry-saturated Loo-
structure, I =7 and (a; : i € I) in V11 s an Loo-indiscernible sequence in
the sense of M. Let B := o ({faj < 0} U Bik’k_l). Then:

(1) Bik gy © B C B;

(2) for alli € N we have
E (fa | Bogoy U{fa; 15 <i}) =B (fo, |[BU{fo; 15 <i}) =E(fa | B).

Proof. 1t is obvious that (1) holds for B. In (2), it is enough to show the
equality of the first and the last expressions. As in the proof of Lemma [0.22]
by Lemma [R.I3] and Remark B.I0, we have

E (fal Brijoy U{ fo, 15 < i}) =B (x| Bl ,_ U{Fs?:j <i,q€Q}).
Fix ¢ > 0 arbitrary. Let € € Q>0 be arbitrary, and assume that
’ftli _E(fai | B{k7k_1 U {Fa<jq ] < Zaq € Q})‘ L2 é €.
By definition of E, for any d € R there exist some n € N, a5, € Q, tu-
ples 5]- c VI and i1 < ...<1i, <iin I, such that taking a = (a;,,...,a;,),

the o (B{k,k—l U {Fcqu 1y <1t,q€ Q,[B’l}})—simple function Py aby.. b, SO
isfies

B (farl B oy U{ P < ia € Q) = hygaty. i
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‘ fai = o g ap,. b

By Lemma [0.21] there is a countable partial L..-type AZ’&JF s So that for

)

hence

<e—+0.
L2

T T Tk+1
any by,...,b, € VI al, ... dl,,d € Vi1 we have

fa’ - hn7@7(a/1,...,a{,l)vl;/lv'--,laf,l L2 S €+ 5 <

! n,Q ! Y =
M ): §5+5(a,a1,...,an,b,...,bn),

Then, by R;-saturation of M’, the condition

1 3n | for — hnaa gl e <€+0

on the tuple (da},...,al,a’) is also Lo-type-definable in M’ and is satis-
fied on (a;,...,a;,,a;) in M’ by assumption. Since the sequence (a;)icz
is Loo-indiscernible in M’, it follows that it is also satisfied by the tuple
(aj,...,aj4,,a;5) for any j; < ... <j, <jin Z.

In particular, taking arbitrary j; < ... < j, < 0 and j = ¢, we have

fai o hn,&,(ajl 7"'7aj7l)713l17"'7b/7L

(9.4) ]

<e+d
L2

7/ Y 1k+1 53 i i
for some b},...,0, € V . Note that hn,&(ajl,...,ajn),b’l,...,béz is a B-simple

function. As e,6 > 0 were arbitrary, we thus conclude that

”fai _E(fai ‘ B)”L2 < ‘fai —E (fai ‘ Bik,k—l U {faj j < Z})‘

But since conditional expectation corresponds to orthogonal projection in
the Hilbert space L?(Byx), and L*(B) is a closed subspace of L*(o(Bix j,_; U
{fa; : j <i})), this last inequality implies that

E (fa | Birgo1 U{fo, 15 <i}) =E(fu | B).

2’

O

Lemma 9.25. Let M' &« Mg ¢, M' an R;-saturated Loo-structure, I = 7
and (a; : 1 € I) in Vi1 is an L-indiscernible sequence in the sense of M.

Let B=o ({faj i< O} U BikJ{:_l), §€Rug and r < s € QO Let

% (a) = {a: e V" |E (x| B) (2) 2 6 AE (szs | B) () > 5} cB.

ag

Assume that pqr (Gy®(ag)) > 0. Then pix (ﬂie[l} Gg/’sl(ai)) > 0 for any
leNandr <r <s <s.

Proof. Fix some l € Nand r < ' < s’ < s. Let

FU%(a7) = {:g e VI |E (e | B) (2) 20 AE <XF>S | B) (z) > 5} €B.
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As M’ o< Mg f, by monotonicity of conditional expectation we have ¢ :=
Uik (Fg’sl(ao)) > pir (Gy°(ag)) > 0. Let & = £(4,1) > 0 be as given by Fact
Fix some 0 < ¢ < min{%, %}

Fix ¢« € N. Note that Fg’sl(ai) = Uyeso Fgf;(ai), and by countable
additivity
(9.5) Wik (Fg’sl(ai) \Fgf;(az)) —0asy— 0.

For arbitrary Bix-measurable functions hj, hy and v € Ry, we define the
set

Fhy hory = {:z eV | hi(z) >0 + 7 A ho(z) > 5+fy},

Claim 9.26. There exists some v > 0 such that for arbitrary hi, he we
have:

HE (XFa<ir | B) - h1HL2 < ’7% A HE <XFaZis’ | B) - h2

Hik (F;S (ai)AFthzﬁ) <e.

3
L2

Proof. Let
Dy = {7 e V" [E (xpzr | B) (3) - (3)| > 7} € Bu,

Dy = {g; e Vit ’E (XF?S, | B) (#) — ha(3)] > ’y} € By, .

Then pgr(Dy) < v by assumption on h; for t € {1,2}, and Fj, p,~ \ (D1 U
Dy) C Fg’sl(ai). And similarly Fgfév(ai) \ (D1 U Dsy) C Fj, py~- Taking
0 <~ < § small enough, by (935 we have i (Fg’sl(ai) \Fgféy(ai)) < 5.
But

Fy* (@) 5Fiy gy © D1 U Dy U (B (@) \ Fji (a:)

hence pgx (Fg’sl(ai)AF,:”fyl) <2y+§5<e. =

From now on, fix some v > 0 satisfying the conclusion of Claim 1. By def-
inition of B, for every i € N, the function E (X F<r | B) can be approximated

arbitrarily well in L?-norm by functions of the form

_ 77 7
’I’L,Cl{,(ajl 7"'7ajn)7b17“'7b{n

withn € N, @ = (ag €Q:0 € Qn), j1,--sjn < 0, b},...,0, € VI
(and all such functions are B-simple). As in the proof of Proposition [0.24]
using Loo-indiscernibility of the sequence (a;);., and type-definability of the
corresponding condition, for every such function, 8 € Ryg and 7,7 € N, we
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have

77 7 1R+t o
Elbl “e e Elbn S V XFa<iT' - hn’c—u7(aj1’...’ajn)’b/ b

1900030

L2§,8<:>

1k+1

v, ... 3, eV

_ _ = - < (.
XF(1<Z~/T hnvav(ajl7""ajn)7b117“'7b/n 12 - 6

It follows that HXF;Z_T -E (XF;[ | B)‘

does not depend on i € N, and we
L2

XF(;SI —-E (XF;SI | B)‘

denote its value by 81 € R>g. Similarly £ := ‘

L2
does not depend on ¢ € N.

Claim 9.27. For every v > 0 there exists v = +/(v, 51, 82) > 0 such that:
for every i € N and a B-measurable function A,

p=h + = HE (XFrff | B) B hHL2 <7, and

<t = [E (g 18)
L2 ag

[z =]

Proof. Assume that HXF;Z_T — h}

L2

Xpzs —h <.

ag

L2 < 1 + /. By the parallelogram rule for

the L?-norm, as the function % (E (X F<r | B) + h) is B-measurable, we have

[ (s 1 8) = b

o = 2xezr =B (e 1) [, + 2 e =

X =5 (B (urgr 18) + )|

<282+ 2B +7)° - 482 =287 + (¥) <~

2
—4

assuming that +' is sufficiently small with respect to 8; and 7. The argument
for X gz is similar. -

From now on, fix some 7/ > 0 satisfying the conclusion of Claim 2
3
with respect to 42 instead of 4. By the choice of 31,32, we can choose

n,at,a?,by, ..., b, and iy, ..., i, < 0in Z so that, writing @ := (a4, ...,a;, ),
_ _ /
(9-6) HXF;{ gt by, bl S PLTT
/
>s! h a2 ab b é 2 + .
‘ Xz~ Mo by, B2+
Theset F, ., . . n ,_ . . -isdefinablein M’by a quantifier-free
n,a+,a,by,....,bn>" "n,a%,a,by,...,bn’>

L o-formula by Lemma [0.2T(1). Hence the condition

— B B B B > _
H1k (th,al,a,bl,.“,bn7hn,a2,a,b1,.‘.,bn7“/) Zr—e
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on the tuple (51, oo, b, iy s - ,ain) is Lo-type-definable in M’ by Lemma
Then the following condition on the tuple (a;,,...,a;,,a;) is also Loo-
type-definable in M':

by ... 30, ( HXFff — hn75[1’a,51’“.’5n 12 <B4+ A

< B+ A
2

!/ — h =2 =7 7
HXFGZZS n,o 7a7b17'--7bn L

— > _
H1k (th,al,a,l’;l,.“,l’;n7hn,a2,a,51,.4.,5n77) =4 E) '

It holds for the tuple (a;,, ..., a;,,ao) by (@), the choice of 4/ and Claims
1 and 2. Hence, by L-indiscernibility of the sequence (a;);ez, it holds for
any tuple (ai,,...,a;,,a;) with i € N; let by = (%,...,52) be some tuple
witnessing that.

In particular, for every i« € N, we have uix (th,al,a,l_{i ’hn,a2,a,5iv“/) >q—e >
2 by the choice of e. Then, by the choice of £ and Fact 5], there exist some
71 < ... < 7j; € Nsuch that

Then, by Lemma .19 and L..-indiscernibility of (a;);., again, there exist
some 5’1, .. ,52 so that:

(a)
Xpzs' =Ty 5265

0)

(c) pix (ﬂiem Fy

n,at,a

‘XF;ir- - hn,&l,a,l?; L2 < By ++ for every i € [l];

< By ++ for every i € [l];
L2

> E.
oM a2.a 507 > ¢
1 1

By (a), (b), Claim 2 and the choice of 4/, for every i € [I] we have
3
HE (XFaf-T | B) N h"valﬁvgé 2 sz A HE (XFZ_S’ | B) - hn,aﬂ,a,ﬁ

By Claim 1 this implies that pix (Fg’sl(ai)AFh )

n,al ,6,17;’

L2

><€f0r

every i € [I]. But then from (c), M’ o< Mg  and monotonicity of conditional
expectation, we have

W(H%WszW(ﬂmﬂw)z
i€(l]

i€l

h

n,c’ﬂ,a,b;"\/

Kik ﬂ th,al,a,l?’. ’hn,a2,a,5’. il le > € —le>0
i€ll] ‘ ‘
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by the choice of €. O

9.5. Passing to an indiscernible counterexample. Finally, we use the
results developed in this section to show how to achieve the Assumption
in the proof of Proposition [G.11

Theorem 9.28. Let d be fized and suppose that for each j there is a
(k 4+ 1)-partite graded probability space B; = (V[iH},B%,,u%)ﬁeNkﬂ, alBy -

measurable function f7 : [Licpe+1 V7 = [0,1] with VC(f7) < d and some

a:{, e ,x? € ij+1 such that for everyt < j we have: for any sets Dy,...,D; €
() . )

FIhi@-2) and any ({Di}ie[j] U {f;zq}ie[t_l]ge@go,u)—szmple function g

with coefficients in Qg-o’l}, fo— g‘
t

Then there exists a (k + 1)-partite graded probability space

> €.
L2 —

q:; = (‘/Ik-i-l]a Bﬁu Nﬁ)nENk‘Hu

e € Ruo, a Bre-measurable function f : V' — [0,1] and a sequence ()12
in Vi1 satisfying the following:

(1) VCx(f) < d;
(2) whenever 0 <r <1’ <s' <s<sareinQ, d € R, and

L1 <{x eV |E (Xf;or | 5) (z) > 6 AE (Xf;OS | B) (z) > 5}) >0,

then for anyl € N,

e (1 7V 18 (0 18) 02 602 (150 18) 125} 0
ie(l] ' N

(8) [ for =B (for | Biejo U{fur i < l})HL2 > ¢ foralll € Z;
(4) Bikpy € B C Bix;
(5) for alll € N we have

E (f:cl | Bik g U{fa, 10 < l})
=E (fo, | BU{fs, 10 <1})
=E(f, | B),

where B := o ({le (i< 0} U Bik,k—l)'

Proof. Let U be a non-principal ultrafilter on N. Let 3 := (V[k], B, ﬂﬁ) Nk

be the (k + 1)-partite graded probability space, the Bik+1-measurable func-
tion f : vt [0,1] and M the L-structure defined by the corresponding
ultraproduct in Section 0.3 (Fact [0.12)).

Claim 9.29. (1) VCi(f) < d for some d' = d'(d).
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(2) There exists an infinite sequence (z; : i € Z) in Viet1 such that
M =77 ((i)iez) and (x; : @ € Z) is Loo-indiscernible in M.
Proof. (1) By Lemma 0.1}
(2) For i € N, let z; := (azf 1j € N) JU € Vi1
Let mp be an arbitrary finite set of formulas from 7y, all formulas in 7
only involve the variables z;,...,z;, for somen € Nand i <... <4, € N.
From the definition of my ¢ and Lemma[1.22] (as obviously M ri oc M i

for every j € N), it is not hard to see that for all sufficiently large j € N (so

that j > n and all the rational coefficients appearing among the formulas in
go’l]) we have

Mq_}j’fj E 7o (:Egl,,l‘gn) ,

my are in Q

hence by Y.os’ theorem
./\;1 ): ™0 (jil,... ,:ﬁin),
and so B
M E e (Zi)ien) -
As M is an Nj-saturated Loo-structure, by Fact [@I0(1) we can find an

infinite Loo-indiscernible sequence (z; : i € Z) in Vi based on (;)ien. In
particular, using Remark [@.23, M = 7z ((%i);c7)- =

As M M‘ﬁ 7 by Remark [0.13] by Lemma for every i € Z we have
‘fai _E(]Eai |Bik,k—1u{faj jelNng < Z})‘ 12 > €.

Taking B := P, M’ :== M, f := f, replacing d by d’ and applying Propo-
sition [0.24], we have thus arrived at the desired situation. O

10. OPERATIONS ON FUNCTIONS PRESERVING FINITE VC}-DIMENSION

10.1. Basic operations. In this section we demonstrate that finiteness of
the VCg-dimension is preserved under various natural operations on real-
valued functions, obtaining a generalization of Fact B33l These results are
used in the proof of the main Theorem in particular.

Lemma 10.1. Assume that, in the notation of Section [33, for some d we
have VCy, (f7) < d for all j € N. Then VCy (f) < d', where we can take

d;’,s = dT’,s’ fOT any r < r! < Y <sin Q[O,l}.

Proof. Fix arbitrary r < r’ < s’ <'s € QN[0,1]. By assumption, for any
J € N, no d, y-box can be (r/, s')-shattered by f7, hence

My =3 (a5 s € (K.t € ldv o)) (s u Cldool®) N

uCld,s 1%

<r’ (.1 k >s'/.1 k
/\ F (wtl,...,xtk)A /\ F_ (xt17...7xtk).
(t1,.t)EU (t1str)€ld,r o]F\u
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By Los’ theorem, the same Lo-sentence holds in the ultraproduct M as
well. As M M, this implies that no d,+ y-box is (r, s)-shattered by f. O

The following characterization of finiteness of VCj-dimension in terms of
generalized indiscernibles was observed in [CPT19, Lemma 6.2] for relations,
and we generalize it to real-valued functions.

Lemma 10.2. Let M be an Ni-saturated L-structure in a language £ 2O
Lo, k <1 €N, M [goc My = (Vi,....Veyoon), f i [liey Vi — [0,1]
and b € [Licp\jrt1) Vi (could be an empty tuple when r = k +1). Then
the following are equivalent for f : Tlicps1 Vi — [0,1] (a1, ag+1) =

f(al, ey Q41 b)
(1) VCy (f3) = oc.
(2) There exist some v < s € QN [0,1] and elements (ag)geG,.,, in M
such that:
(a) ge P, = ay €V
(b) (ag)geGiyr, 8 Gry1p-indiscernible over () (in M);
(c) For all (g1, .., 9k+1) € Ilicpoyr) P we have: )
L4 Gk—i—l,p ): Rk+1(gl7 oo 7gk+1) = f(agu s 7agk+17 b) < r;

° Gk—i—l,p ): _'Rk—i-l(gla cee 7gk+1) = f(ag17’ .. 7agk+17b) Z S.

Proof. (2) = (1). Assume that (2) holds, and let Q; C P;,i € [k] be arbitrary
finite sets and @ := [];c;p) Qi- By the definition of Gy11, (Definition @.1]),
for every subset S C @ there exists some gg € F;11 so that for every

(917 s agk) € () we have Gk-i—l,p ): Rk-i—l(glv s agkng) — (917 s agk) €
S. By (c) this implies that, taking A; = {ay : ¢ € Q;} C V;, the box
A= Tl Ai is (r, s)-shattered by f;.

(1) = (2). Assume that r < s € QN [0, 1] are such that there for every
d € N there exists a finite box A = [;cp Ai C [l Vi with [4;] > d
for each i € [k] which is (r, s)-shattered by f;. In particular, for any finite
(k + 1)-partite hypergraph (R; D1, ..., Dgt1) with R C [[icpqq) Di we can
choose some sets A; C V; and bijections «; : D; — A; so that for every
(b1, bkv1) € [ligpry) D

(10.1) (b1, bpy1) ER = f (041(51)7---7Oék+1(bk+1)75) <r;
(b1, bgr1) ¢ R =  f (041(51),---,Oék+1(bk+1),5) > s.

Fix arbitrary /, s’ € Q%1 with » <+ < s’ < s and consider the countable
partial Lo-type 7 ((l‘g)gegk +1,p) with a finite tuple of parameters b given by

/\ F<T/(a:gl,...,:1;gk,5)/\
(91,-9k+1)ERk+1
/\ FZs (:Egl,...,:Egk,B).

(gl""’gk)enie[k+1]Pi\Rk+1



HYPERGRAPH REGULARITY AND HIGHER ARITY VC-DIMENSION 73

By (I0I) and using M [g,0c My, every finite set of formulas from = is
realized in M. Then, by Nj-saturation of M, we can find some tuples
(ag)geGyy, (With ag € V; for g € P;) so that M =7 ((ag)geGk+1,p>'

By Fact @I0)2), let (a}) gy, , Pe Gri1p-indiscernible over bin M based
on (ay)geGy,,,- Then we still have M = 7 ((a’g)gegkﬂ’p). In particular,
using M [r,0c My again, we get that (ay)sec, ., , satisfies (c) with respect
to ', 5. H

Next we show an analog of Fact B3] for real valued functions (generalizing

[BY09, Proposition 3.7] in the case k = 1). We will use the following variant
of the Stone-Weierstrass theorem.

Fact 10.3. [BYUI0, Proposition 1.14] Let X be a compact Hausdorff space.
Assume that B C C(X,[0,1]) satisfies the following:
(1) if f € B, then 1 — f € B;
(2) if f,q € B, then f—g € B (where for any x,y € [0,1], -y :=
max{x —y,0};
(3) if f € B, then § € B;
(4) if x £y € X, then f(x) # f(y) for some f € B.

Then B is dense in C(X,[0,1]) with respect to the uniform convergence

topology.

Lemma 10.4. (1) Assume that a sequence of functions f; : [Licpg1 Vi =
[0,1],7 € N converges uniformly to g : [Licpesy Vi — [0,1], and
VCi(fi) < 0o for every i € N. Then also VCi(g) < oo.

(2) For every d there exists some d’ such that if f, g : [Lcp+y Vi — [0,1]
and VCk(f), VCi(g) < d, then VCy (§),VCx(1 = ), VCy (f-g) <
d.

Proof. (1) Let r < s € [0,1] be arbitrary, and assume that some box A =

[Licpr Ai with each A; infinite is (7, s)-shattered by g. Let ¢ := 5= > 0. By

assumption there exists some n € N such that |f,(Z) — ¢g(Z)| < € for every

z € [Licpe+1) Vi- But then A is (r + ¢, s — €)-shattered by f,.

(2) It is clear that if a box A C [[;cy Vi is (1, s)-shattered by % then
it is (2r, 2s)-shattered by f, and if A is (r, s)-shattered by 1 — f then it is
(1 —s,1 —r)-shattered by f.

Suppose A is (r, s)-shattered by f—g where A = [];cy Ai with |A;] suffi-
ciently large (as determined later). Let ¢ = s —r. By Ramsey’s Theorem,
we may choose a box A" = [[;cqy A with

Assume towards a contradiction that there exist some d and r < s € Q01
such that for any j € N there exist some functions f7, fJ : [Lep+1 Vi — [0, 1]
such that VC(f7), VCr(f]) < d but f] := fI=f] (r, s)-shatters some box
Tlicpy A with [Al] > j. Let M := [[;ey M /U and A; = Ty Al
for i € [k]. Then we have:

1.5
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o M Mﬁ 7.7, (by Fact ©.12));

o f3=fi—f2 (easy as M M, fo )i

e VC.(f1), VCk(fg) < d for some d’ < oo (by Lemma [I0.T);

o for any ', s’ € QU with r < 7/ < s’ < s, f3 (r',s')-shatters the box

[Ticix A; and each A; is infinite (by Lemma [I0.T]).

By Lemma [I0.2] (1)=-(2) there exist some r < 7 < s < s e QO and
(ag)QEGk+1,p (with g € P = a4 € V; for i € [k + 1]) so that (ag)gegk+17p is
G'41 p-indiscernible (in M), and for all (g1,...,9k+1) € Hie[k-}—l] P; we have:

o if Gk-i—l,p ': Rk-i—l(glu v 7gk+1) then f~1~;f~2£a917 v 7agk+1) < T/;
o if Gk-i—l,p ': _‘Rk-l—l(gh v 7gk+1) then fl_fZ(agla s 7agk+1) > s

Fix some (g1,...,9k+1) € Rgy1 and (hy,..., hg) € [Licer £ \ Ri+1. By
definition of —, one of the following two cases must occur:

- ~ -

L4 fl(ah17”’7ahk+1)_fl(a917”’7a9k+1)2SQT;

~ ~ 1

o falag,,...,ag..) = folan,, ... an,,,) > 5.
In the first case, let " := fi(ag,,...,aq,,,) and 8" := fi(ap,,...,an,,,),

then 1’ < s” € [0,1] and we have

o if Gyy1p = Re+1(91,- -, gk+1) then flgagl, g ) = r'
o if Gip1p = " Ris1(91,- -+, gkt1) then fi(ag,,... a4, ) =5".
Indeed, for any (g3,...,9},) € Rk+1 we obviously have

Aftp s (915 Ghr) = Aftppisi (91, -5 Ger)-
Hence by Gy 1 p-indiscernibility of (ag)4ec,,, ,, for any q € Q%1 we have
v < ~ <
M= Fr(agy, ... aq,,,) <= MEF! (agll,...,ag;m),

which using M M, implies fi(ag,, ... g, ) = fi (agfl, . ’a9§c+1> (and
the second bullet is similar). By Lemmal[l0.2} (2)=-(1) this implies VCj (1 —
f1) = oo, hence VCi(f1) = oo — a contradiction.

In the second case, a similar argument shows that VCp( fg) = 00. O
Proposition 10.5. Assume thatn € N and g : [0,1]" — [0, 1] is an arbitrary
continuous function. Then for any d < oo there exists some D = (d g) <

oo satisfying the following. Let fi,..., fn: vt [0,1] satisfy VCr(fi) <
d fori € [n]. Then h:=g(f1,...,f2): VI = 0,1] satisfies VCi(h) < D.

Proof. By Fact[I(L.3], g can be uniformly approximated by finite compositions
of the functions §,1—x,x—y. Plugging fi,..., f, into the arguments of such
a composition gives a function of finite VCj-dimension by Lemma [I0.4)2),
hence ¢ has finite VCj-dimension by Lemma [T0.4}1). O

Permutation of the variables of function also preserves finiteness of the
VCj-dimension.
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Proposition 10.6. Given d = (d),<seqlon) < 00, let D= (Dr,s)r<seqlon <
oo be given by D, = 20rs  Assume f [Lep+y Vi — [0,1] satisfies
VCi(f) <d and o : [k + 1] — [k + 1] is an arbitrary permutation. Let f7 :
[Lcpes1) Vo) = [0,1] be given by f7 (1, ..., Tk41) = f (mg(l), . 7l’a(k+1))-
Then VCi(f°) < D.

Proof. If some box Ay X...x A with 4; C V;, |A;| = D is (r, s)-shattered by
a function f : [T;epp11) Vi — [0,1], then for any (k + 1)-partite hypergraph

(R;[D],...,[D]) with R C [D]**! we can choose some set Ay C Vi1 and
bijections «; : [D] — A; so that for every (by,...,bgpy1) € [D]FH,
(102) (blv s abk—i-l) €R = f (Oél(bl), e ,()ék+1(bk+1)) < T

(by, -5 besr) ¢ B = f(aa(br), .- apga(begr)) = s.

Assume D = 2% Given a permutation o : [k + 1] — [k + 1] with
o(k + 1) = i*, consider the (k + 1)-partite hypergraph (R;[D],...,[D]) so
that for every B C [d]* there exists some bp € [D] satisfying: for every
(b17 o 7bi*—17 bi*-ﬁ-la bk-i—l) € [d]ku
(b1, ... bp—1,b, by, bpy1) € R = (b1,...,bp_1,b 41, bp41) € B.

Combined with (I0.2]) and taking A} := {ay(;(j) : j € [d]}, this implies

that the box A} x ... x A} with |A]| = d, A C V; is (r, s)-shattered by f[5

10.2. Integration preserves finite VCj;-dimension. The aim of this sub-
section is to prove the following theorem, after developing some tools for it.

Theorem 10.7. For every k € N>1 and d= (dm)mse@[o,u with d,s € N
there exists some D = (Dys), scqua with Dy s € N satisfying the following.

Assume that (Vigpo), Bis i) nenk+2 95 a (k + 2)-partite graded probability
space, f: V""" = [0,1] is a Birre-measurable function and VCi(f) < d.
Then the (k 4+ 1)-ary “average” function f': yrt [0,1] defined by

Pl i) = [ fn . ana)dus, , (@)
satisfies VC(f') < D.

Remark 10.8. Theorem [I0.7] generalizes [BY09, Corollary 4.2] in the case
k=1.

Corollary 10.9. For every k € N> there exists some D = (Drs)p<seqlon <
oo satisfying the following.

Assume that (Vig1a), Bri, i) nenr+2 is a (k + 2)-partite graded probability
space, and for each I € ([kjkl}) let ny = Y s 8 + Opso and ET € B,
arbitrary. ;
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Then the (k + 1)-ary function f’ : vt [0,1] defined by

f@=ups, | N Ei
re("21)

satisfies VC(f') < D.
Proof. Consider the relation F' € Bir+2 defined by

(X1, ., Tpq2) € F 1 = /\ (if(xg) € El) .
1e("4)

Then for any fixed b € V19, the (k + 1)-ary relation Fj is a conjunction
of the < k-ary relations EI, I € ([kjkl}), hence trivially VCy, (F,) < d with
dys:=1forallr,se Q1. Applying Proposition [.7 to F' and noting that

5, 1 (mle([kjkl]) E%I) = [xr(x1,... ,a:k+2)d,ugk+2 (zk+2), we can conclude.
- U

The same holds with any fixed Boolean combination instead of a conjunc-
tion.

10.2.1. Intersections of measurable sets indexed by generic hypergraphs and
exchangeability. In this section we let v,, denote the Lebesgue probability
measure on [0, 1]".

Given two collections of random variables (§; : @ € I) on a probabil-
ity space (V,B,u) and (¢ : i € I) on a probability space (V',B', 1) in-
dexed by the same ordered set I and taking values in [0, 1], we write (&; :
i€ I) =4t (¢l . € I) to denote that they have the same joint distri-
bution (that is, for every finite set J C I and any p; € [0,1] for ¢ € J,
iz €V Nes&il@) < pid) = /({2 € Vs A €(a) < pib).

We will need a generalization of the Aldous-Hoover-Kallenberg theorem
on exchangeable arrays of random variables [Ald81, Hoo79l Kal06] for a
restricted form of exchangeability with respect to k-partite generic hyper-
graphs. We will rely on the setting of [CT18].

Definition 10.10. (1) Let £ ={Rj,...,R},} be a finite relational lan-
guage, with each R] a relation symbol of arity r;. By a random
L' -structure we mean a collection of random variables

(& :ie¥),nen)

on some probability space (V,B,u) with & : V — {0,1}. (Equiva-
lently, we can think of this as equipping the space of all countable
L'-structures with a measure, and picking a random L’-structure
according to it.)
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(2) Let now £ = {Ry,..., R} be another relational language, with R;
a relation symbol of arity r;, and let M = (N,...) be a countable
L-structure with domain N. We say that a random L’-structure

(f% i€ [K],ne N"g) is M-exchangeable if for any two finite subsets
A={ay,...,aq0}, A" ={a},...,a;} CN
aftp (a1,...,ae) = qftp, (af,...,ap) =
(6h:ieW]nea) =1 (g ic[¥],neA)).

Given a tuple n = (ni,...,n,) we let rngn denote the set of distinct
elements in 7, and write m C n if m = (ny,,...,ny ) for an increasing
sequence p < ... < pu € [r].

Fact 10.11. [CTI18, Theorem 3.2] Let L' = {R} :i € [K'|},L ={R; : i € [k]}

be finite relational languages with all R} of arity at most r’, and M = (N,...)
a countable ultrahomogeneous L-structure that has n-DAP for all n > 1
(see Definition [90). Suppose that (5% i€ [K],ne er") is a random L'-
structure that is M-exchangeable such that the relations R} are symmetric
with probability 1.

Then there exists a probability space (V',B', 1), {0,1}-valued Borel func-
tions fi,...,fr and a collection of Uniform[0,1] 4.i.d. random wvariables
(Cs: s CN,|s] <7) on V' so that

(5% (i€ [K],n e N"i) __dist

(fz (M|rngﬁ7 (Cs)sgmgﬁ) i€ [k],ne er’.) )

Remark 10.12. Given n € N, let (¢; : # < n) be uniformly distributed
[0, 1]-valued independent random variables on a probability space (V, B, u).
Let A C [0,1]™ be a Borel set. Then

v(A) = u({z €V : (G(@), . Cale)) € A}).

Proof. Assume v,(A) = r, and let € > 0 be arbitrary. As A is measurable
with respect to v, we can find some Borel sets A; ;,..., 4, ; C [0,1] for
j € Nsuch that A C A" := | |;en[l1<i<y, Aij and v (A) < 7 +e. Then we
have:

p{zeVi(Ge),. .. .G(x) € A}) <
p{z eV (G@),... G(x) € A}) =

ZN ({m eV:(G(x),...,¢(x)) € H Ai,j})

JeN 1<i<n
(by countable additivity and disjointness of the boxes)
= Z,u({:r eV:iGx)e A }) ...-u({x e Viu(a) € Ay j})
JEN
(as the random variables (1, ..., (, are independent)
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= Z %1 (Al,]) R A1 (AnJ)
jeN
(as each of the random variables (1, ..., (, is uniformly distributed on [0, 1])
=vp(A) <r+e
Applying the same argument to the complement of A we get that also

w{x e V(G (x),...,¢(x)) € A}) > r —-¢,

and, since € > 0 was arbitrary, the claim follows. O

The following can be viewed as an analog of Lemmas [0.25] (which in turn
is an “indiscernible” version of Fact [LH]), where instead of indexing by a
sequence we are indexing by a generic partite hypergraph.

Lemma 10.13. Let (V, B, u) be a probability space, and k € N and r € [0, 1]
arbitrary. Let G;%p = (Pi,..., P, Rg) be the generic k-partite hypergraph
(see Definition[J2). Assume that for each tuple a = (a;)icp) € [Licr) £ we
have some sets B9, E} € B satisfying the following:
(1) p(E2) > w(EL) for some a € Rg,a’ ¢ Ry;
(2) for any foranym € N, @ = (a},...,a’,) € P andb® = (bi,... ,bi,) €
P forie{l,... k}

aftpzx (dl, . ,a’“) = aftpge (517 o jk) N

(xEt e {01}, (1, k) € w) _aist

(al ..., a
4

<XEt :te{O,l},(ll,...,lk)e [m]k>
(b1 bkk

Then for any finite Q; C P;,i € [k], taking Q := [Licpy Qi we have

u( N E2n ) V\Ei) > 0.
acEQNRy, acQ\ Ry,

Proof. Without loss of generality the domain of G?W is N, ie. (Uz’e[k] P)k =
N. For each @ € [Jicpy Pi and ¢ € {0,1}, let & := xpt. For any a €
NF\ [Tic(s) Pis let £ be the constant zero map for t € {0,1}. By assumption

(2) it follows that (53 ite2,ae Nk) is a G} -exchangeable random L'-
structure for £’ containing two k-ary relational symbols. Since the relations
are partite, they may be extended to symmetric relations containing only
tuples with exactly one element from each part. Besides, G;%p is ultrahomo-
geneous by Fact [0.4(4) and satisfies n-DAP for all n € N> by Proposition
Moreover, for any tuple (g1,...,g%) € [Licp) £ there only two possible
isomorphism types for the induced substructure G?c,p|rng(g1,...,gk) (see Defini-
tion [0.3])) — omne for (g1,...,9x) € Rk and one for (g1,...,9x) ¢ Ri. Hence,
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applying Fact 01Tl there exist a probability space (V’,B', u’), a collection
of Uniform|0, 1] i.i.d. random variables (5 : V' — [0, 1] indexed by the tuples
a € Urcpy Iier Pi, and Borel measurable functions f; : [0, 12" = {0,1} for
t € {0,1},s € {4, —}, such that we have

(10.3) (XEZ :te{0,1},a € H R) __dist

i€[k]

(f;(a) ((CTH I C [k])):te {071}7C_L € H Pz) )

1€[k]
where p(a) =+ if a € Ri and p(a) = — if a ¢ Ry.

Let Sy = (f9)71 ({1}) and S_ := (f1)~* ({1}), both are Borel subsets of
[0, 1]2k. Let a € Rg,a’ € [Licim P;\ Ry, be as given by assumption (1). Then,
using Remark [[0.12], we have

u(BD) = ({2 e V' i 19 (Gylw) s T C[K]) = 1}) =

W (€ V5 (Gay () : T C [K]) € S41) = v (S5)
Similarly, u(EL) = vor (S—). As p(E?) > (EL) by assumption, it follows
that vor (S+\ S—) > 0.

Fix any ¢ € Ryg. Then, by the basic properties of Lebesgue measure,
we can choose some (Aj : I C [k]) with each A; a Borel subset of [0, 1] with
v1(Ag) > 0, so that, taking A := [T;cpw) Ar, we have
(10.4) Vo (AN (S \S_)) > (1—¢) vy (A).

Let Q; C P, be arbitrary finite subsets. It is enough to prove the lemma
assuming that for some n € N, [Q;| = n for all i € [k]. Let K := Y%, (';)nl
We let

W::{(xa:ae U HQZ) e [0,1]%

IC[K] i€l
/\ (xa, : L C[k]) € Sy A /\ (xaI:IQ[k:])géS_}.
ﬁEHie[k] QiNRy &eHie[k] Qz\Rk

Let

B := H Aj,

a€lJ ey [ies @

then B is a box in [0, 1]% with vg(B) > 0. For every b € [Licp Qi let

BE::{(xa:dE U HQZ-) € B: (w5, :1C[K) eA\(S+\S_)}.

IC[k] i€l
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We have
B\wWc |J B,
b€ Liep @
which by (I0.4]) and definition of B;’s implies

vk (B\W)< Y vk (By) <nfe-vk(B).
BeHiE[k] Qi

So, if we take € < n—lk , we get v (BN W) > 0, in particular vg (W) > 0.
Then, using (I0.3]) and Remark [0.12] we get

0< I/K(W) =

,u'({x eV’ A (Cay(w) : T C [K]) € S4A

€] [ ey QiNEx

A G IS )¢ 5}) _

a€] [ Qi\Rx

u( N EIN N V\Ei).

a‘EHiE[k] QinRy aeHiE[k] @i\
U

The next fact follows from model-theoretic stability of probability alge-
bras in continuous logic [BYBHUOS| Section 16|, or a more general [Hrul2,
Proposition 2.25]. See [Taol3] for a short elementary proof.

Fact 10.14. For any real numbers 0 < p < q < 1 there exists some
N = N(p,q) satisfying the following. If (V,B,u) is a probability space, and
Ai,...,Ap, Bi,...,By, € B satisfy p(A; N Bj) > q and pu(A; N B;) < p for
all1<i<j<n, thenn<N.

Using this we show that the generic k-partite ordered hypergraph Gy ,-
exchangeability of a collection of random variables implies its exchangeabil-
ity with respect to the reduct G;%p without the ordering (this can be viewed
as an analog of Ryll-Nardziewski’s classical result that for a sequence of
random variables, spreadability implies exchangeability for our more com-
plicated notion of exchangeability, see e.g. [Kal88]).

Lemma 10.15. Let (V, B, 1) be a probability space, and assume that for each
a=(a1,...,ax) € [L;ep P we have some sets EY. ELl € B such that the fol-
lowing holds: for anym € N, @' = (ai,...,al,) € P, and b' = (bi,... b},) €
P; forie€ {1,...,k} such that qf‘cpygpg (dl, . ,C_Lk) = qftpﬁzgpg (l_)l, .. ,l_)k),
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we have that

v,tY v, tY

H /\ E(al{ ak ) | TH A E(bll bF)
(Gwemlxfory 1" (Lv)€[m]*x{0,1}

for every tuple (t;—) c{0,1} :v € {0,1},1 € [m]k) (where EY! denotes E* and

E'0 denotes —=E'). Then the same holds for any pair of tuples satisfying the

weaker assumption qftpﬁgg (C_Ll, e ,&k) = qftpﬁf)g (l_)l, e ,l_)k), i.e. Assump-

tion (2) in Lemma is satisfied.

Proof. 1t suffices to show the following (under the given assumption of Gy, -
exchangeability). Let a} < ... < a!, in P; be arbitrary, for i € [k], let a

tuple (t;—’ c{0,1}:ve{0,1},l ¢ [m]k) be fixed, and let o be a permutation
of [m] such that (a}l,...,afk) € R — (a};(ll)’aliv . ,afk) € Ry, for all

I = (Iy,...,1) € [m]F (ie. o preserves the quantifier-free E’gg—type of the
tuple); then

’U,ty U,ty
H ~ /\ E(alll RN =K ~ /\ E(aclrl(l ),al2 yens@ )
(w)elmlkx{oy 1k (Lw)€[m]* x{0,1} Vo

(the case of a permutation o acting on the elements in P; for ¢ # 1 is
symmetric, and they can be performed separately one by one). As every
permutation is a composition of transpositions of consecutive elements, it
suffices to show this assuming that o is a transposition of two consecutive
elements. That is, towards a contradiction we assume that there is some
i* € [m], 1 <i* <i*+1<msuch that o(i*) =i* + 1,0(* + 1) =" and o
is constant on all ¢ € [m] \ {i*,7* + 1}, and

v,t”z. ol
(10.5) pi= 4 /\ FE 1( 'l22’ l’}c))

a;,as ...,a
((islzseoli) ) ElmIF x {01} 2

v, tY.
— (iylg,..., )
<g=p /\ E(al ) ?alz ,.]?.,af )
((isdzeonli) W) E[mIF x {0,137

(the case with “>” is symmetric). By the genericity of the hypergraph
G} p (Definition @.1) we can find a strictly <-increasing infinite sequence of
elements (a} : i € N) in P; such that:

e for ¢ = 25§ we have

1 1 r 1 1.-2 ~k
qftpygpg (al,...,ai*_l,ai,ai*ﬂ,...,a,ma ) )

1 1 11 1.=2 ~k .
:qftpﬁzgpg (al,...,ai*_l,ai*,ai*ﬂ,...,am,a yees @ ),
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e for i =25 4+ 1 we have

1 1 ro1 1.2 _k
qftpygpg (al, Y T { N S WY Tt s N 1
1 1 1 1 1,-2 —k
= qf‘cpygpg (al, N Y S DN T S ¢ et s Y 1] ) .
In particular, for any j < j' € N we then have
p ) YJ<7J
1 1 / / 1 1.2 —k
(10.6) aftpzs | (al, ey Q5 Ay Qs 5 Qe gy e v vy A3 Q75 e, @ )
1 1 11 1 1.-2 ~E\ .
= qftpﬁlgpg (al, . e 7ai*_1, ai*,ai*+1,ai*+2, PN ,am, a PRI ,a ) 3
1 1 / / 1 1.2 ~k
(10.7) qftpygpg (al, ey e, Ay, Ars G 9y vy A3 G5y G )
1 1 1 11 1, -2 —k
— qftpygpg (al, O S I T S S St s N ) .
For [ € N we define
v, tY, v,tY,
o (e, lE) (¥, lE)
Al T ﬂ E alvalz 7"'70’5C ) m ﬂ E(alzpalz 7"'70’5C )7
i€m\{i*i*+1} b, lk€lm], 2R lp, L k€lm] 2ok
ve{0,1} ve{0,1}
v, Y. v, Y.
L ’ (z,l2 ,,,,, lk) ’ (7,*+1,l2 ,,,,, lk)
Bl T ﬂ E(tﬂ,a% ,...,af ) n ﬂ B al, ,al2 ,...,af )’
i€[m\{i* i +1} o dp€lm], 2R em), o TR
ve{0,1} ve{0,1}

Then by (I0.5), (I06), (I07) and the assumption of Gy, ,-exchangeability,
we have pu(A; N Bj) = p for all i < j, and pu(A; N Bj) = q for all i > j —
contradicting Fact [10.14l O

10.2.2. Proof of Theorem [I0.7. Assume towards a contradiction that there
exist some k, d and r < s in Q% such that: for every j € N we have a
(k+ 2)—partite graded probability space _(V[er],B%, Pl ) nenk+2 and a (k+ 2)_—
ary B}, ,,-measurable function f7 : (V)" - [0, 1] such that VCi(f7) < d,
but such that the function (f7)" : (VO S 00,1], (f9) (1, - - -, Tpyr) =
I f(z,... 7$k+2)dﬂ%k+1ﬂ(1)(l’k+2) (r, s)-shatters some k-box
j i1 j,1 j j
Bl = {a{ ,...,a;- } X .o X {a{ ,...,a; }

As in the proof of Lemma[@.21] for any r € [0, 1] there exist countable par-
tial Loo-types p<r(z1,...,2k+1) and p>p(x1,...,zke1) satisfying the follow-
ing: for any (k‘—i—é)—partite graded probability space 3 = (Vik+2]> Bas a) nenk+2,
Bir+2-measurable function f, an Lo-structure M’ o< Mg ; and a tuple
(a1,...,ak41) € VI We have

(10.8) M/ ): pgr(al, v ,ak+1)

— /f(al, ce oy Akt 1, Tt2)digrai- (1) (Th+2) < 7,and similarly for “> 77
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Consider the countable partial L..-type

T((xg ‘g€ Gk-l-l,p)) = /\ pér(xglv"'vxgkﬂ)/\
(915--,9k+1)ERK 41

/\ pZS(gglw"axgk+1)'
(917---7gk+1)€Hi€[k+1] P\Rj41

Let 79 be a finite set of formulas from 7 only involving ¢ variables from

(g : g € Gry1,p). Asin the proof of Lemmal[l0.21(1)=(2), using that trivially
Mg;j g o< Mg g3, by assumption and (I0.8), for every j > £ we have that

70 is realized in M;ﬁj’ fi- By Los’ theorem this implies that 7 is also realized

in M. Hence, by X;-saturation of M, we have M = 7 ((ag: g € Gry1,p))

for some (ag : g € Ggt1,) With g € Py = a4 € V; for i € [k +1].

By Ry-saturation of M and Fact[1.10)2), let (ay)geq,, ., be Gii1p-indiscernible

over () in M based on (ag)seq, ., ,- Then we still have M |= 7 ((a’g 19 € Gk+17p)).

For g = (g1, 9k+1) € Ilicppsr) Pir We write ag := (a’gl,...,a’ng); and
let fi := fisxt2. Then, as M x M‘i? 7 by definition of 7 and (I0.8]) we have,

(10.9) Git1p F Rig1(g1, -5 Gry1) = /f(@g,wmz)dﬂ(wmz) <r,

Gitip E "Ris1(g15 -, Grg1) = /f(@g,iﬂkw)dﬂ(xmz) > s.

Fix arbitrary gO = (9?7 cee ag]2+1) € Rk+17 gl = (9%7 e ag]i-kl) € Hie[k+1] PZ\
Rpy1. We let Fo? = {fk+2 € Vigo : M |5 F™4 (&g,xmz)} for ¢ € QO1],

By [I0.9), Lemma B3] and M oc My , there exist some r < s e Qo
so that

i (F) > 7 (R

For g € [Licppr1) Pir let Ef = F(—fgrl, E} = Faésl. As (ay)geGrar, 18 Grrip-
indiscernible, this implies that the assumption of Lemma is satisfied
(using that the F'<? and m < ¢ predicates are in L for all ¢ € Q[O’l]).
Hence the assumption of Lemma [I0.13] is also satisfied, and it follows that

for any finite Q; C P, and Q := Hie[k—H] Q;, we have

g( N E'n N FaZgS’)>0.
GEQNRE 41 GEQ\ Ry 11

_In particular, this intersection is non-empty. Hence, by R;-saturation of
M, there exists some b € Vj1 5 so that for all (g1,...,9k+1) € Hie[k—H] P; we
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have
(10.10)  Gry1p = Ris1(91,-- -, ge1) = M | F<"(a), ... g, > b) and

!/

Gry1,p FoRer1(915 -5 k1) = M F FZS’(G;N ce ,ngH,b)-

By Lemma I0.2(2)=(1), this implies that the (k + 1)-ary function f. has
infinite VCg-dimension — a contradiction to the assumption by Lemma [T0.1]
Theorem [I0.7] implies the following slightly more general version.

Corollary 10.16. For everyt € N,d < oo there exists some D = D(t,d) <
oo satisfying the following.

Assume that k € N, (Vig), Bi, i) nenr s a k-partite graded probability
space, f : V™ — [0,1] is By -measurable for some m = m' + m"” € NF
and VCi(f) < d (in the sense of Definition [F11(4), i.e. with respect to
any partition of the variables of f into (t + 1) groups). Then the function
g: V™ = [0,1] defined by

o@) = [ 1 © o (3")

(50 g is By -measurable by Fubini) satisfies VCy(g) < D.

Proof. Since permuting the variables preserves finiteness of VC;-dimension
by Proposition 0.6, we only have to show that if m’ = mq + ...+ myyq for
some 1m; € N¥ and the (¢ + 2)-ary function

o (F, . e, T € ( 11 Vmi) XV S f(Z1 D ... ® T DT
i€ft+1]

satisfies VC; < d, then the (¢ + 1)-ary function

g (@1,.... 7)€ J[ VM- /f(:i"l B ... BT BT )dpm (z7)
i€[t+1]
satisfies VC; < B._ .

We let V/ := V™ fori € [t+1], V{5 := V™ and for 2 = (ny,...,n42) €
N2 we let ' := nymy +. ..+ 1mMir1 +nt+2m’: and Bl = By, pih = i
By “gluing coordinates” (Remark 2.4)), (Vé_i_Q],B%,/L% etz 182 (t+ 2)-
partite graded probability space and the (¢ + 2)-ary function

(@, B, T € H Viof@me...0zme1")
i€[t+2]
is B’ik+2—measurable anc} satifﬁes_VCt( f") < d. Then, applying Theorem
[M0.7], there exists some D = D(t,d) so that the function

9" (@1, .., @) € ] V,.’—>/f(:zl@...@a‘;tﬂea:z”)dugk+2(a—;”)
i€t+1]

satisfies VCy(g¢”) < D. Unwinding, this gives VC;(g) < D. O
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11. FINAL REMARKS

11.1. Directions for future work. It would be interesting to obtain ex-
plicit bounds and investigate their optimality for the main results of the
paper (Proposition and Corollary [6.9]).

Problem 11.1. It is possible to finitize our proof of Proposition[5.9, replac-
ing the use of ultraproducts and indiscernible sequences by multiple applica-
tions of Ramsey’s theorem and complicated € — § bookkeeping. We expect
that the bound on Ny should be as bad as in the regqularity lemma for general
hypergraphs (i.e. an exponential tower of hight depending on % ), while we
expect N to be bounded by an exponential tower of height bounded in terms
of d. We leave the investigation of these bounds for future work.

In Proposition [5.1] we show that every k-ary fiber of a (k+1)-ary function
of finite VCj-dimension can be approximated in L? in terms of a fixed finite
set of its k-ary fibers along with smaller arity data. And in Lemma [5.9] we
strengthen its conclusion from “there exists an approximation” to “there
exists a positive measure set of approximations”. We ask if this can further
be strengthened to “there exists a measure 1 set of approximations”:

Problem 11.2. Is it possible to strengthen the conclusion of Lemma to
“the set of tuples w € V™ with || f, — 5371,||L2 < § has pz-measure converging
to 1 when l,t — c0”?

This problem has a positive answer in the case of bounded VC-dimension
(i.e. the case k = 1) using that a sufficiently long tuple almost surely gives an
e-net for differences (see the discussion in the introduction), but for k > 2,
we only know that we get a good choice with positive measure.

11.2. Some model-theoretic consequences. We record a couple of model
theoretic corollaries of our results.

As we already mentioned, Theorem [[0.7] generalizes [BY09) Corollary 4.2]
in the case k = 1. Using it (and recalling that a first-order theory T is k-
dependent if every (k 4 1)-ary relation definable on tuples in a model of
T has finite VCg-dimension), one immediately obtains the following model-
theoretic corollary generalizing the main Theorem 5.3 there.

Corollary 11.3. Let T be a k-dependent first-order theory (classical or
continuous). Then its Keisler randomization T is also k-dependent.

We also have the following application to Keisler measures, i.e. finitely
additive probability measures on the space of types of a first-order theory.
We refer to e.g. [Stal6] for a detailed discussion.

Corollary 11.4. Assume that T is k-dependent, k' > k+1, M ET and let
Wiy, ke be global Keisler measures on the definable subsets of the sorts
M=) M respectively, such that each p; is Borel-definable and all these
measures commute, i.e. ji; @ p; for all i,j € [k']. Then for every formula
o(z1,...,xp) € LIM) and € € Ry there exist some formula ¥(x1,...,xx)
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which is a Boolean combination of finitely many (< k)-ary formulas each
given by an instances of @ with some parameters placed in all but at most k
variables, so that taking p:= 1 & ... ® ur we have p(pA) < €.

Indeed, for n = (ny,...,np) € NF we let Mz, be the sort corresponding
to [Tiep) (Ma,)"™, BY the Boolean algebra of all definable subsets of M,

and By, = ,u?"l .. .®,u§n’“'. Each Boolean algebra B% can be viewed

as a Boolean algebra of the clopen subsets of the corresponding space of
types V™ := Sz (M), and p;; as a finitely additive probability measure on
it. By Carathéodory’s theorem, it extends uniquely to a regular countably
additive probability measure pl, on the o-algebra By of all Borel subsets

of this space. Then we have that (V[kq,Bﬁ, ,u’ﬁ) -

probability space. Indeed, the assumption of pairwise commuting on the
w;'s implies

is a k'-partite graded

(Mi@(nl—i-ml) ® o ® Mg(nk/+mk/)) _

(W™ e.om™) o (™ e e u™),
which together with Borel definability imply the Fubini property in Defini-
tion [Z1], and the other conditions in the definition are clearly satisfied. Now
we apply Corollary [6.101 to ¢ viewed as a clopen subset in B?k,, and approx-
imating Borel sets in the resulting decomposition by the clopen ones from
the generating set, we obtain the corollary.
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