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Abstract

P. Hrubeš, S. Natarajan Ramamoorthy, A. Rao and A. Yehudayoff
proved the following result:

Let p be a prime and let f ∈ Fp[x1, . . . , x2p] be a polynomial.
Suppose that f(vF) = 0 for each F ⊆ [2p], where |F | = p and that
f(0) 6= 0. Then deg(f) ≥ p.

We prove here the following generalization of their result.
Let p be a prime and q = pα > 1, α ≥ 1. Let n > 0 be a positive

integer and q − 1 ≤ d ≤ n − q + 1 be an integer. Let F be a field
of characteristic p. Suppose that f(vF) = 0 for each F ⊆ [n], where
|F | = d and deg(f) ≤ q − 1. Then f(vF) = 0 for each F ⊆ [n], where
|F | ≡ d (mod q).

Let t = 2d be an even number and L ⊆ [d − 1] be a given subset.
We say that F ⊆ 2[t] is an L-balancing family if for each F ⊆ [t], where
|F | = d there exists a G ⊆ [n] such that |F ∩G| ∈ L.

We give a general upper bound for the size of an L-balancing fam-
ily.

1 Introduction

First we introduce some notations.
Let n be a positive integer and let [n] stand for the set {1, 2, . . . , n}. The

family of all subsets of [n] is denoted by 2[n]. For an integer 0 ≤ d ≤ n
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we denote by
(

[n]
d

)

the family of all d element subsets of [n], and
(

[n]
≤d

)

=
(

[n]
0

)

∪ . . . ∪
(

[n]
d

)

the subsets of size at most d.
Let F be a field. F[x1, . . . , xn] denotes the ring of polynomials in variables

x1, . . . , xn over F. Let S = F[x1, . . . , xn]. In this paper F will be a finite prime
field Fp.

In the following vF ∈ {0, 1}n denotes the characteristic vector of a set
F ⊆ [n]. For a family of subsets F ⊆ 2[n], let

V (F) = {vF : F ∈ F} ⊆ {0, 1}n ⊆ F
n.

It is natural to consider the ideal I(V (F)):

I(V (F)) := {f ∈ S : f(v) = 0 whenever v ∈ V (F)}.

Denote by F[x1, . . . , xn]≤s the vector space of all polynomials over F with
degree at most s.

Let I be an ideal of the ring S = F[x1, . . . , xn]. Let hS/I(m) denote the
dimension over F of the factor-space F[x1, . . . , xn]≤m/(I ∩ F[x1, . . . , xn]≤m)
(see [8, Section 9.3]). The Hilbert function of the algebra S/I is the sequence
hS/I(0), hS/I(1), . . ..

It is easy to verify that in the special case when I = I(V (F)) for some
set system F ⊆ 2[n], the number hF (m) := hS/I(m) is the dimension of the
space of functions from V (F) to F which can be represented as polynomials
of degree at most m.

Let p be a prime and n > 1, 0 ≤ d ≤ n be integers. Let q = pα, α ≥ 1.
Define the family of sets

F(d, q) = {K ⊆ [n] : |K| ≡ d (mod q)}.

I proved the following result in [11].

Lemma 1.1 Let p be a prime and let f ∈ Fp[x1, . . . , x4p] be a polynomial.

Suppose that f ∈ I(V
(

[4p]
2p

)

) and that f /∈ I(V
(

[4p]
3p

)

). Then deg(f) ≥ p.

My proof used a combination of Gröbner basis methods and linear alge-
bra. Srinivasan gave a simpler proof which combined Fermat’s little Theorem
with linear algebra (see [5]). Alon found a third proof based on the Combi-
natorial Nullstellensatz (see [3]).

P. Hrubeš, S. Natarajan Ramamoorthy, A. Rao and A. Yehudayoff proved
a similar result to our Lemma 1.1.
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Lemma 1.2 Let p be a prime and let f ∈ Fp[x1, . . . , x2p] be a polynomial.

Suppose that f ∈ I(V
(

[2p]
p

)

) and that f(0) 6= 0. Then deg(f) ≥ p.

Let m be a positive integer and and n be an positive even integer. We
say that a proper non-empty subsets S1, . . . , Sm are a balancing set of family

if for every X ∈
(

[n]
n/2

)

there is an index i ∈ [k] such that |Si ∩X| = |Si|/2.

Let n be an positive even integer. Let B(n) denote the minimum k for
which a balancing set family of size k exists. P. Hrubeš, S. Natarajan Ra-
mamoorthy, A. Rao and A. Yehudayoff applied Lemma 1.2 to give a lower
bound for B(n) if n is an even positive integer. They used their lower bounds
to prove lower bounds on depth-2 majority and threshold circuits that com-
pute the majority and the weighted threshold functions.

We give here a simple generalization of Lemma 1.1 and Lemma 1.2. Our
proof method is based on the following technical result.

Theorem 1.3 Let F be an arbitrary field. Let F ⊆ G ⊆ F
n be affine subsets.

Suppose that m ≥ 0 is an integer such that h
S/I(F )

(m) = h
S/I(G)

(m). Then

I(F)≤m = I(G)≤m.

Remark. We can easily prove a weaker version of Combinatorial Null-
stellensatz using Theorem 1.3. Namely let Ti ⊆ F be finite subsets and
let G :=

∏n
i=1 Ti ⊆ F

n, where ti = |Ti| ≥ 2 are finite for each i. Let
w = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ G be a fixed element. Define F := G\{w}. Let f ∈ I(F)
be a polynomial such that deg(f) ≤

∑

i ti − n− 1. Let m :=
∑

i ti − n− 1.
Then it is easy to check that h

S/I(F )
(m) = h

S/I(G)
(m) = (

∏

i ti)− 1. Hence

f ∈ I(G).

One of our main result is the following generalization of Lemma 1.1 and
Lemma 1.2.

Theorem 1.4 Let p be a prime and q = pα > 1, α ≥ 1. Let n > 0 be a

positive integer and q − 1 ≤ d ≤ n − q + 1 be an integer. Let F be a field

of characteristic p. Suppose that f ∈ I(V
(

[n]
d

)

) and deg(f) ≤ q − 1. Then

f ∈ I(V (F(d, q))).

We define now L-balancing families. Let n = 2d be an even number and
L ⊆ [d− 1] be a given subset. We say that F ⊆ 2[n] is an L-balancing family

if for each F ∈
(

[n]
d

)

there exists a G ⊆ [n] such that |F ∩G| ∈ L.
We prove the following general upper bound for the size of an L-balancing

family. Our proof is based completely on Lemma 1.2.
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Theorem 1.5 Let p be a prime. Let n := 2p and L ⊆ [p − 1] be a given

subset. Define s := |L|. Let F ⊆ 2[n] be an L-balancing family. Then

m := |F| ≥
n

2s
.

We prove our results in Section 2.

2 Proofs

Proof of Theorem 1.3: It follows from the definition of the Hilbert function
that

hF (m) = dim(S≤m)− dim(I(F)≤m)

and
hG(m) = dim(S≤m)− dim(I(G)≤m).

Since hF (m) = hG(m), hence dim(I(F)≤m) = dim(I(G)≤m).
But F ⊆ G implies that I(G)≤m ⊆ I(F)≤m, consequently I(F)≤m =

I(G)≤m.

Proof of Theorem 1.4: We gave an alternative proof in [12] Corol-
lary 3.1 using Gröbner basis theory for Wilson’s theorem about the Hilbert
function of complete uniform families.

Theorem 2.1 (Wilson, [16]) Let 0 ≤ d ≤ n, 0 ≤ m ≤ min{d, n− d}, and
F be an arbitrary field. Then we have

h([n]
d )
(m) =

(

n

m

)

. (1)

We determined the Hilbert function of the set system F(d, q) in [10]
Corollary 4.5.

Theorem 2.2 et p be a prime and q = pα > 1, α ≥ 1. Let F be a field of

characteristic p.Let n > 0, 0 ≤ d ≤ n be integers and define r = min{d, n−
d}. Let hF (d,q)(m) denote the Hilbert function of F [x] /I(V (F(d, q))). Then

hF (d,q)(m) =

⌊m
q ⌋

∑

i=0

(

n

m− iq

)
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if 0 ≤ m ≤ r, and

hF (d,q)
(m) =

⌊n−r
q ⌋

∑

i=−⌊ r
q⌋

(

n

r + iq

)

−

⌊n−m
q ⌋

∑

i=1

(

n

m+ iq

)

if m > r.

Let q−1 ≤ d ≤ n−q+1 be an integer. Suppose that f ∈ I(V
(

[n]
d

)

)≤q−1. It
follows from Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 that h([n]

d )
(q−1) = hF (d,q)

(q−1) =
(

n
q−1

)

.

Hence Theorem 1.3 gives us that f ∈ I(V (F(d, q)))≤q−1.

Proof of Theorem 1.5:
Let F = {F1, . . . , Fm} be an L-balancing family and let vi := vFi

denote
the characteristic vector of Fi for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Consider the polynomial

P (x) :=

m
∏

i=1

∏

ℓ∈L

(x · vi − ℓ) ∈ Fp[x].

Here · denotes the usual scalar product. Clearly deg(P ) ≤ ms.
Then P (0) = (

∏

ℓ∈L ℓ)
m 6= 0. On the other hand, P (vG) = 0 for each

G ∈
(

[n]
p

)

, because F is an L-balancing family.

Hence it follows from Lemma 1.2 that deg(P ) ≥ p and we get that p ≤ ms.
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