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Abstract

A 0-1 matrix M contains another 0-1 matrix P if some submatrix of M can be turned
into P by changing any number of 1-entries to 0-entries. The 0-1 matrix M is P-saturated
where P is a family of 0-1 matrices if M avoids every element of P and changing any 0-entry
of M to a 1-entry introduces a copy of some element of P . The extremal function ex(n,P)
and saturation function sat(n,P) are the maximum and minimum possible number of 1-entries
in an n × n P-saturated 0-1 matrix, respectively, and the semisaturation function ssat(n, P )
is the minimum possible number of 1-entries in an n× n P-semisaturated 0-1 matrix M , i.e.,
changing any 0-entry in M to a 1-entry introduces a new copy of some element of P .

We study these functions of multidimensional 0-1 matrices. In particular, we give upper
bounds on parameters of minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices, generalized from
minimally nonlinear 0-1 matrices in two dimensions, and we show the existence of infinitely
many minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with all dimensions of length greater
than 1. For any positive integers k, d and integer r ∈ [0, d − 1], we construct a family of
d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with both extremal function and saturation function exactly knr

for sufficiently large n. We show that no family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices has saturation
function strictly betweenO(1) and Θ(n) and we construct a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices
with bounded saturation function and extremal function Ω(nd−ǫ) for any ǫ > 0. Up to a
constant multiplicative factor, we fully settle the problem of characterizing the semisaturation
function of families of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices, which we prove to always be Θ(nr) for some
integer r ∈ [0, d− 1].

1 Introduction

A matrix is called a 0-1 matrix if all of its entries are either 0 or 1. The study of extremal theory of
0-1 matrices was motivated in part by the investigation of computational and geometric problems.
To find the shortest L1 path between two points in a rectilinear grid with obstacles, Mitchell
proposed an algorithm [24] with time complexity bounded by the extremal function of a certain
forbidden 0-1 matrix which was first obtained by Bienstock and Győri [2]. Another application
was on the maximum number of unit distances among the vertices of a convex n-gon raised by
Erdős and Moser [7]. Füredi gave the first upper bound O(n log2 n) which is tighter than n1+ǫ [10]
using the extremal functions of a certain family of 0-1 matrices. Later, Pach and Sharir applied
extremal functions of 0-1 matrices to bound the number of pairs of non-intersecting and vertically
visible line segments [25]. Perhaps the most well-known application is the resolution of the Stanley-
Wilf conjecture in enumerative combinatorics concerning the number of permutations of [n] avoiding
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another fixed permutation of [k] [21,23]. Klazar [21] reduced the problem to showing that forbidden
permutation matrices have linear extremal functions, a problem that had been posed by Füredi and
Hajnal [11]. Marcus and Tardos solved Füredi and Hajnal’s problem in [23], thus affirming the
Stanley-Wilf conjecture.

A 0-1 matrix A contains another 0-1 matrix P if A has a submatrix that can be transformed
to P by flipping any number of 1-entries to 0-entries. Otherwise, A avoids P and is P -free. The
extremal function ex(n, P ) is the maximum possible number of 1-entries in a P -free n×n 0-1 matrix.
Generalizing to a family of 0-1 matrices P , ex(n,P) is the maximum possible number of 1-entries in
an n×n 0-1 matrix that avoids every element of P . Füredi and Hajnal [11] and Tardos [28] initiated
a campaign to determine the asymptotic behavior of the extremal function ex(n, P ) for every
forbidden 0-1 matrix with less than five 1-entries. It is easy to see that ex(n, P ) ≥ n for any forbidden
0-1 matrix P with at least two entries and a positive number of 1-entries. However, there are
forbidden 0-1 matrices P,Q,R with four 1-entries which have ex(n, P ) = nα(n), ex(n,Q) = n logn,
and ex(n,R) = n3/2, where α(n) denotes the inverse Ackermann function [28].

A 0-1 matrix A is P -saturated for a 0-1 matrix P if A is P -free and changing any 0-entry of A
produces a new 0-1 matrix that contains P . Matrix A is P -semisaturated if changing any 0-entry of
A introduces a new copy of P in A. Generalizing to a family of 0-1 matrices P , a 0-1 matrix A is P-
saturated if A avoids every element of P and changing any 0-entry of A produces a 0-1 matrix that
contains some element of P . Matrix A is P-semisaturated if changing any 0-entry of A introduces a
new copy of some element of P . The saturation function sat(n, P ) is the minimum possible number
of 1-entries in an n × n P -saturated 0-1 matrix, and ssat(n, P ) is the minimum possible number
of 1-entries in an n × n P -semisaturated 0-1 matrix. Both functions can be naturally generalized
to any family P of 0-1 matrices. Brualdi and Cao started the study of the saturation function
of two-dimensional forbidden 0-1 matrices [3]. Fulek and Keszegh established that the saturation
function of every two-dimensional 0-1 matrix is either bounded or Θ(n).

1.1 Past results on extremal functions of forbidden 0-1 matrices

Since the extremal function is at least linear for all forbidden 0-1 matrices except those with all
zeroes or a single entry, Füredi and Hajnal [11] posed the problem of characterizing the forbidden
0-1 matrices P for which ex(n, P ) = O(n).

One way to approach Füredi and Hajnal’s problem is to identify what are known as minimally
nonlinear 0-1 matrices. These are 0-1 matrices P for which ex(n, P ) = ω(n), but ex(n, P ′) = O(n)
for every 0-1 matrix P ′ strictly contained in P . In a sense, minimally nonlinear 0-1 matrices delin-
eate the border between linearity and nonlinearity for the forbidden 0-1 matrix extremal function,
since any 0-1 matrix P has a linear extremal function if and only if it contains no minimally non-
linear 0-1 matrix. Tardos [28] and Keszegh [20] posed the problem of determining whether there
are infinitely many minimally nonlinear 0-1 matrices. This was answered in the affirmative by
Geneson [12] using a non-constructive proof involving a family of forbidden 0-1 matrices defined by
Keszegh [20]. A critical element of Geneson’s proof was showing that ex(n, P ) = O(n) for every
tuple permutation matrix P . Later, the papers [4,18] determined properties of minimally nonlinear
0-1 matrices such as bounds on the maximum number of 1-entries and maximum number of columns
in any minimally nonlinear 0-1 matrix with k rows, as well as the number of minimally nonlinear
0-1 matrices with k rows.

Besides determining bounds on ex(n, P ) for specific 0-1 matrices P , another line of research in
this area has investigated operations that can be performed on 0-1 matrices that only change their
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extremal functions by at most a constant factor. Several such operations can be found in [20,27,28].
These operations were also used in Geneson’s proof of the existence of infinitely many minimally
nonlinear 0-1 matrices. Related to these, Pach and Tardos proved a few operations that increase
the asymptote of the extremal function by at most a multiplicative factor of O(log n) [26].

In addition to two-dimensional 0-1 matrices, there is also an extension of the extremal function
ex(n, P ) to multidimensional 0-1 matrices. As in the two-dimensional case, a d-dimensional 0-1
matrix A contains a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P if A has a submatrix that can be transformed
to P by flipping any number of 1-entries to 0-entries. Otherwise, A avoids P and is P -free. The
extremal function ex(n, P, d) is the maximum possible number of 1-entries in a P -free d-dimensional
0-1 matrix of dimensions n× n× · · · × n. Similarly, for a family P of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices,
ex(n,P , d) denotes the maximum possible number of 1-entries in a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of
dimensions n×· · ·×n that avoids every element of P . Generalizing from the two dimensional case,
it is simple to show that ex(n, P, d) ≥ nd−1 for any forbidden d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P with at
least two entries and a positive number of 1-entries.

In [22], Klazar and Marcus proved that ex(n, P, d) = O(nd−1) for any d-dimensional permu-
tation matrix P , generalizing the result of Marcus and Tardos on two-dimensional permutation
matrices [23]. Geneson and Tian [17] showed that ex(n, P, d) = O(nd−1) for any d-dimensional
tuple permutation matrix P , extending Geneson’s result on two-dimensional tuple permutation
matrices [12]. They also obtained nontrivial bounds on the extremal functions of block permutation
matrices, i.e., Kronecker products of all-ones matrices and permutation matrices, extending a result
of Hesterberg [19] for two-dimensional 0-1 matrices. Furthermore, in the same paper Geneson and
Tian significantly tightened the bounds on the limit inferior and limit superior of the sequence
ex(n,P,d)

nd−1 for permutation matrices, extending a result of Fox [8] for two-dimensional 0-1 matrices.
There has also been research [13, 15] on operations which can be performed on d-dimensional 0-1
matrices P to obtain new d-dimensional 0-1 matrices P ′ for which ex(n, P ′, d) can be bounded
sharply in terms of ex(n, P, d).

1.2 Past results on saturation and semisaturation functions of forbidden

0-1 matrices

Brualdi and Cao initiated the investigation of the saturation function of forbidden two-dimensional
0-1 matrices [3], inspired by the corresponding saturation function for forbidden graphs [6]. The
0-1 matrix A is said to be P -saturated for the forbidden 0-1 matrix P if A avoids P , but changing
any 0-entry to a 1-entry in A produces a new 0-1 matrix which contains P . The saturation function
sat(n, P ) is the minimum possible number of 1-entries in any n×n 0-1 matrix which is P -saturated.
Brualdi and Cao showed that ex(n, Ik) = sat(n, Ik) = (k − 1)(2n− (k − 1)), where Ik denotes the
k × k identity matrix. In other words, all n× n 0-1 matrices that are Ik-saturated have the same
number of 1-entries.

Fulek and Keszegh obtained a general upper bound on the saturation function sat(n, P ) in terms
of the dimensions of P , and proved that the saturation function is either bounded or linear [9]. They
found a single 0-1 matrix with a bounded saturation function and posed the problem of finding
more forbidden 0-1 matrices with bounded saturation functions. Geneson showed that almost all
permutation matrices have bounded saturation functions, raised the question of the saturation
function of multidimensional permutation matrices, and obtained results for multidimensional r ×
s × 1 × . . . × 1 0-1 matrices [14]. Berendsohn fully characterized the permutation matrices with
bounded saturation functions [1].
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In addition to their results on saturation functions of forbidden 0-1 matrices, Fulek and Keszegh
also introduced a notion of semisaturation for forbidden 0-1 matrices [9]. We say that the 0-1 matrix
A is P -semisaturated for the forbidden 0-1 matrix P if changing any 0-entry to an 1-entry in A
produces a new copy of P . In the definition of semisaturation, note that we do not require that A
avoids P . The semisaturation function ssat(n, P ) is defined to be the minimum possible number of
1-entries in any n× n 0-1 matrix which is P -semisaturated. In their paper [9], Fulek and Keszegh
characterized the forbidden 0-1 matrices P with bounded semisaturation functions.

Tsai investigated saturation in d-dimensional 0-1 matrices and extended the definition of semisat-
uration to multidimensional 0-1 matrices [29]. He determined the saturation functions of d-dimensional
identity matrices, generalizing the result of Brualdi and Cao for two-dimensional identity matrices.
In the same paper [29], he also generalized Fulek and Keszegh’s characterization of two-dimensional
0-1 matrices with bounded semisaturation functions ssat(n, P ) [9] to multidimensional 0-1 matrices.

1.3 New results on extremal functions

In the same way that ex(n, P ) = Ω(n) for all forbidden 0-1 matrices P except those with all
zeroes or a single entry, we also have that ex(n, P, d) = Ω(nd−1) for all forbidden d-dimensional 0-1
matrices P except those with all zeroes or a single entry. We investigate an extension of Füredi
and Hajnal’s problem, which is characterizing the forbidden d-dimensional 0-1 matrices P for which
ex(n, P, d) = O(nd−1).

One way to approach this problem is to identify what we call minimally non-O(nd−1) d-
dimensional 0-1 matrices. We define a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P to be minimally non-O(nd−1)
if ex(n, P, d) = ω(nd−1), but ex(n, P ′, d) = O(nd−1) for every d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P ′ prop-
erly contained in P . Note that the minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices delineate
the border between ex(n, P, d) being O(nd−1) and ω(nd−1), since any d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P
satisfies ex(n, P, d) = O(nd−1) if and only if it contains no minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional
0-1 matrix.

Note that the property of being minimally non-O(n) is the same as the property of being
minimally nonlinear for 0-1 matrices. Moreover, it is easy to see that for any minimally nonlinear
0-1 matrix P , we can generate a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix for any d > 2. If
P has dimensions j×k, consider the d-dimensional 0-1 matrixQ of dimensions j×k×1×· · ·×1 which
projects to P on the first two dimensions. We have ex(n,Q, d) = ω(nd−1) since ex(n, P ) = ω(n),
but ex(n,Q′, d) = O(nd−1) for every d-dimensional 0-1 matrix Q′ properly contained in Q. Thus Q
is minimally non-O(nd−1).

In this paper, we identify several minimally non-O(n2) 3-dimensional 0-1 matrices. We also
obtain an upper bound on the largest dimension of a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1
matrix in terms of its other dimensions, extending a result from [4]. Furthermore, we bound the
number of 1-entries in a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix in terms of its dimensions,
and we bound the total number of minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with first
d− 1 dimensions k1 × k2 × · · · × kd−1.

We make additional progress on the d-dimensional extension of Füredi and Hajnal’s problem by
proving that ex(n, P, d) = O(nd−1) for every d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with at most three 1-entries.
We also exhibit a new operation that can be performed on d-dimensional 0-1 matrices to obtain
(d+1)-dimensional 0-1 matrices whose extremal functions are on the order of n times the extremal
function of the original matrix. We use this operation to show the existence of infinitely many
minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with all dimensions of length greater than 1.
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Finally, we investigate extremal functions of forbidden families of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices. We
extend Tardos’ technique in [28] to show that there exists an algorithm to assert that ex(n,P , d) =
O(1) for a given family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices P , i.e., the algorithm terminates when the
condition holds. Moreover when the condition does not hold, we have ex(n,P , d) ≥ n. The
algorithm relies on a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices Jn,d ∪ Dn,d for every positive integer n.
Moreover, the family is broad enough such that if for some positive integer n0 every element in the
family Jn0,d ∪ Dn0,d contains some element of P , then ex(n,P , d) needs to be as low as O(1) for a
host matrix to avoid every element of Jn0,d ∪ Dn0,d and every element of P .

We show that the extremal function of a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices is either 0 or at
least nd−k when the size of the family is less than d. Also, for any positive integer k and d and integer
r ∈ [0, d− 1] we construct a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with extremal function equal to
knr for sufficiently large n. We show that the constructed family has the fewest possible elements.
Our new results on extremal functions of forbidden d-dimensional 0-1 matrices are contained in
Section 3.

1.4 New results on saturation and semisaturation functions

We continue in the direction of [29] to show that the semisaturation function of every family of
d-dimensional 0-1 matrices must be Θ(nk) for some integer k ∈ [0, d − 1], and we give a complete
characterization of such families. With that, for any positive integer d and every integer k ∈ [0, d−1]
we construct a 0-1 matrix whose semisaturation function is Θ(nk). Up to a constant multiplicative
factor, these results settle the problem of characterizing the semisaturation functions of families of
d-dimensional 0-1 matrices.

As for saturation functions, we generalize the method of Fulek and Keszegh in [9] to show that
no family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices has saturation function strictly between O(1) and Θ(n). We
propose an interesting construction that gives a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with saturation
function as small as O(1) and extremal function as large as Ω(nd−ǫ) for any ǫ > 0. Moreover, we
show for any positive integer k and integer r ∈ [0, d− 1] that it is possible to construct a family of
d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with saturation function equal to knr for all n sufficiently large.

Our new results on saturation functions and semisaturation functions of forbidden d-dimensional
0-1 matrices are contained in Section 4. In Section 5, we discuss future directions for research on
extremal functions, saturation functions, and semisaturation functions of forbidden patterns in
multidimensional 0-1 matrices.

2 Notation

The weight of a 0-1 matrix A is the number of 1-entries in A, denoted w(A). For positive integer d,
denote {1, 2, . . . , d} by [d]. We denote a d-dimensional n1×n2×. . .×nd matrix by A = A(x1, . . . , xd),
where xi ∈ [ni] for each i ∈ [d]. When we exchange distinct dimensions i, j of matrix A to obtain
matrix B, we exchange the side lengths of these two dimensions and make B(x′

1, x
′
2, . . . , x

′
d) =

A(x1, x2, . . . , xd) where (x′
1, x

′
2, . . . , x

′
d) is obtained from (x1, x2, . . . , xd) by exchanging the ith and

jth coordinates. To replicate dimension i of a d-dimensional matrix P of dimensions l1 × l2 × · · · ×
ld−1× ld is to have a (d+1)-dimensional matrix P ′ of dimensions l1 × l2× · · ·× ld−1× ld× li where
every 1-entry P (x1, x2, . . . , xd) is replaced by 1-entry P ′(x1, x2, . . . , xd, xi) and all other entries of
P ′ are 0-entries.
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A k-dimensional cross section L of a d-dimensional n1 × n2 × . . . × nd matrix A is the set of
all entries of A whose coordinates on a set CL of d− k dimensions are fixed. A cross section L of
matrix A is a face if for every i ∈ CL, the value of the ith coordinate of every entry of L is fixed to
some bi ∈ {1, ni}. A face fB of an nB1 ×· · ·×nBd

0-1 matrix B and a face fA of an nA1 ×· · ·×nAd

0-1 matrix A are counterparts of each other if A and B are both d-dimensional for some positive
integer d, fA and fB have the same maximal set of dimensions CfA = CfB on which their entries
have fixed coordinates, and on every dimension i ∈ CfA the fixed coordinate bAi

in fA and the fixed
coordinate bBi

in fB satisfy bAi
= 1 and bBi

= 1 or bAi
= nAi

and bBi
= nBi

. An i-row of matrix A
is a cross section L with CL = [d] \ {i}. An i-layer of matrix A is a cross section L with CL = {i}.
Two cross sections L and K are orthogonal to each other if CL 6⊆ CK and CK 6⊆ CL. Cross section
g is k-orthogonal to cross section f if g and f are orthogonal to each other, and |Cg \ Cf | ≥ k.
Note that if cross sections g and f are orthogonal to each other, then g is 1-orthogonal to f and f
is 1-orthogonal to g.

We represent a 3-dimensional matrix by specifying all its 1-layers sorted by their first coordinates.
For example the following 3-dimensional matrix A is of dimensions 2× 3× 1.









A(1, 1, 1)
A(1, 2, 1)
A(1, 3, 1)



 ;





A(2, 1, 1)
A(2, 2, 1)
A(2, 3, 1)









3 Extremal functions of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices

We begin with the fundamental monotonicity property of extremal function with respect to pattern
containment. Although it is stated in terms of 0-1 matrices, it applies to any kind of pattern such
as graph, ordered graph, poset, etc. as long as containment is transitive, i.e., if pattern A contains
pattern B and pattern B contains pattern C then pattern A contains pattern C. The proposition
is simple and well-known, so it is hard to find its exact reference.

Proposition 3.1. If P and Q are d-dimensional 0-1 matrices and P contains Q, then ex(n, P, d) ≥
ex(n,Q, d).

Proof. It suffices to show that the set of P -free matrices is the superset of the set of Q-free matrices.
This is true, because if any d-dimensional matrix avoids Q then it cannot contain P .

Next we state a basic quantitative fact of the extremal functions of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices.

Proposition 3.2. [17] If P is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with at least two 1-entries, then nd−1 ≤
ex(n, P, d).

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose that P has two 1-entries that differ in the first coordinate.
Construct a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix M of dimensions n× n× · · · × n where M(x1, . . . , xd) = 1 if
and only if x1 = 1. The result follows as M avoids P and has nd−1 1-entries.

Define a projection P̄ of a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P along dimension d, or on the first d− 1
dimensions, to be the (d−1)-dimensional 0-1 matrix obtained from P by setting P̄ (x1, . . . , xd−1) = 1
if and only if there exists xd such that P (x1, . . . , xd−1, xd) = 1. We can define a projection along any
other dimension in a similar way. For distinct integers i, j ∈ [d] define a 2-dimensional projection
P ′ of P on dimensions i, j as the 2-dimensional 0-1 matrix obtained from P by setting P ′(k, l) = 1
if and only if there exists a 1-entry P (x1, . . . , xd) where xi = k and xj = l.
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In [17], projection is defined as collapsing all but the first two dimensions, and Lemma 4.6 of [17]
gives a lower bound of the extremal function of P in terms of the extremal function of its projection.
Successive application of the following lemma also arrives at the same lower bound.

Lemma 3.3. ex(n, P, d) = Ω(n ex(n, P̄ , d− 1)).

Proof. We construct a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix M that avoids P as follows. All d-layers of M
are identical with ex(n, P̄ , d− 1) 1-entries and avoid P̄ . If M contained P , then each d-layer of M
would contain P̄ , a contradiction.

Corollary 3.4. Let P ′ be a 2-dimensional projection of a d-dimensional matrix P where d > 2.
Then ex(n, P, d) = Ω(nd−2 ex(n, P ′)).

In the next theorem, we exhibit a new operation on d-dimensional 0-1 matrices P which produces
a (d + 1)-dimensional 0-1 matrix whose extremal function is on the order of n times the extremal
function of P . The operation can be described as using the new dimension to produce a diagonal
version of the original forbidden pattern.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that P is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions k1×· · ·×kd and P ′ is a
(d+1)-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions k1×· · ·×kd×kd obtained from P by replacing each 1-
entry at coordinate (x1, . . . , xd) with a 1-entry at coordinate (x1, . . . , xd, xd). Then ex(n, P ′, d+1) =
Θ(n ex(n, P, d)).

Proof. The lower bound ex(n, P ′, d+ 1) = Ω(n ex(n, P, d)) follows from Lemma 3.3. For the upper
bound, consider a P ′-free (d+1)-dimensional 0-1 matrix A of dimensions n× n× · · · × n. We split
A into 2n − 1 tilted cross sections A−n+1, . . . , A0, . . . , An−1 such that Ai consists of the entries
(x1, . . . , xd, xd+1) of A with xd+1 = xd + i. Note that Ai consists of (n − |i|)nd−1 entries for all
i = −n+ 1, . . . , n− 1.

If Bi denotes the d-dimensional 0-1 matrix obtained from Ai by projecting onto the first d
dimensions, note that Bi must avoid P or else A would contain P ′. Furthermore, Bi and Ai have
the same number of entries since any two distinct entries (x1, . . . , xd, xd+1) and (x′

1, . . . , x
′
d, x

′
d+1)

in Bi must have (x1, . . . , xd) 6= (x′
1, . . . , x

′
d). Thus Bi has at most ex(n, P, d) 1-entries for all

i = −n+ 1, . . . , n− 1, so A has at most (2n− 1) ex(n, P, d) = O(n ex(n, P, d)) 1-entries.

By applying Theorem 3.5 k times we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose that P is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions l1 × · · · × ld and P ′

is a (d + k)-dimensional 0-1 matrix obtained from P by replicating the last dimension k times,
i.e., P ′ is of dimensions l1 × · · · × ld × ld × · · · × ld such that P ′(x1, . . . , xd+k) = 1 if and only if
P (x1, . . . , xd) = 1 and xd = xd+1 = · · · = xd+k. Then ex(n, P ′, d+ k) = Θ(nk ex(n, P, d)).

The corollary above implies that there are infinitely many minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional
0-1 matrices with all dimensions of length greater than 1. Note that one can construct infinitely
many minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices by embedding all minimally nonlinear
matrices in d-dimensional matrices, and each of the resulting matrices has only two dimensions of
length greater than 1. In a sense, the construction in the proof of the following corollary produces
minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices that are less degenerate.

Corollary 3.7. There are infinitely many minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with
all dimensions of length greater than 1.
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Proof. The statement holds for d = 2. For d > 2, apply the operation in Corollary 3.6 to each
minimally nonlinear 2-dimensional 0-1 matrix P to obtain a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P ′. By
Corollary 3.6 we have ex(n, P ′, d) = ω(nd−1). Any proper submatrix of P ′ is equal to the result
of applying the same operation to some proper submatrix of P and thus has extremal function
O(nd−1). Therefore the construction gives infinitely many minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional
0-1 matrices with all dimensions of length greater than 1.

The following two lemmas from [16] generalize their two-dimensional counterparts from [11].

Lemma 3.8. [16] Let a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P ′ be obtained from a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix
P by adding a 1-layer with a single 1-entry that is adjacent to another 1-entry. Then ex(n, P ′, d) ≤
nd−1 + ex(n, P, d).

Lemma 3.9. [16] Suppose that P is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with two consecutive 1-entries in
the same 1-row. If P ′ is obtained from P by adding t extra 1-layers of entries to P between two
adjacent 1-layers of entries of P , such that each new 1-layer has a single 1-entry in the same 1-row
as the other new 1-layers and the newly introduced 1-entries have an 1-entry from P adjacent to
them at both ends, then ex(n, P, d)) ≤ ex(n, P ′, d) ≤ (t+ 1) ex(n, P, d).

We derive a similar but useful lemma as a corollary of Lemma 3.8. In particular, below we
define an operation of lowering a bottom entry along the first dimension. One can define a similar
operation of lifting a top entry by moving it to the opposite direction. Moreover, lowering and
lifting along any other dimension can also be defined.

Lemma 3.10. Let P be a d-dimensional p1×p2×. . . pd 0-1 matrix with some entry P (p1, x2, . . . , xd) =
1. Obtain P ′ from P by lowering a bottom 1-entry of P as follows. First, set P ′ = P . Second, attach
an empty 1-layer to the end of P . Third, set P ′(p1, x2, . . . , xd) = 0, and P ′(p1 +1, x2, . . . , xd) = 1.
Then we have ex(n, P ′, d) ≤ ex(n, P, d) + nd−1. Moreover if P has at least two 1-entries then
ex(n, P ′, d) = O(ex(n, P, d)).

Proof. Obtain P ′′ from P ′ by setting P ′′(p1, x2, . . . , xd) = 1. Then ex(n, P ′, d) ≤ ex(n, P ′′, d) ≤
ex(n, P, d) + nd−1, with the last inequality following from Lemma 3.8.

If P has at least two 1-entries, by Proposition 3.2 ex(n, P, d) ≥ nd−1. Therefore ex(n, P ′, d) =
O(ex(n, P, d)).

Successive applications of Lemma 3.8 and Lemma 3.10 imply the extremal function of the
following 3-dimensional 0-1 matrix is Θ(n2).

Corollary 3.11. ex



n,









0 1 0
0 0 0
0 1 0



 ;





0 0 0
1 0 1
0 0 0







 , 3



 = Θ(n2)

Proof. By Proposition 3.2 the extremal function of the matrix above is at least nd−1, so it suffices
to show that the extremal function of interest is O(n2).

We start from a 3-dimensional matrix

P1 =









1
1
1








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We have ex(n, P1, 3) ≤ 2n2 because no 2-row of any n× n× n P1-free matrix could have 3 or more
1-entries.

Then, we apply Lemma 3.10 to P1 along the first dimension to lower the middle 1-entry
P1(1, 2, 1). Hence ex(n, P2, 3) = O(n2) where

P2 =









1
0
1



 ;





0
1
0









We further apply Lemma 3.8 to P2 along the third dimension to add a 1-entry. Thus ex(n, P3, 3) =
O(n2) where

P3 =









0 1
0 0
0 1



 ;





0 0
1 1
0 0









Finally we apply Lemma 3.10 to P3 along the third dimension to lower the 1-entry P3(2, 2, 2).
This results in the 0-1 matrix in the statement, and therefore the extremal function of interest is
O(n2).

The next two lemmas generalize a result from [28]. A similar generalization was stated in [16]
without proof.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose that P is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix, and let P ′ be obtained by attaching
an empty 1-layer to P . Then ex(n, P ′, d) = O(ex(n, P, d) + nd−1).

Proof. Suppose that the last k 1-layers of P are empty, and the (k+1)th to last 1-layer of P is not
empty. For any n×n×. . .×n 0-1 matrixM ′ that avoids P ′, letM be obtained by deleting all 1-entries
in the last k + 1 1-layers from M ′. Clearly M avoids P , and w(M ′) ≤ w(M) + (k + 1)nd−1.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that P is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix, and let P ′ be obtained by inserting
an empty 1-layer in P . Then ex(n, P ′, d) = O (ex(n, P, d)).

Proof. Suppose that P has no more than k− 2 consecutive empty 1-layers. For any n× n× . . .×n
0-1 matrix M that avoids P ′, for each p ∈ Zk we construct an n × n × . . . × n 0-1 matrix Mp by
retaining every 1-entry M(x1, x2, . . . , xd) where x1 ≡ p mod k, and setting all other entries to zero.
Clearly Mp avoids P , or else M would contain P ′, so w(M) =

∑

p∈Zk
w(Mp) ≤ k× ex(n, P, d).

In the next two lemmas, we generalize two operations from [26] that cause the extremal function
to grow by at most a factor of O(log n).

Lemma 3.14. Let P be a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix for which there exist two adjacent 1-layers
l1, l2 in P where l1 is before l2, l1 has an 1-entry o1 that is in the same 1-row as a 1-entry o2 in
l2, and l2 has another 1-entry o3. Construct a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P ′ from P by inserting
a 1-layer between l1 and l2 with a single 1-entry o that is in the same 1-row as o3. Then we have
ex(n, P ′, d) = O(ex(n, P, d) log n).

Proof. Suppose that M is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions n× · · ·×n that avoids P ′. For
each integer l ∈ [0, ⌊log2 n⌋], define a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix Ml of the same dimensions as M by
keeping only every 1-entry e in M such that there exists another 1-entry e1 in the same 1-row as
e with a smaller first coordinate, and their first coordinate difference is in [2l, 2l+1). Then, obtain
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from Ml a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix Nl of the same dimensions by deleting the second, fourth,
sixth, etc. 1-entries in every 1-row of Ml. Any two consecutive 1-entries in every 1-row of Nl are
at least 2l+1 positions apart.

Matrix Nl avoids P . Suppose it does not, then it has a copy of P with 1-entries p1, p2, p3
matching o1, o2, o3, respectively. The first coordinates of p1 and p2 are at least 2l+1 positions apart.
In M there exists a 1-entry p in the same 1-row as p3 with a smaller first coordinate such that the
difference of their first coordinates is in [2l, 2l+1). Thus p and P forms a copy of P ′.

Finally, we have

w(M) ≤ nd−1 +

⌊log2 n⌋
∑

l=0

w(Ml) ≤ nd−1 + 2

⌊log2 n⌋
∑

l=0

w(Nl)

≤ nd−1 + 2(⌊log2 n⌋+ 1) ex(n, P, d)

= O(ex(n, P, d) log n).

The next lemma which generalizes a result from [26] can be proved very similarly by forming
a series of matrices Ml,k from a P ′-free matrix M according to the distances from each 1-entry to
the closest 1-entries in the same 1-row with smaller and larger first coordinates. Hence we skip the
detailed proof.

Lemma 3.15. Let P be a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix for which there exist two adjacent 1-layers l1, l2
in P where l1 has 1-entries o1, o2 and possibly more 1-entries, l2 has 1-entries o3, o4 and possibly
more 1-entries, and o1, o3 are in the same 1-row. Construct a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P ′ from
P by inserting two 1-layers between l1 and l2 each with a single 1-entry, the new 1-entry with the
first coordinate closer to that of o3 is in the same 1-row as o3, and the other new 1-entry is in the
same 1-row as o4. Then we have ex(n, P ′, d) = O(ex(n, P, d) log2 n).

Lemma 3.16. For any d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P with no more than three 1-entries, ex(n, P, d) =
O(nd−1).

Proof. We prove it by induction on d. The statement holds for d = 2. For d > 2, according to
Lemma 3.12 and Lemma 3.13 we can assume that P has no empty 1-layers and thus has at most three
1-layers. If P has one 1-layer, let P̄ be the projection of P along the first dimension. Every 1-layer
of a n×· · ·×n d-dimensional 0-1 matrix M that avoids P has at most ex(n, P̄ , d−1) 1-entries, since
otherwise this 1-layer would contain P̄ and M would contain P . So ex(n, P, d) ≤ n ex(n, P̄ , d− 1).
Matrix P̄ has no more than three 1-entries, so by induction hypothesis ex(n, P̄ , d− 1) = O(dn−2)
and thus ex(n, P, d) = O(nd−1). If P has two 1-layers, denote P̄ embedded in d-dimensional space
by P ′. By Lemma 3.10 we have ex(n, P, d) ≤ ex(n, P ′, d)+nd−1 = O(nd−1). By symmetry, the same
argument applies if P has at most two i-layers for any i. Otherwise, if P has exactly three i-layers
for every i, then P is a d-dimensional permutation matrix, so ex(n, P, d) = O(nd−1) by [22].

With the tools above, we give several examples of minimally non-O(n2) 3-dimensional 0-1 ma-
trices below. Each of them has weight four, so by Theorem 3.16 removing any 1-entry from any of
them results in a 0-1 matrix with extremal function O(n2).
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Corollary 3.17. For any 3-dimensional 0-1 matrix P in

{((

1 0
1 0

)

;

(

0 1
0 1

))

,

((

1 0
1 0

)

;

(

0 1
0 0

)

;

(

0 0
0 1

))}

,

we have ex (n, P, 3) = Θ(n2.5) and P is minimally non-O(n2).

Proof. If P is the first matrix, it could be obtained from the 2×2 all-ones matrix by replicating the
second dimension to the third dimension as described in Theorem 3.5 followed by exchanging the
first two dimensions. By symmetry exchanging dimensions do not affect extremal function, so by
Theorem 3.5 ex(n, P, 3) = Θ(n×n1.5) = Θ(n2.5) as the 2× 2 all-ones matrix has extremal function
Θ(n1.5) [11].

If P is the second matrix, projecting P along the first dimension yields the 2×2 all-ones matrix.
So by Lemma 3.3 ex(n, P, 3) = Ω(n × n1.5) = Ω(n2.5). For the upper bound, we start from the
first matrix denoted as Q. We apply Lemma 3.10 to Q along the first dimension, lowering entry
Q(2, 2, 2) to obtain P . Thus by Lemma 3.10

ex(n, P, 3) ≤ ex(n,Q, 3) + n2 = O(ex(n,Q, 3)) = O(n2.5)

.

Lemma 3.18. For any 3-dimensional 0-1 matrix P in

{((

0 1
0 0

)

;

(

1 0
1 0

)

;

(

0 0
0 1

))

,

((

0 0
0 1

)

;

(

0 1
1 0

)

;

(

1 0
0 0

))}

,

we have ex (n, P, 3) = Θ(n2.5) and P is minimally non-O(n2).

Proof. For each P above, projecting P along the first dimension yields the 2 × 2 all-ones matrix,
which has extremal function Θ(n1.5) [11]. So by Lemma 3.3 ex(n, P, 3) = Ω(n× n1.5) = Ω(n2.5).

The first matrix can be obtained from the 1 × 2 × 2 all-ones matrix R by lowering the 1-
entry R(1, 2, 2) and lifting the 1-entry R(1, 1, 2). The second matrix can be obtained from the
1 × 2 × 2 all-ones matrix R by lowering the 1-entry R(1, 1, 1) and lifting the 1-entry R(1, 2, 2). In
either case by Lemma 3.10 we have ex(n, P, 3) = O(ex(n,R, 3)). We conclude by showing that
ex(n,R, 3) = O(n2.5). If M is a d-dimensional matrix of dimensions n× n× · · · × n that avoids R,
then every 1-layer of M avoids the 2× 2 all-ones matrix, which has extremal function Θ(n1.5) [11].
So the weight of M is O(n× n1.5) = O(n2.5).

Lemma 3.19. For the 3-dimensional 0-1 matrix P =

((

0 1
1 0

)

;

(

1 0
0 1

))

, ex (n, P, 3) = Ω(n2.5),

ex (n, P, 3) = O(n2.75), and P is minimally non-O(n2).

Proof. Projecting P along the first dimension yields the 2× 2 all-ones matrix, which has extremal
function Θ(n1.5) [11]. So by Lemma 3.3 ex(n, P, 3) = Ω(n× n1.5) = Ω(n2.5). For the upper bound,
P is contained in a 2 × 2 × 2 all-ones matrix, which has extremal function O(n2.75) [17]. From
monotonicity in Proposition 3.1 the upper bound follows.

Next we prove bounds on the dimensions of minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices.
One might hope to obtain a bound between the longest dimension of a minimally non-O(nd−1)
d-dimensional 0-1 matrix and its shortest dimension, but it is impossible to obtain a finite upper
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bound for d > 2. For example, consider any minimally nonlinear 0-1 matrix P of dimensions j × k,
and let R be the d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions j × k × 1 × · · · × 1 which has P as a
projection on the first two coordinates. Then R is minimally non-O(nd−1), but the ratio between
its maximum and minimum dimension lengths can be arbitrarily high. Thus we cannot obtain an
upper bound only between the longest dimension of a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1
matrix and its shortest dimension, but as we see in the next result, it is possible to obtain an upper
bound between the longest dimension and all other dimensions. The next result generalizes a result
for minimally nonlinear 0-1 matrices from [4].

Theorem 3.20. For any minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions k1 ×
k2 × · · · × kd with k1 ≤ k2 ≤ · · · ≤ kd,

kd ≤ 1 + 2

d−1
∑

i=1

(2ki − 2).

Proof. Suppose that P is a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with dimensions k1 ≤
k2 ≤ · · · ≤ kd. We first partition P into kd d-layers where the entries in d-layer j have dth

coordinate j for each j ∈ [kd]. We can assume that there is no 2-dimensional projection of P on
any two dimensions which is equal to

(

1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1

)

or any of its reflections or rotations. If there is, consider the smallest submatrix P ′ of P containing
the four corresponding 1-entries. By applying Lemma 3.3 (d − 2) times we see that ex(n, P ′, d) =
ω(nd−1), which contradicts the fact that P is minimally non-O(nd−1) unless P = P ′. If P = P ′,

then clearly we have kd ≤ 1 + 2
∑d−1

i=1 (2ki − 2).
For each d-layer of P , we cannot have all entries equal to zero since otherwise P would properly

contain some non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix by Lemmas 3.12 and 3.13. We construct a
new d-dimensional matrix Q from P with the same dimensions but only a single 1-entry in each
d-layer. We scan through the d-layers j in the order j = 1 to kd. For each d-layer j, we define that
d-layer j of Q is equal to d-layer j of P if d-layer j of P only has a single 1-entry. Otherwise we pick
only a single 1-entry in d-layer j of P which differs in some coordinate from the 1-entry in d-layer
j − 1 of Q. If there are multiple such 1-entries, then we pick the 1-entry with the lexicographically
minimal coordinates. We include only the picked 1-entry in d-layer j of Q, and we make all other
entries in d-layer j of Q equal to zero. We use oj to refer to the 1-entry in d-layer j of Q.

Next we construct d− 1 sequences S1, . . . Sd−1 from Q. The sequence Si has first element equal
to the ith coordinate of o1 for each i ∈ [d−1]. For each j < kd, we append the ith coordinate of oj+1

to Si if it is different from the last element of Si. Observe that if no coordinate of oj+1 is appended
to any sequence for some j < kd, then the first d − 1 coordinates of oj and oj+1 are identical.
Thus for any j < kd − 1 it is impossible that both oj+1 and oj+2 have no coordinate appended
to any sequence because that would imply that oj , oj+1, oj+2 all have the same ith coordinate for
all i ∈ [d − 1], P does not have any other 1-entry in d-layer j + 1, and by Lemma 3.9 removing
d-layer j + 1 from P would change ex(n, P, d) by at most a constant factor. Thus kd − 1 is at most

twice
∑d−1

i=1 (|Si| − 1) where |Si| is the length of sequence Si. Each sequence Si has no immediate
repetitive letters and avoids alternating subsequences of length 4, or else P would contain some
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d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with a 2-dimensional projection on dimensions i, d equal to
(

1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1

)

or one of its reflections or rotations, so P would not be minimally non-O(nd−1). Thus sequence Si

has length at most 2ki − 1 by [5], so kd ≤ 1 + 2
∑d−1

i=1 (2ki − 2).

Given the dimensions of a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix, we obtain an upper
bound on the number of 1-entries. Like the last theorem, the next result generalizes an upper bound
from [4].

Theorem 3.21. Suppose that P is a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimen-
sions k1 × k2 × · · · × kd for which P does not have all ones, two dimensions of length 2, and all
other dimensions of length 1. Then the weight of P is at most

kd − 1 +
d−1
∏

i=1

ki.

Proof. Let P be a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P such that P does not have
all ones, two dimensions of length 2, and all other dimensions of length 1. The result is true if P
has a 2-dimensional projection on some two dimensions which is equal to

Q1 =

(

1 1 0
1 0 1

)

or any of its reflections or rotations. This is because P must have exactly four 1-entries, which does
not exceed the upper bound in the statement. If P has more than four 1-entries, then there exists
a 1-entry o of P and dimensions i, j such that the 2-dimensional projection of P on dimensions i, j
after removal of o is still equal to Q1 or any of its reflections or rotations. Remove o to obtain Q. By
Corollary 3.4 ex(n,Q, d) = Ω(nd−2 ex(n,Q1)) = Ω(nd−1 log n) = ω(nd−1) as ex(n,Q1) = Θ(n logn)
[10]. In other words P is not minimally non-O(nd−1). If P has at least three dimensions of length
greater than 1 and has a 2-dimensional projection on some two dimensions equal to the 2×2 all-ones
matrix, then by similar arguments and that the extremal function of the 2 × 2 all-ones matrix is
Θ(n1.5) = ω(n) [11] matrix P must have exactly four 1-entries and thus the result is also true.
Hence, we can assume that there is no 2-dimensional projection of P on any two dimensions which
is equal to the 2× 2 all-ones matrix, Q1, or any of its reflections or rotations, since P is minimally
non-O(nd−1). Given P , let P ′ be the d-dimensional 0-1 matrix obtained from P by changing the
first 1-entry in each d-row to a 0-entry. Note that P ′ cannot have any d-layer with multiple 1-entries,
or else there would be some 2-dimensional projection of P on some two dimensions to be described
below which is equal to the 2 × 2 all-ones matrix, Q1, or one of its reflections or rotations. This
is because if P ′ has two 1-entries o1 and o2 in the same d-layer, then suppose that o1 and o2 have
different ith coordinates. The projection of o1, o2, and the removed 1-entries in the same d-rows as
o1 and o2 to dimensions d and i must be the 2× 2 all-ones matrix, Q1, or one of their reflections or
rotations. This contradicts our assumption about P . Since P ′ cannot have any 1-entry in its first
d-layer, P ′ has at most kd − 1 1-entries. Thus the number of 1-entries in P is at most

kd − 1 +

d−1
∏

i=1

ki.
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In the next result, we obtain an upper bound on the number of minimally non-O(nd−1) d-
dimensional 0-1 matrices with first d− 1 dimensions k1 × k2 × · · · × kd−1. This generalizes a result
from [4].

Theorem 3.22. Let

S(k1, k2, . . . , kd−1) = 1 + 2

d−1
∑

j=1

(2ki − 2)

and

P (k1, k2, . . . , kd−1) =

d−1
∏

i=1

ki.

The number of minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with first d − 1 dimensions
k1 × k2 × · · · × kd−1 is at most

S(k1,k2,...,kd−1)
∑

j=1

((j + 1)P (k1,k2,...,kd−1) − jP (k1,k2,...,kd−1))P (k1, k2, . . . , kd−1)
j−1.

Proof. In a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions k1×k2×· · ·×kd−1× j,
there are at most (j +1)P (k1,k2,...,kd−1) − jP (k1,k2,...,kd−1) combinations of first 1-entries that can be
deleted in each d-row. Indeed, P (k1, k2, . . . , kd−1) counts the number of d-rows, (j+1)P (k1,k2,...,kd−1)

counts the number of ways to choose a d-layer which contains the first 1-entry or to not have a
1-entry for each d-row, and jP (k1,k2,...,kd−1) counts the number of ways to choose a d-layer among the
last j−1 d-layers which contains the first 1-entry or to not have a 1-entry for each d-row. Having all
of the first 1-entries in the last j− 1 d-layers would imply that the first d-layer has all zeroes, which
is impossible by Lemma 3.12. After the first 1-entries are deleted in each d-row, the first d-layer
has no 1-entries and each d-layer except the first has at most a single 1-entry, since otherwise there
would be some 2-dimensional projection to some two dimensions including dimension d which is
equal to the 2× 2 all-ones matrix,

(

1 1 0
1 0 1

)

,

or one of its reflections or rotations. If a d-layer has no 1-entry removed, then there are at most
P (k1, k2, . . . , kd−1) possibilities for the location of its 1-entry. Otherwise if the d-layer has some
1-entry removed, then after that removal it either has no 1-entries or it has some 1-entry in a
location different from the removed 1-entry, so there are at most P (k1, k2, . . . , kd−1) possibilities
for the entries in the d-layer. In either case, every d-layer except the first has at most at most
P (k1, k2, . . . , kd−1) possibilities for its entries, so there are at most P (k1, k2, . . . , kd−1)

j−1 possible
matrices. The upper bound of S(k1, k2, . . . , kd−1) in the sum follows from Theorem 3.20.

For every positive integer n, Tardos constructed a family Jn ∪ Dn of n × n 0-1 matrices of
weight n [28] with the property that ex(n,Jn0 ∪ Dn0) = O(1) for any fixed positive integer n0.
For any family P of 0-1 matrices, either Jn0 ∪ Dn0 has an element avoiding all elements of P
for any positive integer n0, in which case ex(n,P) = Ω(n), or there exists a positive integer n0

such that every element of Jn0 ∪ Dn0 contains some element of P , implying that ex(n,P) = O(1).
Before generalizing to d-dimensional 0-1 matrices, we first give some definitions. The d-dimensional
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identity matrix In0,d is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions n0 ×n0 × · · · ×n0 where an entry
is a 1-entry if and only if all of its coordinates are equal. An equivalent I ′ of In0,d is a permutation
matrix of the same dimensions as In0,d such that if we order the 1-entries by their first coordinates,
then for every integer i ∈ [2, d] their ith coordinates are either increasing or decreasing. For each
of these 2d−1 equivalents we can define a unique partial order among entries in any d-dimensional
matrix M , such that two entries M(x1, x2, . . . , xd) and M(y1, y2, . . . , yd) are comparable if for every
integer i ∈ [2, d] the quantity (x1 − y1)(xi − yi) is positive when the ith coordinates of the 1-entries
of I ′ ordered by their first coordinates are increasing and negative when the ith coordinates are
decreasing.

Lemma 3.23. Let Dn0,d denote the set of 2d−1 equivalents of the d-dimensional identity matrix
In0,d, and let Jn0,d denote the set of all d-dimensional n0 × n0 × . . .× n0 0-1 matrices with exactly
n0 1-entries such that every pair of 1-entries have the same coordinate in at least one dimension.
For any family P of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices, if there exists n0 ∈ N such that no element of
Jn0,d ∪Dn0,d avoids all patterns in P, then ex(n,P , d) = O(1). Otherwise ex(n,P , d) ≥ n.

Proof. If for every n0 ∈ N there is an element of Jn0,d ∪ Dn0,d that avoids all patterns in P , then
by definition ex(n,P , d) ≥ n since every element of Jn0,d ∪Dn0,d has dimension n0 × n0 × . . .× n0

and n0 1-entries.
Otherwise, we show that ex(n,P , d) ≤ (n0 − 1)1+2d−1

. Let M be a matrix of dimensions

n× · · · × n with more than (n0 − 1)1+2d−1

1-entries which avoids every matrix from Dn0,d. Under
each of the 2d−1 possible partial orders, these 1-entries do not contain a chain of length n0. By
Dilworth’s theorem, this implies the existence of a partition of the 1-entries into at most n0 − 1
antichains. Repeating the application of Dilworth’s theorem to every possible partial order, there

is a partition of the 1-entries into (n0 − 1)2
d−1

disjoint subsets where every pair of 1-entries from
the same subset are not comparable, i.e., have the same coordinate in at least one dimension. By
pigeonhole principle one of these subsets has at least n0 1-entries. Thus, M contains some matrix
in Jn0,d and therefore also some matrix in P .

Below we determine the unique d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions n × · · · × n that is P -
saturated if P has a single 1-entry. Its unique structure will be used later to derive a result for
extremal functions of families of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices.

Proposition 3.24. If P is a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions k1 × k2 × · · · × kd with a
single 1-entry with coordinates (q1, . . . , qd) and n ≥ maxi∈[d] ki, then ex(n, P, d) = sat(n, P, d) =

nd −
∏d

i=1(n + 1 − ki) and the unique P -saturated d-dimensional 0-1 matrix A of dimensions
n×n× · · · ×n has 1-entries at any position with coordinates (y1, . . . , yd) where yi /∈ [qi, n− ki + qi]
for some integer i ∈ [d] and 0-entries elsewhere. Therefore for every integer i ∈ [d] there is some
xi ∈ [n] and a P -free d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions n × · · · × n with 1-entries at any
position with ith coordinate equal to xi and 0-entries elsewhere.

Proof. For any P -saturated d-dimensional 0-1 matrix A of dimensions n × n × · · · × n, A cannot
have a 1-entry at the position with coordinates (y1, y2, . . . , yd) if yi ∈ [qi, n− ki+ qi] for all integers
i ∈ [d] because that would make A contain P . Also, A must have a 1-entry at any position with
coordinates (y1, y2, . . . , yd) for which yi 6∈ [qi, n− ki + qi] for some integer i ∈ [d] because flipping
the 0-entry at the position does not introduce P in A. Thus, A has the stated structure with weight
nd −

∏d
i=1(n+ 1− ki). For any integer i ∈ [d], we can choose any xi from [n] \ [qi, n− ki + qi] and
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the stated d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions n× · · · × n is a submatrix of A and therefore is
P -free.

Using Lemma 3.23, we demonstrate that for any integer k ∈ [0, d−1], no family of d-dimensional
0-1 matrices of size k has extremal function in (0, nd−k).

Proposition 3.25. If P is a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with k members for some k < d,
then either ex(n,P , d) = 0 or ex(n,P , d) ≥ nd−k.

Proof. Suppose that ex(n,P , d) 6= 0. Then there exists a P-free d-dimensional 0-1 matrix A of
dimensions n × n × · · · × n with at least one 1-entry. Suppose that this 1-entry has coordi-
nates (x1, . . . , xd). Note that P cannot include any pattern with all entries equal to zero, or
else ex(n,P , d) = 0. Moreover, P cannot include the 1× 1× · · · × 1 matrix with a single 1-entry, or
else again we would have ex(n,P , d) = 0. Thus all patterns in P must have some dimension with
length at least 2, and they all must have at least one 1-entry.

For any pattern P ∈ P with at least two 1-entries, there exists an integer i ∈ [d] such that the
d-dimensional 0-1 matrix BP of dimensions n × n × · · · × n with 1-entries at every entry with ith

coordinate equal to some xi ∈ [n] is P -free (simply choose i such that P has at least two 1-entries
with different ith coordinates). For any pattern P ∈ P with only a single 1-entry, it must have
some dimension with length at least 2. By Proposition 3.24 there exists xi ∈ [n] for each dimension
i ∈ [d] on which the side length of P is at least 2, such that the d-dimensional 0-1 matrix BP of
dimensions n× n× · · · × n with 1-entries at every entry with ith coordinate equal to xi, whenever
it is defined, is P -free. Consider a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix B of dimensions n× n× · · · × n such
that each entry of B is a 1-entry if and only if for every P ∈ P the corresponding entry in BP is a
1-entry. Then B is P-free and has at least nd−k 1-entries. Therefore, ex(n,P , d) ≥ nd−k.

Given the degree of freedom that we have when constructing families of d-dimensional 0-1
matrices, it is possible to construct a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with extremal function
equal to knr for any positive integer k and integer r ∈ [0, d− 1].

Theorem 3.26. For all positive integers d and k and every integer r ∈ [0, d − 1], there exists a
family of 0-1 matrices Pd,k,r such that ex(n,Pd,k,r, d) = knr for all n sufficiently large. Moreover,
the smallest such Pd,k,r has size |Pd,k,r| = d− r.

Proof. To see that there exists such a Pd,k,r with |Pd,k,r| = d − r, we define d forbidden patterns.
First we define d− 1 patterns P2, . . . , Pd where dimension i of Pi has length 2, all other dimensions
of Pi have length 1, and Pi consists of a 0-entry with all coordinates equal to 1 and a 1-entry with
the ith coordinate equal to 2 and all other coordinates equal to 1. Next we define the pattern
Q where the first dimension has length k + 1, all other dimensions have length 1, and all k + 1
entries of Q are equal to 1. Consider the family Pd,k,r which consists of the d − 1 − r patterns
P2, . . . , Pd−r and the pattern Q when r < d− 1, and only the pattern Q when r = d− 1. Clearly
ex(n,Pd,k,d−1, d) = knd−1, so we assume for the rest of the proof that r < d− 1.

Suppose that A is a Pd,k,r-free d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with all dimensions of length n, where
n ≥ k. Since A avoids Pi for each 2 ≤ i ≤ d − r, A cannot have any 1-entry with ith coordinate
greater than 1. Thus the only entries where A could possibly have a 1-entry are the nr+1 entries
whose 2nd through (d − r)th coordinates are all equal to 1. For any fixed values of the last r
coordinates, there are n such entries, and at most k of those entries can be 1-entries, or else A
would contain Q. Thus A has at most knr 1-entries, so ex(n,Pd,k,r, d) ≤ knr. Moreover, consider
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any d-dimensional 0-1 matrix B with all dimensions of length n ≥ k and all entries equal to 0 except
for the knr entries whose 2nd through (d− r)th coordinates are all ones and whose first coordinates
are in [k]. By construction, B avoids every pattern in the family Pd,k,r. Thus, ex(n,Pd,k,r, d) = knr.

For any family P with |P| < d− r, we must have either ex(n,P , d) = 0 or ex(n,P , d) ≥ nd−|P|

by Proposition 3.25. Thus, ex(n,P , d) 6= knr for all n sufficiently large.

4 Saturation and semisaturation functions of d-dimensional

0-1 matrices

We make a simple observation below about the semisaturation function of general patterns. The
saturation function does not have the property.

Observation 1. If P and Q are two families of patterns and P ⊂ Q, then

ssat(n,Q) ≤ ssat(n,P)

Proof. If a pattern M is P-semisaturated, then it is also Q-semisaturated because whenever a new
copy of some element of P is introduced in M there is also a new copy of some element of Q that
is introduced in M .

The following is extended from Lemma 4.5 in [29] and will be used later to prove more results
about semisaturation functions.

Lemma 4.1. Let P be a family of non-zero d-dimensional 0-1 matrices. Suppose that d′ < d. If
no P ∈ P contains a 1-entry which is the only 1-entry in every d′-dimensional cross section of P
that it belongs to, then ssat(n,P , d) = Ω(nd−d′

).

Proof. Suppose that M is P-semisaturated with each dimension of length n. Say that a 0-entry and
a 1-entry ofM are connected if they are in the same d′-dimensional cross section ofM . Each 0-entry
is connected with at least one 1-entry, and each 1-entry is connected with at most

(

d
d′

)

(nd′

− 1)
0-entries. So the weight of M is at least

nd

1 +
(

d
d′

)

(nd′ − 1)
= Θ(nd−d′

).

Before presenting our main result about semisaturation function of families of d-dimensional 0-1
matrices, we describe the existing necessary and sufficient conditions for a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix
to have a bounded semisaturation function.

Theorem 4.2. [29] Given a non-empty d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P , ssat(n, P, d) = O(1) if and
only if both of the following properties hold for P :
(i) For any integer d′ ∈ [d − 1], every d′-dimensional face f of P contains a 1-entry o that is the
only 1-entry in every (d− 1)-dimensional cross section that is orthogonal to f and contains o.
(ii) P contains a 1-entry that is the only 1-entry in every (d− 1)-dimensional cross section that it
belongs to.
Otherwise, if at least one of the properties does not hold for P , then ssat(n, P, d) = Ω(n).
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We show that every family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices must have semisaturation function
Θ(nk) for some integer k ∈ [0, d − 1], and we give the necessary and sufficient conditions for a
family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices to have a Θ(nk) semisaturation function.

Because we do not want to mix up faces of different matrices, we use the notation of counterpart
in the statement and proof. Moreover, for consistency of distinguishing which side of the matrix
a face is on, we refer each face as the counterpart of some face of a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of
dimensions 2 × · · · × 2. In this way, regardless of the dimensions of the matrix whose face we are
interested in, the fixed coordinates of its counterpart in a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions
2× · · · × 2 is always either 1 or 2.

Theorem 4.3. Given a family P of non-empty d-dimensional 0-1 matrices, there exists an integer
k ∈ [0, d − 1] such that ssat(n,P , d) = Θ(nk). In particular, k is the smallest integer in [0, d − 1]
such that both properties below hold for (P , k):
(i) For every integer d′ ∈ [k + 1, d − 1] and for every d′-dimensional face f of a d-dimensional
2 × · · · × 2 0-1 matrix, there exists P ∈ P that has a 1-entry o in f ’s counterpart fP in P that is
the only 1-entry in every cross section that is (k + 1)-orthogonal to fP and contains o.
(ii) There exists P ∈ P that contains a 1-entry that is the only 1-entry in every (d − 1 − k)-
dimensional cross section that it belongs to.

Proof. Let k be the smallest integer in [0, d− 1] such that both properties hold for (P , k). We start
by proving that ssat(n,P , d) = Ω(nk). Specifically, since k is the smallest integer in [0, d− 1] such
that both properties hold for (P , k), either property (i) or (ii) does not hold for (P , k − 1). Below,
we prove that ssat(n,P , d) = Ω(nk) in either case.

Let M be a d-dimensional P-semisaturated 0-1 matrix with all dimensions of length n. The
statement holds trivially for k = 0, so assume that k > 0. Suppose that property (i) does not hold
for (P , k − 1), i.e., there exists a d′-dimensional face f of a d-dimensional 2 × · · · × 2 0-1 matrix
where d′ ∈ [k, d− 1], such that no P ∈ P contains a 1-entry o in f ’s counterpart fP in P that is the
only 1-entry in every cross section which is k-orthogonal to fP and contains o. Let the counterpart
of f in M be fM . If fM has all entries equal to 1, then w(M) = Ω(nk). Otherwise, we say that
a 0-entry in fM is connected to a 1-entry in M \ fM if they are in the same cross section that
is k-orthogonal to fM . Each 0-entry of fM is connected to at least one 1-entry. Each 1-entry of

M \ fM is in (2d−d′

− 1)
∑d′

i=k

(

d′

i

)

cross sections that are k-orthogonal to fM , and each of them

contains at most nd′−k 0-entries of fM . Thus each 1-entry of M \ fM is connected to at most

(2d−d′

− 1)
∑d′

i=k

(

d′

i

)

nd′−k 0-entries in fM . If fM has α 0-entries, then

w(M) ≥ (nd′

− α) +
α

(2d−d′ − 1)
∑d′

i=k

(

d′

i

)

nd′−k

≥
nd′

(2d−d′ − 1)
∑d′

i=k

(

d′

i

)

nd′−k

= Θ(nk).

(1)

Suppose instead that property (ii) does not hold for (P , k − 1), i.e., no P ∈ P has a 1-entry that
is the only 1-entry in every (d − k)-dimensional cross section that it belongs to. By Lemma 4.1
ssat(n,P , d) = Ω(nk).

Now, we prove that ssat(n,P , d) = O(nk). In order to do so, we break down the remaining proof
into three steps. In Step 1, we construct an n × · · · × n 0-1 matrix M with O(nk) 1-entries. In
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subsequent steps, depending on the position of an arbitrary flipped 0-entry M(z1, . . . , zd), we show
that the flipped 0-entry introduces a new copy of some P ∈ P and thus M is P-semisaturated. In
Step 2a we specify a 0-1 matrix P ∈ P and a 1-entry o of P . In Step 2b we specify a submatrix P ′

of M ′, the flipped M , where P ′ contains the flipped entry and has the same dimensions as P . In
Step 2c, we show that P ′ contains P by checking that each entry of P ′ that is not flipped is either a
1-entry by construction of M or corresponds to a 0-entry of P so its value does not affect whether
P ′ contains P . Moreover the flipped entry corresponds to o. Steps 3a-3c are similar to Steps 2a-2c
except that P ′, P, o are specified differently because the flipped 0-entry is different by nature. With
these steps we conclude that flipping any 0-entry of M introduces a new copy of some P ∈ P , so
M is P-semisaturated.
(1) Suppose that the dimensions of any given P ∈ P are lP,1×· · ·× lP,d and for every integer i ∈ [d],
denote maxP∈P lP,i by li. Let M(x1, . . . , xd) = 1 if and only if there are at least d− k choices of i
in [d] such that xi is outside [li, n+ 1− li].
(2) We take this step when zi ∈ [li, n+ 1− li] for each integer i ∈ [d].
(2a) Let o = P (o1, . . . , od) be a 1-entry of some P ∈ P with property (ii).
(2b) In each dimension i we restrict M ′ to the indices [1, oi − 1] ∪ {zi} ∪ [n − lP,i + oi + 1, n]} to
obtain a submatrix P ′ of the same dimensions as P that contains the flipped 1-entry.
(2c) Consider an entry p′ = P ′(z′1, . . . , z

′
d). If z

′
i 6= oi for at least d− k choices of i, then p′ = 1 by

construction of M . If z′i = oi for every integer i ∈ [d], then p′ is the flipped 1-entry matching o.
Otherwise consider a cross section g of P such that its set of fixed dimensions Cg is some (k + 1)-
subset of {i|i ∈ [d], z′i = oi} and for each i ∈ Cg, coordinate i of g has the fixed value oi. Cross
section g contains both o and the counterpart of p′ in P . By property (ii), g does not contain any
1-entry other than o and thus whether P ′ contains P does not depend on the value of p′.
(3) We take this step when zi /∈ [li, n + 1 − li] for some integer i ∈ [d]. We split [d] into disjoint
sets X,Y, Z:

X = {i|i ∈ [d], zi < li}

Y = {i|i ∈ [d], n+ 1− li < zi}

Z = [d] \X \ Y

(2)

By assumption X ∪ Y 6= ∅. Moreover, given that M(z1, . . . , zd) = 0 and the the way that M is
constructed, we have k < |Z|.

Let f be the face of a d-dimensional 2× . . .× 2 0-1 matrix such that the ith coordinate of f is
fixed to 1 or 2 if i ∈ X or i ∈ Y , respectively. In other words, Cf = X ∪ Y and the dimensionality
of f is |Z| ∈ [k + 1, d− 1].
(3a) Let P ∈ P be the d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with property (i) and let fP be f ’s counterpart
in P . For each i ∈ Z let l′i be the ith coordinate of the 1-entry o contained in fP with property (i).
(3b) We restrict M ′ to the indices Ii below for each i ∈ [d] to obtain a submatrix P ′ of the same
dimensions of P that contains the flipped 1-entry:

Ii =











{zi} ∪ [n− lP,i + 2, n], if i ∈ X

[1, lP,i − 1] ∪ {zi}, if i ∈ Y

[1, l′i − 1] ∪ {zi} ∪ [n− lP,i + l′i + 1, n], otherwise

.
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(3c) Consider an entry p′ = P ′(z′1, . . . , z
′
d). Based on p′ we further split X,Y, Z:

X1 = {i|z′i = 1} ∩X,X2 = X \X1

Y1 = {i|z′i = lP,i} ∩ Y, Y2 = Y \ Y1

Z1 = {i|z′i = l′i} ∩ Z,Z2 = Z \ Z1

(3)

If |Z1| ≤ k, then p′ = 1 by construction of M . Suppose that |Z1| > k. If X2 ∪ Y2 ∪ Z2 is empty,
then p′ is the flipped 1-entry matching o. If X2 ∪ Y2 ∪ Z2 is not empty, consider a cross section g
of P with Cg = Z1 and for every i ∈ Cg the ith coordinate of every entry in g is fixed to l′i. We
have that g is (k + 1)-orthogonal to fP and contains both o and the counterpart of p′ in P . Since
by property (i) g has no 1-entry other than o, whether P ′ contains P or not does not depend on
the value of p′.

Theorem 4.3 aligns with the expectation that the semisaturation function of I1,d, the d-dimensional
identity matrix with a single 1-entry, is zero. The following lemma could also be proved without
Theorem 4.3, nonetheless we prove it using Theorem 4.3.

Lemma 4.4. If a non-empty d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P has l < d dimensions with side length
one, then its semisaturation function is Θ(nk) for some integer k ∈ [l, d− 1].

Proof. The statement holds trivially when l = 0, so assume that 0 < l. It suffices to show that either
property (i) or property (ii) does not hold for (P, l− 1). Suppose that the side lengths of the first l
dimensions are all ones, and property (ii) holds for (P, l− 1). Consider a cross section j containing
a 1-entry o in property (ii) with Cj = [l]. By property (ii) o is the only 1-entry in j, and it is also
the only 1-entry in P . Consider two l-dimensional faces g and h of P where (l+ 1) ∈ Cg ∩Ch and
their fixed (l + 1)th coordinates are different. Hence at least one of the two faces is empty, and
property (i) does not hold of (P, l − 1).

For every positive integer d and every integer k ∈ [0, d − 1], we construct a d-dimensional 0-1
matrix with semisaturation function Θ(nk).

Lemma 4.5. For every d ≥ 2 and k ∈ [0, d − 1], there exists a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P such
that ssat(n, P, d) = Θ(nk).

Proof. For a d-dimensional l1× . . . ld 0-1 matrix P and a face f of P , we say an entry P (x1, . . . , xd)
is interior to f if 1 < xi < li for every i /∈ Cf . Denote by property (iii) a slightly stronger property
than property (i) in Theorem 4.3: a face f has property (iii) if it has an interior 1-entry o such that
every (d− 1)-dimensional cross section which is orthogonal to f and contains o does not have any
other 1-entry.

Refer to properties (i) and (ii) in Theorem 4.3. In the context of a fixed k and the constructed
0-1 matrix P , by slight abuse of notation when we say that property (i) holds for a face f it means
that P has a 1-entry o in f ’s counterpart fP that is the only 1-entry in every cross section that
is (k + 1)-orthogonal to fP and contains o. When we say that property (ii) holds for ({P}, k) it
means that P has a 1-entry that is the only 1-entry in every (d − 1 − k)-dimensional cross section
that it belongs to.

We prove a stronger statement, that there exists a d-dimensional l1× . . .× ld 0-1 matrix P such
that
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• Property (i) does not hold for any face of dimensionality less than k + 1,

• Property (ii) holds for ({P}, 0), and

• Property (iii) holds for every d′-dimensional face f of P where d′ ∈ [k + 1, d− 1].

We claim that it is indeed stronger than as stated in the result. When the third bullet holds,
every face f of dimensionality greater than k has an interior 1-entry o such that every (d − 1)-
dimensional cross section c that is orthogonal to f and contains o does not have any other 1-entry.
Since every cross section c′ that is (k + 1)-orthogonal to f and contains o is contained in some
(d− 1)-dimensional cross section c stated above, c′ also does not have any other 1-entry. Therefore
property (i) holds only for faces of dimensionality greater than k.
Overview of the remaining proof In Step 1, we begin with an all-zeros matrix P . For each face
of P of dimensionality greater than k for which property (iii) does not hold, we insert an interior
1-entry in it to make property (iii) hold for it. In Step 1a we show that by the ordering of these
insertions, no face loses property (iii) later in this step. In step 1b we show that the insertion does
not make property (i) hold for any face of dimensionality less than k+1. In Step 2, when property
(iii) holds only for every face of dimensionality greater than k and property (ii) does not hold for
(P , 0) we insert a 1-entry to P . In Step 2a we show that this insertion does not make any face lose
property (iii). In Step 2b we show that the insertion does not make property (i) hold for any face
of dimensionality less than k + 1. Thus the stronger requirements are satisfied for the final P and
we are done.
(1) We begin with a d-dimensional 4× 4× . . .× 4 empty 0-1 matrix P , i.e., we initially set all side
lengths l1, l2, . . . , ld of P to 4. For d′ = k+1, . . . , d−1, we pick a d′-dimensional face f of P without
an interior 1-entry satisfying property (iii), and replace P by P ′ constructed below. Suppose that
the coordinate of every entry in f is fixed to some bi ∈ {1, li} for every i ∈ Cf . Denote the indicator
function by 1(), which evaluates to 1 when the condition in the parenthesis holds and 0 otherwise.
For matrix P ′ and any i ∈ [d] the side length of P on dimension i is li + 1(i /∈ Cf ), and

1. P ′(x1, . . . , xd) = P
(

x1 − 1(1 /∈ Cf ∧ x1 > ⌈ l1
2 ⌉), . . . , xd − 1(d /∈ Cf ∧ xd > ⌈ ld

2 ⌉)
)

if xi 6= ⌈ li
2 ⌉

for every i /∈ Cf .

2. P ′(x1, . . . , xd) = 1 if xi = bi for every i ∈ Cf and xi = ⌈ li
2 ⌉ for every i /∈ Cf .

3. P ′(x1, . . . , xd) = 0 otherwise.

Note that the insertion in the second condition above adds an interior 1-entry o to the counterpart
of f , which is the only 1-entry in every (d− 1)-dimensional cross section that is orthogonal to the
counterpart of f and contains o.
(1a) We prove that this insertion does not eliminate property (iii) for the counterpart of any other
face f ′ of P in P ′. Suppose to the contrary that f ′ is orthogonal to a (d − 1)-dimensional cross
section g, their intersection contains a 1-entry interior to f ′ before the insertion that is the only
1-entry in g, and the insertion above adds o to the counterpart of g. Let Cg = {j}. If j ∈ Cf ,
then since the counterpart of g contains o, we have that the jth coordinate of g must be fixed to
bj ∈ {1, lj}, the jth coordinate of f ′ is not fixed, and the jth coordinate of the intersection of g and
f ′ is bj . Thus the intersection of f ′ and g did not have a 1-entry interior to f ′, a contradiction. If
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j /∈ Cf , then the jth coordinate of g is fixed to ⌈ lj
2 ⌉, and based on the rules above the counterpart of

g does not have any other 1-entry. Therefore the insertion does not make any face f ′ lose property
(iii).
(1b) No face of dimensionality less than d′ + 1 ≤ k + 1 contains the added 1-entry o. So when
completed no face of dimensionality less than k + 1 has a 1-entry, thus property (i) does not hold
for any face of dimensionality less that k + 1.
(2) After a sequence of insertions above, for each integer d′ ∈ [k + 1, d − 1] every d′-dimensional
face f of P has property (iii). If property (ii) does not hold for ({P}, 0), from P we construct
a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P ′ with the side length on every dimension further increased by 1 as
below.

P ′(x1, . . . , xd) =











1 ∀i ∈ [d], xi = ⌈li/2⌉

P (x1 − 1(x1 > ⌈l1/2⌉), . . . , xd − 1(xd > ⌈ld/2⌉)) ∀i ∈ [d], xi 6= ⌈li/2⌉

0 otherwise

.

(2a) The added 1-entry is the only 1-entry in every (d− 1)-dimensional cross section it belongs to.
Moreover it is not an interior 1-entry of any face, so the insertion does not make any face of P lose
property (iii).
(2b) The argument is same as Step 1b. No face of dimensionality less than d′ +1 ≤ k+1 contains
the added 1-entry o, so every such face still does not contain any 1-entry. Thus property (i) does
not hold for any face of dimensionality less that k + 1.

Corollary 4.6. For every positive integer d ≥ 2 and integer k ∈ [0, d− 1], there exists a family of
d-dimensional 0-1 matrices P such that ssat(n,P , d) = Θ(nk).

We generalize Theorem 1.3 of [9] below to show that no family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices
has saturation function strictly between O(1) and Ω(n).

Lemma 4.7. For any family P of non-empty d-dimensional 0-1 matrices, the function sat(n,P , d)
is either O(1) or Ω(n).

Proof. Let k = maxP∈P,i∈[d] lP,i be the maximum side length of all d-dimensional 0-1 matrices in
P , where the dimension of P ∈ P is lP,1 × lP,2 × . . .× lP,d. If there exists a positive integer n0 ∈ N

such that sat(n0,P , d) < n0

k−1 , then by definition there is a d-dimensional n0 × n0 × . . . × n0 0-1
matrix M with less than n0

k−1 1-entries that is P-saturated, which has at least k − 1 consecutive
empty i-layers for every integer i ∈ [d]. Clearly M is still P-saturated if we insert any number of
empty i-layers into the existing empty i-layers, so sat(n,P , d) = O(1). If for every positive integer
n0 ∈ N we have sat(n0,P , d) ≥ n0

k−1 , then sat(n,P , d) = Ω(n).

In the next result, we show that it is possible to construct a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices
with saturation function equal to knr for any positive integer k and integer r ∈ [0, d − 1]. This
is an analogue of Theorem 3.26 which we proved for extremal functions. However, Theorem 3.26
also identified the minimum possible size of such a family for extremal functions. It remains to
determine the minimum possible size of such a family for saturation functions.

Theorem 4.8. For all positive integers d and k and every integer r ∈ [0, d − 1], there exists a
family of 0-1 matrices Pd,k,r such that sat(n,Pd,k,r, d) = knr for all n sufficiently large.
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Proof. We use the same construction as in Theorem 3.26. We define d forbidden patterns. First
we define d − 1 patterns P2, . . . , Pd where dimension i of Pi has length 2, all other dimensions of
Pi have length 1, and Pi consists of a 0-entry with all coordinates equal to 1 and a 1-entry with
the ith coordinate equal to 2 and all other coordinates equal to 1. Next we define the pattern
Q where the first dimension has length k + 1, all other dimensions have length 1, and all k + 1
entries of Q are equal to 1. Consider the family Pd,k,r which consists of the d − 1 − r patterns
P2, . . . , Pd−r and the pattern Q when r < d− 1, and only the pattern Q when r = d− 1. Clearly
sat(n,Pd,k,d−1, d) = knd−1 since any d-dimensional 0-1 matrix which is Q-saturated must have
exactly k ones in each 1-row, so we assume for the rest of the proof that r < d− 1.

By Theorem 3.26, we immediately obtain sat(n,Pd,k,r, d) ≤ knr. For the lower bound, suppose
that A is a Pd,k,r-saturated d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with all dimensions of length n, where n ≥ k.
Since A avoids Pi for each 2 ≤ i ≤ d − r, A cannot have any 1-entry with ith coordinate greater
than 1. Thus the only entries where A could possibly have a 1-entry are the nr+1 entries whose
2nd through (d− r)th coordinates are all equal to 1. For any fixed values of the last r coordinates,
there are n such entries, and at most k of those entries can be 1-entries, or else A would contain Q.
Since A is Pd,k,r-saturated, A must have exactly k ones in each 1-row for which the 2nd through
(d− r)th coordinates are all equal to 1, or else we could add a 1-entry to A in the same 1-row and
obtain a new d-dimensional 0-1 matrix which still avoids Pd,k,r. Thus, sat(n,Pd,k,r, d) ≥ knr, so
we have sat(n,Pd,k,r, d) = knr.

Next, we show that the ratio between extremal function and saturation function of families of
d-dimensional 0-1 matrices can be almost as large as the maximum possible ratio of nd.

Proposition 4.9. For every d ≥ 2 and ǫ > 0, there exists a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices
P such that sat(n,P , d) = O(1) and ex(n,P , d) = Ω(nd−ǫ).

Proof. First, define Bd,r to be the d-dimensional 0-1 matrix with all dimensions of length r + 1,
where the entries with all coordinates at most r are 1-entries and the entries with some coordinate
equal to r + 1 are 0-entries. Let Pd,r be the family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices consisting of
(r + 1)d − rd forbidden patterns, where each pattern in Pd,r is obtained from Bd,r by changing a
single 0-entry to 1-entry.

Consider the d-dimensional 0-1 matrix A with all dimensions of length n > r, where the entries
with all coordinates at most r are 1-entries and the entries with some coordinate at least r + 1 are
0-entries. Note that changing any 0-entry to an 1-entry in A produces a copy of some element of
Pd,r, so A is Pd,r-saturated. Thus sat(n,Pd,r, d) ≤ rd = O(1). On the other hand, every pattern in
Pd,r contains Bd,r, and

ex(n,Bd,r, d) = Ω(n
d−d(r−1)

rd−1 )

by Theorem 2.1 of [17], so

ex(n,Pd,r, d) = Ω(n
d−d(r−1)

rd−1 ).

Thus, we can choose r sufficiently large so that d(r−1)
rd−1 < ǫ.

5 Conclusion

We identified several minimally non-O(n2) 3-dimensional 0-1 matrices in Section 3. It would be
interesting to identify additional minimally non-O(n2) 3-dimensional 0-1 matrices, and more gener-
ally to identify minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices for d > 3. One of the minimally
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non-O(n2) 3-dimensional 0-1 matrices that we identified was

P =

((

0 1
1 0

)

;

(

1 0
0 1

))

,

for which we showed that ex (n, P ) = Ω(n2.5) and ex (n, P ) = O(n2.75). It remains to determine
ex (n, P ) up to a constant factor. For this problem, we conjecture that ex (n, P ) = Θ(n2.5).

In the same section, we proved for each d > 2 that there exist infinitely many minimally non-
O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with all dimensions of length greater than 1, generalizing a
result of Geneson from [12] for the d = 2 case. Our result for d > 2 used a new operation on d-
dimensional 0-1 matrices P that produces a (d+1)-dimensional 0-1 matrix whose extremal function
is on the order of n times the extremal function of P . The operation uses the new dimension to
produce a diagonal version of the original forbidden pattern. There are already several other known
operations which can be performed on 0-1 matrices that provide sharp bounds on the extremal
function of the new pattern, and most of these operations are easy to generalize to d-dimensional
0-1 matrices [16]. For the purpose of obtaining new bounds on extremal functions of forbidden d-
dimensional 0-1 matrices, it would be useful to find other operations on d-dimensional 0-1 matrices
which provide sharp bounds on the extremal function of the new pattern.

We showed for any minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix of dimensions k1 × k2 ×

· · · × kd with k1 ≤ k2 ≤ · · · ≤ kd that kd ≤ 1 + 2
∑d−1

i=1 (2ki − 2). We believe that this bound
is far from sharp, so it would be interesting to improve the bound or to identify some minimally
non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices for which the ratio of the length of the longest dimension
to the sum of the lengths of the other dimensions is as large as possible. We also derived an upper
bound on the weight of a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrix in terms of the lengths
of its dimensions. In particular, suppose that P is a minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1
matrix of dimensions k1×k2×· · ·×kd for which P does not have all ones, two dimensions of length
2, and all other dimensions of length 1. We proved that the weight of P is at most kd−1+

∏d−1
i=1 ki.

This bound is attained by the 0-1 matrix

(

1 1 0
1 0 1

)

and its reflections, rotations, and embeddings in higher dimensions. However, we have not found
any other minimally non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices which attain this bound, so it remains
to sharpen the bound as much as possible for 0-1 matrices where the longest dimension has length
greater than 3. Another open problem is to sharpen our upper bound on the number of minimally
non-O(nd−1) d-dimensional 0-1 matrices with first d− 1 dimensions k1 × k2 × · · · × kd−1.

In Section 4, we proved for every positive integer d ≥ 2 and integer r ∈ [0, d − 1] that there
exists a d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P such that ssat(n, P, d) = Θ(nr). Moreover, we showed for every
family P of non-empty d-dimensional 0-1 matrices that there exists an integer r ∈ [0, d − 1] such
that ssat(n,P , d) = Θ(nr). For each r ∈ [0, d− 1], we characterized which families P of non-empty
d-dimensional 0-1 matrices have semisaturation function ssat(n,P , d) = Θ(nr).

For the saturation function, we showed for all positive integers d and k and every integer r ∈
[0, d− 1] that there exists a family of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices Pd,k,r such that sat(n,Pd,k,r, d) =
knr for all n sufficiently large. It would be interesting to find the minimum possible size of such a
family. We also showed in the same section that for any family P of non-empty d-dimensional 0-1
matrices, the function sat(n,P , d) is either O(1) or Ω(n). Combined with Tsai’s result from [29] that
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sat(n, P, d) = O(nd−1) for every d-dimensional 0-1 matrix P , this subsumes the result of Fulek and
Keszegh [9] for d = 2 that sat(n, P ) is either O(1) or Θ(n) for every 0-1 matrix P . We conjecture
for any forbidden family P of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices that sat(n,P , d) = Θ(nr) for some integer
r ∈ [0, d − 1]. If the conjecture is true, a more difficult problem is to characterize which families
P of non-empty d-dimensional 0-1 matrices have saturation function sat(n,P , d) = Θ(nr) for each
r ∈ [0, d− 1].
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[28] Gábor Tardos. On 0-1 matrices and small excluded submatrices. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A,
111(2):266–288, 2005.

[29] Shen-Fu Tsai. Saturation of multidimensional 0-1 matrices. Discrete Math. Lett., 11:91–95,
2023.

26


	Introduction
	Past results on extremal functions of forbidden 0-1 matrices
	Past results on saturation and semisaturation functions of forbidden 0-1 matrices
	New results on extremal functions
	New results on saturation and semisaturation functions

	Notation
	Extremal functions of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices
	Saturation and semisaturation functions of d-dimensional 0-1 matrices
	Conclusion

