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Abstract

We study high dimensional expansion beyond simplicial complexes (posets) and focus on
q-complexes which are complexes whose basic building blocks are linear spaces over Fq. We
show that the complete q-complex (consists of all subspaces of a given linear space) may have
non-trivial homology groups and therefore some techniques for simplicial complexes fail. We
develop new techniques to bypass this. In particular:

1. We describe a new construction of cones and use it to determine when the homology
of the complete q-complex is trivial. We use this construction to prove the ”projective
support dimension conjecture” conjectured by Mnukhin and Siemons [20].

2. We define topological high dimensional expansion and topological overlap for posets,
and show that the complete q-complex has linear (in the number of lines) coboundary
expansion and satisfies the topological overlap property.

3. We define the q-Linial-Meshulam model of random q complexes and prove a sharp thresh-
old for the connectivity of random q-complexes.

1 Introduction

In recent years, a theory of ”high dimensional expanders” has emerged, and been successfully
applied in mathematics and computer science to resolve longstanding open problems ([6], [2]).
Another thread of research is using the geometry of vector spaces to obtain better construction in
TCS, most notably, in the seminal works [7], [8] a weaker variant of the unique games conjecture
was reduced to an expansion problem on the Grassmann graph which was later solved in [16]. The
Grassmann graph is a graph whose vertices are the ℓ dimensional linear spaces of some Fn

q and two
subspaces U,W are connected by an edge if dim(U ∩W ) = ℓ− 1.

In this work we initiate the study of coboundary high-dimensional expansion on structures
beyond simplicial complexes (in contrast to spectral expansion which was studied in [15]), and
mainly specialize in understanding q-complexes (see Section 1.1 for definition) which is a collection
of linear subspaces of some space V that are closed under inclusion. This gives rise to a boundary
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map, for which the boundary of a subspace U is the formal sum of all the subspaces of codimension
1 contained in U .

1.1 The setting

Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space with dim(V ) = n, over a finite field Fq. Denote by
Gr(V ) the set of all subspaces of V and by Grk(V ) the set of all k dimensional subspaces of V . We
also use the notation Gr(n) to denote Gr(Fn

q ). Similarly define Grk(n) = Grk(F
n
q ).

We remind that |Grk(n)| is the Gaussian binomial coefficient, denoted by
(

n
k

)

q
and satisfies:

|Grk(V )| =
(

n

k

)

q

=
(qn − 1) . . . (qn − qk−1)

(qk − 1) . . . (qk − qk−1)

Definition 1. A q-complex X is a collection of subspaces of some vector space V closed under
inclusion. That is: U ∈ X =⇒ Gr(U) ⊆ X.

This should be thought of as a q-analog of simplicial complexes where the ”q = 1 limit” is
simplicial complexes. One defines analogously the set of k faces, X(k) to be the set of all k-spaces
in X .

Fix a ring R. A formal sum ΣU∈X(k)αUU with αU ∈ R is a k-chain of X over R. The space of all
k chains is an R-module denoted by Ck(X). One can define a boundary map ∂k : Ck(X) → Ck−1(X)
by extending linearly:

∂k(U) = ΣW⊆1UW

Where W ⊆1 U denotes that W is a subspace of co-dimension 1 in U .
This boundary map was previously considered in the paper [20] by Mnukhin and Siemons, who

studied the homology of the complete q-complex (collection of all subspaces of a given fixed space
V ).

The space of k cochains is defined by Ck(X) = Hom(Ck(X), R), and the a coboundary operator
dk : Ck(X) → Ck+1(X) is the adjoint operator of ∂k+1, and satisfies:

dk(α)(U) = α(∂k+1(U))

If the complex is finite one can abuse the notation and consider dk : Ck(X) → Ck+1(X) by
associating U ↔ δU where δU is the cochain that satisfies: δU (W ) = δU=W . where the R.H.S is the
Kronecker delta function. We also use 0 to denote the 0-chain supported on the zero space with
coefficient one, that is 0 = 1 · Span{0}

We say t ∈ Z is zero in the unital ring R if t maps to zero under the natural map Z → R. When
the ring R is suitable the map ∂ is indeed a boundary map:

Claim 2. ∂2 = 0 if and only if (q + 1)r = 0 for all r ∈ R.

Proof. Let [α]W denote the W coordinate with respect to the standard basis of Ck(X) of α. Then:

[∂2(r · U)]W = #{W ⊆1 Y ⊆1 U} · r
By the correspondence theorem, this set is in bijection with lines in the space U�W

∼= F2
q. As

there are q + 1 such lines:
[∂2(r · U)]W = (q + 1)r

2



Remark 3. We use the notation ∂(R) to denote the operators ∂ when the chains and cochains are

over a ring R which may not satisfy
(

∂(R)
)2

= 0.

We can define (co)boundaries and (co)cycle in an analogous way to the definition in the theory
of simplicial complexes. Elements of Zk(X,R) = ker(∂k) are cycles, and elements of Zk(X,R) =
ker(dk) are cocycles. Bk = Im(∂k+1) is the set of k-boundaries and Bk = Im(dk−1) is the set of
k-coboundries.

From now on, unless stated otherwise we assume (q + 1)r = 0 for all r ∈ R. This means that

Bk ⊆ Zk by Claim 2 therefore we can define the homology group of X by Hk(X,R) = Zk�Bk
and

the cohomology group by Hk(X,R) = Zk
�Bk.

We use the notation C•(Gr(V )) to denote the chain complex associated with Gr(V ) with the
boundary map above.

1.2 Homology of C•(Gr(V ))

In Section 2 we study the homological properties of the complete q-complex C•(Gr(V )) for some
V . We give a different, elementary, proof to a result of [20] about the homology of the complete
q-complex:

Theorem 4. Let V be an n dimensional space over Fq then:

1. If n = 2k + 1, then C•(Gr(V )) is exact. That is Ht(Gr(V )) = 0 for all t.

2. If n = 2k, then Ht(Gr(V )) = 0 for all t 6= k. That is all homology groups are trivial except
the middle one.

The same conclusion is true for the cohomology groups, as Ht(Gr(V )) ∼= Hn−t(Gr(V )).
In [20], Mnukhin and Siemons asked for a different, direct, proof (”It would be desirable to have

a direct proof of this result”). A key ingredient in our proof is a new construction of topological
cones for the Grassmannian. In particular, [20] conjectured that Ker(∂(R)) is generated by rather
compact elements, for all rings R for which char(R) is coprime to q, (they named this conjecture
by ”Projective Support Dimension Conjecture”). Our construction confirms their conjecture:

Proposition 18. Ker(∂
(R)
k ) is generated by chains α1, . . . , αt such that each αi is supported on

a 2k dimensional subspace.
The techniques we develop are robust and suitable for studying the homology and expansion

of other posets (in particular differential posets), as well as proving that Ker(∂k) has compact
generators.

1.3 Coboundary expansion

Coboundary expansion was first defined in the foundational works of Linial, Meshulam and Wallach
([17], [19]) on the k-homological connectivity of random complexes. It was later defined again in
the pioneering work of Gromov on topological overlap [11].

3



For a cochain α its size is defined by |α| = |supp(α)|. Define the size of the cohomology class of
α to be the minimum size over elements in the class of α, that is

‖[α]‖ = min{|α− dk−1β| for β ∈ Ck−1}.

With those two notions, one can generalize the coboundary expansion of graphs to other cochain
complexes. The coboundary expansion at dimension k, hk is defined by:

hk = min
α∈Ck(X)\Bk(X)

{ |dkα|
‖[α]‖

}

In Section 2.2 we show (with explicit bound on Ck):

Theorem 23. Let hk,n be the expansion constant of k cochains of Gr(V ) where dim V = n > 2k.
There exist a constant Ck that depends on k, q such that:

hk,n ≥ Ck

(

n

1

)

q

We remark that our proof also applies in the case q = 1, though the bound on the expansion
constant is noticeably worse than the optimal one obtained by Meshulam and Wallach [19].

We also propose, in Section 2.4, a generalization of Gromov’s topological overlap property [11],
and prove that the complete Grassmannian complex Gr(n) satisfies it (for all q).

1.4 Linial-Meshulam model for posets

We consider the connectivity of Linial-Meshulam random q-complexes. Let X ⊆ Gr(Fn
q ) be a

k + 1 dimensional complex with X(k) = Grk(F
n
q ), the Linial-Meshulam random q-complex is the

probability measure △q(n, k, p) such that the probability of X is:

P[X ] = p|X(k+1)| · (1 − p)
( n
k+1)q−|X(k+1)|

A q-complex is k connected if Hk(X) = 0. We show that Linial-Meshulam random q complexes
exhibit phase transition at p = ln

(

n
k

)

q
/
(

n−k
1

)

q
.

Theorem 5. Let X ∼ △q(n, k, p) be a random k dimensional q-complex. For any ω(n) → ∞:

1. If p =
(

ln
(

(

n
k

)

q

)

− ω(n)
)

/
(

n−k
1

)

q
then Pr[Hk(X) = 0] → 0.

2. If p =
(

ln
(

(

n
k

)

q

)

+ ω(n)
)

/
(

n−k
1

)

q
then Pr[Hk(X) = 0] → 1.

1.5 General definitions for graded posets

Consider (X,≤, rk) a ranked poset. That is, (X,≤) is a poset with a rank function rk : X → Z≥0

which satisfies (i) there is a unique element 0 ∈ X such that rk(0) = 0, (ii) for x < y one
has rk(x) < rk(y), and if there is no z ∈ X such that x < z < y then rk(x) + 1 = rk(y).
In such case one gets a natural partition of X by rk valuations X = X(0) ∪ X(1) ∪ . . ., where
X(i) = {x ∈ X | rk(x) = i}.
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Define the space of chains Ck(X), over R to be the set of formal R linear combinations of finitely
many elements of X(k), and the space of cochains as Ck(X) = Hom(Ck(X), R). To have a notion
of homology one needs a boundary signing map:

[−,−] : X(k)×X(k − 1) → R

If the boundary signing map is the constant 1 function we say the boundary map is the modular
boundary map. The boundary operator is defined by extending linearly:

∂(x) =
∑

y≤x,rk(y)=rk(x)−1

[x, y]y

This gives rise to the space of k-cycles Zk(X,R) = Ker(∂k), the space of k-boundariesBk(X,R) =
Im(∂k), and when ∂2 = 0 one can define the kth homology group of X with R-coefficients by

Hk(X,R) =
Zk(X,R)�Bk(X,R)

.

The space of cochains is defined naturally as Ck(X) = Hom(Ck(X), R), and the coboundary
operator is defined as being the adjoint of ∂, that is: dkα(x) = α(∂k+1x). The space of k-cocycles
is Zk(X,R) = Ker(dk), k-coboundaries B

k(X,R) = Im(dk−1), and when ∂2 = 0 one can define

the kth cohomology of X by Hk(X,R) = Zk(X,R)�Bk−1(X,R).

For a cochain α define |α| = |supp(α)|, the weight of it’s cohomology class is

‖[α]‖ = min{|α− dk−1β| for β ∈ Ck−1}.

The kth cosystolic expansion constant of X is defined by:

hk(X) = min
α∈Ck(X)\Zk(X)

{ |dkα|
‖[α]‖

}

Remark 6. In applications posets may also be associated with a weight function, see e.g. [14].
Such a weight function indces a norm and inner product on the spaces of chains and cochains,
which generalize the uniform weight we have used above. One can similarly define expansions with
respect to such weights.

In the paper, we mainly focus on the complete Grassmannian complex which has almost all
homologies trivial (Theorem 17), and therefore coboundary expansion is equivalent to cosystolic
expansion in almost all cases.

Finally, we define the Linial-Meshulam random X−subcomplex of rank k with probability p,
denoted by △(X, k, p) is the probability measure such that the probability supported on subposets
X ′ of X satisfying ∪k−1

i=0X(i) ⊆ X ′ ⊆ ∪k
i=0X(i) such that the events y ∈ X ′ are i.i.d Bernulli(p)

random variables.

Acknowledgments We thank Jonathan Zin for his generous help with many computer simula-
tions and fruitful discussions. R.T., incumbent of the Lillian and George Lyttle Career Development
Chair, acknowledges the support provided by the ISF grants No. 335/19 and 1729/23, and by a
research grant from the Center for New Scientists of Weizmann Institute.
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2 Homological Properties of C•(Gr(V ))

This section studies the homological properties of C•(Gr(V )) for some subspace V . We start with
the following useful Heisenberg-like identity that relates linearly the operators ∂k+1dk, dk−1∂k, id:

Claim 7. If n is odd then ∂k+1dk − dk−1∂k = (−1)kid

Proof. The term dk−1∂k(U) corresponds to “walking” down to a subspace of U and then going
up to a subspace containing it. The symmetric term corresponds to walking up and then down.
Therefore if we look at the U coordinate of L.H.S. [dk−1∂k(U)]U =

(

k
1

)

q
since this corresponds to

walking to a codimension 1 subspaces of U and returning to U . Similarly [∂k+1dk(U)]U =
(

n−k
1

)

q

since this is the number of W with U ⊆1 W ⊆ V .
Notice that

(

t
1

)

q
satisfies the following modulo q + 1:

(

t

1

)

q

=
t−1
∑

i=0

qi =
t−1
∑

i=0

(−1)i = 1(t mod 2)=1

Since char(R) | q+1 we get
(

t
1

)

q
= (t mod 2) in the ring R as well. Therefore by the assumption

that n is odd:

[∂k+1dk(U)− dk−1∂k(U)]U = (n− k mod 2)− (k mod 2) = (−1)k

For W 6= U the walk U → U ∩W → W exists if and only if the walk U → U +W →W exists
and these are the only possible walks, therefore, we get: [∂k+1dk(U)− dk−1∂k(U)]W = 0

This concludes that ∂k+1dk − dk−1∂k = (−1)kid for odd n.

Corollary 8. For odd n the full Grassmannian (as a chain complex) is exact.

Proof. If ∂k(x) = 0 then by plugging x to the identity above x = ∂
(

(−1)kdk(x)
)

.

2.1 Constructing cones

A cone c is a family of linear homomorphisms from Ck(Gr(V )) to Ck+1(Gr(V )) (they depend on k
which will usually be clear from context and therefore omitted) that satisfies the identity:

∂c(α) = α− c(∂α) (1)

The name cone comes from the construction of a cone over a topological space that satisfies the
identity above. We will consider a set of cones that depend on some index b, in this case, we will
denote the cone with index b of the chain α by cb,α .

In this subsection, we construct cones by using the Claim 7. The main idea of our construction
is to use the identity locally (while restricting it to some small subspace) instead of the whole space.

Let B be the set of all ordered bases of V . We will construct for each (b1, ..., bn) = ~b ∈ B and
u ∈ Ck(X) a k + 1 chain c~b,u that satisfy ∂c~b,u = u − c~b,∂(u). For a k dimensional subspace W

define the subspace W
(i)
~b

to be the subspace W + Span{b1, ..., bi}. Let i∗ be the first index such

that dim
(

W
(i∗)
~b

)

= 2k + 1, define W~b :=W
(i∗)
~b

.

6



Lemma 9. Let ~b be a basis of V , and let W ≤ V be a subspace of V of dimension k. Then:

1. W ≤W~b

2. If W ′ ≤W then W ′
~b
≤W~b

Proof. The first bullet is clear by definition ofW~b as the first subspace of dimension 2k+1 containing

W by appending vectors from ~b.
For the second bullet, assume dim(W ′) = t < k, then by definition W ′

~b
=W ′+Span{b1, . . . , br}

and r is the minimal r such that dim(W ′
~b
) = 2t + 1. Since W ′ is of co-dimension k − t in W

it implies that dim(W + Span{b1, . . . , br}) ≤ 2t + 1 + (k − t) = k + t + 1 < 2k + 1, therefore
W + Span{b1, . . . , br} ≤W~b. This concludes the proof as:

W ′
~b
≤W + Span{b1, . . . , br} ≤W~b

Definition 10. The cone c~b,• w.r.t. ~b is defined recursively on generators W ∈ Gr(V ), and then

extended linearly to C•(Gr(V )). This is done as follows. We set c~b,0 = span{b1} and for W ∈
Grk(V ) we define:

c~b,W = dk|W~b

(

(−1)k
(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

Remark 11. A crucial remark is that by Lemma 9 the definition above is well defined. A priori,
some elements of supp(c~b,∂W ) may not be inside W~b, in such case the above definition is not defined.

By Lemma 9 it follows that assuming each element of the support of c~b,W ′ is contained in W ′
~b
≤W~b

for W ′ < W , it follows that each element of supp(W −c~b,∂(W )) is contained in W~b and thus one can

indeed restrict the coboundary operator to the sub q-complex contained inW~b. Since c~b,0 = span{b1}
it follows by induction that each element of supp(c~b,W ) is contained in W~b as needed.

Remark 12. Notice that the cone of a k dimensional subspace W depends only on (b1, . . . , b2k+1).
Therefore when working on a fixed dimension k, we may consider cones with respect to any set of
2k + 1 linearly independent vectors.

The following proposition justifies the name cones.

Proposition 13. For u ∈ Ck(Gr(V )) we have ∂c~b,u = u− c~b,∂(u)

Proof. It is enough to prove the identity for a k space W . The proof is by induction on k. Indeed,
by definition, we have:

∂(c~b,W ) = ∂
(

dk|W~b
(−1)k

(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

Since dim(W~b) is odd we can apply Claim 7 and get that:

∂
(

dk|W~b
(−1)k

(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

= dk−1|W~b
∂k

(

(−1)k
(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

+ (−1)k
(

(−1)k
(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

= dk−1|W~b
∂k

(

(−1)k
(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

+
(

W − c~b,∂(W )

)

7



To prove the claim it’s enough to show that

dk−1|W~b
∂k

(

(−1)k
(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

= 0

Indeed, by induction ∂
(

c~b,∂(W )

)

= ∂(W )− c~b,∂2(W ) = ∂(W ) :

∂k

(

(−1)k
(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

= (−1)k∂(W ) + (−1)k+1∂
(

c~b,∂(W )

)

= (−1)k∂(W ) + (−1)k+1∂(W ) = 0

Before we show this implies the vanishing of all homology groups except the middle one, we
need a few observations on the symmetry of Gr(V ). Equip Ck(X) with a bilinear form:

〈α, β〉 :=
∑

W,dim(W )=k

α(W )β(W )

In particular, the following observation is implied from the adjointness of ∂ and d:

Observation 14. For any α ∈ Ck+1(X) and β ∈ Ck(X) :

〈∂α, β〉 = 〈α, dkβ〉

We also note that in the space Gr(Fn
q ) there is a projective duality between k spaces and

n − k spaces that lifts to a duality between k-chains and n − k-cochains. Concretely, fix any
non-degenerate bilinear form 〈−,−〉 on Fn

q , e.g. 〈x, y〉 = ∑n
i=1 xi · yi and for a subspace U define

U⊥ = {v ∈ Fn
q | ∀u ∈ U, 〈v, u〉 = 0}. We can extend ⊥ linearly to get an operation ⊥ : Ck → Cn−k.

Claim 15. ∀x ∈ Ck(F
n+1
q ) : (∂n−kx)

⊥ = dk(x
⊥)

Proof. It is enough to prove this for x = U for some subspace U . For a subspace U the claim follows
since U ′ ⊆1 U ⇐⇒ U⊥ ⊆1 (U ′)⊥ for any non degenerate form.

Corollary 16. Let V be an n dimensional space. Then Ht(Gr(V )) ∼= Hn−t(Gr(V ))

We can use Proposition 13 to determine when the homology groups Ht(Gr(V )) vanishes when
dim(V ) id even:

Theorem 17. Let n = 2k, and V be a linear space over Fq of dimension n. Then Ht(Gr(V )) = 0
for t 6= k.

Proof. Fix some basis ~b. Notice that if τ ∈ Zt(X), i.e. ∂τ = 0, and t < k then c~b,τ is defined. By
Proposition 13:

∂c~b,τ = τ − c~b,∂τ = τ + c~b,0 = τ

Therefore τ ∈ Bt+1(X) as needed. By the universal coefficient theorem for cohomology we also
have that Ht(X) is trivial. Finally, the groups Ht, H

t are trivial for t > k by Corollary 16.

8



We remark that Theorem 17 together with Corollary 8 imply Theorem 4. With the cone
construction above we can prove:

Proposition 18. Let R be an arbitrary ring such that q is not zero in R. Then Ker(∂
(R)
k ) is

generated by chains {αi}, where αi is contained in some 2k dimensional space.

Proof. Notice that the cone construction applies over any ring for which char(R) ∤ q. Indeed,
we still have an identity of type Claim 7 which can be explicitly written for n = 2k + 1 by:
∂k+1dk − dk−1∂k =

(

n−k
1

)

q
−
(

k
1

)

q
= qk. In particular, since qk is invertible mod char(R). We get

that the cone construction applies with a slight change in the definition:

c~b,W = dk|W~b

(

q−k
(

W − c~b,∂(W )

))

Let α =
∑

W α(W )W be a chain in Zk. The statement is trivial for k ≥ n
2 thus we turn to the

case k < n
2 . Since for such k we can build cones for any basis ~b we get:

α = ∂c~b,α =
∑

W∈supp(α)

α(W )∂c~b,W =
∑

W∈supp(α)

α(W )
(

W − c~b,∂W

)

We claim that the chains {W − c~b,∂W }~b,W are the required chains. Let t be the smallest index

for which dim(W t
~b
) = 2k. Appending the t vectors to U ∈ ∂W yields a subspace of dimension at

most 2k, in particular this implies that:

∀U ∈ ∂W : U~b ⊆ W t
~b

And by the definition of the cone of U , this implies that supp(c~b,U ) is contained in W t
~b
. In

conclusion this implies that W − c~b,∂W is contained in the 2k dimensional space W t
~b
as needed.

2.2 Expansion

We now use the cones constructed for Gr(V ) to show that Gr(V ) has good coboundary expansion.
Using cones to prove expansion is a technique developed in the work of Gromov [11] on topological
overlap, and was implicitly defined in the work of Meshulam and Wallach [19]. Since then this
technique was further developed and applied in greater generality e.g. [18], [13].

We use this technique together with the cone construction of Section 2 to prove coboundary
expansion of Gr(V ).

We remark that there is small set expansion, meaning that if a chain has a few subspaces then
it must expand by simple counting:

Claim 19. For α ∈ Ck(X) we have |dkα| ≥
(

n−k
1

)

q
|α| − |α| (|α| − 1)

Proof. Notice that every subspace in supp(α) is contained in
(

n−k
1

)

q
subspaces of codimension 1,

so the number of subspaces that contain elements from α is at least:

(

n− k

1

)

q

|α| −
(|α|

2

)

9



Since out of the
(

n−k
1

)

q
|α| subspaces we counted, the subspaces that contain k elements from α

are counted k times and therefore by subtracting
(

|α|
2

)

each such term is counted k−
(

k
2

)

≤ 1 times.

There is clearly a surjection from
(

supp(α)
2

)

to the subspaces that contain more then one element,
therefore:

|dkα| ≥
(

n− k

1

)

q

|α| −
(|α|

2

)

−
(|α|

2

)

≥
(

n− k

1

)

q

|α| − |α| (|α| − 1)

2.2.1 Coboundary expansion

We now turn to prove high dimensional expansion of Gr(V ). We refer the intrested reader to
Appendix A for a different inductive argument for expansion of 1-cochains via a different method
of studying the expansion of a cochain by restricting it to a uniformly chosen, codimension 1
hyperplane. We adapt the language of [18]. We start with the following claim:

Claim 20. ιsdkα+ dk−1ιsα = α where the contraction ιs is given by ιsα(W ) = α(cs,W )

Proof. Let W be a subspace, then:

ιsdkα(W ) + dk−1ιsα(W ) = dkα(cs,W ) + ιsα(∂W )

= α(∂cs,W ) + α(cs,∂W )

= α(∂cs,W + cs,∂W )

By Proposition 13 we know this equals to α(W ) as required.

Claim 21. Let ~b be any basis and W any k space then:

|c~b,W | ≤ [k + 1]q



[k]q!
2 ·



1 +
k
∑

j=1

1

[j]q!2









Proof. Let f(k) be a bound of the size of a cone of a k space. By definition, c~b,W is the coboundary

of a (−1)k
(

W − c~b,∂W

)

in some 2k + 1 therefore:

|c~b,W | ≤ [k + 1]q

(

|W |+ |c~b,∂W |
)

≤ [k + 1]q (1 + [k]qf(k − 1))

Thus,

f(k) ≤ [k + 1]q (1 + [k]qf(k − 1)) (2)

The proof follows since the RHS of the equation in the claim satisfies Equation (2), and bounds the
cone size for zero dimensional subspace.

Remark 22. This bound is stronger than the bound |c~b,W | ≤
(

2k+1
k+1

)

q
by roughly a factor of qk.
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Theorem 23. Let hk,n be the expansion constant of k cochains of Gr(V ) where dim V = n. Let b
be the bound of the cone size for k chains, and assume k < n

2 . Then:

1. hk,n ≥ [n−k]q
[k+1]q

· 1
b , where b bounds the cone size.

2. hn−k,n ≥ 1
b .

Proof. For the first item, let S be the set of all bases of Fn
q then

|S| · ‖[α]‖ ≤
∑

s∈S

‖α− dk−1ιsα‖

=
∑

s∈S

‖ιsdkα‖

≤
∑

s∈S

∑

W∈Gr(k,n)

1dkα(cs,W ) 6=0

≤
∑

s∈S

∑

W∈Gr(k,n)

1supp(cs,W )∩supp(dkα) 6=∅

By symmetry each element of Gr(k + 1, n) will be in the support of cs,W the same number of
times over all s ∈ S and W ∈ Gr(k, n). This is true in particular for all the elements of supp(dkα)
therefore we can bound the last term above by |S| · |Gr(k, n)| · b · ‖dkα‖ thus:

|S| · ‖[α]‖ ≤ |S| · |Grk(n)| · b
|Grk+1(n)|

· ‖dkα‖

Which implies:

‖dkα‖
‖[α]‖ ≥ |Grk+1(n)|

|Grk(n)| · b
=

[n− k]q
[k + 1]q

· 1
b

For the second item, each closed chain α ∈ Zk can be filled by c~b,α for some basis α which has

size at most b|α|. The claim follows by Claim 15.

2.3 Elements in Hn(Gr(F2n
q ))

We now present two constructions of chains in different, non-trivial, homology classes ofHn(Gr(F
2n
q ))

denoted by ηn, ψn. These constructions appear in the work of James [12], in his study of the rep-
resentation theory of GL(V ), though we present them from the viewpoint of cones which in some
cases is more general.

2.3.1 Construction of ηn

The following observation is immediate from the cone identity and gives an easy way to construct
closed chains from existing ones.

11



Observation 24. Let ~b1,~b2 be bases then for α ∈ Zk we have c~b1,α − c~b2,α ∈ Zk+1.

We now describe James’s construction which may be viewed as successive uses of Observation 24.
Consider the independent sets ~b+2i = (e1, . . . , e2i−2, e2i−1), and ~b

−
2i = (e1, . . . , e2i−2, e2i). The chains

will be defined by: η0 = 0 and ηi = c~b+
2i,ηi−1

− c~b−
2i,ηi−1

.

It is clear by the observation that ηi ∈ Zi(Gr(2i)). One can also write an explicit formula for
ηn. For any sequence of (ǫi)

n
i=1 ∈ {0, 1}n and A = {ai,j}1≤i≤j<n with ai,j ∈ Fq there will be a

vector space in the support of ηn. Explicitly, define the following vector:

v
(ǫ,A)
i :=

i−1
∑

j=1

ai,je2j−ǫj + e2i−1 + ǫi (e2i − e2i−1)

Then the spaces in the support will be:

W (ǫ,A) := Span{v(ǫ,A)
1 , . . . , v(ǫ,A)

n }

Denote sgn(ǫ) = (−1)
∑

ǫi , then:

Claim 25 (James [12]). ηn = (−1)(
n
2)
∑

ǫ∈{0,1}n,A sgn(ǫ)W
(ǫ,A) , where the sum is over A as above.

Proof. The proof is by induction. For n = 1 we have c~b+
2
,η0

= ce1,0 = span{e1}, and similarily

c~b−
2
,η0

= Span{e2} thus by definition η1 = Span{e1} − Span{e2}.
For n+ 1, we have by definition that c~b+

2i,ηn
= (−1)n dηn|Span~b+

2i
. We can decompose c~b+

2i,ηn
=

β++γ+ where β+ is supported on subspaces contained in Span{e1, . . . , e2n} and γ+ support is not
contained in Span{e1, . . . , e2n}.

We can decompose analogously c~b−
2i,ηn

= β−+γ−. We know that β+ = β− = dηn|Span{e1,...,e2n}
.

We conclude that:

ηn+1 = (−1)n
(

γ+ − γ−
)

It is clear that γ+, γ− has disjoint support, since each subspace of γ+ contains vector with a
non zero e2n+2 coordinate.

We claim that each subspaceW (ǫ,A) in supp(ηn) of can be extended into Span{e1, . . . , e2n, e2n+2}
in exactly qn ways by having a vector e2n+2 +

∑n
j=1 an,je2j−ǫj . This follows since in the RREF

(reduced row echelon form) of W with respect to the standard basis e2j−(1−ǫj) is a leading term of
the matrix. Since subspaces with e2n+2 come from the term γ−, and correspond to ǫn+1 = 1 then
assumingW (ǫ,A) has coefficient sgn(ǫ) then the sign ofW ((ǫ,ǫn+1),A) is−sgn(ǫ) = sgn((ǫ, ǫn+1)).

Remark 26. The cross polytope is the simplicial complex on the set CPn = {s1, s2, . . . , s2n} that
consists of all subsets S ⊆ CPn for which ∀i : |S∩{si, sn+i}| ≤ 1. In the cross polytope the elements
si, sn+i are considered antipodal and usually given negatives signs in ±1. By definition, one can
construct CPn by taking two cones of CPn−1 with the two new antipodal vertices, {sn, s2n}. With
this in mind, notice that the chain above is the analog of this decomposition of CPn, and by setting
q = 1 there are no A coefficients and the chain reduces to the signed chain of all n sets of the
n-cross polytope.
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2.3.2 Construction of ψn

We now consider a different q-analog of the cross polytope, denoted by ψn. The construction is
based on the theory of polar spaces and specifically, the polar space associated with the orthogonal
quadratic form. We will review the facts we need from the theory of quadratic forms over a finite
field to construct ψn (we refer the reader to [3], [5] for a thorough treatment)

Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space over Fq. Let Q : V → Fq be a quadratic form, that
is Q satisfies Q(av) = a2Q(v) and also B(u, v) = Q(u + v) − Q(u)− Q(v) is a billinear form. We
assume B is non-degenerate. In the cases char(Fq) 6= 2 one can work with a symmetric bilinear
form directly, but for char(Fq) = 2 the extra information of Q is necessary. A vector v is singular
if Q(v) = 0. A pair of singular vectors {e, f} is a hyperbolic pair, if B(e, f) = 1.

Fact 27. Every V of dimension 2n as above has a decomposition V = Span{e1, f1, . . . , en, fn}
where:

1. ei, fi form an hyperbolic pair.

2. Span{ei, fi} is orthogonal to Span{ej, fj}j 6=i.

Definition 28. A subspace W ⊆ V is totally singular if:

• ∀w ∈ W : Q(w) = 0

• ∀w1, w2 ∈W : B(w1, w2) = 0

A subspace W ⊆ V is maximal totally singular if it is of dimension n. Let MTS = MTS(V )
be the collection of maximal totally singular spaces of V . The chain ψn will have MTS as support.
Regarding signs we will need the following property which appears in [3]:

Fact 29. Let W1,W2 ∈MTS be subspaces of V , and consider the graph GMTS = (MTS,E) such

that (W1,W2) ∈ E if dim
(

W1�W1 ∩W2

)

is odd, then G is bipartite.

Notice that by the fact above one can sign MTS by fixing some W1 ∈ MTS and taking:

sgn(W ) = (−1)dim(
W1�W1∩W). Therefore we consider ψn to be

∑

W∈MTS sgn(W )W . The sub-
spaces in the support of the chain ψn will be the set of all totally singular spaces.

We remark that this object was also studied in the context of orbifolds in the theory of TQFTs
[10].

Example 30. Equip F2n
q with the orthogonal quadratic form: Q(x1, . . . , x2n) =

∑n
i=1 x2i−1 · x2i.

In the case n = 2, fix W = Span{e1, e4}, then MTS =MTS1 ∪MTS−1 with:

• MTS1 = Span{e1 + λe3, e2 − λ−1e4} ∪ {e1, e4} ∪ {e2, e3}

• MTS−1 = Span{e1 + λe4, e2 − λ−1e3} ∪ {e1, e3} ∪ {e2, e4}

Similarly to Remark 26, the chains ψn also correspond to the cross polytope with q = 1. The
way to see this is that there is the antipodal map on the cross polytope ant(±ei) = ∓ei, and the
orthogonal quadratic form on subsets S of the vertices cross polytope. A subset S is totally singular
if ant(S) ∩ S = ∅.

Consider the symmetric bilinear form associated with the orthogonal quadratic form:

13



B(x, y) =
n
∑

i=1

x2i−1 · y2i + y2i−1 · x2i

Definition 31. A subspace W ⊆ F2n
q is totally singular if:

• ∀w ∈ W : Q(w) = 0

• ∀w1, w2 ∈W : B(w1, w2) = 0

Observation 32. ψn ∈ Zn

Proof. Let U be an n − 1 dimensional totally singular space. The form Q on the space U
⊥
�U

defined by Q(v+U) = Q(v) is well-defined, non-degenerate and induces a symmetric bilinear form
therefore by Fact 27 we know that U is contained in exactly two maximal totally singular spaces
U1, U2 and it is easy to see that for all W they have different sign.

Observation 33. If α ∈ Zk(Gr(n)) and β ∈ Ck(Gr(n)) satisfy:

〈α, β〉 6= 0

Then β 6∈ Bk−1(Gr(n))

Proof. If β = dk−1γ then by Observation 14:

〈α, β〉 = 〈α, dk−1γ〉 = 〈∂α, γ〉 = 0

Corollary 34. If α ∈ Zk(Gr(2k)), β ∈ Zk(Gr(2k)) and 〈α, β〉 6= 0 then [β] 6= [0] i.e. β is
non-trivial in the homology group.

Claim 35 (James [12]). The chains ψ, η satisfy 〈ψi, ηi〉 = 1. In particular ψn, ηn are non trivial in
Hn(Gr(2n)).

Proof. Consider the form on F2n
q on which {e2i−1, e2i−1 + e2i}ni=1 each form hyperbolic pairs (and

different pairs are orthogonal to each other). It’s enough to show that | supp(ηn) ∩ supp(ψm) |= 1.
Pick W (ǫ,A) ∈ supp(ηn), and notice that if ǫ = 0 then W = Span{e1, e3, . . . , e2n−1} is totally
singular by the form’s definition. For other ǫ, let ǫi be the first non-zero index of ǫ. If W (ǫ,A)

is totally isotropic it means that Aj,t = 0 for j < i, therefore the first i − 1 vectors of W are
e1, . . . , e2i−3 and since ǫi = 1 together with the vanishing of the A coefficient this implies that
e2i is a vector in W (ǫ,A) which is a contradiction since it is not one of the singular vectors in
Span{e2i−1, e2i−1 + e2i} by the form’s definition.

It is well known (see Theorem 3.9.3 in [4]) that the number of maximal isotropic spaces in a
2n dimensional space is Πn−1

i=0 (1 + qi), therefore ‖ψn‖ = Πn−1
i=0 (1 + qi). It is not hard to see this is

smaller than the number of spaces in supp(ηn) by a factor of roughly 2n.
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2.4 Topological overlap

We now define topological overlap for posets and show the complete Grassmannian is a poset that
satisfies the topological overlap property.

A ranked poset X is a join-semilattice if for every finite set S ⊆ X the set {x ∈ X | ∀s ∈ Ss ≤ x}
has a minimum element denoted by join(S), and rk(join(S)) ≤∑s∈S rk(s).

A ranked poset X is a downwards join-semilattice if, for every x ∈ X , the set X≤x = {x′ ≤
x|x′ ∈ X} is a join-semilattice. For example, simplicial complexes and q-complexes are such posets.

For a downwards join-semilattice X , and x ∈ X , a subset I ⊆ X≤x is said to be independent if:
(1) 0 6∈ I, (2) rk(join(I)) =

∑

i∈I rk(i).

Definition 36. For a downwards join-semilattice X, the independence complex of X denoted by
XIND is a simplicial complex with XIND(1) = X(1), and

XIND(i) = {I ⊆ X(1) | I is independent in X≤x for some x ∈ X}.

Observe that for every simplicial complex X , XIND = X (with rk(x) = |x| for a set x). For a
q-complex X an element of the simplicial complex XIND (with rk(x) = dim(x)) will be a set of
lines ℓ1, ..., ℓk in X that are independent, and ⊕k

i=1ℓi is in X and k dimensional.
Recall that a simplicial complexD has the topological overlap property if for every d dimensional

piecewise linear manifold M and every continuous map f : D →M there exists a point p ∈M that
is contained in the images of a positive fraction µ > 0 of the d+ 1-sets of D1.

Definition 37 (Topological Overlap Property for Posets). A downwards join-semilattice X is said
to have topological overlap in dimension d, if XIND has topological overlap in dimension d.

It is often the case that cohomological high dimensional expansion implies topological overlap,
as was proved in the pioneering work of Gromov [11], see [9] for a nice exposition and definitions.

We show that the complete Grassmannian has the topological expansion property, according to
Definition 37. To do so, let Gn denote the independence complex of Gr(Fn

q ). We show that Gn has
sufficiently large coboundary expansion.

Claim 38. Gn is a good high dimensional expander over F2. Explicitly, for k < n
2 ,

hk(Gn) = Ω

(

|Gn(1)|
1

k!

)

.

Proof. We adapt the proof strategy of the coboundary expansion of Gr(Fn
q ) to the simplicial setting.

Let Conev(σ) denote the standard simplicial cone, defined on a face σ and v ∈ Gn(1) such that
v ∪ σ is a face by:

Conev(σ) =

{

v ∪ σ if v 6∈ σ
0, if v ∈ σ

}

and extended linearly to chains. Notice that the construction above satisfies the cone identity
whenever v∪σ is a face in Gn, but in case v∪σ is not a face there is no meaning for a cone identity
as the simplicial cone is not defined.

We now construct cone maps for Gn that apply to all σ ∈ Gn(k) for k < n
2 , fix a basis

~b = (b1, . . . , bn). Define inductively on |σ| a chain c′~b,σ satisfying the cone identity, appearing in

1By a continuous map from D to M we mean a continuous map from the geometric realization of D to M ]
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Equation (1). For σ = ∅, define c′~b,∅ = Span{b1} = ConeSpan{b1}(σ). In general, let bi be the vector

with minimal i such that bi 6∈ Span{σ ∪ supp(c′~b,∂σ)}, in this case we can inductively define the

cone of σ (and then extend linearly to all chains in Ck(Gn)) with respect to ~b by:

c′~b,σ = ConeSpan{bi}(σ + c′~b,∂σ) (3)

Notice that picking i such that bi 6∈ Span{σ ∪ supp(c′~b,∂σ)}, guarantees that ∀x ∈ supp(σ +

c′~b,∂σ), Span{bi} ∪ x ∈ Gn(k + 1), hence the right hand side of Equation (3) is defined.

Observe that one can show by induction that c′~b,∂σ ⊆ Span(σ) + Span({bj}|σ|+1
j=1 ) hence the

construction above of c′~b,σ works for k < n
2 , as for such k one can always find bi for which Equation (3)

is well defined.
Regarding the expansion constant, observe that since Conev preserves the size of closed chains,

hence ‖c′~b,σ‖ = ‖ConeSpan{bi}(σ + c′~b,∂σ)‖ = |supp(σ + c′~b,∂σ)|.
We get that if f(i) denotes the maximal size of a cone of an i-set, then f(i) ≤ 1 + if(i − 1)

which implies f(i) = O(i!). Carrying out the same analysis as in Theorem 23 one gets that for
every cochain α :

‖dkα‖
‖[α]‖ ≥ |Gn(k + 1)|

|Gn(k)| · f(k)
(4)

By plugging

|Gn(k)| =
Πk−1

i=0 (q
n − qi)

(q − 1)k

into Equation (4) together with the bound f(k) = O(k!) we obtain that:

‖dkα‖
‖[α]‖ ≥ qn − qk

q − 1
· 1

O(k!)

Since qn − qk > 1
2 (q

n − 1) for q > 1 and k < n
2 we may conclude that

‖dkα‖
‖[α]‖ ≥ 1

2

qn − 1

q − 1
· 1

O(k!)
= Ω

(

1

k!
· |Gn(1)|

)

.

We can now deduce:

Proposition 39. The Grassmannian poset has the topological overlap property: Assume n > 2d is
large enough. There exist a constant c(d) for any d dimensional piecewise-linear manifold M and
any continuous map2 f : Gn →M point p ∈M such that:

|σ ∈ Gn(d+ 1) | p ∈ f(σ)| ≥ c(d)|Gn(d+ 1)|

Proof. We show that the Gn satisfies the conditions of Theorem 8 of [9] (Gromov’s Topological
Overlap Theorem) which implies the proposition. The first condition is that Gn has high enough

2By a continuous map from Gn to M we mean a continuous map from the geometric realization of Gn to M ]
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cosystolic expansion in dimensions 1 ≤ k ≤ d+ 1, since they work with normalized norms the first
condition in their paper is the existence of L such that for all k ≤ d+ 1:

‖dkα‖
|Gn(k + 1)| ≥

1

L

‖[α]‖
|Gn(k)|

By Claim 38 this holds for k ≤ d+ 1 for some L(d) with L(d) = O(d+ 1)!.
The second condition is large cosystoles in dimensions 0, . . . , d. This means that all cocycles

which are not coboundries must have large norms. In Claim 38 we have proved that hk(Gn) > 0
hence all cocycles are necessarily coboundaries hence this condition holds vacuously say with the
constant 1.

In case these two conditions hold, there exists ε0 = ε0(d, L(d), 1), such that if Gn is locally
ε-sparse (to be defined next) for ε ≤ ε0 then for any continuous map f as in the statement of the
theorem there exists p ∈M such that:

|σ ∈ Gn(d+ 1) | p ∈ f(σ)| ≥ µ|Gn(d+ 1)|

With µ = µ(ε0) = µ(d) since ε0 will depend only on d.
Therefore it remains to show that for any ε0, Gn is locally ε0-sparse for large enough n. Intu-

itively, a complex is locally sparse in dimension k if for any k-face σ, the number of face τ that
intersect σ is small. Formally, we need to show for every σ ∈ Gn(k) that:

|{τ ∈ Gn(k) | τ ∩ σ 6= ∅}| ≤ ε0|Gn(k)|
Denote σ = {σ1, . . . , σk}, then by a union bound:

|{τ ∈ Gn(k) | τ ∩ σ 6= ∅}| ≤
k
∑

i=1

|{τ ∈ Gn(k) | σi ∈ τ}| ≤ k|Gn(1)|k−1.

Hence it is enough to show that for large enough n we have:

k|Gn(1)|k−1 ≤ ε0|Gn(k)|

Recall that have |Gn(k)| = Πk−1

i=0
(qn−qi)

(q−1)k , hence since for n > k ≥ i, and q ≥ 2 it holds that

qn − qi ≥ 1
2 (q

n − 1) hence |Gn(k)| ≥ 1
2k

|Gn(1)|
k

q−1 and we get:

k|Gn(1)|k−1 ≤ k2k(q − 1)

|Gn(1)|
|Gn(k)| =

k2k(q − 1)2

qn − 1
|Gn(k)| ≤

k2k

qn−2
|Gn(k)|

Notice that for n > 2 + log2(
1
ε0
) + 2d the expression k2k

qn−2 is bounded by ε0, since q ≥ 2 and

k ≤ 2k. Hence:
|{τ ∈ Gn(k) | τ ∩ σ 6= ∅}| ≤ k|Gn(1)|k−1 ≤ ε0|Gn(k)|

The proposition follows.
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3 Phase transition in connectivity of random q-complexes

The aim of this section is to prove a q-analog of the seminal works of Linial, Meshulam, and Wallach
([17], [19]) on random simplicial complexes. They studied the probability measure △(n, k, p) on
simplicial complexes X that contain subsets of size at most k+1 for some parameter k and contain
all k subsets in their support. For each such complex X the probability to get X is:

P[X ] = p|X(k+1)| · (1 − p)
( n
k+1)q−|X(k+1)|

Their motivation was to generalize the result of Erdős–Rényi on the threshold for connectivity
of a random graph to a higher dimension. They considered homological connectivity, which simply
is defined by having Hk(X) = 0. Their main result is that a complex sampled from △(n, k, p) the

for connectivity is sharp around p = k ln(n)
n in the sense of Theorem 5.

The strategy of their proof is to union bound over the probability that a cochain α ∈ Ck(X) \
Bk−1(X) is a cocycle in X . Each such α is a cocycle in X exactly when supp(dk1α)∩X = ∅ which
happens with probability (1 − p)|dkα|.

In order to bound these probabilities, they proved that the complete complex is a coboundary
expander. With this observation, the probability that α will be a cocycle in the random complex
can be bounded by exp(−‖[α]‖ · cn) for some constant c > 0. Even with this estimate, there are
still too many cochains to union-bound over. The way they overcome this is by looking at the
Down-Up connected components of α, specifically considering the graph Gα which vertex set is
supp(α) and two sets v, u are connected if |v ∩ u| = k − 1. The main observation is that if Gα is
disconnected, and α = α1 + α2 is a decomposition of α with respect to these components, then
supp (dkα1) ∩ supp (dkα2) = ∅. In particular α is a cocycle iff α1, α2 are cocycles. Therefore it is
enough to union bound over α which are minimal in their cohomology class and have connected
support.

We use the same strategy to prove the phase transition in connectivity of random q-complexes.
We already proved in Section 2.2 that the complete q-complex is a coboundary expander with good
expansion that is linear in

(

n
1

)

q
for any fixed k. In Section 3.1 we apply their technique to prove

a similar estimate to the number of chains with connected support and prescribed coboundary
size. In Section 3.2 we combine this estimate with the expansion bounds to complete the proof of
Theorem 5.

3.1 The number of φ with prescribed |dkφ|
We now give estimates on the number of φ with prescribed |dkφ|. This section applies the technique
developed in [19], adapted to the structure of the Grassmannian poset. Let Gn denote the set of
cochains on Fn

q with connected support, i.e.

Gn = {φ ∈ Ck−1(Fn
q ) : |φ| = ‖[φ]‖, Gφ is connected}.

Denote the set of such chains of support size m and minimal in their cohomology class by:

Gn(m) = {φ ∈ Gn : |supp(φ)| = m}
We also use the following notation for 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1

Gn(m, θ) =

{

φ ∈ Gn(m) : |dkφ| = (1− θ)m

(

n− k

1

)

q

}

.
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Write gn(m) = |Gn(m)| and gn(m, θ) = |Gn(m, θ)|. We know by Theorem 23 that gn(m, θ) = 0 for

θ > θk := 1 − 1/
(

[k]q!
2 ·
(

1 +
∑k

j=1
1

[j]q !2

))

. We assume we work over a finite ring of cardinality

r, the main estimate is:

Proposition 40. For any 0 < ǫ < 1 there exist a constant c1 = c1(ǫ, k, q, r) such that for large
enough n and any θ < Bk for some Bk < 1 we have:

gn(m, θ) ≤ cm1

(

(

n

k

)

q

/m
)(1−(1−ǫ)θ)m

.

The proof of the proposition above depends on a partial domination property of Grassmannian
set systems. Let F ⊂

(

V
k

)

be a collection of k dimensional subspaces of V with |F| = m. For σ ∈ F
define

βF(σ) = |{τ ∈
(

V

k + 1

)

:

(

τ

k

)

∩ F = {σ}}|

and let β(F) =
∑

σ∈F βF (σ). Clearly βF (σ) ≤
(

n−k
1

)

q
and β(F) ≤ m

(

n−k
1

)

q
. For S ⊂ F let

Γ(S) = {η ∈ F : dim (η ∩ σ) = k − 1 for some σ ∈ S} .

Claim 41. Let 0 < ǫ < 1 and n > k + 1+ logq(2) + logq
(

log(1ǫ )
)

. Suppose that

β(F) ≤ (1 − θ)m

(

n− k

1

)

q

for some 0 < θ ≤ 1. Then there exists a subfamily S ⊂ F such that

|Γ(S)| ≥ (1− ǫ)θm

and

|S| < (20m log
1

ǫ
) ·
(

n− k

1

)−1

q

+ 2 log
1

ǫθ
.

Proof. Let c(ǫ) = 2 log 1
ǫ . Choose a random subfamily S ⊂ F by picking each σ ∈ F independently

with probability c(ǫ) ·
(

n−k
1

)−1

q
(This number is smaller then 1 by assumption on n). Notice that if

τ of dimension k + 1 contains σ and does not contribute to βF (σ) then there is σ′ ⊂ τ such that
σ′ ∈ F and dim(σ′ ∩ σ) = k − 1. Therefore

P[ σ 6∈ Γ(S) ] ≤
(

1− c(ǫ) ·
(

n− k

1

)−1

q

)(n−k
1 )

q
−βF(σ)

,

hence

E[ |F − Γ(S)| ] ≤
∑

σ∈F

(

1− c(ǫ) ·
(

n− k

1

)−1

q

)(n−k
1 )

q
−βF (σ)

. (5)

Since
∑

σ∈F

(

(

n− k

1

)

q

− βF (σ)

)

= m

(

n− k

1

)

q

− β(F) ≥ θm

(

n− k

1

)

q
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it follows by convexity from (5) that

E[ |F − Γ(S)| ] ≤ (1 − θ)m+ θm
(

1− c(ǫ) ·
(

n− k

1

)−1

q

)(n−k
1 )

q ≤

(1− θ)m+ θme−c(ǫ) = (1− θ)m+ θmǫ2 .

Therefore
E[ |Γ(S)| ] ≥ (1− ǫ2)θm .

Hence, since |Γ(S)| ≤ |F| = m, it follows that

P[ |Γ(S)| ≥ (1 − ǫ)θm ] > ǫ(1− ǫ)θ . (6)

On the other hand

E[ |S| ] = c(ǫ)m ·
(

n− k

1

)

q

and by a large deviation inequality (see e.g. Theorem A.1.12 in [1])

P

[

|S| > λc(ǫ)m

(

n− k

1

)−1

q

]

<
( e

λ

)λc(ǫ)m·(n−k
1 )

−1

q
(7)

for all λ ≥ 1. Let

λ = 10 +

(

n−k
1

)

q

m

( log 1
θ

log 1
ǫ

+ 1
)

then

ǫ(1− ǫ)θ >
( e

λ

)λc(ǫ)m(n−k
1 )

−1

q
.

Hence by combining (6) and (7) there exists an S ⊂ F such that |Γ(S)| ≥ (1− ǫ)θm and

|S| ≤ λc(ǫ)m ·
(

n− k

1

)−1

q

= (20 log
1

ǫ
) ·m ·

(

n− k

1

)−1

q

+ 2 log
1

ǫθ
.

Proof of Proposition 40: Define

Fn(m, θ) =

{

F ⊂
(

[n]

k

)

q

: |F| = m , β(F) ≤ (1− θ)m

(

n− k

1

)

q

}

and let fn(m, θ) =
∣

∣Fn(m, θ)
∣

∣. If φ ∈ Gn(m, θ), then F = supp(φ) ∈ Fn(m, θ). Indeed, if τ is a
k + 1 dimensional subspace that contain a unique k subspace from F then dk−1φ(τ) = φ(σ) 6= 0,
hence β(F) ≤ |dkφ| = (1 − θ)m

(

n−k
1

)

q
. Therefore

gn(m, θ) ≤ (r − 1)mfn(m, θ) .
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We next estimate fn(m, θ). By applying Claim 41 with any θ < Bk and ǫ, it follows that there

exists an S ⊂ F of cardinality |S| ≤ c2m
(

n−k
1

)−1
with c2 = c2(ǫ, k), such that |Γ(S)| ≥ (1 − ǫ)θm.

By the injectivity of the mapping

F → (S,Γ(S),F − Γ(S))

We have

fn(m, θ) ≤
c2m·(n−k

1 )
−1

∑

i=0

(

(

n
k

)

q

i

)

· 2
(

c2m(n−k
1 )−1

q

)

·( k
k−1)q·(

n
1)q ·

(1−(1−ǫ)θ)m
∑

j=0

(

(

n
k

)

q

j

)

≤

cm3

(

(

n
k

)

q

(1− (1 − ǫ)θ)m

)

≤

cm4

(

(

n

k

)

q

/m
)(1−(1−ǫ)θ)m

.

Therefore

gn(m, θ) ≤ cm1

(

(

n

k

)

q

/m
)(1−(1−ǫ)θ)m

.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 5

1. The first item follows by a standard second-moment argument that a cochain that corresponds
to an uncovered k-dimensional subspaces will be a cocycle w.h.p.

2. For the second item we use the union bound. We sum over all k-cochains α the probability
that α is non trivial Hk. i.e. we show that:

∑

m

∑

α∈Gn(m)

(1 − p)|dk(α)| = o(1) (8)

We will use Claim 19 for m ≤ 1
10k

(

n−k
1

)

q
= T . Notice that in this range g(n,m) ≤ (r −

1)m
((nk)q

m

)

≤ cm5
(

n
k

)m

q
/mm by the bound

(

n
k

)

≤
(

en
k

)k
. Therefore we can estimate the sum in

Equation (8) by:

∑

α∈g(n,m),m≤ 1
10k (

n−k
1 )

q

(1− p)|dk(α)| ≤
T
∑

m=1

(

cm5

(

n

k

)m

q

/mm

)

(1− p)
(n−k

1 )
q
·m−m2

≤
T
∑

m=1

(

cm5

(

n

k

)m

q

/mm

)

e
−p(n−k

1 )
q
·m+pm2

Since p ·
(

n−k
1

)

q
=
(

ln
(

(

n
k

)

q

)

+ ω(n)
)

, and since m ≤ T we obtain that the sum is bounded

by

T
∑

m=1

(

c5
e−ω(n)+pm

m

)m

≤
T
∑

m=1



c5
exp

(

−ω(n)/2 + ln
(

(

n
k

)

q

)

·m ·
(

n−k
1

)−1

q

)

m





m

.
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We note that the sum above is o(1). Indeed if m ≤
(

n−k
1

)− 1
2

q
then the term ln

(

(

n
k

)

q

)

·m ·
(

n−k
1

)−1

q
is O(1) and therefore the sum is geometric and bounded up to constant by the first

term O(e−ω(n)/2) = o(1). If m ≥
(

n−k
1

)− 1
2

q
then we can use the same bound of geometric sum

since:

exp
(

ln
(

(

n
k

)

q

)

·m ·
(

n−k
1

)−1

q

)

m
≤
(

n

k

)
1

10k

q

/

(

n− k

1

)
1
2

q

= o(1).

The last inequality follows since qnk ≥
(

n
k

)

q
and

(

n−k
1

)

q
≥ qn−k−1 hold and n is large enough.

For m ≥ 1
10k

(

n−k
1

)

q
we bound the sum Equation (8) by summing over Gn(m, θ) in two ranges

of θ. For θ ≤ ǫ1 we get that if ǫ1 ≤ 1
2k then:

∑

m≥T

∑

θ≤ǫ1

∑

φ∈Gn(m,θ)

(1− p)|dkφ| =

∑

m≥T

∑

θ≤ǫ1

gn(m, θ)(1 − p)(1−θ)m·(n−k
1 ) ≤

∑

m≥T

gn(m)(1 − p)
(1−ǫ1)m·(n−k

1 )
q ≤

∑

m≥T

gn(m) · exp
(

−p(1− ǫ1)m ·
(

n− k

1

)

q

)

≤

∑

m≥T

(

c6

(

n
k

)

q

m

)m
(

n

k

)−(1−ǫ1)m

q

≤

∑

m≥T

(

c6

(

n
k

)ǫ1

q

m

)m

= o(1).

Where the last equality follow from the same bounds qnk ≥
(

n
k

)

q
and

(

n−k
1

)

q
≥ qn−k−1 as

before to get that in our range of m we have:

(

n

k

)ǫ1

q

< (qnk)
1
2k = qn/2 = o(m2/3)

For θ > ǫ1 we will use the linear expansion of the Grassmannian poset and apply Proposition
40 to ǫ = 1−θk

4k·θk
. Notice that since gn(m, θ) = 0 for θ > θk then we can use the constant c1 of

Proposition 40 that depends only on q, k, r with the bound Bk = θk as it works for all θ < θk.
Therefore:

∑

m≥T

∑

θ≥ǫ1

∑

φ∈Gn(m,θ)

(1− p)|dkφ| =

∑

m≥T

∑

θ≥ǫ1

gn(m, θ)(1− p)
(1−θ)m(n−k

1 )
q ≤
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∑

m≥T

∑

θ≥ǫ1
gn(m,θ) 6=0

(

c1 ·
(

n

k

)

q

·m−1
)(1−(1−ǫ)θ)m

·
(

n

k

)−(1−θ)m

q

=

∑

m≥T

∑

θ≥ǫ1
gn(m,θ) 6=0

(

c1 ·
(

n

k

)ǫθ

q

·m−1+θ−ǫθ
)m

.

By using the fact that
(

n
k

)
1
2k

q
≤ m for m ≥ T and large enough n the sum is bounded by

∑

m≥T

∑

θ≥ǫ1
gn(m,θ) 6=0

(

c1 ·m2kǫθ ·m−1+θ−ǫθ
)m

.

Notice that the function h(θ) = −1+ θ+(2k− 1)ǫθ is bounded from above by − 1
2 +

θk
2 in the

range [0, θk]. Therefore the sum above is bounded by:

∑

m≥T

∑

θ≥ǫ1
gn(m,θ) 6=0

(

c1 ·m− 1
2
+

θk
2

)m

.

There is at most
(

(

n
k

)

q
·
(

n−k
1

)

q

)2

choices for θ since it is a rational with denominatorm·
(

n−k
1

)

q

we get that this sum is bounded by

(

(

n

k

)

q

·
(

n− k

1

)

q

)2
∑

m≥T

(

c1 ·m− 1
2
+

θk
2

)m

= o

(

(

n

1

)−Ω((n1)q)

q

)

.

4 Concluding Remarks

In this work, we studied the homology of Grassmannian posets, its topological expansion, and a
generalization of the Linial-Meshulam model for random q-complexes.

The Grassmannian poset is the q 6= 1−analog of the simplex, hence it should be the building
block for more general Grassmannian complexes. Unlike its q = 1 analog, the simplex, its homology
is non-trivial. This non-triviality may imply a very rich homological picture for more complicated
Grassmannian complexes.

Despite this complication, the topological expansion of the simplex generalizes to general q,
as well as the phase transition in homological connectivity. It makes sense to ask which other
topological and probabilistic properties of complexes generalize well.

Does the giant component phenomena in random graphs generalize to q-complexes sampled
in the q-Linial-Meshulam model? A possible definition of a giant component is a subspace of
codimension O(1) such that the induced complex on it has trivial homology.

Question 42. What is the threshold for having a giant connected component? Which properties of
the random graph G(n, c

n ) transfer to random q graphs? (E.g. scale of a critical window, decorated
expander structure, etc.)
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Another natural question, which may have application to error correcting codes, is whether, for
all dimensions d, there is a family of bounded degree (each line is contained in at most C faces for
some constant C(d)) q-complexes which are coboundary expanders in dimension d.

Finally, we believe a very interesting question is to find a signed boundary map for the Grass-
mannian poset which satisfies ∂2 = 0 over a ring of characteristic 0. Specifically, we believe it is
intriguing to decide whether there is a boundary signing map for the complete q-complex with signs
in the subring of C× of the q + 1 roots of unity.
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A Expansion by restrictions

Claim 43. There exist c > 0 that depend only on q such that for any 1-co-chain α on Gr1(n):

|d1α| ≥ c|α| ·
(

(

n

1

)

q

− |α|
)

Proof. The proof is by induction. Assume that for a co-chain α on Gr1(n):

|d1α| ≥ c|α| ·
(

(

n

1

)

q

− |α|
)

Let α be a co-chain on Gr(1, n + 1), then we can calculate |d0α| by calculating its restrictions
on hyperplanes of codimension 1. i.e.

|d1α| =
1

|Grn−2(n− 1)|
∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

|d1α|H | ≥ 1
(

n−1
1

)

q

∑

H∈Grn−2(n−1)

|d1|H α|H |

Where we used the fact that every plane in supp(d1α) is counted for each hyperplane that
contains it and this set is in bijection with Grn−2(n− 1). Now we use the induction hypothesis on
each α|H . Notice that if α =

∑

vi∈supp(α) 1vi then α|H =
∑

vi∈supp(α);vi⊆H 1vi , therefore:

(

n− 1

1

)

q

|d1α| ≥
∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

|d1|H α|H | ≥
∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

c

(

∑

vi∈H

1

)

·
(

(

n

1

)

q

−
(

∑

vi∈H

1

))

(9)

≥ c





(

n

1

)

q

∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

(

∑

vi∈H

1

)

−
∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

(

∑

vi∈H

1

)2


 (10)

We bound each term in Equation (10), for the term on the left we get:

∑

H∈Grn−2(n−1)

(

∑

vi∈H

1

)

=
∑

vi

∑

vi⊆H∈Grn(n+1)

1 =

(

n

1

)

q

|α| (11)

For the second term we get that:

∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

(

∑

vi∈H

1

)2

=
∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

∑

vi∈H

1 +
∑

vi 6=vj

∑

vi⊕vj⊆H

1 =

(

n

1

)

q

|α|+ |α| · (|α| − 1)

(

n− 1

1

)

q

We combine those two bounds to get:
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1

c

(

n− 1

1

)

q

|d1α| ≥
(

n

1

)

q

∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

(

∑

vi∈H

1

)

−
∑

H∈Grn(n+1)

(

∑

vi∈H

1

)2

≥
(

n

1

)2

q

|α| −
(

n

1

)

q

|α| − |α| · (|α| − 1)

(

n− 1

1

)

q

=

(

(

n

1

)2

q

−
(

n

1

)

q

+

(

n− 1

1

)

q

)

|α| −
(

n− 1

1

)

q

|α|2

=

(

q

(

n

1

)

q

(

n− 1

1

)

q

+

(

n− 1

1

)

q

)

|α| −
(

n− 1

1

)

q

|α|2

=

(

(

n+ 1

1

)

q

(

n− 1

1

)

q

)

|α| −
(

n− 1

1

)

q

|α|2

And therefore:

|d1α| ≥ c

(

n+ 1

1

)

q

|α| − c|α|2 = c|α| ·
(

(

n

1

)

q

− |α|
)
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