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Abstract

Sperner theory is one of the most important branches in extremal set theory. It has many
applications in the field of operation research, computer science, hypergraph theory and so
on. The LYM property has become an important tool for studying Sperner property. In this
paper, we provide a general relationship for LYM inequalities between Boolean lattices and
linear lattices. As applications, we use this relationship to derive generalizations of some
well-known theorems on maximum sizes of families containing no copy of certain poset or
certain configuration from Boolean lattices to linear lattices, including generalizations of the
well-known Kleitman theorem on families containing no s pairwise disjoint members (a non-
uniform variant of the famous Erdés matching conjecture) and Johnston-Lu-Milans theorem

and Polymath theorem on families containing no d-dimensional Boolean algebras.
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1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, we denote [n] = {1,2,...,n}. A Boolean lattice B, is the set 2"
of all subsets of [n] with the ordering being the containment relation and a linear lattice L,,(q)
is the set of all subspaces of the n-dimensional vector space Fg over the finite field F, with the
ordering being the relation of inclusion of subspaces. Denote by ([Z]) for the set of all k-subsets

of [n] and [[7;]] denotes the set of all i-dimensional subspaces of Fy.

*The corresponding author



Given posets P and P’, we say that P is weakly contained in P’ if there exists an injective
map 1 : P — P’ such that for every u,v € P, ¥(u) <pr (v) if u <p v; and P’ strongly
contains P if for all u,v € P, ¢(u) <ps 9(v) if and only if u <p v.

Given a poset P, ex(n, P) is defined by

ex(n, P) = max{|F| | F C 2" and F does not contain weakly P}
and en*(n, P) is defined by
ex*(n, P) = max{|F| | F C 2"l and F does not contain strongly P.}

There has been a considerable amount of research devoted to determining the asymptotic be-
haviour of ex(n, P) and ex*(n, P). The first result of this kind is the following well-known
Sperner’s Theorem. Recall that a family of subsets of [n] is called a Sperner family (or an-
tichain) if there are no two different members of the family such that one of them contains the

other.

Theorem 1.1 (Sperner Theorem). Suppose that A is a Sperner family of subsets of [n]. Then

4] < <LnJ)

Clearly,, Sperner’s result is equivalent to say that ex(n, Py) = (Lg J)‘

We say a family F of subsets of [n] is k-Sperner if all chains in F have length at most k.
Define > (n, k) to be the sum of the k largest binomial coefficients of order n, i.e., > (n,k) =
Zle (L %.;)- Let >"(n, k) be the collection of families consisting of the corresponding full

levels, i.e., if n+k is odd, then >_"(n, k) contains one family Ule (L”*[?’:}JH); if n+k is even, then
2
>™*(n, k) contains two families of the same size Uf;ol(n,[z} +i) and Ule(n,[z] +i). The following
2 2

theorem by Erdés [7] generalizes the classical Sperner theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Erdds, [7]). Suppose that A is a k-Sperner family of subsets of [n]. Then

V)
Moreover, if |A| =3 (n, k), then A€ > "(n, k).

Denote nei_ 1
f= e 2

0<i<k—1
It is well known that the number of all k-dimensional subspaces of Fy is equal to [Z]
Note that there has been a considerable amount of research on maximum sizes of families of
subsets of [n] forbidden certain structures and many of the results appeared in the literature have
their g-analogues (generalizations to linear lattices) which are usually derived using different and

more complicated methods, see for example [1], [4], [9], [13], [I5], [19], [23], [34], and [35].



We say that a family V of subspaces is Sperner (or antichain) if no subspace is contained
in another subspace in V, and V is k-Sperner if all chains in V have length at most k. The
following well-known Sperner theorem for families of subspaces of Fy; can be found in [6], which

is a vector space analogue (or g-analogue) of the classical Sperner theorem.

Theorem 1.3 (¢-Analogue Sperner Theorem). Assume thatV is a Sperner family of subspaces
of ¥y. Then
n
i<y
[2)
We denote > [n, k] to be the sum of the k largest g-binomial coefficients of order n, i.e.,
> k] = Zle [L i } Let > *[n, k] be the collection of families consisting of the corre-

n_kj‘i‘l
2
sponding full levels, i.e., if n + k is odd, then > *[n, k] contains one family U¥_, [Ln_[Z]HZ}; if
2
n+k is even, then Y *[n, k| contains two families of the same size Uf;ol [ e H} and U¥_, [ I H.] .
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The following g-analogue of Erdds’ theorem (Theorem is implied by Theorem 2 in [36],
which generalizes Theorem to k-Sperner families.

Theorem 1.4 (Samotij, [36]). Assume thatV is a k-Sperner family of subspaces of Fy. Then
VI < [kl
Moreover, if |V| = Y [n, k], then V € > "[n, k.

Given F C 2 the Lubell function of F, also called weight and denoted by [(F), is the
quantity

1 ~ | Fi]

Z(J:)ZZW:Z(")’ (2)
Fer \F] i=0 \i

where, F; = {F € F | |F| =i}.

One of the advantages of using the Lubell function is its convenient probabilistic interpreta-
tion: Suppose that C = {0, {i1}, {i1,42}, ..., [n]} is full-chain in 2/ chosen uniformly at random.
Let X be the random variable X = |C N F|. Then one has the expected value E(X) = [(F).

The following well-known LYM inequality was proved independently by Bollobés [3], Lubell
[29], Meshalkin [32] and Yamamoto [38].

Theorem 1.5 (LYM Inequality, Bollobds [3], Lubell [29], Meshalkin [32] and Yamamoto [38]).
If F C 2 is an antichain, then

1
I(F)=> —5 <1
FeF (\F \)
This LYM inequality naturally implies Sperner’s Theorem (Theorem and is a cornerstone
of the field of extremal set theory, and the weight or Lubell function {(F) is a powerful tool for

studying both ex(n, P) and ex*(n, P) and has been used in various papers, see for example [20],



[21], [24], and [27]. The LYM inequality has been strengthened by Bey [2] and Erdés et al. [11]
and has a continuous analogue by Klain and Rota [25].

In general, given a ranked poset P, in which the set of elements of rank r is denoted by P,
‘P has the Sperner property if the largest antichain has size equal to the size of the largest rank

level, and P satisfies the LYM property (or LYM inequality) if for every antichain A of P,
[ANP; |
(3)
Z |Pil

Clearly, for P = B,, the inequality (3) is the same as the inequality in Theorem with
Pi= ().

For k-Sperner families, one can show the next fact.
Theorem 1.6 If F C 2 contains no Py, then
I(F) <k.

This inequality implies Erdés k-Sperner theorem (Theorem [1.2]). In 2018, Meroueh [31]

proved the following general result which was conjectured to be true by Lu and Milans [2§].

Theorem 1.7 (Méroueh, [31)]). For every poset P, there exists ¢(P) such that if F C 2" for
some n € N and F does not contain P as an induced subposet, then [(F) < ¢(P).

Clearly, a family F C 2/ does not contain P as a subposet implies it does not contain P as

an induced subposet. Theorem has the next immediate consequence.

Theorem 1.8 For every poset P, there exists c¢(P) such that if F C 2"l for some n € N and
F does not contain P as a subposet, then I(F) < ¢(P).

Our first main result is the following general relationship for LYM inequalities between
Boolean lattices and linear lattices (many results about maximum sizes of families of subspaces
of vector space Fy can be derived from the corresponding theorems for maximum sizes of families

of subsets of [n] through this relationship). For a family V of subspaces of [y, we denote

- S “

where V; = {V € V| dim(V) = i}.

Theorem 1.9 Let P be a given poset or configuration. Suppose that there exists c¢(P) such that
if F C 20" and F does not contain P, then I(F) < c(P). Then every family V of subspaces of
< ¢(P).

mn

y which contains no copy of P satisfies (V) = Zvev e

v

Clearly, Theorems [I.8 and [1.9] imply the next consequence which is a generalization of The-

orem [[.8 to linear lattices.



Theorem 1.10 For every poset P, there exists c(P) such that every family V of subspaces of
[y which contains no copy of P satisfies 1,(V) = Yy ¢y i < ¢(P).

v
Define the weighted Lubell functions /*(F) and /7 (V) by

where F; = F N ([TZ]) and V; =V N [[?]]. We have the next weighted version of Theorem

Theorem 1.11 Let P be a given poset or configuration. Suppose that there exists c(P) such
that if F C 2" and F does not contain P, then I*(F,B) < ¢(P). Then every family V of
subspaces of Fy which contains no copy of P satisfies I;(V, 8) < c(P).

As applications of Theorem|[I.9] in sections 3 - 5, we derive generalizations of some well-known
theorems on maximum sizes of families containing no copy of certain poset or certain config-
uration from Boolean lattices to linear lattices, including generalizations of Groész-Methuku-
Tompkins theorem on diamond-free families, generalizations of Johnston-Lu-Milans theorem
and Polymath theorem on families containing no d-dimensional Boolean algebras which is used
by Polymath in a new proof of Furstenberg and Katznelson’s density Hales-Jewett theorem (a
generalization of the well-known Szemerédi theorem), and generalizations of the following well-
known Kleitman theorem on families containing no s pairwise disjoint members (a non-uniform
variant of the well-known Erdds Matching Conjecture [§]) and Frankl-Kupavskii theorem on
cross-dependent families [I4] as shown in Theorems and below.

Theorem 1.12 (Kleitman, [26]). Let n > s > 3. Suppose that K C 2" contains no s pairwise
disjoint members. Then the following (i) and (i) hold:

(i) If n = sk — 1, then
KI<> <T;>

i>k
(i) If n = sk +r with 0 <r < s — 2, then

mex () ()

>k

We say two subspaces Vi, Vs in the vector space Fy are disjoint if dim(V3 N Va) = 0. The
families V1,Vs,..., Vs of subspaces of Fy are called cross-dependent if there is no choice of
VieV,Vo eV, ..., Vs €V, such that Vi, Vs, ..., Vs are pairwise disjoint.



Theorem 1.13 Let n > s > 3. Suppose that ¥V C L,(q) contains no s pairwise disjoint
members. Then the following (i) and (ii) hold:

(i) If n = sk — 1, then
ES )

>k

(ii) If n = sk +r with 0 <r < s— 2, then

i<y m #2020 [Z] (6)

>k

Moreover, the bound in (5) is sharp for the case n = sk — 1.

Theorem 1.14 Suppose that n = sl +r where 0 <r < s and s > 3. Let V1,Va,...,Vs C L,,(q)

be cross-dependent. Then

RIZEEDY {ﬂ%—(s—r—l){ﬂ. (7)

1<i<s I<j<n

Moreover, the bound in (7) is sharp.

Clearly, Theorem gives rise to Theorem by taking V; = Vo = --- =V, = V. We
will apply Theorem [I.9] to derive Theorems and in section 4.

2 Proofs of Theorems 1.9 and 1.11

First, we introduce some notions and the following covering lemma by Gerbner [I7]. Let S be
aset and S = SyUS;U---US, be a partition (In the discussions here, S is either the set o[n]
of all subsets of [n] or the set of all subspaces of Fy, and S; will be level i, i.e., S; = ([?}) or the
set of all --dimensional subspaces of Fy, respectively). Given a vector t = (to,t1,...,tn), we say
a family I' of subsets of S is a t-covering family of S if for each 0 < i < n, each member in .5; is
contained in exactly t¢; sets in the family I'.

Given a family F C S, let f; = |F NS;| and (fo, f1,..., fn) is called the profile vector of F.
For a weight w = (wg, w1, ...,w,) and a family F C S, let w(F) = > ,w;|F N S;|. Denote
w/t = (wo/to, w1 /t1,...,wy/t,). The following lemma is Lemma 2.1 in [I7].

We say that a property P of families is hereditary if for any family F with property P, every
subfamily of F has property P. Clearly, forbidding a poset or a configuration is a hereditary
property.

Lemma 2.1 (Gerbner [17]). Let P be a hereditary property of subsets (families) of S and T" be
a t-covering family of S. Assume that there exists a real number x such that for every G € T,
every subset G' of G with property P has w/t(G') < z. Then W(F) < |T'|z for every F C S with
property P.



Let S = L,(q) be the set of all subspaces of Fy. Denote S = SpUS;U---US, for a partition
of S such that S; is the set of all -dimensional subspaces of Fy. We construct a t-covering family
I of S such that every G € T" is a subfamily in £, (¢) isomorphic to Boolean lattice B,, as follows:
Choose an arbitrary basis B = {v1,...,v,} of Fy and let Gg = {span(U) | U C B}, i.e., the
family of all subspaces that are generated by subsets of the vectors in B. Obviously the function
that maps H C [n] to the subspace span{v, | x € H} keeps inclusion and intersection properties.
Let T' be the collection of the families G over all bases B, i.e., I' = {Gp | B is a basis of Fy }.

Denote

(¢" = 1)(@" — )" —¢*) - (¢" —q"")

a(g,n) = o

Let t = (to,t1,--.,ty) be such that for 0 < i < n,

¢ -1 -9 (¢ ;(z:‘_l)lgc'z” —d) (" =" @®)

ti =
The next lemma follows from an easy counting.

Lemma 2.2 Let S = L,(q) be the set of all subspaces of Fyy and I' = {Gp | B is a basis of Fy}.
Then |I'| = a(g,n) and I is a t-covering of S with t = (to,t1,...,ts) given in (8).

Proof. To show |I'| = a(q,n), it suffices to show that Fy has a(g,n) different bases. To obtain

n

a basis B = {v1,v9,...,v,} for F, one can choose n nonzero linearly independent vectors in

q )
the order vy, v9, ..., vy, so that v; & span{vi,ve,...,vj—1} as follows: There are ¢" — 1 ways to
choose vy, and then there are ¢" — ¢ ways to choose v2, ¢ — ¢* ways to choose vs, ..., ¢" —¢" !

ways to choose v,,. Thus, there are (¢" — 1)(¢" — q)(¢" — ¢*) - -- (¢" — ¢" 1) combined ways to
form B = {vi,v2,...,v,} (in order). Clearly, there are n! ways (permutations on B) to form
the same B (without order). It follows that there are

(@ -1 =)@ =) (" — ")
n!

a(g,n) =

different bases in Fy.
For any i-dimensional subspace V' in Fy, similar to the argument above, there are
(¢ -1 —q) (¢ —d")

7!

different bases in V. For each basis D in V/, one can extend D to a basis of Fy in

(" =) g — ¢ (" —q"7)
(n—1)!

different ways. Therefore, V' is contained in

(@ =D —q) (" =" )" =) (¢"—q")
il(n —1)!

ti =

different Gp € I'. It follows that I is a t-covering of S = L£,,(q). O



We now provide a proof for Theorem

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Assume that V is a family in £, (g) which contains no copy of poset

P. Let I' = {Gp | B is a basis of F'}. By Lemma I' is a t-covering of S = L,,(q). Let

w = (wp, w1, . .., w,) with w; = (2—1) for each 0 < i < n. Then

7

wi < 1 1 1 >
w/t=\ -, 7y 7 |-
) @6
By the construction, every G € T' is isomorphic to Boolean lattice B,. Let G’ C G be any

subfamily without containing a copy of P and let

[ :ao<g> +a1<7;> +---+an<Z>,

where a; (?) =|G!| and G/ is the set of all i-dimensional subspaces in G’. Then
(G =ao+ai+ -+ an.

By the assumption,

w/t(g’):ao(g> '(%)—1—&1(7{) -é)+---+an<z> -(;1::a0+a1+-~-+an:l(g’)gc(P).

By Lemma [2.1] we have
w(V) < |I[ - e(P). (9)

Mi=sofi] ¢ 7]+ n]7]

with b; m being the number of i-dimensional subspaces in V. Then

Let

lg(V) =bo+ b1+ -+ bp.

It follows that

b (=D —q) (= )" =) (" —q") [n]

i=0 (?) il(n—1)! ;
_ n b; (qi_1)...(qi_qifl)(qn_qi)_“(qn_qnil)
i=0 (TZL) il(n —)!

(¢"-1)@"—q)- (" —¢"")
(¢ =1 (@ —¢Ng"=q) (" —q¢")

_ b; M: h b /n
A OEICED] Z ) (Z.)m




= bl =1,M)IL).

=0

Combining with (9), we obtain
lWV)|T| < |T| - ¢(P), that is, I,(V) < ¢(P).
U

Proof of Theorem 1.11. The proof is obtained by modifying the proof of Theorem above.

Indeed, let w = (wo, w1, ..., w,) with w; = [(32)1 We have
7 BO ,81 ﬁn)
w/t:<n,n,...,n y
© @)
(0.5 =3 PI9l _ oo+ ari -+ anf,

= (0
w/t@vzag(@ (ﬂ)+(1> (B)++() (ﬁ)

=apfo +aifr+ -+ apbn = l*(glaﬁ) < C(P)

By Lemma we have

w(V) < |T|-¢(P). (10)
On the other hand, we have
=) bw; "
> H
b/Bz (' —q)-- (¢ =" )" —d)- (" —¢" ) [n
_Z ‘ il(n —i)! M

- szﬂim =1;(V, B)IT).
=0

Together with (10), it follows that

(v, B) < e(P).

3 Sperner families and Diamond-free families

In this section, we apply Theorems and to derive generalizations of results on Sperner

families and diamond-free families of subsets of [n].



3.1 Sperner and k-Sperner families

Clearly, Theorems|[I.5|and [T.9give the next generalization of Theorem [I.5which implies Theorem
Lol

Theorem 3.1 (g-Analogue LYM inequality). Assume that V is a Sperner family of subspaces

of Fy. Then

L) =3 <1

[l ~
vey V|

Also, Theorems [1.6] and [1.9] give the following generalization of Theorem [L.6] which implies
Theorem [Tl

Theorem 3.2 Assume that V is a k-Sperner family of subspaces of Fy. Then

3.2 Diamond-free families

The diamond poset, denoted by 9o, is defined on four elements z,y, z, w with the relations
r < y,z and y,z < w. Recall that ex(n, P) is the maximum size of a family of subsets of [n]
not containing P, ex(n, Q) is the maximum size of a diamond-free family of subsets of [n].
Despite of efforts made by many researchers, even the asymptotic value of ex(n, Q2) has yet to
be determined. It is conjectured that

ex(n, Q) = (2+ o(1)) <LZJ)'

2
Note that the two middle levels of the Boolean lattice do not contain a diamond, we have
n

exln,02) = 2= o))

5]
Czabarka et al. [5] gave infinitely many asymptotically tight constructions by using random set
families defined from posets based on Abelian groups. Using an elegant argument, Griggs et al.
[20] showed that ex(n, Q2) < 2.296(LZJ). This bound was further improved to (2.254 o(1)) (LZJ)

2 2

by Kramer et al. [27]. The best known upper bound on ex(n, Q) is (2.20711 + 0(1))(LZJ)
2
provided by Grész et al. [21] as follows.

Theorem 3.3 (Grisz, Methuku, and Tompkins, [21]).

ex(n, Q2) < <‘/§2+ 34 0(1)> (LZJ) < (220711 + 0(1))<£J>.

In the proof of Theorem which is Theorem 1.15 in [21], Grész et al. derived the next
upper bound for the Lubell function I(F).

10



Proposition 3.4 (Grdsz, Methuku, and Tompkins, [21]). Suppose that F C 20" is a family

which contains no Qo. Then

V243

(F) < —;

+0(1) < 2.20711 + o(1).

Clearly, Theorem and Proposition imply immediately the following generalization of
Proposition [3.4]

Proposition 3.5 Suppose that V is a family of subspaces of Fy which contains no Qz. Then

243
fQ N

1,(F) < o(1) < 2.20711 + o(1).

From Proposition the next generalization of Theoremfollows directly, where ex4(n, Q2)

denotes the maximum size of a family of subspaces of Fy which contains no diamond Qs.

Theorem 3.6

exg(n, Qg) < (ﬂ;?’ +o(1)> {LZJ] < (2.20711+o(1))[tgj].

Note that the two middle levels of the lattice L, (q) of subspaces of Fy do not contain a

diamond Qp. The maximum size ex,(n, Qz) of a family of subspaces of [y containing no Qs

satisfies

exg(n, Q2) > (2 — o(1)) [LZJ]'

We propose the following conjecture analogous to the corresponding one for Boolean lattices.

Conjecture 3.7 The mazimum size exq(n, Q2) of a family of subspaces of Fy containing no

diamond Qs satisfies

exg(n, Q) = Q[LZJ.

2

3.3 Sharpening the LYM inequality

Note that

with each F; = F N ([’ﬂ). The next result in [11] sharpens the LYM inequality by increasing the

coefficients ﬁ

n

k3

Theorem 3.8 (Erdds, Frankl, Kleitman, Saks, and Szkely, [11]). Let F C 2" is a Sperner
family (or antichain) and let k be the smallest integer t for which ), il S 1. Then

(=)
k| Fil n—k|&l
Lim L) -

i<k ( i>k i

11



By Theorems [I.11] and [3-8] we have the next generalization of Theorem [3.§ directly.

Theorem 3.9 Assume that V is a Sperner family of subspaces of Fy and let k be the smallest

integer t for which ), , [‘n‘ﬂ] > 1, where V; =V N [[?]]. Then
- i—1

oA gk
i<k [z] ok ! [7,]

Recently, Malec and Tompkins [30] proved the following strengthening of Theorem [1.6| For
a family F C 2" let

c(F) = max{k | F' participates in a k-chain consisting of sets from F}.
Theorem 3.10 (Malec and Tompkins, [30]) Let F C 2™ be an arbitrary family of sets, then

1
PN
s <
frer B (1)
Obviously, if a family F C 2/ is k-Sperner, then ¢(F) < k for every F' € F, and so Theorem
implies Theorem[I.6] By applying Theorems[T.11]and [3.10] we obtain the following generalization
of Theorem where

¢q(V) = max{k | V participates in a k-chain consisting of subspaces from V}.

Theorem 3.11 Let V be a family of subspaces of Fy, then

1
- <1
vey Cq(V) [dzm(V)]

4 Families with no s pairwise disjoint members

In this section, we will apply Theorem to give proofs for Theorems and For

non-triviality, we assume that ¢ > 2.

4.1 Preliminaries

Given a family F C 2/, Frankl [I2] calls the Lubell function I(F) the binomial norm, and
denoted by
17l = 3 oy =19
FeF \|F|
For 0 <4 < mn, set
Fi={FeF||F|=i}

and define




Then

1Fl=3 '(“T) =3 oli).
=0 \? 1=0

Define

Clearly, the binomial norm satisfies
0<||Fl|<n+1

which implies that
0<on(F) <1

Definition 4.1 The families F1,F2,...,Fs in 2" are called cross-dependent if there is no
choice of I\ € F1,Fs € Fo, ..., Fs € Fg such that F1, Fs, ..., Fys are pairwise disjoint.

The following theorem is Theorem 1.6 in [12].
Theorem 4.2 (Frankl, [12]). Suppose that Fi,Fa,...,Fs C 20" are cross-dependent. Then
on(F1) + on(F2) + -+ +on(Fs) <s— L. (11)
Obviously, by the definition, (11) is equivalent to
[Full + [Pl 4+ -+ [ Fl| < (s = 1)(n+1). (12)
By taking F; = Fo =+ = Fs = F, Theorem has the next useful corollary.

Corollary 4.3 (Frankl, [12]). Suppose that F C 2" contains no s pairwise disjoint members.
Then

H}_Hﬁw-

Recall that two subspaces Vi, V5 in the vector space Fy are disjoint if dim(V; NVz) = 0.

Definition 4.4 The families V1,Vsa, ..., Vs of subspaces of By are called cross-dependent if there
is mo choice of V1 € V1, Vo € Vo, ..., Vs € Vs such that Vi, Vs, ..., Vs are pairwise disjoint.

Let V be a family of subspaces of the vector space Fy. We define the g-binomial norm of V

to be
1

(Vg =1,(V) = Z

vev [lV\]
For 0 <i < n, set
Vi={V eV|dim(V)=1i}

and define

13



Then

> (). (13)

i i=0

1Vl Z
1=0

By Theorems and Corollary ﬂ, and (12), we obtain the following generalizations of
Theorem [£.2] and Corollary [4.3] immediately.

Theorem 4.5 Suppose that families V1,Va, ..., Vs of subspaces of Fy are cross-dependent. Then
IWillg + [Vallg + -+ + [[Vsllg < (s = )(n +1).

Theorem 4.6 Suppose that V is a family of subspaces of Fy which contains no s pairwise
disjoint members. Then

(s — 1)(n+1)‘

VIl < (14)

4.2 Proofs of Theorems 1.13 and 1.14

Next, we derive Theorems[I.13|and [[.14] by applying Theorems[4.5]and [£.6] following an approach
similar to that of Frankl [12], but the analy51s is more complicated. Theorem [1.9] plays a crucial
role in deriving Theorems [4.5] and [4.6]

The shadow of a family of subsets is extended naturally to vector spaces as follows: For a
family V C [[Z]], the shadow of V is defined to be

oV = {W € [k[f]J ‘W CVe v}.
The next g-analogue of Lovdsz’s theorem for the Boolean lattices is Theorem 1.4 in [4].

Theorem 4.7 (Chowdhury and Patkés, [4|]) Let V C [[Z]] and let y be the real number satisfying
V| =[Y]. Then

y
> .
VI 2 [k - 1]

A family V of subspaces of Fy is said to be a complex if W C V' € V implies W € V. We

have the next lemma.

Lemma 4.8 Let a family V of subspaces of Iy be a complex and let V; = {V € V | dim(V') = i}

for 0 <i <n. Then the function pq(i) = lH s momnotonic decreasing, i.e.,

i

©q(0) > @g(1) > -+ > pq(n).

Proof. Note that



It follows that for any y < n,

1 _ L)
G L)

Let 1 < k < n be fixed and let y be the real number satisfying |Vi| = [Z] Then y < n. By

Theorem

Y
> :
|0Vi| > [k: o 1]

Since V is a complex, we have 9V, C Vi_1. It follows that

|0V | < [ 4] S HERLA

il Dl
S AN Il K e AN R AR

g

Note that [Z] defined by (1) satisfies the symmetric and unimodal properties similar to those

of the binomial coefficients (Z) We have the following fact.

Lemma 4.9 Let n,k,l, q be positive integers such thatl <k <n—1,q¢> 2, andn > 3l. Then

3 m z(k—z+1)m. (15)

1<j<k

n

Proof. By the symmetric and unimodal properties of [], we have [}] < [?] forl<j<n-—I.
Thus, (15) is obviously true for £ < n —1, and so the lemma holds for [ = 0,1. Hence we assume
[>2and &k >n—1.

Observe that

n—I
n | _ ¢ —=1|n
=i s
n _ q”_l_1 —1{ n (17)
I+2]  ¢*t2—1 |[I+1]
We claim that [lfl} > 2[7] and [l-tz] > 2[7] when g > 2 and n > 3l except for n = 3l and [ = 2.

To see the claim, by (16) and (17), it suffices to show that (i) ¢"~' —1 > 2(¢!*! — 1) and (ii)
"=t —1 > ¢!*2 — 1. For (ii), it is equivalent to n —1 — 1 > [ + 2, i.e., n > 2] + 3 which is
true if n > 3l and I > 3 or n > 3l + 1 and [ = 2. For (i), since ¢ > 2 and [ > 2, n > 3l implies
n > 20+ 2 and so ¢" ! > ¢!*? which implies that ¢"~! — 1 > ¢!*2 —1 > 2¢!T1 — 1 > 2(2+1 — 1),
Thus, the claim holds.

We consider the following two cases:

Case 1. n # 6 when [ = 2. In this case, by the claim, we have

LLMLHMM' (18)

Since the terms [?] that exceed m are [?] for | +1<j<n-—1-—1 (there are n — 2] — 1 such
terms) and [,},] and [122] are the smallest, it follows (18) that

+1
Y B}zmn—m—1ﬁﬂ. (19)

I4+1<j<n—1—1

15



Adding [}] and ["] to (19) gives

3 m > 2(n — 21) m (20)
<jsn—1

Since n >3l and k <n—1, 2(n—2l) > k— 1+ 1. It follows from (20) that

3 m > (k—z+1)m. (21)
1<j<n—l

Clearly, (21) implies (15) when k& > n — .
Case 2. n=6and [ =2. Sincen —1 < k <n—1, we have k =n — 1 = 5. To prove (15), we

> L= @

2<j<5

need to verify

By symmetry, [g] = [2]. Hence (22) becomes

b+ =2 <23>

Since ¢ > 2, ¢® > 2¢® > ¢*> +2q > ¢*> + ¢+ 1. Tt follows from (16) that

6] q¢*—176 _q3+q2+q+1>26
3] @B-112] @Z+q+1 T2

which implies (23). Therefore, the lemma holds. O

Recall that [Z] is equal to the number of all k-dimensional subspaces of Fy. We have

" [n
Ll =] (24)
i=0
which implies ||V||; < n+1 for any V C L,,(q) (see (13)).

Definition 4.10 Fiz a pair (n,l) with 0 < [ < n. We say (n,l) is q-perfect if the following
inequality holds for all families V of subspaces of Fy which are complexes with ||V||q <n+ 1:

vz 3 [7]+avi-of;): (25)

0<i<l

The next proposition is a g-analogue of Proposition 4.2 in [I2], with a similar proof by
applying Lemmas and and replacing (’Z) 's by m ’s (see Appendix 1 for a detailed proof).

Proposition 4.11 If n > 3l, then (n,l) is q-perfect.

16



We are now ready to provide the following proofs for Theorems and by applying
Theorems [£.5 and [£.6] and Proposition

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Note that if V contains no s pairwise disjoint members, then the
up-set
V ={WeL,q)|IVeV VIW}

has the same property as well. Thus, we may assume that V itself is an up-set. Define
Then F is a complex as V is an up-set. By Theorem [£.6] we have

||V|’q§w

which implies that ||F||, > %L as ||£,(q)||; = n + 1 by (13) and (24).

s

For (i), we have n = sk — 1 and so ||F||; > k. Apply Proposition with [ =k — 1, we

obtain IS m +(I1Fl, = D) m > ) m

0<i<l 0<i<k—1
which gives (5).
For (ii), we have n = sk +r with 0 <7 < s — 2 and so ||F||; > k + “tL. Apply Proposition
with [ = k, we obtain

F> > er(HFHq—k)m > ¥ |:ZL:|+T1—1|:72]

0<i<k 0<i<k—1

which gives (6).

For the sharpness in the case n = sk — 1, take the family V of all subspaces of dimension

n
%

greater than or equal to k. Then |V| =", [?] and V contains no s pairwise disjoint members.

g

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Set W; = L,,(¢) \ V; for 1 < i < s. By (24) and n = sl +r, (7) is

equivalent to
S Wilzs > m +(r+1)m. (26)

1<i<s 0<j<l

By Theorem [4.5] we obtain

Y IVillg < (s =1)(n+1).

1<i<s

Note that [[Will; = (n + 1) — ||Vil|q for each 1 <i < s. It follows that

> [Willg =n+ 1.

1<i<s

17



Since (n, 1) is g-perfect by Proposition (25) implies that
n n
il = 1—sl )
Z|W|_SZ[j]+(n+ s)[l]
1<i<s 0<j<l

which gives (26).

For the sharpness of the bound in (7), consider the families

Vi=- =V ={V € Ln(q) | dim(V) > I},
Vr+2 == Vs = {V € En(‘]) | dzm(V) > l}
This shows that the bound in (7) is best possible. O

5 Families without d-dimensional g-algebras in linear lattices

In this section, we apply Theorem to derive generalizations of interesting results about the
maximum size of a family F C 2" which does not contain a d-dimensional Boolean algebra.
Recall that 2" is the power set of [n] = {1,2,...,n}. The following concept of d-dimensional
Boolean algebra is given in [22] and [24] (also called d-dimensional combinatorial subspace in
133]).

Definition 5.1 A collection B C 2" forms a d-dimensional Boolean algebra if there exist
pairwise disjoint sets Xo, X1,...,Xq C [n], all non-empty with perhaps the exception of Xo, so
that

B = {Xo U (Uier X;) | I C [d]}

Definition 5.2 Given a positive integer d, define b(n,d) to be the mazimum size of a family

F C 2" which does not contain a d-dimensional Boolean algebra (By-free).

Note that a 1-dimensional Boolean algebra is simply a pair of sets, one contained in the
other and so, by Sperner’s theorem (Theorem [1.1)),

2
b(n,1) = < " ) ~ ] EnmEom = o(2n).
3]
Erd6s and Kleitman [10] found that there exist constants ¢; and co so that for n sufficiently
large,
cn”1-20 < b(n,2) < con™ - 2",
In [22], the following bounds on b(n, d) are proved by Gunderson et al.:

_ (+o(1))d

n 2d+1_o 2n S b(n, d) S 10d2721—ddd72—dn—2% . 2n — 0(2”)' (27)

The upper bound in (27) is improved by Johnston et al. [24] and Polymath [33] as follows.

18



Theorem 5.3 (Polymath, [33]). The mazimum size b(n,d) of a family F C 20" which does not

contain a d-dimensional Boolean algebra satisfies
25 27
b(n,d) < <> T on,
n

We remark that Sperner’s theorem and Theorem were applied in a new proof of Fursten-
berg and Katznelson’s density Hales-Jewett theorem (which implies the well-known Szemerédi
theorem, see Theorem [6.1| below) by Polymath [33].

Theorem 5.4 (Johnston, Lu, and Milans, [2]]). There is a positive constant C, independent
of d, such that for every d and all sufficiently large n, the following is true.

b(n,d) < Cn~ 5 .2,

In order to prove Theorem Johnston et al. [24] obtained the following useful result as
Corollary 1, where {(F) is the Lubell function defined in (2).

Theorem 5.5 (Johnston, Lu, and Milans, [Z}]). For d > 3 and n > (2% — %)2, every family

F C 2" containing no d-dimensional Boolean algebra satisfies
I(F) < 2(n+1)127"

Similar to Definitions [5.1] and one can define the corresponding concept and value for
vector spaces as follows. Recall that £,,(q) denotes the linear lattice of the set of all subspaces
of Fy.

Definition 5.6 A collection B C L,(q) forms a d-dimensional g-algebra if there exist pairwise
disjoint sets Xo, X1,...,Xq C Fy, all non-empty with perhaps the exception of Xo, so that

B = {span{Xo U (UiGIXi)} ’ IC [d]}

Definition 5.7 Given a positive integer d, define by(n,d) to be the mazimum size of a family

V C L,(q) which does not contain a d-dimensional q-algebra.

Note that forbidden d-dimensional g-algebra is a hereditary property. Theorems [1.9] and
together imply immediately the next g-analogue of Theorem ﬁ, where [,(V) is given in (4).

Theorem 5.8 For d > 3 and n > (24 — %)%, every family V C Ly(q) containing no d-
dimensional q-algebra satisfies
(V) <2(n+1)'72"

Recall that [Z] is symmetric and has the unimodal property, we have m < [(ZW] for all
2
k < n. Theorem gives the following immediate consequence which is a generalization of
Theorems [5.3] and 5.4

19



Theorem 5.9 For d > 3 and n > (2¢ — ln%)Q, every family ¥V C L,(q) containing no d-
dimensional q-algebra satisfies

V| <20+ 112 [[ZJ .

2

Gunderson et al. [22] and Johnston et al. [24] introduced the next Ramsey-type concept:
Given positive integers n and d, define r(d, n) to be the largest integer r so that every r-coloring of
2[7] contains a monochromatic copy of a d-dimensional Boolean algebra B. Similarly, one defines
rq(d,n) to be the largest integer r so that every r-coloring of £, (¢) contains a monochromatic

copy of a d-dimensional g-algebra. The following bounds for r(d, n) are given in [22] and [24]:
{;n;dJ <r(d,n) < n2‘%1(1+0(1)).
By applying Theorem we can derive the next lower bound for r4(d, n).

Theorem 5.10 Ford >3 and n > (2¢ — ;%)2, we have
1 =2
re(d,n) > {QnﬂJ.

Proof. Let r = ;n;dJ For every r-coloring of £,(¢q) and 1 < i < r, let V; be the family of
subspaces in color i. By the definition of [,(V) (see (4)) and (24), we have

Z lgVi) = 14(Ln(q)) =n+ 1.

1<i<r

It follows that there exists a color 1 < ¢ < r such that [,(V;) > "TH > 2(n + 1)1*217(1. By
Theorem V; contains a d-dimensional g-algebra. O

6 Concluding Remarks

We provided a general relationship for LYM inequalities between Boolean lattice and linear
lattice (Theorem [1.9) in section 2. As applications of Theorem we derived generalizations
of some well-known theorems on LYM inequalities and diamond-free families of subsets of [n]
in section 3; the generalizations of the well-known Kleitman Theorem on matchings (Theorem
and its generalization (Theorem in section 4; and Theorems 5.8l and [5.9] on forbidden
d-dimensional g-algebra in section 5.

In 1975, Szemerédi [37] proved the following famous theorem.

Theorem 6.1 (Szemerédi, [37]) For every positive integer k and every 6 > 0 there exists N
such that every subset A C [N] of size at least SN contains an arithmetic progression of length
k.

20



Szemerédi theorem has now three substantially different proofs and has several generalitions,
including the multidimensional Szemerédi theorem of Furstenberg and Katznelson [16] (and a
different proof was given by Gowers [18]). We propose the following conjecture for a vector space
variant of Szemerédi theorem, where we say a family V' of subspaces of the n-dimensional vector
space Fy contains an arithmetic progression of length & if V contains a subfamily V' such that

the dimensions of the subspaces in V' form an arithmetic progression of length k.

Conjecture 6.2 For every positive integer k and every § > 0 there exists n such that every

family V of subspaces of Fy with desity at least § contains an arithmetic progression of length k.

Recall that Sperner’s theorem and its multidimensional version (Theorem were applied
in a new proof of Furstenberg and Katznelson’s density Hales-Jewett theorem by Polymath [33].
We wonder if one could obtain a proof for Conjecture by following Polymath’s approach and
applying Theorem (a generalization of Theorems .

Appendix 1

Proof of Proposition 4.11. Recall that ¢,(i) = n,}f‘ for 0 <4 < n. Note that since any family

V of subspaces of Iy is a complex, Iy’ € V implies that V = Ly (g) and so ||V||; =n+1 by (13)

and (24). Hence we may assume ¢q(n) = % = 0 for proving g-perfectness. Define

a(j) = ¢q(j) —pg(j+1) for 0<j<n-—1
By Lemma a(j) > 0 for every 0 < j < n — 1. Since ¢4(n) = 0, by the definition, we have
pq(j) = a(j) +a(i+1)+--+an-1). (28)

Let V C L, (q) be a complex with ||V||; < n+ 1. Define

Vi ={V eV |dim(V)>1},

Vo ={VeV|dimV)<l}.
Then V = VT U V™. Multiplying both sides of (15) by a(k) gives
3 alk) [”] > a(k)(k — 1+ 1) m (29)
<<k

By (28), we have

IVlle= > wld= D> > alk)= > (k—l+1ak) (30)

1<j<n—1 1<j<n—1j<k<n—1 1<k<n—1

It follows from (29) and (30) that

L) s ¥ aw X[

1<k<n-—1 <<k
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1<j<n—1

= >, Wil=p (31)

I<j<n—1

For V7, since ¢4(j) < 1 for each 0 < j < n, [[V7[|g = X p<j<; ¥q(f), and [7;] < [}] for each

j <, we have
_ ~n
V=¥ o))

0<j<l J
- - S a-am]”
> ¥ 1= S a-aml)]
0<j<l L] ] 0<j<l
-3 []]-e- i3] (32

Observe that |V| = [VT|+ |V~ | and [[V||; = [[VT]ls + |V |l4- It follows from (31) and (32) that

iz ¥ 7]+ avi-of;]

0<i<i

which is (25). O
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