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EMBEDDING BOREL GRAPHS INTO GRIDS OF
ASYMPTOTICALLY OPTIMAL DIMENSION

ANTON BERNSHTEYN AND JING YU

ABSTRACT. Let G be a Borel graph all of whose finite subgraphs embed into the d-dimensional
grid with diagonals. We show that then G itself admits a Borel embedding into the Schreier graph
of a free Borel action of Z°?. This strengthens an earlier result of the authors, in which O(d) is
replaced by O(plog p), where p is the polynomial growth rate of G.

1. Introduction

In this paper we continue our study of the geometry of Borel graphs of polynomial growth initiated
in [BY23]. All graphs in this paper are undirected and simple; that is, a graph G consists of a set of
vertices V(G) and a set of edges F(G) < [V (G)]?, where [X]? is the set of all 2-element subsets
of X. We use the word “metric” to mean “extended metric,” i.e., we allow distances in a metric
space to be infinite. For a graph G, we let distg be the graph metric on V(G), where distg(u, v)
is the minimum number of edges in a uv-path in G if such a path exists and oo otherwise. We
also let Bg(u,r) be the closed ball of radius r around w € V(G) in the graph metric. A graph G
is of polynomial growth if there is p € [0,00) such that |Bg(u,r)| < (r 4+ 1)? for all u € V(G) and
r =1 (in particular, every graph of polynomial growth is locally finite). We call the smallest such p
the growth rate of G and denote it by p(G).! An embedding of a graph G into a graph H is an
injective mapping f: V(G) — V(H) such that {f(u), f(v)} € E(H) for all {u,v} € E(G).

All finite graphs are of polynomial growth, although their growth
rates may be arbitrarily high. A more interesting example is the
d-dimensional grid with diagonals ZZ ;2 which is defined by

v(zd) =74
E(Zg) = {{u,v} € [Z9 : Ju—v]o =1}

That is, Zgo is the Cayley graph of Z? associated to the generating
set Sy = {k € Z%: k| = 1}. Note that p(Z%L) = O(d).

Since grids with diagonals contain arbitrarily large cliques, every
finite graph F embeds into ZZ for some d € N. Answering a question
of Levin and Linial, London, and Rabinovich [LLR95], Krauthgamer and Lee [KL07] showed that in
fact F' embeds into a grid with diagonals whose dimension depends only on p(F'):

Figure 1. A fragment of Z2..

Theorem 1.1 (Krauthgamer—Lee [KLO7, Theorem 5.8]). If F' is a finite graph of growth rate p,
then I has an embedding into Z< for some d = O(plog p).

Theorem 1.1 motivates the following definition:
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Definition 1.2 (Embedding dimension). The embedding dimension? of a finite graph F, in symbols
emb(F), is the least d € N such that F' admits an embedding into Z%. For an infinite graph G, we
let emb(G) be the supremum of emb(F') taken over all finite subgraphs F' < G.

Combining the relation p(Z%) = ©(d) with Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following asymptotic
bounds on emb(G) in terms of p(G) for any graph G of polynomial growth:

p(G) < emb(G) < p(G)log p(G). (1.1)

(Here “X < Y7 stands for “X = O(Y').”) Levin and Linial, London, and Rabinovich conjectured that
the lower bound in (1.1) is always tight, i.e., emb(G) = O(p(G)) for every graph G of polynomial
growth [LLR95, Conjecture 8.2]. This was disproved by Krauthgamer and Lee, who used expander
graphs to construct examples with emb(G) = O(p(G) log p(G)), which shows that the upper bound
in (1.1) cannot be improved in general [KLO7, Theorem 3.2]. Nevertheless, for certain classes of
graphs, the Levin/Linial-London—Rabinovich conjecture does hold. For example, the following
results were established by Krauthgamer and Lee:

Theorem 1.3 (Krauthgamer—Lee [KL07, Corollary 2.10 and Theorem 4.10]). Let G be a graph of
polynomial growth with growth rate p. Fix integers £ = 3 and s > 1.

(1) If G has no induced cycle of length at least ¢, then emb(G) = O((log¥¢) p).
(2) If G has no minor isomorphic to the complete bipartite graph K s, then emb(G) = O(4°p).

Note that since every finite graph H is a minor of K, s for some s € N, Theorem 1.3(2) implies
that emb(G) = Oy (p(G)) whenever G is H-minor-free.

We are interested in extending the above results to the realm of Borel graphs. The systematic
study of combinatorial properties of Borel graphs was launched by Kechris, Solecki, and Todorcevic
in their seminal paper [KST99] and has since developed into a rich subject with many connections
to other areas such as dynamical systems and computer science; see [KM20] for a survey by Kechris
and Marks and [Pik21] for an introductory article by Pikhurko. We also direct the reader to
[Kec95; Tse22] for general descriptive set theory background. A useful informal perspective on Borel
combinatorics (at least in the locally finite regime) is that instead of working with a single connected
graph, we are given a family of graphs, and our goal is to solve a combinatorial problem on all of
them in a “uniform” fashion.

Example 1.4 (Schreier graphs). Many examples in Borel combinatorics come from actions of
finitely generated groups. Let I' = (S) be a group generated by a finite symmetric set S that does
not contain the identity element and suppose that I' & X is an action of I on a standard Borel
space X by Borel automorphisms.* Assume additionally that the action I' & X is free, meaning
that the stabilizer of every point x € X is trivial. Then we can form the S-Schreier graph Sch(X,.S)
of this action by pasting a copy of the Cayley graph of I" onto each orbit. More precisely, we let

V(Sch(X,S5)) = X,

E(Sch(X,S)) = {{zr,o0-2}: xe X, o€ S}

The fact that the action I' @ X is free implies that each component of Sch(X, S) is isomorphic to
the Cayley graph of I" associated to the generating set S. Thus, we can think of Sch(X,S) as a
(typically uncountable) family of copies of the Cayley graph “put together” in a single space.

The general definition is as follows:

Definition 1.5 (Borel graphs). A Borel graph is a graph G whose vertex set V(@) is a standard
Borel space and whose edge set F(G) is a Borel subset of [V (G)]?.

3In [BY23] we used the term “injective dimension” instead.
4The reader unfamiliar with standard Borel spaces may assume that X is, say, the unit interval [0, 1] or the real
line R. This usually results in no loss of generality, thanks to the Borel isomorphism theorem [Kec95, Theorem 15.6].
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It is not hard to see that Theorem 1.1 can be extended from finite graphs F' to arbitrary connected
graphs of polynomial growth. It follows that if G is a Borel graph of polynomial growth, then
every component of G embeds into a grid with diagonals. Can this embedding be achieved for all
components of G in a “uniform” way? More precisely, we seek a Borel embedding of G into a Borel
graph whose components are copies of Z4. Recall that Sqo = {k € Z¢ : ||k = 1}.

Definition 1.6 (Borel embedding dimension). We say that a Borel graph H is a Borel ZZ -graph if
it is the Sy ,,-Schreier graph of some free Borel action Z? & V (H). The Borel embedding dimension
of a Borel graph G, in symbols embg(G), is the least d € N such that G has a Borel embedding into
a Borel Z& -graph. If no such d € N exists, we let embg(G) := 0.

It is possible to alter Definition 1.6 by considering strong embeddings, i.e., those in which vertices
in different components of G are mapped to distinct components of H; this would not affect the
required value of d—see Proposition 4.1. Also, instead of working with arbitrary Borel Zgo—graphs,
one may only focus on certain “universal” examples, as explained in Proposition 4.2.

It is clear from the definition that embg(G) = emb(G). One of the central results of [BY23] is
that the asymptotic upper bound in Theorem 1.1 holds for the Borel embedding dimension:

Theorem 1.7 (AB-JY [BY23, Theorem 1.10]). If G is a Borel graph of polynomial growth with
growth rate p, then embg(G) = O(plogp).

Of course, if emb(G) = ©(plogp) (for instance when G has one of the examples from [KLO7,
Theorem 3.2] as a subgraph), the bound in Theorem 1.7 cannot be improved. On the other hand,
as exemplified by Theorem 1.3, there exist interesting classes of graphs with emb(G) = o(plog p),
and a natural question is whether it is possible to achieve an asymptotically stronger upper bound
on embg(G) for graphs in such classes. Our main result is that the answer is “yes”; in fact, we
show that the Borel embedding dimension of a Borel graph G never exceeds its ordinary embedding
dimension by more than a constant factor:

Theorem 1.8 (Main result: Borel embedding dimension). There exists an absolute constant C' > 0
such that if G is a Borel graph of polynomial growth, then embg(G) < C emb(G).

For example, combining Theorem 1.8 with Theorem 1.3 yields the following bounds:
Corollary 1.9 (Induced cycles and forbidden minors). Let G be a Borel graph of polynomial growth
with growth rate p. Fix integers £ > 3 and s > 1.

(1) If G has no induced cycle of length at least ¢, then embg(G) = O((log¥) p).
(2) If G has no minor isomorphic to K s, then embg(G) = O(4%p).

A version of Corollary 1.9(2) with no explicit dependence on s appeared earlier in the second
named author’s PhD thesis with a different proof [Yu24].

An important consideration in the study of metric embeddings is the degree to which they affect

the distances between points. In that direction, we prove the following stronger form of Theorem 1.8
that yields embeddings that do not reduce distances between vertices “too much”:

Theorem 1.10 (Embeddings with low distance reduction). Let G be a Borel graph of polynomial
growth with emb(G) = d. For each ¢ > 0, there exists a Borel embedding f: V(G) — V(H) of G
into a Borel Z1 -graph H such that n < C. d and for all u, v e V(G),

distg(u,v) = Ry = disty(f(u), f(v)) = distg(u,v) = (1.2)
Here C; > 0 depends only on € and R, 4 > 0 depends only on ¢ and d.

To clarify, implication (1.2) in Theorem 1.10 is satisfied even if distg(u,v) = o0, in which case
it asserts that distg (f(u), f(v)) = 00 as well. Theorem 1.8 trivially follows from Theorem 1.10 by
fixing an arbitrary constant € > 0 and letting C := C..
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We made no attempt to optimize the constant C' in Theorem 1.8. Our argument gives C ~ 107,
but this can almost certainly be improved with greater care in the calculations. However, that would
require reworking some of the rather technical analysis in [BY23], used as a black box in this paper,
and at any rate it is unlikely that this method can yield an optimal bound. Note that there do exist
Borel graphs G of polynomial growth with embg(G) > emb(G); for example, an undirectable Borel
forest of lines L satisfies emb(L) = 1 < embg(L) (see [KM04, Remark 6.8; Mil04]).

To conclude the introduction, let us say a few words about the proof of Theorem 1.10. In addition
to the results and techniques from [BY23], it relies on one key new lemma. A function f: X - Y
between metric spaces (X,dx) and (Y,dy) is

e k-Lipschitz if dy (f(z), f(y)) < kdx(x,y) for all z, y € X,
e R-locally injective if f(x) # f(y) for all z, y € X such that 0 < dx(z,y) < R.

The two main types of metric spaces we consider in this paper are (Z¢, | - |4) and (V(G), distg) for
a graph G; these are the spaces we mean when the metric is not specified explicitly.

Lemma 1.11 (Key lemma). Let G be a Borel graph of polynomial growth with emb(G) = d. Then,
for any R > 0, there exists an R-locally injective 1-Lipschitz Borel function f: V(G) — Z.

In our construction of a Borel embedding witnessing the bound on embg(G), we use Lemma 1.11
to ensure injectivity for vertices that are close to each other, while vertices that are far apart are
handled using our earlier result, namely [BY23, Theorem 5.7]. The details of the construction are
presented in §2. The proof of Lemma 1.11 is given in §3. An important tool used there is the
asymptotic separation index of Borel graphs, which is a powerful concept that was introduced by
Conley, Jackson, Marks, Seward, and Tucker-Drob [Con+23] and has found numerous applications
in Borel combinatorics [BW23a; BW23b; Con+23; QW22; Wei2l]. We finish the paper with some
further remarks concerning embeddings into Borel ZZ% -graphs in §4.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.10 assuming Lemma 1.11

In this section we prove Theorem 1.10 (and hence also Theorem 1.8) assuming the key Lemma 1.11.
We shall use the following notation for actions of Z™: if Z™ & X is an action, we write k + x to
mean the result of acting on a point x € X by a group element k € Z™. In addition to Lemma 1.11,
we need the following fact, obtained by applying [BY23, Theorem 5.7] with b = p and r = 1:

Theorem 2.1 (AB-JY [BY23, Theorem 5.7]). Let G be a Borel graph of polynomial growth with
growth rate at most p = 1. For each 0 < € < 1/2, there is a 1-Lipschitz Borel map f: V(G) — V(H)
from G to a Borel Z1,-graph H such that n = [10"log(1/e)e~2 p| and for all u, v € V(G),

dista(u,v) > (10771 p) 2 = distg(f(u), f(v)) > diste(u,v)!"%. 2.1)

Now let G be a Borel graph of polynomial growth with emb(G) = d and fix £ > 0. Without loss
of generality, we may assume that d > 1 and € < 1/2. Set p := max{p(G), 1} and

3000
R = (107" p) & |
and let n, H, and f be given by Theorem 2.1. Also, let Z" C V(H) be the free Borel action that
generates H. Note that f almost satisfies the requirements of Theorem 1.10; the only property f
may lack is injectivity: although distg (f(u), f(v)) is large when u and v are far apart, it is possible
that f(u) = f(v) when distg(u,v) < R. This is precisely the issue addressed by Lemma 1.11, which
yields an R-locally injective 1-Lipschitz Borel function h: V(G) — Z*. To combine f and h, we
define an action Z"*4¢ & V(H) x Z* by the formula

(k,0) + (x,m) == (k+z,0+m) forallze V(H), meZ* keZ" and ( e Z*.
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Since both the action Z" ¢ V(H) and the translation action of Z*? on itself are free, we conclude
that the action Z"+44 & V(H) x Z? is free as well. Let H* be the Borel Z%44-graph generated by
this action. It is easy to see that for all (z,m), (2/,m’) e V(H) x Z** = V(H*),

distg«((z,m), (2, m’)) = max{disty(x, ), [m — m'|«}. (2.2)
Define f*: V(G) — V(H*) = V(H) x Z* by

[ () = (f(u), h(u)).
Then, by (2.2), for any two vertices u, v € V(G),

distzr« (f*(u), f*(v)) = max{disty (f(u), f(v)), [h(u) = h(v)]e}-
Since both f and h are 1-Lipschitz, it follows that f* is 1-Lipschitz as well. Now consider any w,
ve V(Q). If 0 < distg(u,v) < R, then distg«(f*(u), f*(v)) = |h(u) — h(v)|w > 0, as h is R-locally
injective. On the other hand, if distg(u,v) = R, then distg«(f*(u), f*(v)) = distg(f(u), f(v)) =
distg(u, v)1= > 0 by (2.1). Therefore, f* is an embedding of G into H*. To finish the proof of
Theorem 1.10, it remains to observe that p < p(Z%) = ©(d), and hence n + 4d = O.(d) and R is
bounded above by a function of d and e.

3. Proof of Lemma 1.11

3.1. Borel asymptotic dimension and asymptotic separation index

One of the fundamental tools in large-scale geometry is the concept of asymptotic dimension of
a metric space, introduced by Gromov [Gro93, §1.E|. In their highly influential paper [Con+23],
Conley, Jackson, Marks, Seward, and Tucker-Drob developed a Borel version of this notion. They
also defined a closely related parameter, the asymptotic separation index, which turned out to be
extremely useful in Borel combinatorics [BW23a; BW23b; Con+23; QW22; Wei2l].

For a graph G and an integer R € N, G denotes the graph with V(G) := V(@) in which two
vertices u, v are adjacent if and only if 0 < distg(u,v) < R. If G is a locally finite Borel graph, then
G*® is also locally finite and Borel [Pik21, Corollary 5.2]. We say that a subset U < V(G) is G-finite
if every component of the induced subgraph G[U] is finite, and G-bounded if there is D € N such
that every component of G[U] has distg-diameter at most D.

Definition 3.1 (Borel asymptotic dimension and asymptotic separation index). Let G be a locally
finite Borel graph. We define parameters asi(G) and asdimg(G) as follows.

e The asymptotic separation index of G, in symbols asi(G), is the smallest s € N such that for
every R € N, there exists a cover V(G) = Uy u ... u U, of V(G) by GF-finite Borel subsets.
If no such s € N exists, we set asi(G) := 0.

e The Borel asymptotic dimension of GG, in symbols asdimg(G), is the smallest s € N such
that for every R € N, there exists a cover V(G) = Uy u ... u Uy of V(G) by GF-bounded
Borel subsets. If no such s € N exists, we set asdimg(G) = o0.

It is clear that asdimg(G) > asi(G). In [Con+23], Conley et al. gave numerous examples of Borel
graphs with finite Borel asymptotic dimension. For instance, they showed that Schreier graphs of
Borel actions of various finitely generated groups (polycyclic groups, the lamplighter group Zs ! Z,
and the Baumslag—Solitar group BS(1,2), to name a few) have finite Borel asymptotic dimension.
They also established the following relationship between asdimg(G) and asi(G):

Theorem 3.2 (Conley—Jackson-Marks—Seward—Tucker-Drob [Con+23, Theorem 4.8(a)]). If G is a
locally finite Borel graph with asdimg(G) < o, then asi(G) < 1.

One of the results of [BY23] is a bound on the Borel asymptotic dimension for Borel graphs of
polynomial growth (which is analogous to a bound on the ordinary asymptotic dimension for graphs
of polynomial growth due to Papasoglu [Pap23]):
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Theorem 3.3 (AB-JY [BY23, Theorem 1.25]). Let G be a Borel graph of polynomial growth. Then
the Borel asymptotic dimension of G is finite. Moreover, if for all sufficiently large r € N, every
r-ball in G contains at most (r + 1)? vertices, then asdimg(G) < p; in particular, asdimg(G) < p(G).

In our proof of Lemma 1.11, we use the following consequence of Theorems 3.2 and 3.3:

Corollary 3.4. If G is a Borel graph of polynomial growth, then asi(G) < 1.

3.2. Constructing locally injective Lipschitz functions

An indispensable tool when working with locally finite (or, more generally, locally countable) graphs
is the Luzin—Novikov theorem [Lus30; Nov31]:

Theorem 3.5 (Luzin-Novikov [Kec95, Theorem 18.10]). Let X and Y be standard Borel spaces and
let A< X xY be a Borel subset. If for all x € X, the set A, :={y€eY : (x,y) € A} is countable,

then there exists a sequence (fy)nen of Borel partial functions f,: X --+ Y defined on Borel subsets
of X such that for all x € X, Ay = {fn(x) : ne N, z e dom(f,)}.

A consequence of the Luzin—Novikov theorem is, roughly, that constructions that only involve
quantifiers ranging over countable sets produce Borel results. For example, it implies that for a
locally finite Borel graph G, the functions deg: V(G) — N and distg: V(G)? — N u {oo} are Borel.
For a detailed discussion and further examples of using Theorem 3.5 in Borel graph combinatorics,
see [BY23, §3.1; Pik21, §5]. Routine arguments involving the Luzin—Novikov theorem similar to
the ones described in the cited references will be employed in the sequel without mention. Another
useful consequence of the Luzin—Novikov theorem is the following uniformization result: In the
setting of Theorem 3.5, if each set A, is nonempty, then the mapping f: X — Y given by

f(z) == fn(z), where n € N is minimum such that x € dom(f,),

is a Borel function such that f(z) € A, for all z € X i.e., f selects one element from each A,.

Before we commence the proof of Lemma 1.11, we need to establish a few auxiliary facts. Let Zp
denote the interval {0, 1, ..., R} of length R in Z. We view the d-dimensional box Ijlz as a subset of
Z¢ equipped with the co-metric.

Lemma 3.6. For any d, R € N, there exists an R-locally injective 1-Lipschitz function f: Z¢ — I?%d.

Proor. If f: Z — 112{ is an R-locally injective 1-Lipschitz function, then so is the map f¢: Z¢ — I]%f
given by fe(ki,...,kq) == (f(k1),..., f(kq)). (Here it is crucial that we are using the oo-metric.)
Therefore, it is enough to prove the lemma for d = 1. To this end, note that there exists a 4R-cycle
in the graph Z2 that is entirely contained in 112%, namely the R-by-R square with corners (0, 0),
(R,0), (R, R), and (0, R). Let vg, v1, ..., var—1 € Z% be the vertices of this cycle in their cyclic order
and define f: Z — Z% by f(k) := Vkmod4r- The function f is 1-Lipschitz and R-locally injective
(indeed, it is (4R — 1)-locally injective), so we are done. [

Corollary 3.7. If G is a graph with emb(G) = d < oo, then for any R € N and every finite subset
S < V(G), there exists a function f: S — Z%d that is R-locally injective and 1-Lipschitz with respect
to the metric distg restricted to S.

PROOF. Let D be the maximum of the finite distances between the vertices in S and let F be
the subgraph of G induced by the vertices at distance at most D from S (here all distances are in
the metric distg). Then distp(u,v) = distg(u,v) for all u, v € S. Since G is locally finite, F is a
finite subgraph of G, so, by the definition of emb(G), there exists an embedding from F into Z%.
Composing this embedding with the R-locally injective 1-Lipschitz function Z¢ — IIQ{d given by
Lemma 3.6 yields a mapping f: V(F) — I%d that is R-locally injective and 1-Lipschitz with respect
to distp. As distp agrees with distg on S, taking the restriction of f to S finishes the proof. |
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The next lemma allows us to extend a 1-Lipschitz function with codomain Z% from a subset of
V(G) to the entire vertex set. This problem is considerably simplified by the fact that we equip z4
with the co-metric. For example, the same question for the 1-metric was investigated by Chandgotia,
Pak, and Tassy [CPT19] and is significantly more intricate.

Lemma 3.8. Let G be a locally finite Borel graph. Suppose that A < V(G) is a Borel subset and
f: A — Z% is a Borel function that is 1-Lipschitz with respect to the metric distg restricted to A.
Then f can be extended to a 1-Lipschitz Borel function f*: V(G) — Z4.

PROOF. Since we are using the co-metric on Z%, a function f from a metric space (X, dx) to Z¢ is
1-Lipschitz if and only if for all 1 < ¢ < d, the map f;: X — Z sending each x to the i-th coordinate
of f(x) is 1-Lipschitz. Hence, it is enough to prove the lemma in the case d = 1. So, let A < V(G)
be a Borel subset and let f: A — Z be a 1-Lipschitz (with respect to distg) Borel function. Let
[A] be the set of all vertices u € V(G) such that distg(u, A) < 0. Since G is locally finite, [A]a
is a Borel subset of V(G) by the Luzin—Novikov theorem (Theorem 3.5). By definition, G has no
edges joining [A]g to V(G)\[A]g. Now, for each u € V(G), we define

Fou) = minge4(f(a) + distg(u,a)) if ue [A]g,
0 if u ¢ [Ale.

For u € [A]g, there are only countably many vertices a € A with distg(u,a) < 00, so the minimum
in the definition of f*(u) is taken over a countable set. By the Luzin—Novikov theorem again, f* is
Borel. Tt is also straightforward to verify that f* is 1-Lipschitz and extends f. |

We now have all the ingredients required to prove Lemma 1.11, which we restate here for the
reader’s convenience:

Lemma 1.11. Let G be a Borel graph of polynomial growth with emb(G) = d. Then, for any
R > 0, there exists an R-locally injective 1-Lipschitz Borel function f: V(G) — Z4.

PRrRoOF. By Corollary 3.4, asi(G) < 1. Therefore, there exists a cover V(G) = Uy u Uy of V(G) by
a pair of G3F-finite Borel sets. For i € {0, 1}, let

Vi = {ve V(Q) : distg(v,U;) < R}.

Note that if v, v' € V; are two vertices with distg(v,v’) < R and u, «’ € U; are such that distg(v, u),
distg(v’,u’) < R, then distg(u,u’) < 3R and hence u and  are in the same component of (G3%)[U;].
Since U; is G3F-finite and G is a locally finite graph, it follows that V; is G-finite.

Consider any connected component H of the graph (G®)[V;]. By the above discussion, H is
finite, so, by Corollary 3.7, there exists a function fy: V(H) — I%d that is R-locally injective and
1-Lipschitz with respect to the metric distg restricted to V(H). Furthermore, there are only finitely
many choices for such fg, so by the Luzin—Novikov uniformization, the mapping H — fy can be
arranged to be Borel (this is a special case of the general fact that on a Borel graph with finite
components, a local labelling problem that has any solution has a Borel solution as well; see [BW23a,
§2.2; Pik21, §5.3]). Now we define a Borel function f;: V; — IIQ%d by

fi(v) == fr(v), where H is the component of (G)[V;] containing v.

We claim that the map f; is 1-Lipschitz with respect to the metric distg restricted to V;. Indeed, if
v, v’ € V; are in the same component H of (GT)[V;], then

[fi(v) = fi(@ ) = |fr(v) = fr()]w < distq(v,v")

by the choice of fy. On the other hand, if v and v are in different components of (G#)[V;], then
dist(v,v’) > R > | fi(v) — fi(v")] 0, because the diameter of Z2! in the oo-metric is R. Therefore,
by Lemma 3.8, we can extend f; to a Borel 1-Lipschitz function f#: V(G) — Z%.
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Finally, we define f: V(G) — Z* by f(v) := (f§(v), fi (v)) for all v € V(G). Since f& and f; are
1-Lipschitz, so is f. Now take any u, v € V(G) with 0 < distg(u,v) < R. Since Uy u Uy = V(G), we
have u € U; for some ¢ € {0,1}. Then u and v both belong to V; and, moreover, they are in the same
component, say H, of (GF)[Vi]. Since fy is R-locally injective, it follows that fi(u) = fu(u) #
fa(v) = f#(v), and thus f(u) # f(v). Therefore, f is R-locally injective, and we are done. [

4. Further remarks

Here we record some further facts about Borel embeddings into Borel Z7, -graphs, which help clarify
the relationship between different natural approaches to defining Borel embedding dimension.
The following definition will be useful: Given a locally finite Borel graph G, we let ~g be
the connectedness relation of G, i.e., the equivalence relation on V(G) whose classes are the
connected components of G; in other words, u ~¢g v if and only if distg(u,v) < 0. Note that the
~g-equivalence classes are countable. As a subset of V(G)?, ~¢ is Borel [Pik21, Corollary 5.3].
We say that an embedding f: V(G) — V(H) of a graph G into a graph H is strong if vertices
in different components of G are mapped to distinct components of H. When H is a Borel Zglo—
graph, this means that every component of G is embedded into its own copy of Z‘Oio. The following
proposition shows that using strong embeddings would make no difference in Definition 1.6:

Proposition 4.1. Let G be a Borel graph. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) embg(G) < d,

(ii) G admits a Borel strong embedding into a Borel Z% -graph.
PrRoOOF. The implication (ii) = (i) is clear. To prove (i) = (ii), suppose that embg(G) < d
and let f: V(G) — V(H) be a Borel embedding of G into a Borel ZZ -graph H generated by a free
Borel action Z¢ ¢ V(H). Since f is an embedding, if u ~¢g v, then f(u) ~g f(v), and hence there

exists a unique group element (u,v) € Z™ such that d(u,v) + f(u) = f(v). Note that the map
§: ~g — Z% has the following properties:

e S(u,u) =0 for all u e V(G),
o O(u,v) + d(v,w) = d(u,w) for all u ~g v ~q w,
e the relation Ejs := {(u,v) € V(G)? : 8(u,v) = 0} is trivial.
By [BY23, Theorem 4.5], this implies that there exist a free Borel action Z% & Y on some standard
Borel space Y and a Borel map f*: V(G) — Y such that for all u, v e V(G),
o if u ~q v, then d(u,v) + f*(u) = f*(v), and
e if u g v, then f*(u) and f*(v) are in different orbits of the action Z? Y.
Let H* := Sch(Y, Sq.«) be the Borel 74 -graph corresponding to the action Z? & Y. We claim that
f* is a Borel strong embedding of G into H*. Indeed, take any u, v € V(G). If u #g v, then f*(u)
and f*(v) are in different orbits of the action Z™ C Y, hence disty= (f*(u), f*(v)) = c0. On the
other hand, if u ~g v, then 8(u,v) + f*(u) = f*(v), which implies that
distgx (f* (), f*(v)) = [8(u,v) o0 = dista(f(u), f(v)).
Since f is an embedding, it follows that f* is 1-Lipschitz and injective, as desired. |
Certain Borel Z[ -graphs are “universal” from the point of view of Borel embeddings. Given a

standard Borel space X, we let X%2" be the product space of all functions z: Z" — X and define
the (Bernoulli) shift action Z" & XZ" via the formula

k+z)(m) = z(m+k) foral zeX? and k, m e Z".
(

The free part of X%", denoted by Free(X”"), is the set of all points € X%" whose stabilizer under
the shift action is trivial. By definition, Free(X?") is the largest shift-invariant subspace of X%"
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on which the shift action is free. We denote the Borel Z[, -graph generated by the restricted shift
action Z" C Free(X”") by ShiftGrid™ (X).

Proposition 4.2. Let H be a Borel 7 -graph.

(1) H admits a Borel distance-preserving embedding into ShiftGrid, (R).
(2) H admits a Borel distance-preserving embedding into ShiftGrid>" ({0, 1}).

PRroOF. For part (1), thanks to the Borel isomorphism theorem [Kec95, Theorem 15.6], we may
assume that V(H) = R. Let Z™ C R be the free Borel action that generates H. The desired
embedding is given by the map f: R — R%" defined as follows:

(f(z))(k) = k+a forallzeR and k e Z".
Part (2) is verified in [BY23, proof of Lemma 4.4]. [
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