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Abstract

A theorem by Ding, Oporowski, Oxley, and Vertigan states that every sufficiently large
bipartite graph without twins contains a matching, co-matching, or half-graph of any given
size as an induced subgraph. We prove that this Ramsey statement has polynomial depen-
dency assuming bounded VC-dimension of the initial graph, using the recent verification of
the Erdős-Hajnal property for graphs of bounded VC-dimension. Since the theorem of Ding
et al. plays a role in (finite) model theory, which studies even more restricted structures, we
also comment on further refinements of the theorem within this context.

1 Introduction
Ramsey theory is an area of mathematics asserting that each sufficiently large object contains
a still large well-structured subobject. The foundational theorem, proved by Frank Ramsey in
1930, states that every sufficiently large graph contains a still large homogeneous subgraph, i.e. a
clique or an independent set [27]. It is well known by a theorem of Erdős and Szekeres [16] and a
probabilistic construction by Erdős [14] that there is always a logarithmically large homogeneous
set, but we cannot hope to find a larger one in general. Finding the exact base of the logarithm is
one of the most difficult and important problems in Ramsey theory, which have recently witnessed
a major breakthrough by the work of Campos, Griffiths, Morris, and Sahasrabudhe [8], which was
subsequently optimized by Gupta, Ndiaye, Norin, and Wei [20].

To obtain a bigger than logarithmically large homogeneous set, it is necessary to put additional
assumptions on the given graphs. A class of graphs C is said to have the Erdős-Hajnal property if
there is a constant e > 0 such that each graph G ∈ C on n vertices has a homogeneous subset of
size ne. The celebrated Erdős-Hajnal conjecture states that for each graph H the class of H-free
graphs admits the Erdős-Hajnal property [15]. The conjecture is widely open in full, and was only
recently resolved for all graphs on 5 vertices [25][9].

A more restrictive property for a graph class than being H-free is having bounded VC-
dimension. The Vapnik–Chervonenkis dimension, VC-dimension for short, is a measure of com-
plexity of combinatorial structures, originally invented in the context of learning theory [33], which
later proved to be fruitful in combinatorics as well. Structures with bounded VC-dimension often
possess better Ramsey properties than general graphs [17][21][1]. In particular, Nguyen, Scott,
and Seymour recently proved that graphs of bounded VC-dimensions admit the Erdős-Hajnal
property [24].

In this paper, we consider the following Ramsey statement by Ding, Oporowski, Oxley, and
Vertigan [10], independently proved using a similar method by Gravier, Maffray, Renault, and
Trotignon [19] building upon a result of Bauslaugh [2].

Theorem 1 ([10][19]). There is a monotone unbounded function f : N → N such that the following
holds. Let G = (U, V, E) be a bipartite graph such that the part B has n vertices and no twins.
Then it contains an induced subgraph F = (U ′, V ′, E′) with |U ′| = |V ′| ≥ f(n) of G that is
isomorhic to either:

(i) a matching,

(ii) a co-matching,
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(iii) a half-graph.

Here the term twins refers to a pair of vertices with the same set of neighbors. All the graphs
from the conclusion are bipartite with parts u1, . . . , un and v1, . . . , vn. The matching is the graph
with ui ∼ vj iff i = j. The co-matching is the bipartite complement of a matching, i.e. ui ∼ vj iff
i ̸= j. The half-graph is the graph with ui ∼ vj iff i ≤ j. Note that the binary complement, i.e.
ui ∼ vj iff i > j, of the half-graph of order n contains a half-graph of order n − 1 as an induced
subgraph.

Ding et al. proved Theorem 1 with log-log dependency of the size of H on the size of G, and
Gravier et al. showed that we cannot hope for better than logarithmic dependency. Inspired by the
recent progress on the Erdős-Hajnal property, Dreier and Toruńczyk asked,1 whether Theorem 1
holds with a polynomial bound under the additional assumption that the graph G has bounded
VC-dimension.

Here we confirm that this is indeed true. Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 2. For every d ∈ N, there is c > 0 such that the following holds. Let G = (U, V, E)
be a bipartite graph of VC-dimension at most d such that the part V has n vertices and no twins.
Then it contains an induced subgraph F = (U ′, V ′, E′) with |U ′| = |V ′| ∈ Ωd(nc) that is isomorhic
to either:

(i) a matching,

(ii) a co-matching,

(iii) a half-graph.

Moreover, since Theorem 1 plays a role in model theory, where it is often considered to be a
folklore result [4][18], we comment on further improvements of Theorem 2 within model-theoretic
context in Section 4. In fact, the applications in model theory was the original motivation of this
paper.

2 Preliminaries
All our graphs are simple and finite. All our matrices are binary. Following the paper of Ding
et al. [10], we mostly work in the language of biadjacency matrices. The biadjacency matrix of
a bipartite graph G = (U, V, E) is the matrix A ∈ {0, 1}|U |×|V | with Ai,j = 1 iff {ui, vj} ∈ E.
Natural operations for biadjacency matrices include permutation and deletion of rows/columns.
Note that a matrix B that is obtained from A by these operations is the biadjacency matrix of an
induced subgraph of G. We call such a matrix B a submatrix of A.

Given values α, β, γ ∈ {0, 1}, we say that a matrix A ∈ {0, 1}m×n is a (α, β, γ)-matrix if it is
of the form:

Ai,j =


α if i < j,

β if i = j,

γ if i > j.

Observe that the square (α, β, γ)-matrices with α ̸= β correspond to the biadjacency matrices
of the graphs from the conclusion of Theorem 2 (and the binary complement of a half-graph).
Consequently, our result can be stated in the matrix language as follows.

Theorem 3. For every d ∈ N, there is c > 0 such that the following holds. Let A be a binary
matrix of VC-dimension at most d with at least n columns, no two of which are identical. Then
it contains a square (α, β, γ)-submatrix with α ̸= β of size nc × nc.

The VC-dimension of a matrix is defined in the next section.
1In an open problem session within Algomanet Workshop in September 2024, Warsaw.
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2.1 VC-dimension
The Vapnik–Chervonenkis dimension is a numeric parameter capturing the complexity of a set
system [33].

Definition 1 (VC-dimension of a set system). Consider a set system S = (U, F), where U is a
finite set and F is a family of subsets of U . We say that X ⊆ U is shattered if∣∣{X ∩ F : F ∈ F}

∣∣ = 2|X|.

The VC-dimension of the set system S, denoted by VC-dim(S), is the cardinality of the largest
shattered subset of U .

There are several natural set systems, whose VC-dimension is of our interest. For a graph
G, we have the system (V, {N(v) : v ∈ V }) of neighborhoods of G. More generally, for a matrix
A ∈ {0, 1}m×n, we consider the system of columns ([m], {A∗,j : j ∈ [n]}), where the column
A∗,j stands for the set {i ∈ [m] : Ai,j = 1}. Similarly, the matrix A has an associated system
of rows ([n], {Ai,∗ : i ∈ [m]}). Note that if A is the adjacency matrix of a graph G, then the
column and row systems of A are the same (as A is symmetric), and they agree with the system
of neighborhoods of G.

We use these systems to define the VC-dimension of graphs and matrices.

Definition 2 (VC-dimension of a graph). The VC-dimension of a graph G = (V, E), VC-dim(G),
is defined as the VC-dimension of the system (V, {N(v) : v ∈ V }) of neighborhoods of G.

Definition 3 (VC-dimension of a matrix). The VC-dimension of a matrix A ∈ {0, 1}m×n,
VC-dim(A), is defined as the maximum of the VC-dimensions the system of its columns ([m], {A∗,j :
j ∈ [n]}) and the system of its rows ([n], {Ai,∗ : i ∈ [m]}).

As hinted, the definition of the VC-dimension is consistent for a graph and its adjacency
matrix. Furthermore, the definitions also agree for a bipartite graph and its biadjacency matrix.

Observation 1. Let G be a graph and A its adjacency matrix, then VC-dim(G) = VC-dim(A).
Moreover, if G is bipartite and B is its biadjacency matrix, then VC-dim(G) = VC-dim(B).

VC-dimension is monotone with respect to taking submatrices (i.e. induced subgraphs) and
their complements.

Observation 2. If B is (the binary complement of) a submatrix of A (or its transposition), then
VC-dim(B) ≤ VC-dim(A).

2.2 Growth function
A closely related notion to VC-density is the growth function of a system.

Definition 4 (Growth function of a set system). Let S = (U, F), |U | = N, be a set system. The
growth function πS : [N ] → N is defined as

πS(n) = max
X⊆U,|X|=n

∣∣{X ∩ F : F ∈ F}
∣∣.

The classical Sauer-Shelah lemma states that systems of bounded VC-dimension have the
growth function bounded by a polynomial [28][29].

Theorem 4 (Sauer-Shelah lemma [28][29]). Let S = (U, F) be a set system of VC-dimension at
most d. Then for any set X ⊆ U of size n, we have

∣∣{X ∩ F : F ∈ F}
∣∣ ≤ Φd(n) :=

d∑
i=0

(
n

i

)
.
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2.3 Erdős-Hajnal property
As stated in the introduction, we say that a class of graphs C has the Erdős-Hajnal property if the
graphs from C admit polynomially large homogeneous sets. A recent theorem of Nguyen, Scott,
and Seymour that verifies the Erdős-Hajnal property for graphs of bounded VC-dimension [24]
plays a crucial part in our proof.

Theorem 5 ([24]). For every d ≥ 1, there exists e(d) > 0 such that every graph G on n vertices
of VC-dimension at most d contains a homogeneous set of size at least ne(d).

3 Proof
Given a matrix of VC-dimension at most d with at least n columns, no two of which are identical,
our goal is to find a square (α, β, γ)-submatrix with α ̸= β of polynomial size. The original proof
of Ding et al. is carried out in two steps. First, they obtain a square (α, β, ∗)-submatrix of the
given matrix with α ̸= β, where ∗ is a Joker (i.e. no restriction for entries below the diagonal). As
the second step, they apply the Ramsey theorem to an auxiliary graph to homogenize the lower
triangular matrix. Both steps shrink the matrix logarithmically.

In our case, we prove that the auxiliary graph constructed from a matrix of bounded VC-
dimension has bounded VC-dimension as well (Lemma 2). This allows us to perform the second
step from the (α, β, ∗)-submatrix to the (α, β, γ)-submatrix with polynomial dependency by The-
orem 5.

Moreover, we show that after a convenient preparatory step, it is possible to use the Ramsey
theorem, i.e. in our case Theorem 5, in the first step to obtain the (α, β, ∗)-submatrix. Indeed,
we initially produce a switch submatrix (Lemma 1), which allows us to choose the value β on the
diagonal after we obtain the value α above the diagonal from the Ramsey theorem (Lemma 3).
Then it remains to homogenize the values below the diagonal as mentioned above (Lemma 4).

3.1 Switch submatrix
We begin by defining the notion of a switch matrix. Then we show that under the assumptions of
Theorem 3, the given matrix contains a polynomially large switch submatrix.

Definition 5. A matrix A ∈ {0, 1}n×2n is a switch matrix of size n if it is of the following form:

(i) for all i ∈ [n], we have Ai,2i−1 = 0 and Ai,2i = 1,

(ii) for all i, j ∈ [n], i < j, we have Ai,2j−1 = Ai,2j .

The following important technical lemma says that in our setting of bounded VC-dimensions
we have polynomially large switch submatrices. We present the lemma in greater generality for
matrices whose column systems have the growth function bounded by a polynomial.

Lemma 1. Let A be a matrix whose system of columns has the growth function π(n) ≤ bna with
a ≥ 1, b > 0. Suppose A has n columns, no two of which are identical. Then A contains a switch
submatrix B of size at least zn1/a for any z < 1/(2 + b).

Proof. Starting from the empty submatrix B0, we greedily construct switch submatrices B1, B2, . . . ,
with Bi having size i. Each Bi+1 is obtained by extending Bi by a new row and two columns. We
only need to prove that we can run the process for at least zn1/a steps.

Suppose we have a switch submatrix Bi of A of size i that uses rows R and columns C from the
original matrix (likely in different order). For x ∈ {0, 1}R, let Γ(x) be the set of columns of A that
have the pattern x at rows R. To extend the submatrix Bi, we want to find a vector x∗ ∈ {0, 1}R

such that |Γ(x∗) \ C| ≥ 2. This is indeed sufficient: take distinct columns C, C ′ ∈ Γ(x∗) \ C. By
assumption, these columns differ at some row R, which certainly lies outside of R. Thus, we can
extend Bi by the row R and columns C, C ′ to form the submatrix Bi+1. To be precise, the last
column is the one of C or C ′ that has the value 1 in the row R. Clearly, the resulting submatrix
Bi+1 is then a switch matrix of size i + 1.
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It remains to show that such a vector x∗ ∈ {0, 1}R exists when extending the submatrix Bi

with i < zn1/a. By the assumption on the growth function, we have at most bia vectors x ∈ {0, 1}R

for which the set Γ(x) is non-empty. Therefore, the average size of a non-empty Γ(x)\C is at least

n − |C|
bia

= n − 2i

bia
>

n − 2zn1/a

b(zn1/a)a
= 1

bza

(
1 − 2z

n1−1/a

)
≥ 1

bz
(1 − 2z) > 1

as we need. Note that the last inequality is equivalent with the assumption z < 1/(2 + b).

We get an immediate corollary for matrices of bounded VC-dimension.

Corollary 1. Let A be a matrix of VC-dimension at most d with n columns, no two of which are
identical. Then A contains a switch submatrix B of size at least Ωd(n1/d).

Proof. By Theorem 4, the class of matrices of VC-dimension at most d has the growth function
bounded by Φd(n) ∈ Od(nd). The conclusion then follows from Lemma 1.

3.2 Upper graph and its VC-dimension
Here we define the notion of an auxiliary graph called upper graph associated to a square matrix
A. We prove that if A has bounded VC-dimension, the corresponding upper graph has bounded
VC-dimension as well.

Definition 6. Let A be a square matrix of size n. We call the graph G = ([n], {{i, j} : i <
j, Ai,j = 1}) the upper graph of the matrix A.

In other words, the upper graph of the matrix A is the graph G whose adjacency matrix agrees
with A in the entries above the diagonal.

Lemma 2. Let A ∈ {0, 1}n×n be a square (∗, 0, ∗)-matrix and G be the upper graph of A. For
any d ∈ N, we have that VC-dim(G) ≥ 2d implies VC-dim(A) ≥ d/2.

Conversely, for any d ∈ N, if VC-dim(A) ≤ d, then VC-dim(G) ≤ 4d + 1.

Proof. Let B be the adjacency matrix of G. The VC-dimension of G is at least 2d, which is
witnessed by a shattered set X = {v1 < · · · < v2d} ⊆ [n] of size d. Let Y = {u1 < · · · < u22d} ⊆ [n]
be the set of vertices whose neighborhoods witness that X is shattered.

We divide the set X into X1 = {v1 < · · · < vd} and X2 = {vd+1 < · · · < vk}. Moreover, we
split the set Y into Y1 = {ui ∈ Y : ui < vd} and Y2 = {ui ∈ Y : ui ≥ vd}. Certainly, one of
the sets Y1 or Y2 has size at least 22d−1. If |Y2| ≥ 22d−1, the submatrix C of B induced by the
rows X1 and columns Y2 lies entirely in the upper triangle of B, so it is a submatrix of A as well.
In the other case, if |Y1| ≥ 22d−1, the submatrix D of B induced by X2 × Y1 lies in the bottom
triangle of B. By symmetry of B, the transposition of D appears in the upper triangle of B and
hence also in A. The rest of the proof is then the same with the submatrix D⊤ instead of C and
with the role of rows and columns reversed.

Suppose that |Y2| ≥ 22d−1. As we argued in the previous paragraph, the submatrix C of B
induced by the rows X1 and columns Y2 is a submatrix of A as well. We claim that the rows X1 of
A, in particular the submatrix C, witness that VC-dim(A) ≥ d/2. The matrix C contains at least
22d−1/ 2d = 2d−1 distinct columns since it has at least 22d−1 columns in total and any pattern
may occur in at most 2|X2| = 2d of them. From Theorem 4, we obtain the inequality

2d−1 ≤ #distinct patterns on X1 ≤ ΦVC-dim(A)(d) =
VC-dim(A)∑

i=0

(
d

i

)
,

which implies that VC-dim(A) ≥ d/2.
The part “Conversely” is the contraposition with correct rounding that includes odd values of

VC-dim(G)d-1.
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3.3 Homogenization
In this part, we utilize Theorem 5 to first extract an (α, β, ∗)-matrix with α ̸= β from a switch
matrix and then an (α, β, γ)-matrix from the (α, β, ∗)-matrix. The polynomial dependency in
Theorem 5 ensures polynomial dependency in our statements.

Lemma 3. Let A be a switch matrix of size n of VC-dimension at most d. Then it contains
a square (α, β, ∗)-matrix with α ̸= β of size at least ne(4d+1), where e(·) is the function from
Theorem 5.

Proof. First, we consider the square (∗, 0, ∗)-submatrix B of A obtained by deleting all even
columns of A. Let G be the upper graph of B. By Observation 2 and Lemma 2, the VC-
dimension of G is at most 4d + 1. Theorem 5 then implies that G contains a homogeneous subset
of vertices X of size at least ne(4d+1). We consider the submatrix C of A with rows R = X, and
columns C = {2i − 1 : i ∈ X} if G[X] is a clique, resp. C = {2i : i ∈ X} if G[X] is an independent
set. Clearly, C is a square matrix of size at least ne(4d+1).

We claim that the matrix C is an (α, β, ∗)-matrix with α ̸= β. If G[X] is a clique, then for
each i, j ∈ X, i < j, we have that Ai,2j−1 = 1. Moreover, by definition of a switch matrix, we have
for all i ∈ X that Ai,2i−1 = 0. Therefore, the matrix C is a (1, 0, ∗)-matrix.

If G[X] is an independent set, then for each i, j ∈ X, i < j, we have that Ai,2j−1 = 0. Thus,
also Ai,2j = 0 by definition of a switch matrix. Moreover, we have for all i ∈ X that Ai,2i = 1.
Therefore, the matrix C is a (0, 1, ∗)-matrix.

Lemma 4. Let A be a square (α, β, ∗)-matrix of size n of VC-dimension at most d. Then it
contains a square (α, β, γ)-matrix with α ̸= β of size at least ne(4d+1), where e(·) is the function
from Theorem 5.

Proof. We proceed similarly as in the proof of Lemma 3, except that we construct the upper graph
from the transposition of the matrix A, resp. from the the binary complement of the transposition
if A is a (0, 1, ∗)-matrix (to formally complain with Lemma 2 by having 0 on the diagonal). By
applying Theorem 5, we obtain a square (α, β, γ)-submatrix of A with α ̸= β of size at least
ne(4d+1).

It remains to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3. By composing Corollary 1 with Lemmas 3 and 4, we obtain an (α, β, γ)-
diagonal submatrix with α ̸= β of polynomial size with the exponent

1
d

· e(4d + 1) · e(4d + 1),

where e(·) is the function from Theorem 5.

4 Remarks on tame classes
In recent years, much effort has been invested into combinatorial understanding of classical model-
theoretic notions such as stability and dependence with the aim to establish dividing lines between
tame and wild classes of finite structures [18][32][13]. These include the model-theoretic notions
of (monadic) stability, (monadic) dependence and combinatorial notion of bounded twin-width.
For their definitions please see [31][30][13][6], Figure 4 shows their inclusions. Considered folklore,
Theorem 1 plays an important role in this area. For example, it was one of the tools that
allowed Dreier, Mählmann, and Toruńczyk to characterize the forbidden subgraphs of monadically
dependent graph classes, yielding the first purely combinatorial definition of monadic dependence
[13].

The coarsest of these notions, dependence, implies bounded VC-dimension. Therefore, our
improvement in form of Theorem 2 applies for dependent classes of graphs and for all classes from
Figure 4. However, the more restricted classes allow for further improvements of Theorem 2 and
better bounds.
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Bounded VC-dim

Dependence

Monadic dependenceStability

Monadic stability Bounded twin-width

Figure 1: A diagram of various tameness notions and their inclusions.

In Corollary 1, we used Theorem 4 to bound the growth function of classes of bounded VC-
dimension. While Theorem 4 gives a polynomial bound on the growth function of the neighborhood
systems, also called neighborhood complexity, it is conjectured that the monadically dependent
classes admit an almost linear bound [12][13]. That is, that for graphs from the class C, the
growth function is bounded by bn1+ε for every ε > 0 so some constant b = b(ε, C). This is known
to be true for monadically stable classes [11]. For classes of bounded twin-width, the situation
is even more pleasant as the neighborhood complexity is linear as proved independently by [5]
and [26], with an essentially tight bound by [3]. Using these exponents in Lemma 1, we conclude
that graphs from classes of bounded twin-width admit a switch submatrix of a linear size, while
monadically stable classes admit a polynomial switch submatrix with the exponent 1 − ε for every
ε > 0.

Moreover, if the upper graph of the given matrix belongs to a tame class, we can reach better
bounds by substituting Theorem 5 by a more specific statement. It was implicitly proved by
Malliaris and Shelah [22, Theorem 3.5] that stable graph classes posses the Erdős-Hajnal property.
The bound was further improved in [23, Corollary 4.9] using only the milder assumption that the
graph class is edge-stable (that is, only the edge relation is required to be stable; not necessarily
all the definable relations). Furthermore, for the more restricted monadically stable graph classes,
it was recently proved that they possess the Erdős-Hajnal property with the exponent 1/2 − ε for
any ε > 0 [7, Corollary 62]. Notably, this says that there is a uniform Erdős-Hajnal exponent for
all monadically stable graph classes.

Speaking about stable classes, we should point out that we can further simplify the conclusion
of Theorem 2. Indeed, for each stable graph class there is a bound on the size of half-graphs that
can appear as subgraphs, which allows us to narrow the conclusion of Theorem 2 that the target
subgraph is either a matching or a co-matching.
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[32] Szymon Toruńczyk. “Flip-width: Cops and Robber on dense graphs”. In: 2023 IEEE 64th
Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS). IEEE, Nov. 2023, pp. 663–
700. doi: 10.1109/focs57990.2023.00045.

[33] Vladimir Naumovich Vapnik and Alexey Yakovlevich Chervonenkis. “On the Uniform Con-
vergence of Relative Frequencies of Events to Their Probabilities”. In: Theory of Probability
& Its Applications 16.2 (Jan. 1971), pp. 264–280. issn: 1095-7219. doi: 10.1137/1116025.

9

https://doi.org/10.4230/LIPICS.ICALP.2023.128
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejc.2003.10.004
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2407.19026
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00493-024-00095-2
https://doi.org/10.1090/s0002-9947-2013-05820-5
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgt.22209
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2312.15572
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2312.15333
https://doi.org/10.1109/lics56636.2023.10175719
https://doi.org/10.1112/plms/s2-30.1.264
https://doi.org/10.1016/0097-3165(72)90019-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0097-3165(72)90019-2
https://doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1972.41.247
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9781107415133
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9781139015417
https://doi.org/10.1109/focs57990.2023.00045
https://doi.org/10.1137/1116025

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	VC-dimension
	Growth function
	Erdős-Hajnal property

	Proof
	Switch submatrix
	Upper graph and its VC-dimension
	Homogenization

	Remarks on tame classes
	Acknowledgement

