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Abstract—Expander graphs have been a focus of attention logical overlapping and on the connection between them.

in computer science in the last four decades. In recent The notations and terminology used below will be ex-

years a high dimensional theory of expanders is emerging. plained in details in Sectioris] Il afd]ill
There are several possible generalizations of the theory o

of expansion to simplicial complexes, among them stand Recall that asimplicial complexX on a set of vertices

out coboundary expansion and topological expanders. It . . .
is known that for every d there are unbounded degree V is a collection of finite subsets df (called face$

simplicial complexes of dimensiond with these properties. closed under inclusion,_ e, iz € F € X the_n
However, a major open problem, formulated by Gromov, G € X. For F € X, dim(F) := |F| -1 and X is

is whether bounded degree high dimensional expanders, of dimensiond, if max{dim(F) | F € X} =d. Itis a
according to these definitions, exist ford > 2. We present pure simplicial complex of dimensiod if all maximal

an explicit construction of bounded degree complexes of S .
dimension d = 2 which are high dimensional expanders. faces (calledacet of X are of cardinalityl +1. Given

More precisely, our main result says that the2-skeletons Such a simplicial complex one can associate with it a
of the 3-dimensional Ramanujan complexes are topological hypergraphH = X with the set of verticed” and the
expanders. Assuming a conjecture of Serre on the congru- (hyper) edges offi are the facets ofX. So, H is a
ence subgroup property, infinitely many of them are also (d + 1)-uniform hypergraph. Given & + 1)-uniform
coboundary expanders. hypergraphH, one can associate with it a pure simplicial
Index Terms—high dimensional expanders, topological ex- complexX of dimensiond: X will be the collection of
panders, topological overlapping, Ramanujan complexes. all subsets of the (hyper) edges &t We see, therefore,

that uniform hypergraphs and pure simplicial complexes

are actually the same. It will be more convenient for us

|. INTRODUCTION to work with simplicial complexes.

In the last four decades expander graphs have playeéyen a finite simplicial complex of dimensiod, we
an important role in computer science (séé [9] arfdenote byX (i) the set of its faces of dimensian for
the references therein) and more recently also in pure= —1,0,1,---,d. So, X(-1) = {0}, X(0) =V -
mathematics (seé [14]). In the last few years a higfide vertices X (1) - the edgesX(2) - the triangles etc.
dimensional theory of expanders is starting to emergaveno € X (i), letc(o) = #{r € X(d) | o C 7} and
(see [15] and the references therein). This theory hag(c) = %' SlY dex(i) wt(o) = 1.

already found some applications in computer science 1“_

(e.g. property testing [11]), combinatorics (e.g. randofet C* = C*(X,F2) be thei-cochains ofX over F,
simplicial complexes [13],[22]), computational geomel-€., theFs vector space of all functiong : X (i) — F..
try ([23]) and in topology (overlapping properti€s [7]).Every such anf can be considered also as a subset of
Among the possible extensions of the notion of exX (i). Letd;: C* — C**! be thei-coboundary map,
panders to high dimensional simplicial complexes stand .

out the notions ofopological expanderandcoboundary N = D> flo), forTeX(i+1).
expansionwhose definition is a bit technical and needs oEToeX(i)

the language of cohomology, but it has already been.
proven to be useful in all these areas.). Itis well known (and easy to prove) thafo d;—, = 0,

hence B{(X,F2) = Imag€d;_1), the i-coboundary
Let us elaborate on coboundary expanders, on the tofspace, is contained iz (X,Fy) = Ker(§;), the i-
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cocyclespace. The quotient spadé’ = Z‘/B' is the 2) We say thatX has thee-topological overlapping
i-cohomologygroup of X. propertyif the same conclusion holds for evefy
and everyf, where this timef is any continuous

If X is of dimensionl, i.e., X is a graph, one can extension off to a map fromX to RY.

easily check thaBB® = {0,1} (wherel is the constant
function) and H° = 0 if and only if X is connected.
Moreover,B! is exactly the collections of "cuts” ok,
namely, if f € CY (so f can be thought of as a subsét
of V.= X(0)), 6(f) is E(A, A), the set of edges from
A to its complement.

A family of d-dimensional pure simplicial complexes is
a family of geometric (resp. topological) expandefs
they have the-geometric (resp. topological) overlapping
property for the same > 0.

Finally, observe that the weight function aki(i) in- Clearly topological expanders are geometric expanders.
duces a "norm” onC*(X,F,) defined by:||f|| := Expander graphs have the topological overlapping prop-
doeswt(o). If f € C'(X,Fs), we denote[f] := erty. Indeed, iff : V — R maps the vertices o¥/

[+ BY(X,Fy), i.e., the coset off modulo B/(X,F>) into the real line, then a point € R which is chosen
and the norm of the cosgif]|| :== min{||g|| | g € [f]}. so that half of f(V) is abovez and half below, is
One can easily checks thd{f]|| is actually equal to covered by a constant fraction of the images of the edges.
"the distance” betweerf and B*(X,F) in terms of the Thus, the overlapping property can also be considered
norm|| - ||. as an extension of expansion from graphs to simplicial

Definition 1.1. Let X be a finited-dimensional simpli- complexes.

cial complex and) < i < d—1. Thei-th Fo-coboundary A classical result of Boros and Fiiredi [2] (far= 2)

expansiore; of X is defined as and Barany|[1] (for general > 2) asserts that there
existseg > 0 such that given any se® of n points in

€ = min{||5if|| If € CP\ B, RY, there exists: € R? which is contained in at least
LA eq-fraction of the(,” ) simplicies determined by. So,

Barany'’s theorem is the statement titsy” - the com-
A family {X,}.ca of d-dimensional pure complexes isplete d - dimensional simplicial complex on vertices
called e-coboundary expander($) there existse > 0 of dimensioni-are geometric expanders. Gromov proved
such thate; (X,) > € for every0 < i < d—1 and every the remarkable result, that they also have the topological
ac A overlapping property! (The reader is encouraged to think
about the casd = 2 to see how non-trivial is this result
The reader is encouraged to check the case in whiichand even somewhat counter intuitive!)

is a 1-dimensional simplicial complex, i.e., a graph. lnThere are several methods to show ”

this casec is equal to the normalized Cheeger constant geom?tnc overlap-
of the graph. ping”. On the other hand, all the results on "topological

overlapping” are derived via the following theorem of
The notion of coboundary expanders is (essentially) dé&omov, which makes a connection between coboundary
to Linial-Meshulam [18] and Gromov [7] (see also [22fexpansion and topological expanders.

and [4]). But, there are other ways to generalize expan

graphs to hypergraphs dle}rﬁeorem 1.3 (coboundary expanders are topological

expanders) ([7], see [12] for a simplified proof) If
We pass now to "overlapping properties” and to geomef is a finite simplicial complex of dimensiaf) with

ric and topological expanders. €i(X) > e > 0 for everyi = 0,---,d — 1, then X

e o . . has¢'-topological overlapping property for son#€ > 0
Definition 1.2. Let X be a finite d-dimensional pure depending onl and e.

simplicial complex.

So, coboundary expanders are topological expanders
(and hence also geometric expanders). The comglete
dimensional complexes om vertices ¢ fixed, n — o)

are coboundary expanders (this was proved [in [22]
and [7] independently). Similarly, the finite spherical
buildings are coboundary expanders| ([7], see€l [18] for

1) We say thatX has thee-geometric overlapping
propertyif for every mapf : X(0) — R, there
exists a point: € R? which is covered by at least
e-fraction of the images of the faces ¥(d) under
f, wheref is the unique affine extension ¢fto a
map fromX to R%.



a proof and a generalization to base-transitive matroid§erre’s conjecture on the congruence subgroup property,
In [I7] a random model of2-dimensional simplicial then we get also an affirmative answer to Quesfioh 1.5
complexes is given, with a completeskeleton, based for d = 2. More details will be given in Sectidn 1V and
on latin squares. This gives coboundary expanders $éction V. Let us now give only the main points.

boundededgesdegree. But all the known examples so .
far have unbounded vertex degree. In [[7], Gromov suggested that the Ramanujan complexes

(see [19]) of dimensior2 have the topological overlap-
This raise the very basic question of the existence pfng property, and proved a partial result in this direction
high dimensional bounded degree expandersit is (To be more precise, he proved this property when
interesting to compare this with the one dimensionah Definition[I.J is assumed to be at mostto 1, for
case, i.e., graphs. boundedk). We fell short from proving this, but we

It is trivial to show that the complete graphs are e)grove.

panders. Barany’s theorem is exactly the statement tidieorem 1.6. Let ¢ be a sufficiently large prime power,
the complete complexes are geometric expanders, affl let /7 = F,((¢)), the field of Laurent power series
Gromov’s deep result gives that they are also topologicaver the finite field?,. Let {Y,}.c4 be the family o8-
expanders. It is less trivial that there are families of extimensional non-partite Ramanujan complexes obtained
pander graphs of bounded degree, but by now, there i§@m the Bruhat-Tits building associated withG: L, ()
good number of methods to show that: random methodsge [19], [20]). For each suchy,, let X, = Ya@) -
property ("), Ramanujan conjecture, the zig-zag produ¢he 2-skeleton ofY,,. Then, the family of-dimensional
and interlacing polynomials (see [16[.] [9]]21] and thesimplicial complexe X,}.ca is an infinite family of
references therein). topological expanders of degré&(¢®) (i.e., every vertex
iﬁ contained in at mos®(q¢®) simplicies).

In the higher dimensional case the situation is muc
more difficult and very little is known in this direction. IP spite of the fairly abstract formulation of Theor&m 1.6,

The only case in which there are satisfactory answers o . X
. ) o et us stress that it gives an explicit construction of
the case of geometric expanders: [l [6] it is shown b . ; X
. : xamples of topological expanders. A detailed descrip-
random and explicit methods that geometric expanders . )
. iI0n of the Ramanujan complexé§’'s of the theorem,
of bounded degree do exist. But the examples there are : . e
. . as Cayley complexes of dimensi@nof specific finite
not coboundary expanders and it is not known if they are

topological expanders. The following two basic problem%rouDS PSL.‘l(q.) n ou’r>ocasse) .W'thg eXpIIC't”SEtS of
were left open: generators, is given in_[20, Section 9]. Recall thaf-a

dimensional Cayley complex of a groudp with respect
Question 1.4. (Gromov [7]) For a fixedd > 2, is there to a symmetric set of generator$s is the simplicial
an infinite family of d-dimensionalbounded degree complex whose set of vertices i and fori < d,
topological expander® {g0,- -, gi} forms ani-face if for every0 <t # s <1,

g; 'gs € S. This is a clique complex of the Cayley graph
Cay(G : S), of dimensiond. The X,’s are simply the
2-skeletons ot} ’s, i.e., ignoring the3 simplices. So, the
X,’s are Cayley complexes of dimensi@n Presenting

the details of the exact construction requires a lot of
Here by bounded degree we always mean that evel¥tation, so we refer the reader fo [20].
vertex is contained in a bounded number of faces.

Question 1.5. (see [4]) For a fixedd > 2, is there an
infinite family of d-dimensionalbounded degreelF,-
coboundary expander®

of h 3 sh h " In Section[IV we will elaborate on Ramanujan com-
course, T eqrerﬁl_ Il sI ows tl gt a p_osmve aNSWEfoyes and in SectiorS]V afidlvl we sketch the oroof.
to QuestiorL Lb implies also an affirmative answer t rucial ingredients in the proofs are the facts that the

Questior L#. The questions have been completely OP#lkeleton ofY, is nearly a Ramanujan graph and the
even for random methods.

links of Y, are coboundary expanders.

Tl?e rr?am go?lf of this paper is to announce andf%e only mention here that the main technical tools are
sketch a proof for a positive answer to Quesfion 1.4 fqfa, . “isoperimetric inequalities. Such inequalities are

d = 2. This gives the first examples of high dlrT‘ens'o"""]Jelevant to classical and quantum error correcting codes

bounc_ied degree topol_oglcal expanders. Along the w ompare with([[25] and_[8]). In fact, our first motivation
we will also see that if one accepts a special case

study these inequalities came from coding theory. We



hope to come back to this direction in future works. "norm” such that||a|| = 0 iff a =0 and||a; + az]] <

) ) + for o, s € CH(X,Fy).
Here we should stress that in general tkig’'s in the lloal} + fle|] a2 ( 2)

theorem arenot F»-coboundary expanders. This is dué cochaina € Ci(X,Fy) is called minimal if it is of

to the fact (see[[10] for a proof) that it is possible thaminimal norm within its clas§a] modulo B (X, F5),
H'(X,,Fs) # 0, while for coboundary expandets, i.e.,||a|| = [|[a]||. Itis calledlocally minimalif for every
the i-cohomology group oveF, of X must vanish for v € X(0), «, is @ minimal cochain irC*=1(X,,Fs). A

0 < i < dimX. On the other hand, our proof will showminimal cochain is always locally minimal, but not vice
that this is the only obstacle for our complex&s to versa.

be coboundary expanders. . ,
. y exp The coboundary map = 6; : C* — C*t! is defined as

Now, if the arithmetic lattices used in [20] to construct
the Rammanujan complex&g in TheoreniL6 (the so d()(F) = Z a(G)
called "Cartwright-Steger lattices”) satisfy the congru- GER|GI=IF|-1

ence subgroup property, then one can deduce that {ghena € C* and F € Ci*!. It is easy to check that
infinitely many of the X,’s, H'(X,,F,) does vanish. Si4100; = 0. Hence, B = Im(6;_1) C Z¢ = Ker(s;).
These X,’s are therefore also coboundary expandefghe quotient groupZi/B' = H'(X,F,) is the i-th
of dimension2. According to a well known general cohomology group of{. The elements oB! (resp.Z?)
conjecture of Serre [24, p.489)], the Cartwright-Stegejre calledi-coboundaries (resp-cocycles).

arithmetic groups, being lattices in high rank Lie groups,

should indeed satisfy the congruence subgroup propeiye can now define thé-expansione;(X) of X with
The general conjecture of Serre has been proven rgspect to the norn.||.

most cases, but unfortunately, not yet for the Cartwrighfefinition 11.1. .

Steger lattices. So, in summary, assuming Serre’s conjec-

ture (in fact, a very special case of it and furthermore,1) (F,-coboundary expansion) Far=0,1,---,d—1,

a weak form of it for this special case-see|[10]) our denote

work gives a positive answer also to Questiod 1.5 for |16:]] . ‘

d = 2. Unconditionally, we give a positive answer to € (X) := min{ ||[:1]|| |aeC'\ B'}

Questio L# ford = 2. More details are given in Section .

5 and a full proof in [10]. When[a] = o+ B* and ||[o]|| = min{||7|| | 7 €
(o]}

Il. F5-COBOUNDARY EXPANSION 2) (Fy-cocycle expansion) Foi = 0,1,---,d — 1,

denote

To any finite simplicial complex one associates a geo- I Tl i\ i

metric realization, which is obtained by gluing the affine €(X) = min{ [[{a}] lacC\ 27

simplicies along common faces. So one can talk about _ i R

affine and continuous functions oX. \{\gﬁn{o‘} =a+ 2" and|{a}|| = min{||y|| | v €

The i-skeletonof X is the sub-complexX(® .= . , -

Uo1<;<:X(j). Givenr € X(i), the link of X at 7 3) (()cgﬂl!hzgdci(;nstant) The-th cofilling constant ofX,,

denoted X, is the collection of all sets of the form
o\ 7, whereg € X and7 C o. Thus, X, is a
complex of dimension difiX ) —dim(7) -1 =d—i—1.
In particular, for a vertex, the link X, of v is of
dimensiond — 1. A cochaina € C*(X,F2) defines a
cochaina, € C'~'(X,,F2) by o, (0 \ {v}) := a(o) for If {X;};c; is a family of d-dimensional simplicial
o € X (i) containingv. complexes withe; (X ;) > € (resp.€;(X;) > ¢) for some
e > 0 and every0 < i < d—1 and everyj € J,

1
1511

pi(X) 1= M gepiti{ 75 MiNyeci sa—plll}

For o de i((z‘),genoteccja) = r € X(d)t| 7 % we say that this is a family ofoboundary expanders
7} and wt(o) := Toix@l >° Doex(p wio) = (resp.cocycle expandeysNote that{ X } jc ; is a family
1. For « € C"(X,F;) we define |[|a|]|] := of cocycle expanders iff there exisid € R such that

ZUEX(i),a(U);ﬁO wt(o). One easily checks thdlt|| is a u;(X;) < M for everyi =0,--- ,d—1 andj € J.



We believe (see below) that Ramanujan complexes aré&) For every0 <i <d—1, u;(X) < p.
cocycle expanders but it is shown in [10] that in general

they arenot coboundary expanders. 2) Forevery0 <i<d—1andevery € Z'(X, Fy) \

B'(X,Fa), [la|| > 7.
Note also that fori = —1, X(—1) = {0} and hence

BY = {0,1}, wherel is the constant function. On theThen there exists: =
other handB! is the set of all "cuts” in the -skeleton of topological overlapping.
X. Indeed, ifa € CY, thena is a characteristic function

of some subsetl of V' = X (0) and one easily see thatln other words, a family ofd-dimensional expanders
§(a) € C' is exactly the set of edges from to A. which are cocycle expanders and satidfay "linear systolic
Moreover, the coset ofr modulo B°, namelya + B° inequality” forms a family of topological expanders. The
consists of two elementst and a4+ 1 or in terms of reader may note that the systolic conditibh (2) for graphs
subsetsA and A. Recall that the Cheeger constant of aneans that even if the graph is not connected, every

c(d, u,m) so that X has c-

graph is, by definition,

|E(A,A)]

h(X) = min@#AcV,lAg% A

One can now easily check:

Proposition I1.2. The following hold:

1) For0<i<d-1,¢ > 0iff H(X,Fy) = 0. In
particular, H* = 0 for coboundary expanders.

2) Alwaysp; = El So if H(X,Fy) = 0 thene; = &;

andui:é.

3) For a regular graph X, €(X) =
[X(0)] mi [E(AA]  _ [X(0)]
XOMNsacy,ja<—1ar - = M) Ea)

where E(A, A) is the set of edges from to A.
S0,¢p(X) is the normalized Cheeger constant.

connected component is large (and, in particular, there
are only bounded number of connected components).
Indeed, this plus conditio[ (1), which as said before,
ensures that every connected component is an expander,
suffice to deduce topological overlapping for graphs.

For a proof of Theorem 11T]1 se€ [12]. Note thatAf =
0 for everyi = 0,---,d — 1, condition [2) above is
vacuous and Theorem 111.1 is the same as Thedren I.3.

IV. | SOPERIMETRIC INEQUALITIES FORRAMANUJAN
COMPLEXES

A finite connectedk-regular graphY is called aRa-
manujan graphif every eigenvalue\ of the adjacency
matrix A = Ay of Y satisfies eitherlA\| = k& or
|[A| < 2k — 1. By Alon-Boppana Theorem, these are

the optimal expanders (at least from a spectral point of
Proposition 1.2 explains why we can consider th&s  view). See for example [16] and the references therein,
as expansion constants of. In a way €; capture a for explicit construction of such graphs as quotients of
situation which for graphs means that the graph is ntite Bruhat-Tits tree3;(F) associated with the group
necessarily connected, but each connected componenP& L, (F) when F is a local field (e.gQ,-the p-adic
an expander. numbers orF,((t))). Ramanujan graphs are obtained
by taking the quotients of3;(F') modulo the action
of suitable congruence subgroupsof an arithmetic
cocompact discrete subgroupléttice)'y of PG Lo (F).

IIl. TOPOLOGICAL OVERLAPPING

In Sectiorl) we saw Gromov's Theor_.l.3 saying th he above theory and constructions have been gen-
coboundary expanders are topological expanders. For . d : .
. o ; : eralized to the higher dimensional case. Inl[19] the
Ramanujan complexes, it is possible that # 0, and . . ; -
. notion of Ramanujan complexes was defined and explicit

so they are in generalot coboundary expanders. It was

noted by Kaufman and Wagnér [12] that one may giVceonstructlons of suchi-dimensional complexes were

. . .ﬁ]iven in [20]. This time the compleX is obtained as
a more general version of Gromov's Theorem that WI% quotient of the Bruhat-Tits building associated with
also work whenH® # 0. If H* # 0, then one should 9 g

: o : " GLg4+1(F), modulo the action of a suitable congruence
assume a linear systolic inequality (conditioh (2) below ; ) . .
for the non-triviali-cocycles ofZ*(X,Fy). Here is the ubgroupl” of an arithmetic latticd’ in PG'Lay1(F).

theorem in its stronger form In [20] a specific arithmetic latticé'y was used. This

' is the remarkable lattice constructed by Cartwright and
Theorem Ill.1. Let X be ad-dimensional pure simpli- Steger([8] which acts simply transitive on the vertices of
cial complex of dimensiod and0 < p,n7 € R. Assume the building.



To keep the exposition simple we will work only with ande,, are black and white edges, respectively,

those congruence subgroupslaf which destroy com- thenwt(ep) = O - wi(e,) Where® = (;2;%
pletely the coloring of the building (this is an analogue Each triangle ofY has two black edges and
of the non-bipartite case of Ramanujan graphs - see a one white and it lies iy + 1 pyramids (since
discussion in[[b]). Whenl'y is the Cartwright-Steger each edge o, is in ¢ + 1 triangles). Thus,
arithmetic lattice, there are infinitely many congruence every vertex ofY” lie on O(¢°) triangles.

subgroups of'y with this property([20], so the associated
complexB\I' is non-partite (see [5]).

The reader is referred to these papers (and to a mdke can now state the main technical result of this paper.

reader friendly description in_[15]) for more detailsyp . qom V1. Eix 0 (e g > _ 3
and references. Rather than repeating the definition of; , _ IF &(t)) ;13>i BitF')qthe g?dimeal(io)rzél
= F, ,

Ramanujan complexes, let usgive her_ethe few propertigs \hat-Tits building associated WittPGL4(F), and
of such complexes that we will be using. Y = T'\B a non-partite Ramanujan complex. There

AssumeY is a finite non-partite Ramanujan complex ofXiSt 710, 71,72, €0, €1, €2 all greater than( such that:
dimensiond obtained as a quotient d8,,1(F) where If a € C'(Y,F3) is a locally minimal cochain with
F is a local field with residue fieldf,. The relevant |lall < i then|d;(a)|| > eilla]|. These constants may
properties are the following: depend of; but not onY’.

(A) Thel-skeletonY ™ of Y is ak-regular graph For iy we could taken, = 1, i.e., this is true for
whenk = Zle (d;‘l)q, where (d“i“l)q is the everya € CY (as anyway|la|| < 1, and if « is
number of subspaces &' of dimensioni. locally minimal then even|a|| < 3). This is basically
The non trivial eigenvalues\ of Ay, sat- saying that the 1-skeleton is an expander. This is not so

isfy |\ < Z;‘i—l (d-l_—l)qi(dgl’i)_ Thus, [A| < for and_nQ. In [1Q], it is sr11own that it is2 possible
c(d)kz whenc(d) depends only on. that for¥” in Theorenl IV, H_(V, IFQ).andH (¥, FQ.)
(B) The link Y, of every vertexs is isomorphic to be non zero. Hence, Theordm 1V.1 is not true without
the flag complex ofFj’“l. This is the complex some assumptions such ﬁ_& | < n;. In particular,Y
of dimensiond — 1 whose vertices are all and evenX — Y, are in general not C(_)boundary
the non-trivial proper subspaces Bf+! and expanders. We are stlll_ a_ble to show thﬁt_ls aco-
{wo,--- ,w;)} forms ani-cell if, possibly after cycle ex.pander and satlsf.|es a linear gystollc inequality.
reorderinguw, C wy C -+ C w;. Hence, it has the topological overlapping property (due
' ! to Theoren(III.1); see SectidnlV below. It should be
dgentioned, however, that this is the only obstacle, i.e.,
if HY(X,F3)(= HY(Y,F3)) = 0 then X is also a
coboundary expander.

Let us spell out the properties for the case we are m
interested in this paper - th® dimensional Ramanujan
complexes. So heré = 3 and we have

) _ A Now, by a general conjecture of Serre [[24] (which
(A3) YU is the k-regular graph withk = (1)q *+  has been proven in many cases!) the Cartwright-Steger
(;‘)q + (;f)q = 2q::11 + q;jll - Z;j ~ ¢*, and lattice satisfies the congruence subgroup property. Unfor-
every eigenvalug of Ay, is eitherk or |A\| < tunately, the conjecture is still open for the Cartwright-
cq?. Steger lattice, or for all the other arithmetic lattices
(B3) The link Y, of a vertex is isomorphic to the coming from division algebras. Anyway, if one would
flag complex ofIF‘q*. It has therefore vertices assume Serre’s conjecture for the Cartwright-Steger lat-
of 3 types M, U M, U Ms; (corresponding tice, then there are infinitely many’s as above with
to subspaces df? of dimension,2,3). The H'(Y,F2) =0 (see [10] for a proof).
degree of the vertices /5 is 2(¢+ 1), while
those inM; U M3 have degre@(q? + ¢ + 1).
This means thatt” has edges of two types:Corollary IV.2. Assuming Serre’s conjecture on the
"black” - the ones correspond td/; U M3, congruence subgroup property for the Cartwright-Steger
such an edge lies oR(¢> + ¢ + 1) triangles lattices, then forg > 0 (i.e. ¢ > qo = q0(3)) , there are
and "white” - those correspond &/, and each infinitely many Ramanujan complex&s quotients of
of them lies on2(q + 1) triangles. Thus, i,  B4(F), such thatX = Y(?) are coboundary expanders.

Hence,



We postpond the sketch of the proof of TheordemlIV.Part [2) of Theoreni II[11 is proven. In fact we prove

to Section[Vl and show first how the main theoremalong the way also a linear systolic lower bound for

TheorenB, can be deduced from TheofemlIV.1.  everya € Z2(Y, F,), even though, this is not needed
for Theoren{TIL1.

To prove part [([1) we argue as follows: Let ¢
THX,Fy) = B™L(Y,F2) (i = 0,1). We have to
how that there existae € C* with §;(a) = 3 and

V. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Recall the notations of the main theorem (Theokem 1.6

We have to show thatY = X, the 2-skeleton of
Y — Y,, the Ramanujan complex of dimensién has || < #|A]| for somey > 0. Arguing as before we can

place3 by a locally minimal cochaim which is still in
the topological overlapping property with a constadrleZJr1 ||ﬂ|| < |15 andj—f — 5:() with |7 < e 18]
that may depend ol but not ona. As explalned in ¢ h q q h
Sectior(1V¥, every vertex of” lies onO(q) edges and or some constant;, whenc; depends neither ol nor

on O(¢°) triangles. So for a fixed, we will get a family ©" /- Note now that for every: € C*, [lal| < 1 Now, if

of bounded degree topological expanders. [15]| > n:, then there is nothing to prove, as we can take

p > = So assumg|B|| < n;; in this casel||| < 7,

To achieve the goal, we will prove that satisfies and hence by Theoremmz“(ﬁ)” > ¢]|8]|. But,
conditions [(1) and[{2) of Theorem IIl.1 with constants; ¢ pi+1, hence§1+1(ﬁ) = 0. This, implies that3 = 0.
1 andn independent ot (but may depend op). We saw that3 — 8 = &;(v) with ||v|| < ¢1]|8], S0 now
Lemma V.1. If o € C*(Y,Fs) then there existsi € (@) of TheoreniIll.1 is also verified. Theordm]l.6 now

a+Bi(Y,F,) such tha@ is locally minimal||a|| < ||a|| follows.

and o — a = §;_1(v) for somey € C71(Y,Fs) with

[[7]] < ¢l|e||, where the constantmay depend og but VI. | SOPERIMETRIC INEQUALITIES- THE
not onY. 2-DIMENSIONAL CASE

Proof: If « is locally minimal, there is nothing to What is left in order to deduce the main theorem is to
prove. If it is not, then at some vertex, a, is not prove Theoreni IVI1 - the isoperimetric inequalities for
minimal, i.e., there exists, € C*~2(Y,,Fy) such that the 3-dimensional Ramanujan complexes. These proofs
[|aw+di—2(7)|| < |law]|. Let#y be the(i—1)-cochain of are somewhat long, technical and complicated. We keep
Y with 4 equal to, on all the(i —1)-cells containingy  these proofs for the full version of the paper|[10]. What
(i.e.,7, = ) and zero elsewhere, so thjshas at most we give here is a complete proof of a baby version
c1(q) (i — 1)-cochains. Them = o + §;_1(%) satisfies of TheorenIV.1, namely, the isoperimetric inequalities
[la/|| < ||leef]- If @ is locally minimal we stop and take for Ramanujan complexes of dimensi@n This will
a = o. If not, we continue the process. Let us note thallustrate the main idea of the proof of Theorém 1V.1,
when we "correct’a at a vertexv, we may destroy it in a saving a lot of the technical difficulties. At the end of
neighboring vertexw. Still, the process terminates sincehe proof for the2-dimensional case, we will explain
each time the new has a strictly smaller norm than thebriefly the challenges arising in dimensién So here
norm of the previousy. The number of possible valueswe prove the following:
of the norm in the process is at mo(Hl) X(d)|]|el]-
Now, each "move” change: by ¢;_1(%) when#¥ has a
bounded support. So altogethér— « = §;_1(v) when
|v] < ca(q)|a|. Thus,||y]| < es]|e||, for some constant
depending only ony.

Theorem VI.1. Let ¢ > 0 (i.e. ¢ > g0 = qo(2)),

F =TF,((t)), B= Bs(F) the 2-dimensional Bruhat-Tits
building associated wittPG L3 (F') andY a non-partite
Ramanujan quotient d§. Then there existo, 71, €o, €1,

all greater than zero such that: Far € C*(Y,F5) a lo-
We need to show thatX of Theorem[I1® satisfies cally minimal cochain with|c|| < n;, [|d;(a)[| > eif|c]].
Conditions [1) and[{2) of Theorem 1I.1. Let €

C{(X,Fy) = CU(Y,F3). Assume||a|| < n;, wheren; Remark: We will see below that, in fact, foi = 0,

is from Theorem IV, then|a|| < =;, and by this we do not need the assumptifia|| < 1o (or we can
theorem||8;(@)|| > €;||@||. Now, if « was inZ(Y,F;) takeno =1 as in this cas¢|| is always at most). If

to start with, then so igt , henced; (&) = 0. This is a we would prove Theorem VII1 also far= 1 without
contradiction unlesg = 0, so,a € Bf, and therefore the assumptiori|a|| < 1, then it would follow that
alsoa € B!, i.e., «a is a trivial cocycle. This shows Y itself is a coboundary expander and hence also a
that for all non-trivial cocyclesx of Z¢, ||a|| > n;. topological expander. But, as shown [n][10], for some



Y’s, H'(Y,F;) # 0. This implies that in general 2) The Cheeger constah{X) satisfies:
Theorem[VI.1 is not true without the assumption that \E(W, W) A (X)
lla|| < m. (Indeed, takea to be a locally minimal h(X) :=minycy —————te >
representative of a non-trivial cocycle #t (Y, F»), then min([ W[, W) 2
d1(a)) = 0). It is still very much plausible thal” is a
topological expander, but this is still open. This is the g

reason that we had to move to theskeleton of the3- E(W) = 1(k|W|—E(W W) < l(k—KM(X))IWI
dimensional Ramanujan complex. 2 ’ — 2 V|

We now prove Theorem VIl1. We recall the propertie%em_ma VI.3. Fori =0, 1,2,3denote byl the number
of Y we are using: of triangles ofY which contain exactly edges fromy.

Then,

3) If X is k-regular thenE (W) := E(W, W) satisfies:

(43) The 1-skeletony () of Y is ak-regular graph
of degreeQ = (7) + (3), = 2(¢° + ¢ + 1),
and every eigenveﬁuﬁe of Ay is eitherQ or  2) [01(c)| =t1 + 3.
Al < 6q. .

(B2) The link Y, of a vertex is the flag complex 3) ey By (aw,@)] =2t + 2t2.

of ]QFg This is the bipartite graph Witf@_ = Here we considery,, which is the set of edges
2(¢°+q+1) points of degreg+1 of the "lines  14chingy, as a set of vertices of the lifK,. By @y we

versus points” of the projective pla®®(Fy), denote its complement there af, (., @,) is the set
so every edge o’ lies in ¢ + 1 triangles. The ¢ edges fromu, to @s.

non trivial eigenvalues ofly, are+,/q.

1) t1+ 2t +3t3 = (¢ + 1)|al.

Proof: For (1) we recall that every edge lies g1

The proof of the first part of the theorem, i.é.= 0, . ; . : .
is the same as the (by now standard) argument thtg ngles and a triangle which contributestfaontainsi

guotients of a group with propert§y’ are expanders. edges from. Part [2) is simply the definition ofy (a),

We skip this part. Again, for full details seB [10]. Wewhlch is the set of all triangles containing an odd number

concentrate on = 1, which is the main novelty of of edges froma. For (3) we argue as follows.

the current paper. To this end, fix > 0 and assume If A = {vg, v, v2} is a triangle ofY’, then it contributes
o € CI(Y, FQ), with ||Oé|| < m, i.e., |Oé| < %, an edge aYvk ({Uk} = {vi,vj,vk}\{vi,vj}). This is the
whenn = |Y(0)]. edge betweeR, ;, = (v;,vx) ande; = (vj,vg) When

e considere; ,, ande; , as vertices of,, . This edge

ill be in By, (cw,,a,) if and only if exactly one of
o ) ) eik €5k} IS IN o, A case by case analysis of the four
be a finite cc_)nnected_grapm = A§ Its adja2cency éossibflitiizs shows that if\ has eithef or 3 edges from
ma_trlx andA its laplacian, i.e.A : L*(X) — L*(X) « then A does not contribute anything to the left hand
defined byA(f)(v) = deg(v)f(v) =3, f(y) where g, "5 the other hand, if it has eitheor 2 edges, it
the sum is over t_he neighborsaflf X is k-regular then contributes2 to the sum. This proves the lemma. &

A = kI — A. It is well known that the eigenvalues of
A (and A) are intimately connected with the expansiofrix now a smalle > 0 to be determined later and define:
properties ofX. We will use the following result due to
Alon and Milman [16, Prop 4.2.5].

We first recall some properties of (one dimensiona\Y}//
expander graphs that we will be using. L§t= (V, E)

Definition VI1.4. A vertexv of Y is called thin with

respect toa if |au,| < (1 — e)% and thick otherwise

Proposition VI.2. Let A = A\ (X) be the smallest (note that by our local minimality assumptidn,,| <

positive eigenvalue oh. for everyv). DenoteW = {v € V = Y(0)| Je €
awthev € e}, R = {v € W]jovthin}, S = {v €
1) For every subsetV C V, W1 v thick}.
\E(W, )| > |W||W|)\1(X)’ Letr =3 cplau] ands =37, g au|. As every edge
V| in « contributes2 to r + s we get the following:

where E(W, W) denotes the set of edges frdi Lemma VLS. r+s = 2|af

to its complementV'. Lemma VI.6.



2\0¢| — _4e

1) For everyv € V, |Ey, (o, @) > 4(¢+ 1 — edges ofa, hence|S| < i—02 = Toa" Proposi-
Va)law]. tion VL2 implies therefore (when [Y(0)])
2) If v is thin, then| By, (o, @7)| > &g 41 -
E®] < 5@- " D))s| (5)
Proof: As mentioned in(By), the link Y, is the ) %
"line versus points” graph of the projective plane. It is < Q- u(Q —6q))|S]| (6)
a (¢ + 1)-regular graph whose eigenvalues aré; + 1) ? n

and+,/q. Hence, A\ (Y,) = (¢ + 1) — \/g. Partld1 now = ~(Q1- @) |S|)|3| @)
n

follows from Proposition VI.R, and similarly par 2m ? 5]

We can deduce < §(Q— 6q)|S]| (8)
Lemma VI.7. 2t + 2ty > (¢ + 1 — /g)la| + &(¢ + < }( lo| 69)|S| )
1—/q)r. 2'(1—¢€)n

Proof: 2t1 + 2t = > oy By, (o, @). The last Recall, that|a| < % and hence |E(S)| <

ing: 2Q 4| 12
equals to the followir g: (8(1 ST +3q) a |E)\ — |a|((1 2 (1 - + = q) )
|

= Ey, (0w, %) + > cs By, (o, @ 1
Z({fj? Yj_(l 2ves : ( ) 22; Proof: (of TheoremVI.1) We can now finish the
(¢+1=var+30a+1-va)s proof of Theorem[VLIL. Choose > 0 such that
= %(q +1-yg)(r+s)+5(@+1—yqr (3) T—rarey < 1 and then assume thqtis sufficiently
= (¢+1—=Valal+5(@+1-/q@r (4) large such that—7a7 + 12q)Q —¢ < 1, for
someé > 0. This now means by Lemnm [@a V1.9 that at
In the first equation we have used Lemma V1.3, prt (3host (1 — ¢) of the edges inv are between two thick
and in the last one Lemnia V].5. The inequality followssertices, namely, for at leastj«| edges, one of their
from LemmalVL6. B endpoints is thin. This implies that > ¢|a|. Plugging
_ € _ _ this in Lemma VL8, we get; > (S(¢+1— /q) —
Lemma VI.8. t; —3t3 > 5(¢+1— \/q)r — \/qlal. Va)|al. Again, if ¢ is large eno(uzg(h this m\é;)ns that
|01 ()] > t1 > e1q|a| and Theorerh VI is proved with
]

Y

Proof: Subtract equatior{1) in Lemnia V1.3 form
the equation obtained in Lemrha VI.7. m T 4(1+e/)
Let us mention that along the way we have proved two

Our goal now is to show that, the contribution of the . .
facts which are worth formulating separately.

thin vertices, is greater thatt - |a|, wherec¢ does not
depend ont” (actually, it does not even depend gh Corollary VI1.10. In the notations and assumptions as
This will prove that forg large enought; > cqla| and above. For every’ > 0, if ¢ > ¢(¢’) > 0, then we have:
the theorem will follow. Up to now we have used only

the local structure of’, the links. Now we will use the 1) If a € B!(X, Fz) is a locally minimal coboundary
global structure, the fact that its-skeleton is almost a with |a] < g7 |X(1)] thena = 0.

R i h,
amantjan grap 2)If o € ZY(X,F.) \ B'(X.F), then |a| >

Lemma VI1.9. The total number of edges i) be- ey | X (1]- In particular, every representative
tween the thick vertices is bounded as follows: o% a non-trivial cohomology class has linear size
support.

12¢q

Eyy(9)] < |a .
o= |((1 —eP(l+e) (1 _E)Q) This is a systolic inequality. This is actually a very
strong systolic lower bound as any class &f has a
Proof: Recall, that by(B,), the second largest representativer with [a| < X{1l ande’ can be chosen
eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix Bf!) is bounded as small as we wish. Note that as shownlinl [10], there
from above by6g. So; (Y (D) > Q—6q = 2¢°> —4¢q+1. are indeed cases thé' (X,F,) # {0}, so the second

Note now that every vertex ifi touches at Iea:{t‘l—e)% item of Corollary[VL.I0 is a non-vacuum systolic result.



Such results are of potential interest for quantum errqe9] A. Lubotzky, B. Samuels, and U. VishnBamanujan complexes

correcting codes (seke [25],[8] and the references therei[r12)0]

We finish by outlining the additional difficulties in prov-

ing Theoreni IV1.. Some of the difficulties are technicalpy;

e.g., the difference betweg(B;) and (B3) where the
links are more complicated. A more essential di1‘ficult}/2
is with the notion of "thinness”: the appropriate notion o

thinness for vertices and edges in the high dimensional
case is far from being obvious. See |[10] for more.
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