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POLYNOMIAL BOUND FOR PARTITION RANK IN TERMS OF

ANALYTIC RANK

LUKA MILICEVICT

ABSTRACT

Let G4, ..., G}, be vector spaces over a finite field F = F, with a non-trivial additive
character y. The analytic rank of a multilinear form a: Gy x ... x G — F is defined
as arank(a) = —log, Eu,eG,....arecy X((1, ..., 1)), The partition rank prank(a)
of « is the smallest number of maps of partition rank 1 that add up to «, where a
map is of partition rank 1 if it can be written as a product of two multilinear forms,
depending on different coordinates. It is easy to see that arank(a) < O(prank(a))
and it has been known that prank(a) can be bounded from above in terms of arank(a).
In this paper, we improve the latter bound to polynomial, i.e. we show that there are
quantities C, D depending on k only such that prank(a) < C(arank(a)? +1). As a
consequence, we prove a conjecture of Kazhdan and Ziegler.

The same result was obtained independently and simultaneously by Janzer.

§1 INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper Gy, ..., Gy are vector spaces over a finite field F and y is a non-trivial additive
character of F. In order to measure how much the distribution of values of a multilinear form
a:Gy x ... X G — F deviates from the uniform distribution Gowers and Wolf [f] introduced the

notion of analytic rank.

Definition 1 (Analytic rank). Analytic rank of « is defined as

arank(a) = —log E X(a(xl, . ,xk))

21€G1,..., 2, €EGY

Note that this definition does not depend on the choice of y and that for the case of two variables
coincides with the usual algebraic rank of the corresponding matrix. Another way to generalize the
notion of algebraic rank to multilinear forms is the partition rank, introduced by Naslund [[2], which

is defined as follows.

Definition 2 (Partition rank). Let a: Gy x ... X G — F be a multilinear form. We say that
« is of partition rank 1 if there is a set () # I C [k] and multlinear forms g:[[,.;G; — F and

V: [ Licpy s Gi — F such that

el

(\m €C, ... 1y € Gk>a(a71, can) = Bl € Dy(wi € [K]\ ).
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In general, partition rank prank(«) of « is the smallest integer r such that « is a sum of » multilinear

forms of partition rank 1. We also set prank(0) = 0.

It is easy to see that arank(a) < O(prank(a)) and Lovett [[I] proved arank(a) < prank(a). On
the other hand, it turns out that we can bound partition rank in terms of analytic rank. This was first
proved by Bhowmick and Lovett [], and they showed that prank(a) < f(arank(«), k, |F|), where f
has an Ackerman-type dependence on its parameters. This bound was recently improved significantly

by Janzer [[] to tower of exponentials of height depending on k. In this paper we prove
Theorem 3. For given k, there are constants C, D such that prank(a) < C'(arank(a)? + 1).

We refer to this result as the strong inverse theorem for multilinear forms of low analytic rank or
simply as strong inverse theorem[] The constants C, D can be taken to be C' = 2k20(k2),D = 220(k2).
Note also that, since every non-zero form a: Gy X ... X Gy — F takes at least (%)k\Gl\- - |Gyl
non-zero values, there is a constant ag, depending on k and FF, such that for all non-zero forms «,

arank(a) > ag. Hence, we may rewrite the bound in Theorem J as
prank(a) < ¢’ arank(a)?,

but the new constant C’ would need to depend on F as well.

Theorem f§ was also proved by Janzer [§ independently and simultaneously, using a different ar-

gument.

Before the study of ranks of multilinear forms, an important topic of study has been the distribution
of multivariate polynomials over finite fields. In this direction, we have the following result proved by
Green and Tao [[] (with the restriction on the degree of the polynomial to be bounded by the size of
the field), and Kaufman and Lovett [[J (without the restriction on the degree), and was applied by
Bhowmick and Lovett [[] to coding theory and effective algebraic geometry.

Theorem 4 (Green and Tao [[]; Kaufman and Lovett [[). Let F be a field of prime order. Sup-
pose that f:F" — F is a polynomial of degree d (d < |F| in the result of Green and Tao). If
‘Ewl’m’mney X(f(xl, . ,xn)>’ > ¢, then there is v < O, 4.-1(1), polynomials fi,..., f. of degree d—1,
and a map g:F" — F such that

(Vxl,...,:xn EIF)f(xl,...,xn) :g(fl(xl,...,xn),...,fr(zl,...,xn)>.

As observed by Green and Tao in [[] and by Janzer in [[], it is easy to deduce this result from the
strong inverse theorem, at least when d < charF. We include a very short sketch to confirm that we
may take polynomial bounds in Theorem [] as well. This proves a conjecture of Kazhdan and Zielger
(Conjecture 3.5 in [[L0]).

"'We emphasize the word strong to make distiction from a weak version of the inverse theorem which we also prove in

this paper.



Sketch proof of Theorem []. Consider a symmetric multilinear form a: (F*)¢ — F such that f(z) =
a(z,z,...,x). Since d < charF, d! is invertible in F, and such a form exists. Notice that for all

b, .yt e BT

Z (_1)d_1_ls‘f<z + Zyz) - (d - 1)' a(x>yl> s >yd_1)+g(y1> s ayd_l)

ScCld—1] ies
_l_ Z h’i(yl7""yi_l7$’yi+l""7yd_1)’
i€ld—1]
for some maps g, hy,...,hq_1. Observe also that
2 2 2
e x(ote ) =| B x(oterv cr)[ € B | E x(atarvr40)
xef™ x,yefn zeFn | yeFn

= E]F X(a(a:+y,...,x—|—y)—a(:p+z,...,:p+z))
z,y,z€lfm"

= E X(a(:c+y,...,x+y)—a(:c,...,:c)).

xz,yefn

Applying this d — 1 times in total, we get
a1 2d71 2d71
=] E x(f(x))

zelfn

E X(Oz(l’, . ,1’))

zelfn

< E X( Z (_1)d—1—|S\f(x_|_Zyi))

d—1 )
Ty eyt ERT SCld—1] €S

= E X((d—l)!a(a:,yl,...,yd_l)+g(y1,...,yd_l)+ Z hi(yl,...,yi_l,x,y”l,...,yd_1)>.

1 d—1 n
z,yt,..yt T ER i€[d—1]

Hence, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the box norm (Lemma [[F]), we get

1 d—1 22d—2
X(a(fv,y,~~.,y )20
"E7y17"'7yd71€]Fn

D
Apply the strong inverse theorem to find r < C<22d_2 log‘F|(|F|C_1)) , sets ) # I; € [d] and multilin-

ear forms 3;: [[,c;, G; — F,vi: [1;ciar, G5 — F for @ € [r] such that

a(u, . ut) = Bi(uj € L)viuy:j € [d]\ 1)

i€[r]
Then f(z) = a(x,...,x) = 3 i, Bi(z, ..., x)yi(z, ..., x), as desired. O

The proof of the strong inverse theorem given here is entirely self-contained and in particular does
not use other results of additive combinatorics such as Freiman’s theorem, and, as it is clear from the
bounds we obtain here, we do not apply a regularity lemma. In fact, it is probable that the results
of this paper may replace the use of regularity lemmas in similarly algebraic settings. In the next

subsection, we list main results of this paper, discuss the proofs and the ideas in more detail.



1.1. MAIN RESULTS AND OVERVIEW OF THE ARGUMENT

Notation. In the rest of the paper, we use the following convention to save writing in situations
where we have many indices appearing in predictable patterns. Instead of whole sequence x4, ..., x,,,
we write xp,), and we write x; for I C [m] to be the subsequence with indices in I. This applies
to products as well: G stands for Hz‘e[k} G; and G; =[],
a:[],e; Gi = F and a(z;:i € I), we write o: Gy — F and o(x;).

G;. For example, instead of writing

Given F-vector spaces G, ..., Gy, H, a map a: Gy — H is said to be multilinear if it is linear in

each coordinate, that is, whenever x;_1) € Gi_1}, T[i+1,4 € Glit1,5 and y, 2z € G, then

G(I[i—u, y+z, llf[i+1,k}) = O‘(x[i—l]a Y, x[i+1,k}) + a(if[z‘—u, Z, iE[z‘+1,k])-

Similarly, o is multiaffine if it is affine in each coordinate, i.e. whenever x;_1) € Gi_1], T[it1,4) € Glit1,k]

and y, z, w € Gy, then
(i1, Y + 2 — W, Tpigap) = @[-1), Y, Tigrn) + (Ti—1], 2, Tlipr,n) — (L], W, Tpigrp])-

Also, we refer to the zero set of a multiaffine map a: Gy — H, where H is a vector space over F, as
variety, and the codimension of a variety is dim H. Another convention we adopt is that we write E,,
without specifying the set from which z is taken, when this causes no confusion. Frequently we shall
consider ‘slices’” of sets S C Gy, by which we mean sets S,, = {yppr € G (xr, ypps) € S}, for
I C [k],z; € G}. Occasionally, we might have a single element z € G; instead of z;, and in this case
we write S;., for the resulting slice, since the direction ¢ is not clear from the notation z, unlike in the
case of xy. Finally, for each vector space G;, fix a dot product -. We need this for the characterization

of linear forms on G; — each linear form ¢: G; — F takes form ¢(x) = x - u for an element u € G;.

Results and outline. Our first main result is the weak version of the (strong) inverse theorem.

Theorem 5 (Weak inverse theorem for maps of low analytic rank - Weak(k)). For given k, there
are constants C'= Ce®* D = Dweak > ( with the following property. Suppose that a: G —Fisa
multilinear form such that E,, X(oz(x[k})) > ¢, for some ¢ > 0. Then, there is r < Clog“DF‘(|IF|C—1)
and there are multilinear maps B;: G;, — F, i € [r], where ) # I; C [k — 1] such that

{ow € Gu: (vi € [1)Bilr,) = 0} © {w € Gy ala) =0}

Note that there is a multilinear map A: Gy — Gy, such that for each zp € G, alzpy) =
A(xgp_1)) - xx. Then Hz[k_l] € Gp—1y: Axpe—n)) = OH = (Ex[k] X(a(z[k]))> |Gx—17|- Thus, another way
to phrase the weak inverse theorem is to say that every dense variety contains a low-codimensional
variety. On the other hand, it is very easy to see that low-codimensional varieties are necessarily
dense, see Lemma [LT].

Next, we have the strong inverse theorem.



Theorem 6 (Strong inverse theorem for maps of low analytic rank - Strong(k)). For given k, there
are constants C = C3"°™ D = D™ > 0 with the following property. Suppose that o Gy — T s
a multilinear form such that B, x(a(zpx))) > ¢, for some ¢ > 0. Then, there is r < C’log@‘(ﬂﬁ‘k_l)
and there are multilinear maps f;: G, — F and v;: Gy, — F, @ € [r], where O # I; C [k — 1] such
that
(VSC[k] € G[k]) arg) =Y Bilzr)vilzpns).
1€[r]

O(k?2)
We remark that the bounds on the constants claimed in the introduction, namely C£*"°™9 = 2#°

2
and DJP"om9 = 2277 follow from inequalities (@) and ([) which appear later in the paper. In fact,

bounds of the same form hold in all results stated in this subsection.

Let S C Gy and let a: G,y — H be a multiaffine map. A layer of « is any set of the form
{zm € Gupalop) = A}, for X € H. We say that layers of a internally e-approzimate S, if there
are layers L, ..., L,, of a such that S D L; and )S\ (Uie[m] Li)
layers of a externally e-approximate S, if there are layers Ly, ..., L,, of o such that S C U L; and
‘(Uiew Lz‘) \5‘ < €| Gyl

The next two results say that we may approximate internally and externally certain sets by low-

< €|Gy|. Similarly, we say that

codimensional varieties. In the first case, the sets we have in mind are dense varieties, and in the

second case these are the sets of dense columns of a variety.

Theorem 7 (Simultaneous inner approximation of varieties - Inner(k)). For given k, there are con-

stants C = Cimmer D = Dinner > () with the following property. Let € > 0 and let By, ..., B,: G —

H be multiaffine maps. For each X € F", let Z) = {xpy € G[k}:zz’e[r} NiBi(xpy) = 0}. Then there
D

is s < C’(r log|F‘(|F|e_1)) . a multiaffine map B: Gy — F° such that for each X\ € F" | layers of /3

internally e-approximate 2.

Theorem 8 (Structure of a set of dense columns of a variety - Columns(k)). For given k, there
are constants C' = Cgetvmns ) = Deelwmns > () with the following property. Let o: Gy — F” be a
multiaffine map. Let S C F" and € > 0. Define the set of e-dense columns as

X = {ZL’[/{_H € G[k—1]3 |{y € Gk:a(z[k_l],y) € S}|Z €|Gk|}

D
Then, there is s < C’(r log‘F|(|F|e_1)> . a multiaffine map B: Gy — F° such that layers of B

e-internally and e-externally approximate X.

Finally, we prove a strong approximation result for the convolutions of the indicator function of
a low-codimensional variety. We call it an almost L™ approximation theorem which sounds slightly
oxymoronical, but is appropriate since we actually prove that the convolution can be approximated

by a finite exponential sum on very structured set (a union of layers of a low-codimensional variety)

5



of density 1 — o(1). For this theorem, we need one more piece of notation. For a map f:Gp — C,

we define its convolution in direction i, denoted by C; f: G — C as

Cif(if[k]) = IE«G f(iﬂ[i—l},yz’ + ZBi,ZE[i+1,k])f(93[z’—1],yi, 93[1'+1,k})-
Yi i

We also misuse notation slightly and for the given set Z we also treat Z as the indicator function in

the expression below.

Theorem 9 (Almost L* approximation theorem for convolutions of varieties of low codimension
- Conv(k)). For given | € [k], there are constants C' = C{9™, D = D™ > 0 with the following
property. Let a: Gy — F be a multilinear map, Z = {xp € G a(ry) = 0} and let € > 0.
Then there are s,t < C(r log|F(|F|e_1)>D, multiaffine forms B;: Gy — F for i € [s], multiaffine
map v: Gpypqy — FY, constants ¢y, ..., ¢, € C, multiaffine maps py, ..., py € span{fy} and layers
Ly,..., L, of v such that

‘CzCz—l - CiZ(ap) — ) cix<pi(x[k}))‘ <e

i€[m]

for all xpy € Gy \ ((Uz‘e[n]Lz‘) X Gl); Uiem Lil < €l G| and ¢ leil < 1.
The proof naturally splits into five parts, each showing one of the following implications.

Weak(k) = Strong(k) = Inner(k—1) = Columns(k)
(Inner(k: — 1) A Columns(k — 1)) = Conv(k) = Weak(k+1).

To complete this inductive scheme, we note that Strong(2) holds, and this is a simple consequence
of linear algebra. Indeed, if a: G4 x Gy — F is a bilinear form such that E, , x(a(z,y)) > ¢, writing
a(z,y) = A(z) - y for a linear map A: Gy — G, we see that [{A = 0}|> ¢|G4|. By rank-nullity the-
orem, A has rank r < log ¢!, thus, there are vy,...,v, € Gy, and linear forms 3,...,3.:G; — F
such that (Vo € G1)A(z) = > ;e vibi(z). Thus a(z,y) = > ;¢ Bi(z)(vi - y), as desired.

In some sense, all the results above can be seen as corollaries of Theorem [ (or any other theorem
listed here), but this would not be an entirely correct viewpoint since the proof has the structure
outlined here. Still, the deduction of the strong inverse theorem from the weak one occupies the
largest part of the proof. The crucial idea in this part of the proof is the following proposition. To
state it, we need to introduce a notion of connectivity for subsets of Giy). Namely, we consider Gy
as vertices of a graph G with edges between points that differ in exactly one coordinate. We say that
aset S C G is connected if G[S] is connected. The diameter of S is the largest distance between

two vertices in the graph G[S].



Proposition 10 (One-sided regularity lemma). Let p: Gy — F,v;: G, — F, i € [r] be multilinear
maps. Let F'={i € [r]: I; = [k]}. Suppose that

E X(p(;)j[k}) - Z )\m(;p[k])> < g = 272k |F| (DG,

Ptk i€k
for any choice of X € F¥. Then, the set {xp € G: (Vi € [r])vi(z1,) = 0, p(ap) # 0} is connected
and of diameter at most (2k + 1)(2F —1).

Thus, if the form p is sufficiently quasirandom w.r.t. other forms ;, then the set {xp € G: (Vi €
[r)vi(xr,) = 0, p(xpw) # 0} is well-behaved. For our purposes, this means that we may easily remove
p from the collection of the considered maps. On the other hand, if neither form is sufficiently quasir-
andom, then we may replace them by forms that depend on fewer coordinates using the weak inverse

theorem.

Another idea that plays a very important role in the proof is the dependent random choice, which
takes a particularly simple form in the algebraic setting and allows us to externally approximate dense

varieties by low-codimensional varieties very efficiently (Lemma [[J).
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82 PRELIMINARIES

From now on, we adopt a non-standard convention and write log, without subscripts, to be a
slightly modified version of the logarithm. Namely, for positive real z, we write log z = logy (|F|z) =
(logm x) + 1. This has the merit of being greater or equal to 1, when x > 1, which simplifies the

calculations. If we write log s, we still have its usual meaning in mind.

As a warm-up, we show that low-codimensional varieties are necessarily dense. We use this very

simple fact in the proofs that follow without explicitly referring to the next lemma.

Lemma 11. Let B be a variety of codimension r in Gy. Let x) € B. Then there are at least
|F|="" |G| points in B at distancf] at most k from xy. In particular, if B is non-empty, then
|B|> [F| =" |Gy

Proof. For i € [k], we show that there is Y; C Gy of size |Y;|> |F|~""|G| such that for each y;) € Y,
the point (yp], zi11,4) belongs to B and is at distance at most 4 from xp). Let 3:Gpy — F7 be

2In the induced graph G[B], where G has the same meaning as in the introduction.



the multiaffine map defining B, thus B = {f = A}, for some A € F". For i = 1, we may take
Yy = {y1 € G1: B(y1, 2pn)) = A} X {z2,}. The projection of this set in G is a non-empty (since it
contains x) coset of codimension at most 7, hence the claim follows. Suppose that the claim holds
for some ¢ < k — 1. Similarly as in the previous case, for each y; € Y; look at Z(y;) = {241 €
Giv1: B(Yp, Zit1, Tvok) = A}, which is again non-empty (it contains z;41) coset of codimension at

most r. Taking Vi1 = Uy eviy X Z(Yg) X {Zjir2x } finishes the proof. O

When A: Gy — H is a map, we write {A = 0} = {ap € Gy A(zp) = 0}, when there is no
danger of confusion. Also, if Ay,..., A, Gy — H are maps, and A € F”, we write A - A for the map

Zz’e[r} A;A;, when there is no danger of confusion.

Lemma 12 (Approximating dense varieties externally). Let A: Gy — H be a multiaffine map. Then,
there is a multiaffine map ¢: Gy — F° such that {A = 0} C {¢ = 0} and |[{¢ = 0} \ {A = 0}|<

\F|~*|G|. If, additionally, A is linear in coordinate c, then so is ¢.

Proof. Take hy, ..., hs uniformly and independently from H, and set ¢(zp); = A(xp)-hi, @ € [s]. If A
is linear in coordinate ¢, then so is ¢, as required. Notice that {A = 0} C {¢ = 0} holds immediately.
On the other hand, if zy; € Gy satisfies A(xp,) # 0, then

P(¢(wp) = 0) = P((Vi € [s])Alagg) - hi = 0) = [F|~
Thus, E[{¢ =0} \ {A = 0}|< |[F|~*|{A # 0}|, and the claim follows. O

Lemma 13 (Approximating dense varieties simultaneously.). Let Ay, ..., A.: Gy — H be multiaffine
maps. Let € > 0. Then, there is s < 1+ logp e ', multiaffine maps ¢n, ..., ¢ Gy — F* such that
for each X € F" we have {\- A =0} C{\-¢ =0} and [{\- ¢ =0} \ {A-A=0}< €G-

Proof. Consider an auxiliary multiaffine map ®: Gy x F" — H, defined by

SL’[k Z )\ A
i€(r]
Apply Lemma [ to find s < log(|F|"e¢™") = r+logy ¢ ' and a multiaffine map ¢: Gy xF" — F* such
that {¢) = 0} D {® = 0} and the difference set has density at most |F|~"¢ in GJ; x F". Furthermore,
since @ is linear in the last (auxiliary) coordinate, so is 1. If ey, ..., e, is the standard basis of F", let
¢; be defined by ¢;(zp) = ¢ (2, e;). Hence, for each A € F”, we have that

{x[k} € G Z)\iﬁbi(x[k]) = 0} = {x[k} € G[k]izkﬂﬂ(fcm,eﬂ = 0} {zp) € Gy (zp, A) = 0}
i€[r]

1€[r]

D {zp € Gy @(2p, )—O}—{x[k EGMZ)\A k) = 0}

i€[r]



and

’{:L'[k} € G[k]: Z )\iqﬁi(x[k}) = O} \ {:L'[k} € G[k]: Z)\iAi(l'[k}) = 0}‘

1€[r] i€[r]
S’{(x[k},u) S G[k} X Frtiﬁ(l’[k},,u) = O} \ {(l’[k ) S G[k x F" (I)( T[], ,u) = O}’
<[F[" |Gy x F'[= €| Gy,
as desired. O
When A: Gy — H is a multiaffine map, we may write A(zp) = >/ Ar(2r), for multilinear

maps A;: Gy — H (for I = (), A; is a constant, but not necessarily zero). We call A; the multilinear
parts of A. We make use of the following observation of Lovett [[LI].

Lemma 14 (Lovett [[1]]). Let a: Gy — F be a multiaffine form, with multilinear parts o;. Then

E x(a(e)| < E xlag (o) € Reo
T[k] T[k]

Sketch proof. Write o(zp) = o' (2p—1)) + A(2p_1)) - &, for multiaffine maps o’ and A. Then

E x(o/(fﬁ[k—u))FX(A(x[k—u)'xkﬂ: E x(&/(zp-1)))1(A(zp-1)) = 0)

(k—1] (k-1

E x(a(ffm))‘ =
< E 1(A(zp- 1)—0)_EX<Z 041561)
Tlk=1] [ keIC[k)

Apply this observation k — 1 more times to end up with ap, only in the final bound. O

Recall the definition of Gowers box norm (Definition B.1 in the Appendix B of [ff])

1 11Ee= T Coni"™ f(xr, yups)

(k] y[kJGG[ VicTn)

for amap f: Gy — C, where Conj stands for the conjugation operator. This definition is a generaliza-
tion of Gowers uniformity norms, which were introduced by Gowers in [J]] in additive combinatorics and
by Host and Kra in [[J] in the context of ergodic theory. For a more detailed discussion of box norms,
see [{. Note that when ¢: G — F is a multilinear form, we have ||x o ¢||Dk_ EopyeGpy X(@O(TH))-

The following is the Gowers-Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the box norm.

Proposition 15. Let fr: Gy — C be a function for each I C [k|. Then

E H Conj"! f1 (1, ypp s ’ H | frllo-
2l YR SCR 7T

This can be proved by induction on k, Cauchy-Schwarz and Hélder inequalities, for details, see [{.
Note that Proposition [[J also implies a bound resembling that in Lemma [[4], but such a bound would
be weaker than that in Lemma [[4. In fact, in the rest of the paper we only need Lemma [[4, but we
include the definition of Gowers box norm and Proposition [, since we apply it in the introduction
in the sketch proof of Theorem M.



§3 Weak(k) = Strong(k)

Proof. We begin the deduction of the strong inverse theorem from the weak one by proving the

‘one-sided regularity lemma’.

Proposition 16. Let p: Gy — F,v;: Gr, — F, i € [r] be multilinear maps. Let F' = {i € [r]: I; = [k]}.
Suppose that
- X<P($[k}) - Am(z[k])> < g = 27 ||~ kHDGr+2)

Tk ieF
for any choice of X € F¥. Then, the set {xp € G: (Vi € [r])vi(zr,) = 0, p(xp) # 0} is connected
and of diameter at most (2k +1)(2% —1).

Proof. Write r = rog+ 11 and reorder maps so that k € I; if and only if i € [ro+1,7]. Also, write Sy =
{2p-1) € Gu—1): (Vi € [ro])vi(xr,) = 0} and Sy = {xp) € Gz (Vi € [ro + 1,7])vi(xr,) = 0, p(z) # 0}
The set we are interested then becomes S = (Sy X G) N S;. We first prove that for almost all of pairs
(2k-11), (Yg—1]) € G—1) we have some z € G}, such that (xp_1j, 2), (Yp-15, 2) € Si.

We may find multilinear maps I';: Gy — G, @ € [ro+ 1,7] and R: Gp—1) — G, such that

’}/Z'(LL’IZ.) = Fi(xji\{k}> T and p(I[k]) = R(I[k_l]) Tk

Observe that if z,_1), yjx—1] € Gx—1) are such that

R(SL’[k_l}), R(y[k—l]) ¢ Span {Fi(xji\{k}), Fi(y]i\{k})Zi - [7’0 -+ 1, T]},

then we may certainly get a z € Gy, such that (x_1, 2), (Y-1], 2) € S1. For the sake of completeness,

we include a short proof.

Observation 17. Let G be a F-vector space with a dot product -. Let vi,vo,uy,...,u, € G be
elements such that vi,vy ¢ span{us, ..., uy}. Then we have z € G such that vy - z,vy - z # 0, but
u; -z =0 for alli € [m].

Proof of Observation [[7. Suppose contrary, for any z with u; -z = 0 for all ¢ € [m], we have vy -z = 0
or vy - z = 0. Suppose that we have z; and zy such that u; - z; = 0 and u; - 2, = 0 for all ¢ € [m],
but vy - 21 # 0,v9 - 25 # 0. Then vy - 21 = 0,v1 - 20 = 0 and hence (Vi € [m])u; - (21 + 22) = 0,
vy - (214 22) # 0,02 - (21 + 22) # 0, which is a contradiction. Hence, w.l.o.g. we have that whenever
u; -z = 0 for all i € [m], then v; - z = 0. But then v; € span{uy,...,u,}, which is the final

contradiction. O

We count the number of pairs x;_1], yjx—1] € Gr—1) such that

R(I[k_l]) € span {Pi(l'li\{k}% Pi(yli\{k})3i € [7“0 + 1, T’]},
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by counting for each linear combination A, u € FIrot17l how often

o) = Y Alienaw) + Y mliunm)

i€[ro+1,r] i€[ro+1,r]

happens (and analogously for R(yp—1))). The density of such pairs is exactly

E EX( x[k 1]» Z )‘z% Tr\{k}, ) Z Mi%(yh\{k}at))' (1)

15 Yk—1] t
ZT(k—1]Y[k—1] i€[ro+1,r] i€[ro+1,r]

Using Lemma [[4, we may bound ([) by

E E tX(ﬂ -1, 1) Z AYi(Tr\ k), ) — Z ,uz'%(yfi\{k},t))‘
Ylk—1] ' Tlk—1]; i€lro+1,] i€lro+1,7]
< E E X( (T k—1], Z&% T, )| < E n=m,
Yik—1] | Te—1]t P Ylk—1]

where F' C [r] is the set of all i such that I; = [k]. From this we deduce that for all but at most 2|F|*"n
proportion of pairs z,_1), Y—1] € Gr—1] we have some z € Gy, such that (zp_1}, 2), (Yp-1),2) € Si.

Moreover, for any given pair, we have at least |F|~20*1|G,| such z, since for A\;, Ay € F

{Z € Gy <(W € [ro+ Lr)vi(zry, 2) = Yi(yragry, 2) = 0),P($[1~c—1}, z) = A, p(Yp—1, 2) = /\2}

is an at most 2(r + 1)-codimensional coset.

Write F' = {i € [r]: I, = [k—1]}. Fixt € G}, and consider analytic rank of the map 7, x: Gjp—1] = F
defined by
T (@pe-1)) = p(Xp—1) Z AiYi(Tr—1)) Z AiYi( -1, 1)

i€F i€F
for A\ € FFYF' If analytic ranks of 7;, are small for all choices of A € FFY then the induction
hypothesis applies, and Sy (recall that this is the slice notation Sk.; = {2x_1] € G k—1): (2pk—1],t) € S})

is connected and of diameter at most (2k — 1)(2¥~' — 1). For any fixed A € FF'Y*" we have

E|l E X( P(Z (-1, E AiYi(Tpe—1)) — E )\m(!)f[k—l},t)>‘

R iE€F i€F

=E E X( Tpp—1,t) E AiYi(T—1]) — E )\i%(»’l?[k—u,t))
b oL Tht iEF i€F

by Lemma [[4

< E X( T[p—1,1) Z&% (Tpe—1), )

ieF

11



hence, by averaging, we obtain a set 7' C Gy of density at least 1 — %\F|_2’"_2, such that

(vt e T)(VA€F™) E X(p(x[k—l}vt) - Z AiYi(@ 1)) — Z )\i%(x[k—l}at)> <2IF 2. (2)

Tkt icF’ icF

Consequently, by induction hypothesis, for each z € T, S., is connected and of diameter at most
(2k — 1)(2F1 —1).

We are now ready to prove that S is connected and of bounded diameter. We do this in two steps,
the first one being to show that this holds for a very large subset of S, and then the second is to
extend this to whole S.

Let X C G-y be the set of all z,_y) € Gp—1) such that for proportion at least 1 — 2|F|T\/ﬁ of
Yk—1) € Gpe—1), we have at least |F|~20+D |G| of z € Gy, such that (-1], 2), (Y—-1),2) € S1. By
the previous argument, we get | X|> (1 — 2\F|T\/ﬁ)\G[k_1}|. We claim that (X x Gg) NS is con-
nected and of diameter at most (2k — 1)(2" — 2) + 3. Indeed, let xpy, yp € (X x Gx) NS. Since
|So|> [F|=*=Dr|Gpy|> 4|F|"\/0|G -], by the way we defined X, we may find some uy_1 € S
such that we have at least |F|~2"*+D|G,| of z € Gy such that (zp_1],2), (upg_1],2) € Si, and we also
have at least |F|20D|Gy| of 2/ € Gy, such that (yp_1),2'), (up—_15,2') € Si. In particular, recalling
that |T)> <1 — %\F|_2’"_2> |G|, we have a choice of z,2" € T with the above properties. But, Sk..

and Sj.., are connected and of diameter at most (2k — 1)(2¥~! — 1), which completes the first step.

Finally, take any z; € S. Since zy is at distance at most & to at least |F|~*0"+D|Gyy| of points in
S, and |9\ (X x Gp)|< |G- \ X||Gr|< 2[F|"/7|Gl, at least one such point lies in (X x Gy) NS,
and we are done, with the final diameter bound being (2k —1)(2F —2) +3+2k < (2k+1)(2*—1). O

Let C = O and D = Dpeak,

Proof of Theorem . Apply Theorem f| to « to find mgy < Ulog5 ¢! and multilinear 3;: G;, — F,
i € [mo| where () # I; C [k — 1] and

{x[k] € Gz (Vi € [mo))Bi(xr,) = o} c {a=0).
Write a(zp) = A(zp-1)) - % for a multilinear map A: G_1 — G. Thus, we also have
{x[k_u € G_y: (Vi € [mo))Bi(xr,) = o} c{A=0).

For a set @, the power-set of @ is the collection of all subsets of @ (including () and @ itself) and is
denoted by PQ. By induction on the size of up-setf] 7 C P[k — 1], we prove the following proposition.

3Collection of sets closed under taking supersets.
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Proposition 18. Let F C Pk — 1] be an up-set. Then there are constants Cx, D with the following
property. We may find my,ny < Crlogh? ¢, a collection of multilinear maps p! : Gyr — F, where
i € [nx], 0 #£ J5 C [k — 1], points yJFfZ € G 7, another collection of multilinear maps B Gz = F,
where i € [myg], 0 # I] € Plk — 1]\ F, such that the multilinear map A”: G._1) — Gy, defined as

AF(ZL'[k_l}) x[k 1 Z pz sz yJ;’I[k—l]\Ji]:)

€ TL]:]
satisfies
{x[k—l} € Gyy: (Vi € [mz)) ] (x17) = 0} C {x[k—u € G A7 (zp_y) = 0}-
We may take
(D+1) 7 _
O = (30(7k) ) and Dy =D(D+1)7.

Proof of Proposition [I§. For F = (), we take the given maps 3;, and hence ng = 0,my = mg. Let
F U{S} be a given up-set, where S is a minimal set inside it, thus making F an up-set as well.
Assume that the claim holds for F, and that we get multilinear maps 37 : G > F e [mz], and
A" = A7 with the property above. If no i € [mx| satisfies I = S, then the same collection works
for F U {S}. Thus, after reordering maps 3/ if necessary, assume that I = S if and only if i € [s].
Let {\',..., X%} C F* be a maximal independent set such that for each j € [d]

B X(Z)\Jﬁf 935)) > = 22181 | ~(SIH+DGms+2)

s 1€]s]
Thus, if we extend Ay, ..., \g by further p', ..., u*~% to a basis of F*, and setting
ilzs) =Y Nip] (xs)
j€ls]

for i € [d], and

Z Mjﬁf Is

JEls]

for i € [s — d], then we have the following properties:
(i) (Vi € [d]), Eas x(vi(25)) =,

(ii) (Vv € FL 7 € T4\ {0}), Eus x(Zie[d] vivi(@s) + D icfs—a n-m(m)) <,

(ili) {S(I[k 1 € G[k 1] (VZ S [d])’yl(l’s) =0, (VZ c [S — d])pl(l’g) =0, (V’L S [8 + 1,m]:])ﬁf(a:1f) = O}
C {:c[k_l} S G[k—1]1 A’(a:[k_l}) =0}.
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We first deal with p;. Let F'={i € [s+ 1,mz|: I] C [k —1]\ S} and Z = {l’[k_l]\s € Gpe—1)\s: (Vi €

F)ﬁi(llf[i}') = O}. The property (ii) and Proposition [[§ imply that for each zp_ips € G_1)\s, for
each i € [s — d], the set

{5 € Gt pilws) #0, (v € i+ 1,5 = d)ps(ws) = 0, () € [d])5(ws) =0,
(Vje[s+1,mzg]\ F)ﬁjf(l'snlf’ Zlf\S) - 0}

is connected.

Next, we pick points y% € Gg for each i € [s — d] and define
V= {Z[k—l}\s € Gpps: (Vi € [s = d) (V5 € [s + 1, mz] \ F)B] (Ysprr, 2\s) = 0}-
We claim that we may choose the points y3, ..., y5 ¢ € Gg so that
(Vi € [s —d)pi(ys) = 1, (V5 € [s — d] \ {i})p;(ys) = 0, (VI € [d])n(ys) = 0.
Indeed, we may certainly satisfy this condition since otherwise get that some p; = 0 whenever the

maps p; for j # i and ; are all zero, and we may discard p;.

Next, we set
W= {f{k—l] € G-yt (V5 € [d])y;(ws) = 0,(Y) € [s + 1,mz] \ F)B] (2,7) = 0}
and we observe the following.

Proposition 19. For all xp_q € W N (Gg x (ZNV)) we have the equality

Al(zp—1)) = Z pi(zs) A" (Ys, Tp—1)\s)- (3)
i€[s—d]
Proof of Proposition [I9. Fix zp_ips € ZNV. We show that for all zg € W,
Al(zg, zp—1\s) = Z pi(s)A' (Y5, Zp—1)\s)

i€[s—d]

[E—1]\S

holds. We argue by induction on the maximal index i € [s — d] such that p;(xg) # 0, and if there are
no such 4, we put ¢ = 0. Thus the base case is when all p;(xg) = 0. However, since (zg, zp—1)\s) € W
and zp_1)\s € Z, by property (iii), it follows that A’(zg, zp_1)\s) = 0. The right hand side is also
zero, so the identity holds.

Assume now that the claim holds for values of ¢ smaller than some iq > 1, and that we are given
zs € Wy, s such that p;,(zs) # 0, but p;(xs) = 0 for i > ip. Recall that the set

R = {gs € Gs:pip(gs) # 0, (Vj € [io + 1,5 — d]) pj(gs) = 0, (Vj € [d]) v;(g9s) = 0,

14



is connected. Thus, since xg, y? € R, there is a sequence of points x5 = 2%, zk,... 2k = yg‘) inside
this set, such that every two consecutive points differ in exactly one coordinate (we call such points
neighbouring). We introduce the following piece of notation. When a and b are two points in Gy
differing only in coordinate i, we write a — b to be the point with coordinates (a — b); = a; = b; for
j # 1 and (a — b); = a; — b;. This notation makes calculations much neater, since for a multilinear
map ¢ on G, we have ¢(a — b) = ¢(a) — ¢(b).

Let 7; = pi,(x%) for i € [0,1]. If 2% and x} differ in coordinate ¢y, multiply each of points
xk, ..., 2k at coordinate ¢y by 7o7;'. The new points still have the property that the consecutive
points are either neighbouring or identical, and that they all lie in the set R. Misusing the notation,
we keep writing % for the modified points. If ¢; is the coordinate where z} and x% differ, multiply all
points among x%, ..., x5 by 717, * at coordinate ¢;, and proceed. Hence, we end up with a sequence
rs = 2%, x5, ..., 2k in R such that for each s € S, zl = o,y for some o, € F \ {0}, the consecutive
points are either neighbouring or identical and (Vi € [0,1])pi, (2%) = 70. Hence p;(zl — 25™') = 0 for

J € [io, s — d]. Thus, we get

Al(zg, 2p—ips) = A'(2% — zg, zp-ps) + -+ A2 — 2, 2pmms ) + A'(2, 2 s)
:A’([[’% —$é>z[k—1]\s)++x4l(l'13 —[L’fg,Z[k 1\ <H05) ys, [k— 1]\5)

seS

applying induction hypothesis to every zl — 2%

= Z Z Pi( xs—xgﬂ)A/(ys,Z[k 1\5 <HUS) ys, [k— 1]\5)
1€]0,l—1] j€[s—d] sesS

using the fact that, for all i # i, p;(y%) = 0,

- 3% b=+ ([In) X a4k

1€[0,l—-1] je[s—d] se€S i€[s—d|
= > Z 2y — o)A (W 2p-ms) + D @) A (Y, zp-s)
1€[0,l—-1] j€[s—d] i€[s—d|
= > < > # —xzs“)A'(yfé,Z[k—u\s)+pj($fs)A’(yé,zm_1]\s)>
j€ls—d] i€[0,i—1]
- Z A' (YL, 2e-1s),
JEls—d]
as desired. O

Hence, the multilinear map A7t} defined by

AP ) = Alape) = Y pilws)A' (Y5, ap-s)

i€[s—d]

satisfies
W N (Gs x (VN 2)) € {apy € Gy A7) ag) = 0},

15



On the other hand, recalling the property (i), applying Theorem [ to each ~;, allows us to find
_ — _ D
m; < ClogPn™t < C(k(Sm; + 4))
and further multilinear maps 3 ;:Gr,, — F, j € [my], 0 # L;; C S\ {maxS} such that {zg €
Gs: (V) € [mi])B; j(x1,,) = 0} C {xs € Gg:vi(xg) = 0}. Thus
e : Fyoi _
{x[k_l] € G <Vz €[s—dVje[s+1,mgz \F) B (ySﬂIf7x1f\S) = 0}
ﬂ{ T—1] € Glr—1): (W €ls+1 mf])ﬁzf(%f) = 0}
N {ay € Gy (Vi € [d)¥) € [mi)) 8, (ar,,) = 0}
c {apy € G A7 ) = 0},

as desired. When it comes to bounds, we may take

— D
mrygsy < m% +mz + Cmyz (k‘(?)m; + 4)) ,

and

nrusy < nF+mg.

This finishes the proof. O

Applying Proposition [[§ with F = P[k — 1] implies that

x[k 1 Z Pz IJJr yJiJ’rZax[k—l}\Jf)

1S TL]:

for all zj_1) € Gp—1). Taking dot product with x; completes the proof. O

ok

_ —\ (D+1) _ _
Hence, we may take C;7"°™9 = (30(71{:)D) ,and D™ = D(D + 1)%, where C = Cjreak
and D = D Hence, if t is a quantity such that Ceek < 2¥*" and Dweak < 22 then

2t+O k) t+0(k)
C]jt'rong S 2k and th'rong S 22 ) (4)

O

84 Strong(k) — Inner(k —1)

Proof. Let C = C{*"°™ and D = D{*"°™. The theorem will follow from the following proposition.
For a given 7 C P([k — 1]), we say that a multiaffine map B: G—1) — H is F-supported if it can be

written as B(xp_1)) = Y 7 Br(r), for some multilinear maps B;: Gy — H.
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Proposition 20. Let F C P([k — 1]) be a non-empty down-set[] Then, there are constants Cr, D
with the following property. Let e > 0 and let By, ..., B.: G_1) — H be multiaffine maps. For A € F”,
let Zy = {xp € Gr—1): D e MiBi(wp—1)) = 0}. Then, there are s,t < Cr (r log e‘l)DI, a multiaffine
map 3: G-y — F°, and a collection of F-supported multiaffine maps I'y, ..., I'v:Gp—y) — H such
that:

1€[r]

(i) for each A € F", there are distinct layers Ly, ..., Ly, of 5 and multiaffine maps Ay, ..., A, €
span{l'y}, such that Zx N L; = {xp—1) € G—1): Ai(xp—1)) = 0} N L,

(ii) ‘ZA\ (Uie[m} (ZAﬁLi))’ < 2 _| €|G[k 1l-

)(D+1)2 —IF]

We may take Cr = <2C(2k) and Dr = (2D + 2)* 7.

Proof. We prove the claim by down-wards induction on |F|. The base case is F = P([k — 1]), in
which case we take s=1, 6 =0,t=r and I'; = B;.

Assume that we have proved the claim for some F. Let C = Cr and D = Dy. Let 3,I'jy be as
above for the choice F for the down-set. Thus s,t < ClogD e 'rP. Let Iy be a maximal set in F.
The set Iy is non-empty, since we are done otherwise. Let F' = F \ {Io}. Write each I'j(z_1)) =
i(@p—1)+¥i(xg,), for a F'-supported multiaffine map I'; and a multilinear map ¥;: Gy, — H. Look at
maximal independent set A',... A% € F! such that for each i € [d], Ez,,,h X((Z]e ] A5W; (x10)> .h) >
v = e27%F|~%. For each i € [d], we apply Theorem B to the multilinear map on Gy, x H given
by (215, 1) = (3 e AjVilzr,)) - by to find 7y < C'log” v=!, multilinear maps V5 Gy, — T and
Ns: Gy, — H, for j € [ry], where () # Ji; C I, such that

(V:EIO € Gy, h € H) (Z)\ U, () ) : Z 7] x ;) A :BIO\JZJ) h.

JEt] J€[r:]

Define a multiaffine map 8': G,y — F* x F{O):€ldliclril} by

B @) = (ﬁ(x[k_m, (s, )i € [d), € [r]))-

We now show that 3 and I', A}, i € [d], j € [r;] have the desired properties for the down-set F.

Take arbitrary A € F" and consider Z,. By induction hypothesis, there are distinct layers
Ly,..., Ly, of 8 and multiaffine maps A;,..., A, € span{l'y}, such that Z\ N L, = {zp_1 €
Glaoy: Ai(zgo_y) = 0} N Ly, and ‘ZA\ (u,e (Zy N Ly ))‘ 2 |G| Here m < [F|*. For
each i € [m], write A;(zp—1)) = Aj(zp-1)) + Ci(zy,) so that A} € span{l,} and C; € span{¥}.

4A collection of set closed under taking subsets.
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Thus, either By, eq,, nen x(Ci(zy,) - h) < v, or C; is a linear combination of A\' - W, ... \9. 0.
In the former case, by Lemma [[4, this means that

Hzp-1 € G Ai(Tp—y) = 0}|=|Gp—pnol E  Hzr € Grt Ai(Yp—1\10, 1) = 0}

Ylk—1)\Ig

=|Gp-y| E R X(Ai(y[k—11\zoaxfo>'h)

Ylk—1\Iy TIy-h

=|Gp-yl E E X<A§(y[k—1l\fo=x10>'h)X<Ci(IIO)'h>

Ylk—1)\Iy TIy-h

<|Gp-y| E

Yik-1)\Io

|G-yl EE X(C}(x;@-h)

Ylk—1)\Iy LIyl

E X(Aé(y[k—u\fm 1) - h>X (C"(%) ' h) ’

zry,h

V|G| <

€
< M|G[k—1]|,

where 7 is the map defined by (zy,, h) — Ci(xy,) - h. We choose to discard these layers. By doing so,
we lose at most 27%¢ of density in total.
In the latter case, we may find y € F¢ such that Cj(z;,) = D jreldoctr] P Vi (@ AL (T1\ 15,5, )-

J1

Partition L; into layers My, ..., M; of 3'. On each layer M;, C; becomes a linear combination of A7,

and thus A; becomes a linear combination of I, , A?', finishing the proof.

Jir g2

For the bounds, observe the codimension of 3’ is at most

_ D — — (D+1)(D+1)
s+ Z ri <s+ C’t(s + k +log 6_1> < 20D+1C(2]€)D<T log e_l) ,
i€[d]
and the number of maps F;l,Ag is at most
— - (D+1)(D+1)
t+ Z r; < 20P11C(2k)P (r log 6_1> ,
i€[d]
as desired. O

The theorem follows by applying the proposition for F = {(}}. Then each Z, N L; = L; is a layer
of 5. The constants may be taken to be

D+ . —
?) and  Di"ner — (2D +2)%,

Cimper = (230(2k)

— N t
where C' = O™ and D = D{*"°™ . Hence, if t is a quantity such that Ce®* < 28 and Dwesk <

2%' using (), then

. 9t+O(k) . t+O0 (k)
Cimner < 2F and  Dprpen <227

(5)

O
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§5 Inner(k —1) = Columns(k)

Proof. We begin the proof by proving the following lemma.

Lemma 21. Let G be a F-vector space. Let x1,...,x, € G and let \y,..., \. € F. The following are

equivalent.
(i) There isy € G such that x; -y = N\; for each i € [r].

Proof. (i) = (ii): Suppose that ., p;v; = 0. Take dot product with y.

(ii) = (i): Take a maximal mdependent set {x;,...,z;,} among ;. Renaming x; if necessary,
we may assume that this set is {zy,...,7s}. For i € [s + 1,7], we have some p’ € F* such that
T = Zje[s} ,u;'-xj. By property (ii) we also have \; = Z]E[s ,u])\ Since x1,...,x, are independent,
there is y such that z; - y = A; for each ¢ € [s]. Property (i) follows since \; for ¢ € [s + 1,r] satisfy
the identities above. O

Write o (zp)) = af(2k—1)) + @k - Ai(@—1]) for multiaffine maps o}: Gp_1) — F and A;: Gp_1) = G
For each coset A C F" define V,, = {x[k_l] € Gu—1: (YA € A)(Ty € Gr)a(zp—1),y) = )\} Applying

the lemma above, we may rewrite this set as

VA:{ o) € Gy’ (VAeA)(vueF‘st S A _O)Zm e 1])):0}.

1€[r]

Notice that for each zp_1) € Gp—y), the set {a(zp-1),y):y € Gy} is a coset A in F", and that

Hy € G a(zp-1y,y) € S}= |A‘2|S‘ |G|. Thus, X is the union of sets of the form V) \ (UAA%MC]Ftr VM),

where A are cosets in F” such that |[A N S|> €|Al.

Next, for each M < F", define

WM—{x[kleGk nE (V,uEM)Z,uZZ (p—1)) = O}.

1€[r]

Thus
Vs = Upr<pr ((WM \ UarsneWar)) 0 {aey € Gy (VA € A) (Vi € M) - o/ () = e A})
Let A = \° + A?, for a subspace A°. Notice that

(‘v’)\ € A) (‘v’u € M),u o (Tpgpm)) = - A

— ((vu c M)u o () = - /\0) and ((w c M) (W\ c Ao)u A= 0).
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Hence

VA == UMS(AO)J_ ((WM \ (UM’>MWM’)> N {LL’[k_l] c G[k_l}i (V/J c M>,u . O/(I[k_l]) = Wu- )\0}) (6)
Apply Theorem [] to Aj,..., A, to find s < C,i’j’f”((élr?’ + 3r%) log e_1> ' a multiaffine map
B: Gi—1) — F* so that for each A € F" the set {\- A = 0} can be internally approximated by layers of
B up to error of at most e|F|~#*+3) in density. Notice that, if M = (u',..., u?), where d < r, then

W = Nigq W<Mi>.

Recall that W, = {x[k_l} € G Zie[r] pili(Tpe—1)) = O}, so we may we internally approximate
Wi,y by a union D; of layers of 3 with error of density at most ¢|F|=@r* 437 Thus Wy, D Niela D;
and
—4r2—2r
[War \ (Nica Di)|= [Uierag (W \ Di)| < Uiera)(Way \ D)< [F|™ e Gpryy].

Also, apply Proposition [ to A;,..., A, to find multiaffine maps v1,...,7%:Gp-1 — F*, where
t < (51 + 2r?)log e ! such that each W, can be externally approximated by { -~ = 0} with error

of density at most |F|~5~2"¢. Thus,

i 4 —5r2—p
[(Nic{p' -7 =01\ Wu[< | Uierg ({#" -7 = 0} \ W<m>)‘ < |F|7" €| Gy

Finally, define a multiaffine map ¢: G_y — F" x F* x F* by ¢ = («/, 8,7). Then, each Wy, can be
approximated both internally and externally using layers of ¢ up to error of density at most \F|_4’"2_2’"e.
Hence, from (), every Vi may be approximated both internally and externally using layers of ¢ up

to error of density at most |F|‘2Tz_2re. Finally, each Vi \ (UAQ MCF” VM> may be approximated both

M coset
internally and externally using layers of ¢ up to error of density at most |IF\_’"2_’"6. Thus, the set

U A coset (VA \ ( Uacmcrr VM))

[ANS|>¢€|A| M coset

may be approximated both internally and externally using layers of ¢ up to error of density at most
€, as desired.

When it comes to bounds, the codimension of the desired map is r + s + ¢, and we may take
Cgolumns — p(Cinmer and Dgotumns — 3pinner  Hence, if ¢ is a quantity such that Creek < 2#" and

Direak < 22 using (), then

2t+O (k) t+0 (k)
Cgolumns S 2k and Dgolumns S 22 ) (7)
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§6 Columns(k — 1) N Inner(k —1) = Conwv(k)

Proof. We prove the claim by induction on k, followed by induction on [. Recall that we use Z in the
expressions below also to denote the indicator function of the set Z. We include the artificial case
I = 0. In this case, we have Z(xp)) = [F|7"> \cpr X()\ . oz(:c[k})). Hence, in this case we may take
Ceo =1, D" =1, ¢, = [F|™", Bi = i

Write C' = CE"Y, D = Dg9™). By induction hypothesis there are s, < C log%(l()()e_z)rD
multiaffine forms f;: G — F for i € [s], multiaffine map v: Gpp g—1; — F, constants ¢4, ..., ¢, € C,

Y

multiaffine maps p1, ..., p, € span{fq} and layers Ly, ..., L, of v such that

'01_1 o Cy Z () — Z Cix<pi($[k])> <100

<5
i€[m]
for all Tk € G[k] \ <(Ui€[n L-) X Gl_l) ‘Uie[n L-‘< %‘G[k \{1_1}| and Zie[m”ci\g 1.

Let £ = (Uie[n} L, ) X Gy, which therefore has density at most <5;. Write p; (z ]) = pi(xppay) +

Li(zppqy) - 2 for multiaffine maps pf: Gppgy — F and I'y: Gy — G Write a = < b if la — b|< v.
Consider zp) € G such that |E-'E[k]\{l}|§ 751G rpl. For such xp) we have

Cr---CiZ(rpy) = E Croy---CoZ(ap_yy, v + 21, 0pg1,)) Croa - - CrZ (w1, Yo, T pg)

yeG;

%
~ E > Gx (Pz( zin) + Lilzung) - (xz+yz))Cz 1 CiZ (e, o, g )
l

i€[m]

€/2
- wes 2 %X(< /)3)(93[14\{1}) +Lilzpng) - o+ (Fi - Tj)(l"[k}\{z}) 'yl)
1 l 'je[m]

=D Cﬁ_ﬂ(@ - PQ') (@rny) + Tilzpng) - ffz) 1 ((Fz’ =) (eppng) = 0)-
i,j€[m]
Write Bi(xp)) = B (zpp ) + V(@) - ¢ for multiaffine maps 8): Gy — F and W, Gy — G
Hence T'; € span{¥(y}. Thus, for each i, j € [m], there is ¥/ € F* such that I'; = T'; = 37 ., 11 V.
Apply Proposition [ to maps Wiy to find u < (2s* + s)log(100e™!) and multiaffine maps 7, ...,
7s: G\ iy — F* such that for each A € F*, we have that {Zie[s] N7 =0} D {Zie[s} AP, = 0} and
{D e Mimi = O3\ A s AW = O} < [FI 72 15| Gy -

Therefore,
Cr-CiZ(xy) = IEEG Cioi--CiZ(xp—1y, yi + 2, 2p51,0) Cir - - CoZ(xp—1), Ui, Tga,k)
Yi 1
€/2 . ii
D> CMX(([)Q - ,03> (@) + Dilzpngy) - “”) 1( > mdmu(wnm) = O)

= ) cic_j\FF“X((pé - p}>(f€[k1\{z}) + Lilepny) @+ Y pdmu(epg) - V)

i,j€[m],veF® we[u]
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holds for all zj,) € G outside the set
{210 € Gut Buyy |2 mlG[k]\l\} U (Uiem ({17 - 7 = O} \ {1y = Ty = 01)) x G,
Since |E|< %|G[k]|, we have

€ €
me € G | By |2 E|G[k}\l|}‘ 10/Cwl-

Also, by the way we chose 7, recalling that m < |F|,

(Ve (7 -7 = O3\ (T = T, = 01)) % G| < 7=

Next, apply Theorem [] to ¥y,..., ¥, to find a map ¢: Gy — ¥, where

inner
k—1

s < Cymner (232 +s log(1006_1)> ;

such that for each A € F*, we may approximate {\- ¥ = 0} (and hence each {I'; —I'; = 0}) internally

using layers of ¢ up to error of at most |F|~*+5

Finally, we need to approximate {x[k] € B |Eppy |2 ﬁ|Gl\} externally by layers of a multiaffine

in density.

map of bounded codimension up to error of density at most 155. We apply Theorem [ to v, recalling

0
that £ = ( icln] Z) X (1—1, to find such a map 0: G g—1,3 — F*, where

colummns
k—1

w < Cpotumns (t log(lOOe_l))
Hence, we obtained the desired approximation outside layers L}, ..., L; of the multiaffine map (7, ¢, 9)

of codimension at most

inner
Dk*l

s u+t s +w<(2s + 52) log(100e™L) + Cinner (252 +s 1og(1ooe—1))

Dcolumns
k—1

 Qeolumns (t 10g(1006_1)>

42Dinner D 1Dcolumns
(Cznner Dznrlze'r —I— Ccolumns chllumns + 25) (20DC) max{ ) k-1 7( + ) kE—1 }

1 (D+1) max{4,2Dinner (D41)Dgolumnsy
. (r loge™ )

such that [UjcqL;| < €|Gpy|. The multiaffine forms ﬁs], (x[k = Vi (Tpp\y) - @ ) Tis],[u] SPan the set of
multiaffine forms used in the arguments of x in the approximation sum, and their number is at most
4D+1
s(2 +u) < C120*P*! (7’ log e_1>
Hence, we may take constants
) max{4,2D{nner (D41)pgolumnsy

Ccon'v _ (C'LnnerloD?yfar + C]ggllumnsESngllumns + 25) <20DC
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and

D™ = (D + 1) max{4, 2Dimmer (D 4 1) pgolumnsy
where C :tC]ngf,D = Dp7™7, which completes the proof. Hence, if ¢ is a quantity such that
Cweak < 9k and Dwek < 22 using ([), then

St+O0(k)

Cpore < ok and Do < 2200, (8)

87 Conv(k) = Weak(k +1)

Proof. Let a: Glgy1) — F be a multilinear form such that E,, , X(Oé(x[k+1})> > c. Let o(xpqq)) =
A(zpy) - w44 for a multilinear map A: G — Grqr. Then {A = 0} has density at least ¢ in Gy).
Apply Lemma [[J to find a multilinear 8: G — F", where r < 2*logc™ + (k + 3) log 2, such that
{A=0} C {8 =0} and |[{8=0}\{A=0}<27F 3Gyl Let Z = {8 = 0}. Apply Theorem J to
B, to find s,t < CE™ (2’c logc™t 4+ k + 3) 2.Dz?km, multiaffine forms 7;: Gy — F for i € [s], multiaffine
map v: Gp—1) — F', constants ci,..., ¢, € C, multiaffine maps py,...,p, € span{ry} and layers
Lq,...,L, of v such that

k
C2

ol —

'Ck - CiZ(zp) — Z cix<p,-(z[k]))‘ <

1€[m]

for all Tk € G[k] \ <(Uz€[n}Lz) X Gk), |U2€[n}Lz|§ éc2k|G[k_1}| and Zze[m]|cl|§ 1.

By applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality several times, we see that

2 2
E Cy--CiZ(zpw) = E (ECk_1 : "CIZ(x[k])> > ( E Cg1- .-ClZ(x[k])> >.>
T T(h—1] N Tk Z[k]

By averaging, there is a non-empty layer D of (7, ) such that, for each zp € D, Cy--- C1Z(zp)) >
1 .2k

ic

We now give a definition of an arrangement of points in G). Firstly, we define 0-arrangement
of lengths lj;) € Gp to be the singleton sequence whose only element is ). For ¢ € [k], an [i]-
arrangement of lengths Iy € Gpy is a sequence of length 2°, being a concatenation (g1, ¢2) of two
[i — 1]-arrangements ¢; and ¢, (for i = 1, [0] is taken to be @), where ¢; has lengths (I{;;_1},{; +y, lji4+1.4))
and ¢, has lengths (Ij;_1], . lji+1,4) for some y € G;. We note the following.

Lemma 22. (i) For a set S C Gy, and a given xy,) € G, the number of [i]-arrangements of

lengths x whose points lie in S is exactly

Ci e Cls(l’[k]) |G1|2i71 |G2|2i72. .. |GZ|
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(ii) For xpy,lpg € Gy, j < 21, there are exactly |Gh|* ~HGo|* "1 -+ |Gi|*"~" [i]-arrangements of
lengths Ly that contain xp,) at 3™ position, when li+1.6) = Zfi+1,6), and no such [i]-arrangements

otherwise.

(#i) If all 2' points of an [i]-arrangement of lenghts ) lie inside {A = 0}, then A(xp)) = 0.

As a few times before, we misuse the notation slightly by writing S for the indicator function of
the set S.

Proof. (i): We prove the claim by induction on i. For i = 0, the only [0]-arrangement of lengths @
is precisely the singleton sequence (xf). Thus, the number of such arrangements equals S(z)).
Suppose the claim holds for some ¢ and take any xp,). By definition, each [i + 1]-arrangement of
lengths xp is concatenation of two [i]-arrangements, of lengths (2, ;4+y, Zjiro.x)) and (2, ¥, Trtok),
for some y € G,y;. Using this, and the inductive hypothesis, we see that the number of [i + 1]

arrangements of lengths ) is exactly

i i 2
Giva| E Ci---Cls(l’[i}in+y7$[i+2,k])cz‘---Cls(fc[i}a%x[uz,k])(\@2 Gal? 2""Gi|)

y€G¢+1

= Ciyy ... C1S(ap)|Gi|*|Gal* -+ |G-

(ii): Fori = 0, this is clear. Suppose the claim holds for [i]-arrangments. Assume that ;124 = ljiz2,4,
otherwise there are clearly no desired arrangements. Note that from part (i) there are exactly
|G1|*|Go* - |G| of [i]-arrangements of any given lengths. If j < 2!, then we know that the num-
ber of [i]-arrangments of lengths (I, y, li104)) that contain zg) at 5™ position is [G1[* ' 1 |Gy|* "1 -
27 G2 R

|G;] of [i]-arrangements of lengths (I, %41 — lit1, li+2)). The result now follows. The case j > 2°

i - , W eny:xiﬂ,an Z€ro otnerwise. n € other nand, ere are exac y 1
G121 wh d therwise. On the other hand, th tly |G

can be treated similarly.

(iii): For ¢ = 0, this is clear. Suppose the claim holds for [i]-arrangments. Let ¢ be an [i + 1]-
arrangment of lengths x; whose all points lie inside {A = 0}. Then, ¢ = (g1, ¢2) for an [i|-arrangement
q1 of lengths (2, 2; + ¥, T[i42,4) and an [i7]-arrangement gy of lengths (xp), y, ji12k). By induction
hypothesis, we have A(zy), z; + v, 424) = 0 and A(z}, y, Tji424) = 0. Since A is linear in (i + 1)™

coordinate, A(zp)) = 0, as desired. O

By part (i) of the lemma, for each x; € D, there are at least 1c2" |Gy 2" [Go* -+ |Gy [*" [K)-
arrangements of lengths zpy with all points in {8 = 0}. Since [{8 = 0} \ {4 = 0}|< 27432 |Gy,
and, by (ii), each point in Gpy belongs to at most 2¥|Gy[*" ~1|Gy*" "1+ |G4|0 [k]-arrangements
of lengths xp (the factor of 2 comes from the number of positions a point may take in a [k]-
arrangement ), this implies that for each xp) € D, at least one [k]-arrangement of lengths xp, has all
its points inside {A = 0}. Using part (iii), we obtain A(x[y) = 0. Hence, D C {A = 0}. To finish the

proof we modify D to a variety inside {A = 0}, but one which is defined by multilinear maps only.
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Lemma 23. Suppose that A: Gy — H is a multilinear map and that D is a variety of codimension r
in Gy such that D C {A = 0}. Then, there is R < 2%*r, multilinear forms ;: Gi, = F, 0 # I; C [k]
fori € [R], such that {xp € Gp: (Vi € [R])Bi(xr,) =0} € {A = 0}.

Proof. By splitting the map that defines D into its multilinear parts, we see that there are mutlilinear
forms 6;: Gy, — F, 0 # I; C [k], scalars \; € F, i <1/ < 2Fr, such that

0 7& {ZE[M S G[k]: (VZ c [T’l])(si({l?[i) = )\z} C {A = 0}.

By induction on d, we prove that, misusing the notation above, we may replace the maps by new ones
so that \; = 0, when I; N [d] # 0, at the expense of larger bound 7/ < 2k+dp.

For d = 0, the given maps satisfy these properties. Assume now that the claim holds for some
d > 0. Take an arbitrary point (vy)) such that 6;(vy,) = A; for all i € [r']. We claim that if 2, € Gy
satisfies d;(xy,) = N for d +1 ¢ I;, 6;(xr,) = 0 and 6;(@r,\ (411}, V1) = A for d + 1 € I;, then
A(zpy) = 0. Indeed, let ) be such a point. It suffices to show that A(z), Tay1 + Va1, Tarok) =
A, Va1, Tlarok)) = 0. Since §;(x7,) = A; for d+1 ¢ I;, we just need to show that 6;(x1,\ {a+1}; Ta1 +
Vg1) = 0i(@r\{d+1};Vay1) = A; for d + 1 € I;, which we already know to hold. Note also that vy
satisfies all these equalities, so we get a non-empty variety. Thus, we may replace the given maps

with at most 27" maps with desired properties. O

This completes the proof. As far as the bounds are concerned, we may find a variety inside {A = 0}
with desired properties with codimension bounded by
2. Do

2k (s + 1) < 2L CEgm (2’f logc™! + & + 3)

Thus, we may take CPepk = 22+1Ceqmv(2F + k 4 3)*PEX™ and Dypeak = 2D¢9m. Hence, if ¢ is a

t
quantity such that Ce?* < 2 and Dwee* < 922 using (§), then

2t+O (k) t+0 (k)
Cpepk < ok and Dyreak < 92 . (9)
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