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Flattening rank and its combinatorial applications

David Munha Correia* Benny Sudakov* Istvan Tomon*

Abstract

Given a d-dimensional tensor 7' : A; X --- X Ag — F (where F is a field), the i-flattening
rank of T is the rank of the matrix whose rows are indexed by A;, columns are indexed by
B;i=A; x---x A;—1 X Aj41 X --- x Ag and whose entries are given by the corresponding values
of T. The maz-flattening rank of T is defined as mfrank(T") = max;¢[q frank;(T). A tensor
T : A? — F is called semi-diagonal, if T'(a,...,a) # 0 for every a € A, and T(ay,...,aq) = 0
for every ai,...,aq € A that are all distinct. In this paper we prove that if T : A? — F is

semi-diagonal, then mfrank(7) > %, and this bound is the best possible.

We give several applications of this result, including a generalization of the celebrated
Frankl-Wilson theorem on forbidden intersections. Also, addressing a conjecture of Aharoni and
Berger, we show that if the edges of an r-uniform multi-hypergraph H are colored with z colors
such that each colorclass is a matching of size ¢, then H contains a rainbow matching of size ¢
provided z > (t—1) (Trt) This improves previous results of Alon and Glebov, Sudakov and Szabé.

1 Introduction

A d-dimensional tensor over a field F is a function T : Ay x --- x Ag — F, where Ay,..., Ay are
finite sets. For i € [d], the i-flattening rank of T, denoted by frank;(T), is defined as follows. Let
B = A1 X -+ x Aj_1 X Ajxq X -+ X Ay, and view T as a matrix M with rows indexed by A;,
and columns indexed by B;. Then frank;(T") := rank(M). Note that frank;(7) = 1 if and only
if T'# 0, and there exist two functions f : A; — F and ¢g : B; — F such that T'(a1,...,aq) =
flai)g(ar,...,ai—1,ai+1,...,aq). Also, the i-flattening rank of 7" is the minimum r such that T is
the sum of r tensors of i-flattening rank 1. Equivalently, frank;(7") is the dimension of the vector
space generated by the rows of T in the i-th dimension. Define the max-flattening rank of T as

mfrank(7") = max frank; (7).
i€(d]

It is easy to see that the max-flattening rank and ¢-flattening rank satisfy the usual properties of
rank. More precisely, they are subadditive, and if 7" is a subtensor of T, then frank;(7") < frank;(T)
and mfrank(7”) < mfrank(T"). Here, T : A} x --- x A" — F is a subtensor of T : Ay x --- x A, = F
if A, C A; for i € [r], and T'(a1,...,a,) = T(as,...,a,) for (a1,...,a,) € A} x --- x Al Also, the
usual notion of tensor rank is always an upper bound for the max-flattening rank. As a reminder,
T has tensor rank 1 if there are d function fi,..., fg such that T'(aq,...,aq) = fi(a1)... fi(aq), and
the tensor rank trank(T) is the minimal r such that T is the sum of 7 tensors of tensor rank 1.

In this paper, we are interested in combinatorial applications of the max-flattening rank. Note
that one of the trivial, but important property of the matrix rank is that diagonal matrices have full
rank. The analogue of this is also trivially true for the flattening rank: if 7 : A — F is a diagonal
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tensor, that is, T'(ai,...,aq) # 0 if and only if a; = --- = a4, then frank;(T") = mfrank(7T") = |A| for
i € [d]. However, in certain applications this is not really what is needed, thus we would like to relax
the notion of diagonality.

Say that d-dimensional tensor T': A? — F is semi-diagonal if the following holds: T'(a1,...,aq) =
0 if aq,...,aq are all distinct, and T'(aq,...,aq) # 0if a1 = -+ = ag. If aq,...,aq are neither all
equal or all distinct, then there is no restriction on 7'(aq,...,aq). Our main technical result is the

following lower bound on the rank of semi-diagonal tensors.

Theorem 1. Let T : A = F be a d-dimensional semz’—dz’agonal tensor. Then

mfrank(T") 2 1

Let us make a few remarks about this theorem. The bound mfrank(7") > {%—‘ is the best
possible for any positive integers d > 2 and |A|. Indeed, let Aq,...,A,, be partition of A into
m = { Al —‘ parts of size at most d — 1, and define the tensor 7' : A% — F such that

1 ifay,...,aq € A; for some i € [m]
T(a1,...,aq) =

0 otherwise.

Then T is semi-diagonal, and the i-flattening rank of 7' is exactly m for i € [d]. Moreover, the

i-flattening rank of a semi-diagonal tensor need not be large for any fixed i. Indeed, if T : A% - F
is defined as

1 fag=-=ai_1=0a41=--=a

T(al,...,ad):{ 1 i—1 i+1 d

0 otherwise.

then frank;(7") = 1.

We will prove Theorem 1 in the next section and provide some of its combinatorial applications
in Section 3. We also like to mention that further application of Theorem 1 appears in [10], where
it is used to establish certain Ramsey properties of algebraic hypergraphs.

2 Semi-diagonal tensors

In this section, we prove Theorem 1. More precisely, we prove the following theorem, which then
immediately implies Theorem 1.

Theorem 2. Let T : A* — F be a semi-diagonal tensor. Then
d d

frank;(T) > ——|A].

3 franki(7) > —14

Proof. Let us introduce some notation. If v € F4, let supp(v) be the support of v, that is, the set of
elements b € A such that v(b) # 0. If a € A%, let {a} = {a(1),...,a(d)} C A be the set of elements
of A which appear as coordinates of vector a. Let ¢(a) C [d] be the set of indices i € [d] such that
a(i) appears at least twice among a(1),...,a(d). Also, for i € [d], let a[i] € F4 be the vector defined
as

ali](b) = T(a(1),...,a(i — 1),b,a(i + 1),...,a(d))



for b € A. Finally, let U;(T) = {a[i] : a € A%}, and let V;(T) be the subspace of F4 generated by the
elements of U;(T). Then, by definition,

frank;(T') = dim(V;(T)).

We prove the theorem by induction on |A|. If |A] < d — 1, the statement is clearly true as the
i-flattening is at least 1 for i € [d], so let us assume that |A| > d. Choose a € A? such that T'(a) # 0,
and the set {a} has maximal size. Then |{a}| < d —1 as T is semi-diagonal.

Claim 3. Ifi € ¢(a), then supp(afi]) C {a}.

Proof. Suppose this is not the case, and let ¢ € supp(a[i]) \ {a}. Let a’ be the d-tuple we get by
replacing a(i) with ¢ in a. Then T'(a’) # 0 and {a'} = {a} U {c}, contradicting the maximality of

{a}] O

Let A be the set of all d-tuples b € A? such that T'(b) # 0 and {b} = {a}. Define the graph G
on A as follows: connect b and b’ by an edge if they differ in exactly one coordinate. Let C C A be
the connected component of G containing a. Say that an index j € [d] is good if there exists b € C
such that j € ¢(b), and let J C [d] be the set of good indices.

Claim 4. If j is not good, then a(j) = b(j) for every b € C.

Proof. As a and b are in the same connected component, there exists a path from a to b in G, which
means that there exists a sequence a = ag, ...,a, = b of elements of A such that a; and a;; differ
in exactly one coordinate for K = 0,...,p — 1, say in coordinate jx. But as {a;} = {ax+1}, we have
that ay(jx) is equal to some other coordinate ay(j’). Therefore, ji is good, and so the coordinate at
4 was never changed. O

Let X = {a(j) : j € [d] \ J}. By definition of goodness, all a(j) are distinct elements of A and
appear only once as coordinate of a. Thus |X| =d — |J|. Also, let Y = {a} \ X, then

1< Y] ={a}| - X[ < |J[ -1
For every j € J, pick an element b € C C A such that j € ¢(b), and define the vector v; = b[j] €
Vi(T).
Claim 5. supp(v;) C Y.

Proof. As j € ¢(b), we have by Claim 3 that supp(v;) C {b} = {a}. Since Y = {a} \ X = {b}\ X,
if supp(v;) ¢ Y, then there exists ¢ € X such that ¢ € supp(v;). Then ¢ # b(j). Let b’ be the
d-tuple we get after replacing b(j) with ¢ in b. Since ¢ € {b}, we have that {b’'} = {b} = {a} and b’
differs from b in exactly one coordinate. Then b’ € C but b’(j) # b(j), contradicting Claim 4. I

Let A = A\Y and let T’ be the restriction of T to (4’)¢. Then 7" is an (|A| — |Y|)-sized
semi-diagonal tensor, so by our induction hypothesis, we have

S dim(Vi() =~ (4]~ V)



However, note that for j € J, the support of the vector v; is disjoint from A’. Let eq,...,e, € (A7)d
such that the restriction of the vectors e1[j], ..., e,[j] to A’ is a basis of V;(T”) (so r = dim(V;(1"))),
then the vectors v;,e1[j], ..., e;[j] are linearly independent in FA. Therefore,

dim(V;(T)) > dim(V;(1")) + 1.

But then

d d
d d
di (1)) > di Z'T/ > —(|A] = [Y|) > ——|A],
Z; im (Vi ( ))_UH; im(Vi(T7) 2 ||+ o= (14l = [Y]) 2 57— |4]

where the last inequality holds noting that |Y| < |J| —1<d — 1.

3 Applications

3.1 Oddtown

A family A of subsets of an n-element set is an Oddtown if |A| is odd for every A € A, and |AN B|
is even for every A,B € A, A # B. It was proved famously by Berkelamp [5] that the size of an
Oddtown on an n element ground set is at most n.

The following generalization of this problem was considered by Vu [11]. A d-wise Oddtown is a
family A of subsets of some ground set such that |A] is odd for every A € A, and |A; N---N Ay is
even for every Aj,..., Ay € A that are all distinct. Vu [11] proved that the size of a d-wise Oddtown
on an n element ground set is at most (d — 1)n. In the case we allow repetitions in A this bound is
also the best possible.

As our first application, we show that the cross-version of this result also holds with the same
bound. A cross-d-wise Oddtown is a family A such that every A € A is an ordered d-tuple
A(1),...,A(d) of subsets of the ground set (which do not need to be distinct) with the property that
[A(1)N---NA(d)| is odd for every A € A, and |A;(1)N---NAy(d)| is even for every A;,..., Az € A
that are all distinct. Note that d-wise Oddtown is a special case of cross-d-wise Oddtown, where
every d-tuple contains the same set d times.

Theorem 6. If A is a cross-d-wise Oddtown on an n element ground set, then |A| < (d — 1)n.

Proof. Let m = |A|. Define the tensor T : AY — TFy such that for Ay,..., A3 € A we
have T'(A1,...,Aq) = |[A1(1) N --- N Ay(d)]. Then A is a semi-diagonal tensor and we have
mfrank(7') > %7, by Theorem 1. On the other hand, we show that trank(7") < n, which then
implies mfrank(7) <n. For A € A and j € [d], let v : [n] — F2 be the characteristic function of
A(j). For k € [n], define the function f; : A — Fa as f;x(A) = va)(k). Then

T(Ay,...,Ag) =Y fie(Ar)... far(Aq).
k=1

Therefore, trank(7T") < n. O



3.2 Forbidden intersections

Let p be a prime, L C F,, be a set of residues mod p, and F C 2"l be a family such that |A| ¢ L for
every A € F, but |[AN B| € L for every distinct A, B € F. The celebrated Frankl-Wilson theorem
[7] on forbidden intersections says that

|L|

!ﬂéSE::O(Z).

A natural extension of this was given by Grolmusz and Sudakov [9], who proved if one requires
that all |A| € L but every intersection of k distinct sets in F has size in L, then |F| < (k—1) ) SL:|0 M.
This bound is tight if we allow F to be a multiset. Here, we prove the following extension of these
results for more general, forbidden configurations. A configuration of order k modulo p is a pair
(C, L), where C C 2l and L C F,,. Say that a family F < 2" is (C, L)-satisfying, if |A| € L for every
A € F, but there exist no k distinct sets Ay,..., Ay € F such that |[;cx Ai| € L for every X € C.

Clearly, asking F to be ({{1,2}}, L)-satisfying is equivalent to the condition of the Frankl-Wilson
theorem and being ({{1,...,k}}, L)-satisfying is equivalent to restricted k-wise intersections. We
bound the size of the maximal (C, L)-satisfying family by a function of n, |L| and the maximum
degree of C, which we define next. Given a family C, the degree of a € [k] in C is the number of sets
in C containing a, and is denoted by degc(a). The mazimum degree of C is A(C) = max,¢) dege(a).

Theorem 7. Let (C,L) be a configuration of order k modulo p, and let A = A(C). If F c 2" is

(C, L)-satisfying, then
AlL|

FI< k-1 <Z>

s=0

Proof. Let h : F, — IF, be the polynomial defined as h(x) = [],c;(z — £). Define the k-dimensional
tensor T : FF — F, as follows. For Ay,..., A, let

T(Ay,...,A) =[] n (
Then T is semi-diagonal as F is (C, L)-satisfying. Therefore, by Theorem 1, we have

na

1eX

XeC

71
frank(T) > ——.
mfrank( )_k—l

We show that for j € [k], the j-flattening rank of T' is at most |F| < Z?LO (M), where d; =
degq(j)|L|. For ease of notation, let us show this for j = 1, it follows for the other values of j by the
same reasoning.

For A € F, let va € F}; be the characteristic vector of A. Let Ay, ..., Ay € F, then

T(Al,...,Ak) = H h Z HUAZ(])

XeC j=1lieX



Let p: IF";” — I, be the polynomial defined as

n

p(vi,...,v5) = H h ZHUZ(j) ,

XeC j=lieX

where vy,...,vp € F". Write p as the sum of monomials and in each monomial replace v;(j)*,a > 1
by v;(j). Let g be the resulting polynomial and note that g(vy,...,vx) = p(vi,...,vk) if v1,..., vk
are characteristic vectors, having all their coordinates equal 0 or 1.

The polynomial g(vy,...,v;) can be written as the sum of polynomials of the form

BJ HUl(])J(]) qL](U27"'7vk)7
j=1

where J € {0,1}", By € F,, and ¢y : IF,(,k_l)" — F, is some polynomial. Note that 8; = 0 unless
|J| < |L|dege(1). Let J = {J € {0,1}" : |J| < |L|dege(1)}. For J € J, define the functions
fr:F—=TF, and gy : FF1 — F, as

k
Fr(Ar) =By [ va, ()79,
j=1

and
g(Az, ... AL) = q7(vAay, ..., v4,)-
Then
T(Al, . ,Ak) = Z fJ(Al)gJ(AQ, N ,Ak),
JeJg

which proves that frank; (T") < || < Zglzo (Z) As the corresponding bound holds for the j-flattening

as well for j € [k], we get
AL

n
frank(7") < .
mfrank(7") < ; <S>
Comparing the lower and upper bound on the max-flattening rank, we get the desired bound
AC)|L] n
Fl<(k—1) > <s>
s=0

0

So far we showed that for a fixed configuration (C, L) of order k modulo p, the maximal size of a
(C, L)-satisfying family of subsets of [n] is of order at most n/%l, where A is the maximum degree of
the set family C. For A = 1 the exponent of n is clearly best possible, as the Frankl-Wilson bound
is sharp. On the other hand, for A > 2 we do not know how accurate our result is. Nevertheless, we
can show that the exponent of n must depend on A.

Indeed, consider the case p = 2, C, = [k]® is a complete graph of order k and L = {0}. Then
A = k—1 and we construct families in 2[") which are (C, {0} )-satisfying and have size n}(0g%/loglogk)
Our construction is a modification of an argument of Alon and Szegedy [3].



Theorem 8. Let t,s be positive integers, k = %j, and n = t°. Then, there exists a family

F C 2" which is (Cy, {0})-satisfying and has size at least 2= 15/,

Proof. Let G C 2[l be a family of odd-sized sets all whose pairwise intersections have also odd size.
By the well known variation of the Oddtown problem we have that |G| < 2(:=1)/2,

Now, let Oy C 2l denote the family of all odd-sized subsets of [t], which clearly has size 2~
Since n = t°, we can identify [n] with the set [t]°. Let then OF C 2["l denote the family of sets of the
form A; x ... x Ag, where A; € O, for all i. Note that all sets in O} are odd-sized. If Fi,...,F, are
subsets of O; with none of F; containing a pair of sets with even-sized intersection, then we call the
collection

FiX ... X Fsi={A1 x...x Ag: A; € F;} C O

a bad bor. As we explained above, in this case |F;| < 2(t=1)/2 " and therefore every bad box contains
at most 25¢=1)/2 gets. Note that the intersection of Ay X -+ X Ag and By X -+ X By is (A1 N By) X
-+ X (AsN By). Therefore, F; X - -+ x Fg is a bad box if and only if it contains no two sets with even
intersection.

Take F to be a random family given by choosing uniformly and independently, with repetition,
[2=1)s/47 sets in Of. Then, for every bad box B, the probability that at least k elements of F

k
are contained in B is at most (‘J,[:l) (”gl‘) < 2-(t=1)sk/4 " The number of bad boxes can be upper
t

bounded by 25271 Thus, using our choices of k and ¢, we conclude that the probability that some

bad box contains k elements of F is at most

282'571 . 2—(t—1)sk/4 S 1.

To finish, note this implies that F C 2" is (C,, {0})-satisfying. Indeed, suppose this is not the case.
Since each member of O has odd size, there exist k sets Si,...,S; € F such that for all distinct
p,q, we have |S, NS, = 1 (mod 2). Let the collection {Ag-i) :1<i<k/1<j<s} besuch that
S; = Agi) X ... X Agi) for all ¢ and for each j, let F; = {Ag-i) : 1 <i <k} C O Since the size of
Sp N Sy is the product of the sizes of the intersections Agp e qu), we must have that each collection

F; has only odd-sized pairwise intersections. Hence, /7 x ... X F is a bad box and contains the sets
S1,...,Sk. This is a contradiction, since no bad box contains &k members of F. O

As A = k—1 and t = O(logk), indeed, the family provided by the previous theorem has size
nflogA/loglog A) 1t would be interesting to improve this result and get a better understanding of
how much the exponent of n should depend on A.

3.3 Rainbow matchings

Let ‘H be an r-uniform multi-hypergraph (that is, we allow repetitions of the edges). Given a
coloring ¢ : E(H) — [z], a rainbow matching in A is a matching in which no two edges have the
same color. The hypergraph H is (z,t)-colored if it is colored with z colors, and each colorclass is a
matching of size t. Let f(r,t) denote the maximal z such that there exists a (z,t)-colored r-partite
r-uniform multi-hypergraph which contains no rainbow matching of size t. Also, let F(r,t) denote
the maximal z such that there exists a (z,t)-colored r-uniform multi-hypergraph which contains
no rainbow matching of size ¢t. Clearly, f(r,t) < F(r,t). Aharoni and Berger [1] proved that



f(r,t) > (t—1)2", and equality holds if » = 2 or ¢t = 2. They also conjectured that f(r,t) = (t—1)2"
holds in general. This was disproved by Alon [2], who showed that f(r,3) > 2.71". More precisely,
Alon discovered a connection between f(r,t) and the following well studied function. Let g(r,t)
denote the smallest integer g such that any sequence of g elements of the Abelian group Zj contains
a subsequence of length ¢, whose elements sum up to zero. Then f(r,t) > g(r — 1,¢) — 1.

On the other hand, Glebov, Sudakov and Szabé [8] proved, using combinatorial techniques, that

F(r,t) < min{(r 4+ 1)Z 121 griy,

Our next theorem improves this upper bound for every (r,t) satisfying r,¢ > 3, which also improves
all known upper bounds for f(r,t) as well.

Theorem 9. F(r,t) < (t —1)("").

The proof is based on the exterior algebra method. The interested reader can find a detailed
description of this method as well as various applications in Chapter 6 of the book by Babai and
Frankl [4]. Here, let us only give a basic introduction to exterior algebras.

Let V be a vector space over some field F. The exterior algebra /\'V is the associative algebra
generated by the elements of V' and the associative binary operation A, called wedge product (or
exterior product). Subject to these, A has the additional property that v Av = 0 for all v € V.
Also, the k-th exterior power of k, denoted by A*V| is the vector space generated by the elements
V1A AUk, where vy, ...,v; € V. Let us list some of the well known properties of the wedge product,
AFV and A V.

1. (A\V is an associative algebra.) If a,b,c € AV and A € F, then

(aANb)ANc=a N (bAc),

a N (Ab) = (Aa) ANb= A(a AD),

alN(b+c)=(anb)+ (aAc),

(a+b)Aec=(anc)+ (bAc).
2. f v,w eV, thenvAw=—wAw.

3. Ifvy,..., v, then vy A--- A, # 0 if and only if vq,...,v; are linearly independent.

4. If dim(V) = n, then dim(A* V) = (})- Moreover, if e1,..., e, is a basis of V, then

{ei1 JANRERAN eik}1§i1<---<ik§n
is a basis of A" V.

If F has characteristic 2, then A is also commutative by property 2. Therefore, in this case, if
A ={ay,...,ap} CV, we can write A\, .4 a instead of a; A --- A a without specifying the order of
terms.

Proof of Theorem 9. Let n = rt. Let H be an r-uniform multi-hypergraph with (z,t)-coloring c. Let
FF be an infinite field of characteristic 2. Let V be an n-dimensional vector space over F, and for



every x € V(H), choose a vector v, € V such that these vectors are in general position, i.e., any n
of them are linearly independent. For every r-tuple A C V(H), let w(A) = Aycavz € A" V. Also,
let eq,...,e, be a basis of V.

For i € [2], let A;1,...,A;s be the edges of color i. Define the ¢-dimensional tensor T : [z]' — F
as follows. With slight abuse of notation, let

T(ila cee 7it) = w(Ail,l) ARERA w(Aitﬂf)’

To be more precise, w(A; 1) A+ Aw(A;,¢) € A" V. But each a € A"V can be written as a =
Aler A+ Aey) for some A € F, so we can identify a with this A.

Note that as {vs},ey(x) are in general position, T'(iy,...,4;) # 0 if and only if A 1,..., Aj 4
are pairwise disjoint. But then, as H contains no rainbow matching of size ¢, we get that T is
semi-diagonal. By Theorem 1, this gives

z

frank(7T") > .
mfrank( )_t—l

We finish the proof by showing that frank,(T") < () for every ¢ € [t]. For ease of notation, we
show this for £ = 1, the other cases follow by the same argument. For I C [n], let e; = A,;c; e;. Then
{er}repmm is a basis of A"V, so for every A C V(H) and I € [n] (") there exists A(A,I) such that

w(d) = Y MA,Dey.

I€[n)™
But then
t
TGr-vi)= N\ | D MAyDer | = D> MAia, D). AMAin L)
Jj=1 IG[TL](T) 11,...,It€[n](r)
IlLJ"'UIt:[n]

For I € [n](™), define the functions f7 : [2] — F and g : [2]'"' — F as follows. Let

fr(in) = MAi 1, 1),

and
g](ig,...,it) = Z )\(Ai2727[2)---)\(Ait,tyft)'
Iy,....I;€[n)(")
IU--UL=[n\I
Then

T(il,...,it): Z fl(il)gl(i%"'vit)’

I€[n)(”)

which shows that frank; (7)) < (7). As this holds for frank,(T') as well for every ¢ € [t], we get

T

mfrank(T) < <n> .

Comparing the lower and upper bound on the max-flattening rank of 7', we deduce that z < (t—1) (?),
finishing the proof. U



In particular, one can slightly modify our proof to show the following extension of the Bollobés
set pair inequality [6], which might be of independent interest.

Theorem 10. Let A be a family of t-tuples of subsets of some base set X such that |A(i)| = r; for
every A € A and i € [t]. Suppose that A(1),...,A(t) are pairwise disjoint for every A € A, but
A1(1),..., Ai(t) are not pairwise disjoint if Ay,..., Ay € A are all distinct. Then

|A] < (t — 1) max <T1+.”+Tt>.

i€]t] T
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