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Abstract

This work studies the maximum possible sign ranRok NV sign matrices with a given
VC dimensiond. Ford = 1, this maximum is three. Faf = 2, this maximum is9(N'/2).
Ford > 2, similar but slightly less accurate statements hold. Tketdbounds improve
over previous ones by Ben-David et al., and the upper bouredsavel.

The lower bounds are obtained by probabilistic construstiaising a theorem of War-
ren in real algebraic topology. The upper bounds are oldaisang a result of Welzl about
spanning trees with low stabbing number, and using the mbmene.

The upper bound technique is also used to: (i) provide estsnan the number of
classes of a given VC dimension, and the number of maximussetaof a given VC
dimension — answering a question of Frankl from ’89, andd@3ign an efficient algorithm
that provides ai©(N/ log(N')) multiplicative approximation for the sign rank.

We also observe a general connection between sign rank auottapgaps which is
based on Forster's argument. Consider Mhex IV adjacency matrix of &\ regular graph
with a second eigenvalue of absolute valuand A < N/2. We show that the sign rank
of the signed version of this matrix is at leasy A\. We use this connection to prove the
existence of a maximum clags C {+1}"V with VC dimension2 and sign ranko(N'/2).
This answers a question of Ben-David et al. regarding the iigk of large VC classes.
We also describe limitations of this approach, in the spirthe Alon-Boppana theorem.

We further describe connections to communication comlegeometry, learning the-
ory, and combinatorics.

*A preliminary version of this work was published in the preding of COLT'16.
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1 Introduction

Boolean matrices (with), 1 entries) and sign matrices (with1l entries) naturally appear in
many areas of resealfthwe use them e.g. to represent set systems and graphs inraionis,
hypothesis classes in learning theory, and boolean fumctrocommunication complexity.

This work further investigates the relation between twdwuissomplexity measures on sign
matrices.

Definition (Sign rank) For a real matrix A/ with no zero entries, let sigit/) denote the sign
matrix such that(sign(M));; = sign(M, ;) for all 4, 5. The sign rank of a sign matri¥ is
defined as

sign-rank.S) = min{rank()) : signM) = S},

where the rank is over the real numbers. It captures the mimirdimension of a real space in
which the matrix can be embedded using half spaces throuagb‘rtginﬁ (see for example [47]).

Definition (Vapnik-Chervonenkis dimensionThe VC dimension of a sign matrs denoted
VC(9), is defined as follows. A subggtof the columns of is called shattered if each of the
2I¢l different patterns of ones and minus ones appears in som@rthe restriction ofS to the
columns inC. The VC dimension & is the maximum size of a shattered subset of columns.
captures the size of the minimunmet for the underlying set system [37] 41].

The VC dimension and the sign rank appear in various areasgbater science and mathe-
matics. One important example is learning theory, wher&/tbelimension captures the sample
complexity of learning in the PAC model [18,/65], and the signk relates to the generaliza-
tion guarantees of practical learning algorithms, suchugpart vector machines, large margin
classifiers, and kernel classifiers [46] 81} [32,33,[22, 6@Josely speaking, the VC dimen-
sion relates to learnability, while sign rank relates tanedility by linear classifiers. Another
example is communication complexity, where the sign rardqgisivalent to the unbounded er-
ror randomized communication complexity [54], and the V@eénsion relates to one round
distributional communication complexity under producdtdbutions([42],

The main focus of this work is how large can the sign rank beafgiven VC dimension.
In learning theory, this question concerns the univergalifinear classifiers. In communica-
tion complexity, this concerns the difference between camded communication complexity
with unbounded error and between communication complexitier product distribution with
bounded error. Previous works have studied these diffesefrom the communication com-
plexity perspective [63, 62] and the learning theory pectipe [14]. In this work we provide
explicit matrices and stronger separations compared teetlod [63, 62] and[[14]. See the
discussions in Sectidn 1.2 and Secfion 2.4 for more details.

1There is a standard transformation of a boolean mdrir the sign matrixs = 2B — J, whereJ is the alll
matrix. The matrixS is called the signed version &f, and the matridx3 is called the boolean version 6t

That is, the columns correspond to point&if and the rows to half spaces through the origin (i.e. cobbeti
of all pointsz € R¥ so that(z,v) > 0 for some fixeds € R¥).




1.1 Duality

We start by providing alternative descriptions of the VC dimgion and sign rank, which demon-
strate that these notions are dual to each other. The sigrofansign matrixS' is the maximum
numberk such that

vV M such that sighV/) = S 3 k columnsyy, . . ., ji
the columngjy, ..., j, are linearly independent ib/

Thedual sign rankof S is the maximum numbek such that

3k columnsjy, ..., ji V M such that sighM/) = S
the columng, ..., j, are linearly independent i/ .

It turns out that the dual sign rank is almost equivalent ® WC dimension (the proof is in
Sectior{3.11).

Proposition 1. VC'(S) < dual-sign-ranks) < 2V C(S) + 1.

As the dual sign rank is at most the sign rank, it follows timat ¥C dimension is at most
the sign rank. This provides further motivation for studyihe largest possible gap between
sign rank and VC dimension; it is equivalent to the largestsale gap between the sign rank
and the dual sign rank.

It is worth noting that there are some interesting classesaifices for which these quan-
tities are equal. One such example is #ex 2™ disjointness matrix>)1.5.J, whose rows and
columns are indexed by all subsetswf, andDI1SJ,, = 1if and only if |z Ny| > 0. For this
matrix both the sign rank and the dual sign rank are exactiyl.

1.2 Sign rank versus VC dimension

The VC dimension is at most the sign rank. On the other harsdghg known that the sign rank
is not bounded from above by any function of the VC dimensidon, Haussler, and Welz| [6]
provided examples aV x N matrices with VC dimensiof for which the sign rank tends to
infinity with V. [14] used ideas from [5] together with estimates conceytive Zarankiewicz
problem to show that many matrices with constant VC dimenéib least4d) have high sign
rank.

We further investigate the problem of determining or estinggthe maximum possible sign
rank of N x N matrices with VC dimensioa. Denote this maximum by (N,d). We are
mostly interested in fixed and N tending to infinity.

We observe that there is a dichotomy between the behaviofi(/6fd) whend = 1 and
whend > 1. The value off (N, 1) is 3, but ford > 1, the value off (N, d) tends to infinity with
N. We now discuss the behaviour 6fN, d) in more detail, and describe our results.

We start with the casé = 1. The following theorem and claim imply that for all > 4,

F(N,1) = 3.



The following theorem which was proved by [6] shows thatdoe 1, matrices with high
sign rank do not exist. For completeness, we provide our lgirapd constructive proof in
Sectior3.211.

Theorem 2([6]). If the VC dimension of a sign matri¥ is one then its sign rank is at mdst
We also note that the boursds tight (see Section 3.2.1 for a proof).

Claim 3. For N > 4, the N x N signed identity matrix (i.e. the matrix withon the diagonal
and —1 off the diagonal) has VC dimension one and sign rank

Next, we consider the cage> 1, starting with lower bounds ofi(N, d). As mentioned
above, two lower bounds were previously known: [6] showed thN,2) > Q(log N). [14]

showed thaf (N, d) > w(Nl_g_zﬁ), for every fixedd, which provides a nontrivial result only
for d > 4. We prove the following stronger lower bound.

Theorem 4. The following lower bounds ofi(V, d) hold:
1. f(N,2) > Q(N'Y2/log N).
2. f(N,3) > Q(N®'/log N).
3. f(N,4) > Q(N?/3/log N).
4. For every fixed > 4,

f(N, d) > Q(Nl_(d2+5d+2)/(d3+2d2+3d)/10g N)

To understand part 4 better, notice that

d? + 5d + 2 _1+ 3d—1
A3 +2d2+3d d = d3+2d?+ 3d’

which is close td /d for larged. The proofs are described in Section 3.2, where we alsosiscu
the tightness of our arguments.

What about upper bounds ¢t N, d)? It is shown in[[14] that for every matrix in a certain
class of N x N matrices with constant VC dimension, the sign rank is at mggt'/?). The
proof uses the connection between sign rank and commumicadimplexity. However, there is
no general upper bound for the sign rank of matrices of VC dsiad in [14], and the authors
explicitly mention the absence of such a result.

Here we prove the following upper bounds, using a concreteeelting of matrices with
low VC dimension in real space.

Theorem 5. For every fixed! > 2,

f(N,d) < O(N'=Y,



In particular, this determineg(V, 2) up to a logarithmic factor:
Q(N'?/log N) < f(N,2) < O(N'7?).

The above results imply existence of sign matrices with Hegym rank. However, their
proofs use counting arguments and hence do not provide adhefltertifying high sign rank
for explicit matrices. In the next section we show how onedeiive a lower bound for the sign
rank of many explicit matrices.

1.3 Sign rank and spectral gaps

Spectral properties of boolean matrices are known to belgleelated to their combinatorial
structure. Perhaps the best example is Cheeger’s inggudiith relates spectral gaps to com-
binatorial expansion [26] 7} 8,(1,138]. Here, we describaneations between spectral properties
of boolean matrices and the sign rank of their signed vession

Proving strong lower bounds on the sign rank of sign matrigesed out to be a difficult
task. Alon, Frankl, and Rodl[5] were the first to prove thegre are sign matrices with high sign
rank, but they have not provided explicit examples. Laterahreakthrough of [30] showed
how to prove lower bounds on the sign rank of explicit masjggroving, specifically, that
Hadamard matrices have high sign rark.| [55] proved thattigea function that is computed
by a small depth three boolean circuit, but with high sigrkraliis worth mentioning that no
explicit matrix whose sign rank is significantly larger than is known.

We focus on the case of regular matrices, but a similar disonscan be carried more
generally. A boolean matrix ia regular if every row and every column in it has exactly
ones, and a sign matrix i& regular if its boolean version i& regular.

An N x N real matrix)M hasN singular valuesr; > o, > ... > on > 0. The largest
singular value ofV/ is also called its spectral norfiV/ || = o7 = max{||Mz| : ||z| < 1},
where||z||? = (x, x) with the standard inner product. If the ratig( A1) /|| M|| is bounded away
from one, or small, we say that has a spectral gap.

We prove that ifB has a spectral gap then the sign rani§ao$ high.

Theorem 6. Let B be aA regular N x N boolean matrix withA < N/2, and letS be its
signed version. Then,

sign-ranks) > (B)’
In many cases a spectral gap ferimplies that it has pseudorandom properties. This the-
orem is another manifestation of this phenomenon sinceorargign matrices have high sign
rank (seel[b]).
The theorem above provides a non trivial lower bound on tipe sank ofS. There is a non
trivial upper bound as well. The sign rank of\aregular sign matrix is at mo&tA + 1. Here
is a brief explanation of this upper bound (see [5] for a mataited proof). Every row in S
has at mosRA sign changes (i.e. columnsso thatS, ; # S; ;+1). This implies that for every
i, there is a real univariate polynomi@) of degree at mos2A so thatG;(;)S;,; > 0 for all
J € [N] C R. To see how this corresponds to sign rank at mdst 1, recall that evaluating



a polynomialG of degree2A on a pointz € R corresponds to an inner product o+
between the vector of coefficients Gf and the vector of powers af
Our proof of Theorerhl6 and its limitations are discussed mitlm Sectior 3.8.

2 Applications

2.1 Learning theory
Universality of linear classifiers

Linear classifiers have been central in the study of mack@m@ing since the introduction of the
Perceptron algorithm in the 501s [57] and Support Vector Maes (SVM) in the 90’s [20, 25].
The rising of kernel methods in the 90’s [20, 61] enabled catlymany learning problems to
the framework of halfspaces, making linear classifiers a&rakalgorithmic tool.

These methods use the following two-step approach. Firdbee the hypothesis cl&s®
halfspaces of an Euclidean space (each point corresporadgector and for every hypothesis
h, the vectors corresponding ko' (1) and the vectors corresponding/to’(—1) are separated
by a hyperplane). Second, apply a learning algorithm fdispates.

If the embedding is to a low dimensional space then a goodrgkretion rate is im-
plied. For embeddings to large dimensional spaces, SVMytwters an alternative parameter,
namely the margﬂu Indeed, a large margin also implies a good generalizasitsn On the other
hand, any embedding with a large margin can be projected ¢avalimensional space using
standard dimension reduction arguments [39] 11, 14].

Ben-David, Eiron, and Simon [14] utilized it to argue that.any universal learning ma-
chine, which transforms data to a Euclidean space and thgliregpinear (or large margin)
classification, cannot preserve good generalization b®imdeneral.” Formally, they showed
that: For any fixed/ > 1, most hypothesis class€s C {£1}" of VC dimensiond have
sign-rank of V¥, As discussed in Sectidn_1.2, Theorem 4 quantitatively awgs over their
results.

In practice, linear classifiers are widely used in a variétyaplications including handwrit-
ing recognition, image classification, medical scienceirtformatics, and more. The practical
usefulness of linear classifiers and the argument of BeneD&iron, and Simon manifest a
gap between practice and theory that seems worth studyiegiéit discuss how Theorédm 5,
which provides a non-trivial upper bound on the sign rank, loa interpreted as a theoretical
evidence which supports the practical usefulness of lickessifiers. LeC’ C {+1}* be a
hypothesis class, and let > 0. We say thatC is y-weakly represented by halfspadésor
every finiteY C X, the sign rank of”|y- is at mostO(|Y|'=). In other words, there exists an
embedding of” in R* with &k = O(|Y|*~") such that each hypothesis @, corresponds to
a halfspace in the embedding. Theofegm 5 shows that any Class-weakly represented by
halfspaces where depends only on its VC dimension. Weak representations eahdught
of as providing a compressed representatio’gf using half-spaces in a dimension that is

3In this context we use the more common term “hypothesis tlastead of “matrix.”
4The margin of the embedding is the minimum over all hypotbésef the distance between the convex hull
of the vectors corresponding to ! (1) and the convex hull of the vectors corresponding td(—1)
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Figure 1: An arrangement of lines in the plane and the coomdipg cells.

sublinear in|Y'|. Such representations imply learnability; indeed, everyeakly represented
classC' is learnable, as the VC dimension @fis bounded from above by some function of
of v. While these quantitative relations between the VC dinmnandy may be rather loose,
they show that in principle, any learnable class has a wgalesentation by halfspaces which
certifies its learnability.

Maximum classes with large sign rank

LetC' C {£1}" be a class with VC dimensiah The clasg” is called maximum if it meets the
Sauer-Shelah’s bound [60] with equﬂ.tyThat is,|C| = E?:o (JZV) Maximum classes were
studied in different contexts such as machine learningmgdxy, and combinatorics (e.g. [19,
29,35/12, 10, 44, 51, 58, 59]).

There are several known examples of maximum classes. A fairiple one is the hamming
ball of radiusd, i.e., the class of all vectors with weight at mast Another set of examples
relates to the sign rank: Léf an arrangement of hyperplanesif. These hyperplanes cRt
into cells; the connected componentsRsf\ (|J,.;; ). Each cellc is associated with a sign
vectorv, € {41} which describes the location of the cell relative to eacthefttyperplanes.
See Figuré 2]1 for a planar arrangement. The sign rank of swtdss is at most + 1. Itis
known (see e.g.[35]) that if the hyperplanes are in genarsitipn then the sign vectors of the
cells form a maximum class of VC dimensidn

Gartner and Welzl[[35] gave a combinatorial characteiorabf maximum classes con-

structed using generic halfspaces. As an application of tmaracterization they note that
hamming ball of radiug is a maximum class that can not be realized this way. By Leffha 1
however, the hamming ball of radidshas sign rank at mo&t/ + 1 (it is in fact exactly2d + 1).
It is therefore natural to ask whether every maximum classsign rank which depends only
ond. A similar question was also asked by [14]. Theoiém 8 in $afi.2.1 gives a negative
answer to this question, even whénr= 2 (whend = 1, by Theoreni 2 the sign rank is at most
3).

SMaximum classes are distinguished from maximal classes:a&imum class has the largest possible size
among all classes of VC dimensidnand a maximal class is such that for every sign vectgrC, if v is added
to C then the VC dimension is increased.



In machine learning, maximum classes were studied extelysiv the context of sample
compression schemes. A partial list of works in this contegludes [29] 44, 58, 59, 52, 28].
[58] constructed an unlabeled sample compression schemefamum classes. Their scheme
uses an approach suggested by [44] and their analysis eesal\conjecture from [44]. A
crucial part in their work is establishing the existence meabedding of any maximum class
of VC dimensiond in an arrangement of piecewise-linear hyperplanéinTheoreni B below
shows that even for VC dimensiah there are maximum classés C {41}V of sign rank
Q(N'2/log N). Thus, in order to make the piecewise-linear arrangemeii’itinear the
dimension of the space must significantly growfx@V'/?/log ).

2.2 Explicit examples

The spectral lower bound on sign rank gives many explicitgdas of matrices with high sign
rank, which come from known constructions of expander gsagtd combinatorial designs. A
rather simple such family of examples is finite projectivemetries.

Letd > 2 andn > 3. Let P be the set of points in @dimensional projective space of order
n, and letH be the set of hyperplanes in the space. &ef 2, this is just a projective plane
with points and lines. It is known (see, e.q.,/[16]) that

’fld+1 -1

Pl =H| = Npa:=n"+n" +. 4t l=—

Let A € {&1}*H be the signed point-hyperplane incidence matrix:

_J 1 pebh
Ap’h_{—l p e h.

Theorem 7. The matrix4 is N x N with N = N, 4, its VC dimension ig, and its sign rank is
larger than
nd —1
d—1
nz (n—1)

The theorem follows from known properties of projective cgma (see Sectidn _3.4.1). A
slightly weaker (but asymptotically equivalent) lower Induon the sign rank off was given
by [31].

The sign rank of4 is at most2N,, ;1 + 1 = O(Nl‘i), due to the observation in![5]
mentioned above. To see this, note that every point in thiegiiee space is incident oy, 4,
hyperplanes.

Other explicit examples come from spectral graph theoryreHg a brief description of
matrices that are even more restricted than having VC dimeasut have high sign rank; no
3 columns in them have more th@ndistinct projections. An(V, A, \)-graph is aA regular
graph on/NV vertices so that the absolute value of every eigenvalue efgtaph besides the
top one is at mosh. There are several known constructions(of, A, \)-graphs for which
A < O(v/A), that do not contain short cycles. Any such graph with> N provides an
example with sign rank at leasf®"), and if there is no cycle of length at masthen in the
sign matrix we have at mostdistinct projections on any set 8fcolumns.

> N3"2d,

7



2.2.1 Maximum classes

Let P be the set of points in a projective plane of ordeand letL be the set of lines in it. Let
N = N, 5 = |P| = |L|. For each ling € L, fix some linear order on the points in A set
T C Pis called an interval iff’ C ¢ for some linel € L, andT forms an interval with respect
to the order we fixed onA.

Theorem 8. The classR of all intervals is a maximum class of VC dimensibnMoreover,
there exists a choice of linear orders for the lined/irsuch that the resultingz has sign rank
Q(N'2/log N).

The proof of Theorerl8 is given in Sectibn 314.1. The proofsduet follow directly from
Theoremni 4 since it is not clear that the classes with VC dimoersand large sign rank which
are guaranteed to exist by Theorem 4 can be extended to a onadiass.

2.3 Computing the sign rank

Linear Programming (LP) is one of the most famous and use@blpms in the class P. As a
decision problem, an LP problem concerns determining thsfisdility of a system

where eaclt; is an affine function defined ové&” (say with integer coefficients). A natural
extension of LP is to consider the case in which e§dl a multivariate polynomial. Perhaps
not surprisingly, this problem is much harder than LP. Iri,faatisfiability of a system of poly-
nomial inequalities is known to be a complete problem fordlags3R. The classiR is known
to lie between PSPACE and NP (seel[48] and references within)

Consider the problem of deciding whether the sign rank ofrargh. x N sign matrix is at
mostk. A simple reduction shows that to solve this problem it iswggtoto decide whether a
system of real polynomial inequalities is satisfiable. Tliis problem belongs to the clasR.
[13ﬁ, and [17] showed that deciding if the sign rank is at nsoist NP-hard, and that deciding
if the sign rank is at mostis in P. Both [13], and [17] established the NP-hardness oiditey
whether the sign-rank is at masby a reduction from the problem of determining stretchgcili
of pseudo-line arrangements. This problem concerns whattpgen combinatorial description
of an arrangement of pseudo-lines can be realized (“stedtgy an arrangement of lines. 48],
based on the works cf [50], [64], and [56] showed that detemmgi stretchability of pseudo-line
arrangements is in facélR-complete. Therefore, it followighat determining whether the sign-
rank is at mos8 is dR-complete.

Another related work of [45] concerns the problem of compgitihe approximate rank of
a sign matrix, for which they provide an approximation aition. They pose the problem of
efficiently approximating the sign rank as an open problem.

SInterestingly, their motivation for considering sign racdmes from image processing.

[48] considers a different type of combinatorial descaptthan[13, 17], and therefore considered a different
formulation of the stretchability problem. However, it isgsible to transform between these descriptions in
polynomial time.



Using an idea similar to the one in the proof of Theofldm 5 wevdesn approximation
algorithm for the sign rank (see Section 314.2).

Theorem 9. There exists a polynomial time algorithm that approximates sign rank of a
given N by N matrix up to a multiplicative factor of - N/log(/N) wherec > 0 is a universal
constant.

2.4 Communication complexity

We briefly explain the notions from communication comphexie use. For formal definitions,
background and more details, see the textbbok [43].

For a functionf and a distribution. on its inputs, define,(f) as the minimum commu-
nication complexity of a protocol that correctly compugesvith error 1/3 over inputs from
p. DefineD*(f) = max{D,(f) : pis aproduct distribution Define the unbounded error
communication complexity/( f) of f as the minimum communication complexity of a ran-
domized private-coﬁlprotocol that correctly computeswith probability strictly larger than
1/2 on every input.

Two works of [63) 62] showed that there are functions with Biatributional communi-
cation complexity under product distributions, and largbaunded error communication com-
plexity. In [63] the separation is as strong as possible tastnot for an explicit function, and
the separation in [62] is not as strong but the underlyingtion is explicit.

The matrixA with d = 2 andn > 3 in our example from Sectidn 2.2 corresponds to the
following communication problem: Alice gets a poimte P, Bob gets a lin¢ € L, and they
wish to decide whether € ¢ or not. Letf : P x L — {0, 1} be the corresponding function and
letm = [log,(N)]. A trivial protocol would be that Alice sends Bob usingbits the name of
her point, Bob checks whether it is incident to the line, antpats accordingly.

Theorem ¥ implies the following consequences. Even if weswar protocols that use
randomness and are allowed to err with probability less thanarbitrarily close to%, then
still one cannot do considerably better than the aboveatrpiotocol. However, if the input
(p, ) € P x L is distributed according to a product distribution thenr¢hexists anO(1)
protocol that errs with probability at mo§t

Corollary 10. The unbounded error communication complexity & U(f) >3 —0(1). The
distributional communication complexity ¢funder product distributions i®*(f) < O(1).

These two seemingly contradicting facts are a corollarjhefltigh sign rank and the low
VC dimension ofA, using two known results. The upper boundion( f) follows from the fact
that VCdim(A) = 2, and the work of([42] which used the PAC learning algorithneeastruct
an efficient (one round) communication protocol founder product distributions. The lower
bound onU(f) follows from that sign-rank4) > Q(N'/4), and the result of [54] that showed
that unbounded error communication complexity is equivdie the logarithm of the sign rank.
See[[63] for more details.

8In the public-coin model, every boolean function has unla@ehcommunication complexity at most two.
°By taking larger values of, the constant may be increased t§ — 5.



2.5 Counting VC classes

Let ¢(V, d) denote the number of class€s C {+1}" with VC dimensiond. We give the
following estimate of:(V, d) for constant and N large enough. The proof is given in Sec-
tion[3.4.3.

Theorem 11. For everyd > 0, there isN, = Ny(d) such that for allN > Nj:
NOWN! < (N, d) < NOE*

Letm (N, d) denote the number of maximum classés. {+1}" of VC dimensiond. The
problem of estimatingr (N, d) was proposed by [34]. We provide the following estimate (see

Sectior 3.413).
Theorem 12. For everyd > 1, there isN, = Ny(d) such that for allN > Nj:

N7 (%) < m(N,d) < NI+ ()

The gap between our upper and lower bound is roughly a mighigle factor ofd + 1 in
the exponent. In the previous bounds givenlby [34] the gapanasiltiplicative factor ofV in
the exponent.

2.6 Counting graphs

Here we describe an application of our method for provingofém % to counting graphs with
a given forbidden substructure.

Let G = (V, E)) be a graph (not necessarily bipartite). The universal gtagl is defined
as the bipartite graph with two color classégnd B = 24 where|A| = d, and the edges are
defined aqq, b} iff a € b. The graphG is calledU (d)-free if for all two disjoint sets of vertices
A, B C Vsothaf A| = d and|B| = 2¢, the bipartite graph consisting of all edge<bbetween
A andB is not isomorphic td/(d). In Theorem 24 ofl[4], which improves Theorem 2 there, it
is proved that forl > 2, the number ot/ (d + 1)-free graphs onV vertices is at most

20(N271/d(10g N)d+2).
The proof in [4] is quite involved, consisting of severalliaical and complicated steps. Our

methods give a different, quick proof of an improved est@nag¢placing thélog N)4+2 term
by a singlelog IV term.

Theorem 13. For every fixedi > 1, the number ot/(d + 1)-free graphs onV vertices is at
Most20(N* ™/ “log )

The proof of the theorem is given in Section 314.4.

2.7 Geometry

Differences and similarities between finite geometries r@adl geometry are well known. An
example of a related problem is finding the minimum dimensibRuclidean space in which
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we can embed a given finite plane (i.e. a collection of pointslmes satisfying certain axioms).
By embed we mean that there are two one-to-one maps, so thatep(p) € e (¢) iff p € ¢ for
allp € P,/ € L. The Sylvester-Gallai theorem shows, for example, thabBgrane cannot be
embedded in any finite dimensional real space if points aggoedto points and lines to lines.

How about a less restrictive meaning of embedding? One mj¢ido allow embedding
using half spaces, that is, an embedding in which points apeped to points but lines are
mapped to half spaces. Such embedding is always possiliie dimension is high enough:
Every plane with point seP and line setl. can be embedded iR? by choosing:y(p) as the
p'th unit vector, ande;,(¢) as the half space with positive projection on the vector withn
points in¢ and—1 on points outsidé. The minimum dimension for which such an embedding
exists is captured by the sign rank of the underlying incogematrix (up to at1).

Corollary 14. A finite projective plane of ordet > 3 cannot be embedded I using half
spaces, unlesls > N'/* — 1 with N = n? + n + 1.

Roughly speaking, the corollary says that there are no efficvays to embed finite planes
in real space using half spaces.

3 Proofs

3.1 Duality

Here we discuss the connection between VC dimension andsayratank.

We start with an equivalent definition of dual sign rank, tleabased on the following
notion. We say that a set of columasis antipodally shatteredn a sign matrixs if for each
v € {£1}, eitherv or —v appear as a row in the restriction §fo the columns irC.

Claim 15. The set of column&' is antipodally shattered ity if and only if in every matrix\/
with sign( M) = S the columns irC' are linearly independent.

Proof. First, assume&”' is such that there exists sonié with sign(A/) = S in which the
columns inC' are linearly dependent. For a columre C', denote by)M () the j’th column in
M. Let{q; : j € C} be a set of real numbers so thal,. a;M(j) = 0 and not allo;’s are
zero. Consider the vectore {+1}¢ such that; = 1if a; > 0 andv; = —1if a; < 0. The
restriction ofS to C' does not contain nor —v as a row, which certifies that is not antipodally
shattered bys.

Second, leC be a set of columns which is not antipodally shatterefl.ihetv € {41} be
such that bothv, —v do not appear as a row in the restrictionsfo C'. Consider the subspace
U={uecR: Y ,uv; =0} Foreach sign vector ¢ {1} so thats # +v, the space
U contains some vectar, such that sigfu;) = s. Let M be so that sigh\/) = S and in
addition for each row irt that has pattern € {+}“ in S restricted toC, the corresponding
row in M restricted toC' isu, € U. All rows in M restricted toC' are inU, and therefore the
set{M(j) : j € C}is linearly dependent. O

Corollary 16. The dual sign rank of is the maximum size of a set of columns that are antipo-
dally shattered inS.

11



Now, we prove Propositidd 1:
VC(S) < dual-sign-ranks) < 2VC(S) + 1.

The left inequality: The VC dimension ¢fis at most the maximum size of a set of columns
that is antipodally shattered ), which by the above claim equals the dual sign rank of

The right inequality: LetC' be a largest set of columns that is antipodally shatteresl in
By the claim above, the dual sign rank 8fis |C|. Let A C C such thafA| = ||C|/2]. If
A is shattered irt then we are done. Otherwise, there exists sonee {1} that does not
appear inS restricted toA. SinceC' is antipodally shattered by, this implies thatS contains
all patterns in{+1}“ whose restriction tol is —v. In particular,S shatters” \ A which is of
size at least|C|/2].

3.2 Sign rank versus VC dimension

In this section we study the maximum possible sign rankiot N matrices with VC dimen-
siond, presenting the proofs of Propositibh 1 and Theorems 5 and/elalso show that the
arguments supply a new, short proof and an improved estifoat@ problem in asymptotic
enumeration of graphs studied by [4].

3.2.1 VC dimension one

Our goal in this section is to show that sign matrices with \i@e&hsion one have sign rank at
most3, and that3 is tight. Before reading this section, it may be a nice exertd prove that
the sign rank of théV x N signed identity matrix is exactly three (fof > 4).

Let us start by recalling a geometric interpretation of gigmk. Let)M by anR x C' sign
matrix. A d-dimensional embedding @ff using half spaces consists of two mapse- so that
for every rowr € [R] and columre € [C], we have thatg(r) € R?, ec(c) is a half space iR,
andM,.. = 1iff eg(r) € ec(c). The important property for us is thatif has ad-dimensional
embedding using half spaces then its sign rank is at mhest. The+1 comes from the fact
that the hyperplanes defining the half spaces do not nedggsass through the origin.

Our goal in this section is to embedd with VC dimension one in the plane using half
spaces. The embedding is constructive and uses the fotjdwiown claim (see, e.g., Theorem
11 in [27]).

Claim 17 ([27]). Let M be anR x C sign matrix with VC dimension one so that no row appears
twice in it, and every columais shattered (i.e. the two valuésl appear in it). Then, there is
a columne, € [C] and a rowr, € [R] so thatM,, ., # M, ., forall r # ry in [R].

Proof. For every columm, denote byones the number of rows € [R] so that)M, . = 1, and
let m, = min{ones, R — ones}. Assume without loss of generality that; < m, for all ¢,
and thatn; = ones. Since all columns are shattered; > 1. To prove the claim, it suffices
to show thatn; < 1.

Assume towards a contradiction that > 2. Forb € {1, —1}, denote byM® the subma-
trix of M consisting of all rows' so thatM,.; = b. The matrix)/ (V) has at least two rows. Since
all rows are different, there is a column# 1 so that two rows in\/(") differ in ¢. Specifically,
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columnc s shattered in/V), Since VCdini)M) = 1, it follows thatc is not shattered in/ (=),
which means that the value in columis the same for all rows of the matri (=1). Therefore,
m. < mq, Which is a contradiction. O

The embedding we construct has an extra structure whiclwstlee induction to go through:
The rows are mapped to points on the unit circle (i.e. set oftpe € R? so that||z|| = 1).

Lemma 18. Let M be anR x C' sign matrix of VC dimension one so that no row appears twice
in it. Then,M can be embedded ik? using half spaces, where each row is mapped to a point
on the unit circle.

The lemma immediately implies Threorém 2 due to the conaedb sign rank discussed
above.

Proof. The proof follows by induction o' If C' = 1, the claim trivially holds.

The inductive step: If there is a column that is not shattetieeh we can remove it, apply
induction, and then add a half space that either containees dot contain all points, as nec-
essary. So, we can assume all columns are shattered. By [Clawwe can assume without loss
of generality that\/; ; = 1 but M, ; = —1 for all » # 1.

Denote byr, the row of M so that)/,, . = M, . for all ¢ # 1, if such a row exists. Led/’
be the matrix obtained from/ by deleting the first column, and rowy if it exists, so that no
row in M’ appears twice. By induction, there is an appropriate emibgadf M/’ in R2.

The following is illustrated in Figure 1. Let € R? be the point on the unit circle to which
the first row inM’ was mapped to (this row corresponds to the first row/oés well). The half
spaces in the embedding df" are defined by lines, which mark the borders of the half spaces
The unit circle intersects these lines in finitely many psiritety, = be the two closest points
to x among all these intersection points. Lgbe the point on the circle in the middle between
x,y, and letz’ be the point on the circle in the middle between. Add to the configuration
one more half space which is defined by the line passing tlrgug’. If in addition rowrg
exists, then map, to the pointz, on the circle which is right in the middle betwegn,’.

This is the construction. Its correctness follows by indugctby the choice of the last added
half space which separatedrom all other points, and since if, exists it belongs to the same
cell asz in the embedding oi\/’. O

We conclude the section by showing that the boBiathove cannot be improved.

Proof of Claini3. One may deduce the claim from Forster’s argument, but weigea more
elementary argument. It suffices to consider the dsise- 4. Consider an arrangement of
four half planes inR%. These four half planes partitidR® to eight cones with different sign
signatures, as illustrated in Figure 2. L@tbe thel8 x 4 sign matrix whose rows are these sign
signatures. The rows af/ form a distance preserving cycle (i.e. the distance alortpdg
hamming distance) of length eight in the discrete cube okdision foutd.

Finally, the signed identity matrix is not a submatrix/af. To see this, note that the four
rows of the signed identity matrix have pairwise hammingatise two, but there are no such
four points (not even three points) on this cycle of lengtihei

0]

10The graph with vertex sgt-1}* where every two vectors of hamming distance one are cortbygtan edge.
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Figure 2: An example of a neighbourhood:ofAll other points in embedding af/’ are to left
of y and right ofz on the circle. The half space defined by the line throygh’ is coloured

light gray.
++——

o+ +—

+ — ——e
o+ +++

o — + ++

____|_.

——++

Figure 3: Four lines defining four half planes, and the c@oesling eight sign signatures.

3.2.2 The upper bound

In this subsection we prove Theorém 5. The proof is shortrégaiires several ingredients.
The first one has been mentioned already, and appears ingbp §ign matrixs, let SC(S)
denote the maximum number of sign changes (SC) along a cotinin Define SC*(S) =
min SC(M) where the minimum is taken over all matricesobtained fromS by a permutation
of the rows.

Lemma 19([5]). For any sign matrixS, sign-rank.S) < SC*(S) + 1.

Of course we can replace here rows by columns, but for ourgserthe above version will
do. The second result we need is a theorem df [68] (seelal$p RS observed, for example,
in [49], plugging in its proof a result of [36] improves it bylagarithmic factor, yielding the
result we describe next. For a functigmmapping positive integers to positive integers, we say
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that a sign matrixS satisfies a primal shatter functignif for any integert and any set of
m columns ofS, the number of distinct projections of the rows$bn I is at mosty(¢). The
result of Welzl (after its optimization following [36]) cdwe stated as follo

Lemma 20([68], see alsd [23, 49])Let S be a signh matrix withV rows that satisfies the primal
shatter functiony(¢) = ct? for some constants> 0 andd > 1. ThenSC*(S) < O(N'~Y/4),

Proof of Theorerhl5Let S be anN x N sign matrix of VC dimensionl > 1. By Sauer’s
lemma [60], it satisfies the primal shatter functigit) = t?. Hence, by Lemma2@;C*(S) <
O(N'~1/4), Therefore, by Lemmia19, sign-raffk < O(N'~1/4), O

On the tightness of the argument. The proof of Theorenil5 works, with essentially no
change, for a larger class of sign matrices than the onesW@tldimensiond. Indeed, the
proof shows that the sign rank of afy x N matrix with primal shatter function at most?
for some fixed- andd > 1 is at mostO(N'~1/4). In this statement the estimate is sharp for all
integersd, up to a logarithmic factor. This follows from the constioctin [9], which supplies
N x N boolean matrices so that the numbei @ntries in them is at leaSt(N?~'/?), and they
contain nod by D = (d — 1)! 4+ 1 submatrices of’s. These matrices satisfy the primal shatter
functiong(t) = D(%) + 30, (%) (with room to spare). Indeed, if we have more than that many
distinct projections on a set ofcolumns, we can omit all projections of weight at mast 1.
Each additional projection contait's in at least one set of sizé and the samé-set cannot be
covered more tha® times. Plugging this matrix in the counting argument thaegia lower
bound for the sign rank using Lemrhal 22 proven below supplieQ(@'~'/¢/log N) lower
bound for the sign rank of many x N matrices with primal shatter functian(t4).

We have seen in Lemniall9 that sign rank is at most of asd&r. Moreover, for a fixed,
many of theN x N sign matrices with sign rank at masalso haveSC* at mostr: Indeed, a
simple counting argument shows that the numbe¥of NV sign matrices\/ with SC' (M) < r

IS . . N
9. o _ 2Q(erogN)

so, the set ofV x N sign matrices witl5C* (M) < ris a subset of sizg?("N1ee V) of all N x N
sign matrices with sign rank at maost

How many N x N matrices of sign rank at mostare there? by Lemnia P2 proved in the
next section, this number is at ma@stV1es V) So, the set of matrices withiC* < r is a rather
large subset of the set of matrices with sign rank at most

It is reasonable, therefore, to wonder whether an inequatdithe other direction holds.
Namely, whether all matrices of sign rankaveSC* order ofr. We now describe an example
which shows that this is far from being true, and also denmratest the tightness of Lemrhal 20.
Namely, for every constamt > 1, there areV x N matricesS, which satisfy the primal shatter
functiong(t) = ct? for a constant, and on the other hanglC*(S) > Q(N'~1/). Consider the
grid of pointsP = [n]¢ as a subset dk?. Denote bye;, . . ., e, the standard unit vectors R

1The statement iri [68] and the subsequent papers is fornditaterms of somewhat different notions, but it
is not difficult to check that it is equivalent to the staterneelow.

15



Fori € [n — 1] andy € [d], define the hyperplank, ; = {z : (x,e;) > ¢+ (1/2)}. Denote by
H the set of thesd(n — 1) axis parallel hyperplanes. Létbe theP x H sign matrix defined
by P andH. Thatis,S, ; = 1iff p € h. First, the matrixS satisfies the primal shatter function
ct?, since every family of hyperplanes partitio®R? to at most:t? cells. Second, we show that

n% —1 |P|1—1/d
>
“dn—-1)— d

SC*(S)

Indeed, fix some order on the rows 6f that is, order the point® = {pi,...,py} with
N = |P|. The key point is that one of the hyperplanes € H is so that the number of
i € [N — 1] for which Sy, n, # Sp,...1, IS at leastn? — 1)/(d(n — 1)): For eachi there is at
least one hyperplanethat separates, andp; 1, that is, for whichS,, ;, # S,,,, ». The number
of such pairs of points ia? — 1, and the number of hyperplanes is jdgt — 1).

3.2.3 The lower bound

In this subsection we prove Theoréin 4. Our approach folllvesone of[[5], which is based
on known bounds for the number of sign patterns of real patyiats. A similar approach has
been subsequently used by|[14] to derive lower boundg o, d) for d > 4, but here we do it
in a slightly more sophisticated way and get better bounds.

Although we can use the estimate lin [5] for the number of sigitrices with a given sign
rank, we prefer to describe the argument by directly apglgimesult of[[67], described next.

Let P = (P, Py, ..., P,) be alist ofm real polynomials, each ifvariables. Define the
semi-variety

V=V(P)={z€R": P(z)#0forall 1 <i<m}.

Forx € V, the sign pattern of atz is the vector
(sign(Pi(2)), sign(Py(x)),. .., sign(Pu())) € {~1,1}™

Let s(P) be the total number of sign patterns Bfasxz ranges over all of/. This number is
bounded from above by the number of connected componeiits of

Theorem 21([67]). LetP = (P, P, ..., P,,) be alist of real polynomials, each irvariables
and of degree at modt. If m > ¢ then the number of connected component® @P) (and
hence alsa(P)) is at most(4ekm /().

An N x N matrix M is of rank at most iff it can be written as a produd/ = M, - M, of an
N x r matrix M; by anr x N matrix M,. Therefore, each entry @ff is a quadratic polynomial
in the2Nr variables describing the entries &f, and M,. We thus deduce the following from
Warren’s Theorem stated above. A similar argument has beeoh oy [15].

Lemma 22. Letr < N/2. Then, the number a¥ x N sign matrices of sign rank at most
does not excee@ (N/r))?Nr < 20(NlogN),

For a fixedr, this bound for the logarithm of the above quantity is tightto a constant
factor: As argued in Subsectibn 3.2.2, there are at leas¢ 861" > V) matrices of sign rank
T.
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In order to derive the statement of Theorem 4 from the lastarnt suffices to show that
the number ofV x N sign matrices of VC dimensiadis sufficiently large. We proceed to do
so. It is more convenient to discuss boolean matrices in Vdtlaivs (instead of their signed
versions).

Proof of Theorerhl4 There arel parts as follows.

1. The casel = 2: Consider theV x N incidence matrixA of the projective plane with
N points and/N lines, considered in the previous sections. The numbér aitries inA is
(1+0(1))N®/?2, and it does not contairh,,, (the2 x 2 all 1 matrix) as a submatrix, since there
is only one line passing through any two given points. Treesfany matrix obtained from it
by replacing ones by zeros has VC dimension at mpsince every matrix of VC dimensidh
must contain/sy, as a submatrix. This gives @§-+°MN*? distinct N x N sign matrices of
VC dimension at mos2. Lemmd 22 therefore establishes the assertion of Theldrgart].

2. The casel = 3: Call a5 x 4 binary matrix heavy if its rows are the dllrow and thed
rows with Hamming weighs. Call a5 x 4 boolean matrix heavy-dominating if there is a heavy
matrix which is smaller or equal to it in every entry.

We claim that there is a booleal x N matrix B so that the number of entries in it
is at leastQ(N?3/1%), and it does not contain any heavy-dominating 4 submatrix. Given
such a matrixB, any matrix obtained fron® by replacing some of the ones by zeros have VC
dimension at mosit. This implies part 2 of Theoren 4, using Lemma 22 as before.

The existence oBb is proved by a probabilistic argument. LE&tbe a random binary matrix
in which each entry, randomly and independently, isith probabilityp = ﬁ Let X be
the random variable counting the numberloéntries ofC' minus twice the number df x 4
heavy-dominant submatricéscontains. By linearity of expectation,

E(X) > N2p . 2N4+5p1~4+4~3 — Q(N23/15).

Fix a matrixC' for which the value ofX is at least its expectation. Replace at most tvemtries
by 0 in each heavy-dominaihtx 4 submatrix inC' to get the required matri®.

3. The casel = 4: The basic idea is as before, but here there is an expliciétoaction that
beats the probabilistic one. Indeed,|[21] constructedvar N boolean matrix3 so that the
number ofl entries inB is at least)(/N°/?) and it does not contaits,; as a submatrix (see
also [9] for another construction). No set®fows in every matrix obtained from this one by
replacingl’s by 0’s can be shattered, implying the desired result as before.

4. The casel > 4: The proof here is similar to the one in part 2. We prove by dahilistic
argument that there is av x N binary matrixB so that the number dfentries in it is at least

QO ( N2—(d2+5d+2) /(d3+2d2+3d)>

and it contains no heavy-dominant submatrix. Here, heargidant means &+ (d+1)+ (d;Fl)
by d+1 matrix that is bigger or equal in each entry than the matrigsérows are all the distinct
vectors of length/ + 1 and Hamming weight at leagt— 1. Any matrix obtained by replacing
1's by 0’s in B cannot have VC dimension exceedingdl he result follows, again, from Lemma

22.
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We start as before with a random matfixn which each entry, randomly and independently,
is chosen to bé with probability

2717(d+1)7(““2rl)7(d+1)
_ 1 ) N1»(d+1)+(d+1)»d+(d§1)~(d71)*1 _ 1
p 5 9 N (d?+5d+2)/(d?+2d%+3d) *

Let X be the random variable counting the numberl acgntries ofC' minus three times the
number of heavy-dominant submatric€scontains. As beforeE(X) > Q(N?p), and by
deleting some of thé’s in C' we getB. O

3.3 Sign rank and spectral gaps

The lower bound on the sign rank uses Forster’'s argurnent\\8@j showed how to relate sign
rank to spectral norm. He proved thatSifis an N x N sign matrix then

. N

- > -
sign-ranksS) > ST
We would like to apply Forster’s theorem to the matsixn our explicit examples. The spectral
norm of S, however, is too large to be useful:3fis A < N/3 regular andr is the all1 vector
thenSx = (2A — N)z and sg||S|| > N/3. Applying Forster’s theorem t8 yields that its sign
rank is2(1), which is not informative.

Our solution is based on the observation that Forster'snaeg actually proves a stronger
statement. His proof works as long as the entries of the xnaitei not too close to zero, as was
already noticed in [31]. We therefore use a variant of thespkenorm of a sign matri¥ which
we call star norm and denote@y

Three comments seem in place. (i) We do not think of the stamras a norm. (ii) It is
always at most the spectral norijy||* < ||S||. (iii) Every M in the above minimum satisfies
sign-rank}\/) = sign-rank.sS).

Theorem 23([31]]). Let.S be anN x N sign matrix. Then,

sign-ranks) > .
151
For completeness, in Sectibn 3]3.2 we provide a short prfabi®theorem (which uses the
main lemma from[[30] as a black box). To get any improvemeirtguthis theorem, we must
have||S||* < ||.S]|. Itis not a priori obvious that there is a mati$kfor which this holds. The
following lemma shows that spectral gaps yield such exasaiple

12 The minimizer belongs to a closed subset of the boundefliget | M || < ||S]|}.
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Theorem 24. Let S be aA regular N x N sign matrix withA < N/2, and B its boolean
version. Then,

N - O'Q(B)

—Ax

In other words, every regular sign matrix whose booleanioBrsas a spectral gap has a
small star norm. Theorem 23 and Theolerh 24 immediately iffpgoreni®. In Section 2.2,
we provided concrete examples of matrices with a spectgglthat have applications in com-
munication complexity, learning theory and geometry.

IS <

Proof of Theorerh 24Define the matrix

N
M_ZB_J'

Observe that sinc® > 2A it follows that}; ;S; ; > 1 for all 4, j. So,
151" < [[M].

Since B is regular, the alll vectory is a right singular vector of3 with singular valueA.
Specifically,My = 0. For everyz, write x = x; + x2 wherex; is the projection of: ony and
x5 1S orthogonal tgy. Thus,

N2
(Mx, Mz) = (Mxo, Mas) = F(B@,B@).
Note that|| B|| < A (and hencé|B|| = A). Indeed, since3 is regular, there ar& permutation
matricesB(), ..., B®) so thatB is their sum. The spectral norm of eaéi¥”) is one. The

desired bound follows by the triangle inequality.
Finally, sincezx, is orthogonal tay,

|Bxs| < 02(B) - [|l2]| < 02(B) - [l]].

So,
N - O'Q(B)

M| <
) < =2

3.3.1 Limitations

It is interesting to understand whether the approach abawgive a better lower bound on sign
rank. There are two parts to the argument: Forster's argyraad the upper bound dft||*.
We can try to separately improve each of the two parts.

Any improvement over Forster’s argument would be very ggéng, but as mentioned there
is no significant improvement over it even without the resimn induced by VC dimension, so
we do not discuss it further.

To improve the second part, we would like to find examples withbiggest spectral gap
possible. The Alon-Boppana theorem![53] optimally dessilimitations on spectral gaps. The
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second eigenvalue of a A regular graph is not too small,
o>2vA—1-o0(1),

where theo(1) term vanishes whetV tends to infinity (a similar statement holds when the
diameter is large [53]). Specifically, the best lower boundsign rank this approach can yield
is roughly+/A /2, at least whem\ < N°(),

But what about general lower bounds|p#|“? It is well known that anyVv x N sign matrix
S satisfieg|S|| > v/N. We prove a generalization of this statement.

Lemma 25. Let S be anN x N sign matrix. Fori € [N], let~; be the minimum between the
number ofl’s and the number of-1's in the i'th row. Lety = ~(S) = max{y; : i € [N]}.
Then,

N -~
VT+1

This lemma provides limitations on the bound from Theofern Bvieed,(S) < & and

]j{ﬂ is a monotone decreasing function-gfwhich implies||S||* > Q(v/N). Interestingly,
Lemma2b and Theorem 24 provide a quantitively weaker but @rgeneral statement than

the Alon-Boppana theorem: B is aA regularN x N boolean matrix withA < N/2, then

N'UAZ(B) > \]/VZ—JrAl = os(B) > (1 - %) (va-1).

This bound is off by roughly a factor of two when the diametethe graph is large. When the
diameter is small, like in the case of the projective plan&tvive discuss in more detail below,
this bound is actually almost tight: The second largestidargvalue of the boolean point-line
incidence matrix of a projective plane of ordeis y/n while this matrix isn + 1 regular (c.f.,
e.g., [2]).

It is perhaps worth noting that in fact here there is a simpjeiment that gives a slightly
stronger result for boolean regular matrices. The sum ofisguof the singular values &f
is the trace ofB' B, which is NA. As the spectral norm id, the sum of squares of the other
singular values isVA — A% = A(N — A), implying that

151" =

which is (slightly) larger than the bound above.

Proof of Lemma 25Let M be a matrix so thaf M| = ||S||* and M ;S;; > 1 for all 4, ;.
Assume without loss of genera'ﬂlthat% is the number of-1's in the:'th row of S. If v = 0,
then S has only positive entries which impliés\/|| > N as claimed. So, we may assume
~v > 1. Lett be the largest real so that

(N—y—t)
—

t* = (1)

BMultiplying a row by —1 does not affecfS||*.
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Thatis, ify = 1 thent = 22 and ify > 1 then

f o W=+ VIN =)+ =DV =)

v—1
In both cases,
P
Vo1
We shall prove that
|M] > t.

There are two cases to consider. One is that for al[N] we have) ; M, ; > t. In this case,

if = is the alll vector then

i) > 1l
El

The second case is that there is [V] so that) ; M, ; < t. Assume without loss of generality
thati = 1. Denote byC' the subset of the columrsso that)/; ; < 0. Thus,

D IMy > My —t

jec jgc
> |[N]\C| -t (|M; ;| > 1foralli, j)
>N—v-t (¢l <)

Convexity ofz — z? implies that

2
(Z |M1,j|> <|C| )y M3,

jec jec

so by [1)

A 42

7 Y

In this case, ifr is the vector withl in the first entry and in all other entries then

)Tl = [> M3 >t =t|z].
J

Sincel|(M)T|| = || M]||, it follows that|| M| > ¢. O

3.3.2 Forster’s theorem

Here we provide a proof of Forster’s theorem, that is baseth@following key lemma, which
he proved.
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Lemma 26([30]). Let X C R* be a finite set in general position, i.e., evéryectors in it are
linearly independent. Then, there exists an invertiblerima® so that

Z 1 S | X]|
| Bx||? ’ v ko’
zeX

where! is the identity matrix, andz @ Bz is the rank one matrix witky, j) entry (Bz);(Bz);.

The lemma shows that every in general position can be linearly mappedA& that is,
in some sense, equidistributed. In a nutshell, the prodi@féemma is by findind3;, B,, ... so
that eachB; makesB;_; X closer to being equidistributed, and finally using that thdarlying
object is compact, so that this process reaches its goal.

Proof of Theorerh 23Let M be a matrix so thafM|| = ||S||* and Az, ;S;; > 1 for all 4, j.
Clearly, sign-rankS) = sign-rank/). Let X, Y be two subsets of siz&¥ of unit vectors inR*
with k£ = sign-rank /) so that(z, y) M, , > 0 for all z, y. Lemmd&_26 says that we can assume

Zx@xz%]; (2)

If necessary replac¥ by BX andY by (BT)~'Y, and then normalize (the assumption required
in the lemma thatX is in general position may be obtained by a slight pertudpatf its
vectors).

The proof continues by bounding = > oy M., (z,y) in two different ways.
First, boundD from above: Observe that for every two vectars, Cauchy-Schwartz inequal-
ity implies

(Mu,v) < [|Mull[[o] < [[M][[lul[|[o]| 3)

Thus,

k
D = Z Z Z M:v,yxiyi

i=1 zeX yeY
k

<MD w [y @)
=1 zeX yey

k k
< M\l >N x?J > )y =|M]|N. (Cauchy-Schwartz)

i=1 xzeX i=1 yeY

Second, bound from below: Sincg M, ,| > 1 and|(x,y)| < 1for all z,y, using (2),

D= Meylrn) = 33 () = 3 Sty @) = = 3 ) = N?

zeX yey zeX yey yeY zeX yey
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3.4 Applications
3.4.1 Explicit examples
Here we prove Theoref 7 and Theorgm 8.

Proof of Theorerhl71t is well known that the VC dimension oA is d, but we provide a brief
explanation. The VC dimension is at leddty considering any set afindependent points (i.e.
so that no strict subset of it spans it). The VC dimension im@s$td since every set of + 1
points is dependent in@dimensional space.

The lower bound on the sign rank follows immediately from dieen[6, and the following
known bound on the spectral gap of these matrices.

Lemma 27. If B is the boolean version of then
d—1
oo(B) nz (n—1) -
— <N
A nd—1 —

1 1
3t3q
n,d .

The proof is so short that we include it here.

Proof. We use the following two known properties (see, elg.] [L6projective spaces. Both
the number of distinct hyperplanes through a point and thebau of distinct points on a hy-
perplane aréV,, ;_;. The number of hyperplanes through two distinct point¥ig;_s.

The first property implies that is A = N,, ,_; regular. These properties also imply

BBT = (Nnd—1 — Npg—2) I + Ny a—od = n® I+ Nya—2J,

whereJ is the alll matrix. Therefore, all singular values except the maxima@aren s . [
O

Proof of Theorerhl8 We first show that? is indeed a maximum class of VC dimensinThe
VC dimension ofR is 2: Itis at leas® becauser contains the set of lines whose VC dimension
is 2. It is at most2 because no three points, p2, p3 are shattered. Indeed if they all belong to
a line/ then without loss of generality according to the ordef wfe havep, < p, < p3 which
implies that the patterh01 is missing. Otherwise, they are not co-linear and the paitét is
missing.

To see thatR is a maximum class, note that there are exagily- 1 intervals of size at
most one (one empty interval aid singletons). For each linée L, the number of intervals
of size at least two which are subsets(ds exactly (') = ("'). Since every two distinct
lines intersect in exactly one point, it follows that eactemal of size at least two is a subset of

exactly one line. It follows that the number of intervals is
1+ N+N- (”"2”) — 14N+ (‘gf)
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Thus, R is indeed a maximum class of VC dimensian

Next we show that there exists a choice of a linear order fon &#ae such that the resulting
R has sign rale(N%/ log N). By the proof of Theorernl4, caske= 2, there is a choice of a
subset for each line such that the resultiigubsets form a class of sign raftkNz / log N).
We can therefore pick the linear orders in such a way that e&athese/N subsets forms an
interval, and the resulting maximum class (of all possibtervals with respect to these orders)
has sign rank at least as large(&sVz / log ). O

3.4.2 Computing the sign rank

In this section we describe an efficient algorithm that apipnates the sign rank (Theorém 9).
The algorithm uses the following notion. L&tbe a set. A paiv,u € V is crossedoy a
vectorc € {+1}V if ¢(v) # c(u). LetT be a tree with vertex sét = [N] and edge sel. Let
S be aV x [N] sign matrix. Thestabbing numbeof 7" in S is the largest number of edges in
T that are crossed by the same columrbofor example, ifl" is a path therd” defines a linear
order (permutation) oft and the stabbing number is the largest number of sign chamgesg
all columns with respect to this order.
Welzl [68] gave an efficient algorithm for computing a pdttwith a low stabbing number
for matricesS with VC dimensiond. The analysis of the algorithm can be improved by a
logarithmic factor using a result of [36].

Theorem 28([68, [36]). There exists a polynomial time algorithm such that giveid & [V]
sign matrixS with |[V'| = N, outputs a path oV with stabbing number at mogDoN!~1/4
whered = VC(S).

For completeness, and since to the best of our knowledgepiieyproof of this theorem
appears in print, we provide a description and analysis @fallgorithm. We assume without
loss of generality that the rows 6fare pairwise distinct.

We start by handling the cddel = 1. In this case, we directly output a tree that is a path
(i.e., alinear order o). If d = 1, then Claini1F implies that there is a column with at most
2 sign changes with respect to any orderlonThe algorithm first finds by recursion a path
for the matrix obtained frony by removing this column, and outputs the same fafor the
matrix.S as well. By induction, the resulting path has stabbing nurabemost2 (when there is
a single column the stabbing number can be nigde

Ford > 1, the algorithm constructs a sequenceé\oforestsrFy, £, ..., Fy_1 over the same
vertex sefl”. The forestF; has exactly edges, and is defined by greedily adding an edge
F;_1. As we prove below, the treEy_; has a stabbing number at masoN'~'/¢, The tree
Fy_; is transformed to a path’ as follows. Letv;,vs,...,vy_1 be an eulerian path in the
graph obtained by doubling every edgefin_;. This path traverses each edgefaf_; exactly
twice. LetS’ be the matrix witl2 N — 1 rows andN columns obtained frons' be putting row
v; in S as rows, fori € [2N — 1]. The number of sign changes in each colum’'iis at most
2-100N'~1/4_ Finally, letT be the path obtained from the eulerian path by leaving asicmy
of each row ofS. Since deleting rows from” cannot increase the number of sign changes, the
pathT is as stated.

1This analysis also provides an alternative proof for Lern@a 1
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The edge:; is chosen as follows. The algorithm maintains a probabdisgributionp; on
[N]. The weightw;(e) of the paire = {v, u} is the probability mass of the columnagrosses,
that is, w;(e) = p;({j € [N] : S.; # Su;}). The algorithm chooses, as an edge with
minimumuw;-weight among all edges that are notAn ; and do not close a cycle ifi,_;.

The distributiong, . . ., py are chosen iteratively as follows. The first distributjgns the
uniform distribution onN]. The distributiorp;,, is obtained fronp; by doubling the relative
mass of each column that is crossedchyThat is, letz; = w;(e;), and for every columr that
is crossed by; definep;1(j) = 21’;—(;) and for every other columpdefinep;.(j) = {%}

This algorithm clearly produces a tree & and the running time is indeed polynomial in
N. It remains to prove correctness. We claim that each colsrarossed by at mogt(N!~1/4)
edges inl’. To see this, le§ be a column inS, and letk be the number of edges crossingit

follows that
1, 1

)= — .92k, )
L T TR b |
To upper bound:, we use the following claim.

Claim 29. For everyi we haver; < 4e?(N —4)~1/4,
The claim completes the proof of Theorem 28: Sipg¢j) < 1 andd > 1,

kE<logN+log(l+z1)+...+log(1+2xy_1)
<log(N)+2(In(1 + 1)+ ... +In(1 +xn_1)) (Vz : log(z) < 2In(x))
<log(N)+2(z1+ ...+ xn_1)
<log N + 82 N1-1/d < 100N-1/4,

The claim follows from the following theorem of Haussler.

Theorem 30 ([36]). Let p be a probability distribution onN|, and lete > 0. LetS €
{£1}V*IN be a sign matrix of VC dimensialso that they-distance between every two distinct
rowsu, v is large:

p({] € [N] : Sv,j 7& SuJ}) > €.

Then, the number of distinct rows this at most
e(d+1) (2¢/e)! < (4¢2/€)".

Proof of Claim 29.Haussler’'s theorem states that if the number of distinctsr@v\/, then
there must be two distinct rows pf-distance at moste?A/~'/¢. There areN — i connected
components irF;. Pick N —: rows, one from each component. Therefore, there are twaesgth
rows whose distance is at megf A/ ~1/? = 4¢2(N — 4)~'/¢. Now, observe that the;-weight
of the pair{u,v} equals thep;-distance between,v. Sincee; is chosen to have minimum
weight,z; < 4e?(N —4)~1/4 O

We now describe the approximation algorithm. l$be anN x N sign matrix of VC
dimensiond. Run Welzl's algorithm orft, and get a permutation of the rows ®fthat yield a
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low stabbing number. Let be the maximum number of sign changes among all columss of
with respect to this permutation. Output- 1 as the approximation to the sign ranksf

We now analyze the approximation ratio. By Lenima 19 the sigpk 0f S is at mosts + 1.
Therefore, the approximation factgﬁ}ﬂ(s) is at leastl. On the other hand, Propositidh 1

implies thatd < sign-ranksS). Thus, by the guarantee of WelzlI's algorithm,

1-1/d 1-1/d
‘5;1 < [0) N— < 0) N .
sign-rank.S) sign-rank.S) d

This factor is maximized fod = ©(log V) and is therefore at mo&t(N/ log N).

3.4.3 Counting VC classes
Here we prove Theorems]11 dnd 12. It is convenient for botktto s

-5 (0)

Proof of Theorerh 11We start with the upper bound. Enumerate the members of eath s
classC as follows. Start with the (lexicographically) first memlee C, call it ¢;. Assuming
c1, 0, .. ., c; have already been chosen, dgt; be the membetr among the remaining vectors

in C' whose hamming distance from the get, ..., ¢;} is minimum (in case of equalities we
take the first one lexicographically). This gives an enutiena, . . ., ¢,, of the members of
C,andm < f.

We now upper bound the number of possible families. Theratamost2”" ways to choose
c;. If the distance of;;; from the previous sets is = h;,,, then we can determing,; by
giving the indexj < i so that the distance betweegn, andc; is h, and by giving the symmetric
difference ofc;;; andc;. There are less tham < f ways to choose the index, and at most
(7) < (eN/h)" options for the symmetric difference. The crucial pointiattby Theoreri’30
the number of for which k; > D is less thare(d + 1)(2eN/D)?. Hence the number affor
which h; is betweer2? and2°*! is at most(d + 1)(2eN/2%)%. This upper bounds( N, d) by at

most
2Vm I ((eN/zf)Q‘“)
14

We now present a lower bound on the number of (maximum) cdas#é VC dimension
d. Take a familyF' of (%) /(d + 1) subsets of N] of size(d + 1) so that every subset of size
d is contained in exactly one of them. Such families exist bgaent breakthrough result of
Keevash|[[40], provided the trivial divisibility conditierhold andN > Ny(d). His proof also

gives that there ary (") (3)/(@+1) sych families.

Now, construct a clas€' by taking all subsets of cardinality at mast- 1, and for each
(d + 1)-subset in the family' take it and all its subsets of cardinalifybesides one. The VC
dimension ofC' is indeedd. The number of possibl€'s that can be constructed this way is at
least the number of familieg. Therefore, the number of classes of VC dimensias at least

e £\d
(d+1)(2eN/2°) < 2foN(O(N))d — NOmW)H+
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the number off's:
N@+oW)(N)/(d+1) _ g/t

O

Proof of Theorerh_ 12For the upper bound we use the known fact that every maximass ¢
a connected subgraph of the boolean cubeé [35]. Thus, to iqoperd the number of maximum
classes of VC dimensiadit is enough to upper bound the number of connected subgEphs
the N-dimensional cube of sizg. It is known (see, e.g., Lemma 2.1 in [3]) that the number
of connected subgraphs of sizein a graph withm vertices and maximum degrde is at
mostm(eD)*. In our case, plugging = f, m = 2V, D = N yields the desired bound
2N (eN) = NO+e()f,

For the lower bound, note that in the proof of Theokerh 11 thestracted classes were of
size f, and therefore maximum classes. Therefore, there aresatNgé M) (3)/(@+1) maxi-
mum classes of VC dimensiaeh O

3.4.4 Counting graphs

Proof of Theorerh 13The key observation is that whenever we split the verticeslofd + 1)-
free graph into two disjoint sets of equal size, the bipagitaph between them defines a matrix
of VC dimension at most. Hence, the number of such bipartite graphs is at most

T(N, d) = 200/ 1es ),

By a known lemma of Shearer [24], this implies that the totahber ofU(d + 1)-free graphs
on N vertices is less thafi(V, d)2 = 200*"/*1osN) For completeness, we include the simple
details. The lemma we use is the following.

Lemma 31 ([24]). Let F be a family of vectors it} x Sy--- x S,,. LetG = {G1,...,Gn}
be a collection of subsets pt], and suppose that each elemeént [n| belongs to at least
members ofj. For eachl < i < m, let F; be the set of all projections of the membersrobn
the coordinates irt;. Then

< TTIF7
=1

In our applicationp = (JQV) andS; = ... =5, = {0,1}. The vectors represent graphs on
N vertices, each vector being the characteristic vector odptgonV labeled vertices. The set
[n] corresponds to the set of 4@’) potential edges. The famil§ represents all’(d + 1)-free
graphs. The collectiog is the set of all complete bipartite graphs withy2 vertices in each
color class. Each edgec [n] belongs to at least (in fact a bit more than) half of them, i.e.
k > m/2. Hence,

m 2/m
[Fl < <H\E|> < (TN, d))™)>*™,

as desired. 0
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4 Concluding remarks and open problems

We have given explicit examples of x N sign matrices with small VC dimension and large
sign rank. However, we have not been able to prove that anyesh thas sign rank exceeding
N'/2. Indeed this seems to be the limit of Forster’s approach éwee do not bound the VC
dimension. Forster’s theorem shows that the sign rank offdany N Hadamard matrix is at
leastN'/2, It is easy to see that there are Hadamard matrices of sigrsignificantly smaller
than linear inN. Indeed, the sign rank of thex 4 signed identity matrix i$, and hence the
sign rank of itsk’th tensor power, which is aiv x N Hadamard matrix withV = 4%, is at most
3k = Nlog3/log4 (3 similar argument was given by [33] for the Sylvester-Haded matrix). It
may well be, however, that some Hadamard matrices have aignlinear in/NV, as do random
sign matrices, and it will be very interesting to show thad th the case for some such matrices.
It will also be interesting to decide what is the correct hebreof the sign rank of the incidence
graph of the points and lines of a projective plane witlpoints. We have seen that it is at least
Q(N'*) and at mosO(N'/?),

Using our spectral technique we can give many additionali@kgxamples of matrices
with high sign rank, including ones for which the matrices$ onoly have VC dimensiog, but
are more restricted than that (for example 3rmlumns have more thahdistinct projections).

We have shown that the maximum sign raffkV, d) of an N x N matrix with VC dimension
d > 1is at mostO(N'~%/4), and that this is tight up to a logarithmic factor fér= 2, and close
to being tight for largel. It seems plausible to conjecture thtV, d) = ©(N'~1/4) for all
d>1.

We have also showed how to use this upper bound to get a nahtpproximation algo-
rithm for the sign rank. It will be interesting to fully und#and the computational complexity
of computing the sign rank.

Finally we note that most of the analysis in this paper candieneled to deal witld/ x N
matrices, wheré\/ and N are not necessarily equal, and we restricted the attengom for
square matrices mainly in order to simplify the presentatio
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