arXiv:2401.00827v1 [math.CO] 1 Jan 2024

A multipartite analogue of Dilworth’s Theorem

Jacob Fox^∗ Huy Tuan Pham^†

January 2, 2024

Abstract

We prove that every partially ordered set on n elements contains k subsets A_1, A_2, . . . , A_k such that either each of these subsets has size Ω(n/k^5) and, for every i < j, every element in A_i is less than or equal to every element in A_j , or each of these subsets has size Ω(n/(k^2 log n)) and, for every i ≠ j, every element in A_i is incomparable with every element in A_j for i ≠ j. This answers a question of the first author from 2006. As a corollary, we prove for each positive integer h there is C_h such that for any h partial orders <_1, <_2, . . . , <_h on a set of n elements, there exists k subsets A_1, A_2, . . . , A_k each of size at least n/(k log n)^{Ch} such that for each partial order <_ℓ, either a_1 <_ℓ a_2 <_ℓ · · · <_ℓ a_k for any tuple of elements (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_k) ∈ A_1 × A_2 × · · · × A_k, or a_1 >_ℓ a_2 >_ℓ · · · >_ℓ a_k for any (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_k) ∈ A_1 × A_2 × · · · × A_k, or a_i is incomparable with a_j for any i ≠ j, a_i ∈ A_i and a_j ∈ A_j . This improves on a 2009 result of Pach and the first author motivated by problems in discrete geometry.

1 Introduction

In a partially ordered set, a chain is a set of pairwise comparable elements, and an antichain is a set of pairwise incomparable elements. Dilworth’s theorem [2] implies that for all positive integers k and n, every partially ordered set with n elements contains a chain of size k or an antichain of size ⌈n/k⌉. In particular, every partially ordered set on n elements contains a chain or antichain of size ⌈ √ n⌉. Equivalently, every comparability graph on n vertices contains a clique or independent set of size at least √ n. In [5], the first author shows that one can guarantee a much larger balanced complete bipartite subgraph in a comparability graph or its complement. It is further shown in [10] that there exists a constant c > 0 such that in every partially ordered set of size n ≥ 2, there are disjoint subsets A, B of size at least cn where every element of A is larger than every element of B, or there are disjoint subsets A, B of size at least cn log n where every element of A is incomparable with any element of B. For subsets A, B of P , we write

A < B if a < b for all a ∈ A, b ∈ B. We also write B > A if A < B. We say that A and B are comparable if A < B or B < A. We say that A and B are totally incomparable if a, b are incomparable for all a ∈ A and b ∈ B. Let m_k(n) be the largest integer such that every partially ordered set of n elements contains k disjoint subsets A_1, . . . , A_k each of size m_k(n) such that either A_1 > A_2 > · · · > A_k or all pairs of different subsets A_i, A_j are totally incomparable. It is proved in [5] that m_2(n) = Θ (n/ log n). For k ≥ 2, we

∗Department of Mathematics, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305. Email: jacobfox@stanford.edu. Research supported by a Packard Fellowship and by NSF Awards DMS-1855635 and DMS-2154169.

†Department of Mathematics, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305. Email: huypham@stanford.edu. Research supported by a Two Sigma Fellowship, a Clay Research Fellowship and a Stanford Science Fellowship.

clearly have m_k(n) ≤ m_2(n) = O(n/ log n). By iterating the lower bound on m_2(n), we obtain the lower bound m_2k (n) ≥^{ckn}_{(log n)2k−1} for a positive constant c and n sufficiently large in terms of k. The first author asked in [5] if this lower bound can be improved, and in particular, whether m_3(n) = Ω (_n log n ) . Our main result shows that this is indeed the case.

Theorem 1. Let k ≥ 2 and n ≥ (100k)^5 be integers and (P, <) be a partially ordered set on n elements. Then there exists k disjoint subsets A_1, . . . , A_k of P such that either each A_i has size at least 10^{−4}k^{−5}n and they satisfy A_1 > A_2 > · · · > A_k, or each A_i has size at least 40^{−1}k^{−2}n/ log n and A_1, . . . , A_k are pairwise totally incomparable.

In fact, we prove a more general version of Theorem 1, Theorem 5, which allows for a more general trade-off between the lower bound in the comparable and totally incomparable case. For example, we also obtain the following result.

Theorem 2. Let k ≥ 2 and n ≥ 10^{10}k^3(log k)^2 be integers and (P, <) be a partially ordered set on n elements. Then there exists k disjoint subsets A_1, . . . , A_k of P such that either each A_i has size at least 10^{−4}k^{−3}(log k)^{−2}n and A_1 > A_2 > · · · > A_k, or each A_i has size at least 20^{−1}k^{−2}(log k)^{−1}n/ log n and A_1, . . . , A_k are pairwise totally incomparable.

Theorem 1 implies m_k(n) ≥^n_{40k2 log n} for n sufficiently large in terms of k, so the lower bound on m_k(n) matches the trivial upper bound m_k(n) ≤^{Cn}_{log n} up to a constant factor depending on k. In fact, the dependency on k in Theorem 1 is also best possible, which we next show. In [5], it is shown that for any 0 < ϵ < 1, there exists a partially ordered set (Q, <) on n elements such that any element of Q is comparable with at most n^ϵ other elements, and there does not exist two disjoint subsets of Q of size at least^{14n}_{ϵ log2 n} which are totally incomparable. Consider the partially ordered set P consisting of k − 1 copies of Q, labeled Q_1, . . . , Q_{k−1}, and Q_1 < Q_2 < · · · < Q_{k−1}. The partially ordered set P has (k−1)n elements. There does not exist k disjoint subsets P_1 < P_2 < · · · < P_k of P each of size at least n^ϵ. On the other hand, any pair of disjoint subsets of P which are totally incomparable must both be subsets of the same copy Q_i of Q, hence, each such set has size at most^{14n}_{ϵ log2 n} . From any k ≥ 2 pairwise totally incomparable sets each of size s, we can find two totally incomparable sets each of size at least s⌊k/2⌋ ≥ sk/3. These sets are the union of ⌊k/2⌋ sets and the union of the remaining ⌈k/2⌉ sets of the k pairwise totally incomparable sets. Hence, sk/3 <^{14n}_{ϵ log2 n} . Taking ϵ = 1/2, we have s <^{84n}_{k log2 n} <^{200|P |}_{k2 log2 |P |} . This shows that the result in Theorem 1 is best possible in terms of the dependency on n and k in the incomparable case. It also determines m_k(n) up to an absolute constant.

Corollary 3. Let k ≥ 2 be an integer. For n ≥ (100k)^5, we have

m_k(n) = Θ ( n k^2 log n ) . The initial study of these extremal problems for partially ordered sets was motivated by applications and connections to problems in discrete geometry.

A family of graphs is said to have the Erdős-Hajnal property if there exists a constant c > 0 such that each graph G in the family contains either a clique or an independent set of size at least |V (G)|^c. The celebrated conjecture of Erdős and Hajnal [4] states that any hereditary family of graphs which is not the family of all graphs has the Erdős-Hajnal property. Given a family of geometric objects, the intersection graph of a set of objects in the family is the graph whose vertices correspond to objects in the set, and two vertices are joined by an edge if the corresponding objects have a nonempty intersection. In the geometric setting, the Erdős-Hajnal property of many families of intersection graphs of geometric objects can be understood from sets equipped with multiple partial orders. For example, Larman et al. [16] and Pach and Törőcsik [20] introduced four partial orders on the set of convex sets in the plane with the property that two convex sets are disjoint if and only if they are comparable in at least one of the four partial orders. Using the four partial orders and Dilworth’s Theorem, it can be shown that any set of n convex sets in the plane contains a collection of n^{1/5} pairwise intersecting sets or n^{1/5} pairwise disjoint sets. Thus, the family of intersection graphs of convex sets in the plane has the Erdős-Hajnal property. This result can be generalized to the family of intersection graphs of vertically convex sets. A vertically convex set is a compact connected set in the plane with the property that any straight line parallel to the y-axis of the coordinate system intersects it in an interval (which may be empty or may consist of one point). In particular, any x-monotone arc, that is, the graph of any continuous function defined on an interval of the x-axis, is vertically convex. The four partial orders introduced in [16, 20] satisfy the stronger property that any two vertically convex sets are disjoint if and only if they are comparable in at least one of the four partial orders. Thus, any collection of n vertically convex sets contain n^{1/5} pairwise intersecting sets or n^{1/5} pairwise disjoint sets.

A family of graphs has the strong Erdős-Hajnal property if there exists a constant c > 0 such that each graph G in the family contains two subsets each of size at least cn which are either empty or complete to each other. It is known that the strong Erdős-Hajnal property implies the Erdős-Hajnal property (see [1, 6, 9]). In [7], the first author and Pach study complete bipartite subgraphs in the comparability or incomparability graphs of multiple partial orders. In particular, using the bound m_2k (n) ≥^{ckn}_{(log n)2k−1} , it is shown in [7] that given any h partial orderings on the same set P of size n, there exists two subsets A and B of P of size at least n2^{−(1+o(1))(log log n)h} such that A and B are either comparable or totally incomparable in each of the h partial orderings. This implies that any collection of n vertically convex sets contains two subcollections A and B each of size at least n2^{−(1+o(1))(log log n)4} such that any set in A intersects any set in B or any set in A is disjoint from any set in B. We remark that a construction of Kynčl [15], improving on a previous result of Károlyi et al. [12], shows that for infinitely many n, there exists a family of n line segments in the plane with at most n^{.405} members that are pairwise intersecting or pairwise disjoint. Thus, we can guarantee much larger complete or empty bipartite graphs than cliques or independent set in the intersection graphs of vertically convex sets.

Our next result gives an improvement of the main result of [7]. Using Theorem 1, we generalize the result of [7] to find k sets which are pairwise comparable or pairwise totally incomparable in each of the partial orderings, and we also obtain an improved bound on the size of the sets even in the case k = 2. Theorem 4. Let k be a positive integer. For i ∈ [h], let (P, <_i) be partial orderings on a set P of size n, where n is sufficiently large in terms of k. Then there exists k sets A_1, . . . , A_k such that for each i ∈ [h], either A_1 <_i A_2 <_i · · · <_i A_k, or A_1 >_i A_2 >_i · · · >_i A_k, or A_j, A_j′ are totally incomparable in <_i for all j ≠ j^′. Furthermore, for all j ≤ k, |A_j | ≥^n_{(10k log n)12h+1} .

In [7], a random construction is used to show that there exists partial orderings <_1, . . . , <_h on n elements such that for any two sets A, B which are either comparable or totally incomparable in each of the partial orderings, we have min(|A|, |B|) ≤^{Chn(log log n)h−1}_{(log n)h} , where C_h is a positive constant depending only on h. This shows that the polynomial dependency on log n in Theorem 4 is necessary. An improved construction, which removes the log log n factors, was obtained by Korándi and Tomon [14].

Theorem 4 leads to an improvement of a result of Korándi, Pach and Tomon [13] on the existence of large homogeneous submatrices in a zero-one matrix avoiding certain 2 × k pattern. We say that a matrix P is acyclic if every submatrix of P has a row or column with at most one 1. We say that P is simple if P is acyclic, and its complement P^c obtained by switching 0’s and 1’s in P is also acyclic. Korándi, Pach and Tomon show that for any simple matrix P of size 2 × k, if an n × n matrix A does not contain P as a submatrix, then A contains a submatrix of size n2^{−(1+o(1))(log log n)k} × Ω_k(n) whose entries are either all 0 or all 1. Their bound relies directly on a version of Theorem 4 for h = 2, and Theorem 4 immediately leads to an improved bound of^n_{(10k log n)1728} × Ω_k(n) for the homogeneous submatrix.

We next turn to discuss other geometric applications of Theorem 4. An immediate corollary of Theorem 4 is that any collection of n vertically convex sets contains two subcollections A and B each of size at least n/(log n)^{106} such that any set in A intersects any set in B or any set in A is disjoint from any set in B. Using other techniques, a stronger version of this corollary has already been shown in [10]: any collection of n convex sets in the plane contains two subcollections A and B each of size at least Ω(n) such that any set in A intersects any set in B or any set in A is disjoint from any set in B; and any collection of n vertically convex sets in the plane contains two subcollections A and B each of size at least Ω (_n log n ) such that any set in A intersects any set in B or any set in A is disjoint from any set in B.

The results on intersection graphs of vertically convex sets have also been generalized to string graphs. A string graph is a graph whose vertices are curves in the plane, and two vertices are adjacent if and only if the two corresponding curves intersect. Using the result of [8] showing that dense string graphs contain dense incomparability graphs, as well as the separator theorem for sparse string graphs [17], one can show that any string graph on n vertices contains two subsets each of size at least Ω (_n log n ) which are empty or complete to each other. This result is tight up to the absolute constant, due to the construction of [5], and the observation that incomparability graphs are string graphs. In a recent breakthrough, Tomon [24] shows that the family of string graphs has the Erdős-Hajnal property. In another direction, Scott, Seymour and Spirkl [22], resolving a conjecture of the first author, shows that any perfect graph has two subsets of size at least n^{1−o(1)} which are complete or empty to each other, generalizing the result of [5] for incomparability graphs.

We think that Theorem 4 should have further geometric applications. We also note that the proofs of our theorems easily give efficient polynomial time algorithms for finding the desired complete multipartite structures in partially ordered sets. In particular, these results should be applicable to some problems in computational geometry. We leave as an open problem the determination of the optimal dependency on k and h in Theorem 4.

All logarithms are base e unless otherwise specified. For the sake of clarity of presentation, we sometimes often floor and ceiling signs whenever they are not crucial.

2 A multipartite analogue of Dilworth’s Theorem

Given a partially ordered set (P, <) and an element x ∈ P , we define D_P (x) to be the set of elements y ∈ P such that y < x, and U_P (x) the set of elements y ∈ P such that y > x. We will prove the following more general result, from which Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 easily follow.

Theorem 5. Let f : Z_+ → R_+ be an increasing function such that f(2) ≥ 16, and for all positive integers k ≥ 2, we have f(k) > 2f(⌊k/2⌋) + 6 and f(k) ≥ 2f(⌈k/2⌉). Let g : Z_+ → R_+ be a decreasing function such that g(2) ≤^1_2 , and for all k ≥ 2,

g(k) ≤ 1 2 f(k) − f(⌊k/2⌋) − 3 2k . Let k ≥ 2 be a positive integer and let (P, <) be a partially ordered set on n elements. Assume that g(k)^2n ≥ 10^5(kf(k)^2), then either there exists k disjoint subsets A_1, . . . , A_k of P each of size at least 1 37 g(k)^2n kf(k)^2 such that A1 > A2 > · · · > Ak, or there exists k disjoint subsets A1, . . . , Ak of P each of size at

least^{7n}

16kf(k)(log n) such that A1, . . . , Ak are pairwise totally incomparable.

First, we show that Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 follow from Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 assuming Theorem 5. To prove Theorem 1, we apply Theorem 5 with f(k) = 16(k − 1) and g(k) =^1_k for all positive integers k. We verify that these choices of f and g satisfy the conditions in Theorem 5. Clearly f is increasing, g is decreasing, and f(2) ≥ 16. For all positive integers k ≥ 2, 2f(⌈k/2⌉) = 2 · 16 (⌈ k 2 ⌉ − 1 )

≤ 2 · 16 ( k + 1 2 − 1 ) γ = 16(k − 1) = f(k), and 1 2 f(k) − f(⌊k/2⌋) − 3 2k = 8(k − 1) − 16(⌊k/2⌋ − 1) − 3 2k ≥ 8(k − 1) − 16(k/2 − 1) − 3 2k ≥ 1 k = g(k). This also implies that f(k) > 2f(⌊k/2⌋) + 6 for all k ≥ 2.

Similarly, Theorem 2 follows from Theorem 5 upon choosing f(k) = 8k log k and g(k) = 1/2, which can similarly be shown to satisfy the conditions in Theorem 5.

Next, we prove Theorem 5, showing that any partially ordered set either contains k large sets that are pairwise totally incomparable or k large sets that are pairwise comparable.

Theorem 5 follows from the following two lemmas.

The first lemma shows that if a poset does not contain a chain A_1 > · · · > A_k of k large sets, then its comparability graph contains a large induced subgraph which is quite sparse. Tomon [23] and Pach, Rubin, and Tardos (Lemma 2.1, [19]) prove results which show that if a poset does not contain a chain of k large sets, then its comparability graph cannot be very dense.

Lemma 6. Let k be an integer and let (P, <) a partially ordered set. Let ℓ < |P |/k be a positive integer. Then either there exists k disjoint subsets A_1, . . . , A_k of P each of size at least ℓ such that A_1 < A_2 < · · · < A_k, or there exists a subset Q of P such that |Q| ≥^{7|P |}_{16k} and |D_Q(x)| < 4 √ |Q|ℓ for all x ∈ Q, or there exists a subset Q of P such that |Q| ≥^{7|P |}_{16k} and |U_Q(x)| < 4 √ |Q|ℓ for all x ∈ Q. Lemma 7. Let k ≥ 2 be a positive integer and let (Q, <) a partially ordered set. Let λ ≥ 0 and γ ≥ 1 be so that max_{x∈Q} |D_Q(x)| ≤ λ, γ ≤^{|Q|}_{f(k)} and λ ≤ g(k)γ. Then there exists k disjoint subsets A_1, A_2, . . . , A_k of Q which are pairwise totally incomparable and each has size at least^γ_{k log |Q|} .

We next give the proof of Theorem 5 assuming Lemma 6 and Lemma 7.

Proof of Theorem 5. Choose ℓ =

⌈_1 37 g(k)^2n kf(k)^2 ⌉ . By Lemma 6, we can either find k sets A_1, . . . , A_k each of size at least ℓ such that A_1 > A_2 > · · · > A_k, or we can find a subset Q of P with |Q| ≥^{7n}_{16k} and |D_Q(x)| ≤ 4 √ |Q|ℓ for all x ∈ Q, or we can find a subset Q of P with |Q| ≥^{7n}_{16k} and |U_Q(x)| ≤ 4 √ |Q|ℓ for all x ∈ Q.

In the first case, the conclusion of Theorem 1 holds. We next consider the second case where we can find a subset Q of P with |Q| ≥^{7n}_{16k} and |D_Q(x)| ≤ 4 √ |Q|ℓ for all x ∈ Q. The third case can be treated similarly.

Note that 4 √ |Q|ℓ = 4|Q| √ ℓ |Q| ≤ 4|Q| √ ℓ 7n/(16k) ≤ g(k)|Q|/f(k), by the choice of ℓ and the assumption g(k)^2n ≥ 10^5kf(k)^2. By Lemma 7 with γ = |Q|/f(k) ≥ 1 and λ = g(k)^{|Q|}_{f(k)} = g(k)γ, we can find k pairwise totally incomparable subsets of Q each of size at least |Q|/f(k) k log |Q| ≥ 7n 16kf(k)(log n) . Thus, the conclusion of Theorem 1 also holds in this case.

We next prove Lemma 6.

Proof of Lemma 6. Define the partial ordering <_ℓ on P such that x <_ℓ y if and only if there exists ℓ distinct elements a_1, . . . , a_ℓ ∈ P such that x < a_j < y for all j ∈ [ℓ]. Assume that there exists a chain x_1 <_ℓ x_2 <_ℓ · · · <_ℓ x_{k+1} of length k + 1 in (P, <_ℓ). Then there are distinct elements a_{i,j} for i ∈ [k], j ∈ [ℓ] such that x_i < a_{i,j} < x_{i+1} for all i ∈ [k], j ∈ [ℓ]. The subsets A_i = {a_{i,j} , j ∈ [ℓ]} then satisfy A_1 < A_2 < · · · < A_k. Thus, if there exists a chain of length k + 1 in (P, <_ℓ), then we obtain k subsets A_1, . . . , A_k of P each of size at least ℓ such that A_1 < A_2 < · · · < A_k.

Otherwise, there does not exist a (k + 1)-chain in (P, <_ℓ), so by Mirsky’s Theorem (the dual of Dilworth’s Theorem), there exists a partition of P to at most k antichains in (P, <_ℓ). Thus, there exists an antichain in (P, <_ℓ) of size at least^{|P |}_k . Let P^′ be the elements of this antichain and let n^′ = |P^′|. For any x, y ∈ P^′, there are less than ℓ elements z ∈ P^′ such that x < z < y. Thus the number of triples (x, y, z) ∈ P^{′3} such that x < z < y is at most (_n′ 2 ) ℓ <^{n′2ℓ}_2 . On the other hand, the number of triples (x, y, z) ∈ P^{′3} such that x < z < y is equal to ∑ z∈P^′ |DP^′ (z)| · |UP^′ (z)|. Thus the number of elements

x ∈ P^′ with min(|D_P ′ (x)|, |U_P ′ (x)|) ≥ 2 √ n^′ℓ is at most n^′/8. Hence, either at least 7n^′/16 elements x ∈ P^′ satisfies |D_P ′ (x)| < 2 √ n^′ℓ, or at least 7n^′/16 elements x ∈ P^′ satisfies |U_P ′ (x)| < 2 √ n^′ℓ. Without loss of generality, assume that at least 7n^′/16 elements x ∈ P^′ satisfies |D_P ′ (x)| < 2 √ n^′ℓ. Let Q be the set of elements x ∈ P^′ with |D_P ′ (x)| < 2 √ n^′ℓ. Then Q has size at least 7n^′/16 and for all x ∈ Q, |D_Q(x)| ≤ |D_P ′ (x)| < 2 √ n^′ℓ < 4 √ |Q|ℓ. For a subset S of a partially ordered set (Q, <), we denote by D_Q(S) the set of elements x /∈ S such that there exists s ∈ S with s > x. Given a set S and a positive integer k, an equitable partition of S into k parts is a partition of S into k disjoint subsets each of size ⌊|S|/k⌋ or ⌈|S|/k⌉. We prove Lemma 7 by considering the following algorithms. For both algorithms below, we fix positive parameters γ and λ that the algorithms rely on which do not change throughout the execution of the algorithms. In the inputs to Algorithm 1, B is a subset of a partially ordered set Q.

Algorithm 1: Condense(Q, B, k).

1. If |B| < k, output k empty sets.

2. Otherwise, |B| ≥ k. Consider an arbitrary equitable partition of B into k sets B_1, . . . , B_k.

3. If |D_Q(B_i) \ D_Q(B \ B_i)| ≥ γ/(k log |Q|) for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k, output the sets D_Q(B_i) \ D_Q(B \ B_i) for i = 1, 2, . . . , k. 4. Otherwise, there exists i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} such that |D_Q(B_i) \ D_Q(B \ B_i)| < γ/(k log |Q|). Let i be the smallest such index and output Condense(Q, B \ B_i, k).

Algorithm 2: Select(Q, k).

1. If k = 1, output Q.

2. If k > 1, consider an arbitrary linear extension of Q. Let T be the top ⌈|Q|/2⌉ elements in the linear ordering.

• If |D_Q(T )| ≥ 2(kλ + γ), run Condense(Q, T, k) and return its output.

• If |D_Q(T )| < 2(kλ + γ), run Select(T, ⌈k/2⌉) and Select(Q \ (T ∪ D_Q(T )), ⌊k/2⌋) and return k = ⌈k/2⌉ + ⌊k/2⌋ sets from the two outputs.

Observe that in Algorithm 1 (Condense(Q, B, k)), if the algorithm terminates in Step 3, then the sets D_Q(B_i)\D_Q(B \B_i) for i = 1, 2, . . . , k are pairwise totally incomparable, since if x_i ∈ D_Q(B_i)\D_Q(B \B_i), x_j ∈ D_Q(B_j) \ D_Q(B \ B_j ) for i ≠ j and x_i < x_j , then x_i ∈ D_Q(B_j ), which contradicts the fact that x_i /∈ D_Q(B \ B_i). In Claim 8 below, we show that under appropriate conditions, Condense(Q, B, k) always terminates in Step 3 and outputs k totally incomparable sets of large size. Claim 9 below verifies that Algorithm 2 (Select(Q, k)) outputs k large pairwise totally incomparable sets. In particular, in Algorithm

2, if we are in the first case of Step 2, then we output k large pairwise totally incomparable sets by Claim 8. Otherwise, |D_Q(T )| is small, so the sets T and Q \ (T ∪ D_Q(T )) are both large, and we obtain the desired outputs from the recursive calls to Algorithm 2.

We now state and prove Claim 8 and Claim 9, from which the proof of Lemma 7 follows.

Claim 8. If |D_Q(x)| ≤ λ for all x ∈ Q, and B ⊆ Q satisfies |B| ≥ k and |D_Q(B)| ≥ 2(kλ + γ), then Condense(Q, B, k) outputs k totally incomparable sets each of size at least γ/(k log |Q|).

Proof. Observe that in one iteration of Condense(Q, B, k), either the algorithm stops in Step 1 or 3 and outputs k disjoint and pairwise comparable sets, or it recursively calls and outputs Condense(Q, B^′, k), where B^′ is a particular subset of B. If the algorithm has not stopped and outputted k sets after j recursive calls, then it outputs Condense(Q, B^{(j)}, k) for some subset B^{(j)} of B. Specifically, let B = B^{(0)} and, for j ≥ 0, if Condense(Q, B^{(j)}, k) does not stop in Step 1 or 3, then in Step 4 it outputs Condense(Q, B^{(j+1)}, k), where B^{(j+1)} = B^{(j)} \ B^{(j)}_i and B^{(j)}_i is one set in an equipartition of B^j into k sets such that

|D_Q(B^{(j)}) \ D_Q(B^{(j)} \ B^{(j)}_i )| < γ/(k log |Q|). (1)

Note that if |B^{(j)}| ≥ k, then |B^{(j)}_i | ≥ ⌊|B^{(j)}|/k⌋ ≥ |B^{(j)}|/(2k), (2) and |B^{(j)}_i | ≤ ⌈|B^{(j)}|/k⌉. (3) In particular, Inequality (2) implies that Condense(Q, B, k) must terminate at some number of recursive calls t ≥ 0.

Clearly, if Condense(Q, B^{(t)}, k) terminates in Step 3, then we output k totally incomparable sets each of size at least γ/(k log |Q|), which completes the proof of the claim in this case. Assume for the sake of contradiction that Condense(Q, B^{(t)}, k) terminates but not in Step 3, so Condense(Q, B^{(t)}, k) terminates in Step 1 and hence |B^{(t)}| < k.

As |B^{(0)}| = |B| ≥ k > |B^{(t)}| and as (2) and (3) hold for 0 ≤ j < t, there is a smallest integer s such that k ≤ |B^{(s)}| ≤ 2k. Here, we note that x − ⌈x/k⌉ ≥ k for all x ≥ 2k + 1 and k ≥ 2. For j ≤ s, we have Condense(Q, B^{(j)}, k) does not terminate in Step 3, |B^{(j+1)}| ≤ ( 1 −^1_{2k} ) |B^{(j)}| by (2), and |D_Q(B^{(j)})| − |D_Q(B^{(j+1)})| ≤ γ/(k log |Q|) by (1). In particular, we have k ≤ |B^{(s)}| ≤ ( 1 −^1_{2k} )_s |B^{(0)}| ≤ ( 1 −^1_{2k} )_s |Q|, so s ≤ 2k log |Q|. Thus, we obtain |D_Q(B^{(s)})| > 2(kλ + γ) − sγ/(k log |Q|) ≥ 2(kλ + γ) − 2γ = 2kλ. However, |D_Q(B^{(s)})| ≤ 2kλ since |D_Q(x)| ≤ λ for all x ∈ Q and |B^{(s)}| ≤ 2k. This contradiction shows that Condense(Q, B^{(j)}, k) must terminate in Step 3 for some j ∈ [0, t] and output k totally incomparable sets each of size at least γ/(k log |Q|).

Claim 9. Let k ≥ 2 be a positive integer. If |Q| ≥ f(k)γ, and |D_Q(x)| ≤ λ ≤ g(k)γ for all x ∈ Q, Select(Q, k) returns k totally incomparable sets each of size at least γ/(k log |Q|).

Proof. We prove this by induction on k.

First, consider the case k = 2. Note that |T | ≥ |Q|/2 ≥ 8γ > k. When we run Select(Q, 2), if |D_Q(T )| ≥ 2(2λ+γ), then by Claim 8, we output two totally incomparable sets of size at least γ/(2 log |Q|). Otherwise, |D_Q(T )| < 2(2λ + γ) ≤ 4γ, noting that λ ≤ g(2)γ and g(2) ≤^1_2 . In this case, the output is obtained from Select(T, 1) and Select(Q\(T ∪D_Q(T )), 1). Thus, we output two sets T and Q\(T ∪D_Q(T )) which are totally incomparable. Furthermore, |T | ≥ |Q|/2 > γ/(2 log |Q|), and |Q \ (T ∪ D_Q(T ))| ≥ ⌊|Q|/2⌋ − 4γ ≥ 8γ − 1 − 4γ > γ/(2 log |Q|). Hence, the claim holds in the case k = 2.

Next, consider the case k = 3. Similarly, when we run Select(Q, 3), noting that |T | ≥ |Q|/2 ≥^1_2 f(3)γ > k, if |D_Q(T )| ≥ 2(2λ + γ), then by Claim 8, we output three totally incomparable sets of size at least γ/(3 log |Q|). Otherwise, |D_Q(T )| < 2(2λ + γ) ≤ 4γ, and the output is obtained from Select(T, 2) and Select(Q \ (T ∪ D_Q(T )), 1). Since |T | ≥ |Q|/2 ≥^1_2 f(3)γ ≥ f(2)γ, the claim in the case k = 2 yields that Select(T, 2) outputs two totally incomparable sets each of size at least γ/(2 log |Q|). Together with the set Q \ (T ∪ D_Q(T )) which has size at least ⌊|Q|/2⌋ − 4γ > γ/(3 log |Q|), we obtain that in this case Select(Q, 3) outputs three totally incomparable sets each of size at least γ/(3 log |Q|). Hence, the claim holds in the case k = 3.

Assume that the claim is true for all k^′ < k for some k ≥ 4. By induction, we easily obtain that any function f : Z_+ → R_+ with f(2) ≥ 16 and f(k) ≥ 2f(⌈k/2⌉) for all k ≥ 2 satisfies that f(k) ≥ 8k for all k ≥ 2. When we run Select(Q, k), noting that |T | ≥ |Q|/2 ≥^1_2 f(k)γ ≥ k, if |D_Q(T )| ≥ 2(kλ + γ), then by Claim 8, we output k totally incomparable sets of size at least γ/(k log |Q|). Otherwise, |D_Q(T )| < 2(kλ + γ), and the output is obtained from Select(T, ⌈k/2⌉) and Select(Q \ (T ∪ D_Q(T )), ⌊k/2⌋). Note that |T | ≥ |Q| 2 ≥ 1 2 f(k)γ ≥ f(⌈k/2⌉)γ, and |Q \ (T ∪ D_Q(T ))| ≥ ⌊ |Q| 2 ⌋ − 2(kλ + γ) ≥ 1 2 f(k)γ − 1 − 2γ − 2kg(k)γ ≥ 1 2 f(k)γ − 3γ − 2kg(k)γ ≥ f(⌊k/2⌋)γ. Furthermore, since ⌊k/2⌋ ≤ ⌈k/2⌉ ≤ k and g is decreasing, we have that λ ≤ g(k)γ ≤ g(⌈k/2⌉)γ ≤ g(⌊k/2⌋)γ. By induction, Select(T, ⌈k/2⌉) outputs ⌈k/2⌉ pairwise totally incomparable sets and Select(Q\ (T ∪ D_Q(T )), ⌊k/2⌋) outputs ⌊k/2⌋ pairwise totally incomparable sets. The k sets from the two outputs can be easily checked to be pairwise totally incomparable, and each of the set has size at least γ/(k log |Q|). This finishes the induction.

Lemma 7 readily follows from Claim 9.

3 Multiple partial orders

A sequence of sets (A_1, . . . , A_k) is homogeneous with respect to the partial ordering < if either all pairs of sets are totally incomparable, or A_1 < A_2 < · · · < A_k, or A_1 > A_2 > · · · > A_k. In this section, we prove the Theorem 4 showing that for any list of partial orders on the same set, there exists k large subsets that are homogeneous with respect to each of the partial orders.

We will use the following standard cake-cutting lemma in the proof of Theorem 4. Cake-cutting and more generally fair division is a long-studied topic (see, for example, [3]).

Lemma 10. Let I ⊂ R be an interval, s be a positive integer, and μ_1, . . . , μ_s be absolutely continuous measures on I. Then there is a partition I = I_1 ·∪ · · · ·∪ I_s into consecutive intervals and a permutation π of {1, . . . , s} such that μ_{π(i)}(I_i) ≥ μ_{π(i)}(I)/s for i = 1, . . . , s.

The proof of Lemma 10 follows from a greedy algorithm and induction on t. The base case t = 1 is trivial. The greedy algorithm scans from the end of I, and if I_t is the shortest ending interval for which there is a j such that μ_j(I_t) ≥ μ_j (I)/t, then we set π(t) = j. We then apply induction on the remaining interval I \ I_t and the t − 1 measures μ_i with i ∈ [t] \ {j}.

We will need the following discrete consequence.

Corollary 11. Let Q be a finite set with partition Q = A_1 ·∪ · · · ·∪ A_k. Let B_1, . . . , B_s be subsets of Q. Then there are integers 0 = h_0 ≤ h_1 ≤ · · · ≤ h_s = h and a permutation π of {1, . . . , s} such that |B_{π(j)} ∩ ( ⋃ h_{j−1}<i≤h_j Ai)| ≥ |Bπ(j)|/s − maxi |Ai| for j = 1, . . . , s. Proof. Let I = [0, k]. For j = 1, . . . , s, define the measure μ_j by μ_j([0, r]) = |B_j ∩ ( ⋃ 1≤i≤r Ai)| for each integer r = 0, . . . , k and linearly interpolate between consecutive integers so that the measures μ_1, . . . , μ_s are absolutely continuous. Applying Lemma 10, there are intervals I_j := (r_{j−1}, r_j ] for j = 1, . . . , s where 0 = r_0 ≤ r_1 ≤ . . . ≤ r_s = k, and a permutation π of {1, . . . , s} such that μ_{π(j)}(I_j) ≥ μ_{π(j)}(I)/st for j = 1, . . . , s . In order to discretize these intervals, we round to the next integer by letting h_j = ⌈r_j ⌉ for j = 1, . . . , s. This choice of the h_j ’s and π has the desired property.

The following lemma is useful for the proof of Theorem 4.

Lemma 12. Let k > k^′ ≥ 1 be integers. Suppose set Q has a partition Q = A_1 ·∪ · · · ·∪ A_k into subsets of equal size a. Let B_1, . . . , B_k′ be disjoint subsets of Q of equal size b ≥ a. Then there exists t_1, t_2, . . . , t_k′_{/3} and 0 = h_0 < h_1 < h_2 < · · · < h_k′_{/3} ≤ k such that |B_{tj} ∩ ( ⋃ h_{j−1}<i≤h_j Ai)| ≥ b k^′ for all j ∈ [k ′/3]. Proof. We consider the following iterative procedure. Let r = b and P = ⋃ i≤k^′ Bi. Set A 0 i = A_i ∩ P for i ≤ k, and F^0 = ∅. At step j ≥ 0, let U_{j,h} = ⋃ i≤h A^j_i and h_j be minimum such that |U_{j,hj} | ≥ r. Then we let t_j ∈ [k^′] \ F^j be so that B_{tj} has the largest intersection with U_{j,hj} . We update A^{j+1}_i = A^j_i \ (B_{tj} ∪ U_{j,hj} ) for all i ≤ k and update F^{j+1} = F^j ∪ {t_j }. We stop the process when |U_{j,k}| < r. Observe that A^{j+1}_i is disjoint from each B_t with t ∈ F^{j+1}, and A^{j+1}_i is empty if i ≤ h_j . Notice that if the process does not stop by step j, then at step j, we have |B_{tj} ∩ U_{j,hj} | ≥ r/k^′ by the pigeonhole principle. Furthermore, since A^j_i = ∅ for all i ≤ h_{j−1}, we have |B_{tj} ∩ ( ⋃ h_{j−1}<i≤h_j Ai)| = |Btj ∩ Uj,hj | ≥ r/k ′. Thus it suffices to show that there must be at least k^′/3 steps of the procedure before we stop. Note that for each j for which U_{j+1,k} is defined, we have |U_{j,k}| − |U_{j+1,k}| ≤ r + a + b ≤ 3b. As |P | = k^′b, we can continue for at least k^′/3 steps, as desired.

We next give the proof of Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. Define k_h = k and inductively define k_{ℓ−1} = (10k_ℓ)^{12}(log n) for ℓ ≤ h. Let n_1 = n 10^4 k^2_1 (log n) , and inductively, ni+1 = k_in_i (10k_{i+1})^{12}(log n) for 1 ≤ i ≤ h − 1. Note that ni+1 ≥ ni for 1 ≤ i ≤ h − 1

for sufficiently large n. We prove by induction on ℓ ≤ h that for n sufficiently large, we can find a sequence of k_ℓ sets which is homogeneous with respect to <_1, . . . , <_ℓ, and each set has size n_ℓ. This is true for ℓ = 1 by Theorem 1. Assume that the claim holds for all ℓ^′ < ℓ; we prove the claim for ℓ.

Let (A_1, . . . , A_{kℓ−1} ) be a homogeneous sequence of sets with respect to <_1, . . . , <_{ℓ−1}, where each set in the sequence has size n_{ℓ−1}. Let Q = A_1 ∪ · · · ∪ A_{kℓ−1} . Let k^′_ℓ = 3k^2_ℓ . By Theorem 1, we can find subsets B_1, . . . , B_k′_ℓ of Q each of size^{|Q|}_{40(k′ℓ)2(log |Q|)} which are pairwise totally incomparable with respect to <_ℓ, or we can find subsets B_1, . . . , B_k′_ℓ of Q each of size^{|Q|}_{104(k′ℓ)5} and B_1 <_ℓ · · · <_ℓ B_k′_ℓ or B_1 >_ℓ · · · >_ℓ B_k′_ℓ . Let B = B_1 ∪ · · · ∪ B_k′_ℓ . Note that

min ( |Q| 40(k^′_ℓ)^2(log |Q|) , |Q| 10^4(k^′_ℓ)^5 ) ≥ n_ℓ. First, consider the case B_t, B_t′ are totally incomparable for all t ≠ t^′. By Lemma 12, there exists there exists t_1, t_2, . . . , t_k′_{ℓ/3} and 0 = h_0 < h_1 < h_2 < · · · < h_k′_{ℓ/3} ≤ k_{ℓ−1} such that for all j ∈ [k^′_ℓ/3], | | | |B^tj ∩ ⋃ h_{j−1}<i≤h_j A_i | | | | ≥ 1 k^′_ℓ · |Q| 40(k^′_ℓ)^2(log |Q|) .

The sets B_{tj} ∩ ( ⋃ h_{j−1}<i≤h_j Ai) for j ∈ [k ′ ℓ/3] form a homogeneous sequence of sets with respect to <_1 , . . . , <_{ℓ−1}, <_ℓ, and each set has size at least^{kℓ−1nℓ−1}_{40(k′ℓ)3(log n)} ≥ n_ℓ. Since k^′_ℓ/3 > k_ℓ, we obtain the desired conclusion in this case.

Next, consider the case B_1 <_ℓ B_2 <_ℓ · · · <_ℓ B_k′_ℓ (the case B_1 >_ℓ B_2 >_ℓ · · · >_ℓ B_k′_ℓ can be treated similarly). By Lemma 12, there exists there exists t_1, t_2, . . . , t_k′_{ℓ/3} and 0 = h_0 < h_1 < h_2 < · · · < h_k′_{ℓ/3} ≤ k_{ℓ−1} such that for all j ∈ [k^′_ℓ/3], | | | | B_{tj} ∩ ⋃ h_{j−1}<i≤h_j A_i | | | | ≥ 1 k^′_ℓ · |Q| 10^4(k^′_ℓ)^5 .

Let C_j = B_{tj} ∩ ( ⋃ h_{j−1}<i≤h_j Ai), then for j ≠ j ′, either C_j >_ℓ C_j′ or C_j <_ℓ C_j′ , and furthermore (C_1, C_2, . . . , C_k′_{ℓ/3}) is a homogeneous sequence of sets with respect to <_1, . . . , <_{ℓ−1}. By Erdős-Szekeres theorem, we can find √ k^′_ℓ/3 = k_ℓ indices j_1, . . . , j_{kℓ} such that j_1 < · · · < j_{kℓ} and either C_{j1} <_ℓ · · · <_ℓ C_{jkℓ} or C_{j1} >_ℓ · · · >_ℓ C_{jkℓ} . Thus, (C_{j1} , . . . , C_{jkℓ} ) forms a homogeneous sequence of sets with respect to <_1, . . . , <_{ℓ−1}, <_ℓ, where each set in the sequence has size at least^1_k′_ℓ ·^{|Q|}_{104(k′ℓ)5} =^{kℓ−1nℓ−1}_{104(k′ℓ)6} ≥ n_ℓ, completing the induction.

Thus, we can find a homogeneous sequence of sets (A_1, . . . , A_k) with respect to <_1, . . . , <_h such that each set in the sequence has size at least n_h ≥ n_1 ≥ n 10^4(10k log n)^{2(1+12+122 +···+12h)} ≥ n (10k log n)^{12h+1} . Acknowledgements

We would like to thank István Tomon for helpful comments and for pointing out the application of Theorem 4 to Erdős-Hajnal type questions in matrices.

References

[1] N. Alon, J. Pach, R. Pinchasi, R. Radoičić, and M. Sharir, Crossing patterns of semi-algebraic sets, J.

Combin. Theory Ser. A 111 (2005), 310–326.

[2] R. P. Dilworth, A decomposition theorem for partially ordered sets, Ann. of Math. (2) 51 (1950), 161–166.

[3] L. E. Dubins and E. H. Spanier, How to cut a cake fairly, Amer. Math. Monthly 68 (1961), 1–17. [4] P. Erdős, and A. Hajnal, Ramsey-type theorems, Discrete Appl. Math. 25 (1-2) (1989), 37–52. [5] J. Fox, A bipartite analogue of Dilworth’s theorem, Order 23 (2006), 197–209. [6] J. Fox and J. Pach, Erdős–Hajnal-type results on intersection patterns of geometric objects, Horizons of combinatorics, 79–103, Bolyai Soc. Math. Stud., 17, Springer, Berlin, 2008.

[7] J. Fox and J. Pach, A bipartite analogue of Dilworth’s theorem for multiple partial orders, European J. Combin. 30 (2009), 1846–1853.

[8] J. Fox and J. Pach, String graphs and incomparability graphs, Adv. Math. 230 (2012), 1381–1401. [9] J. Fox, J. Pach, and A. Suk, A structure theorem for pseudo-segments and its applications, preprint, arXiv:2312.01028.

[10] J. Fox, J. Pach, and C. D. Tóth, Turán-type results for partial orders and intersection graphs of convex sets, Israel J. Math. 178 (2010), 29–50.

[11] M. C. Golumbic, D. Rotem, and J. Urrutia, Comparability graphs and intersection graphs, Discrete Math. 43 (1983), 37–46.

[12] Gy. Károlyi, J. Pach, and G. Tóth, Ramsey-type results for geometric graphs, I, Discrete Comput.

Geom. 18 (1997), 247–255.

[13] D. Korándi, J. Pach and I. Tomon, Large homogeneous submatrices, SIAM J. Discrete Math. 34 (4) (2020), 2532–2552.

[14] D. Korándi and I. Tomon, Improved Ramsey-type results for comparability graphs, Combin. Probab.

Comput. 29 (2020), 747–756.

[15] J. Kynčl, Ramsey-type constructions for arrangements of segments, European J. Combin. 33 (2012), no. 3, 336–339.

[16] D. Larman, J. Matoušek, J. Pach, and J. Törőcsik, A Ramsey-type result for convex sets, Bull.

London Math. Soc. 26 (1994), 132–136.

[17] J. R. Lee, Separators in region intersection graphs, in: 8th Innovations in Theoretical Comp. Sci.

Conf. (ITCS 2017), LIPIcs 67 (2017), 1–8.

[18] L. Lovász, Perfect graphs, in: Selected Topics in Graph Theory, vol. 2, Academic Press, London, 1983, 55–87.

[19] J. Pach, N. Rubin, and G. Tardos, Planar point sets determine many pairwise crossing segments, Adv. Math 386 (2021), Paper No. 107779, 21 pp.

[20] J. Pach and J. Törőcsik, Some geometric applications of Dilworth’s theorem, Discrete Comput. Geom.

12 (1994), 1–7.

[21] J. Pach and G. Tóth, Comment on Fox News, Geombinatorics 15 (2006), 150–154. [22] A. Scott, P. Seymour, and S. Spirkl, Pure pairs. V. Excluding some long subdivision, Combinatorica 43 (2023), 571–593.

[23] I. Tomon, Turán-type results for complete h-partite graphs in comparability and incomparability graphs, Order 33 (2016), 537–556.

[24] I. Tomon, String graphs have the Erdős-Hajnal property, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (2023), to appear.