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1 Introduction

As an indirect consequence of Kassabov, Lubotzky and Nikolmaper [16], the
following theorem about non-abelian finite simple groupsus.

Theorem 1.1.An ultraproduct of non-abelian finite simple groups is eitfirite
simple, or has no finite dimensional unitary representatitimer than the trivial
one.

Definitions related to ultraproducts are presented in 8eQifor those unfa-
miliar with them.

In this paper, we shall show that non-abelian finite simpleugs are not the
only kind of groups exhibiting such a behavior. It turns chattsuch a behavior
has a very close link to the notion of quasirandom groupsndédfby Gowers [9],
and the notion of minimally almost periodic groups, defingddn Neumann and
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Wigner [17]. All representations considered in this paper averC. We shall
informally say that a group is quasirandom when the group-guasirandom for
some largeD.

Definition 1.2. For a positive integeP, a groupG is D-quasirandomif it has no
non-trivial unitary representation of dimension less tfhan

Definition 1.3. An infinite group isminimally almost periodidf it has no nontriv-
ial finite dimensional unitary representation.

A group is minimally almost periodic iff it id-quasirandom for alD. Then it
is natural to wonder whether some sort of limit of increaljimgiasirandom groups
would give us a minimally almost periodic group. One suchitlitm consider is
the ultraproduct.

The author will prove the existence of classes of groups siitfilar results to
Theorem 1.1. The main theorem is the following Theorem 1.5.

Definition 1.4. For a group&, we define itxosocleC'os(G) to be the intersection
of all maximal normal subgroups 6f.

Letn be any positive integer. L&, be the class of groups that are arbitrary di-
rect products (not necessarily finite) of finite quasisingrieups and finite groups
G whose cosocles contain at mestonjugacy classes @f.

Theorem 1.5.For any sequence of groups @i, with quasirandom degree going
to infinity, their non-principal ultraproducts will be mimially almost periodic.

Quasirandom groups are first introduced by Gowers to findggatith no large
product-free subset. They can be seen as stronger vergipagfiect groups.

Example 1.6(Gowers [9]).

(i) A group (not necessarily finite) Bquasirandom iff it is perfect. The reason
is that a non-perfect group has a non-trivial abelian quotjenvhich in turn
has a non-trivial homomorphism intd,(C). A perfect group, on the other
hand, can only have the trivial homomorphism into the alegjeoupU;(C).

(i) A finite perfect group with no normal subgroup of index lesmnth is at
leasty/log n/2-quasirandom. In fact, using a form of Jordan’s theor@h
a finite perfect group with no normal subgroup of index lessithis at least
clogn-quasirandom for some constant
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(iii) Inparticular, a non-abelian finite simple groupis at least: log n-quasirandom
if it hasn elements.

(iv) Conversely, anyD-quasirandom group must have more th@h — 1)? ele-
ments.

(v) The alternating group\,, is (n — 1)-quasirandom for > 5, and the special
linear groupSLy(F},) is p—;l-quasirandom for any prime.

Morally, ultraproducts preserve all local properties &t ficale of elements. In
particular, all element-wise identities are preservedt g@abal properties of a
group, like being finite or finitely generated, might be lofeataking ultraprod-
ucts. So one may wonder if a non-principal ultraproduct oféasingly quasiran-
dom groups is always minimally almost periodic. In anotherds, we want to
investigate if quasirandomness can be captured by elewisatproperties. This
turns out to be false. In particular, we have the followingmterexample, pointed
out by Laszlé Pyber.

Example 1.7.We recall that a groug7 (not necessarily finite) i2-quasirandom
iff G is perfect. We claim that there is a sequencelgfquasirandom groups
(G})iez+ With lim,_, D; = oo, whose ultraproduct by any non-principal ultra-
filter is not even perfect.

Using the construction of Holt and PleskElr8, Lemma 2.1.1QJone may con-
struct a finite perfect groupr,, ,, for each primep > 5 and positive integen, such
that an element af7,, ,, cannot be written as a product of less thascommutators,
and that the only simple quotient@¥, ,, is PSLy(F),), the projective special linear
group of2 x 2 matrices over the field gf elements. Then by Examgdles (i), for
anyD, G, is D-quasirandom for large enough

Let G; be G,,;, where(p;);cz+ is a strictly increasing sequence of primes.
ThenG; is D;-quasirandom for som®; with lim;_, ., D; = co. Letg; € G; be
an element which cannot be written as a product of less fl@mmmutators. Then
g = (9i)ien corresponds to an element of the ultraprodatt= [],_, A G; by any
ultrafilter w. Whenw is non-principal, clearlyy cannot be written as a product of
finite number of commutators . Sog is not in the commutator subgroup Gf
and thusG is not perfect.

However, a recent paper by Bergelson and Tao [5] showed tlosvfog theo-
rem, which shed some new light on this inquiry:

Theorem 1.8(Bergelson and Tao [5, Theorem 49 (i)Phe ultraproduc{ [, _, , SL>(IF,,)
by a non-principal ultrafilterw is minimally almost periodic.

Inspired by this, we can make the following definitions:
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Definition 1.9. A classF of groups is &j.u.p. (quasirandom ultraproduct prop-
erty) classif for any sequence of groups iR with quasirandom degree going to
infinity, their non-principal ultraproducts will be minirthaalmost periodic.

Definition 1.10.A class.F of groups is &.U.P. classf there is an unbounded
non-decreasing functiofi: Z* — Z* such that any ultraproduct of any sequence
of D-quasirandom groups i is f(D)-quasirandom.

Remark 1.11.A Q.U.P class is automatically a g.u.p. class. ltis like dieetive
version of g.u.p. class, where we are able to keep track adtieunt of quasiran-
domness passed down to the ultraproduct.

In this paper, the proof of Theorem 1.5 in fact shows that thes¢,, is a Q.U.P.
class. And we immediately have the following corollary:

Corollary 1.12. The following classes are Q.U.P.
(i) The clas€gg of finite quasisimple groups.
(i) The clas€sg of finite semisimple groups.

(iii) The clasqg(y) of finite groups with at most conjugacy classes in their
cosocles.

All Q.U.P. classes must have a uniformly bounded commutaitdth, i.e., every
element can be written as a product of uniformly bounded rermmbcommutators.
In view of this, the following conjecture was suggested bgila Pyber.

Conjecture 1.13.For any integem, the class of perfect groups with commutator
width < n (i.e., every element of these groups can be written as a ptazfuat
mostn commutators) is Q.U.P.

So far, we do not know if there is a non-Q.U.P but g.u.p. cldsgaups.

Some applications of our results have already been found.plper in prepa-
ration by Bergelson, Robertson and Zorin-Kranich [4, Tleeod.12], it is shown
that a sufficiently quasirandom group in a g.u.p. class veilldhmany “triangles”.
As another application, one may also use our method to find/regamples of
self-Bohrifying groups. Both applications will be explathin Section 8 of this
paper.

Here we shall briefly outline the sections of this article:

(i) A model case of the alternating groups to illustrate teaeyal idea. (Sec-
tion 3)
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(i) A group with a nice covering property is very quasirandqSection 4)
(iii) Covering properties can ignore small cosocles. (Bech)

(iv) Quasirandom finite quasisimple groups have nice coggproperties. (Sec-
tion 6)

(v) Proof of Theorem 1.5. (Section 7)

(vi) Applications of our results. (Section 8)

2 Definitions relating to Ultraproducts

Definition 2.1. A filter onN is a collectionv of subsets oN such that:
(i) @ ¢w;

(i) If X e wandX CY,thenY € w;

(i) If X,Y € w,thenX NY € w.

An ultrafilter is a filter that is maximal with respect to the containmenieord\
non-principal ultrafilter is an ultrafilter that contains no finite subsefNf

Definition 2.2. Given a sequence of group§;);cn, let G be their direct product.
Given an ultrafilter onN, let N := {g = (¢i)ien € G : {i e N: g; = e} € w},
which is clearly a normal subgroup 6f. Then we callG/N the ultraproduct of
the groupqG;)icn by w, denoted by [, _, , Gi.

Remark 2.1.An ultrafilter w is principal (i.e., not non-principal) iff we can find
an element: € N such that for all subsetd C N, we haved € wiff n € A. In
this case, the corresponding ultraproduct of groyps);cn is isomorphic toG,.
Therefore, in practice, the useful ultrafilters are usualbyn-principal.

The particular choice of the ultrafilter is not that impottaAs long as we fix
a non-principal ultrafilter, then all the discussion for tlest of the paper will be
true for the ultraproduct of this ultrafilter.

Ultraproducts have an interesting property, given bg’ttheorem. Given an
ultraproductG' = [],_, , G; for an ultrafilterw, any first-order statemegtin the
language of groups is true fa¥ iff it is true for most of theG,, i.e., {i € N :
¢istrue forG;} € w. In particular, this implies that behaviors at the scale of
elements are preserved. We shall not neesl Kbeorem in this paper, but it could
be used as an alternative to Proposition 7.3.
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3 The Class of Alternating Groups

Let A,, denote the alternating group of rankand S, denote the symmetry group
of rankn. We shall show that the class of alternating groups is a QdlhBs, as a
simple illustration of the general idea to attack Theoref 1.

3.1 Quasirandom Alternating Groups have nice Covering Proprties
Definition 3.1.

(i) For any subsets!, B of a groupG, we define the product setB = {ab €
G:a € Abe B}. And we defined” := {a1az...ay : a1, ...,a, € A}

(i) Anelementg of a groupG is said to haveovering numberkK if its conjugacy
classC(g) hasC(g)¥ = G.

(iii) Let m be any positive integer ax. Then an element € G hasthe covering
property(K,m) if ' has covering numbek for all 1 < i < m.

(iv) A group G hasthe covering property K, m) if it has an element with the
covering property K, m).

Remark 3.2.Note that we usel” to denote the set of elements that can be ex-
pressed as products of EXACThkYelements ofd. For example, the cyclic group
of order2 has no covering property at all. The identity is always anrepewer

of the generator, while the generator is always an odd powetself. There is

no uniform choice of< where every element is a product &fconjugates of the
generator.

Definition 3.3. An even permutatior € A, is exceptionalif its cycles in the
cycle decomposition have distinct odd lengths, or equitilgif its conjugacy
class in A, is different from its conjugacy class in,S

Lemma 3.4 (Brenner [6, Lemma 3.05])f an even permutation € A,, is fixed-
point free and non-exceptional, thép, = C(o)%.

Proposition 3.5.For anym € Z", A,, has the covering properti4, m) for large
enoughn.

Proof. Pick any odd prime > m, and pick another prime > p.

Sincep, q are necessarily coprime, for any large enough integeve can find
positive integers, b such thats = ap+bq. Leto € S, be a permutation composed
of a p-cycles and ¢-cycles, where all cycles are disjoint.
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Sincep, ¢ are odd,o is an even permutation in,A Furthermore, for large
enoughn, a or b can be chosen to be larger than 10swill be non-exceptional.
Sinceo is also fixed-point free by construction, Lemma 3.4 implieattA, =
C(o).

Now clearlys will also have a cycle decomposition@p-cycles and g-cycles
forall 1 <i <p-—1, and this implies that A= C(a@')4 forall1<:<p-1.So
A,, has the covering properiy#,p — 1). Sincep — 1 > m, A,, has the covering
property(4,m). o

Corollary 3.6. For anym € Z*, any D’-quasirandom alternating group has the
covering property(4, m) for large enoughD’.

3.2 Covering Properties passes to Ultraproducts and impli&
Quasirandomness

Lemma 3.7.Let G; be a sequence of groups such that all but finitely many of
them have the covering property<,m). Then any ultraproduct of them by a
non-principal ultrafilter will have the covering propertys, m).

Proof. Since non-principal ultraproducts ignore finitely many epions in the
sequencé;, WLOG we may assume alf; have the covering property<, m).

For eachG, let g; be the element of; with the covering property K, m).
Then | claim that in any ultraproduct @¥;, the element represented by the se-
quence(g;) would have the covering property<, m). .

Pick any 1< j < m. Then any element af; is a product of conjugates of
bya;1,...,a; k € G;. As aresult, any element of the ultraproduct is a product of
conjugates ofg;)’ by (a; 1), ..., (a; ). Here we use a sequence of elements
to represent an element in the ultraproduct. O

We now state a special case of Proposition 4.4, proven indpett

Lemma 3.8.There is a functiory : Z*+ — Z* such that for anyn, K € Z* with
m > f(D)KDZ, any groupG (not necessarily finite) with the covering property
(K, m) is D-quasirandom.

Proposition 3.9.The class of alternating groups is a Q.U.P. class.

Proof. For anyD e Z*, find m > f(D)4D2 and findD’ € Z such that any
D’-quasirandom alternating group has the covering progdrty:). Let G be an
ultraproduct of D’-quasirandom alternating groups. Thénhwill also have the
covering property4, m). Then by Lemma 3.8 is D-quasirandom. O
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4 Covering Properties Imply Quasirandomness

This section is devoted to obtaining some element-scaleepties that guarantee
the quasirandomness of a group.

Definition 4.1.

(i) An elementg of a groupG is said to havesymmetric covering numbelk if
ClgFcghHr =a.

(i) Let m be a positive integer ax. Then an element € G hasthe symmetric

covering property(K,m) if g° has symmetric covering numbésf for all
1<i<m.

(iii) A group G hasthe symmetric covering propertlyi’, m) if it has an element
g € G with the symmetric covering propertys, m).

(iv) A group G hasthe (symmetric) covering property/’,m) mod N for some
normal subgroupV if G/N has the (symmetric) covering propefti’, m).

Definition 4.2.

(i) A pairofelementgqi, g2) of agroupG is said to haveymmetric double cov-
ering number (K71, K>) if we haveC (g1)¥1C(g7 1) 510(g2)2C (g, 1) K2 =
G.

(i) Let m1,m2 be positive integers aso. A pair of elementggs, g2) in G has
the symmetric double covering properfi1, m1), (K2, m2)] if (¢, g5) has
symmetric double covering numbékq, Ky) forall1 < i < mj,1 < j <
mo.

(iii) A group G hasthe symmetric double covering propetiy'1, m1), (K2, mz2)]
if it has a pair of elementgy1, g») in G with the symmetric double covering
property[(Klv ml)a (sz mz)]

(iv) A groupG hasthe symmetric double covering propeftyi'1, m1), (K2, m2)]
mod N for some normal subgrouy if G/N has the symmetric double cov-
ering property[ (K1, m1), (K2, m2)].

Remark 4.3.

(i) SupposeK < K'. Then an element with covering numk€rhas covering
numberK”’. In general, the (symmetric) covering propefti, m) implies
the (symmetric) covering property<’, m’) whenK’ > K,m' < m. A
similar statement is also true for the symmetric double dogeproperties.
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(i) Any symmetric covering property is always weaker than thheesponding
non-symmetric covering property.

(iii) Any group with the symmetric covering prope(fy, m) has the symmetric
double covering propertl(1, o), (K, m)]. This is easily seen by taking to
be the identity, and taking, to be the element with the symmetric covering
property (K, m).

(iv) In our definition of the symmetric double covering propestisinceC(g1)
and C(g,) are conjugate invariant subsets 6f, they necessarily commute,
i.e., C(g1)C(g2) = C(g2)C(g1). So the order of K1, m1) and (K3, mz)
does not matter.

(v) By imitating the definition of the symmetric double covepngperties, one
can in fact define the symmetrietuple covering properties for groups. As
grows larger and larger, the corresponding covering prdpes will become
weaker and weaker. Note that most results throughout thiepaould still
hold by replacing the symmetric double covering propertigshe symmet-
ric n-tuple covering properties, though for our purpose here, shmmetric
double covering properties are enough.

The proof of Proposition 4.4 will be the main part of this sact Let us first
state the proposition and some corollaries.

Proposition 4.4 (Local criterion for quasirandomnes3here is a functionf :

Z*+ — Z* such that, for anyKy,my, Ko, mp € Z* with m; > f(D)KP* for

i = 1,2, any groupG (not necessarily finite) with the symmetric double covering
property[(K1,m1), (K2,m2)] is D-quasirandom.

We shall fix this functionf from now on.

Corollary 4.5. For any K,m € Z* with m > f(D)KP®, any groupG (not
necessarily finite) with the symmetric double covering prop (K, m) is D-
quasirandom.

Corollary 4.6. For any K,m € Z* with m > f(D)KDZ, any groupG (not
necessarily finite) with the covering propefti, m) is D-quasirandom.

Remark 4.7.We note here that a partial converse, Corollafys, of the above
resultis true. l.e., quasirandomness implies a nice congproperty mod cosocle.
The proof of this converse will be presented in Secfion

We shall first explore some geometric structures of ).
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Definition 4.8. The Hilbert-Schmidt norm of an n-by-n complex matrix A is
1Al = /Tr(47A4).
Lemma 4.9.

(i) The Lie groupd(C) has a Riemannian metri¢ : Up(C) x Up(C) — R
such thatd(A, B) = ||B — Al| forall A, B € Up(C). The norm here is the
Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

(i) This metric is bi-invariant in the sense thétAB, AC') = d(BA,CA) =
d(B,C)forall A, B,C € Up(C).

(iii) This metric induces a Haar measure, and the volum#e gfC) under this

Haar measure is finite, andol(Up(C)) = % We shall denote this
constant by p from now on.
(iv) Under the metriel, Up(C) has non-negative Ricci curvature everywhere.

(v) There is a functior: : Z* — R, such that a geodesic ball of radiusin
Up(C) will have volume bounded h}(D)rDz. We shall fix this functiom
from now on.

Proof. These are very standard facts. See, e.g., [19] and [7]. O
Definition 4.10.Let G be any group. A non-negative functién G — R is called
alength functionif it has the following properties.

(i) ¢(g) = Qiff g is the identity element.

(i) ¢is symmetric,i.e{(g) = ¢(g %) forallg € G.

(iii) ¢is conjugate invariant, i.ef(ghg~t) = ¢(h) forall g, h € G.

(iv) ¢ satisfies the triangle inequality, i.é(gh) < ¢(g) + £(h) forall g, h € G.
A pseudo length functionis a non-negative function : G — R satisfying (ii),

(i) and (iv) above.

Lemma 4.11.Let G be a group, and supposg, g» € G have symmetric double
covering numbef K3, K7). Let¢ : G — H be any homomorphism and lebe
a length function off. Then for allg € G, we havel(é(g)) < 2K14(¢p(g1)) +

2K26(9(g2))-
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Proof. For anyg € GG, g can be written as the product &f; conjugates ofj1, K1
conjugates of;l‘l, K, conjugates ofj, and K, conjugates of;z‘l. So by triangle
inequality and the conjugate invariancefpfve have

Up(g)) <K1l(p(g1)) + K1l(p(gr ) + Kal(p(g2)) + Kal(d(g5™1))
<L2K14(¢(g1)) + 2K26(H(g2))-

O

Proposition 4.12.The function/ : Up(C) — R defined byl(A) = d(A,I) is a
length function.

Proof. Let A, B be any unitary matrices.
Positivity: Clearly¢(A) = d(A,I) > 0. And we have

U(A) =0 d(A,]) =0 A=1.

Symmetry:

(A)=d(A 1) =d(AA L TA™Y) = a1, A7) = 0(A7Y).
Conjugate Invariance:

((BAB™Y) = d(BABY,I) = d(BA, B) = d(A,I) = ((A).
Triangle Inequality:
((AB) = d(AB,I) < d(AB, B)+d(B,I) = d(A,I)+d(B,1) = ((A) +{(B).

o

We shall use to denote this length function from now on.

Lemma 4.13.For any e > 0 and any integem > (l;’)DDZ, any m points in

Up(C) will have two points with distance smaller thanHerevp and¢(D) are
as in Lemmat.9.

Proof. This follows from a volume packing argument.
Since our metric is bi-invariant, each ball of radi§isn Up(C) has the same
volume vol B, /»). So by our assumption on, we have

Up > VO|(UD((C))
¢(D)eP? = vol(Bjp)

m >
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Now for anym points in Up(C), suppose any two of them have distance larger
thane. Then the balls of radiu§ centered at these. points will be disjoint and
contained in Y (C), which is impossible. So two of the points have distance
smaller thar. O

Lemma 4.14.Any non-trivial cyclic subgroup ol p(C) contains an element of
length larger thany/2.

Proof. Let A be any nontrivial element of J(C) of finite order. Let\s, ..., A\p be
its eigenvalues, and WLOG say # 1. Then)\; is a primitiven-th root of unity
for somen. ReplacingA4 by a proper power of itself, we may assume thats an
n-th root of unity closest te-1. Then in particulai\; — 1| > v/2.

Then we know

D
AP =Tr(A-D"A-D) =) N-12>|n-17>2
=1

Now supposed has infinite order. Lek;, ..., Ap be its eigenvalues, and WLOG
say\; # 1. Then); is an element of infinite order on the unit circle. Replacihg
by a proper power of itself, we may assume thais arbitrarily close to-1. Then
in particular,|A\; — 1| > /2. Then we are done by the same computation. o

Proof of Propositiod.4. For anyeg,e; > 0, pick mg > (l;’)DDz andmy, >
Ci 61

Lo For any unitary representatien: G — Up(C) of a groupG with the

e(D)eP?”
symr?netric double covering properi1, m1), (K2, m2)|, we may find elements
g1, g2 € G for this symmetric double covering property.

Now consider the points, ¢(g1), ¢(g3), ..., #(97"*). By Lemma 4.13, since

my > #, we can find two points with distance less thanSayd(¢(g5), (gh)) <
c El

e1 forsome 1< s < ¢t < mjy. Then
Up(gy°)) = d(p(gy ), I) = d(¢(g1), 9(g3)) < ex.

So we havé(¢(g})) < e1 for some 1< i < my. Similarly we have/(6(g3)) < €2
for some 1< j < ma. 4

To sum up, there are elements g; € G with symmetric double covering
number(K1, K3), and/(6(gh)) < e1, £(6(g))) < e2. So by Lemma 4.11, all
elements ofp(G) would have length smaller thafGe; + 2K ze.

Now pick e1, e, small enough so thatf2ie; + 2Koex < /2. (Saye; < 4—\{5

andey; < 4—?2.) Then all elements ab(G) would have length at most2. But by
Lemma 4.14, this meang G) is trivial.




Ultraproducts of Quasirandom Groups 13

Therefore, a group with the symmetric double covering priydéi1, ms), (K2, m2)]
will be D-quasirandom ifny > f(D)KP* andm, > f(D)KL’, wheref (D) =

(2v/2)P°. o

vp
c(D)
Remark 4.15.Note that the above argument proves Propositatfor all groups,
not necessarily finite. However, if one only needs to proop@&sitiond.4for finite
groups, and only for the covering propelti, m), then a group iD-quasirandom
if % >> the length ratio of the longest and the shortest closed gaosefU,,(C).
So one can interpret the optimal value gfas a measure of the “shape” of the
finite group. The smaller this optimal value is, the “moremded” the finite group
looks like.

5 Covering Properties and the Cosocle

In this section, we will show that a certain nice coveringgandy mod cosocle is
equivalent to a weaker covering property of the whole group.

Lemma 5.1.Let G be a group, and lefV be a normal subgroup aff contained
in its cosocle. Let” be a conjugate invariant symmetric subsetthfsuch that
CN = G. Then for any non-empty conjugate invariant subset G, SC = S
iff S =aG.

Proof. SupposeSC = S andS # G. Then we havesC? = S for any positive
integeri. SoS must contain the subgroup generatedhySinceC' is conjugate
invariant, the subgroup generated @yis a normal subgroup, and it is a proper
normal subgroup since it is containedSn# G. In particular,C is contained in a
maximal normal subgroup/ of G.

But sinceN is in the cosocle, it is contained . So

CNCMN=MCcCQG.
This is a contradiction. o

Proposition 5.2.Let G be a group with the symmetric double covering property
[(K1,m1), (K2,mz2)] modN for a normal subgroupV contained in the cosocle,
and suppose thalV contains exactly: conjugacy classes @f. ThenG has the
symmetric double covering propefiyf3n — 2) K1, m1), ((3n — 2) K2, m2)].

Proof. Find g1,92 € G such that(g1N, g2N) has symmetric double covering
number(K1, K7) in G/N. LetC := C(g1)51C (g7 ) 51C(g2)%2C (g, 1) ¥2. Then
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by assumption¢’ is mapped surjectively ontG'/N through the quotient map. So
CN =G.

Now N contains exactly: conjugacy classes @. | claim thatC® contains
at leastt + 1 conjugacy classes @ in N, which would imply thatC®"—3 D N.
ThenC®'—2 > CN = G, finishing our proof.

We proceed by induction. As a convention we defiffeto be {e}. Then the
claim is true when = 0.

Now assume the statement is true for some n. ThenC® containst + 1
conjugacy classes @ in N. Let them beCy, ..., Cy.1. Then we haves3+1 O
C(U1 Cy). Suppose for contradiction thaf!+2 is disjoint fromC(N —J11 C;).
Then we observe that

t+1 t+1 t+1
C(N-|Je)2cN-c( o) =G-c(JCi)2G—C¥™
=1 i=1 i=1

So C3*+2 C 3+, Then Lemma 5.1 implies that®*+2 = C3+1 = @. This
contradicts the assumption th@#**2 is disjoint fromC/(N — J1 ).

So, C¥*2 intersects withC'(N — |J7] C;). Let g be an element in this inter-
section. Thery € CC}» for some conjugacy class;,» of G in N disjoint from
C1,...,Cyy1. Findh € Cyip such thaty € C'h. Then since” is symmetric, we
haveh € Cg C C3*3, SoC®+3 intersects withC,». SinceC®*3 is conjugate
invariant, we conclude that®+3 containsC,».

Finally, sincee € C, we see that®*3 also containg'y, Co, ..., Cy11. SOC3+3
containst + 2 conjugacy classes ¢t in V. O

Proposition 5.3.Let G be a group with the symmetric covering propeffy, m)
mod N for a normal subgroupV contained in the cosocle, and suppose that
contains exactly: conjugacy classes @F. ThenG has the symmetric covering
property((3n — 2) K, m).

Proof. Same strategy as Proposition 5.2. O

6 Quasirandom Finite Simple Groups have Nice Covering
Properties

In this section we shall show that, for finite quasisimpleup® large quasiran-
domness will imply a nice covering property. We shall firsaldgith finite simple
groups of bounded ranks in Subsection 6.1. Then we shalldtathe case of al-
ternating groups in Subsection 6.2. Finally, we shall det finite simple groups
of large ranks by embedding alternating groups into thenuios8ction 6.3. The
classification of finite simple groups is used in this section
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Definition 6.1. For a finite quasisimple grouf¥, we define itsrank r(G) as the
following:

(i) When the only simple quotient @¥ is abelian or sporadic, theniG) = 1.

(i) When the only simple quotient @ is the alternating group A thenr(G) =
n.

(i) When the only simple quotient afr is a group of Lie type, then(G) is the
(twisted) rank of that finite simple group as an algebraiaigro

6.1 Finite simple groups of bounded ranks

Lemma 6.2(Stolz and Thom [20, Proposition 3.8]jhere is a functiods : Z+ —
77" such that, in any finite simple group of Lie type of ratk:, any non-identity
element will have covering numb&f(r).

We shall fix this functioni () from now on.

Lemma 6.3(Babai, Goodman and Pyber [1, Proposition 5.4$t & be any posi-
tive integer. Then for any finite simple grodp if |G| > K then|G| has a prime
divisor greater thark.

Proposition 6.4.Let GG be a finite simple group of rank r. For anym < oo, G
has the covering propertyX (), m) if G is D-quasirandom for large enough.

Proof. By choosingD to be larger than some absolute constari?-quasirandom
group G cannot be an abelian group, a sporadic group, or an altaghgtoup of
rank< r. So we only need to consider finite simple groups of Lie type.

Recall that anyD-quasirandom group must have more tfidh— 1) elements.
For anym € Z7, let D be an integer> 1 + v/m™*. Then all D-quasirandom
finite simple groups will have ordes m™”, and thus have an elemanbf prime
orderp > m. Theng® are non-identity for all 1< i < p — 1. Then Lemma 6.2
states that all these elements have covering nuiiliey. SoG has the covering
property(K (r), m). 8]

Corollary 6.5. Let G be a finite quasisimple group of rark r. For anym < oo,
G has the symmetric covering properti (r) max(3r + 1,34),m) if G is D-
quasirandom for large enougb.

Proof. If a quasisimple group i®-quasirandom, then the simple group it covers
is D-quasirandom. Therefore, itis enough to show that, if adisiimple grougz
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has the covering property<, m), then any perfect central extensi6f of it will
have the covering property<X max3r + 1,34), m).

Let Z be the center ofy’. ThenZ will be the cosocle of5’, and the Schur
multiplier of the simple groug+ would provide an upper bound foZ|. SinceG
has a rank at most, by going through the list of finite simple groups, its Schur
multiplier has a size at most m@¢ + 1,34). So if G has the covering prop-
erty (K, m), Proposition 5.3 implies that’ has the symmetric covering property
(K max(3r + 1,34),m). o

6.2 Alternating groups

Proposition 6.6.Let G be a quasisimple group over an alternating group. Then
for anym < oo, G has the symmetric covering propert0,m) if G is D-
quasirandom for large enougb.

Proof. If G is D-quasirandom for some larg®, then the alternating group it
covers must be Afor some large:. Then Proposition 3.5 implies that,/Aas the
covering property4, m). Now whenn > 7, A,, will have a Schur multiplier of 2.
So G has the covering proper{0, m). O

6.3 Finite simple groups of large ranks

The goal of this section is to prove the following propositio

Proposition 6.7.There is an absolute constahfy, such that for anyn < oo, all
finite quasisimple groups of ranks r will have the symmetric covering property
(Ko, m) for large enoughr.

By the classification of finite simple groups, a finite simpteup of rank larger
than some absolute constant will have to be a classical mitple group of Lie
type or an alternating group. Any classical finite simpleugrof Lie type is in one
of the following four classes:

(i) The projective special linear groups PSIE,). For large enough, SL,(F,)
are their universal perfect central extensions.

(i) The projective symplectic groups P(¥,). For large enough, Sp,(F,)
are their universal perfect central extensions.

(iif) The projective special unitary groups PS(F,). For large enough, SU, (F,)
are their universal perfect central extensions.
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(iv) The projective Omega group<® (F,), PQ;, (F,), or PQy,.1(F,). Here
Q,(F,) are the commutator subgroups of the special orthogonapgrs@, (F,),
and R, (F,) = Q,(F,)/Z(Q,(F,)). The plus or minus signs indicate dif-
ferent quadratic forms used to obtain the groups in even mhinas. For
large enough, Q,,(IF,) are the universal perfect central extensions@f, &, ).

The above statements can be found in any standard textbatksisical groups
(e.g., See [10]). It is enough to show Proposition 6.7 for, &), Sp,(F,),
SU,(F,), andQ,(IF,), since they are the universal perfect central extensions of
the simple groups they cover, and since the order of the Suhliipliers of these
groups are bounded above by a function of

We start by analyzing a length function for groups of Lie tgver finite fields.

Definition 6.8. Let g be amn xn matrix over a finite field”. Letm, := sup,cp~ dim(ker(a—
g)). Then theJordan lengthof g is ¢,;(g) := “—=¢

n

Proposition 6.9.Let G be any subgroup dbL,,(F) for some finite field®. The
function?; on G is a pseudo length function.

Proof. Non-negativityFor anyg € G,

mg = sup dim(ker(a — g)) < n.
aclF”

Sol;(g) = 5 > 0.

Symmetryfor anyg € G, anya € F*, and any vector € F", we have
vekera—g) = av=gv<=g v=alv<=veckefal-g?).
As a result,

mg = sup dim(ker(a — g)) = sup dim(ker(a™! — g71)) = m, 1.

acF% acFX*

Soly(g) =Ls(g7h).

g

Conjugate-invarianceFor anyg, h € G, anya € F*, and any vectov € F",
we have

v € kerla—g) <= av = gv <= ahv = (hgh™)hv < hv € ker(a—hgh™1).
As a result,

mg = sup dim(ker(a — g)) = sup dim(ker(a — hgh™1)) = my, ;1.
acFX acF*
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Soly(g) = £s(hgh™).

Triangle inequality:For anyg, h € G, anya,b € F'*, and any vectop € F",
we have

v € ker(a—g)nker(a—abh™!) = gv = av = abh"'v = v € ker(abh"1—y).

So we know kefa — g) Nker(a — abh™1) C ker(abh™* — g). As a result, we
have

mgp, > dimker(ab — gh)
> dim ker(abh ™t — g)
> dim(ker(a — g) Nker(a — abh™1))
> dim(ker(a — g)) + dim(ker(a — abh 1)) — n
>dim(ker(a — g)) + dim(ker(b — h)) —

Since this is true for alk, b € F*, thereforemy + mj, — n < mg,. S0L;(gh) <
Ci(g) +Ls(h). =

Lemma 6.10.Given ann; x ni matrix A over a finite fieldF’, and ann, x n»
matrix B over the same finite field, thén(A© B) > =-0;(A) + 22-L;(B).

Proof. For anya € F'*, we have the following
kerla— A® B) =ker((a — A) @ (a — B)) = ker(a — A) @ ker(a — B).

So dimkefa — A & B) < ma + mp. Since this is true for alk € F*, therefore
mapp < ma +mp. SO we have

n1+n2 — MagB
ni+n2
>n1+n2—mA—mB
ny—+n2
n1T—m n? —m
S A 2 B

(;(A® B) =

T n1+n2 ny1+ n2

n n
> 0(A) + —2
ny+np ni1+n2

05(B).
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Lemma 6.11(Stolz and Thom [20, Lemma 3.11]Jhere is an absolute constant
co, such that for any finite classical quasisimple group of hieet, and for any

g € G\ Z(G), whereZ(Q) is the center of7, thenC (g)* = G forall K > ﬁ@.

In short, elements of large Jordan length will automatycladlve small covering
number.

The next step is to identify subgroups of these quasisimmlags of Lie type
isomorphic to the alternating groups. A key step is to tréahents in alternating
groups as matrices, namely the permutation matrices. Tdreshe matrices with
exactly one entry of value 1 in each column and in each row,Gaimdall other
entries. Such am x n matrix will act on the standard orthonormal basis of an
n-dimensional vector space by permutation, and thus wilViglewan embedding
of S, into GL,,(F') for any field . Any such matrix is in 4, iff it has determinant
1.

Lemma 6.12.If P is ann x n permutation matrix where its cycle decomposition
hask cycles, then we hawg (P) > 2-£.

Proof. By cycle decomposition, after a change of basis in the vesgtace P will

be a direct sum of many cyclic permutation matrices. By Lerdri8, it's enough

to prove the case whehis a single cycle of length, and show that;(P) > "7—:1
Since P is a single cycle of length, its eigenvalues in the algebraic closure

of F" are precisely all the-th roots of unity, with multiplicity 1 for each root of

unity. So dimkefa — P) < 1foralla € F*. Sol;(P) > 2. O

Proposition 6.13.There is an absolute constahiy such that, for anyn < oo,
for any finite quasisimple group of Lie typeofx n matrices, if it contains,,
as permutation matrices, then it will have the covering gty (<o, m) for large
enoughn.

Proof. Let Ko > 3cg for the absolute constamt in Lemma 6.11. Then any
elementA of Jordan length> % will have covering numbek in any finite qua-
sisimple group of Lie type.

Pick any odd primep > m, and pick another prime > p. For any large
enoughn, we haven = ap + bq for some integerg > 1, 0< b < p+ 1. Then
find o € A, made up of exactly, p-cycles and g-cycles, where all cycles are
disjoint. This element will be fixed-point free and non-epitenal, and it will have
atmosta + b < % + p cycles.

For any finite quasisimple group of Lie type of x n matrices, suppose it
contains A, as permutation matrices. L&t be the matrix corresponding te.
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Then we have .
n—_—Dp 1 1
o gz P~

P) >
t(P) 2 n p n 3

The last inequality follows becauge> 3 andn > 2p + ¢ > 3p.

So this element will have covering numhEp in G. It clearly has ordepq, and
all of its powers coprime tpq will also have the same covering number. Gbas
the covering propertyKo,p — 1). o

Corollary 6.14. For any m < oo, all finite special linear groups of rank for
large enough- will have the covering propertyKo, m). Here Ky is the absolute
constant in Propositio5.13

Proposition 6.15.There is an absolute constait, such that for anyn < oo, we
have the following:

(i) Forany finite quasisimple group of Lie typeif x 2n matrices, if it contains
A,as{P® P : P € A, is apermutatiom x n matrix}, then it will have
the covering property Ky, m) for large enough.

(i) LetI; be the 1 by 1 identity matrix. Then for any finite quasisimptrig of
Lie type of(2n+1) x (2n+1) matrices, if it contain®\, as{ P& P& 11 : P €
A, is a permutatiom x n matrix}, then it will have the covering property
(Ko, m) for large enoughn.

(iii) Let I, be the 2 by 2 identity matrix. Then for any finite quasisimpteig of
Lie type of(2n+2) x (2n+2) matrices, if it contain®\, as{ P& P&, : P €
A, is a permutatiom: x n matrix}, then it will have the covering property
(Ko, m) for large enoughn.

Proof. The strategy is identical to Proposition 6.13. Justtakeo, c © o © I1
oro @ o @ I, instead ofr, and use Lemma 6.10. o

Definition 6.16.A vector spacd/ is a non-degenerate formed spadgit has

a non-degenerate quadratic fogh (the orthogonal case), or a non-degenerate
alternating bilinear form B (the symplectic case), or a Wegenerate Hermitian
form B (the unitary case).

Lemma 6.17(Witt's Decomposition Theorem).etV be any non-degenerate formed
space over a finite field’. Then we have an orthogonal decomposition=

W @ (B, H;) whereW is anisotropic of dimension at mogtand H; are hy-
perbolic planes.
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Proof. These are standard facts in the geometry of classical gfeugps See [10]).
O

Proposition 6.18.For a non-degenerate formed space, the special isometypgro
i.e., the group of isometries of determinant 1, containslg&r@ating group in one
of the ways described by Propositiéria

Proof. Let V' be any finite dimensional non-degenerate formed space ower a
finite field . Then we have an orthogonal decomposition= W ¢ H with an
anisotropic spact®’ of dimension at most 2, and an orthogonal sum of hyperbolic
planesH = @ ; H;.

Then let(v;, w;) be a hyperbolic pair generating; for eachi. For anyos €
A,, we can letr act by permutation on the séty, .., v,, w1, ..., w, }, such that
O’(vl‘) = Ug(i) anda(wi) = We(4)-

Now clearly{v1, ..., vy, w1, ..,wy,} is a basis off. So the above action of
induces a linear transformatidd & P on H, whereP is then x n permutation
matrix for o. And this P & P is clearly an isometry oi#i/ by construction. Now
taking the direct sum aP @ P on H and the identity matrix o/, we shall obtain
our desired embedding of,Ainto the full isometry group.

Finally, sinceP is a permutation matrix for an even permutation, it has deiter
nant 1. Therefore the above embedding gfidin the special isometry group.o

Corollary 6.19. For anym < oo, any finite symplectic or special unitary group of
rank r has the covering propertyKo, m) for large enough-. Kj is the absolute
constant in Propositio.15

Corollary 6.20. For anym < oo, anyQ; (F,), Qo,11(F,) or Q5 (F,) has the
covering property( Ko, m) for large enoughn. Kj is the absolute constant in
Proposition6.15

Proof. Embed A, in SGj (¢), SG,,(¢) and SQ,;1(¢) in the ways described
by Proposition 6.15. After taking the commutator subgrdhe, groupsQ2;, (¢),
Q5,,(q) andQ2,,1(q) will still contain A,, through this embedding, becausg A
is its own commutator subgroup. So we may apply Propositids 60 Qj (q),
Q5. (q) andQz,1(¢) and obtain the desired result. o

Proposition 6.7 is proven by putting Corollary 6.14, Caxofl6.19 and Corol-
lary 6.20 together.
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7 Proof of Theorem 1.5

The results of Section 6 can be summarized into the followseful lemma.

Lemma 7.1.For any integerD and any constant, we can find integer®’, K1, K», m1, m»
such that allD’-quasirandom finite quasisimple groups have the symmeitible
covering propertyi( K1, m1), (K2, mz)] such thatny > cK2%, mp > cKP°.

Proof. Let K1 be max20, Ky) where the absolute constafi is as in Propo-
sition 6.7. Pick somen; > cKlDZ. Find large enough such that, according to
Proposition 6.7 and Proposition 6.6, all finite quasisingstaups (including the al-
ternating case) of ranks r will have the symmetric covering property, m1).

SetK, := K(r)max3r + 1,34) as in Corollary 6.5, and pick some, >
chZ. Then for large enougl’, all D’-quasirandom finite quasisimple groups
will have the symmetric covering propertyz, m>).

In all cases, @’-quasirandom finite quasisimple group will have the symimetr
double covering propertlf K1, m1), (K2, m2)]. o

Remark 7.2.In the above proof, one cannot substitute the double coggmiop-
erties with the covering properties. To have a covering prop(K, m), a finite
simple group must either have a large enough rank to accoratedtie large m,
according to Propositiorb.7, or it must have a small enough rank to accomodate
the small K, according to Propositiod.5. So there might be a gap between the
“large enough rank” and the “small enough rank”, where theifensimple sub-
groups in the gap would fail to have the covering propé; m), no matter how
quasirandom they are.

In short, the covering properties of finite quasisimple gr@are not necessarily
uniform. It is uniform when obtained through increasing kanand it is uniform
when obtained through base fields of increasing sizes. At igith the techniques
in this paper, we cannot combine the two uniformity into dde.we must use the
double covering properties.

Proposition 7.3.Let G be a group with the symmetric double covering property
for some parameters, and 1é€;);c; be an arbitrary family of groups with the
symmetric double covering property for some uniform patanse Then the fol-
lowing are true:

(i) For any normal subgroupV, GG has the symmetric double covering property
for the same parameters mad.

(ii) Any quotient group ofs has the symmetric double covering property for the
same parameters.
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(iii) The group[ ], ; G has the symmetric double covering property for the same
parameters.

(iv) As aresult of the (i) and (iii), any ultraprodudt], .,  G; has the symmetric
double covering property for the same parameters.

Proof. (i), (ii) and (iv) are straightforward.

To see (iii), letg; 1,9,2 € G; be the pairs giving; the symmetric double
covering property. Then | claim thdy; 1)icr. (gi,2)ier € [lic; Gi is the pair
giving the desired symmetric double covering property.

For any elementy;)ic; € [[;c; G, then eacly; is in G;. And by its symmetric
double covering property, we know

Gi = Clg:1)" 1 C(g;1) " Cg12)"2C(g;3)".

So we can findy; j,b; ; € G; fori € I and 1< j < K1, andc; j,d; ; € G; for
1€ Iand 1< j < K>, such that

9= [I (aigi10; ) biigiibiNC T1 (cijgiaci ) (dij(gi2) ).

1<j<Ka 1<j<K>

Since the above identity is true for alE I, we have

(gi)icr =( J[ (aig)ier(gir)icr(ais)id) ((big)ier(9i1)is (big)ic))
1<j<K

( I eipier(gi2dier(ci)idn) (dig)ier(9i2)ir(dig)idh)-

1<j<K>

So we have proven (iii). O

Corollary 7.4. LetCqs be the class of finite quasisimple groups. Tl is a
Q.U.P. class.

Proof. For any integeD, and for the constant= f(D) as in Proposition 4.4, we
can findD’, K1, Ko, m1, mp asin Lemma 7.1.

Let G; be a sequence d¥’-quasirandom groups ifips. ThenG; all have the
symmetric double covering properfity/<1, m1), (K2, m2)]. Then any ultraproduct
G =1],_,,, Gi will have the symmetric double covering propeiti 1, m1), (K2, m2)]
by Proposition 7.3. Sincewy > f(D)KL*, my > f(D)K*, G is D-quasirandom
by Proposition 4.4. O



24 Y. Yang

Corollary 7.5 (Quasirandomness implies a Nice Covering Property mod €@so
For any integerD, and any constant, we can find integer®’, K1, K, my, m>
such that all finiteD’-quasirandom groups have the symmetric double covering
property[(K1,m1), (K2,m2)] mod cosocle, withng > cKlDZ, mo > cKzDz.

Proof. Let D', K1, K»,m1, mp be exactly as in Lemma 7.1. Lét be any finite
D’-quasirandom group.

Let NV be the cosocle of;. ThenG/N is a direct product of)’-quasirandom
finite simple groups. These simple groups all have the symeradduble covering
property (K1, m1), (K2, m2)]. So by Proposition 7.3, their product/N will
have this same symmetric double covering property. O

Corollary 7.6. LetCcg(,) be the class of finite groups with at mestonjugacy
classes in their cosocles. Thépg,,) is a Q.U.P. class.

Proof. Letc = f(D)(3n — 2)P°.

For any integeD, and for the constant we can findD’, K1, K>, m1, mp asin
Corollary 7.5.

Let G; be a sequence @' -quasirandom groups Gy g(,,). ThenG; all have the
symmetric double covering properiyKi,m1), (K2, m2)] mod cosocles. Since
the cosocles contain at mastconjugacy classes, by Proposition 52, all have
the symmetric double covering propefty3n — 2) K1, m1), ((3n — 2) K2,m3)].
Then any ultraproduct’ = [],_,  G; will have the symmetric double covering
property[((3n — 2)K1,m1), ((3n — 2) K2, m3)] by Proposition 7.3.

Sincem; > f(D)[(3n — 2)K1)P*, ma > f(D)[(3n — 2)K|*, G is D-
gquasirandom by Proposition 4.4. O

Proof of Theoreni.5. For any intege, letc = f(D)(3n — 2)2°. We can find
D', Ky, K>, m1,mp as in Corollary 7.5 and Lemma 7.1.

Let G; be a sequence ab’-quasirandom groups if,. Then each’; is a
direct product ofD’-quasirandom groups ifigs U Cog(n)- These factor groups
must then have the symmetric double covering propé(8n—2) K1, m1), ((3n—

2) K>, my)]. By Proposition 7.3(z; must also have this symmetric double cover-
ing property[((3n — 2)K1,m1), ((3n — 2) K2, m2)]. Then any ultraprodudt =

[ L, Gi will have the symmetric double covering propelt§8n—2) K1, m1), ((3n—
2) K>, m3)] by Proposition 7.3.

Sincems > f(D)[(3n — 2)K1]P*, mo > f(D)[(3n — 2) K|P*, Proposition 4.4
implies thatG is D-quasirandom. O
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8 Applications

8.1 Triangles in a quasirandom group

A quasirandom group usually contains many patterns. Fampleg Gowers has
shown the following result:

Theorem 8.1(Gowers [9, Theorem 5.1]Rick anye,ep > 0,0 < a < 1. If G
is a D-quasirandom group for some large enoubh then for any subsed of G
such that|A| > «|G/, there are more thafl — ¢;)a?|G| elements: € G such
that|ANzA| > (1 - e2)a?|G|.

Morally, if we define anc-pair to be a sefy, zy} for somey € G, then this the-
orem means that any large enough subset of a quasirandom @radil contain
manyx-pairs for manyz.

Now given a g.u.p. class, we can obtain minimally almostquici groups via
ultraproducts of sequences of increasingly quasirandaupgr. Then by applying
ergodic theory on the ultraproduct, more patterns simdahat of Theorem 8.1
might emerge. It is proven by Bergelson, Robertson and Adramich [4] that,
for a quasirandom groug@ in a g.u.p class, any large enough subsé&t of G will
contain manyc-triangle for manyz.

Definition 8.2.Let ¢ be an element of a grouff. Then ag-triangle is the set
{(z.), (97,9). (92, gy)} € G x G for somez,y € G.

Theorem 8.3(Bergelson, Robertson and Zorin-Kranich [4, Theorem 1.1t
G be contained in a q.u.p. class. For aay> 0,0 < « < 1, there are integers
D, K such that, ifG is D-quasirandom, then for any subsétof G x G with
|A| > a|G|?, the sefls = {g € G : A contains more thaie* — €)|G|? triangles}
can covelG with at mostK left translates of itself.

8.2 Self-Bohrifying groups

The application in this section is related to topologicallgrs. We shall treat all
groups in previous sections as discrete groups.

Definition 8.4. A Bohr compactificationof a topological grou- is a continuous
homomorphisnmb : G — bG such that any continuous homomorphism fréhto
a compact group factors uniquely through

Remark 8.5.
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(i) The Bohr compactification exists for any group by the work afit{12]. It
is obviously unique up to a unique isomorphism.

(i) Clearly, a discrete group is minimally almost periodic ifhias trivial Bohr
compactification. Note that for a discrete group, any absttteomomorphism
from it to another topological group is automatically canious.

Definition 8.6. A topological groupG is said to beself-Bohrifying if its Bohr
compactificatiorbG is the same abstract group@sbut with a compact topology.

By the results and techniques of this paper, one can find meaypn@es of
self-Bohrifying groups. In particular, we have the follmgitheorem.

Theorem 8.7.Letn be a positive integer. Let; be a sequence of increasingly
quasirandom groups id,, the class defined as in Theordnd. Then[ [, G is
self-Bohrifying as a discrete group.

Corollary 8.8. Let GG; be a sequence of non-abelian finite simple groups of in-
creasing order. Thef],  G; is self-Bohrifying as a discrete group.

We will prove Theorem 8.7 by first showing thp, . Gi/ [ 1, Gi is mini-
mally almost periodic, and then using a lemma by Hart and Kuh#].

Definition 8.9. Let G; be a sequence of groups.

(i) Their sumis the group][;.xGi = {9 € [[;enGi - only finitely many
coordinates of is nontrivial}.

(i) Their reduced products the groug[ [, Gi/ [;cn Gi-

Lemma 8.10(Hart and Kunen [11, Lemma 3.8]et {G, };en be a sequence of
finite groups. Ther][,. G is self-Bohrifying if all but finitely many~; are
perfect groups, and [, y Gi/ [1;cny Gi has trivial Bohr compactification, i.e.,
[Licn Gi/ Hien Gi is minimally almost periodic.

Proof of Theoren8.7. All 2-quasirandom groups are perfect. So it is enough to
show that the reduced product 6 is minimally almost periodic, i.e., it i$-
quasirandom for alD.

For any integetD, letc = f(D)(3n — 2)D2. We can findD’, K1, K2, m1, mo
as in Corollary 7.5 and Lemma 7.1.

Let G; be a sequence of increasingly quasirandom groujgs, ifiThen all but
finitely manyG; will be D’-quasirandom. Since we are interested in the reduced
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product, which is invariant under the change of finitely maagrdinates, we may
WLOG assume that aflf; are D’-quasirandom.

SinceG; € C,, eachG; is a direct product op)’-quasirandom groups ity s U
Ccs(n)- These factor groups must then have the symmetric doubleriogvprop-
erty[((3n—2)K1,ma), ((3n—2) K2, m2)]. By Proposition 7.3(+; must also have
this symmetric double covering propefty3n — 2) K1, m1), ((3n — 2) K2, m2)].

Now by Proposition 7.3, covering properties are preserwedrbitrary prod-
ucts and quotients. S,y G will have this covering property, and the reduced
product] [, .y G/ [1;cn G: Will also have this covering property.

Sincemy > ¢[(3n — 2)K1]P%, ma > ¢[(3n — 2)K|P?, the reduced product is
D-quasirandom by Proposition 4.4. So we are done by Lemma 8.10 m
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