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TAME AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS OF POLYNOMIAL RINGS

WITH PROPERTY (T) AND INFINITELY MANY
ALTERNATING GROUP QUOTIENTS

PIERRE-EMMANUEL CAPRACE AND MARTIN KASSABOV

ABSTRACT. We construct new families of groups with property (T) and infin-
itely many alternating group quotients. One of those consists of subgroups of
Aut(Fp[z1,...,2zn]) generated by a suitable set of tame automorphisms. Fi-
nite quotients are constructed using the natural action of Aut(Fp[z1,...,zn])
on the n-dimensional affine spaces over finite extensions of Fy. As a conse-
quence, we obtain explicit presentations of Gromov hyperbolic groups with
property (T) and infinitely many alternating group quotients. Our construc-
tion also yields an explicit infinite family of expander Cayley graphs of degree 4
for alternating groups of degree p” — 1 for any odd prime p.

CONTENTS

Introduction

Preliminaries

Bounding representation angles for some nilpotent groups
On tame automorphisms of the affine space

A family of Kazhdan groups of tame automorphisms
Constructing polynomial transvections

Constructing finite quotients

Alternating groups as expanders

. Constructing larger finite quotients

References

© 0N oW

1. INTRODUCTION

11
14
16
19
21
26
27
37

Recent works by M. Kaluba, P. Nowak, N. Ozawa [17], M. Kaluba, D. Kielak,
P. Nowak [16] and M. Nitsche [20] showed that the automorphism group Aut(F},)
of the free group of rank n has Kazhdan’s property (T) for all n > 4. Earlier,
R. Gilman [12] had proved that Aut(F,) has infinitely many alternating group
quotients for all n > 3. To the best of our knowledge, this is up to now the only
known family of group with property (T) and with infinitely many alternating group
quotients. The existence of families of groups with property (7) (which is weaker
variant of (T)) and infinitely many alternating group quotients follows from the
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work of the second author [18]. The goal of this paper is to provide an explicit
construction of other families of groups with property (T) and with infinitely many
alternating group quotients. As an application of our methods, we also provide
an explicit construction of a triple of permutations which generate Alt(p® — 1) for
any odd prime p, such that the resulting Cayley graphs are expanders, and another
explicit pair of permutations in Alt(p” — 1) with the same properties.

1.1. Kazhdan groups with infinitely many alternating group quotients.
To describe our construction, we fix a prime p and an integer n > 3. We consider
the commutative ring F[z1, ..., x,] of polynomials in n indeterminates with coef-
ficients in the field F,, of order p. For each integer e > 1 and all i =1,...,n, we

consider the automorphism 7'1-(6) € Aut(Fp[z1,...,x,]) defined by the assignments

x; + (,TH_l)e ifl=i<n
Ti(e):xg»—> T+ (1) ifl=i=n

Ty ifl#£1i
Those automorphisms can be thought of as polynomial transvections.
For every n-tuple e = (eq,...,e,) of strictly positive integers, we associate the
group

GFp,e = <T1(81), . ’Tr(zen)> < Aut(Fp[,Tl, . ,.’L'n])

The number n is called the rank of Gg, . By definition the group G, e consists
of tame automorphisms of the ring Fp[z1,...,z,] (see [25] for more details on
background and terminology on automorphism groups of polynomial rings). It is
easy to see that the rank n group G, (1,1,.,1) is isomorphic to SL,,(Fp). The

isomorphism maps the generator Ti(l) on the unipotent matrix 1+ E;1q; for i <n

(vesp. 1+ E1,, if i = n). In particular GF,,(1,1,...,1) 1s a quasi-simple finite group.
However, as soon as max{ei,...,e,} > 2, the group GF, e is residually a finite
p-group, see Proposition 7.2 below. Using criteria due to Ershov—Jaikin [9] and
Kassabov [19], we shall prove the following.

.....

Theorem 1.1. Let n > 3 and e = (e1,...,ey,) be a tuple of positive integers.
For each prime p such that p > 4max{ey, ..., en}, the group G, e has Kazhdan’s

property (T).

We refer to Section 5 for more general results as well as estimates of the Kazhdan
constants. The bound for p in Theorem 1.1 is not the best possible and can be
slightly improved when the exponents e; are not all equal. It should be underlined
that when p > max{ey,...,e,} > 1, the group GF, e is infinite; indeed it contains
an infinite elementary abelian p-group (see Corollary 6.3 below).

Our next goal is to construct a family of large finite quotients of those groups.
The source of such finite quotients is provided by the natural action of the group
Aut(Fp[z1,...,2,]) on the points of the affine space k™, where k is a finite field
of characteristic p: a point (aq,...,a,) € k™ may be viewed as a homomorphism
of Fp-algebras Fplz1,...,2,] = k: f — f(a1,...,a,). By pre-composing such a
homomorphism by an element of Aut(Fp[z1,...,%,]), we obtain a natural permu-
tation action of Aut(Fy[z1,...,2,]) on the finite set k™. In particular we obtain a
homomorphism

GF,.e — Sym(k"),
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which takes its values in Alt(k™) if p > 2, since the group is generated by elements
of order p. This permutation action is not transitive: it fixes the origin (0,...,0)
and preserves the subset " for each intermediate field F,, C F' C k. Moreover, the
action of G, . commutes with the natural action of the Galois group Aut(k), which
is generated by the Frobenius automorphism. Under suitable assumptions on the
parameters, we will show that G, e acts t-transitively on a suitable quotient of a
large subset of k™, with ¢t > 4. It is a well known consequence of the Classification
of the Finite Simple Groups (CFSG) that a finite 4-transitive group on a set of
cardinality > 25 is the full alternating or symmetric group on that set (see [6,
Th. 4.11]). The following result will be derived.

Theorem 1.2. Let n > 3 and e = (e1,...,ey,) be a tuple of positive integers.
Suppose that E = ey ...e, > 2. For each prime p > 3E — 2, the group GF,.e has a
quotient isomorphic to Alt(d) for infinitely many degrees d.

By considering suitable special cases, we shall obtain the following result, where
the degrees of the alternating group quotients are explicit (the extra assumptions
in part (ii) are needed to ensure that the alternating quotient is of the correct size).

Corollary 1.3.

(i) Letp > 5 be a prime andn > 3 an integer. Then rankn group GF,,(1,1,..,1,2)
pnezpn

has a quotient isomorphic to Alt( ) for each prime £ > 3.
(it) Let o € Aut(Fp[z1,x2,x3]) be the automorphism defined by o(x;) = xit1,
where indices are taken modulo 3. Let G = (o) X G, (2,2,2)- If p > 23 and

p # 1 mod 7, then the group G has a quotient isomorphic to Alt(pszg_ps)

for each prime € > 5.

The dependence on the CFSG can actually be removed — indeed, the proof of
Theorem 1.2 relies on Theorem 9.9, which provides a t-transitive action of the group
GF, e on a finite set set of size d, with ¢ ~ d*/™. In view of results of L. Pyber [22]
(or earlier results of L. Babai [1]), that do not depend on the CFSG, it follows that
the image of the group contains the alternating group Alt(d) as soon as d is large
enough.

1.2. Hyperbolic Kazhdan groups. As a consequence of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2,
we obtain examples of hyperbolic groups with Kazhdan’s property (T) admitting
infinitely many alternating group quotients. Indeed, for 1 < ej,eq,e3 < 2, the
group G, (e, es,e5) 15 @ quotient of a generalized triangle group considered in [7],
and called a KMS group. If max{ej,es,es} = 2, that KMS group is hyperbolic
and has property (T) if p > 11 (see [7, Sec. 7]). As a consequence of Theorem 1.2,
it has infinitely many alternating group quotients as soon as p is sufficiently large.
In particular, we obtain a positive answer to the first part of [7, Question 1.6]. As
a more specific illustration, one can observe that the KMS group'
gHCél) (p) = (a,b,c|a?, b*,*, [a,b,al,[a,b,b],

[b,¢, 0], [b, ¢, ¢, [a, ¢, al, [a, ¢, ¢, al, [a,c, ¢, cl),

Here lg,h] = g~ th~1gh is the group commutator, and [g, h1,h2], [g, h1,h2,hs] denote the
left normed commutators, i.e., [[g, h1], h2], [[lg, k1], k2], h3].
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ORI

maps onto G, (1,1,2) by sending the triple (a,b,c) to ( , 71 ), see Corol-

lary 4.2 below. Similarly, the group

g (p) = (t,a,b | t,a?, tat """, [a, b, a], [a, b, b, a], [a, b, b, b])

HBCSY

naturally maps onto the group G = (o) X G, (2,2,2) from Corollary 1.3, by sending
(t,a,b) to (o, 71(2),7'2(2)). (The notation is borrowed from [7].) By [7, Theorem 1.3],
those two finitely presented groups are infinite hyperbolic as soon as p is an odd
prime; they have property (T) if p > 7 (resp. p > 11). In view of Corollary 1.3, we
deduce the following.

Corollary 1.4. If p > 5 be a prime, the hyperbolic groups 4

HCSY
303 . 2
Alt(B—%) for each prime £ > 3.

Ifp>23 andp # 1 mod 7, then 9, 5
2

(p) maps onto

(p) maps onto Alt(pgle_pg) for each

prime £ > 5.

To our knowledge, these are the first explicit presentations of hyperbolic Kazh-
dan groups with infinitely many alternating group quotients. It should be noted
that, as a consequence of [4, Cor. 1.2], every finitely presented Kazhdan group is a
quotient of a hyperbolic Kazhdan group. Therefore, the very existence of hyperbolic
Kazdhan groups with infinitely many alternating quotients can be established using
the fact that Aut(F,) is finitely presented, has (T) for n > 4, and has infinitely
many alternating group quotients.

1.3. Alternating groups as expanders. We recall that, given a infinite group G
with Kazhdan’s property (T), Cayley graphs of finite quotients of G naturally form
expander graphs (see [3, Theorem 6.1.8]). In particular, the results mentioned above
yield examples of families of expander graphs arising as Cayley graphs for suitable
generating sets of alternating groups. For example, the groups in Corollary 1.3 are
respectively n-generated and 2-generated, so we obtain expander Cayley graphs of
degree 2n (for any n > 3) and 4 for an infinite family of alternating groups.

The flexibility of our construction allows us to provide such Cayley graphs for
a larger collection of alternating groups. Indeed, we shall consider a more general
family of groups defined as analogues of the groups mentioned so far, constructed
as subgroups of Aut(R[z1,...,2,]) generated by polynomial transvections, where
R is an arbitrary commutative unital ring. In particular, we shall construction
a subgroup G of Aut(Z[1/30][z1,...,x,]) with property (T) (see Theorem 5.2).
Using the functoriality properties of the construction, we show that for each prime
p > 7, the group G acts by permutations on a set of cardinality p™ — 1, so that the
image contains the natural image of G, (11,....1,2), which is Alt(p™ — 1). This will
lead us to the following construction of expanding generating sets for the family of
alternating groups Alt(p® — 1) (resp. Alt(p” — 1)) indexed by the prime p.

Theorem 1.5. Let p be an odd prime prime.
(i) The permutations

U(‘,E7 y7 Z) = (y7 Z7 x) a(‘,E? y7 Z) = (x+y7y7 Z) ﬁ(:E? y7 Z) = (x+y27y7 2)7
acting on the set F3\ {(0,0,0)} of cardinality p*> — 1, generate the full

alternating group Alt(p®—1). The associated Cayley graphs form expanders
of degree 6.



PROPERTY (T) GROUPS WITH MANY ALTERNATING QUOTIENTS 5

(i) The permutations
P($1;I2;I37$47$57$6;I7) = (IQ,I3,$4,$5,$6,I7,I1)

Vw1, @2, 3, X4, 5, 6, w7) = (21 + T, T2, T3, T4 + TG, Ts, L6, T7)
acting on the set F7 \ {(0,...,0)} of cardinality p” — 1, generate the full

alternating group Alt(p” —1). The associated Cayley graphs form expanders
of degree 4.

Although the proof of that result relies on the methods introduced to prove
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, we do not know if the groups generated by o, «, 8 (resp.
p,7) have a common cover with Kazhdan’s property (T).

Let us briefly compare those results with the corresponding results for Aut(F,,)
mentioned above. In the case of Aut(F,,), the existence of infinitely many alternat-
ing group quotients is established by a direct argument in [12]; it does not rely on
the CFSG (which was actually not available at the time). The fact that Aut(F},)
has property (T) for n > 4 is a recent achievement building upon Ozawa’s crite-
rion [21], that relies on a fair amount of computer calculations, see [17, 16, 20].
For the groups G, (e, es.,....e,) cOnsidered in this paper, the proof of property (T)
is a rather straightforward consequence of known criteria from [9, 19]. The con-
struction of finite quotients that are realized as multiply transitive permutation
groups (of arbitrarily large degree) is elementary and self-contained, though it is
quite technical at some places.

This family of expander Cayley graphs for alternating groups cover a “denser” set
of degrees, compared to the expanders obtained by using the fact that Aut(Fy) has
property (T). Indeed, the latter group has a family of alternating group quotients
in degree approximately equal to p'2, where p is prime.

It should be noted that once one constructs expanding generating sets (of bounded
size) for a family Alt(ny) of alternating groups, where ny grows not faster than ex-
ponentially, it is possible to modify the construction to obtain expanding generating
sets (of bounded size) for all alternating groups.

Acknowledgements. We thank Jack Button and Piotr Przytycki for their com-
ments on a preliminary version of this paper. We are grateful to Greg Kuperberg for
pointing out a similarity between the expanding generating sets from Theorem 1.5
and the Toffoli gate in reversible computing. We also thank the anonymous referee
for numerous suggestions which significantly improved the the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. A family of nilpotent groups. Let R be a commutative ring” with a unit,
and ¢ > 0 be an integer. We let R[z]| be the R-module consisting of the polynomials
in the indeterminate x with coefficients in R, and R[z]<. = R°*! be the submodule
consisting of the polynomials of degree at most c.

For each r € R, we consider the automorphism y(r) : R[z] — Rx] acting by a
change of coordinates, i.c., y(r)(P(z)) = P(z +r) . Clearly y(r) preserves R[z]<.,
and the map r — y(r) is an injective homomorphism of R to Aut(R[z]<.), so that
the semi-direct product

Tep=Rz]<cx RERT xR

2A1 rings considered in the paper are associative with a unit.
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is well defined. Once c is fixed, we set X;(R) = {rz°~* | r € R} = R for all
i€ {0,1,...,c} and Y(R) = {y(r) | r € R} = R, which we view as subgroups of
Ter.

Proposition 2.1. The group I'c g is nilpotent of class at most ¢+ 1. If ¢! is a
nonzero element in R, then the nilpotency class is exactly ¢ + 1. In addition, if c!
is invertible in R, then the center of I'c g is Xc(R), and e, r = (Xo(R) UY(R)).

Proof. For n € {0,1,...,c} and r € R, we let P,(r) = rz® ™ € R[x]<. and view
it as an element of I'c g. For all n € {0,1,...,¢} and r,s € R, we compute the
commutator

Poonl0)o o] = —ra" £ 1o )

=—ra"+r < >
i=0
= r(ns:z: ( ) g2 4 —|—ns"1x—|—s")
S R[:Z?]<n,
It follows that [R[z]<n,Y(R)] < R[z]<n—1. The groups R[x]<. and Y (R) being
both abelian, we have [I'c g, ¢, r] = [R[z]<c, Y (R)], and we infer that I'; g is indeed

nilpotent of class < ¢+ 1.
The computation above shows that the k-fold iterated commutator

[ [Po(1), (W] y (D), - y(1)]

is a polynomial of degree ¢ — k, and the coefficient of its leading term is equal to
clc—=1)...(c=k+1). Therefore, if ¢! # 0 in the ring R, it follows that the ¢+ 1-st
term of the lower central series of I'c g contains a non-trivial element, which is
actually contained in X (R). It follows that the nilpotency class of I'c g is at least
¢+ 1, hence it is equal to ¢ + 1 by the first part of the proof.

If ¢! is invertible in R, then n is invertible for all n € {1,...,c}. Given a
polynomial P € R[z]<. with degree d > 1 and leading coefficient r, the leading
coefficient of [P, y(1)] is rd # 0. Therefore the center of I'c g is contained in X.(R),
and thus equal to X.(R) by the first part of the proof above.

The fact that I'c g = (Xo(R) UY (R)) when ¢! is invertible follows by a similar
argument. O

Remark 2.2. For the sake of future references, we record that, for alln € {0, 1, ..., ¢}
and all r,s € R, the commutation relation

[Peralr)(5)] = ; (1) Pt

has been established in the course of the proof of Proposition 2.1.

Observation 2.3. One can view the groups I'c g as the R points of a nilpotent
group scheme I' ., which is defined over Z, and can be evaluated over all commutative
rings. In the case ¢ = 1 the group I'y g is the Heisenberg group over R, which can
be viewed as a maximal unipotent subgroup of SL3(R). In the case ¢ = 2 the group
Iy, is isomorphic to a maximal unipotent subgroup of Sp,(R). Finally, when
¢ = 3, the group is a quotient of the maximal unipotent subgroup of the simple
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group of type G5 by its center. This observation will not be needed in the rest of
the paper.

2.2. Kazhdan’s property (T) and Kazhdan constants. Let us briefly recall
the definition of Kazhdan’s property (T). For more details and background, we refer
to [3].

Let G be a discrete group and (7w, V) be a unitary representation of G. Given
a subset @ C G and a real € > 0, a vector v € V is said to be (Q, ¢)-invariant if
sup,eq [|m(g9)v — v|| < €l|v||. We say that (7,V) has almost invariant vectors if
for all finite subset @ C G and all € > 0, there is a (Q, €)-invariant vector. We say
that G has Kazhdan’s property (T) if every unitary representation of G with
almost invariant vectors has a non-zero invariant vector.

Let @ C G be a finite subset. Given a unitary representation 7w of G, the
Kazhdan constant associated with ) and 7 is defined as

k(G,Q, ) = inf {max|7r(g)v —vl|:veV, ||v|= 1} .
9€@

Thus 7 has almost invariant factors if and only if (G, @, 7) = 0 for all finite subsets
@ C G. The infimum of (G, @, ) taken over all equivalence classes of unitary
representations 7 without any non-zero invariant vector is called the Kazhdan
constant associated with Q. It is denoted by (G, Q). We end this subsection by
recording a useful consequence of the definitions.

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a group and Q C G be a generating set Q) such that
k(G,Q) > 0. Let € > 0. For any unitary representation (m,V) of G, each (Q,¢€)-
invariant unit vector v € V is also (G, ﬁs) -tnvariant.

Proof. Let v = vy + v1 be the decomposition of v according to the G-invariant
decomposition V = V& @ (V¥)L. If v; = 0, then v is G-invariant and we are
done. We assume henceforth that v; # 0. Since the orthogonal projection map
V — (V9" is 1-Lipschitz, it follows that v is (Q,¢)-invariant, hence the unit
vector m is (@, m)—invariant. Since G does not have non-zero invariant vector

in (V&)L we have T 2 k(G, Q) > 0, hence ||v1]] < e/k(G, Q). Since vy is fixed
by G, we have ||7(g)(v) — v|| = ||7(g)(v1) — v1|| < 2||v1]| for all g € G. The result
follows. g

2.3. The representation angle. We now review a method for proving that a
given group has Kazhdan’s property (T), and for estimating the Kazhdan constant
with respect to a suitable generating set. The genesis of that method goes back
to the work by Dymara—Januszkiewicz [8]. It was formalized by Ershov—Jaikin-
Zapirain [9], and improved by Kassabov [19]. The method is based on the notion of
the angle formed by subspaces in a Hilbert space. The definitions are as follows.

Let V' be a Hilbert space and Vi, V4 be closed subspaces with V3 NV, = {0}. If
V1 # {0} # Vs, the angle formed by V; and V3, denoted by <(V4, V2), is the unique
a € [0,7/2] such that cos(a) = sup{|[{v1,va)| : v; € Vi, ||vi]| = 1}. If V3 = {0} or
Vo = {0} then we set <(V1,V2) = Z.

Observe that cos(a) = sup{|Re({v1,v2))| : v; € Vi, |lvi]| = 1}. This means
that <(V1,V2) could equivalently be defined in terms of the geometry of the real
Hilbert space Vg, which the real vector space V' endowed with the inner product
(v,w) = Re({v,w)).
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Let now H be a group and X,Y < H be a pair of subgroups such that H =
(X UY). Given a unitary representation (m, V') of H without any non-zero invariant
vectors, we denote by VX and V¥ be the subspaces of X- and Y-invariant vectors,
and we set

G (H; X,Y) =<(VE, VY.
The infimum of <(H;X,Y) taken over all equivalence classes of unitary repre-

sentations 7 without any non-zero invariant vector is called the representation
angle associated with X,Y. It is denoted by

<(H;X,Y).

By the spectral interpretation of the representation angle (see [19]), that quantity
behaves well under direct sums: we have

dgpr, (H; X,Y) =min<,(H; X,Y).

In particular, if H is finite, then the representation angle <(H;X,Y’) coincides
with the infimum of <, (H;X,Y") taken over all equivalence classes of non-trivial
irreducible representations of H.

We also set

e(H; X,Y) = cos (<(H; X,Y)).

As mentioned earlier, the machinery initiated in [8] shows that if a group G is
generated by a collection X7,..., X, of finite subgroups such that

eij = e((Xi, X;); X, Xj) <2771

for all ¢ # j then the group G has property (T). An explicit, and numerically
efficient, incarnation of this phenomenon is provided by Theorem 1.2 from [19],
which shows that if the symmetric matrix

1 —€&12 —&13 e —€1n

—E&921 1 —&23 ... —Eon

A= | —&31 —esx 1 co. —E3n
—Enl —€n2 —€ng ... 1

is positive definite, then the group G has property (T). Moreover the Kazhdan
constant of G with respect to the generating set @ = |J, X; is related to the
smallest eigenvalues of that matrix.

The positive definiteness and the smallest eigenvalue of a symmetric real matrix
with non-positive off-diagonal entries can be studied with the tools from [15, §4.0-
§4.5] that are based on convexity arguments. The set up from loc. cit. also requires
the matrix to be indecomposable®, which is typically the case for the matrix A
above. We illustrate this with the following special case, which is the most relevant
for our purposes.

3The matrix is indecomposable if it can not be conjugated to a block diagonal matrix by a
permutation matrix.



PROPERTY (T) GROUPS WITH MANY ALTERNATING QUOTIENTS 9

Proposition 2.5. Let n > 2 be an integer, let aq,...,a, > 0 be positive real
numbers, and consider the symmetric n X n matric
1 - 0 o 0 —ay,
— 1 —Q2 ... 0 0
0 — Q2 1 [P 0 0
A= . : . . .
0 0 0o ... 1 —Qp—1
—Qy, 0 0 . —Qp_1 1

Let Apin denote the smallest eigenvalue of A and set
M:max{ai—kozHl |i= 1,...,n},
where the indices are taken modulo n. The following assertions hold.
(i) Amin > 1 — M. In particular, if M <1 then A is positive definite.
(#) Amin =1 — M if and only if a; = a2 for all i (modulo n).
(i1i) Assume that n > 4 and that a; = -+ = ap—1 = «a and o, = B. Then
Amin > A for each A € R satisfying A <1 —2a, A<1— 0 and

?<(1—a-N1-53-N).

In particular, if a < %, B <1anda® < (1—a)(l—p) then A is positive
definite.

Proof. By hypothesis, the matrix A is symmetric, indecomposable with non-positive
off-diagonal entries, so the the conditions from [15, §4.0] are satisfied. Moreover, the
same holds for the matrix A—\I for each A € R. Given a vector v = (vq,...,v,)! €
R"™, we write v > 0 (resp. v > 0) if v; > 0 for all ¢ (resp. v; > 0 for all 7).

Assume that there exists v > 0 in R™ with (A — AI)v > 0. We may then invoke
[15, Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 4.5], showing that two cases can occur: either A — AI
is positive definite, or A— AT is semi-positive definite of rank n—1 and (A—AI)v = 0.
In both cases we have that A — A\I is semi-positive definite, i.e., Apin > A.

Applying this observation to the vector v = (1,1,...,1)T > 0 and the scalar
A =1— M, the assertion (i) follows.

Moreover, if we assume in addition that A = 1 — M is an eigenvalue of A, then
A — A is not positive definite, so that we must have (A — AI)v = 0 by the above.
By the definition of v, this implies that «; = ;42 for all ¢ (modulo n). Conversely,
if a; = ajyo for all ¢, then 1 — M is an eigenvalue of A with eigenvector v, so that
Amin = 1 — M by (i). This proves (ii).

To prove (iii), we apply the same argument as above, this time with the vector

w=(s,1,...,1, s)—r for some s > 0 which remains to be determined. We compute
that for any A € R, we have (A — AI)w > 0 if and only if
s(I1-8-X) > «
sa < 1l—a—AX
A < 1-2

We see that a real number s > 0 satisfying those inequalities exists provided A
satisfies A <1 —2a, A <1—Band a® < (1 —a — A)(1 — 3 — X). If these three
conditions hold, then we obtain A, > A by the first paragraph above. Clearly, if
a < %, B <1and a? < (1 —a)(1 — A), then any sufficiently small A > 0 satisfies
those three inequalities, so that A is indeed positive definite in that case. O
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2.4. Finite fields. We need a few technical results about finite fields, which have
relatively easy proofs. Throughout this section, we let p denote a prime. Given a
field k containing F, and an element 3 € k, we denote by F,(3) the subfield of k
generated by the element (.

Lemma 2.6. Let N > 1 be an integer, let p > N be a prime and let Fy denote
a finite field of order ¢ = p'. For each non-zero v € Fy, the proportion of those
elements o € F, such that F, = F(a™ ), is at least 1 — N/p.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that [ > 2. For each integer [’
dividing /, the number of elements o € F, such that F,(a™v) C F, is at most
Npl/. Therefore the number of a € F, such that o™~ does not generate F, is at

most
1/2

!’ !’ L+1 -
> N <Y Ny ZNLlp <Ny
U<l I'=1 p= p
O

Lemma 2.7. Let o, € F_p with o # 0, and k, N be integers with 0 < k < N.
Assume that p > N.
(i) There exists A € Fp(aN) such that [F,((8 4 Aa®)N)| > [F,(a?)].
(i) If Fp(a™N) # F,(aV, BN, a*BN=1), then there exists A € Fp(alY) such that
Fp((B+Aa®)N)| > [Fy(a)].

Proof. The proof consists of a counting argument. The strategy is the following:
if the the size of the field F,((8 4+ Aa*)Y) is sufficiently small, then X is a root of
some equation of small degree. The sum of the degrees of all these equations is
smaller than the size of F, ("), which shows that there exists an element A which
is not a root of any of these equations.

Let ¢ = p' = |Fp(a)|. We shall count the number of elements A € F,(aV)
such that the field generated by AV has p' < ¢ elements for some ¢ < [, where
B =B+ k.

If |[F,(8'Y)| = p', it follows that BINP = BN Substituting 4’ = 8 + A\a* in the
latter equality, we obtain an equation of degree Np’ for A, which has no more than
Npt roots in Fp(a). For t = 1,...,1 — 1, we obtain at most Zi;i Npt = le%f
possible values for A\. Since N < p — 1, we infer that there are at least p values of
A € Fy(al) such that |Fp((8 + Aa*)N)| > |F,(a’N)|. This proves (i).

In order to prove (ii), we need to evaluate the number of those \’s such that
[Fp ((B+ Aa®)N)| = [F,(a™)|. Hence, we now assume that [F,(8'V)| = |[Fp(a)],
so that B/V9 = B'N. We shall slightly modify the previous argument using that
A? = ), in order to obtain an equation of degree N — 1 for A as follows. Observe
that

g = (57)"
— (ﬂpl + )\plakpl)N
(5 0)"

_ BN;DZ o g AN QEND
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and that
BN = (B+Aak)"
= BN 4 AN QRN

Recalling that g™V P= B'N . we obtain an equation of degree N for A\. Moreover,
since oV € F i, the coefficients in front of AN in both sides of the equation cancel
out. Observe that the resulting equation of degree N —1 for A is non-trivial. Indeed,
if the independent term and the coefficient for the term of degree 1 both vanished,
we would deduce that V9 = gV and that (a*BN 1) = o*BN~1 5o that fV and
a*BN=1 would be both contained in F,(a!V). This would contradict the hypothesis
that F,(aV) is strictly contained in F,(a”, Y, afpN=1).

Overall, it follows that the number of X’s such that F,(3V) has size at most ¢
is bounded above by

-1 1

N—1+ZNpt<N+N<u) <p-1+4p —p=p'—1=¢q-1
t=1 p—1

since N < p — 1 by hypothesis. Therefore, there exists A\ € Fj(alY) such that

F,(8") has more than ¢ elements, which proves (ii). O

2.5. Polynomial functions with prescribed values. The following elementary
result may be viewed as a consequence of the Chinese remainder theorem.

Since it plays a key role in the sequel, we include a (short) direct proof for the
reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.8. Let K be an arbitrary field and K denote an algebraic closure. Let
Ui, ..., 1k € K be elements whose respective minimal polynomials over K are pair-
wise distinct. Then for all vi,... v, € K such that v; € K (u;), there exists a
polynomial [ € K|x] satisfying f(u;) = v; for all i € {1,...,k}.

Proof. We work by induction on k. In the base case where k = 1, we observe that
the elements 1, 1, i3, . . . ,u‘li_l form a basis of K (u;1) viewed as a vector space over
K, where d = [K (u1) : K]. The required assertion follows.

Let now k& > 2 and assume that the result is true for k—1. Foreachi € {1,...,k},
let f; € K[x] be the minimal polynomial of y;. The hypothesis of the lemma implies
that f;(p;) # 0 for all ¢ # j. By the induction hypothesis, there exists a polynomial
¢ € K[z] such that

Vi .
e(pi) [A) foralli=1,...,k—1.
The induction hypothesis also ensures the existence of a polynomial ¢ € K[z] such
that

— Uk
Y(ur) = Frlpr) f2(ur) - - froo1 ()

The polynomial f(z) = fx(x)e(z)+ f1(z)f2(x) . .. fr—1(2)¥(x) belongs to K[z] and
satisfies the required property. (I

3. BOUNDING REPRESENTATION ANGLES FOR SOME NILPOTENT GROUPS

Various results providing bounds on the representation angle for nilpotent groups
have been established, starting with [9, §4] which deals with groups of nilpotency
class 2. Further results may be found in [10, §10]. In general, the bounds on the
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angle depend on the nilpotency class of the group and on the size of the smallest
finite quotient. By way of illustration, we record the following proposition that can
be deduced from [11, Theorem 4.1].

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ > 1 be an integer. There is a constant C (depending on
¢) such that for any prime p and any nilpotent group G of class ¢ generated by a
pair X, Y of subgroups of order equal to a power of p, we have

(G X,Y) < C/ *Up.

Proof. We work by induction on c¢. For ¢ = 1 the group is abelian and we have
e(G; X,Y) = 0 since all irreducible unitary representations of G are 1-dimensional.

Let now G have nilpotency class ¢ + 1 and let H be the center of G. The
hypotheses imply that G is a finite p-group. Therefore, the minimal degree of an
irreducible representation of G whose restriction to H is non-trivial is at least p. By

[11, Theorem 4.1], we have e(G; X,Y) < \/E(G/H;X/,YI) + %, where X' = XH/H
and Y’ = Y H/H. By induction, there is a constant C' such that ¢(G/H; X", Y') <
C/27y/p. Using that p > 2°7/p, we infer that ¢(G;X,Y) < VC+1/2%/p, as
required. ([

This can be applied to the group G = TI'. r,, with X = Xo(F;) and Y = Y(F,)
for any ¢ = p°. In case of the group I'; g, this bound can be improved using
relatively elementary argument provided the ring R is countable. Notice that the
bound below is stronger than the one in Proposition 3.1 since it decays as p~1/2
which is much smaller than than p~1/2°"

as p tends to oo.

Theorem 3.2. Let R be a finite or countable commutative ring with a unit. Denote
by p be the smallest prime p such that p is not invertible in R (we set p = o0 if R
contains the rational numbers Q). For any integer ¢ with 1 < ¢ < p— 1, we have

e(le,r; Xo(R),Y(R)) < Vc/p.
For the proof, we need the following elementary fact.

Lemma 3.3. Let (Z,v) be a probability space and c,p be integers with 1 < ¢ < p.
Let Ay, ..., A, C Z be subsets of equal measure and assume that each z € Z belongs
to at most c of the sets Ai,..., Ap. Then v(4;) <c/p.

Proof. For each integer n > 0, let Z(n) C Z be the subset consisting of those
z € Z which belong to exactly n of the sets Ai,...,A,. By hypothesis, we have
Z =Z(c)UZ(c—1)U---UZ(0). Moreover, the sets A; have equal measure, so that

The desired assertion follows. O

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let (m,V) be a unitary representation of I'. p without any
non-zero invariant vectors.
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Since X is normal in I’ = I'. g, we have V = VX @ (VX)L as T-representations.
Moreover, as mentioned above, the representation angle behaves well with respect
to direct sums, i.e. we have <gr,(H;X,Y) = min; <., (H;X,Y). Therefore, we
only need to consider separately the cases where V' has no non-zero X-invariant
vectors, and where the X-action on V is trivial. In the second case V does not
have any non-zero Y (R)-invariant vectors, thus the representation angle is 7/2 by
definition. We assume henceforth that V' does not contain any non-zero X-invariant
vectors.

We invoke the SNAG Theorem for the restriction of the representation to the
abelian group X, see [2, Theorem 2.C.3], as well as [2, Appendix A.9]. This yields
a projection-valued measure p defined on the dual X = Hom(X, S'), with values
in the set of orthogonal projections on V. For any non-zero vector v € V, the
assignment

fio(E) = (v, p(E)v)
defines a measure i, on X. Moreover, if v is a unit vector, then u, is a probability
measure, see [2, Appendix A.9].
Since V has no non-zero X-invariant vectors, it follows that the trivial character
1x € X is not an atom of the measure p, see [2, Prop. 2.D.1(a)]. Let

Xd={xeX|x(g)=1VYge Xo} < X

be the annihilator of X,. By applying [2, Prop. 2.D.1(a)] to the restriction of the
representation to Xo, we see that the operator j(Xg") coincides with the orthogonal
projection on the subspace VX consisting of the Xo-invariant vectors. In partic-
ular, it follows that for each unit vector v € V, the cosine of the angle between v
and VX0 is equal to v/, (Xg").

The group X is normal in G therefore G acts on the dual X. In particular we
have an action of the integers Z on X via the natural homomorphism Z — Y (R) :
t — Y(t.1) and the action of Y(R) on X given by conjugation.

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ € X be a nontrivial character. Then the number of integers
t €{0,1,...,p— 1} such that Y (t.1)1 € X is at most c.

Proof. The abelian group X decomposes as a direct sum X = @;_, X;(R). Hence
it can be 1dent1ﬁed with the direct sum of ¢+ 1 copies of the additive group R, and
the dual X can be identified with the direct sum of ¢+ 1 copies of R. Under this
identification, we write ¢ = (o, 1, ..., %) € B;_, R, and the action of Z is given
by
Y(t'l)(1/}071/)17 s 71/)c> = (1/}6a 7/117 R 7/4/;)7

where ), = >0 (")t n.

Assume that there exist pairwise distinct integers to, t1,...,t. € {0,1,...,p—1}
such that Y (¢s.1)1 € X3 for all s. We must deduce that v is the trivial character.

For each s € {0,1,...,c}, let ¢, denote the first coordinate of Y (ts.1)1p =
Y (ts.1) (Y0, %1, ..., %), so that ¢s = > 7o (§)(ts)";. Considering those equations
for s = 0,1,...,t, we obtain the equation (¢o,...,¢;) = V(. ey (;)wi, .. .)T,
where V' is a Vandermonde matrix. By hypothesis, we have p > ¢ and the number
¢! is invertible in R, so that the binomial coefficients (C) are invertible in R for all
i. Moreover ts — tg is also invertible for all s # s’. Therefore, we may express all
the v; as linear combinations of the ¢s.
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By the definition of ¢, the condition that Y (¢s.1)¢ belongs to the annihilator
Xg is equivalent to saying that ¢5 = 0 in R. The preceding discussion then implies
that ¢; = 0 for all ¢. In other words v is the trivial character. (|

The above lemma allows us to complete the proof of Theorem 3.2 as follows.
First observe that

E(FC,RQ Xo,Y(R)) < cos (<{(VX07 VY(l)))

since VY(®) C vY() Therefore, it suffices to provide an upper bound on the
cosine of the angle formed by VX¢ and VY (). Consider an arbitrary unit vector
v € VYD, Since v is fixed by Y (1), the measure ju, is invariant under Y (¢.1)
for all t € Z. Therefore u, (Y (t.1)Xg) = puy(Xy) for any t € Z. The previous
lemma gives that any non-trivial character in X belongs to at most ¢ of the sets
wo (Y (1) X5), wheret =0,...,p—1. Since 1x € X is not an atom of the measure
{1y, we may invoke Lemma 3.3 for the probability space (X \ {1x}, ). We deduce
that p,(Xg") < ¢/p. This finishes the proof since we have seen above that

cos (<{(VX°,U)) =/ o (Xg),

so that y/c/p is indeed an upper bound for the cosine of the angle <t(V*°, Vy(l)).
O

4. ON TAME AUTOMORPHISMS OF THE AFFINE SPACE

Let R be a commutative ring with a unit and consider the polynomial ring
R, = R[z1,...,%4).

For any 1 < i # j < n and any integer e > 0, we define ag? (r): R, — R, as the
automorphism of R, such that
(e) . T — x; + m:?

i?j():{xg'—meg for £ # 1.
For a fixed triple 7, j, e, the subgroup

A©) = <a§.;? ) | r € R>

is isomorphic to the additive group of the ring R.

We recall that, throughout this paper, we use the notation [g,h] = g~ 'h~1gh
for the commutator of g and h. The automorphisms agz) (r) satisfy the following
commutation relations that are easy to verify, where different symbols are assumed

to represent different indices:
o o) (). af7) ()] = id,

(0%

Ry
o (o1 (r), i) ()] = id,
o [og) (), ayr) ()] = id.

We shall next collect important information on the subgroup of Aut(R,,) gener-

ated by Agej) and Ag-.el;). To that end, it is useful to define a few more elements in

3

Aut(R,). Let ag;c]?:?(r): R, — R, be the automorphism of R,, such that
e,d x; — x; + raczd
ag;j,k)( ) : { ik

Ty > Xy for £ # i.
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For a fixed tuple i, j, k, ¢, d, the subgroup A k generated by al g k)( ) is isomorphic
to the additive subgroup of the ring R. It i 1s easy to see that these elements satisfy
commutation relations similar to the ones satisfied by a(e) (r).
In the following result, we retain the notation of Propos1tion 2.1 concerning the
group I'c g. In particular P;(r) denotes the monomial ra~¢, viewed as an element
of Fc,R-

Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ > 1 and d > 0 be integers. Let i,j5,k € {1,...,n} be
pairwise distinct. Then the assignments

Pi(r) = ol 0 ) and y(s) e ali)(s),

where r,s € R and € € {0,1,...,c}, extend to an isomorphism
Ter— < Al ua d>> < Aut(Ry).

In particular, if ¢! is an invertible element in R, then <A§CJ) U A§d]2> 18 isomorphic

to T'c,r and contains oz(cjlfdg (r) forallr € R and ¢ € {0,1,...,c}.

Proof. Let us first observe that the given assignments establish an isomorphism

between the abelian subgroup R[z]<. < I'c r and <U€ o lc] kl d6)>' We must now

compare the respective conjugation actions of y(s) and aglz(s) on those abelian
groups. To this end, we consider non-negative integers m, n, d and elements r, s € R.
We compute that
d
[a(».m}:) (r), oz(d)( )] : wi @ e (@ + se)™ — 2y )
45 Jik ) for ¢ # i.

Using an additive notation for the subgroup of Aut(R,,) generated by aET 2 )(T)
with ¢, 7, k fixed, we infer that

m,n d = m m—t,n+d
[Q(J;k )(T)’ a;;g(s)] = Z < t )az(‘u}kt i t)(TSt)'
t=1

It follows from Remark 2.2 that the assignments Py(r) — e de)(r) and y(s) —

37,k
a;'?,z (s) indeed extend to an isomorphism as required. If in addition ¢! is invertible
in R, we deduce the extra conclusions follow from Proposition 2.1. (Il

Corollary 4.2. Let p be a prime such that p > ¢ and set R = F,,. Let i,j,k €
{1,...,n} be pairwise distinct, and let ¢ > 1 and d > 1 be integers. The assignments
T a(c)( 1) and Yy — agd,z(l)

extend to an injective group homomorphism
Fer, = Aut(Fpley, ..., z,)).

The computation in the proof of Proposition 4.1 actually establishes the following
technical variant of that statement.

Proposition 4.3. If ¢! is an invertible element in R, then <A ed) A > is 1S0-

57,k
(c EdJrel)( )

morphic toT'c r. That subgroup of Aut(R,,) contains the automorphisms o, ik

forallr € R and £ € {0,1,...,c}.
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Proof. The same computation as in the proof of Proposition 4.1 shows that the
assignments Py(r) — agf;f’dﬂe)(r) and y(s) — agflz(s) extend to the required
isomorphism. (I

5. A FAMILY OF KAZHDAN GROUPS OF TAME AUTOMORPHISMS

Let n > 3, let e1,...,e, > 1 be positive integers and R be a commutative ring
with a unit. We set e = (e1,...,e,). Our main object of study is the subgroup
GRr.e of Aut(R,,) defined by

GRre = <0¢§8H21(7°) ’i: 1,2,...,n; r € R>,

where indices are taken modulo n. The number n is called the rank of the group
GRr.e. To lighten the notation, we set 7;(r) = agiﬁl(r) and X; = (r;(r)) = Az(-;e;ll
for all ¢ mod n.

Our next goal is to establish the following.

Theorem 5.1. Let n > 3 and e1,...,e, > 1 be positive integers. Let p be an
integer such that (p — 1)! is invertible in R, p > e; for all i and that

M:max{\/ei/p—i— \/ei+1/p}i=1,...,n} <1,

where indices are taken modulon. For eachi € {1,...,n}, let X; = Ag;ﬂ?_l .Then the

Kazhdan constant of the group Gre with respect to the generating set S = |J, X;
is bounded below by

2(1— M)

>
k(GR,e,S) > -

> 0.

If in addition |R| = q < oo, then

[ 2g [1—M
>4 — .
’{(GR&HS) = qg—1 n

In particular, if R is finite and if p > 4max{e;}, then Gr.e has property (T).

Proof. Each X; is a subgroup of G = Gge isomorphic to the additive subgroup
of R. For any 4,j with |i — j| > 2 the subgroups X; and X; commute, thus the
representation angle between them is 0. The subgroup (X;, X;4+1) is isomorphic to
T'e, r by Proposition 4.1, thus the cosine of the representation angle is bounded
above by +/e;/p by Theorem 3.2. This allows us to invoke Kassabov’s results from
[19] recalled in Section 2.3. To this end, consider a unitary representation (m, V')
of G that does not contain any non-zero invariant vector. Let ¢ > 0 and v € V
be a unit vector that is (59,¢)-invariant. Let d; denote the distance from v to the
subspace V¢ of X;-invariant vectors. Since (7, V) does not contain any non-zero
G-invariant vector, we deduce from [19, Theorem 5.1] that

1< (dy,...,d)A"Ydy,....dy) T,
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where A is the real matrix defined by

1 —vei/p 0 0 —ven/p
—ve1/p 1 —/ea/p 0 0
0 Jealp 1 0 0

0 0 0 . 1 —v/en-1/p
—v/en/p 0 0 v —en—1/p 1
In view of Proposition 2.5(i), we know that the smallest eigenvalue of A, say Amin,

satisfies Apmin > 1 — M. By the definition of v, any two vectors in the X;-orbit of v
are at distance at most € apart, so that d; < e/ V2 for all i. We infer that

1< (d1,...,d)A"Y(dy,. .. dy)"

1

< §€2H(15 AR 1)H2)\r:111n
1

< 552n(1 - M)t

This directly implies that the Kazhdan constant satisfies K(Gr.e, S) > € > 1/ @
Assume now that R is finite of order ¢q. Then X; is a group of order ¢ for all
i, and the X;-orbit of v is contained in an affine subspace of V' of dimension at

most ¢ — 1. By Jung’s theorem [14], in the (¢ — 1)-dimensional Euclidean space, the

circumradius R of any subset of diameter D satisfies the inequality R < D qQ;ql.

Therefore, in the present case, the distance d; satisfies d; < 5,/%. Now the
inequality K(Gpr.e,S) > 4/ % \/ =2 follows from the same argument as above. [

The previous result does not give property (T) when the ring R is infinite, since
the generating set S is not finite. However, it is known [9, 24] that the subgroup
EL,(R) < SL,(R) generated by elementary matrices has Kazhdan’s property (T')
provided R is finitely generated and n > 3. Observe that EL,(R) may be viewed
as the subgroup of Aut(R[z1,...,2,]) generated by the set {oaz(-;lj) r)|1<i#£j<
n, r € R}. Relying on the fact that EL, (R) has property (T), we establish the
following.

Theorem 5.2. For any n > 3 and any finitely generated ring R, such that 30 =
2 x 3 x 5 is invertible in R, the subgroup Gy r of Aut(R[x1,...,x,]) generated by
EL,(R) and af%(l) has Kazhdan property (T). If n > 4, the same conclusion holds

as soon as 6 is invertible in R.

Proof. Let p denote the smallest prime which is not invertible in the ring R. By

hypothesis, we have p > 7. Let S’ be a finite generating set of G, g, which contains

a generating set S” of EL,(R) and af%(l), and let p be a representation of G, g

on a Hilbert space H with an e-almost invariant unit vector v under S, for some

sufficiently small e. Using Kazhdan’s property (T) for EL,(R), we deduce from

Lemma 2.4 that the vector v is Cpe-almost invariant under the whole group EL, (R)

fo(r )some constant C,, > 1. In particular v is almost fixed by the elementary matrices
1

ai;j (T)



18 P.-E. CAPRACE AND M. KASSABOV

We claim that there exists constant D,, > (), such that v is D, almost invariant
under the subgroups Az(ej) forl1 <i,j<nforalli#j€{l,...,n}andalle € {1,2}.

Indeed, for e = 1, we have ag;lj) (r) € EL,(R), so that Ag;lj) almost fixes the vector

v. For e = 2, we first remark that v is e-almost invariant under ozf%(l) by the
assumption that S’ contains that element. Using that ozg?% (r) = agz (r), af%(l) ,

we see that all elements in Ag2% can be expressed by products of at most 4 group
elements which almost fix v. This implies that v is (2C),+2)e-almost invariant under
AgQ% Finally, for any pair i # j € {1,...,n}, the group AE?J.) is conjugate to AgQ% by
a suitable permutation matrix, which belongs to EL, (R). Again, this implies that
all elements in AE?J-) can be expressed by products of three group elements which
almost fix v. The claim follows, with D,, = 4C,, + 2.

We next observe that the group G, r is generated by the abelian subgroups

Yi=A Ya= A .., Yo = AV and Y, = AU AP = R% Let us now
estimate the cosine of the representation angle ¢((Y;,Y;),Y;,Y;) for all ¢ # j.

If j # i+ 1 (modulo n) then Y; and Y; commute thus ((Y;,Y;),Y;,Y;) = 0.

If j=i+4+1fori=1,...n — 2 then the group generated by Y; and Y;;1 is
the Heisenberg group therefore ((Y;, Yi11), Y;, Yiy1) < 1/1/p, by Theorem 3.2 (see
also [9, §4]).

In the case i = n—1 and j = n, similar (but easier) computations as in the proof
of Proposition 4.1 show that the group generated by Y,,_1 and Y, is nilpotent of
class 2 with abelianization R® and commutator subgroup is A£121;1A5127)1;1 ~ R?,
thus e((Yn—1,Yn), Yn—1,Y,) < v/1/m(R), where m(R) is the smallest index of a
proper ideal in R, see [11, Cor. 4.4]. By the definition of p, we have m(R) > p.
Therefore e((Yi—1,Yn), Yn-1,Y,) < +/1/p.

The final case is ¢ = 1 and j = n, in this case the group generated by Y
and Y,, is nilpotent of class 3 with abelianization R? and commutator subgroup

A511)2A£L2)2A51111)2 = R3, and center Afll)QAg)Q =~ R%. Set H = ((Y1,Y,). We claim that
e(H,Y1,Y,) <+/2/p.

This can be deduced from Theorem 3.2 as follows.

Set Y = Yi, Xo = A7) and X§ = A}, so that ¥, = XoX,. Let also X =
A,(12)1A512)2A,(1111)2 ~ R3 and X' = AS%AS% =~ R2. By Proposition 4.1, we have
(X0,Y) 2Ts g and (X(,Y) 2 T'1 g. Moreover X X’ is an abelian normal subgroup
of H. Therefore, given a unitary representation (7, V) of H without any non-zero
invariant vectors, the space V has an H-invariant decomposition as a direct sum

V=W nv¥) e V¥nX )Y e (V)T nvE) e (VN @)L,
To evaluate the representation angle, it therefore suffices to treat one summand at
a time. Since X or X' or both act trivially on each of the first three summands, the
H-action factors through (X{,Y) or (Xo,Y), so the desired bound directly follows
from Theorem 3.2 in each of those cases. To finish the proof of the claim, we may

therefore assume that neither X nor X’ have a non-zero fixed vector on V. In
particular (X, Y) does not have any non-zero fixed vector on V, so that

cos (<(VX0,VY)) < v/2/p

by Theorem 3.2. The claim follows since V¥» = yXoXo C yXo
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These bounds can be plugged into the main result in [19], and we need to verify
that the symmetric matrix A with A“ = 1, Ai,iJrl = AiJrLi = —1/\/5 and Al,n =
Apn1 = —+/2/p is positive definite. This is indeed the case by Proposition 2.5(i) as
soon as p > 7. For p = 5 the latter criterion does not apply, but if in addition n > 4,
then we may invoke Proposition 2.5(iii)* since 1/v/5 ~ 0.447 and (1 — 1/4/5)(1 —
V/2/5) ~ 0.203 > 1/5 = (1/+/5)%. This ensures that A is positive definite for all
n > 4 and p > 5. This implies that v is close to an invariant vector for the whole
group Gy, g, which implies that G,, g has property (T). O

A careful tracking of all constants involved in the above argument shows that if
S” is a generating set of EL3(R) and 30 is inverible in R, then

5 (G, 8" U a0} 2 Sor(FL(R), ")

6. CONSTRUCTING POLYNOMIAL TRANSVECTIONS

We shall now see that the group Gr.e is quite large as soon as max{e;} > 2. The
(t)

following result ensures that this group contains the element a;. i (r) for all integers

t satisfying some congruence condition.

Theorem 6.1. Let n > 3, let e = (eq,...,ey,) be a tuple of possitive integers and
set ¢ = max{e1,...,en}. Let also R be a commutative unital ring such that c! is
invertible in R. If

E=eea...6p > 2,

then, for each integer m > 0, the group Gre contains the elements

alt) (r) witht=t;,; + m(E —1),

2¥)

where t;; = ejeiy1...ej—1 and indices are ordered cyclically, and taken modulo n.
The following consequence is immediate.

Corollary 6.2. Retain the hypotheses of Theorem 6.1. Then for each polynomial
P € Rly|, the group Gr.e contains the element ij defined by the assignments

T, xi—l—x;i’jP(xJE_l)
Ty — Xy for all ¢ # 3.

Those polynomial transvections [35 ; will play a crucial role in the next section.

Corollary 6.3. Letn > 3, let e1,...,e, > 1 be integers and p be a prime with
p > max{ei,...,e,}. Let also R be an Fp-algebra. If max{eq,...,en} > 1, then
GR,e contains elementary abelian p-groups of infinte rank.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 6.1. Indeed, for fixed i, j, the group generated
by agt]) (r) with ¢t =t; ;+m(E—1), over all m and all r € F,, is elementary abelian
of infinite rank. O

4Alternatively we can numerically compute the eigenvalues of the resulting 4 x 4 matrix and
see that the smallest one is approximately 0.0037.
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Remark 6.4. In the special case where n = 3 and e; < 2 for all ¢ and R = F,
these groups are quotients of KMS groups studied in [7, §7]. The correspond-
ing epimorphisms for a couple of specific examples were described in §1.2. If
max{ey,es, es} > 1, it is shown in [7, §7] that those KMS groups are hyperbolic.
Corollary 6.3 implies that the natural quotient map we have just mentioned cannot
be injective. Indeed, in a hyperbolic group, the finite subgroups fall into finitely
many conjugacy classes (see [5]). In particular the order of a finite subgroup is
bounded above.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. The theorem holds for m =0 and j =i+ 1.

Indeed, this is clear since the required elements are among the generators of G
by definition.

Step 2. The theorem holds for m = 0 and all indices i # j.

We fix the index ¢. By Step 1 we may assume that j > ¢ + 1 and proceed by
induction on j —¢. By the induction hypothesis, the group G contain the elements
Eifj]) (r). We invoke Proposition 4.1 applied to triple of indices i,4+1, j, and with
the exponents (c,d) = (e;,ti+1,5). Since every positive integer < e; is invertible in
R by hypothesis, we deduce from the proposition that G contains al(.;j:llj’jhi“’j )(T)
for all r € R and all £ € {0,1,...,¢e;}. Taking ¢ = e;, we deduce that G contains

(eitit,j) (ti,j

i (r)= altj J)(r). This completes the induction step.

Step 3. For all indices i, the group G contains Agezﬁr_llligl) and Al(-;liy(j’gl)ti“’j).

This follows by taking £ =1 and ¢ = e; — 1 in the proof of the previous step.

Step 4. The theorem holds form =1 and j =1+ 1.

In view of Step 2, we know that G contains Agiﬁﬁl) Moreover, by Step 3

. i—1,e; it1,ei—1 .
we also know that G contains Al(-;ejﬂﬁii;l) = Ageﬁéfjﬂ ). Notice that tivoiv1 =

E/e;11. Invoking Proposition 4.3 to the triple of indices 4,7 + 2,7 + 1 and the
exponents (¢, d,e) = (e;11,e;—1, F/e;1+1), we deduce that G contains the subgroup
(8i+17£,€i71+eE/8i+1)
i5i+2,i41 :
Taking ¢ = e;41, it follows that G contains aggjﬁl (r) for all r € R, where
Ci:ei—l—(E—l).
This finishes the proof of Step 4.

Step 5. For all i, the group G contains Agi:lifé“JrE*l’l) = Ag;i%;i{ei“JrE*l).

This follows by taking ¢ = e;11 — 1 in the proof of the previous step.

Step 6. If for some m and some indices i, j with j & {i—1,1}, the group G contains
Agf;‘j+m(E_l)), then G also contains AEEI;E‘j+m(E_1)).

Recall from Step 3 that G contains Agl_’ifii’;l_l)t”). We may thus invoke Propo-
sition 4.3 to the triple of indices (i — 1,4, j) and the exponents
(c,d,e) = (1, (eim1 — L)tsj,ti; +m(E — 1))

The required assertion follows.
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Step 7. If for some m, the group G contains Agf;’j+m(E_1)) for all indices i # j,

then G also contains Az(';eilfl(m+1)(E71)).

Recall that E/e;41 = tit2,41. Recall also from Step 5 that G contains the
subgroup AE;ﬁZi{eHHE*l). We may thus invoke Proposition 4.3 to the indices

(4,14 2,7+ 1) and the exponents
(c,dye) = (1,ei— E/eix1 + E—1,E/eiys +m(E —1)).

It follows that G also contains Agfifl(mﬂ)(E_l)), as required.

To finish the proof, we use a double induction on m and on j — 4, applying alter-
natively Step 6 and 7. The conclusion of each of those ensures that the hypothesis
of the other is satisfied. The conclusion of the theorem follows. O

Remark 6.5. The conclusions of Theorem 6.1 can be strenghtened: indeed, adapt-
ing the proof, one can show that Gr e also contains elements Az(ljtlz for any triples

of distinct indices 14, j, k provided that t satisfies some congruence condition modulo
E-—1.

The following definition will play an important role in the next section.

Definition 6.6. The ring R, = R[z1,...,2,] has a grading by the cyclic group
Z/(E — 1)Z, defined as follows: for each i € {1,...,n}, the degree of z; is t;; =
H?Zi e;. Let RSZS) denote the homogeneous component of R, of degree s, clearly

R%O) is a subring of R, containing, x? ~1. but it also contains elements like ztz; when
t satisfies some congruence restriction mod E — 1. Observe that each homogeneous

) )

component RSf is a module over R%O .

Observation 6.7. The action of the generators of G preserve the grading of R,
mentioned above, because the degree of z; is the same as the degree of 27’ |, so that
each generator of G indeed preserves the grading. This implies that the modular
restriction on ¢ in Theorem 6.1 cannot be removed.

Remark 6.8. The result can be extended to show that the group G contain many
automorphisms «; y mapping «; f(x;) = z; + f where f is some polynomial on the
other variables, and «; ¢(x¢) = z, for all £ # i. However, we cannot get all such
automorphisms: first there is some modular restriction on degrees of the monomials
appearing in f, which is necessary in order for «; r to preserve the grading of R,,.

The other issue is that Proposition 4.3 requires that every prime smaller than
or equal to the exponent ¢ be invertible in R. This forces that any monomial in f
to contain a variable of degree at most ¢. We do not know if this condition can be
removed, equivalently we do not know if G coincides with the tame automorphism
group of the graded ring R,,, however it is clear that G is a very “large” subgroup
of the group of tame automorphisms of the graded ring R,.

7. CONSTRUCTING FINITE QUOTIENTS

7.1. Action on affine spaces. From now on, we shall focus on the case R = F,,.
Our next goal is to construct finite quotients of the group G, . Those naturally
arise as finite quotients of Aut(Fp[z1,...,z,]), by considering the spectrum of
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the ring F,[z1,...,x,] as the points of an affine scheme which is simply the n-
dimensional affine space over the prime field F,. That viewpoint suggests the
following construction.

Given a commutative Fp-algebra A, the set A™ may be identified with the set
of F,-algebra homomorphisms Hom(F[z1, . .., 2], A). To an element (a1,...,a,),
one associates the evaluation map

feF, [z, ..,z = flai,...,a,) € A.

and to a homomorphism ¢ € Hom(Fp[z1,...,z,],A), one associates the n-tuple
(¢(x1),...,0(zn)). The group Aut(Fplz1,...,z,]) acts on Hom(Fy[z1, ..., 2], A)
by pre-composition: each automorphism « € Aut(F,[z1,...,z,]) yields the map

Hom(F,[z1,...,2,], A) — Hom(Fp[z1,...,2,], A) : ¢ poa™t.

It is straightforward to check that this defines indeed a permutation action of the
group Aut(F,[z1,...,x,]). The group Aut(A) also acts on Hom(F[z1, ..., z,], 4)
by post-composition. Clearly the actions of Aut(A) and Aut(Fp[z1,...,z,]) com-
mute.

Using the natural bijection A” — Hom(F[z1,. .., 2,], A) recalled above, we see
that an automorphism o € Aut(F,[z1,...,2,]) acts on A™ via the map

A" = A" (ay, .. an) = (a7 (@) (an, - an), . o (@) (an, - - an)).

We will denote with e : Aut(Fy[z1,...,2,]) = Sym(A™) the resulting homomor-
phism to the symmetric groups of the set A™.

By letting A vary over the collection of finite-dimensional F,-algebras, we obtain
numerous finite quotients of Aut(Fp[z1,...,2y,]). By letting A run over all finite
field extensions of F;, and using Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz one recovers the well known
fact.

Proposition 7.1. The group Aut(F,[z1,...,x,]) is residually finite.

In particular, the group G' = GF,, e is residually finite. For suitable n-tuples e,
this can actually be strengthened as follows.

Proposition 7.2. Let k be a finite extension of Fp, and let e = (ey,...,e,) be an
n-tuple with e; > 1 for all i. If max{e1,...,e,} > 2, then Gy e is residually-p.

Proof. Let m® = k[x1,...,2,], let m be the ideal consisting of those polynomials
with zero constant term, and define inductively m?*! as the ideal generated by {fg |
f emd gem}. Clearly, the ideal m? is invariant under Aut(k[zy,...,z,]); this
yields a group homomorphism from Aut(k[z1,...,x,]) to the automorphism group
of the quotient algebra k[x1,...,z,]/m?*!. The kernel of that homomorphism is
denoted by Autg(klzy,...,z,]).

Let k[z1,...,2,] denote the algebra of formal power series in the indetermi-
nates x1,...,x, with coeflicients in k. The natural embedding k[z1,...,z,] —
klz1,...,zyn] yields an injective homomorphism of Aut;(k[x1,...,z,]) into the
group Aut,;(k[z1,...,2,]) for all ¢ > 0. Tt is known that Auty(k[z1,...,z,])
is a pro-p group (see §8.5 in [23] and §2 in [26]), so that Auty(k[z1,...,2x))
is residually-p. Observe that G = Gje is a subgroup of Auty(klz1,...,zy]) if
and only if e; > 2 for all 7. Here, the hypothesis only ensures that e; > 2
for some i. Without loss of generality, we may assyme that e, > 2. To fin-
ish the proof, it suffices to show that the image of G under the quotient map
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¢: Aut(k[xy, ..., xz,]) = Aut(k[z1, ..., xn])/Auty(kx1, ..., z,]) is a finite p-group.
(en)

Since e, > 2, the image of 7,,(r) = a1

image of G = <0¢§8H21(7°) ’z =1,2,...,n; r € k> under ¢ coincides with the image

of <afeﬂzl(7‘) ’ i1=1,2,...,n—-1; r € k> The latter group is a subgroup of SL,, (k)

(r) under ¢ is trivial. Therefore, the

consisting of upper unitriangular matrices, and is therefore a finite p-group. Hence
¢(G) is a finite p-group as well. O

As mentioned in the introduction, the group G, (1,1,...,1) of rank n > 3 is iso-
morphic to SL,(F,), so the condition that max{e;} > 2 cannot be removed in
Proposition 7.2. We also remark that if p > max{e,...,e,}, then G, e contains
an elementary abelian p-group of infinite rank by Corollary 6.3, so it is not virtually
residually-¢ for any prime g # p.

To obtain a more precise description of specific finite quotients of the group
G = GF, e, we will use the Aut(Fp[zy,...,z,])-action on A™ mentioned above, in
the special case where the algebra A is a finite field extension of Fp,. In other words
A is a finite field of order ¢ = p® for some s > 1. The previous proposition actually
gives that the group Aut(Fy[x1,...,z,]) embeds into the product of [T, Sym,,.. via
the product of the maps eF ;- The images of G, e under the homomorphisms eF
are not the full symmetric groups. Indeed, these groups are generated by elements
of odd prime order p, so any permutation action of G on a finite set consists of even
permutations. Our main results, Theorems 9.4, 9.9 and Corollary 9.10, provide
more information about these images. The proofs of these results require some
preparation. We will start with a small example which conveys the main idea but
avoids most technical difficulties.

7.2. The prime field case. Before considering the general case, we focus on the
special case when A = F, and the base field R = F, does not contain any non-trivial
E — 1 roots of 1. The latter obviously holds for example when F = 2.

Theorem 7.3. Letn > 3 andey,...,e, > 1 be integers such that E = e ...e, > 2.
Let p be a prime with p > max{es, ..., e,}, and such that the only root of x¥~1 =1
in F), is the trivial root x = 1. Let G = G, e, where e = (e1,. .., €n).

Then the G-action on ¥} fizes the point 0 and acts (p—1)-transitively on Fjy\{0}.

Proof. Let k > 1 be an integer with &k < p—1. We fix a standard k-tuple of vectors,
denoted (o1,...,0%) and defined by

Ui:(i,o,...,O)ng.

Let now ¢1,..., ¢y be distinct elements in F} \ {0}. We must find an element of
G mapping that k-tuple to the standard one. We proceed in several steps. As we
shall see, the key is to combine repeatedly Lemma 2.8 with Corollary 6.2. Let us
briefly discuss the respective assumptions of those results.

We shall apply Lemma 2.8 to k-tuples of the form (,uf*l, . ,,ukE*l), with p; €

F*. The hypothesis made on F, ensures that the map F), = F, : 2 — 27! is
injective. Hence if the p;’s are pairwise distinct, then so are their (E — 1)5' powers.
In particular those elements have pairwise distinct minimal polynomials over F,.
This will ensure that the assumptions of Lemma 2.8 are fulfilled. By hypothesis,

the assumptions of Theorem 6.1 are equally satisfied.
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For j € {1,...,n}, we denote the j*" coordinate of an element 1) € F, by
¥(j) € Fy.
Step 1. There exists g € G such that gé1(n) # 0.

We may assume that ¢1(n) = 0. Since the vector ¢ is non-zero, there exists
i€{l,...,n—1} with ¢1(i) # 0. By Theorem 6.1, we have aff;)i(l) € G for some
integer ¢ > 1. The required assertion holds with g = oagf;)i(l).

Step 2. Let s € {1,...,k}. Assume that for some £ € {1,...,n}, the elements
D1(0), p2(0),...,05(f) are non-zero and pairwise distinct. Then there exists g € G
such that g¢;(£) = ¢;(£) and gp;(§) =0 for alli € {1,...,s} and all j € {1,...,n}\
{3

Let us first fix j € {1,...,n} \ {¢}. We use the notation ¢;, = e;...e,—1 from
Theorem 6.1. Applying Lemma 2.8 to the s-tuples (u1,...,us) and (v1,...,vs)
defined by p; = ¢;(¢)F~! and

= 210)
Vi=—"—F~7 >
AOES

we obtain a polynomial f € Fj[z] with f(u;) = v; for all i = 1,...,s. We then
invoke Corollary 6.2, ensuring the existence of a polynomial transvection g; €
G fixing the indeterminate x,, for all indices m # j and mapping z; to z; +
xzj’ef(xffl). By construction, we have g;¢;(j) =0 for all i € {1,..., s}.

Doing this for all j € {1,...,n} \ {¢}, we obtain elements g; that commute
pairwise. It follows that the required assertion holds with g =[] 095+

Step 3. Letse€ {1,...,k—1}. Assume that for some £ € {1,...,n}, the elements
D1(0), 02(f), ..., ds(¢) are non-zero and pairwise distinct. Then there exists g € G
such that gé;(£) are non-zero and pairwise distinct for all i € {1,...,s,s+ 1}, and
that g¢;(j) =0 for alli € {1,...,s,s+ 1} and all j € {1,...,n}\ {¢}.

We first invoke the previous step. We may thus assume that ¢;(j) = 0 for all
ie{l,...;stand all j € {1,...,n}\ {¢}. By hypothesis ¢s11 is non-zero and
distinct from ¢1,...,¢s. Therefore, if ¢s11(j) = 0 for all j # £, we are already
done. Otherwise, we may assume that ¢s11(j) # 0 for some j # ¢. Let now v
be any non-zero element of F,, different from ¢1(¢), ¢2(¢),...,¢s(¢). Let f € F,[z]

be the polynomial defined by f(z) = x + v=den1() _ pP=1 where u = ¢s11(5).

T
phed

Hence we have f(u?~1!) = %ﬁm We then invoke Corollary 6.2, ensuring the

existence of an element h € G of the form h = a%’j)(r) such that he;(0) = ¢i(¢)
for all i = 1,...,s and h¢s41(¢) = v. We finish by invoking again the previous
step.

Step 4. End of the proof.

By Step 1 we may assume that ¢;(n) # 0. Now we use induction on s and Step 3
with £ = n. This proves that, after transforming by some element of g € G, we
may assume that the elements ¢1(n), ¢2(n), ..., dr(n) are non-zero and pairwise
distinct, and moreover ¢;(j) =0 for all i =1,...,k and all j < n.

We then invoke Lemma 2.8 to the k-tuples (1, ..., px) and (v1,...,1v) defined
by jus = 6i(n)P 1 and

i

gi(n)trn

Vi =
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This yields a polynomial f € Fp[z] with f(u;) = v; for all ¢ = 1,...,s. We
then apply Corollary 6.2 to construct a polynomial transvection h € G fixing the
indeterminate x,, for all m # 1 and mapping z1 to z1 i f(xE=1). Tt follows that
ho;(1) =4 for all i = 1,...,k. By applying Step 2 with £ = 1, we may now apply
another element g € G so that gh¢;(1) = ¢ and ghg;(j) = 0 for all i € {1,...,k}
and j € {2,...,n}. It follows that gh¢; = o; for all 4, and we are done. O

Corollary 7.4. Letn >3 and ey, ...,e, > 1 be integers such that E =ey...e, >
2. Let p be a prime with p > E and such that p—1 and E — 1 are relatively prime.
Then G = GF,.e maps onto Alt(p" — 1).

Proof. By Theorem 7.3, the G-action on the set F} \ {0} of cardinality p™ — 1 is
(p — 1)-transitive.

Assume first that p > 5. Hence the G-action is 4-transitive. Recall that a finite
4-transitive group on a set of cardinality > 25 is the full alternating or symmetric
group on that set (see [6, Th. 4.11]). By hypothesis, we have p™ —1 > 25. Moreover
GF,.e does not have any quotient isomorphic to Sym(n) for n > 2 because it is
generated by elements of odd order. The conclusion follows in this case.

Assume now that p = 3. By the above, we know that the image of G in Sym(F%\
{0}), that we shall denote by H, is 2-transitive. Since p > FE > 2, we have F = 2.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that e; = 1. By Corollary 6.2, there
exists a polynomial transvection g € G acting on F% as

g:(a1,...,an) — (al—ag—l—a%,ag,...,an).

In particular, the only points that are not fixed by g satisfy as = 2. Thus H
contains a non-trivial permutation h of F4 \ {0} fixing at least

3n—1-3""1!

points. Now we invoke [13, Corollary 1], which ensures that if a primitive group
H of degree d contains a non-trivial element fixing more than %d points, then its
general Fitting subgroup F*(H) is a product of alternating groups. The proportion
of fixed points of h is

] 3nmt 1 1 1 1 2 1 4

31 3( +3n—1) T3 337
since n > 3, so that F*(H) is a product of alternating groups. By Burnside’s
theorem (see [6, Theorem 4.3]), a minimal normal subgroup of a 2-transitive group
is either elementary abelian (with a regular action) or non-abelian simple (with a
primitive action). We infer that the the socle of H is an alternating group. The

conclusion now follows from the classification of the finite 2-transitive groups, see
[6, §7.4]. O

Remark 7.5. As mentioned in the introduction, for p sufficiently large, the use of
the CFSG via the classification of 4-transitive groups in the proof of Corollary 7.4
can be bypassed, using the main result of [1] or of [22], since the G-action on the
set F} \ {0} is (p — 1)-transitive by Theorem 7.3.

Corollary 7.6. For each n > 3, the group G, z[1/30) defined in Theorem 5.2 has
property (T) and maps onto the alternating groups Alt(p™ — 1) for all primes p > 7.
The same holds for the group Gy z1/6) for all n > 4 and all primes p > 5.
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Proof. The group G, g contains Gg (1,...,1,2) as a subgroup. Moreover, a surjective
ring homomorphism R — F, yields an action of G, g on the set F} \ {0}. Since
GRr,(1,...,1,2) acts through the quotient map Gr 1,...,1,2) = GF,,1,...,1,2), the image
of that action is the full alternating group by the previous corollary. ([l

8. ALTERNATING GROUPS AS EXPANDERS

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 1.5. We present it here as it only
relies on the results obtained thus far, and does not require the technicalities we
will deal with when extending Theorem 7.3 over extensions of the base field in the
following section.

For the reader’s convenience, we reproduce the statement of the theorem here:

Theorem 8.1. Let p be an odd prime prime.
(i) The permutations

U(Ia Y, Z) = (ya 2, I) a(x, Y, Z) = (:E + Y Ys Z) ﬂ(za Y, Z) = (:E + y2a Y, Z),
acting on the set F3\ {(0,0,0)} of cardinality p*> — 1, generate the full
alternating group Alt(p3—1). The associated Cayley graphs form expanders
of degree 6.

(i) The permutations

p(xlux% T3,T4,T5,T6, ZC7) = (=T27 T3,%4,Ts5,T6, L7, xl)

v(x1, T2, 3, T4, T5, Te, T7) = (T1 + T2, To, T3, T4 + T2, 5, T, T7)
acting on the set T\ {(0,...,0)} of cardinality p” — 1, generate the full
alternating group Alt(p” —1). The associated Cayley graphs form expanders
of degree 4.

Proof. We start with (i). Let H be the permutation group generated by o, «, 3,
which have order 3, p, p respectively. In particular o, a, 5 are even permutations.
Observe that the permutations

B,oa0 Yo7 laoc € H

coincide with the images of the generators 71(1),72(1) and 73(1) of the group
GF,,(2,1,1) in its natural action on Ff, \ {(0,0,0)}. Therefore, it follows from Corol-
lary 7.4 that H is the full alternating group Alt(p® — 1).

Set @ = {0, a, B}. To prove the second assertion, we need to show that the uni-
tary representation 7, defined as the subrepresentation of the regular representation
of Alt(p® — 1) on the orthogonal of the constant functions, does not have (@, ¢)-
invariant vectors, where € > 0 is smaller than some constant which is independent
of p. Without loss of generality, we may assume that p > 11.

We now assume that 7 has a (Q,¢)-invariant unit vector v, for some ¢ > 0.
Observe that the subgroup L of H generated by o, cao ™! and 0~ 'ao is a copy of
SL3(F,). Hence we may view the restriction 7|, as a representation of the group
SL3(Z), which factors thorugh SL3(F,). Using property (T) for the group SL3(Z)
we deduce from Lemma 2.4 that v is (SL(F}), De)-invariant vector for some con-
stant D which depends only on the Kazhdan constant of SL3(Z). In particular

D is independent of p. Using that ozg?%(r) = [aglf (r), ozf%(l)}, it follows that the
vector v is (S, 3De)-invariant, where S is the generating set for GF,,(2,1,1) consist-

ing of all those elements 04521);32 (r), 04&12);13(8) and ag221% (t), with 7, s,¢t € F,. We now
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invoke Lemma 2.4 and Theorem 5.1. Those ensure that the unit vector v is also
a (Gw,,(2,1,1), Cpe)-invariant vector, where C), = % and &y is the Kazhdan con-
stant for G, (2,1,1) with respect to the generating set S. Notice that Theorem 5.1
provides a lower bound for «, which is a strictly increasing function of p. In par-
ticular it is bounded below by the value of that function at p = 11. Therefore, we
deduce that v is a (GF,,(2,1,1), C¢)-invariant vector, where C' is now independent
of p. In the case where Ce < 1, we deduce that m contains a non-zero vector that
it invariant under the whole group G, (2,1,1)- This is impossible since the latter
group maps onto Alt(p3 — 1) by Corollary 7.4. Thus we have reached contradiction
by choosing € < 1/C. This finishes the proof of (i).

The proof of part (ii) is similar. We notice that the commutator 7 = [y, pyp~!]
acts as
7(x1, T2, T3, T4, T5, 6, 27) = (X1 + T3, T2, T3, T4, T5, Tg, T7)
thus 7 and p generate a copy of the group SL;(F,). This implies that there is a
word w in p and ~ which acts F \ {0} as

2
W(Il,xz,xg,l'4,$5,$6,x7) - (x17x25I3;I4 + $6,$5,$6,$7),

such that the word w is short in the sense that its length is bounded above inde-
pendently of p. Indeed, one may take w = y779, where g acts on the coordinates
as the permutation (12)(34). Such an element g exists and can be expressed as a
short word in p and 7y since SL7(Z) contains all even permutations of the variables.
Furthermore by conjugating w by a suitable permutation of the variables, there
exits another short word which acts as a%(l) Therefore the image of (p,v) in
Sym(p” — 1) contains the image of GF,,(2,1,..,1)- In particular its image is the full
alternating group Alt(p” — 1) by Corollary 7.4 (since p is of order 7 and 7 is of order
p, both elements are even permutations)

To finish the proof, we repeat the argument from part (i) and see that the Cayley
graphs of Alt(p” — 1) with the generating set {p,7,w} are expanders. Since these
elements can be expressed as short words in vy and p, we infer that the Cayley
graphs of Alt(p” — 1) with respect to {v, p} are also expanders. O

Remark 8.2. It is possible to track the constants in the argument above and obtain
bounds for the spectral gap of the resulting expander graphs. A quick computation
bounds the gap by 1073 when p is sufficiently large.

9. CONSTRUCTING LARGER FINITE QUOTIENTS

Our next goal is to establish a suitable generalization of Theorem 7.3 over larger
fields A = F,. In that case, the situation is more complicated in three different
ways:

(a) The action on non-zero vectors is not transitive; there are several orbits,
coming from intermediate fields between F,, and F,,.

(b) The action of the Frobenius automorphism commutes with the G-action,
so we cannot hope to have k-transitivity. We must consider the G-action
on the quotient set modulo the Frobenius action.

(¢) The existence of non-trival E—1 roots of unity in the field causes significant
technical complications.

The rest of this section aims at addressing all those issues.
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9.1. Orbit invariants. As before, we let n > 3, G = Gr,eand E =e;...¢e,, and
consider an F,-algebra A. Since G preserves the grading of R, = Fplz1,...,2x]
introduced in Definition 6.6, the homogeneous components of the grading allow us
to define orbit-invariants for the G-action on A™. More precisely, for each ¢ €
Hom(R,,, A) we define the following subsets of A: Ay, = ¢( ,(f)) and Ay = ¢(R,).
For each s, the fibers of the map ¢ — A4 s are G-invariant, since Agg s = Ay s for
all g € G. Notice that A4 and Ay are subrings of A. Moreover, for each s the
subset Ay s is a module over A4 o, and we have

Ay = A¢70 + A¢71 + 4+ Ay E_2.
That sum is however not direct in general.

Lemma 9.1. Let A be an algebraic field extension of Fp, and assume that ¢ is not
the zero homomorphism.” Then Ay o and Ay are finite subfields of A. For each
s=0,1,...,E —2, the module Ay s is a one-dimensional vector space over Ag .
Furthermore, for any a1 € Ay 1\ {0}, we have that that (aq)® generates Ay s
as a vector space over Ay, for all s =1,...,E —2. In particular, we have [Ag :

A¢70] <FEF-1.

Proof. Both Ay and A, are finitely generated as rings. Any non-zero finitely
generated subring of A is thus a finite field. The first claim follows. Since Ag s
is a module over Ay it is a vector space. That vector space is 1-dimensional
since for any nonzero o € Ay g_1—s, we have the inclusion aAgy s C Ay, and the
multiplication by « is injective since A, is a field. Given any a1 € Ay 1 \ {0} and
s€{l,...,E—2, we have o # 0, hence af generates the 1-dimensional space A s
over Ag . O

Corollary 9.2. If E — 1 is a prime number different from p, then one of the
following assertions holds.
(a) Ay = Ay s for all s.
(b) Aso does contain all (E — 1)% roots of 1; Ay is an extension of Ago of
degree E — 1 obtained by adding a (E — 1)** root of some element in Ag.
(c) Ago does not contain any non-trivial (E—1)% root of 1, and Ay is obtained
from Ay by adjoining the (E — 1) roots of 1.

Proof. Fix ay € Ay and let k be the smallest integer such that of € Ay . Clearly
k divides E — 1, thus either k =1 or k = F — 1 since £ — 1 is prime.

The case k =1 give Ay s = Ay 0, and we are in (a).

The case k = E — 1 splits in two subcases.

Assume first that o ! ¢ Agal. Then clearly Ay o # Agal. Therefore, the
map Ago — Aigl : x — 2P~ is not surjective, hence it is not injective. Since its
restriction to the non-zero elements is a group homomorphism, it follows that Ag
contains a non-trivial (E — 1) root of 1, hence it contains all of them since £ — 1
is prime by hypothesis. This shows that (b) holds.

It remains to treat the subcase where af ' = ¥~ for some 3 € Ay . It then
follows that of = a1 87! is a (E — 1) root of 1 contained in A, ;. Since E —1 is a
prime, the subfield A ¢ contains all (E — 1) roots of 1 as soon as it contains any
of them. Since o € Ay in the case at hand, we deduce that (c) holds. O

5We need to exclude the case when ¢ sends all generators to 0, because in this case the sets
Ag,; consist only of 0 and are not subfields, for i # 0.
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Recall that the degree of x; with respect to the grading from Definition 6.6 equals
€;...en. The following easy observation will be useful.

Lemma 9.3. Let A be an algebraic field extension of Fy, and let ¢ € Hom(R,,, A)
with ¢(x1) # 0, where R, =F,[x1,...,2,]. Then we have

Ago=Fp(d(x1)" " d(21) P d(22), ..., p(21) (i), ... ),
where d; = e; ...e, for all i.

Proof. Let

F=F,(p(x1)", ¢(x1) P (x2), ..., 0(x1) " d(2,)) C Ago.
By definition, the field A4 is the Fp-algebra generated by the set

k
Gai)* .. b )" |55 € Z, Y dijs; € (E—1)Z
j=1

Fix such a generator ¢(z;,)%" ... ¢(x;, )% of Ay o. The field F' contains the element
(p(ay) % ¢(x;;))% for all j, hence also the product of all those elements, namely

o(a1)” = W G, ) Bl )

Since Z?Zl d;; sj is a multiple of £ — 1 and since I’ contains ¢(z1)”~", we deduce
that F' contains ¢ (x4, )*" ... ¢(x4, ). The result follows. O

E-1

Given a € A, we define ¢, € Hom(F,[x1,...,2,], A) by the assignments

(]5 . Ty = «
@ zy +— 0 for all £ > 2.

The next result shows that the maps ¢ — Ay o and ¢ — Ay 1 form a complete set
of orbit invariants when p > F.

Theorem 9.4. Let A be an algebraic field extension of Fp, and let ¢ € Hom(R,,, A)
be non-zero. Assume that p > E.

(i) There exists o € Ay 1 such that «~1 generates the field Ay over Fy.
(ii) For any o € Ay such that a®~1 generates the field Ay over Fy, the
homomorphism ¢, belongs to the G-orbit of ¢.

In particular, two non-zero points ¢, € Hom(R,,, A) = A™ are in the same G-orbit
lf and only lf (A¢70, Ad),l) = (Aw)o, Aw)l).

Proof. Given any 3 € Ay 1, we have 0 # B¥~1 € A,o. Applying Lemma 2.6
with v = BE~1 and N = E — 1 yields an element o/ € Ay such that Ay o =
F,((o/B8)P~1). The assertion (i) holds by setting o = o/j3.

We now focus on (ii). We denote the G-orbit of ¢ by G¢. We also set N = E—1,
and to lighten the notation, we slightly abuse notation by writing (¢) instead of
¥(x;) for any ¥ € Hom(R,,, A).

Step 1. For each i € {1,...,n} and each ¢ € G¢, there exists x € Go such that
F,(x(OM)] > [Fp(w(i)™)].
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Clearly, we may assume that ¢ > 2. We invoke Lemma 2.7(i) with exponent
k=t,=e...i.1, a = (@) and f = 9(1). This ensures the existence of
some X € Fy,(alY) such that F,,((8 + Aa®)™) is at least as large as Fp,(a!Y). Using
Corollary 6.2, we construct a polynomial transvection g € G such that gy(1) =
(1) + A\p(i)F and gap(€) = (¢) for all £ > 2. We set x = gvb, and we are done.

Step 2. There exists 1 € G¢ such that Ay o = Fp(v(1)N).

Let ¢ € G¢ and j € {1,...,n} be such that F,(¢(j)V) C Ay is a subfield of
the largest possible cardinality. By the previous step, we may assume that j = 1.
In particular (1) # 0.

Suppose now for a contradiction that F,,(1)(1)Y) is strictly contained in Ag .
Then, by Lemma 9.3, there exists an index i > 2 such that 1(1) =% (i) & F,((1)N).
Therefore, we have ¥ (i)Y & F,(y(1)N) or ¢(1)%ip(i)N =1 & Fp(x»(1)V). We then
invoke Lemma 2.7(ii) with exponent k = t;1 = ¢;...¢e,, o = (1) and 8 = 9 (4).
This ensures the existence of some A € F, (™) such that F,((8+Xa*)") is strictly
larger than F,(a). As in the previous step, we may then find some x € G¢ with
x(i) = B + Aa¥. This contradicts the maximality property of .

Step 3. For each a € Ay such that Ay = Fp(al), we have ¢, € Go.

By the previous step, we may assume that Ag o = F,(¢(x1)Y). For all j # 1, we
now apply Corollary 6.2 to construct a polynomial transvection g; € [], Ag*l) cG
such that g;¢(z;) = ¢(x;)+ A; for any \; € Ay ;. Using a suitable choice of \; and
taking a product over all j, we obtain g € G such that g¢p(1) = ¢(1), 9¢(2) = «
and g¢(i) = 0 for all ¢ # 1,2. Applying Corollary 6.2 a second time, we find h such
that hgo(1l) = a and hgop(i) = go(i) for all ¢ # 2. Finally, we do the same thing a
third time to map hgo to ¢,. This finishes the proof. O

Corollary 9.5. Assume that p > E. Let ¢ = p’, where { is a prime with { >
E. Then the G-action on Fy has exactly three orbits, namely {(0,...,0)}, F} \
{(0,...,0)} and F"\ F.

Proof. Under the assumptions, the only subfields of F, are F, and F,. Given a
non-zero ¢ € Fy/, we have either Ay o =F;, or Ay =Fy.
In the former case, using Lemma 9.1 we obtain
[Ag :Fy|=[Ap : A|<E—-1<{=[F,:Fp,
which implies that Ay = F,,. Thus ¢ takes its values in F, and A4 s = F,, for all s.
It follows from Theorem 9.4 that the G-orbit of ¢ is F}y \ {(0,...,0)} in this case.
In the latter case, we have Ay g = Ag s for all s. By Theorem 9.4, the G-orbit of

¢ depends only on the pair (Ag,0, Ag,1). It follows that all points of Fy; \ F)) belong
to the same G-orbit. O

Lemma 2.6 yields the following lower bound, showing the existence of one large
orbit, which contains practically all points if p > 2F.

Corollary 9.6. Assume that p > E and let A be a finite field extension of F), with
|A| = p. All homomorphisms ¢ € Hom(R,,, A) such that Ago = A form a single
G-orbit, whose cardinality is greater than
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Proof. That the homomorphisms ¢ with 440 = A form a single G-orbit follows
directly from Theorem 9.4. A sufficient condition ensuring that Ago = A is that
é(x;)F~1 is not contained in a proper subfield of A for some i € {1,...,n}. The
number of those ¢ such that ¢(x;)~1 is contained in a proper subfield of A for

each i is at most (E — 1)" (Zdw,ddpd) . It follows that the number of those ¢

such that Ag o = A is at least p* — (E — 1)" (Zd‘&ddpd) . For | > 4, we have

Zd|g7d<gpd < Zng/g pd < pnﬂﬁ, which implies

n

pfn_(E_l)n Z pd zpfn_pén/2 ((E—l) p )

dle,d<e
E-1)"
> pfn (1 _ ( ~ ) ) ,
p
as required, since p~"/2—2- < 1/p for | > 4. For | = 2,3 one can directly verify that
p—1 y

pln_(E_l)n Z pd :pln_(E_l)npn>pEn (1_
dle,d<t

(o),

pr
(]

9.2. Action of Zx Z/(E —1)Z commuting with G. Let A be an algebraic field
extension of F,,. We now describe an action of the semi-direct product

r=ZxZ/(E-1)Z
that commutes with the G-action. Let
F:A—A:a—d”

denote the Frobenius automorphism. The group generated by F, acts by post-
composition on A" = Hom(Fp[z1,...,2,],A), hence it commutes with the G-
action. We therefore obtain a Z-action by sending the generator 1 to F. Since
every subfield of A is F-invariant, we deduce from Lemma 9.1 that for each ¢ €
Hom(Fp[z1,...,2,], A), the sets Ay and Ay are invariant under F, while Ay s
need not be for s > 1.

We now describe an action of the cyclic group Z/(E — 1)Z as follows.

Lemma 9.7. Letn > 3 and e1,...,e, > 1 be integers and A is a commutative
unital Fp-algebra. Let also ¢ € A be an element such that (¥~1 = 1.

Then the G-action on A™ commutes with the cyclic group of permutations gen-
erated by

me: (an, ..., a,) = (Car, CB/ag, CB/e%2a3, ... ¢ ay,).
Proof. Recall that G is generated by 71(r), ..., 7,(r), where 7;(r) = agiﬁl(r). The
automorphism 7;(r) maps (a1, ...,a,) on (a},...,al), where® a} = a; — ragy, and

6We recall from §7 that the action of G on A" arises from the action of G on R, =
Fplz1,...,zn] and the natural map between Hom(Ry,, A) with A™. We recall that, using that
map, the transvection 7;(r) acts as z; — x; + rm?il on Ry, and by a; — a; — rafil on A™.
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a,, = a, for all s # 4. To check that 7,(r)m¢ = mem;(r), it suffices to consider the
ith-coordinate. The i‘*'-coordinate of 7;(r)m¢ (a1, ..., a,) equals

CE/61...€»;71017; _ T(CE/el...eiaiJrl)ei — CE/el...€i71 (a/i _ ,r,a/;_?il)'
The right-hand-side is the i*M-coordinate of m¢7;(r)(a1, ..., ay,), as required. O

From now on and in the rest of this paper, we choose ¢ € A to be a generator of
the cyclic group of (E — 1)-roots of unity. We do not require that the multiplicative
order of ¢ equal F — 1. We obtain a Z/(FE — 1)Z-action by sending the generator 1
on m¢. Since Fom¢o F~! = mp(¢), we indeed obtain an action of the semi-direct
product I' = Z x Z/(E — 1)Z that commutes with the G-action. That action need
not be faithful: if A is finite the Frobenius automorpisms is of finite order, so the
group Z acts via a proper quotient; similarly if the order of ¢ is less than F —1 (this
happens if p divides E — 1, even if A is algebraically closed), the group Z/(E — 1)Z
also acts via a proper quotient.

The orbit invariant Ay o is preserved by the I'-action. However Ay 1 and Ay are
not in general.

The following observation is useful to distinguish the I'-orbits on the affine space
A™ = Hom(Fp[z1,...,2,], A). As before, we define ¢, € Hom(Fp[z1,..., 2], A)
by x1 — « and x5 — 0 for all s > 2.

Lemma 9.8. Let A be an algebraic field extension of ¥}, and let a1,..., a5 € A.

(i) The homomorphisms da,, ..., Pa. lie in pairwise distinct T-orbits if and
only if the minimal polynomials of affl, o, af7 over Fy, are pairwise
distinct.

(i1) Let L C A be a finite subfield of degree ¢ over F,. Assume that Fp(af_l =
L foralli=1,...,s, and that the minimal polynomials of af_l, ool
over Fy, are pairwise distinct. Let k > s+ 1 be an integer. Assume that

0—1(y
o< P (p—E)
= (E

if L # Fp, and that k < % if L = F,. Then there exist elements
Qst1,---,0 € L such that Fp(af_l) = L for all i, and the minimal poly-

E-1 E-1 - C s
T e QY over F,, are pairwise distinct.

(0%

nomials of o

Proof. Two elements of A have the same minimal polynomial over F,, if and only if
they belong to the same (F)-orbit. Let o, 8 € A. Then ¢, and ¢z are in the same
T-orbit if and only if there exist integers i € {0,1,...,E — 1} and j € N such that
8= (o).

If the latter holds, then we have 3 = (aV)Pi, where N = E —1. Hence o and
BN have the same minimal polynomial over F,. Conversely, if 8~ = (a™)Pi, then
B~ laPi € Ais an N root of unity, so there exists an integer m with f~1aPs = (™.
Since the multiplicative group of N*® roots of unity is (F)-invariant, this implies
that there exists i € Z with 3 = (¢*a)?’. The assertion (i) follows.

For the assertion (ii), we use a similar counting argument as in the proof of

Lemma 2.6. The number of elements 3 € L is such that F,(8") # L is at most

NZf;% pt = Np;%lp since |L| = p’. Hence the complement of that set, that
2

we denote by Lg, has cardinality at least %JT(E—U_ The group I' acts on

A by permutations via the map a +— ¢,. As observed at the beginning of the
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proof, two elements o, 3 € L are in the same I'-orbit if and only if there exist
integers i € {0,1,...,F — 2} and j € N such that 8 = ({*a)?’. Since C is a
generator of the subgroup of (E—1)%-roots of 1 in A, the subfield F,(¢) is invariant
under the Frobenius automorphism. Therefore we have 8 = (*a®’ for some s €
{0,1,..., E —2}. Since « belongs to L, which has order p’, we may take j < £ — 1.
It follows that the I'-orbit of any element « € L is of size at most ¢(E — 1). Hence
the elements of Lg fall into at least K distinct I'-orbits, where

p'(p—E)+pE—-1)
(E-1)(p-1)

P 'p—-E) _ p‘(p—E)
(E - (pE

K =

Clearly, we have
L#F,.

If L =F, (i.e. £=1), the argument above simplifies. Indeed, for each non-zero
B € L, we have F,(8Y) = F,, so that Ly = F,, \ {0} has cardinality p — 1 in this

case. The I'-orbit of any element o € F, is of size at most ¥ — 1, so the elements of
Ly fall into at least % distinct I-orbits. The assertion (ii) follows since k < %
by hypothesis. (I

< K. The assertion (ii) follows in case

9.3. Higher transitivity. Throughout this section, we assume that n > 3. The
G-orbits on A™ are described by Theorem 9.4. Moreover Theorem 7.3 shows that,
under suitable assumptions on p and E, the G-action on one of the orbits, namely
F} \ {0}, is k-transitive for all sufficiently small k. Our next goal is to show that
the G-action is almost k-transitive on each G-orbit. The obstruction to being k-
transitive in the strict sense comes from the I'-action, that commutes with the
G-action. The following theorem shows that this is the only obstruction: on each
G-orbit, the G-action is k-transitive on the blocks of imprimitivity formed by the
T"-orbits.

As before, we let R, = Fplz1,...,2,], € = (e1,...,e,), G = Gp, e and £ =
e1...en. Given a field extension A of F,, and ¢ € Hom(R,,, A), we use the notation
Ay s from §9.1.

Theorem 9.9. Let F, C L C A be finite field extensions of Fp, and let £ = [L : Fp).
We assume that
p>3E—2.

Let k be an integer, and assume that k < % if L # Fp, and that k < g;_ll if
L =F,. Let also ¢1,...,¢r € Hom(R,,,A) = A" be homomomorphisms such that
A0 =L for alli. For each i, let also a; € Ay, 1 be such that L = Fp(af ™).
Assume that ¢1, ..., 0k (resp. days-- -, Dy, ) belong to pairwise distinct T'-orbits.
Then there exists an element g € G and, for each i =1,...,k, an element v; € T

such that
9(i(hi)) = ba, foralli=1,... k.

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. The base case k = 1 is afforded by Theo-
rem 9.4. Assume henceforth that & > 2 and that the required conclusion is true
for £ — 1. Using the induction hypothesis, we may assume without loss of gener-
ality that ¢; = ¢q, for each i = 1,...,k — 1. It remains to show that there exists
g € G and v € T such that g(da;) = da, for all i < k—1, and g(v(¢r)) = Pay-
To construct those elements, we proceed in several steps, which essentially follow
those taken in the proof of Theorem 9.4. As before set N = E — 1 and, to lighten
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the notation, we slightly abuse notation by writing (i) instead of ¢ (xz;) for any
¥ € Hom(R,,, A).

Step 1. For each j € {2,. n} there exists h € G such that h(da,) = Pa, for all
i <k—1, and that |F, h(b;g( )| = |Fp(or()™N)].

We invoke Lemma 2.7(1) with @ = ¢(j) and 8 = ¢(1). This ensures the
existence of some A € F(a”) such that F, ((8+ Aa9)Y) is at least as large
as Fp(a). We can write A\ = P(a!) for some polynomial P € F,[y]. Using
Corollary 6.2, we construct a polynomial transvection h € G such that for all
¥ € Hom(Ry, A), we have hi)(1) = (1) + ()" P(4(5)") and hip(m) = 1)(m)
for all m > 2. In particular he;(1) = ¢;(1) +0 = ; for all i € {1,...,k — 1}, and
hor(1) = B+ a'*i \. The claim follows.

Step 2. Suppose that ’F (o (1 ’ ’F (o (J ‘ for all j. If Fp(or(1)N );é
then there emsts he G andje {2 .,n} such that WMoa;) = Pa, for all i <k —

and |Fp(hor(5)N)] > [Fp(er(1) )|-

Assume first that @5 (1) = 0, so that F,,(¢x (1)) = F, and hence F, (¢ (j)V) =
F, for all j by the assumptions made in this step. By hypothesis, we jave A4, 0 = L
for all 4. In particular ¢y is non-zero, hence there is some m such that ¢ (m) # 0.
We invoke Corollary 6.2 to find a polynomial transvection hg € G such that how(1
and ho(m) = 1p(m) for all m > 2. Hence hoo; = ¢; for all t1=1,...,k—1and
hodi(1) # 0. We set % — hooy. Since F (6} (j)Y) = Fy(én(j)Y = F, for all
j > 2, we have |Fy(¢},(1)N)| > |Fp(e},(j ‘ for all j. Moreover F, (¢, (1)Y) C L
since gbk and ¢}, are in the same G- orblt Therefore, upon replacing ¢5 by ¢}, we
may and will assume henceforth that ¢y (1) # 0.

By Lemma 9.3, there exists an index j > 2 such that ¢y, (1)~ % ¢x(j) € Fp (¢(1)"),
where d; =€, .. .e,. Therefore, we have ¢, (j)V & Fp, (¢ (1)) or ¢, (1) ¢k( HN-1 &
F,, (¢x(1)"). We then invoke Lemma 2.7(ii) with exponent ;1 = d;, a = ¢, (1) and
B = ¢1(j). This ensures the existence of some A € F,,(a”) such that F,, ((8 + Aa®)™)
is strictly larger than F), (aN).

By hypothesis, the elements ¢, , ..., ¢q, are in pairwise distinct I'-orbits, this
means that af, . .. ,osz have distinct minimal polynomials over F,. By hypothesis,
we have L = Ay, ¢ for all i. In view of Lemma 9.3, this implies that F, (o)) = L
foralli € {1,...,k—1}, while F, (¢x(1)") # L by assumption. Therefore we have
that oY, ..., ad |, ¢, (1)Y have distinct minimal polynomials over F,. Therefore,
by Lemma 2.8, there is a polynomial P € F,[y] such that P(al) = 0 for all
i=1,....,k—1and P(¢p(1)N) = P(aV) = \.

Finally, we invoke Corollary 6.2 to find a polynomial transvection h € G such
that ha)(§) = ¥(4) + ¥ (1)% P(x(1)N) and hep(m) = (m) for all m # j. The claim
follows.

Step 3. There exists h € G such that h(¢a,) = ¢a, for all i < k —1, and that
F,(hop(1)N) = L.

By applying iteratively the first two steps, we find a sequence of elements h,,, € G
which all fix ¢, for ¢ < k — 1, and such that the cardinality of F, (hmgbk(l)N)
strictly increases with m. Recall moreover that géx (1) € Ay, 0 = L forall g € G,
so that F, (hmqbk(l)N) C L for all m. Therefore, the process stops once an element
hm satisfying the condition that F), (hmgbk(l)N) = L is found. This proves the
claim.
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Step 4. Suppose that Fp,(¢r(1)N) = L. Then there exists j € {1,...,n}, vy € T
and h € G such that the elements hé1 (5)N, hoo (7). . hor_1()N, hyor ()N have

pairwise different minimal polynomials, and each of them generates L over F.

Set B = ¢x(1). Suppose first that of,...,ad’ |, 8V have pairwise different
minimal polynomials. Recall that ¢; = ¢q, for all ¢ < k — 1. Therefore, the
required conclusion is satisfied with j =1, v =1 and h =1 in this case.

Suppose next that ¢r(m) = 0 for all m > 2. This means that ¢ = ¢g.

Since ¢1, ..., ¢k lie in pairwise distinct I'-orbits, we deduce from Lemma 9.8 that
aNo.. ,a{cvfl, BN have pairwise different minimal polynomials. Therefore, we are

reduced to the first case above.

We assume henceforth that there is s € {1,...,k — 1} such that o and g~
have the same minimal polynomials. By the previous paragraph, this implies that
o1 (j) # 0 for some j > 2. Upon replacing ¢y, by y¢y for a suitable v € T, we may
then assume that

¢s(1) =a;=f3= ¢k(1)

We next claim that there exists some § € L such that 6V and (¢ (j) + )" have
distinct minimal polynomials, and that each of these two elements generates L as
an F,-algebra. We verify this by a counting argument as in Lemma 2.7, as follows.

If F,,(6V) is a proper subfield of L, then § satisfies a polynomial equation over F,,
of degree Np' for some ¢ € {1,...,¢—1}. The same conclusion holds if F;, ((¢x(j) +
§)N) is a proper subfield of L. Finally, if 6 and (¢ (j)+0)" have the same minimal
polynomial, then we have (¢ (j) + 6)~ = 6V?" for some ¢ € {0,1,...,¢ —1}. This
means that either ¢ satisfies an equation of degree N — 1, or § satisfies an equation
of degree Np' for some ¢t € {1,...,£ — 1}. Therefore, the set of those § that must
be excluded is of cardinality at most the sum of the degrees of these equations

-1 0
N—1+3szt=N—1+3Np—f.
-
t=1

Using the hypothesis that p > 3E — 2 = 3N + 1, we have
(BN +1)p° <p™t <pl 4 2Np+p+ N - 1.

This implies that

P -
p—
so that the field L, which is of order p’ contains at least one element § outside of

that critical set.
We fix that element § and we set 85 = 6 and By, = ¢ (j)+0. Using the hypothesis

that k < Z@2E) i ¢ > 2 and that k < J=% if £ = 1, we deduce from Lemma 9.5(ii)
that there exist B1,...,8s_1, Bst1,---,Bk_1 € L such that gV, .. ,B,]CV are pairwise
distinct minimal polynomials, and F,(8Y) = L for each m.

N—1+3N 1p<pf,

Since o, ... ,akN_l have pairwise different minimal polynomials, Lemma 2.8
affords a polynomial P € F,[y| such that
Ny _ Pm _
P(ay,) = — foreachm=1,...,k—1,
J

am
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where d; =t;1 = e;...e,. Using Corollary 6.2, we obtain a polynomial transvec-
tion h € G such that for each ¢ € Hom(R,,, A), we have

hp(5) = () + () P(1)")
and hy(m) = ¢(m) for all m # j. It follows that he;(j) = B; for all i = 1,... K,
and the step is complete.

Step 5. End of the proof.

In view of Step 3, we may assume that F,(¢ (1)) = L. We then invoke
Step 4, and use the symbols j, h,~v arising from its statement. Set x; = h¢; for
i <k—1, and x; = hy¢i. Since n > 3, we may choose an index [ € {1,...,n}\
{1,4}. By Step 4, we know that x1(5)™, x2(7)%, ..., xx(4)" have pairwise different
minimal polynomials, and each of those elements generate L over F,. Therefore,
we may apply Lemma 2.8 and Corollary 6.2, in order to construct a polynomial
transvection i’ € G such that h'x;(l) = «; for all i. Repeating the same argument,
we obtain another polynomial transvection b’ € G such that h”h'x;(1) = «; for all
i (obviously, we may take h” trivial if [ = 1). Finally, we invoke again Lemma 2.8
and Corollary 6.2 to find n — 1 further polynomial transvections hs,..., h, € G,
commuting pairwise, such that h,,h”h'x;(m) = 0 and h,,h"h'x;(1) = a; for all .
It follows that hohs...h,h"h'x; = ¢u, for all i = 1,... k. Therefore, the element
g = hahs...h,h"h'h has the desired property. This finishes the proof. O

Specializing to the large orbit described in Corollary 9.6, and remembering the a
finite k-transitive group in degree > 25 contains the full alternating group as soon
as k > 4, we obtain the following.

Corollary 9.10. Let A be a finite field extension of ¥y, of degree £. Let ® denote

the set of those homomorphisms ¢ € Hom(R,,, A) such that Ay o = A.
IfE>2,p>3E—2 and p*~! > 4¢, then the image of G in Sym(I'\®) induced

by the G-action on the T-orbits on ® induces the full alternating group Alt(T'\®).

Proof. Since E > 2 and p > 3E —2, we have p— E > 2E —2 > E. Since p'~! > 4¢,

we infer that p‘~!(p — E) > 4/E, so that % > 4. In view of Theorem 9.9,
it follows that the G-action on I'\® is 4-transitive. Moreover, setting N = F — 1,

we have ,
p" N\"
MNel>=—|(1-{=—
e > iz (1-(5) )

by Corollary 9.6, since the orbits of I' have size at most ¢N.
By hypothesis, we have p > 3N +1 > 3N. Moreover n > 3 and ¢ > 1, so

ne

o> =p?&. We deduce that

/N =— N —
N\"! 1
nel>p2 (L2 (2 >p?(3-=)>25.
'\l—p(N (3) >p !

The conclusion follows using [6, Th. 4.11], together with the fact that G does not
have any quotient isomorphic to Sym(n) for n > 2 since it is generated by elements
of odd order. O

Remark 9.11. If the hypothesis that p‘~! > 4/ is replaced by p*~2 > ¢, then the
same argument using Theorem 9.9 shows that the G-action on I'\® is p-transitive.
Similarly as in Remark 7.5, the conclusion that G induces the full alternating group
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on I'\® can then be established using [22, Corollary to Theorem A] (and thereby
avoiding the CFSG), provided p is large enough.

The following consequence, which is stated as Theorem 1.2 in the introduction,
is immediate.

Corollary 9.12. If E > 2 and p > 3E — 2, then the group G has a quotient
isomorphic to Alt(d) for infinitely many degrees d.

In the special case where ' = 2, we can specify more explicitly some values of
d.

Corollary 9.13. Suppose that E = 2 and p > 5. Then for each odd prime £, the
group G has a quotient isomorphic to Alt (pln;pn )

Proof. The hypotheses imply that & = A" \ (F,)", see Corollary 9.5. Moreover
each I'-orbit on ® has size ¢, since the Frobenius automorphism acts on ® without
fixed points. Since the map z — z —log, () is strictly increasing for 2 > 1, we have
-2 > logp(é) since £ > 3 and p > 5, hence p~' > pf > 4¢. Thus the conclusion
follows from Corollary 9.10. O

By definition, the group G = GF,, e, With e = (e1,...,e,), is n-generated. In the
case where e; = e; = -+ = e,, the group G is normalized by the automorphism
o € Aut(Fplx1,...,z,]) that permutes cyclically the indeterminates. We assume
that e; > 1, so that the automorphism ¢ does not preserve the grading. Hence G
is a proper subgroup of G = (0)G which is isomorphic to the semi-direct product
(o) x G. Clearly G is generated by the pair {o, 0452)(1)}. Therefore, the following
corollary provides an infinite family of Cayley graphs of degree 4 for alternating
groups, that form expanders by Theorem 5.1.

Corollary 9.14. Let p > 23 be a prime such that pN;é 1 mod 7 and set G =
(o) x GF,,(2,2,2)- Then for each prime £ > 5, the group G has a quotient isomorphic

to Alt (25727).

Proof. Let G = Gy, (2,2,2)- The hypotheses imply that ® = A™\ (F,)", see Corol-

lary 9.5. Since G is normal in G, it follows that ® is o-invariant.

Notice that p’ — 1 is relatively prime to E — 1 = 7. Indeed, the equality p’ = 1
mod 7 implies that the multiplicative order of p modulo 7 divides the gcd of 6 and
£. Since { is prime, we obtain three cases: p =1 mod 7, or £ = 2, or £ = 3. None
of those cases occurs in view of the hypotheses on p and /.

It follows that the I'-orbits on ® all have size ¢. Therefore the G-action on I'\®

3¢
p

has the full alternating group Alt(Z—2 g) as its image, see Corollary 9.10. Since o
is of order 3, it acts on I'\® as an even permutation. The conclusion follows. O

Corollary 1.3 follows from Corollaries 9.13 and 9.14.
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