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BRK-TYPE SETS OVER FINITE FIELDS

CHARLOTTE TRAINOR

ABSTRACT. A Besicovitch-Rado-Kinney (BRK) set in R™ is a Borel set that contains a
(n — 1)-dimensional sphere of radius r, for each » > 0. It is known that such sets have
Hausdorff dimension n from the work of Kolasa and Wolff. In this paper, we consider an

analogous problem over a finite field, F,. We define BRK-type sets in Fy, and establish

lower bounds on the size of such sets using techniques introduced by Dvir’s proof of the
finite field Kakeya conjecture.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let n > 2. We call E C R" a Kakeya set if for every direction v € S"~!, the set E contains
a unit line segment in direction v, i.e., there is some point a € R" so that

{a+tv:te|0,1]} C E.

The Kakeya conjecture posits that a Kakeya set in R™ has Hausdorff dimension n. While
the conjecture has been established by Davies for dimension n = 2 [3], the conjecture in
dimensions n > 3 remains a major open problem in harmonic analysis.

In his influential survey on the Kakeya problem, Wolff formulated the finite field Kakeya
conjecture as a simpler prototype for the Euclidean problem [I7]. Let I, be a finite field
with ¢ elements. Then a set S C Fy is a Kakeya set if for every non-zero b € Fy, there is
some a € [y so that

{a+tb:teF,} CS.

Wolff conjectured that there is some constant C,, > 0 so that for any Kakeya set S C Fy,
|S| > Chq™, where |S| denotes the number of elements in S.

In 2008, Dvir published a proof of the finite field Kakeya conjecture using, and populariz-
ing, the polynomial method [6]. An improved bound was obtained by Dvir, Kopparty, Saraf
and Sudan using a variant of the polynomial method, known as the method of multiplici-
ties [7]. Ellenberg, Oberlin, and Tao [§] and Hickman and Wright [9] formulated the Kakeya
problem over more general rings, such as the p-adic integers and the ring of integers mod N,
Zy. Using a variant of the polynomial method, Dhar and Dvir established the Kakeya con-
jecture over Zy for square free N [5], and Arsovski established the p-adic Kakeya conjecture
[1]. In [4], Dhar combined the methods from [5] and [I] to solve the Kakeya problem over
Zy, for general N.
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1.1. Besicovitch-Rado-Kinney sets. We say that & C R" is a Besicovitch-Rado-Kinney
(BRK) set if E is Borel, and for each r > 0, there is some point a € R" so that

{a+rx:|z|=1} C E.

So, BRK sets contain a sphere of radius r, for every such r. Both Besicovitch-Rado [2] and
Kinney [10] showed that there exists BRK sets of measure zero.

As a variant of the Kakeya problem, we may consider the dimension of BRK sets in R".
In [11], Kolasa and Wolff quantified the Hausdorff dimension of a BRK set via estimates on
a maximal operator known as Wolft’s circular maximal function. Using this method, they
showed that for n > 3, BRK sets in R have Hausdorff dimension n. Later, in [16], Wolff
showed that all BRK sets in R? have Hausdorff dimension 2.

Kolasa and Wolff also introduced analogous problems in dimension n = 2 with circles
replaced by more general curves. In higher dimensions, BRK sets have been generalized
in [13, I5], who construct measure zero subsets of R"™ given by unions of d-dimensional
surfaces.

1.2. Analogous problem over finite fields. Let [F, be a finite field with ¢ elements. We
define BRK-type sets over F, and determine a lower bound on their size, in analogy with
the question of the dimension of BRK-type sets over R. We define BRK-type sets over [,
as follows:

Definition 1.1. Let g € Fy[s1,...,s,-1] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree { > 2, and
let P, C Fyls1, ..., sn_1] be the set of all polynomials with homogeneous part of highest degree
equal to g. We say that S C Fy is a BRK-type set of degree ¢ if for any p € Fy, there exist
a=a(p) € F and g, € P, so that

(1.1) {a+p(\, g,(N): AeF, '} C S

We require £ > 2, as if we allowed ¢ = 1, then a hyperplane in F; would be a BRK-type
set of degree 1.

For example, suppose S C F? is a BRK-type set satisfying (L) with g,(s) = s* for all p.
Then for any non-zero p € F,, there is some a = (a1, az) so that S contains all solutions to
the equation

y—ay=p (r—a)’
Thus for any non-zero ¢ € [F,, S contains a parabola with abscissa equal to c. We can
also define BRK sets where the polynomials g, depend on p; say for n = 2, we could take
9,(8) = s* + h,(s) where h, is a polynomial of degree at most 2.

Previous generalizations of Kakeya and BRK sets have been studied in [§], [12] and [14].
In [12], Makhul, Warren and Winterhof define a sphere of radius 7 in I to be a subset

{a:EIFZ:(:):1—a1)2+---+(xn—an)2:r}.

Notice that this set cannot be written in the form (ILIl), which we consider. They prove
lower bounds on the size of sets containing spheres of any radius using known bounds on the
number of solutions to quadratic equations over F,.

In [I4], Warren and Winterhof define parabolas, hyperbolas, and ellipses in [y, and con-
sider subsets of Fy' containing many such curves. This differs from our definition, as we can
think of (1)) as a hypersurface in .
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Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let £ € N with 2 < { < q. Let S C Fy be a BRK-type set of degree €, as
defined in Definition [I1. Then

(g—1)"

S| > .
1512 (+1—2¢/q)"

We will prove this theorem by reducing it to a “homogeneous version” of the problem.
In this statement, we will use some terms related to polynomials that we define in detail in
section 2; in particular, Hasse derivatives are defined in Definition 2.1

Proposition 1.3. Let n > 2. Let Q € F,[z1,...,z,] be a polynomial of degree d. Suppose
that there are £, m € Z>o with £ > 2 so that each exponent o € 2%, appearing in Q satisfies

o+ -+ oo +lay, = m.

Let f € Fys1,...,8,-1] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree (.

For B € Z%,, let Qp = QP the B-th Hasse derivative of Q). Let k € N be such that d <
k(q—1) and the following holds: for all non-zero p € ¥, and all B € ZZ, with By+- - -+B, < k,
the polynomial

Qp,(5) = Qa(p(s, f(s)))

is the zero polynomial (meaning all its coefficients are zero). Then Q) is the zero polynomial.

Before proving these statements, we give some preliminary results in sections 2 and 3,
and as a warm up, consider a special case in section [l In section B, we prove Theorem
assuming Proposition [[.3] and finally in section [6] we prove Proposition [L.3]

2. PRELIMINARIES

Consider F,[xy, ..., x,], the space of n-variate polynomials with coefficients in IF,. We will
let x = (z1,...,7,) throughout the remainder of the paper. For a = (v, ..., a,) € Z%,, we
define

=t
We also define |a| := oy + -+ - + a;,. Then 2® is a monomial of degree |a|.

We say that a polynomial P(x) = )" caz® is non-zero if there is some ¢, that is non-zero,
and otherwise, call P the zero polynomial. If P is non-zero, the degree of P, denoted deg(P),
is max{|a| : ¢, # 0}. For convenience, we define the degree of the zero polynomial to be
—oo. Notice that it’s possible for a non-zero polynomial to vanish on all of Fy; one such
example is P(z) = z] — z;.

Dvir’s original proof of the finite field Kakeya conjecture starts off by assuming that a
Kakeya set S is small enough so that there must be a non-zero polynomial of degree at most
q— 1 vanishing on it. Then, using the structure of the Kakeya set, he derives a contradiction,
concluding that |S| > ¢,¢" for an explicit constant c,,.

In [7], Dvir, Kopparty, Saraf, and Sudan improve this bound (in particular, replace the
constant ¢, with ¢”, where ¢ is independent of n) using the method of multiplicities. In
their argument, given a Kakeya set S, they consider polynomials vanishing on S with high
multiplicity. We describe the tools needed for this method in the following subsection.
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2.1. Hasse Derivatives and the Method of Multiplicities.

Definition 2.1. Let x = (z1,...,2n), ¥ = (Y1,...,Yn), and P € Fy[z]. Let B € ZL,. The
B-th Hasse derivative of P, which we denote by P%), is the coefficient of y® in P(x + y).
Thus we may write

Plx+vy) = Z PP (z)y".
B

Given a point a € Fy, the multiplicity of P at a is
mult(P,a) = max{M € Zzq : P¥(a) =0 for all § € 75, with |B] < M},

with the convention that if the mazimum of this set does not exist, then mult(P,a) = oo.
Moreover, for A C Iy, we say that the polynomial P vanishes on A with multiplicity M if
mult(P,a) > M for all a € A.

In [7], Dvir et al prove the following properties of and results relating to multiplicities of
polynomials. We will also use these results in our arguments.

Lemma 2.2 ([7], Lemma 5). Let P € F[xy,...,7,] and B € Z%,. Then for a € Fy,

mult( P, a) > mult(P,a) — |A).
Lemma 2.3 ([7], Proposition 6). Let P € Fy[z1,...,x,] and h € (F,[t]))" (wheret is a single
variable). Then for A € F,,

mult(P o hy \) > mult(P, h(X)).
Lemma 2.4 ([7], Proposition 4). Let P,Q € F,[zy,...,x,] and 3 € Z%,. Then (P+Q)"¥ =
PB4 Q) -

The following lemma describes, for a particular degree D and multiplicity M, how small
a set A must be to guarantee that there exists a polynomial of degree at most D vanishing
on A with multiplicity M.

Lemma 2.5 ([7], Lemma 8). Let A C Fy. If

()< (00

then there exists a non-zero polynomial P € Fy[x1, ..., x,]| of degree at most D vanishing
on A with multiplicity M.

2.2. Schwartz-Zippel Lemma and a key application. The next lemma is a strengthened
version of the Schwartz-Zippel Lemma.

Lemma 2.6 ([7], Proposition 10). Let A C F,. Let P € F,[zi1,...,2,] be a non-zero
polynomial of degree d. Then

> mult(P,a) < d|A]".
aceA™

Consequently, if P is a polynomial vanishing on ¥y with multiplicity M, and deg(P) < Mgq,
then P is the zero polynomial.
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We will also need the following lemma, which is closely related to a statement established
in the proof of Theorem 11 in [7].

Lemma 2.7. Let { € N with 2 < { < q, and let g € Fy[z1,...,2,-1] be a polynomial of

degree L. For p € Fy and a € Fy, let

C={a+pXg\): XeF '}
Let k, D, M € N be such that
(2.1) D —w)<(M—-w)q foral 0<w<k.

Suppose that P is a non-zero polynomial of degree at most D vanishing on C with multiplicity
M. Let P¥) denote the Hasse derivative of P of order f3 € 7%, and let

Py o(s) = PP (a+ p(s,g(s))).
Then for |B| < k, Ps, is the zero polynomial.

Proof. Choose some 3 € ZZ%, with |3| < k. Let P3 = P®). Notice that Ps has degree at
most D — |5|. By Lemma 22, P vanishes on C' with multiplicity M — |5|. Applying this
with Lemma 2.3 we see that

Ps,(s) == Pgla+ p(s,9(s)))

vanishes on F, with multiplicity M — |3|. Moreover, Ps, has degree at most ¢(D — |f]).
Then

> mult(Ps,, ) = ¢ (M —|B]) > ¢" 0D — |8]) > ¢"*deg(Ps,)
AeFp—t

where the second inequality is given by (ZI)). Thus, by Lemma 2.6, Ps, is the zero polyno-
mial. U

2.3. Binomial coefficients and explicit form for Hasse derivatives. For our argu-
ments, we will need to use the explicit form for a Hasse derivative. First, we define binomial
coefficients of multi-indices. For o, 8 € Z%, let

« - (67
2.2 = )
22 (5)-11(%)
We use the convention that (Z) =0 for b > a. Then

(2.3) (Z) =0 if there is some ¢ so that oy < ;.

We will need the following result for Binomial coefficients, known as Vandermonde’s Identity:

Lemma 2.8. Let a € Z%, and w € Zxo. Then

()-.2, 6)

with the convention in (2.3).

Now we give an explicit form for Hasse derivatives.



6 CHARLOTTE TRAINOR

Lemma 2.9. Let P € F[xy,...,x,] and x = (z1,...,2,). Suppose that P takes the form
Then for B € Z%,, we have

where « — B = (a1 — B, ..., an — By), and following the convention in (2.3).

Proof. Let y = (y1,...,Yyn). Applying the Binomial theorem and the convention that (‘Z) =0
for b > a, we have

P(rx+y) = anx+y anH Z ( ):):Za_'yy;’

=1 'YzeZ>0

Letting v = (71, ..., 7Vn), We have

P(x+y) = ZCQZ( )

The lemma follows by picking out the coefficient of y?, which is by definition P, O

2.4. The lexicographical order. We will use the lexicographical ordering < on exponents
a,B €Ly wesay a < Jif a; < fB;, and o; = f; for all 1 < < j, and write o < S if a < 3
or « = 3. The following statement is well known, although we prove it here for completion.

Proposition 2.10. The lexicographical ordering < is a well ordering on Z%,.

Proof. We induct on n. The base case n = 1 is immediate. Now suppose the statement is
true for n > 1, and let S C Z"+1 be non-empty. Let

Sy ={(a1,...,a,) : (a1,...,a,,a,41) € S for some a,1}
and
Sy =A{ans1: (a1, ..., an,an11) € S for some (ay,...,a,)}.
Then S; and S, are non-empty, and by the inductive hypothesis and the base case re-
spectively, S; has a least element (s,...,s,), and Sy has a least element s,,;. Using the
definition of <, we may show that (sq,..., Sy, Sp+1) is the least element of S.
O

Lemma 2.11. Let f € Fylx1,...,5,] and suppose that o € Z%, is such that f = bx® + g,
where b # 0, and every exponent in g is strictly greater than o with respect to <. Let k € Z>.
Then there is some polynomaial g so that

fk — bkl'ka +gk

and each exponent in g is strictly greater than ka = (kay, . .., kay,) with respect to <.
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Proof. If k = 0, then f* =1 = 29, so its smallest exponent is ko = 0. Thus we assume

k> 0. Let {a@, a® ... a(™} be the exponents appearing in f, with al¥) = (ozgj), . ,aﬁf)).
Without loss of generality, assume o = (). From the multinomial theorem, the exponents

appearing in f* are
(2.4) e(v) = (k= |y)a+ fyloz(l) 4t fymoz(m)
for v € ZZ,, |v| < k. We will show that if y is not the zero vector, then e(y) = ka.

Let ~ # 0. For j =1,...,m, let i; be the smallest index i € {1,...,n} where a ) differs

from a;; then a§ - for each 1 < i <i;, and oy, 0) > a;;. Let S, = {j :7; # 0}, and take

¢ =min{i; : j € S, }.

Let e;(7) be the i*" component of the exponent e(y). For 1 < i < ¢, we have by choice of ¢
that
(1) = (= s + 3 0 = (k= s + 3 vy, = ko
jES, jes,

Now consider ¢ = £. Suppose u € S, is such that 7, = ¢, so that aéu) > ay. Then

eoy) = (k= ae+ Y vaf) > (k= yDar +vuloe + 1)+ Y vjon > kay
jes, 555\ {u}
where the last inequality holds as 7, # 0. Therefore e(y) = ko, as desired. O

Lemma 2.12. Let f € Fy[x1,...,3,] and suppose that o € Z%, is such that f = bx® + g,
where b # 0, and every exponent in g is strictly greater than a with respect to <. Let 8 € Z%,
Then there is some polynomial g so that

P f =02’ + 7
and every exponent in g is strictly greater than o + [ with respect to <.

Proof. This follows by observing that if a,y € Z%, satisty a < ~, then a + 8 <~y + 5. U

3. A KEY LEMMA

Lemma 3.1. Let k,n € N. Let T be a subset of ZZ so that each o € T satisfies |a| < k(g—1),
and for each a € I, |a] is distinct. Let ¢, € Fy, and b € F, with b # 0. Suppose for each
B € ZL, with |B] < k and each non-zero p € Fy, the value

fa(p) = Z bor—Prc, (g) p|0¢\—|5\

o€l

is zero. Then co, =0 for all a € T.

Proof. Consider fo(p) =Yo7 b*cap!®!, which we view as a univariate polynomial in p. As
|a| < kq for each o € Z by assumption, the degree of fy is less than k(¢ — 1). We will show
that f, vanishes on [F, with multiplicity %, and then use the strengthened Schwartz-Zippel
lemma to show fy is the zero polynomial.
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To this end, let 0 < w < k. Using Lemmas 2.9 and 2.8 the w-th Hasse derivative of fj is

1000 = Y b, ( ) e = S g, 37 (g)da"ﬁ-
ael

acZ B Bl=w

Switching the sums and using the assumption that fs(p) = 0 for each p # 0 and |3] = w,
we see that

INOESDY (Zbanca(g)pa'—ﬁ') = D> V" falp) =0

B:lBl=w \a€T B:|Bl=w

for each non-zero p € F,. Thus fy; vanishes on F, \ {0} with multiplicity k, as claimed.
Therefore
> mult(fo, p) > k(g — 1) > deg(fo)
pelg\{0}
and so by Lemma 2.6, f; is the zero polynomial. By assumption, |«| is distinct for each
a € 7, and so the coefficients of fy are {b* ¢, : @ € Z}. Since each of these coefficients is
zero, and b # 0, we have ¢, = 0 for all a € Z, as desired.

O

4. WARM UP ARGUMENT IN Fg

Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ > 2 and let S C Fg be a set satisfying the following: for all p € F,
there exists some a € Fg such that

(4.1) {a+pA\ X)) X€F,} CS.
Let k € N be a multiple of q, let D =k(q—1) —1 and M = 3k — 4k/q. Then

(4.2) (M;l) 18] = (Dgz).

We would obtain the bound from Theorem with n = ¢ = 2 by taking £ — oo in the
inequality (A2)). We will complete this step in the full proof of Theorem [[.2, but skip it for
this warm up argument.

Proof of Proposition[{.1] Towards contradiction, assume that the conclusion of the propo-
sition is false. Then by Lemma there exists a non-zero polynomial P € F [z, 9] of
degree at most D vanishing on S with multiplicity M. Observe that our choice of M and D
satisfies the inequalities in (2.I]). This follows after verifying the inequalities /D < M¢q and
U(D — k) < (M — k)q, the first of which relies on the assumption that ¢ > 2.

Write

P(xy,x5) Z CaT]txs?.
|a|<D
By Lemma 2.7 with 5 = (0,0), we see that
(13) Bt = 3 calar +pt)* az + pf?)
lo|<D

is the zero polynomial.
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Notice that the term in (43]) associated with « is a polynomial of degree at most a; + 2as.
As such, we define
A ={a:|a| <D, oy +2as = j}.
Since P is non-zero,
m = max{j : there exists o € A; such that ¢, # 0}

exists.

Now let 3 € Z2, be such that |3| < k and let P; = P(®) be the 3-th Hasse derivative of
P. Moreover, let p # 0 and P ,(t) = Ps(a + p(t, %)), which we know is the zero polynomial
by Lemma 2.7l Using the partition of the exponents « given by the sets A;, and recalling
Lemma 2.9 we may write

(44) P@p(t) = Z Z Cq (g) (al + pt)al—ﬁl (a2 + pt2>a2—ﬁ2'

J=0 acA;

Let w = 81 +20,. The summand in (€4) corresponding to o € A; is a polynomial of degree
at most 7 —w. Thus the highest power of ¢ present in (4.4]) is m —w, and it may only appear
as the highest power term of a summand corresponding to o € A,,. Therefore the coefficient

of t"™ Y is
50 = Y ca (g)p'a-'ﬁ.

a€Am
Since Pz, is the zero polynomial, gg(p) = 0 for all |5| < k and all p # 0. Moreover, for
each a € A,,, |a| will be distinct, and so Lemma Bl with b = 1 implies that ¢, = 0 for all
a € A, contradicting our choice of m.

O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM ASSUMING PROPOSITION [T.3]

Let g € Fy[s1,...,s,-1] be a homogeneous degree ¢ polynomial, with ¢ > 2. Suppose S C
[y satisfies: for any p € Fy, there is some a € F} and some polynomial g, € Fy[s, ..., s, 1]
with homogeneous part of highest degree equal to g, so that

{a+pX, g,(N) - X e Fg_l} cS.
Assume towards contradiction that there is some k& € N, a multiple of ¢, so that for
D=k(qg—1)—1, M= {+1)k—2lk/q

we have
M -1 D
(5.1) ( n )-|S|<( +n>.
n n
Then by Lemma [2.5] there exists a non-zero polynomial P € F [z, ..., x,] of degree at most

D vanishing on S with multiplicity M. Observe that our choice of M and D satisfies the
inequalities in (2.I)). This follows after verifying the inequalities /D < Mg and ¢(D — k) <
(M — k)q, the first of which relies on the assumption that ¢ > ¢.

Let d be the degree of P, and suppose P(z) = ngd cox®. For p € F,, by Lemma 2.7]
with 5 = (0,0), the (n — 1)-variate polynomial

PP(S) = P(a+ p(s, 90(5)))
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is the zero polynomial. We have

(5.2 Pis) = 3 cald + ps)" (0, + pay()°
laf<d
where o’ = (a4, ...,a,_1), and o is defined similarly. Since g, has degree ¢, the term in (5.2)

associated with « is a polynomial in s of degree at most d(a) = oy + -+ + a1 + lov,. We
will partition the exponents « according to the value of d(«). As such, define

Aj={a€Z a1+ - +ap1+Lla, =j}.
Since P is non-zero,
m = max{j : there exists o € A, such that ¢, # 0}

exists.

Now let 8 € Z%, be such that |3| < k, and let Pg = P®) be the -th Hasse derivative of
P. Then Lemma 2.7 implies that Pg ,(s) = Ps(a+ p(s, g,(s))) is the zero polynomial. Using
the partition of the exponents a given by the sets A;, and recalling Lemma 2.9 we may
write

i (6% o —3' U —
(5.3) Pop(s)=>_ > ca( )(a' + 08)* " (an + pg,(s))nPn,
7=0 acA; 5
- J
where ﬁ, = (ﬁl, ce 7Bn—1>-
Now assume p # 0, and let w = |3'|+£f,. The summand in (5.3]) corresponding to o € A;
is a polynomial of degree at most 7 — w. Thus terms of degree m — w can only appear as

the highest degree term of summands in (B.3]) corresponding to a € A,,. Therefore the part
of Ps , of degree m — w can be expressed as

=~ « o —3' n—fBn
Pool) = 3 o) 09 gt
CVG.Am /8
since ¢ is the homogeneous part of g, of highest degree (i.e., degree £). Since P, is the zero
polynomial, the coefficient of each of its degree m — w monomials is zero, so Pg , is the zero
polynomial as well.
Let P(z) = > wca, Car®. Notice that ]557,)(5) = PP (p(s,g(s))). Since ﬁ@p is the zero

polynomial for all || < k and all non-zero p € F,, Proposition [[.3]implies that P is the zero
polynomial. But then ¢, = 0 for all & € A,,, contradicting the choice of m. Therefore our
assumption in (5.1)) is false, and so for every k € N that is a multiple of ¢, we have

oo () ID+d) I a=D-1+i)

(M TTL (M =1 44) T, ((0+ Dk = 20k/qg — 1 44)

n

Rewrite this inequality as
|S|> H?:l(q_l_'_(z_l)/k)
L0+ 1 =20/q+ (i = 1)/k)

Since this inequality needs to hold for arbitrarily large £ that are multiples of ¢, we obtain
S| = (¢ —=1)"/(€+1—=2t/q)".
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6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [[.3

6.1. Proof in dimension n = 2. Let @ € F [z, 5] be the polynomial of degree d < k(g—1)
and f € FF,[t] be a non-zero homogeneous polynomial of degree ¢ as in the statement of
Proposition [L3], so that Qg,(s) = QW (p(t, f(t))) is the zero polynomial for all non-zero
p € F, and |B| < k. We may write Q(z) = ) _; cax® where each a € [ satisfies

(6.1) a +lag =m,
and we may write f(t) = bt‘, with b # 0.
Let 5 € Z2, be such that || < k, and let w = 1 + {f,. By Lemma 29, we have

Qo,(t) =) _ca (g) (pt)* =P (pbit") 2P = <Z pe2—ba, (g) p|a—|5> -

ael acl

ael

where the last equality uses (6.I). By assumption, this is the zero polynomial, and so we
have

Zbaz_ﬁ%a (g) PPl =0 for each peT,\{0}, || <k.

ael

Moreover, since () has degree d < k(¢ — 1), each a € [ satisfies |a] < k(¢ — 1), and as
each a € I satisfies (6.1)) with ¢ > 2, we know that |« is distinct for each o € I. Then by
Lemma Bl ¢, = 0 for each a € I.

6.2. Proof in dimensions n > 2. Let z = (z1,...,2,) and s = (S1,...,8,-1). Let Q €
IFy[z] be a polynomial of degree d < k(q — 1) so that Q(x) = > ., coz® where each a € [
satisfies

(6.2) o+ -+ ayg + Loy, = m.

Let f € F,[s] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree ¢ so that for all |5| < k and all p # 0,

Qp.0(5) = QY (p(s, f(5)))

is the zero polynomial. By (6.2]) and choice of f, we have that Q,(s) := Q(p(s, f(s))) is a
homogeneous polynomial of degree m. As such, all its exponents take the form (7, m — [i])
for 7’ € Z%z. Henceforth, when we compare two exponent vectors, this comparison is with
respect to the lexicographical order.

Let e = (e, 0 — |e]) € Zggz X Z>o be the smallest exponent occurring in f; that is, we may
write

(6.3) f(s) =bs"+g(s)

where b # 0, and either ¢ is the zero polynomial, or every exponent in g is strictly greater
than e. For a € Z%, let o/ = (au,...,,-1), and similarly for 5. By Lemma and
then (6.3]), we have

Qsol) =D ca (“) (03) 7 (pf ()"

ael

(6.4) = Co, (Oz) pla\—lﬁ\sa’—ﬁ’(bse + g(s>>an—ﬁn'
a€cl

=@

=@
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Let @aﬂ,p(s) be the summand in (6.4) corresponding to « € I. If there is some ¢ such that
a; < Bi, then Qap,(s) is identically zero. Otherwise, by Lemma 2.11] we may write fo»~F»
as

()P = Pl g, ()
where either g,,_g, is the zero polynomial, or every exponent in g,,_g, is strictly greater
than (ay, — 8,)e. By Lemma 212 if ¢, # 0, the smallest exponent appearing in

~ « — o —p’ n—PBn (n—Pn)e
@aﬂ,p<s>:ca(5)pa' gl =8 (ponnglen =B g, o ()
18
d(a, ) =a' = '+ (o, — Bp)e

and its corresponding coefficient is
(6.5) TN (g) plol=Al,

We will partition I using values of d(«, 6) into sets I;. For 7€ Z%z, let I; be the set of
a € [ satisfying
d(,0) = (7,m —|71);
in particular, each a € I; has the form
(6.6) a=(J1 — ane1, ..., jn-o — Quen_o,m — |J] — apnen_1, ).
Notice that in this equation, 7, m, and e are fixed, while «,, may take on any nonnegative

integer value that is at most d, the degree of (), and that makes each component of (6.6))
nonnegative. Using the relationship

d(ev, B) = d(a, 0) — B — e

and letting E = (B4, ..., Bn—2), we see that if a € I; then either @a,@p is the zero polynomial,
or has smallest exponent

(6.7) di(B) = (7= B = Buym — ] = Bu-t = Buen-1)-
Moreover, if 7<%, then J— E — Bpe <7 — E — (e, and so
(6.8) if 7<7, then di{fp) < di(5).

Now assume towards contradiction that there is some « € I so that ¢, # 0. By Proposi-
tion 2.10] the minimum (with respect to <) of the set

{:3Ja € I; s.t.c, #0}
exists; we will call this minimum exponent 7. By choice of 7, we can write
Qoo(s) =YD Qasls).
=7 acly
To derive a contradiction, we will consider the coefficient of s%#) in Qg.,.
Now let || < k, and first assume that

(6.9) Bi+ Bune; < jiforall 1 <i<mn-—2 and f,_1 + fnen_1 <m—|]].

These inequalities guarantee each component of d3 ) is non-negative. If 7> yand «a € I,
then the exponent dz(3) does not appear in Q4 g,,, by (6.8). Therefore we need only consider
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a € Ir. For such a, the coefficient of s%(9 is given in (6.5). Thus the coefficient of s%(% in

Qﬁ,p iS
4a(p) =Y 0™ e, (g) plel=1al,

acls
and as we assume (g, is the zero polynomial for all non-zero p, gz(p) = 0 for all non-zero p.
Now suppose one of the inequalities in (€9) fails to hold, say f; + B,e; > j;. Then using
the form of « in (6.0), we’'d have
Bi+ Bnei > ai + ane,
in which case one of 3; > «; or 3, > «, must hold. Then (
q3(p) = 0 for all non-zero p.

Therefore gs(p) = 0 for all p € F, \ {0} and all |8| < k. Moreover, since () has degree
d < k(qg—1), each a € Iysatisfies |a| < k(¢ —1). Further, the form of a € I;in (6.6) implies
that «,, is distinct for each v € I, and so using (6.2]) and recalling that ¢ > 2, we see that

07

6) = 0, and so we’d still have

la] =m — (- 1)a,

is distinct for each o € I;. Then Lemma 3.1 implies that ¢, = 0 for all a € I3, contradicting
our choice of .
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