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AN ESTIMATE FOR POSITIVE DEFINITE FUNCTIONS ON FINITE

ABELIAN GROUPS AND ITS APPLICATIONS

LIXIA WANG AND KE YE

Abstract. This paper concentrates on positive definite functions on finite abelian groups, which
are central to harmonic analysis and related fields. By leveraging the group structure and employing
Fourier analysis, we establish a lower bound for the second largest value of positive definite functions.
For illustrative purposes, we present three applications of our lower bound: (a) We obtain both
lower and upper bounds for arbitrary functions on finite abelian groups; (b) We derive lower bounds
for the relaxation and mixing times of random walks on finite abelian groups. Notably, our bound
for the relaxation time achieves a quadratic improvement over the previously known one; (c) We
determine a new lower bound for the size of the sumset of two subsets of finite abelian groups.

1. Introduction

Backgrouand. By endowing a finite set with an abelian group structure, any problem on this set
can be reformulated as one involving functions on a finite abelian group. This perspective enables
the introduction of various new techniques to study discrete problems. For instance, the technique
of sum-of-squares on finite abelian groups has been developed to solve combinatorial optimization
problems [10, 3, 34, 40]; When a graph is a Cayley graph, its graph-theoretic properties are closely
related to the representation-theoretic properties of the underlying group [1, 11, 22, 12]; In the study
of random walks, the group structure of the state space is crucial for estimating the relaxation time
and mixing time [15, 33, 24, 19]. Among all functions on a given abelian group, positive definite
functions constitute one of the most important classes. According to the celebrated Bochner’s
Theorem, a function is positive definite if and only if it is the Fourier transform of a non-negative
measure. Over the past half-century, these functions have played a pivotal role in diverse fields,
including harmonic analysis [36, 18, 6, 2, 9], probability theory [25, 30, 17] and quantum physics
[26, 5, 23].

Let G be a finite abelian group and let f : G → R be a positive definite function. In many
scenarios [1, 15, 11, 33, 24, 22, 12, 19], the second largest value of f :

ν2(f) := max{f(x) : x ∈ G, f(x) < f(1)},
is the quantity that lies at the core of the problem. It can be readily shown that maxx∈G f(x) =
f(1), where 1 ∈ G is the identity element. However, determining ν2(f) is generally much more
challenging, if not impossible. The primary focus of this paper is to establish a lower bound for
ν2(f) and present three applications of this bound.

Main contributions. The main result of this paper is Theorem 4.6, which states that

(1) ν2(f) ≥ f(1)


1− π2|G|

2m2
(
|G| − 2t(m− 1)

s−t
2

)


 ,

for any positive integer m <
(
2−t|G|

)1/r
+ 1. Here s := | supp(f̂)|, t := |{χ ∈ supp(f̂) : χ2 = 1}|

and supp(f̂) is the support of the Fourier transform f̂ of f . Consequently, if we fix s while allowing

G to vary, then we obtain (f(1)− ν2(f)) /f(1) = O(|G|−4/s). We illustrate three applications of
(1), which are summarized as follows.
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(a) Function value estimation: We obtain both lower and upper bounds of values of arbitrary
functions on finite abelian groups (cf. Proposition 5.4).

(b) Relaxation and mixing time estimation: We establish lower bounds for the relaxation and
mixing times of random walks on finite abelian groups (cf. Propositions 5.5 and 5.9). It is worth
remarking that our lower bound for the relaxation time exhibits a quadratic improvement over
the existing one [15, 19, 16].

(c) Sumset size estimation: We derive a new type of lower bound for the size of the sumset of two
subsets of finite abelian groups (cf. Proposition 5.12).

Organization of the paper. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. For the reader’s
convenience, we provide a brief review in Section 2 on Fourier analysis on finite abelian groups and
weighted graphs. In Section 3, we define positive definite functions and establish their fundamental
properties. In Section 4, we extend the covering argument from graph theory to derive our lower
bound (1). Additionally, for independent interest, we interpret our result from a graph-theoretic
perspective. Finally, we present in Section 5 the three aforementioned applications of our lower
bound.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Fourier Analysis on Finite Abelian Groups. This subsection provides a brief overview
of the Fourier analysis on finite abelian groups. For more details, interested readers are referred
to [31, 14, 38, 35, 37]. Let G be a finite abelian group. Throughout this paper, unless otherwise
stated, we assume that the group operation on G is multiplicative and denoted by (x, y) 7→ xy.

A character of G is a group homomorphism χ : G → C×, where C× := C\{0} is the multiplicative

group of C. The dual group Ĝ of G consists of all characters on G, whose group operation is the
pointwise product of functions. We denote by L(G) the vector space of all C-valued functions on
G, equipped with the complex-valued inner product:

〈f, g〉 = 1

|G|
∑

x∈G
f(x)g(x), f, g ∈ L(G).

The Fourier transform of f is the function f̂ : Ĝ → C defined by f̂(χ) := 〈f, χ〉. For each f ∈ L(G),

we have the Fourier expansion f =
∑

χ∈Ĝ f̂(χ)χ, where f̂(χ) is called a Fourier coefficient of f .

Given f, g ∈ L(G), the convolution of f and g is a function f ∗ g ∈ L(G) defined by

(f ∗ g)(x) = 1

|G|
∑

y∈G
f(xy−1)g(y), x ∈ G.

The basic properties of the Fourier transform and convolution are summarized below.

Theorem 2.1 ([29]). For any f, g ∈ L(G), we have

(a) (̂f ∗ g) = f̂ ĝ.

(b) Parseval identity: 〈f, f〉 = |G|〈f̂ , f̂〉 =∑χ∈Ĝ |f̂(χ)|2.
(c)

̂̂
f (x) = 1

|G|f(x
−1).

For each subgroup H of G, we define

H⊥ := {χ ∈ Ĝ : χ(x) = 1, x ∈ H}.

Since there is a natural isomorphism between
̂̂
G and G, we have (H⊥)⊥ = H under this identifica-

tion. Moreover, the subgroups of G and Ĝ are in a one-to-one correspondence.

Lemma 2.2. [20, Problem 2.7] The assignment H 7→ H⊥ is a bijection between the set of subgroups

of G and the set of subgroups of Ĝ. Moreover, H1 ⊆ H2 if and only if H⊥

2 ⊆ H⊥

1 .
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We denote by π : G → G/H the quotient map and let π∗ : L(G/H) → L(G) be the map defined
by π∗(f) = f ◦ π.
Lemma 2.3 ([29], Lemma 4.5). We have π∗

(
Ĝ/H

)
⊆ H⊥ and the restriction map π∗ : Ĝ/H → H⊥

is an isomorphism of groups.

2.2. Weighted graphs. The primary goal of this subsection is to introduce weighted graphs and
record an inequality involving their eigenvalues. Standard references are [28, 27, 22]. Let G =
(V,E,w) be an undirected, weighted and connected graph. Here V is the set of vertices, E is the
set of edges and ω : V ×V → R≥0 satisfies ω(x, y) = ω(y, x) for any (x, y) ∈ V ×V , and ω(x, y) > 0
if and only if {x, y} ∈ E. The function ω is called the weight function of G. Given x, y ∈ V , we
say that x and y are adjacent, denoted as x ∼ y, if {x, y} ∈ E. The degree of a vertex x ∈ V is
dx :=

∑
y∈V, y∼x ω(x, y). We denote dG := maxx∈V dx.

Let L(V,R) be the vector space consisting of all real-valued functions on V . The Laplacian
operator of G is the linear map ∆ : L(V,R) → L(V,R) defined by

(2) (∆u) (x) =
∑

y∈V
y∼x

ω(x, y)(u(y) − u(x)), u ∈ L(V,R), x ∈ G.

We remark that ∆ = A−D where A := (ω(x, y))x,y∈V ∈ R|V |×|V | and D := diag(dx)x∈V ∈ R|V |×|V |.
Moreover, we define two bilinear operators on L(V,R):

(3) Γ(u, v) =
1

2
(∆(uv)− u∆v − (∆u)v) , Γ2(u, v) =

1

2
(∆Γ(u, v)− Γ(u,∆v)− Γ(∆u, v)) ,

where u, v ∈ L(V,R). For simplicity, we denote Γ(u) := Γ(u, u) and Γ2(u) := Γ2(u, u). We say that
G is CD(0,∞) if Γ2(u) ≥ 0 for all u ∈ L(G,R).

Theorem 2.4 ([28], Theorem 1.2). Let G = (V,E, ω) be an undirected, weighted and connected
graph. Suppose that G is CD(0,∞) and 0 = λ1 < λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λn are eigenvalues of −∆. Then for

any natural number k ≥ 2, we have λk ≤ CdGk
2λ2 where C :=

(
20

√
2e

e−1

)2
.

3. Positive definite functions

In this section, we investigate real-valued functions whose Fourier coefficients are all non-negative.
These functions, known as positive definite functions, play a crucial role in harmonic analysis on
groups [7, 8, 32]. To begin with, we summarize several basic properties of functions on finite abelian
groups in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Given a function f : G → C, we denote by H the subgroup of Ĝ generated by

supp(f̂) := {χ ∈ Ĝ : f̂(χ) 6= 0}. Then the followings hold:

(a) There is a well-defined function f̃ : G/H⊥ → C such that f̃(xH⊥) = f(x) for any x ∈ G.

(b) Let π : G → G/H⊥ be the quotient map and let π∗ : Ĝ/H⊥ → Ĝ be the induced map defined by

π∗(ρ) := ρ ◦ π is an isomorphism from Ĝ/H⊥ to H.

(c) f̃ =
∑

χ∈supp f̂
f̂(χ)(π∗)−1(χ).

(d) Suppose that f is real-valued. For any χ ∈ Ĝ, we have f̂(χ−1) = f̂(χ). If moreover f̂(χ) ∈ R,

then f̂(χ−1) = f̂(χ).

Proof. To prove (a), it is sufficient to show f(y) = f(x) for all y ∈ xH⊥. By definition, there exists

some z ∈ H⊥ such that y = xz. Since H is generated by supp(f̂), H⊥ = {z ∈ G : χ(z) = 1, χ ∈
supp(f̂)}. This implies

f(y) =
∑

χ∈supp(f̂)

f̂(χ)χ(y) =
∑

χ∈supp(f̂)

f̂(χ)χ(x)χ(z) =
∑

χ∈supp(f̂)

f̂(χ)χ(x) = f(x).
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By Lemma 2.3, (b) is clear. For (c), we notice that (b) implies ρ := (π∗)−1(χ) ∈ Ĝ/H⊥ for each

χ ∈ supp(f̂) ⊆ H ⊆ Ĝ. Moreover, we have

ρ(xH⊥) = ρ ◦ π(x) = π∗(ρ)(x) = χ(x),

which leads to

f̃(xH⊥) = f(x) =
∑

χ∈supp(f̂)

f̂(χ)χ(x) =
∑

χ∈supp(f̂)

f̂(χ)
[
(π∗)−1(χ)

]
(xH⊥).

By definition of f̂(χ) and the assumption that f is real-valued, it is straightforward to verify (d). �

For each f ∈ L(G), we define

(4) Rf : L(Ĝ) \ {0} → R, Rf (v) =
|G|〈f̂ ∗ v, v〉

〈v, v〉 .

Lemma 3.2. For each real-valued function on a finite abelian group G, we have maxx∈G f(x) =
max

v∈L(Ĝ)\{0} Rf (v).

Proof. Suppose maxx∈G f(x) = f(x0) for some x0 ∈ G. Denote v := |G|δ̂x0
where δx0

is the
indicator function of x0 defined by

δx0
(x) =

{
1 if x = x0,

0 otherwise.

Clearly, we have v̂ = δx−1

0

. Since the Fourier transform is an isometry, we obtain

〈f̂ ∗ v, v〉
〈v, v〉 =

〈(̂
f̂ ∗ v

)
, v̂

〉

〈v̂, v̂〉 =

∑
x∈G f(x−1)|v̂(x)|2
|G|∑x∈G |v̂(x)|2 =

f(x0)

|G| . �

In the following, we denote values of f : G → R in the non-increasing order as

ν1(f) ≥ ν2(f) ≥ · · · ≥ νn(f).

Lemma 3.3. Let f be a real-valued function on a finite abelian group G. Given v ∈ L(Ĝ) \ {0}
such that v(χ) ≥ 0 for all χ ∈ Ĝ, we denote

µ := | supp(v)|, M :=
|G|Rf (v) − µ

∑k
i=1 νi(f)

|G| − µk
.

If kµ < |G| (resp. kµ ≥ |G|), then νk+1(f) ≥ M (resp. νk+1(f) ≤ M).

Proof. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we choose xi ∈ G such that νi(f) = f(xi). Denote S := {x1, . . . , xk}.
We consider the function f1 : G → R defined by

f1(x) =

{
νk+1(f), if x ∈ S,

f(x), otherwise.

By definition, we have ν1(f1) = νk+1(f). For each χ ∈ Ĝ, we have

f̂1(χ) =
1

|G|
∑

x∈S
νk+1(f)χ(x) +

1

|G|
∑

x∈G\S
f(x)χ(x) = f̂(χ)− 1

|G|g(χ),

where g : Ĝ → C is defined by

g(χ) =

k∑

i=1

(νi(f)− νk+1(f))χ(xi).
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Since f1 is real-valued, Lemma 3.2 implies

(5) νk+1(f) = ν1(f1) ≥ Rf1(v) = Rf (v) −
〈g ∗ v, v〉
〈v, v〉 .

By assumption, v is a non-negative function on Ĝ, which leads to

|g ∗ v(χ)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

|G|
∑

ρ∈Ĝ

g(ρ−1)v(χρ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

|G|
∑

ρ∈Ĝ

k∑

i=1

(νi(f)− νk+1(f))ρ−1(xi)v(χρ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(6)

≤ 1

|G|
∑

ρ∈Ĝ

k∑

i=1

(νi(f)− νk+1(f))v(χρ)

=

(
k∑

i=1

(νi(f)− νk+1(f))

)
〈v, 1〉.

We notice that 〈v, 1〉 = 〈v, δsupp(v)〉 where δsupp(v) : Ĝ → R is the indicator function of supp(v)
defined by

δsupp(v)(χ) =

{
1 if χ ∈ supp(v),

0 otherwise.

Combining (5) with (6), we obtain

νk+1(f) ≥Rf (v)−
(

k∑

i=1

(νi(f)− νk+1(f))

)
|〈v, δsupp(v)〉|2

〈v, v〉

≥Rf (v)−
(

k∑

i=1

(νi(f)− νk+1(f))

)
〈
δsupp(v), δsupp(v)

〉

=Rf (v)−
µ

|G|

(
k∑

i=1

(νi(f)− νk+1(f))

)
.

Therefore, we may conclude that

(
1− kµ

|G|

)
νk+1(f) ≥ Rf (v)−

µ

|G|

k∑

i=1

νi(f)

and the desired inequality follows immediately. �

Definition 3.4 (Positive definite function). A function f on G is positive definite, denoted as

f � 0, if f̂(χ) ≥ 0 for any χ ∈ Ĝ.

In the literature, positive definite functions are also called spectrally positive functions [21].
Given f : G → C, we consider the linear operator

(7) MG
f : L(Ĝ) → L(Ĝ), MG

f (v) = |G|f̂ ∗ v.
In the context of linear algebra, Rf (v) defined in (4) is the Rayleigh quotient of v with respect to

the linear operator MG
f . According to the celebrated Bochner’s Theorem [4, 39, 32], f � 0 if and

only if for any M Ĝ
f̂

is a Hermitian positive semidefinite linear operator.

Since f(x) =
∑

χ∈Ĝ f̂(χ)χ(x) and |χ(x)| = 1, we observe that for any real-valued positive definite

function f , it holds that ν1(f) := maxx∈G f(x) = f(1) =
∑

χ∈Ĝ f̂(χ). We denote argmaxx∈G f :=
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{x ∈ G : f(x) = ν1(f)} and observe that | argmaxx∈G f | is determined by the support of f̂ . More
precisely, we have:

Proposition 3.5 (Multiplicity of ν1(f)). Let f : G → R be a real-valued positive definite function

and let H be the subgroup of Ĝ generated by supp(f̂). Then ν1(f) = · · · = νk(f) if and only if

|Ĝ/H| ≥ k.

Proof. Since f � 0, maxx∈G f(x) =
∑

χ∈supp(f̂) f̂(χ). We have H⊥ = argmaxx∈G f . Therefore, we

conclude that ν1(f) = · · · = νk(f) if and only if |H⊥| ≥ k. According to Lemma 2.2, we obtain

|H⊥| = |Ĝ/H| and this completes the proof. �

We have the following observation which is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.5.

Corollary 3.6. If f � 0 and supp(f̂) does not generate Ĝ then we must have ν2(f) = ν1(f).

Applying Lemma 3.3 to a real-valued positive definite function with k = 1, we obtain the
proposition that follows.

Proposition 3.7. Let f : G → R be a real-valued positive definite function and let v ∈ L(Ĝ) \ {0}
be a non-negative function. If µ := | supp(v)| < |G| then

ν2(f) ≥
|G|Rf (v)− µf(1)

|G| − µ
.

4. A lower bound of ν2(f)

In this section, we investigate lower bounds of ν2(f) for f � 0. By Proposition 3.7, any non-

negative function v on Ĝ with | supp(v)| < |G| provides a lower bound of ν2(f) as long as we can
bound Rf (v) from below. The ultimate goal of this section is to construct such v.

4.1. A generalized covering argument. We first present a framework that enables one to derive
a lower bound of Rf (v), and consequently for ν2(f). This framework generalizes the existing
covering argument within the context of graph theory [11, 12, 13]. It is important to note that
our approach is grounded in Fourier analysis, which sets it apart from the previous graph-theoretic
method.

Let G1 be an abelian group which is not necessarily finite. We denote by L0(G1) the space of
finitely supported complex-valued functions on G. Suppose that there is a group homomorphism

η : G1 → Ĝ. This induces a homomorphism

(8) η∗ : L0(G1) → L(Ĝ), η∗(h)(χ) =

{∑
z∈η−1(χ) h(z) if η−1(χ) 6= ∅,

0 otherwise.

Since supp(h) is finite, the summation in (8) is finite and η∗ is well-defined.

Furthermore, we assume that there is a subset S of G1 such that η(S) = supp(f̂) and |S| =
| supp(f̂)|. In particular, η|S is a bijection between S and supp(f̂). Thus, there is a well-defined
homomorphism

(9) MG1

f : L0(G1) → L0(G1),
[
MG1

f (h)
]
(z) =

∑

w∈S
f̂(η(w)−1)h(wz).

If G1 = Ĝ and η is the identity map, then MG1

f defined by (9) coincides with MG
f in (7).
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Lemma 4.1. Let G be a finite abelian group and let f ∈ L(G). Suppose that G1 is an abelian

group and η : G1 → Ĝ is a group homomorphism such that η(S) = supp(f̂) for some S ⊆ G1 of

cardinality |S| = | supp(f̂)| . Then the following diagram commutes.

L0(G1) L0(G1)

L(Ĝ) L(Ĝ)

M
G1

f

η∗ η∗

MG
f

Here MG
f , η∗ and MG1

f are respectively defined by (7), (8) and (9).

Proof. For each h ∈ L0(G1) and χ ∈ Ĝ, we denote v := η∗(h) and v1 := MG1

f (h). On the one hand,
we have

[
(MG

f ◦ η∗)(h)
]
(χ) =

[
MG

f (v)
]
(χ) =

∑

ρ∈supp(f̂)

f̂(ρ−1)v(ρχ) =
∑

ρ∈supp(f̂)

∑

z∈η−1(ρχ)

f̂(ρ−1)h(z).

On the other hand, we have
[
(η∗ ◦MG1

f )(h)
]
(χ) = [η∗(v1)] (χ) =

∑
z∈η−1(χ) v1(z) and

∑

z∈η−1(χ)

v1(z) =
∑

z∈η−1(χ)

∑

w∈S
f̂(η(w)−1)h(wz)

=
∑

w∈S

∑

z∈η−1(χ)

f̂(η(w)−1)h(wz)

=
∑

w∈S

∑

z∈η−1(η(w)χ)

f̂(η(w)−1)h(z)

=
∑

ρ∈supp(f̂)

∑

z∈η−1(ρχ)

f̂(ρ−1)h(z). �

Let Rf : L(Ĝ) \ {0} → R be the function defined by (4). By definition, for each v ∈ L(Ĝ) \ {0},
Rf (v) is the Rayleigh quotient of v with respect toMG

f . Thus, as a direct consequence of Lemma 4.1,

we obtain a lower bound of Rf (v).

Corollary 4.2 (Lower bound of Rayleigh quotient). Suppose that f ∈ L(G) has real Fourier
coefficients and C is a real number. If h : G1 → R is a finitely supported non-negative function

such that
[
MG1

f (h)
]
(z) ≥ Ch(z) for every z ∈ G1. Then Rf (η∗(h)) ≥ C.

Proof. Let v := η∗(h). By Lemma 4.1, we have MG
f (v) =

[
η∗ ◦MG1

f

]
(h) ≥ Cη∗(h) = Cv. This

together with the non-negativity of v implies

Rf (η∗(h)) = Rf (v) =

〈
MG

f (v), v
〉

‖v‖2 ≥ C. �

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that f ∈ L(G) is real-valued and positive definite. If h : G1 → R is a

finitely supported non-negative function such that µ := | supp(η∗(h))| < |G| and
[
MG1

f (h)
]
≥ Ch

for some real number C > 0. Then

ν2(f) ≥ ν1(f) +
|G|(C − ν1(f))

|G| − µ
.
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Proof. Denote v := η∗(h). According to Proposition 3.7 and Corollary 4.2, we obtain

ν2(f) ≥
|G|Rf (v)− ν1(f)µ

|G| − µ
= ν1(f) +

|G|(C − ν1(f))

|G| − µ
. �

4.2. An estimate for ν2(f). If f is a real-valued function, then

supp(f̂) = {χ1, χ1, . . . , χr, χr, χr+1, . . . , χr+t}.
Here χi = χi if and only if r + 1 ≤ i ≤ r + t. Denote G1 := Zr × (Z/2Z)t. We consider a group
homomorphism

η : G1 → Ĝ, η(m1, . . . ,mr+t) =

r+t∏

i=1

χmi

i .

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r + t, we denote by ei the element of G1 whose entries are all zero except for the

i-th, which is 1. Let S = {±e1, . . . ,±er, er+1, er+t} where . Then clearly we have |S| = | supp(f̂)|
and η(S) = supp(f̂).

Lemma 4.4 (Auxiliary function). Suppose that f ∈ L(G) is a real-valued positive definite function
such that r ≥ 1 Let G1 and S be as above and let m1, . . . ,mr be fixed positive integers. We define
h0 ∈ L0(G1) by

h0(x1, . . . , xr+t) =

{∏r
i=1 sin

(
πxi

mi

)
if 1 ≤ xi ≤ mi − 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ r, r ≥ 1

0 otherwise.

Then
[
MG1

f (h0)
]
(x) ≥

(
2
∑r

i=1 cos
(

π
mi

)
f̂(χi) +

∑t
j=1 f̂(χr+j)

)
h0(x) for any x ∈ G1.

Proof. By definition and Lemma 3.1, we have

[
MG1

f (h0)
]
(x) =

r∑

i=1

(
f̂(χi)h0(ei + x) + f̂(χi)h0(−ei + x)

)
+

t∑

j=1

f̂(χr+j)h0(er+j + x)

=

r∑

i=1

f̂(χi) (h0(ei + x) + h0(−ei + x)) +

t∑

j=1

f̂(χr+j)h0(er+j + x)

=

r∑

i=1

f̂(χi) (h0(ei + x) + h0(−ei + x)) +

t∑

j=1

f̂(χr+j)h0(x)

for each x = (x1, · · · , xr+t) ∈ G1. We split the discussion into two cases:

• There exists some 1 ≤ i ≤ r such that xi < 1 or xi > mi−1. Then we have v(x) = 0, which
implies

[
MG1

f (h0)
]
(x) ≥ 0 =




r∑

i=1

2 cos

(
π

mi

)
f̂(χi) +

t∑

j=1

f̂(χr+j)


h0(x)

• For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, 1 ≤ xi ≤ mi − 1. It is straightforward to verify that

h0(ei + x) + h0(−ei + x) = 2 cos

(
π

mi

)
h0(x).

This leads to

[
MG1

f (h0)
]
(x) =




r∑

i=1

2 cos

(
π

mi

)
f̂(χi) +

t∑

j=1

f̂(χr+j)


h0(x). �
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We recall that for any h ∈ L0(G1), χ ∈ supp(η∗(h)) if and only if η−1(χ) ∩ supp(h) 6= ∅, which
is further equivalent to χ ∈ η(supp(h)). Thus, for the function v defined in Lemma 4.4, we have

(10) µ := | supp(η∗(h0))| = |η(supp(v))| ≤ | supp(h0)| = 2t
r∏

i=1

(mi − 1).

Proposition 4.5. Let f ∈ L(G) be a real-valued positive definite function such that r ≥ 1. Then

ν2(f) ≥ ν1(f)−
4|G|∑r

i=1 f̂(χi) sin
2
(

π
2mi

)

|G| − 2t
∏r

i=1(mi − 1)

for all positive integers m1, . . . ,mr such that 2t
∏r

i=1(mi − 1) < |G|.

Proof. Denote C := 2
∑r

i=1 cos
(

π
mi

)
f̂(χi) +

∑t
j=1 f̂(χr+j). We recall that ν1(f) = f(1) =

2
∑r

i=1 f̂(χi) +
∑t

j=1 f̂(χr+j). According to (10), Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.3, we obtain

ν2(f) ≥ ν1(f) +
|G|(C − ν1(f))

|G| − µ
= ν1(f)−

2|G|∑r
i=1 f̂(χi)

(
1− cos

(
π
mi

))

|G| − µ

≥ ν1(f)−
4|G|∑r

i=1 f̂(χi) sin
2
(

π
2mi

)

|G| − 2t
∏r

i=1(mi − 1)
. �

As a direct consequence of Proposition 4.5, we have the following:

Theorem 4.6 (Lower bound of ν2(f)). Let f ∈ L(G) be a real-valued positive definite function

such that r ≥ 1. For each positive integer m <
(
2−t|G|

)1/r
+ 1, it holds that

(11) ν2(f) ≥ ν1(f)−
4|G| sin2

(
π
2m

)

|G| − 2t(m− 1)r

r∑

i=1

f̂(χi) ≥ ν1(f)

(
1− π2|G|

2m2 (|G| − 2t(m− 1)r)

)

In particular, given any positive integer s, we have

(12)
ν1(f)− ν2(f)

ν1(f)
= O(|G|−4/s).

for every real-valued positive definite function f on a finite abelian group G such that | supp(f̂)| ≤ s
and r ≥ 1.

Proof. We observe that 2
∑r

i=1 f̂(χi) ≤ ν1(f). Then (11) is obtained from Theorem 4.5 immediately

by setting m1 = · · · = mr = m. For (12), we notice that 2t(m−1)r ≤ (m−1)t/2(m−1)r = (m−1)s/2

if m ≥ 5. Moreover, if 2s < |G| and m = α|G|2/s for some α ∈ (0, 1), then we have

�(13)
ν1(f)− ν2(f)

ν1(f)
≤ 2 sin2

(
π
2m

)

1− αs/2
≤ π2

2(1− αs/2)m2
=

π2

2(1− αs/2)α2
|G|−4/s.

In the subsequent discussion, applications of Theorem 4.6 are of particular interest to us.
Nonetheless, Proposition 4.5 may provide a better lower bound of ν2(f) than Theorem 4.6, as
the following example illustrates.

Example 4.7. On G = Z/40Z, we consider f(x) = 2χ(x) + 2χ−1(x) + χ5(x) + χ−5(x) where
χ(x) := exp(2πix/40). A direct calculation reveals that ν1(f) = 6, ν2(f) = ν3(f) = 5.364 and
ν4(f) = ν5(f) = 3.804. It is straightforward to verify that the best lower bound of ν2(f) obtained
by Proposition 4.5 is 4.214 when (m1,m2) = (7, 4), while the bound obtained by Theorem 4.6 is
4.026 when m = 5.
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We conclude this subsection by a brief discussion on the best choice of m in Theorem 4.6. To
this end, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let d be a positive integer and let c be a positive real number. We define a function
θ(x) = x2

(
1− c(x− 1)d

)
on [1,∞). Then θ has a maximizer and any maximizer x0 of θ must

satisfy
(

2

2c+ cd

) 1

d

< x0 <

(
2

2c+ cd

) 1

d

+ 1.

Proof. Since c, d > 0 and θ′(x) = 2x(1 − c(x − 1)d) − cdx2(x − 1)d−1, we may conclude that
θ′(1) = 2 > 0 and θ′(x) < 0 for sufficiently large x. This implies that θ attains its maximum at
some point x0 in [1,∞). In particular, θ′(x0) = 0. Thus, we obtain

(2c+ cd)xd0 > 2 = 2c(x0 − 1)d + cd(x0 − 1)d−1x0 > (2c+ cd)(x0 − 1)d,

which implies (2/(2c + cd))1/d < x0 < (2/(2c + cd))1/d + 1. �

Now we apply Lemma 4.8 to the lower bound in (11) with c = 2t/|G| and d = r.

Proposition 4.9. Let f,G, t, r, ν1(f) and ν2(f) be as in Theorem 4.6. If κ :=
(
21−t(2 + r)−1|G|

)1/r
is not an integer, then the best lower bound given by (11) is

ν2(f) ≥ ν1(f)

(
1− π2|G|

2⌈κ⌉2 (|G| − 2t⌊κ⌋r)

)
.

In Example 4.7, the best lower bound provided by Theorem 4.6 is achieved whenm = 5 =
⌈√

20
⌉
.

This is obtained through a direct calculation, as confirmed by Proposition 4.9.

4.3. A digression from the perspective of graph theory. Let G be a finite abelian group.
For any function w : G → C such that w(x) = w(x−1) for any x ∈ G, we denote by Cay(G,w) be
weighted Cayley graph [1] determined by the pair (G,w). By definition, Cay(G,w) is the weighted
graph with vertex set G, edge set E = {{x, y} ⊆ G : x−1y ∈ supp(w)} and the weight function
ω : V × V → C defined by ω(x, y) = w(x−1y). In particular, Cay(G, δS) is the usual Cayley graph
Cay(G,S) where δS is the indicator function of a symmetric subset S ⊆ G.

We notice that there is a one to one correspondence between the set of weighted Cayley graphs

and L(Ĝ). Indeed, we have

(14) Φ : {Cay(G,w) : w ∈ L(G)} → L(Ĝ), Φ(Cay(G,w)) = |G|ŵ.

It is straightforward to verify that Φ−1(f) = Cay(G, f̂ ) for any f ∈ L(Ĝ). In particular, Φ(Cay(G,w))

is real-valued and positive definite if and only if w(χ) = w(χ) ≥ 0 for any χ ∈ Ĝ.
The existence of Φ enables us to view weighted Cayley graphs as functions on G. Consequently,

we can investigate spectral properties of these graphs through their corresponding functions. The
adjacency matrix of Cay(G,w) is the matrix A(G,w) = (ax,y)x,y∈G ∈ C|G|×|G| such that ax,y =
w(x−1y).

Lemma 4.10. [1, Corollary 3.2] Suppose that w(χ) = w(χ) ≥ 0 for any χ ∈ Ĝ. Let µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µ|G|
be eigenvalues of A(G,w). Then µi = νi(Φ(Cay(G,w))) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ |G|.
Proposition 4.11. For any fixed positive integer s, we have

λ2(Cay(G,w)) = O(|G|−4/s)

for any w ∈ L(G) such that | supp(w)| ≤ s, supp(w) 6⊆ {x ∈ G : x2 = 1} and w(x) = w(x−1) ≥ 0 for
all x ∈ G. Here λ2(Cay(G,w)) is the second smallest eigenvalue of the minus normalized Laplacian
operator of Cay(G,w).
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Proof. Let f := Φ(Cay(G,w)) = |G|ŵ ∈ L(Ĝ). Then f̂(x) = w(x−1) = w(x). According to
Lemma 4.10 and Theorem 4.6, we have λ2(Cay(G,w)) = (ν1(f)− ν2(f))/ν1(f) = O(|G|−4/s). �

We recall that each s-regular Cayley graph on G is of the form Cay(G, δS), where S ⊆ G is

symmetric with |S| = s. Proposition 4.11 implies that λ2(Cay(G,S)) = s(1−O(|G|−4/s)), as long
as S 6⊆ {x ∈ G : x2 = 1}. This is also proved in [12] by the covering argument for graphs.

5. Applications

This section is concerned with three applications of Theorem 4.6: (a) Estimating values of
arbitrary functions on finite abelian groups; (b) Obtaining lower bounds for the relaxation time
and mixing time of random walks on finite abelian groups; (c) Deriving a lower bound for the size
of the sumset of two subsets of finite abelian groups.

5.1. Function value estimation. Let f be a real-valued function on G with real Fourier coeffi-
cients. We denote values of f in the non-increasing order ν1(f) ≥ · · · ≥ ν|G|(f). In this subsection,
we apply Theorem 4.6 to obtain lower and upper bounds of νk(f), for each 3 ≤ k ≤ |G|.

Given a real-valued positive definite function f on G, we consider the weighted Cayley graph

Cay(Ĝ, f̂) defined as in Subsection 4.3. We recall from [27] that Cay(Ĝ, f̂) is a Ricci flat graph. As
a consequence, we have the lemma that follows.

Lemma 5.1. [27, Proposition 1.6] If f ∈ L(G) is real-valued and positive definite, then Cay(Ĝ, f̂)
is CD(0,∞).

For a real-valued f ∈ L(G), we define t := |{χ ∈ supp(f̂) : χ2 = 1}| and r := (|G| − t)/2. The
proof of the following lemma is inspired by an spectral estimate for Cayley graphs [28, Corollary 4.7].

Lemma 5.2. Let C :=
(
20

√
2e

e−1

)2
and let f ∈ L(G) be a real-valued positive definite function with

r ≥ 1. Then for any positive integer m <
(
2−t|G|

)1/r
+ 1, we have

νk(f) ≥ ν1(f)− Ck2
π2|G|

2m2 (|G| − 2t(m− 1)r)
ν1(f)

2.

Proof. Let λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λ|G| be eigenvalues of the adjacency matrix A(Ĝ, f̂) of Cay(Ĝ, f̂). According
to Lemma 4.10, we have λk = νk(f) for any 1 ≤ k ≤ |G|. By Theorem 2.4 and Lemma 5.1, we
obtain ν1(f)− νk(f) ≤ Ck2(ν1(f)− ν2(f))ν1(f). The proof is complete by Theorem 4.6. �

We observe that for each real-valued function f with real Fourier coefficients, there exist real-
valued positive definite functions f1 and f2 such that f = f1 − f2.

Lemma 5.3. Let f1 and f2 be real-valued positive definite functions on G and let f := f1− f2. For
any 1 ≤ k ≤ |G|, we have

νk(f1)− ν1(f2) ≤ νk(f) ≤ ν1(f1)− νn−k+1(f2).

Proof. Assume νi(f1) = f1(xi) for some xi ∈ G where 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Then

f(xi) = f1(xi)− f2(xi) ≥ νk(f1)− ν1(f2),

which implies νk(f) ≥ νk(f1) − ν1(f2). For the upper bound, we consider −f = f2 − f1. By the
above argument, we obtain

−νk(f) = νn−k+1(−f) ≥ νn−k+1(f2)− ν1(f1). �

For i = 1, 2, we denote

ti := |{χ ∈ supp(f̂i) : χ
2 = 1}|, ri := (|G| − ti)/2.

Lemma 5.3 together with Proposition 5.2 leads to the following estimate of νk(f).
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Proposition 5.4. [Lower and upper bound for νk(f)] Let C :=
(
20

√
2e

e−1

)2
and let f , f1, f2 be as

in Lemma 5.3. Suppose k ≥ 3. If r1, r2 ≥ 1, then for any positive integers mi < (2−ti |G|)1/ri + 1,
i = 1, 2, we have

− Ck2π2|G|ν1(f1)2
2m2

1 (|G| − 2t1(m1 − 1)r1)
≤ νk(f)− f(1) ≤ C(n− k + 1)2π2|G|ν1(f2)2

2m2
2 (|G| − 2t2(m2 − 1)r2)

.

5.2. Relaxation and mixing time estimation. The second application of Theorem 4.6 is con-
cerned with the relaxation and mixing times of random walks on finite abelian groups. To begin
with, we briefly recall some necessary notions, standard references for which are [33, 24]. A proba-
bility distribution on a finite abelian group G is a function p : G → [0, 1] such that

∑
g∈G p(g) = 1.

The random walk on G driven by p is the Markov chain with the state space G and transition
probability matrix K = (Kxy)x,y∈G where Kxy := p(x−1y). We further assume that p satisfies the
following two conditions:

(a) For each x ∈ G, p(x) = p(x−1).
(b) For each x ∈ G, {xy : y ∈ supp(p)} generates G.

The random walk driven by such p is reversible [33, Section 2.2], irreducible and aperiodic [33,
Proposition 2.3].

Let 1 = λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λ|G| ≥ −1 be the eigenvalues of the transition probability matrix

K ∈ R|G|×|G|. The relaxation time Trel and the absolute relaxation time T ⋆
rel of the random walk

driven by p are respectively defined by

Trel :=
1

1− λ2
, T ⋆

rel :=
1

1−max{|λ2|, |λ|G||}
.

Proposition 5.5 (Lower bound of relaxation time). For any positive integer s and probability p

on G satisfying (a), (b) and | supp(p)| ≤ s, we have T ⋆
rel

= Ω(|G|4/s) and Trel = Ω(|G|4/s).

Proof. By definition, we have T ⋆
rel ≥ Trel. Thus, it suffices to prove Trel = Ω(|G|4/s). If supp(p) 6⊆

{x ∈ G : x2 = 1}, we define f := |G|p̂ so that f̂(x) = p(x−1) for any x ∈ G. Hence we have

λ2 = ν2(f) ≤ ν1(f) = 1. According to Theorem 4.6, we obtain 1 − λ2 = O(|G|−4/s) and the lower
bound of Trel follows immediately. It is left to consider the case where supp(p) ⊆ {x ∈ G : x2 = 1}.
By assumption, supp(p) generates G. Thus, we must have |G| ≤ ∑s

k=0

(s
k

)
= 2s, which implies

|G|4/s ≤ 16 and Trel = Ω(|G|4/s) holds trivially. �

Remark 5.6. In earlier works such as [15] and [19], it was proved that Trel = Ω(p2/s) for G = Z/pZ.
Very recently, this lower bound is extended to any finite abelian group [16, Theorem 6.1]. According
to Proposition 5.5, the exponent of the existing lower bound can be further improved from 2/s to
4/s.

The exponent of the lower bound in Proposition 5.5 is tight, as demonstrated by the following
example.

Example 5.7. Let G = Cay(Z/nZ, {1,−1}) and let p be the probability on G defined by

p(x) =

{
1
2 if x ∈ {1,−1}
0 otherwise.

In this case, we have |G| = n and s = 2 and Proposition 5.5 yields Trel = Ω(n2) and T ⋆
rel = Ω(n2).

On the other hand, a direct calculation [24, Example 12.3.1] indicates that Trel is of order n2.
Moreover, when n is odd, T ⋆

rel is also of order n2.
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Let G1, G2, . . . , Gd be finite abelian groups and let p1, . . . , pd be probability distributions on
these groups, respectively. Suppose that w is a probability distribution on {1, · · · , d}. Denote

G :=
∏d

j=1Gj and define the matrix K = (Kx,y) ∈ R|G|×|G| by

Kx,y :=
d∑

j=1


∏

i 6=j

δxi,yi


w(j)pj(x

−1
j yj),

where x = (x1, . . . , xd),y = (y1, . . . , yd) are elements of G and

δx,y =

{
1 if x = y

0 otherwise.

The random walk on G with the transition probability matrix K is called the product chain of
random walks on G1, . . . , Gd driven by p1, . . . , pd, respectively.

Corollary 5.8 (Lower bound of relaxation time of product chain). Let s be a fixed positive integer.
If p1, . . . , pd satisfy conditions (a) and (b) with max{| supp(pj)| : 1 ≤ j ≤ d, w(j) > 0} ≤ s,

then we have T ⋆
rel

= Ω(w(j)−1|Gj |4/s) and Trel = Ω(w(j)−1|Gj |4/s), for any 1 ≤ j ≤ d such that
w(j) > 0.

Proof. Since T ⋆
rel ≥ Trel, it is sufficient to establish the lower bound of Trel. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ d, we

denote by Kj the transition probability matrix of the random walk on Gj driven by pj. According
to [24, Lemma 12.11], we have

Trel(G) = max
1≤j≤d
w(j)>0

{w(j)−1Trel(Gj)}.

Here Trel(G) (resp. Trel(Gj)) is the relaxation time of the product chain (resp. random walk on Gj

driven by pj). This implies that Trel(G) ≥ w(j)−1Trel(Gj) for any 1 ≤ j ≤ d such that w(j) > 0.
The desired lower bound of Trel follows from Proposition 5.5. �

Next, we focus on estimating the mixing time, another essential characteristic of random walks.
Given two measures µ and ν on G and a positive integer l, we respectively define

‖µ− ν‖TV := max
A⊆G

|µ(A)− ν(A)|, p(l) := p ∗ · · · ∗ p︸ ︷︷ ︸
l times

.

Let u0 be the uniform probability on G defined by u0(x) = 1/|G| for each x ∈ G. For each
0 < ε < 1/2, the mixing time of the random walk on G driven by p is

Tmix(ε) := min{m : ‖p(m) − u0‖TV ≤ ε}.

Proposition 5.9 (Lower bound of mixing time ). For any positive integer s and probability p on
G satisfying (a), (b) and | supp(p)| ≤ s, we have

Tmix(ε)

log
(

1
2ε

) = Ω(|G|4/s),

Proof. By [24, Theorem 12.4], we have

(15) Tmix(ε) ≥ (T ⋆
rel − 1) log

(
1

2ε

)
,

and the proof is complete by Proposition 5.5. �
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Let s be a positive integer. Suppose that G be a finite abelian group and p is a probability
distribution on G satisfying (a) and (b) with | supp(p)| ≤ s. For 0 < ε < 1/2, we denote by
Tmix(ε) the mixing time of the product chain of random walks on G1 = · · · = Gd = G driven by
p1 = · · · = pd = p with w : {1, . . . , d} → [0, 1] defined by w(j) := 1/d, 1 ≤ j ≤ d. We may derive
two different types of lower bounds for Tmix(ε).

Corollary 5.10 (Lower bound of mixing time for product chain). For any fixed integer s, we have
Tmix(ε) = Ω(d|G|4/s) log

(
1
2ε

)
and Tmix(ε) ≥ Ω(d log d|G|4/s) +O(d) log

(
1
ε − 1

)
.

Proof. According to Corollary 5.8 and (15), we have Tmix(ε) = Ω(d|G|4/s) log (1/(2ε)). On the
other hand, by [24, Example 13.10] and Proposition 5.5, we obtain

Tmix(ε) ≥ Ω(d log d|G|4/s) +O(d) log

(
1

ε
− 1

)
. �

5.3. Sumset size estimation. Our final application of Theorem 4.6 pertains to the size of the
sumset of two subsets of finite abelian groups. Let A,B be subsets of a finite abelian group G. We
denote

AB := {xy : x ∈ A, y ∈ B}, A−1 := {x−1 : x ∈ A}.

The set AB is called the sumset of A and B. If G is an additive group, we denote the sumset of A
and B by A+B. We say that A is symmetric if A = A−1. The problem of estimating |AB| lies at
the core of additive combinatorics [37]. The goal of this subsection is to establish a lower bound of
|AB| by Theorem 4.6.

Lemma 5.11. Given positive definite functions f, g ∈ L(G), we have supp(f̂ g) = supp(f) supp(g).

If g is also real-valued, then supp(f̂ g) = supp(f) supp(g)−1.

Proof. We note that f̂ g = |G|f̂ ∗ĝ. Since both f and g are positive definite, their Fourier coefficients

are non-negative. Thus, for each χ ∈ Ĝ, χ ∈ supp(f̂ g) if and only if there is some ρ ∈ Ĝ such

that f̂(χρ−1) > 0 and ĝ(ρ) > 0. This is further equivalent to χ ∈ supp(f) supp(g). If g is also
real-valued, Lemma 3.1 (d) implies that supp(g) = supp(g)−1. �

Suppose that A,B are symmetric subsets of G and H is the subgroup of G generated by A∪B.

Let f, g be real-valued positive definite functions on Ĝ such that supp(f̂) = A and supp(ĝ) = B.

By Lemma 5.11, we have supp(f̂ g) = AB ⊆ H. Suppose that h := f̃ g : Ĝ/H⊥ → R is the function

induced by fg in Lemma 3.1 (a) and π : Ĝ → Ĝ/H⊥ is the quotient map. Proposition 3.5 indicates
that

ν2(h) = µ2(f, g) := max{f(χ)g(χ) : χ ∈ Ĝ, f(χ)g(χ) < ν1(f)ν1(g)}.

Proposition 5.12 (Lower bound of sumset size). If |A||B| ≤ 2 log |H|/ log(m−1) for some integer
m ≥ 5, then we have

2
log |H|

log(m− 1)
≥ |AB| ≥ 2

log |H|+ log

(
1− π2

2m2

(
1− µ2(f,g)

ν1(f)ν1(g)

)−1
)

log(m− 1)
.
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Proof. The first inequality is obvious since |AB| ≤ |A||B|. According to Lemma 3.1 (c), we may
derive that

h =
∑

z∈AB

f̂ g(z)
[
(π∗)−1(z)

]

=
∑

z∈AB

|G|(f̂ ∗ ĝ)(z)
[
(π∗)−1(z)

]

=
∑

z∈AB

∑

x∈A
f̂(x)ĝ(x−1z)

[
(π∗)−1(z)

]

=
∑

x∈A
f̂(x)

∑

y∈B
ĝ(y)

[
(π∗)−1(xy)

]

=
∑

x∈A
f̂(x)

[
(π∗)−1(x)

]∑

y∈B
ĝ(y)

[
π∗)−1(y)

]
.

Thus we conclude that ν1(h) = ν1(f)ν1(g). Let s := |AB|. Then | supp(ĥ)| = | supp(˜̂fg)| = s.
Since m ≥ 5, by (11), we have

ν2(h) ≥ ν1(h)

(
1− π2|H|

2m2
(
|H| − (m− 1)s/2

)
)
,

from which the second inequality follows immediately. �

Example 5.13. Let p ≥ 17 be a prime and let G := Z/pZ × Z/pZ. We consider two subsets of
G: A = {v1,−v1,v2,−v2} and B = {v3,−v3}, where {v1,v2} is a basis of Z/pZ × Z/pZ and

v3 ∈ Z/pZ× Z/pZ is nonzero. We define two functions f, g : Ĝ → R by

f(ρ) =
∑

x∈A
ρ(x), g(ρ) =

∑

x∈B
ρ(x).

It is clear that both f and g are positive definite functions on Ĝ and supp(f̂) = A, supp(ĝ) = B.

Indeed, by identifying
̂̂
G with G, we have

f(x) = 2

(
cos

(
2πx · v1

p

)
+ cos

(
2πx · v2

p

))
, g(x) = 2 cos

(
2πx · v3

p

)
,

where x ∈ G and y · z denotes the usual inner product of vectors y, z ∈ G. According to Proposi-
tion 5.12, we obtain

8 ≥ |AB| ≥ 2

2 log p+ log

(
1− π2

50

(
1− µ2(f,g)

8

)−1
)

log 4
.

In particular, if p = 17, v1 = (1, 0), v2 = (9, 9) and v3 = (2, 0), then it is straightforward to verify
that µ2(f, g) = 5.71, which implies |AB| ≥ 7.

We conclude this subsection by a brief discussion on the sumset size estimation for Z. Let A and
B be finite symmetric subsets of Z. Suppose that n and m are the maximum values of the elements
in A and B, respectively. We denote by A,B images of A,B in the quotient group Z/(n+m+1)Z.
It is obvious that |A+B| = |A+B| and Proposition 5.12 applies if |A+B| is small.

Moreover, we recall from [37, Lemma 2.1 ] that |A+A| ≤
(|A|+1

2

)
for any finite subset A ⊆ Z. We

notice that ν1(δ̂A) = |A| and A generates Zp for each prime p ≥ 2n+1. Therefore, as a consequence
of Proposition 5.12, we may derive the corollary that follows.
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Corollary 5.14. Let A be a finite symmetric subset of Z and let m ≥ 5 be an integer number. For

any prime number p such that p ≥ 2maxa∈A{a}+ 1 and 2 log p/ log(m− 1) ≥
(|A|+1

2

)
, we have

|A+A| ≥ 2

log p+ log


1− π2

2m2

(
1−

ν2
(
δ̂
A

2
)

|A|2

)−1



log(m− 1)
.
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