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THE SUBSPACE STRUCTURE OF MAXIMUM CLIQUES IN PSEUDO-PALEY

GRAPHS FROM UNIONS OF CYCLOTOMIC CLASSES

SHAMIL ASGARLI AND CHI HOI YIP

ABSTRACT. Blokhuis showed that all maximum cliques in Paley graphs of square order have a

subfield structure. Recently it is shown that in Peisert-type graphs, some maximum cliques do not

have a subfield structure, and yet all maximum cliques have a subspace structure. In this paper, we

investigate the existence of a clique of size
√
q with a subspace structure in pseudo-Paley graphs of

order q from unions of semi-primitive cyclotomic classes. We show that such a clique must have an

equal contribution from each cyclotomic class and that most pseudo-Paley graphs do not admit such

cliques, suggesting that the Delsarte bound
√
q on the clique number can be improved in general.

We also prove that generalized Peisert graphs are not isomorphic to Paley graphs or Peisert graphs,

confirming a conjecture of Mullin.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, p denotes an odd prime, q denotes a positive power of p, and Fq denotes

the finite field with q elements. For a finite field Fq, we write F+
q for its additive group, and F∗

q for

its multiplicative group. We always assume that g is a fixed primitive root of Fq.

Let q ≡ 1 (mod 4). The Paley graph of order q, denotedPq, is the Cayley graph Cay(F+
q , (F

∗
q)

2),

where (F∗
q)

2 is the set of squares in F∗
q . Paley graphs are well-studied, and they connect many

branches of mathematics [Jon20], notably combinatorics and number theory.

In this paper, we will consider pseudo-Paley graphs, that is, graphs that share the same spectrum

with some Paley graphs. More precisely, we will consider pseudo-Paley graphs arising from unions

of semi-primitive cyclotomic classes, following a general construction of strongly regular Cayley

graphs by Brouwer, Wilson, and Xiang [BWX99]. We shall first recall the definition of cyclotomic

classes and revisit a special case of their construction.

Let N | (q − 1). Let C0 be the subgroup of F∗
q with index N , and let C1, . . . , CN−1 be all the

cosets of C0, where Cj = gjC0. The sets C0, C1, . . . , CN−1 are called the N-th cyclotomic classes

of Fq. Furthermore, we say that N-th cyclotomic classes are semi-primitive if −1 is a power of p
modulo N .

Definition 1.1. Suppose q is a prime power, d a positive integer such that 2d | (q − 1), and I =
{m1, . . . , md} ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , 2d − 1} with |I| = d. Let C0, C1, . . . , C2d−1 be the 2d-th cyclotomic

classes of Fq. The graph PP (q, 2d, I) is defined to be the Cayley graph Cay(F+
q , D) where

D =

d
⋃

j=1

Cmj
. (1)
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Furthermore, we say that X = PP (q, 2d, I) is a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph if the cyclo-

tomic classes building X are semi-primitive (or equivalently, −1 is a power of p modulo 2d). In

this case, we always write q = p2rt where t is the smallest integer satisfying pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d).

Note that in the above definition, Cj clearly depends on the choice of g; however, the isomor-

phism class of the resulting graph will only depend on q, d, and the set I . Indeed, any two primitive

roots g and g′ can be interchanged by a unique field automorphism which gives rise to a graph iso-

morphism. For a similar reason, we can assume 0 ∈ I without loss of generality.

The notation PP stands for Pseudo-Paley. Indeed, X = PP (q, 2d, I) is a pseudo-Paley graph

when −1 is a power of p modulo 2d; this immediately follows from [BWX99, Theorem 2]. Note

that Paley graphs can also be obtained from the above construction, since Pq = PP (q, 2, {0}). We

refer to Example 2.2 for other pseudo-Paley graphs that are of particular interest, including Peisert

graphs and generalized Peisert graphs.

One important open problem in additive combinatorics is to obtain good estimates on the clique

number of Paley graphs and other similar graphs [CL07, Section 2.7]. Since Pq is strongly regular,

the Delsarte bound [Del73] implies that ω(Pq) ≤
√
q; in fact, the same upper bound applies to

any pseudo-Paley graph of order q. This square root upper bound is known as the trivial upper

bound on the clique number of Pq and it is notoriously difficult to improve this trivial upper bound

when q is a non-square. Recently, a minor improvement on the trivial upper bound (from
√
q to√

q − 1) has been made by Greaves and Soicher [GS18] for infinitely many pseudo-Paley graphs

with non-square order. More recently, Hanson and Petridis [HP21] and Yip [Yip22c] improved

the
√
q bound to

√

q/2(1 + o(1)) for ω(Pq) when q is a non-square using polynomial method.

This is still far from the conjectural bound; see the related discussion in [Yip22c, Section 1] and

[Yip22a, Section 1.3]. Nevertheless, it is known that ω(Pq) =
√
q when q is a square since the

subfield F√
q forms a clique; in fact, Blokhuis [Blo84] showed all maximum cliques have a subfield

structure.

Theorem 1.2 ([Blo84]). Let q = p2r, where p is an odd prime. Then the only maximum clique in

the Paley graph Pq containing {0, 1} is the subfield F√
q. Consequently, each maximum clique is

the image of an affine transformation on the subfield F√
q.

Let us consider the same question for a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph X = PP (q, 2d, I)
constructed above. Without loss of generality, we assume that 0 ∈ I . As always, we write q = p2rt,
where t is the smallest integer satisfying pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d). Again, the Delsarte bound implies

that the trivial upper bound ω(X) ≤ √q holds. We continue the discussion on ω(X) according to

the parity of r.

We first consider the case when r is odd. Note that in this case, F∗√
q is contained in the cyclo-

tomic classC0 = 〈g2d〉 because
√
q = prt ≡ −1 (mod 2d); therefore, F√

q forms a clique inX and

ω(X) =
√
q. Indeed, in this case, the connection setD ofX can be written as a union of F∗√

q-cosets

in F∗
q , and thus, by definition X is a Peisert-type graph; see [AY22, Definition 1.1]. The structure

of maximum cliques in a Peisert-type graph has been studied recently in [AY22, AGLY22]. In

particular, each maximum clique in X has a subspace structure [AY22, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 1.3 ([AY22, Theorem 1.2]). Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley

graph with q = p2rt and odd r. Each maximum clique in X containing 0 is an Fp-subspace of Fq.
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There are counterexamples for which X admits a maximum clique with no subfield structure;

see for example [AY22, Example 2.21] and [AGLY22, Section 5]. However, under extra assump-

tions, the subspace structure of maximum cliques can be upgraded to the subfield structure; in this

direction, Asgarli and Yip managed to obtain an analogue of Theorem 1.2 in [AY22, Theorem 1.3].

In this paper we shall focus on the case when r is even. This change in parity introduces a

huge difference: there is no obvious choice of a clique of size
√
q in general since F√

q fails to be

a clique in X in general. Additionally, Lemma 2.7 shows how a naive analogue of F√
q fails to

be a valid clique. In particular, when X = PP (p2r, 4, {0, 1}) (a Peisert graph, see Section 2.1)

with p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and r even, it is conjectured that ω(X) ≤ √q − 1 by Yip [Yip22b]; see the

related discussions by Kisielewicz and Peisert [KP04, Theorem 5.1], and Mullin [Mul09, Section

3.4]. Note that a simple (yet crucial) fact in all recent improvements of the clique number of Paley

graphs and related graphs (of non-square order q) is that
√
q is not an integer when q is a non-

square [GS18, HP21, Yip21, Yip22c], so that the small gap between
√
q and its integer part can be

“blown up” to gain an improvement on the trivial upper bound. In our case, q is a square, which

prevents all such techniques from being applied. To our best knowledge, there is no single infinite

family of semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graphs (of square order) for which the trivial upper bound

has been improved.

The above discussion, together with Theorem 1.3, leads to the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.4. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt

where r is even. If ω(X) =
√
q, then every maximum clique in X is an Fpt-affine subspace.

We refer to Section 2.3 for the further motivation behind this conjecture. Conjecture 1.4 is com-

putationally useful in understanding the clique number: it provides a polynomial-time algorithm

to check if the clique number is given by
√
q. According to Conjecture 1.4, the only candidates for

maximum cliques of size
√
q are Fpt-subspaces of a fixed dimension, whose number is bounded by

a polynomial function of q. We are thus led to investigate the existence of cliques with a subspace

structure and with size
√
q in X .

Problem 1.5. Suppose that X = PP (q, 2d, I) is a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q =
p2rt where r is even. Determine if X has a clique of size

√
q with a subspace structure.

We will show that the answer to the above question is “no” in a probabilistic sense (see Propo-

sition 5.7), thus lending some evidence to the inequality ω(X) ≤ √q− 1 in general. However, nu-

merical experiments suggest that there is an infinite family of semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graphs

(other than Paley graphs) where the trivial upper bound is tight; see Conjecture 5.8.

1.1. Main results. Our first main result guarantees that a maximum clique of size
√
q has an equal

contribution from each cyclotomic class building the graph.

Theorem 1.6. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt where

r is even. Then ω(X) ≤ √q. Moreover, if ω(X) =
√
q, and A is a maximum clique in X such that

0 ∈ A, then

|A ∩ Cm1
| = |A ∩ Cm2

| = · · · = |A ∩ Cmd
| =
√
q − 1

d
. (2)

WhenX is a Paley graph, Theorem 1.6 follows from Theorem 1.2; see Lemma 2.6. Furthermore,

Theorem 1.6 is a genuine extension: most graphs PP (q, 2d, I) are not isomorphic to the Paley

graph Pq by Proposition 4.7. This latter fact also helps us to prove a conjecture by Mullin on

generalized Peisert graphs (see Corollary 4.8).
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It is crucial to assume that r is even in the hypothesis of Theorem 1.6. Indeed, when r is odd,

we have mentioned that F√
q ⊂ C0∪{0} forms a clique in X and yet the contribution solely comes

from a single cyclotomic class. On the other hand, when r is even, any clique of size
√
q has an

equal contribution from each cyclotomic class according to our main theorem. We see again that

cliques behave very differently when r is odd and when r is even.

It is worth pointing out that neither Conjecture 1.4 nor Theorem 1.6 imply each other. However,

let us discuss how Theorem 1.6 shows that a maximum clique containing 0 behaves like a subspace,

thus lending some evidence towards Conjecture 1.4. Indeed, if V ⊂ Fq is a vector space over

Fpt, we expect that the contribution to V from each cyclotomic class forming the connection set

D would be approximately equal. This is due to the general principle that the intersection of a

subspace and a multiplicative subgroup can be modelled as the intersection of two random sets

[Kop19, Lemma 11]. On the other hand, Theorem 1.6 asserts that any maximum clique A in X
has exactly equal contribution from each cyclotomic class, so Conjecture 1.4 alone does not imply

Theorem 1.6.

Assuming Conjecture 1.4, we apply Theorem 1.6 to improve the upper bound on the clique

number of most semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graphs (unconditionally, we prove that there is no

clique of size
√
q with a subspace structure for most graphs). First, we show that the density of

such graphs with clique number
√
q is zero in Proposition 5.7. Next, we prove an effective version

of this statement. The condition that p is sufficiently large in the result below is necessary; see

Table 1 for counterexamples.

Theorem 1.7. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt where

r is even, and I 6= {0, 2, . . . , 2d − 2} and I 6= {1, 3, . . . , 2d − 1}. Assuming Conjecture 1.4,

ω(X) ≤ √q − 1 for pt > 10.2r2d.

As a concrete application, we can conditionally improve the Delsarte bound for the clique num-

ber of certain generalized Peisert graphs GP ∗(q, 2d) := PP (q, 2d, {0, 1, . . . , d− 1}).
Theorem 1.8. Suppose that Conjecture 1.4 is true. If d ≥ 2, and t is the smallest integer such that

pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d) and pt > 3, then ω(GP ∗(p4t, 2d)) ≤ p2t − 1.

We also prove the following two theorems on the number of maximum cliques. Comparing these

with Theorem 1.2, we see that pseudo-Paley graphs in general behave much differently compared

to Paley graphs. Note that Theorem 1.9 generalizes Mullin’s theorem [Mul09, Lemma 3.3.6] for

the Peisert graph.

Theorem 1.9. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt where

r is even. Suppose that 0 ∈ I and I 6= {0, 2, . . . , 2d− 2}. If ω(X) =
√
q, then there are at least 2

maximum cliques in X that contain {0, 1}.
Theorem 1.10. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p4t.
Suppose that 0 ∈ I and I 6= {0, 2, . . . , 2d − 2}. Then X has an even number of cliques (possibly

zero) of size
√
q that are subspaces defined over Fpt containing 1. Furthermore, these maximum

cliques come in pairs that are interchanged by the map x 7→ x
√
q.

1.2. Structure of the paper. We describe the flowchart of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce

the relevant notations, provide further background, and present preliminary properties. We present

the proof of Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.9 in Section 3. In Section 4, we prove that the families

of graphs considered in this paper are almost always not isomorphic to Peisert graphs or Paley
4



graphs. In Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.7, Theorem 1.8, and Theorem 1.10. In Appendix A,

we present all the necessary details on Gauss sums, and give a detailed proof of Proposition 3.2 in

Appendix B. Finally, in Appendix C, we report results from our numerical experiments, including

two algorithms.

2. BACKGROUND AND OVERVIEW OF THE PAPER

2.1. Peisert graphs and generalized Peisert graphs. We first recall the definitions of Peisert

graphs [Pei01]. The Peisert graph of order q = pr, where p is a prime such that p ≡ 3 (mod 4)
and r is even, denoted by P ∗

q , is the Cayley graph Cay(F+
q ,Mq) with Mq := {gj : j ≡ 0, 1

(mod 4)}, where g is a primitive root of the field Fq. We will discuss more properties of Peisert

graphs in Section 4.

Motivated by the similarity shared among Paley graphs, generalized Paley graphs, and Peisert

graphs, Mullin introduced generalized Peisert graphs; see [Mul09, Section 5.3] and [AY22, Defi-

nition 2.8]. Observe that Pq = GP ∗(q, 2) and P ∗
q = GP ∗(q, 4).

Definition 2.1 (generalized Peisert graph). Let d be a positive integer, and q a prime power such

that q ≡ 1 (mod 4d). The 2d-th power Peisert graph of order q, denotedGP ∗(q, 2d), is the Cayley

graph Cay(F+
q ,Mq,2d), where Mq,2d = {g2dk+j : 0 ≤ j ≤ d− 1, k ∈ Z}, and g is a primitive root

of Fq.

Next we will see that our Definition 1.1 is general enough to encompass both Peisert graphs and

generalized Peisert graphs. In the following discussion, when we are talking about a cyclotomic

class Cj in PP (q, 2d, I), we always assume Cj is a 2d-th cyclotomic class of Fq.

Example 2.2. By specializing the choice of the set I , we recover several important families of

Cayley graphs we mentioned previously:

(1) PP (q, 2, {0}) is the Paley graph Pq = Cay(F+
q , C0).

(2) PP (q, 4, {0, 1}) is the Peisert graph P ∗
q = Cay(F+

q , C0 ∪ C1).
(3) PP (q, 2d, {0, 2, 4, . . . , 2d − 2}) is also the Paley graph Pq = Cay(F+

q , C0 ∪ C2 ∪ . . . ∪
C2d−2).

(4) PP (q, 2d, {1, 3, 5, . . . , 2d− 1}) is the complement of the Paley graph Pq, and it is isomor-

phic to Pq.

(5) PP (q, 2d, {0, 1, 2, . . . , d−1}) is the generalized Peisert graphGP ∗(q, 2d) = Cay(F+
q , C0∪

C1 ∪ . . . ∪ Cd−1).
(6) Suppose that d = 2m is even. If I = {i, i+4, . . . , i+4(m−1)}∪{j, j+4, . . . , j+4(m−1)}

for some i < j ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, then PP (q, 2d, I) is isomorphic to the Paley graph Pq when

j − i = 2, and PP (q, 2d, I) is isomorphic to the Peisert graph P ∗
q when j − i ∈ {1, 3}.

From Example 2.2, we see that two different choices of (d, I) may represent the same graph. In

general, if d′ | d and I =
⋃

j∈I′{j + 2d′k : 0 ≤ k ≤ d
d′
− 1}, then PP (q, 2d, I) = PP (q, 2d′, I ′).

It is natural to work with the representation that has the smallest value of d. This motivates the

following definition.

Definition 2.3 (Minimal representation). We sayX = PP (q, 2d, I) is in its minimal representation

if there is no d′ | d and I ′ ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , 2d′ − 1} such that d′ < d and X = PP (q, 2d′, I ′). Note

that the minimal representation of X is unique.

Define I + k := {j + k (mod 2d) : j ∈ I}. The next lemma gives a necessary and sufficient

condition for the equality I = I + k to hold.
5



Lemma 2.4. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) and let PP (q, 2d′, I ′) be its minimal representation. Then

I = I + k if and only k is a multiple of 2d′.

Proof. Since d′ | d and I =
⋃

j∈I′{j + 2d′r : 0 ≤ r ≤ d
d′
− 1}, it follows that I = I + k for any k

that is a multiple of 2d′.
If I = I + k, then I is a union of arithmetic progressions each with common difference

gcd(2d, k). The length of each arithmetic progression appearing in the union is 2d
gcd(2d,k)

. There-

fore, d = |I| is a multiple of 2d
gcd(2d,k)

. It follows that gcd(2d, k) is even, that is, gcd(2d, k) = 2e for

some e ∈ N. In particular, X = PP (q, 2d, I) = PP (q, 2e, J), where J = {j (mod 2e) : j ∈ I}.
Since PP (q, 2d′, I ′) is the minimal representation of X , it follows that 2d′ | 2e, and so 2d′ | k. �

Remark 2.5. The condition I = I+k is connected to the symmetries of the graphX = PP (q, 2d, I).
More precisely, the map x 7→ gkx induces a graph automorphism of X if and only if I + k = I .

2.2. Semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph. One of our aims in the present paper is to draw par-

allels between Paley graphs and the graphs of the form PP (q, 2d, I). One special property Paley

graphs enjoy is the following “equal contribution” statement. Our main result, Theorem 1.6, ex-

tends this property to a larger family of pseudo-Paley graphs.

Lemma 2.6. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt where

r is even and I = {0, 2, . . . , 2d− 2}, so that X is the Paley graph Pq. If A is a maximum clique in

X such that 0 ∈ A, then

|A ∩ C0| = |A ∩ C2| = · · · = |A ∩ C2d−2| =
√
q − 1

d
.

Proof. Note that gp
rt+1 is a primitive root of the subfield F√

q. Since pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d) and r is

even, prt + 1 ≡ 2 (mod 2d). Let A be a maximum clique in X such that 0 ∈ A. Since 0 ∈ A, by

Theorem 1.2, A = aF√
q for some square a ∈ F∗

q . Observe that for each 0 ≤ j ≤ d− 1,

F√
q ∩ C2j = {(gp

rt+1)k : k ≡ j (mod d) } ⇒ |F√
q ∩ C2j| =

√
q − 1

d
. (3)

The same conclusion holds for A = aF√
q. �

From Lemma 2.6, we see that the subfield F√
q admits the following presentation

F√
q = {0} ∪

d−1
⋃

j=0

{(gprt+1)k : k ≡ j (mod d) } = {0} ∪
d−1
⋃

j=0

g2j〈gd(
√
q+1)〉.

This motivates the following construction of a set in PP (q, 2d, I):

A(q, 2d, I) = {0} ∪
d
⋃

j=1

gmj〈gd(
√
q+1)〉. (4)

The following lemma shows this “naive construction” of A(q, 2d, I) does not give a clique in

PP (q, 2d, I) except for the Paley graph.

Lemma 2.7. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt where r
is even. ThenA(q, 2d, I) defined in equation (4) is a clique inX if and only if I = {0, 2, . . . , 2d−2}
or I = {1, 3, . . . , 2d− 1}.

6



Proof. If I = {0, 2, . . . , 2d − 2}, then the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.6. The case I =
{1, 3, . . . , 2d− 1} is similar.

Conversely, assume that I is different from {0, 2, . . . , 2d−2} and {1, 3, . . . , 2d−1}. GivenX =
PP (q, 2d, I), without loss of generality, we may assume that m1 = 0, and that X is already in its

minimal representation: indeed, if PP (q, 2d, I) = PP (q, 2d′, I ′), then A(q, 2d′, I ′) = A(q, 2d, I).
Thus, by hypothesis, d ≥ 2.

Assume, to the contrary, that A(q, 2d, I) is a clique in X . Let Bj = A(q, 2d, I) ∩ (Cj ∪ {0})
for each 0 ≤ j ≤ 2d − 1. If x, y ∈ B0 such that x − y ∈ Ck with 0 ≤ k ≤ 2d − 1, then for each

1 ≤ j ≤ d, we have gmjx, gmjy ∈ Bmj
and gmjx− gmjy ∈ Ck+mj

. As a result, I + k = {mj + k
(mod 2d) : 1 ≤ j ≤ d} = I . By Lemma 2.4, 2d|k as PP (q, 2d, I) is the minimal representation

of X . Thus, k = 0 and B0 − B0 ⊂ B0.

From B0 −B0 ⊂ B0 we infer that B0 is a subgroup of F+
q , and must have cardinality |B0| = pn

for some n ≥ 1. We show this is impossible by analyzing the following Diophantine equation:
√
q − 1

d
+ 1 = |B0| = pn.

Writing
√
q = prt, and rearranging the equation, we obtain prt−1 = d(pn−1). In particular, d ≡ 1

(mod pn), implying that d ≥ pn + 1. Combining d ≥ pn + 1 and prt − 1 = d(pn − 1), we obtain

rt ≥ 2n. Thus, d ≥ prt/2 + 1. Since pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d), we have pt ≥ 2d − 1 > 2prt/2 ≥ 2pt, a

contradiction. This proves that A(q, 2d, I) is not a clique in X . �

We will later see in the proof of Theorem 1.9 how Lemma 2.7 can help us distinguish X from

the Paley graph. Indeed, we will show that most semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graphs are not iso-

morphic to the Paley graph; see Corollary 3.4 for a precise criterion.

2.3. Further motivation. Variants of Erdős-Ko-Rado (EKR) theorem have been studied inten-

sively; the book by Godsil and Meagher [GM16] provides an excellent survey. Typically EKR-type

results state that the extremal configurations must be canonical in the sense that they have a remark-

ably simple structure compared to the complicated ground space. Theorem 1.2 can be regarded as

the EKR theorem of Paley graphs [GM16, Section 5.9]: if we view cliques with a subfield structure

as canonical cliques, then Theorem 1.2 states that all maximum cliques are canonical.

In our setting, X = PP (q, 2d, I) is a Cayley graph Cay(F+
q , D), so A ⊂ Fq forms a clique in

X if and only if A − A ⊂ D ∪ {0}, where A − A = {a − a′ : a, a′ ∈ A}. We see that additive

combinatorics plays an important role here becauseA−A has a rich additive structure, whereasD,

being a union of cyclotomic classes, has a rich multiplicative structure. This partially explains why

estimating the clique number of Paley graphs and other related graphs is a central open problem

in additive combinatorics [CL07, Section 2.7]: the study of a clique is essentially the study of

the interaction between additive structure and multiplicative structure of a set [AB14, Shk14]. All

results in this paper conditional on Conjecture 1.4 can be reformulated unconditionally based on

such interaction; for instance, compare Theorem 1.7 and Corollary 5.13.

Let K be a subfield of Fq. Note that if V is a K-subspace, then V − V = V ; thus, the set V
forms a clique in X if and only if V ⊂ D ∪ {0}. Therefore, it is much easier for a subspace to

form a clique in X , compared to a generic subset of Fq. We would like to choose the subfield K so

that it serves the role of the prime subfield Fp. In our case q = p2rt = (pt)2r and t is the smallest

integer with pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d). In view of Stickelberger’s Theorem (Theorem A.3), the choice

K = Fpt is a natural replacement of the prime subfield Fp. Therefore, we call V a canonical clique

in X if V is a Fpt-affine subspace with |V | = √q such that V forms a clique in X . In contrast to
7



a typical EKR-type result, in our situation canonical objects may not exist, because X may have

clique number less than
√
q. Using this terminology, Conjecture 1.4 states that each clique of size√

q in X is canonical.

We remark that our conjecture is an analogue of the celebrated Chvátal’s conjecture [Chv74]

on families of set systems, which is a variant of the EKR theorem and is still widely open (see

Chvátal’s webpage [Chv11] for related discussion and references on the conjecture). Chvátal’s

conjecture states that for any family F of subsets of a finite set that is closed under taking subsets

(known as an ideal), there is a largest intersecting subfamily of F that is a star. In other words, in

any nice set system, there is a canonical maximum intersecting family; our conjecture is actually

stronger because it implies that in any nice semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph (that is, with clique

number
√
q), every maximum clique is canonical. In summary, Conjecture 1.4 can be viewed as

a combination of both the EKR theorem and Chvátal’s conjecture in the context of pseudo-Paley

graphs. The following table is a short dictionary between concepts in Chvátal’s conjecture (first

column) and in the present work (second column).

uniform set system Paley graph

set system semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph

nice set system nice semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph

(ideal, i.e., closed under taking subsets) (with clique number
√
q)

largest intersecting family maximum clique

canonical intersecting family (star) canonical clique (affine subspace)

The original EKR theorem Blokhuis theorem (Theorem 1.2)

Chvátal’s conjecture + EKR Conjecture 1.4

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6

The novel idea in the proof of Theorem 1.6 is to establish a system of linear equations in the

expressions |A ∩ Cm1
|, |A ∩ Cm1

|, . . . , |A ∩ Cmd
| and then find a way to solve the system. A

key ingredient is the following Fourier analytic characterization of maximum cliques in a semi-

primitive pseudo-Paley graph, which is of independent interest. We need the following definition of

exponential sums (scaled Fourier coefficients of the indicator function on A). Recall that ep(x) =
exp(2πix/p) for all x ∈ Fp, and TrFq(·) : Fq → Fp is the absolute trace map.

Definition 3.1. Let A be a subset of Fq. For each c ∈ F∗
q , we define

S(q, A; c) =
∑

a∈A
ep
(

TrFq(ac)
)

. (5)

Proposition 3.2. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt. If

A is a clique inX , then |A| ≤ √q; moreover, |A| = √q if and only if S(q, A; c) = 0 for all c ∈ D′,
where S(q, A; c) is defined in equation (5) and D′ = ∪dℓ=1C−mℓ

.

The proof of Proposition 3.2 is technical, and is deferred to Appendix B. We remark that a

similar characterization for maximum cliques in generalized Paley graphs has appeared in [Yip22a,

Theorem 1.4].

Now we present the proof of Theorem 1.6 using Proposition 3.2 and the novel idea mentioned

in the beginning of this section.
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let A be a clique of size
√
q such that 0 ∈ A. Let Aj = A ∩ Cj for each

0 ≤ j ≤ 2d− 1. Since A is a clique in X and 0 ∈ A, we have A \ {0} = ∪dj=1Amj
, and thus

d
∑

j=1

|Amj
| = √q − 1. (6)

By Proposition 3.2, S(q, A; c) = 0 for all c ∈ D′ where D′ = C−m1
∪ C−m2

∪ · · · ∪ C−md
.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that m1 = 0. In particular, we have S(q, A; c) = 0 for

each c ∈ C0, implying the following:

0 =
∑

c∈C0

S(q, A; c) =
∑

c∈C0

∑

a∈A
ep
(

TrFq(ac)
)

=
∑

a∈A

∑

c∈C0

ep
(

TrFq(ac)
)

= |C0|+
d

∑

j=1

∑

a∈Amj

∑

c∈C0

ep
(

TrFq(ac)
)

.

Note that if a ∈ Amj
, then as c runs over C0, ac runs over Cmj

. Therefore,

0 = |C0|+
d

∑

j=1

|Amj
|
∑

c∈Cmj

ep
(

TrFq(c)
)

.

We can apply the similar argument to C−mk
for each k ≥ 2 to obtain:

0 =
∑

c∈C−mk

S(q, A; c) =
∑

a∈A

∑

c∈C−mk

ep
(

TrFq(ac)
)

= |C−mk
|+

d
∑

j=1

|Amj
|

∑

c∈Cmj−mk

ep
(

TrFq(c)
)

.

Recall that the index j in Cj is defined up to modulo 2d, which allows us to consider Cmj−mk

even when mj −mk < 0. For convenience, we define

λ :=
∑

c∈C0

ep
(

TrFq(c)
)

, and µ :=
∑

c∈Ck

ep
(

TrFq(c)
)

for each 1 ≤ k ≤ 2d− 1. The value of µ is well-defined in view of Corollary A.6.

Given a fixed integer k satisfying 1 ≤ k ≤ d, there is a unique value of j such that mj −mk ≡ 0
(mod 2d), namely, j = k. Therefore, the equation

0 = |C−mk
|+

d
∑

j=1

|Amj
|

∑

c∈Cmj−mk

ep
(

TrFq(c)
)

becomes

0 = |C0|+ λ|Amk
|+

∑

1≤j≤d
j 6=k

µ|Amj
| (7)
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where we also used the fact that |C−mk
| = |C0|. Note that equation (7) is valid for each 1 ≤ k ≤ d,

and so these d linear equations correspond to the matrix equation Mx = b where

M =













λ µ µ . . . µ
µ λ µ . . . µ
µ µ λ . . . µ
...

...
...

. . .
...

µ µ µ . . . λ













, x =













|Am1
|

|Am2
|

|Am3
|

...

|Amd
|













and b = −













|C0|
|C0|
|C0|

...

|C0|













Note that M = (λ − µ)Id + µJd, where Id is the d × d identity matrix and Jd is the d × d all

1’s matrix. It is straightforward to see that M has eigenvalue λ − µ with multiplicity d − 1, and

eigenvalue λ+ (d− 1)µ with multiplicity 1. By Corollary A.6, we know that λ 6= µ and

λ+ (d− 1)µ = −(2d− 1)
√
q + 1

2d
+ (d− 1) ·

√
q − 1

2d
= −
√
q + 1

2
.

Therefore, M is invertible. Thus, Mx = b has a unique solution given by

x =









γ
γ
...

γ









where γ = −|C0|/(λ+ (d− 1)µ). We deduce that

|Amj
| = γ = − |C0|

λ+ (d− 1)µ
=

2|C0|√
q + 1

=
2(q − 1)

2d(
√
q + 1)

=

√
q − 1

d

for each 1 ≤ j ≤ d. It is easy to verify that |Am1
|, |Am2

|, . . . , |Amd
| satisfy the equation (6). �

As a quick application, Theorem 1.6 immediately implies the following non-trivial upper bound

on the clique number of a particular type of Cayley graphs.

Corollary 3.3. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt where

r is even. Pick subsets Dmj
⊂ Cmj

for each 1 ≤ j ≤ d such that |Dmk
| < (

√
q − 1)/d holds for

some k. Consider the Cayley graph X ′ = Cay
(

F+
q ,

⋃d
j=1Dmj

)

, which is a subgraph of X . Then

ω(X ′) ≤ √q − 1.

Proof. By Theorem 1.6, ω(X ′) ≤ ω(X) ≤ √q. So, if ω(X ′) =
√
q, then ω(X) =

√
q as well.

Now, take a maximum clique A in X ′ containing 0, so that A is also a maximum clique in X . By

Theorem 1.6, |Dmj
| ≥ |A ∩ Cmj

| =
√
q−1

d
for each 1 ≤ j ≤ d, contradicting the hypothesis. �

We continue with another application of Theorem 1.6 on the number of maximum cliques. Re-

call that in the Paley graph Pq, there is a unique maximum clique that contains {0, 1}, namely the

subfield F√
q. In contrast, Mullin [Mul09, Lemma 3.3.6] shows that if r is even and q = p2r for

some prime p ≡ 3 (mod 4) such that ω(P ∗
q ) =

√
q, then there are at least 2 maximum cliques

in P ∗
q that contain {0, 1}. Next we present the proof of Theorem 1.9, which generalizes Mullin’s

result.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Suppose ω(X) =
√
q, and that there is a unique maximum clique A in X

that contains {0, 1}. We will show that A = A(q, 2d, I) defined in equation (4), which contradicts

Lemma 2.7 and thus establishes the theorem.
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Let Aj = A∩Cj for each 0 ≤ j ≤ 2d− 1. By Theorem 1.6, |Amj
| =

√
q−1

d
for each 1 ≤ j ≤ d.

For each y ∈ A0, the map x 7→ y−1x induces a graph automorphism of X , so y−1A is a maximum

clique; moreover, 1 = y−1y ∈ y−1A, and so y−1A = A by the uniqueness of the maximum clique

containing {0, 1}. In particular, for each x, y ∈ A0, we have xy−1 ∈ y−1A0 = A0. Hence A0 is a

subgroup of F∗
q . Since |A0| =

√
q−1

d
, we conclude that A0 = 〈gd(

√
q+1)〉. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ d, we

can apply the same argument to g−mjAmj
to conclude that Amj

= gmj〈gd(
√
q+1)〉. Therefore,

A = {0} ∪
d
⋃

j=1

Amj
= {0} ∪

d
⋃

j=1

gmj〈gd(
√
q+1)〉 = A(q, 2d, I)

as desired. �

Corollary 3.4. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt where

r is even. Then X is isomorphic to the Paley graph Pq if and only if I = {0, 2, . . . , 2d − 2} or

I = {1, 3, . . . , 2d− 1}.
Proof. If I = {0, 2, . . . , 2d− 2} or I = {1, 3, . . . , 2d− 1}, then X ∼= Pq by Example 2.2.

Conversely, suppose that I is different {0, 2, . . . , 2d−2} and {1, 3, . . . , 2d−1}. We may assume

that 0 ∈ I . Assume, to the contrary, thatX is isomorphic to the Paley graph Pq. Then ω(X) =
√
q.

Let f : X → Pq be a graph isomorphism. Since 0 ∈ I and 1 ∈ C0, it follows that 0 and 1 are

adjacent in X , and f(0) and f(1) are adjacent in Pq. After composing f with the automorphism

x 7→ (x − f(0))/(f(1) − f(0)) of the Paley graph Pq, we obtain an isomorphism f ′ : X → Pq

fixing 0 and 1. This implies that the number of maximum cliques containing {0, 1} must be the

same in both graphs; however, there is a unique such maximum clique in Pq by Theorem 1.2, while

there are at least two such cliques in X by Theorem 1.9. This contradiction shows that X is not

isomorphic to Pq. �

The corollary above shows that almost all the graphs of the form PP (q, 2d, I) in the semi-

primitive case are not isomorphic to the Paley graph. In Section 4 below, we will prove a stronger

result without the semi-primitive assumption using different tools. We included the weaker state-

ment above because its proof is self-contained.

4. NON-ISOMORPHISM

The goal of this section is to show that most graphs of the form PP (q, 2d, I) are not isomorphic

to the Paley graph Pq or the Peisert graph P ∗
q . In order to achieve this result, we will borrow the

deep results obtained by Peisert, Foulser, Kallaher, and others.

Peisert [Pei01] proved that Pq and P ∗
q are non-isomorphic except when q = 32 by studying their

respective automorphism groups. Another approach to distinguish these graphs is to study their

p-ranks [BvE92]; this was carried out successfully in [WQWX07, Proposition 3.6]. We are going

to use ideas in Peisert’s paper [Pei01] to establish our key criterion in Proposition 4.7.

Throughout this section, we assume that q = pn for some positive integer n. For any field F
and a positive integer m, we can consider the general semilinear group ΓLm(F ) [dLF11, Section

3.6]. We are primarily interested in the case when F = Fq and m = 1. In this case, we often write

ΓL1(q) instead of ΓL1(Fq).

Definition 4.1 (general semilinear group). Let ΓL1(q) := F∗
q ⋊ Gal(Fq/Fp) be the semi-direct

product obtained via the natural action of Gal(Fq/Fp) on F∗
q . This group is called the general

semilinear group of degree 1 over the finite field Fq.
11



Let g be a fixed primitive root of Fq, and let ζ : Fq → Fq be the map x 7→ gx. Since ζk : Fq → Fq

is given by x 7→ gkx, we see that 〈ζ〉 ∼= F∗
q . Thus, the elements of ΓL1(q) can be viewed as

functions f : Fq → Fq satisfying f(x + y) = f(x) + f(y) for all x, y ∈ Fq and f(cx) = cp
j
x

for some j and for all x, c ∈ Fq. Since the Galois group Gal(Fq/Fp) = 〈α〉 is generated by

the Frobenius map α : x 7→ xp, we can also write ΓL1(q) = F∗
q ⋊ 〈α〉 = 〈ζ〉 ⋊ 〈α〉. Thus,

ΓL1(q) = 〈ζ, α〉 and in particular, ΓL1(q) is a permutation group. We remark that other authors

(for example Peisert [Pei01], and Foulser and Kallaher [FK78]) use ω to denote the map x 7→ gx.

We use ζ for this purpose as ω is reserved for the clique number throughout the paper.

Peisert [Pei01] classified all self-complementary symmetric graphs. Recall that a graph is self-

complementary if it is isomorphic to its complement, and a graph is symmetric if its automorphism

group acts transitively on the ordered pairs of adjacent vertices.

Theorem 4.2 ([Pei01]). A graph G is self-complementary and symmetric if and only if |G| = pn

for some prime p with pn ≡ 1 (mod 4), and G is isomorphic to a Paley graph, a Peisert graph, or

the exceptional graph G (232).

The key to proving Theorem 4.2 is the classification of the automorphism groups of all possible

self-complementary symmetric graphs [Pei01, Theorem 4.2]. For our purposes, we state a slight

variation of this result.

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a self-complementary symmetric Cayley graph defined on Fpn with

A = Aut(X), and A0 be the subgroup of A which fixes 0. If pn /∈ {9, 49, 81, 529}, then A0 is a

subgroup of ΓL1(p
n) and A ∼= Fpn ×A0.

Proof. Each automorphism f ∈ A can be decomposed as f2 ◦ f1 where f1 ∈ A0 and f2 is a

translation by an element of Fpn . This explains the identity A ∼= Fpn ×A0.

The proof given in [Pei01, Theorem 4.2] classifies the automorphism group of any such graph

X . There are four different cases in Peisert’s proof. Case 1 corresponds exactly to A0 ≤ ΓL1(p
n).

Next, Case 2 corresponds to pn = 9, while Cases 3 and 4 correspond to pn ∈ {49, 81, 529}. By the

hypothesis, we must be in Case 1. �

The following lemma shows that a subgroup of ΓL1(p
n) has a simple structure. The sentence

starting with “Moreover” is not literally part of [FK78, Lemma 2.1], but appears on page 117 of

[FK78] and also on page 220 of [Pei01].

Lemma 4.4 ([FK78, Lemma 2.1]). If A0 is a subgroup of ΓL1(p
n), then A0 =

〈

ζd, ζeαs
〉

for some

integers d, e, s satisfying the following conditions:

s | n, d | (pn − 1) , e

(

pn − 1

ps − 1

)

≡ 0 (mod d).

Such a representation A0 =
〈

ζd, ζeαs
〉

is unique when d, s > 0 and 0 ≤ e < d and it is called the

standard form. Moreover, if A0 =
〈

ζd, ζeαs
〉

is in standard form, then |A0| = n (pn − 1) /sd.

The automorphism group of Paley graphs and Peisert graphs were first determined by Carlitz

[Car60] and Peisert [Pei01], respectively.

Theorem 4.5 ([Car60]). Let q = pn. Then Aut(Pq) ∼= Fpn×〈ζ2, α〉 and |Aut(Pq)| = npn (pn − 1) /2.

Theorem 4.6 ([Pei01, Corollary 6.3]). Let q = pn, where p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and n is even. If

q 6= 32, 72, 34, 232, then Aut(P ∗
q )
∼= Fpn × 〈ζ4, ζα〉 and |Aut(P ∗

q )| = npn (pn − 1) /4.
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For a generalized Paley graph, it is much more difficult to determine its automorphism group.

In [LP09], Lim and Praeger used association scheme to study the automorphism groups of certain

generalized Paley graphs. We expect in general it is even harder to determine the automorphism

group of X = PP (q, 2d, I) since it is a union of copies of generalized Paley graphs. While

determining the automorphism group of X remains open, we show that X is not isomorphic to Pq

or P ∗
q in general. The following proposition is a stronger version of Corollary 3.4.

Proposition 4.7. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be in its minimal representation such that q = pn /∈
{32, 72, 34, 232}.

(1) If d = 1, then X is isomorphic to the Paley graph Pq.

(2) If d = 2, then X is isomorphic to the Peisert graph P ∗
q

(3) If d ≥ 3, then X is not isomorphic to Pq or P ∗
q .

Proof. It is straightforward to prove the cases d = 1 and d = 2. See Example 2.2.

Next we assume d ≥ 3. Assume, to the contrary, that X is isomorphic to Pq or to P ∗
q . In

particular, X is symmetric and self-complementary by Theorem 4.2. Let A = Aut(X) and

A0 ≤ A be the subgroup fixing 0. By Proposition 4.3, A0 is a subgroup of ΓL1(Fq).
By Lemma 2.4 and Remark 2.5, ζk : x 7→ gkx induces a graph automorphism of X if and only

2d | k. Therefore, each ζk ∈ A0 with k > 0 must satisfy k ≥ 2d ≥ 6. Using Lemma 4.4, we have

A0 = 〈ζd′, ζeαs〉 in its standard form for some d′ ≥ 6, e ≥ 0 and s ≥ 1. Consequently,

|A | = |Fpn||A0| =
npn(pn − 1)

sd′
≤ npn(pn − 1)

6
.

The automorphism group of X has a smaller size than the automorphism group of both the Paley

graph Pq and the Peisert graph P ∗
q (if n is even) shown in Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.6, which is

a contradiction. �

Mullin [Mul09, Chapter 8] conjectured that generalized Peisert graphs are distinct from Peisert

and Paley graphs for infinitely many prime powers. She verified the conjecture computationally

for small prime powers [Mul09, Section 5.4]. We confirm this conjecture below.

Corollary 4.8. If d ≥ 3 and q ≡ 1 (mod 4d) and q /∈ {32, 72, 34, 232}, then GP ∗(q, 2d) is not

isomorphic to Pq or P ∗
q . In fact, GP ∗(q, 2d) is self-complementary but not symmetric.

Proof. By Example 2.2, we identify GP ∗(q, 2d) with PP (q, 2d, {0, 1, . . . , d − 1}) which is in

its minimal representation, and the complement of GP ∗(q, 2d) corresponds to PP (q, 2d, {d, d+
1, . . . , 2d − 1}). The first assertion follows directly from Proposition 4.7. Consider the graph

homomorphism:

f : PP (q, 2d, {0, 1, . . . , d− 1})→ PP (q, 2d, {d, d+ 1, . . . , 2d− 1})
induced by x 7→ gdx on the set of vertices. Then f is an isomorphism from GP ∗(q, 2d) to its

complement. Thus, GP ∗(q, 2d) is self-complementary. Since GP ∗(q, 2d) is not isomorphic to the

Paley graph and the Peisert graph, GP ∗(q, 2d) cannot be symmetric by Theorem 4.2. �

Mathon [Mat88] asked whether there is an infinite family of self-complementary strongly regular

graphs of non-Paley type. This was already settled affirmatively by Peisert in Theorem 4.2 as

Peisert graphs are of non-Paley type. Klin, Kriger, and Woldar [KKW16] also answered Mathon’s

question for graphs of order p2. Corollary 4.8 gives another answer to this question. Indeed, when

−1 is a power of p modulo 2d, the generalized Peisert graph GP ∗(q, 2d) is a self-complementary

strongly regular graph, but not isomorphic to Pq or P ∗
q .
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5. THE SUBSPACE STRUCTURE OF MAXIMUM CLIQUES

In previous sections, we saw that a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph PP (q, 2d, I) is not iso-

morphic to Pq unless there is an obvious reason. In this section, we continue to study these graphs

and further investigate how they compare to Paley graphs from different perspectives.

5.1. Maximum cliques come in pairs. In this subsection, we investigate the correspondence be-

tween maximum cliques in a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph on q = p4t vertices. The goal is to

prove Theorem 1.10 on the parity of the number of canonical cliques: we will see that they come

in pairs, and the two cliques in each pair are interchanged by the Galois automorphism x 7→ x
√
q.

Lemma 5.1. If pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d), and q = p2rt, then F∗
pt ⊂ C0 = 〈g2d〉.

Proof. Note that gk is a primitive root of Fpt , where

k =
p2rt − 1

pt − 1
=

2r−1
∑

j=0

pjt ≡
2r−1
∑

j=0

(−1)j ≡ 0 (mod 2d)

since pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d). Thus, gk ∈ 〈g2d〉, and it follows that F∗
pt ⊂ C0. �

The following lemma is a simple consequence of Theorem 1.6 and Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 5.2. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt where

r is even, and I 6= {0, 2, . . . , 2d− 2}. Then the subfield F√
q is not a clique in X .

Proof. If F√
q were a clique in X , then it would be a maximum clique. Comparing equations (2)

and (3), we get I = {0, 2, . . . , 2d− 2}, a contradiction. �

Lemma 5.3. Let g be a primitive root of Fq where q = p4t and pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d). SetC0 = 〈g2d〉,
and pick x ∈ C0. If {x, xp2t} is linearly dependent over Fpt, then x ∈ 〈g(p2t+1)d〉.
Proof. If {x, xp2t} is linearly dependent over Fpt , then xp

2t−1 ∈ F∗
pt . After expressing x = gk for

some integer k, we obtain g(p
2t−1)k ∈ F∗

pt. As F∗
pt = 〈g(q−1)/(pt−1)〉, and q = p4t we must have

q − 1

pt − 1
| (p2t − 1)k ⇒ (p2t + 1)(pt + 1) | (p2t − 1)k ⇒ p2t + 1 | (pt − 1)k.

Using gcd(p2t + 1, pt − 1) = 2, we obtain p2t+1
2
| k. Next, x = gk ∈ C0 = 〈g2d〉 implies that

2d | k. We will now combine these two divisibility relations p2t+1
2
| k and 2d | k.

Observe that pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d) implies p2t ≡ 1 (mod 4d), so that p2t+1
2
≡ 1 (mod 2d).

Therefore, gcd(p
2t+1
2
, 2d) = 1. Combining p2t+1

2
| k and 2d | k, we conclude (p2t + 1)d | k and

hence x = gk ∈ 〈g(p2t+1)d〉. �

We are now ready to present the proof of Theorem 1.10.

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Without loss of generality, we may assumem1 = 0. By assumption,X is a

Cayley graph on q = p4t many vertices where pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d). Note that the map f : Fq → Fq

given by f(x) = x
√
q preserves the edges of the graph: if x, y ∈ Fq and x− y ∈ D, then

f(x)− f(y) = x
√
q − y

√
q = (x− y)

√
q ∈ D

because
√
q = p2t ≡ 1 (mod 2d). Note that f fixes each element of F√

q pointwise; in particular,

f fixes Fpt . It is also evident that f is a bijection on the vertex set Fq. We conclude that f is a
14



graph automorphism of X which fixes Fpt , and hence should send maximum cliques containing

Fpt to maximum cliques containing Fpt . LetA be a clique of size
√
q, such thatA is a Fpt-subspace

containing Fpt . We claim that f(A) 6= A. The theorem follows immediately from this claim since

f is an involution.

We assume, to the contrary, that f(A) = A. Since I is different from {0, 2, . . . , 2d − 2}, the

subfield F√
q is not a clique in X by Lemma 5.2. Since A ⊂ Fq = Fp4t is a 2-dimensional subspace

over Fpt containing Fpt and A 6= F√
q = Fp2t, we must have A ∩ F√

q = Fpt . We will estimate

the number of x ∈ C0 ∩ A such that x and f(x) = xp
2t

are linearly independent over Fpt, and use

Theorem 1.6 to show that there are too many such elements when f(A) = A.

Let V be the set of elements x in C0 ∩ A such that {x, xp2t} are dependent over Fpt. By

Lemma 5.3, we have V ⊂ 〈g(p2t+1)d〉. As g(p
2t+1)d ∈ 〈g

√
q+1〉 = F√

q , we have V ⊂ F√
q.

In particular, V ⊂ A ∩ F√
q = Fpt. On the other hand, it is clear that F∗

pt ⊂ V and 0 /∈ V .

Therefore, V = F∗
pt. Theorem 1.6 states that |C0 ∩ A| = p2t−1

d
, which implies that there are

p2t−1
d
− (pt − 1) elements x in C0 ∩ A such that {x, xp2t} are independent over Fpt, that is, the

complement V ′ := C0 ∩ (A \ F∗
pt) has p2t−1

d
− (pt − 1) elements.

Since f fixes A, and A is a Fpt-subspace, we can apply Lemma 5.1 to obtain the following

inclusion of sets:
⋃

x∈V ′

(

xF∗
pt ∪ xp

2t

F∗
pt

)

⊂ C0 ∩ (A \ F∗
pt) = V ′.

Note that |xF∗
pt ∪ xp

2t
F∗
pt| = 2(pt − 1) for each x ∈ V ′. If x, y ∈ V ′, such that xF∗

pt ∪ xp
2t
F∗
pt =

yF∗
pt ∪ yp

2t
F∗
pt , then y ∈ xF∗

pt ∪ xp
2t
F∗
pt . Therefore,

|V ′| ≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

⋃

x∈V ′

(

xF∗
pt ∪ xp

2t

F∗
pt

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ 2(pt − 1)

⌈ |V ′|
2(pt − 1)

⌉

.

This implies that
|V ′|

2(pt−1)
is an integer. However, pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d) implies that

|V ′|
2(pt−1)

= pt+1
2d
−

1
2
/∈ Z, a contradiction. We conclude that f(A) 6= A, which completes the proof. �

Example 5.4. If X is the Peisert graph with order q = p4 where p > 3, then there are 0 maximum

cliques of size
√
q with the subspace structure because Fp forms a maximal clique in P ∗

q [AY22,

Theorem 1.5].

Example 5.5 (Graphs of order 625 and 2401). If X = PP (54, 6, I) with I 6= {0, 2, 4}, {1, 3, 5}
then X contains either 0 or 2 maximum cliques of the kind described in Theorem 1.10. A similar

conclusion holds for X = PP (74, 8, I).

With the help of SageMath, we noticed that in many examples of semi-primitive pseudo-Paley

graphs there are exactly 2 cliques of size
√
q containing Fpt. These examples are presented in

Appendix C. This leads us to the following conjecture which simultaneously strengthens and gen-

eralizes Theorem 1.10.

Conjecture 5.6. Let X = PP (q, 2d, I) be a semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graph with q = p2rt

where r is even. Assume that 0 ∈ I and I 6= {0, 2, . . . , 2d − 2}. If ω(X) =
√
q, then the number

of maximum cliques containing Fpt is 2.
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5.2. The density result. In this subsection, we discuss the density of the graphs achieving the

trivial upper bound on the clique number.

Fix a positive integer N . Define PP(N) to be collection of all the semi-primitive pseudo-Paley

graphs of the form X = PP (q, 2d, I) with q = p2rt ≤ N and r even. Let F(N) be the subset

of PP(N) consisting of those graphs X = PP (q, 2d, I) with ω(X) =
√
q. Since ω(X) ≤ √q

always holds, the graphs in F(N) are precisely those that attain the trivial upper bound on the

clique number.

Proposition 5.7. Assume that Conjecture 1.4 is true. The density of graphs attaining the trivial

upper bound on the clique number inside the family of semi-primitive pseudo-Paley graphs is zero,

that is,

lim
N→∞

#F(N)

#PP(N)
= 0.

Proof. Given a prime power q = p2rt ≤ N , with r even, let PP(N, p, t) ⊂ PP(N) be the subset

consisting of graphs PP (q, 2d, I) with q = p2rt vertices such that t is the smallest positive integer

such that pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d). Similarly, define F(N, p, t) = F(N) ∩ PP(N, p, t). We have the

following decomposition depending on p and t:

PP(N) =
⊔

pt≤N1/4

PP(N, p, t), and F(N) =
⊔

pt≤N1/4

F(N, p, t).

This is a disjoint union because for any PP (q, 2d, I) ∈ PP(N), there is a unique (p, t) such that

PP (q, 2d, I) ∈ PP(N, p, t). Indeed, q determines the value of p, and the congruence pt ≡ −1
(mod 2d) uniquely determines the value of smallest such t.

Recall that the Grassmannian Gr(r, 2r)(Fpt) is the set of all r-dimensional Fpt-subspaces inside

F(pt)2r = Fq. Given a graph X = PP (q, 2d, I) ∈ F(N, p, t) with q = p2rt, Conjecture 1.4

implies that the set of maximum cliques in X containing 0 gives a subset SX ⊂ Gr(r, 2r)(Fpt)
with SX 6= ∅. If Y ∈ F(N, p, t) with Y = PP (q, 2d, J), and I 6= J , then we claim that

SX ∩SY = ∅. Indeed, by Theorem 1.6, a maximum clique V ∈ SX uniquely determines I because

I = {j : 0 ≤ j ≤ 2d− 1 and |Cj ∩ V | =
√
q−1

d
}, and hence the graph X . If V ∈ SX ∩ SY , then

X = Y . The claim is proved, and we obtain:

#F(N, p, t) ≤ #
⊔

p2rt≤N

Gr(r, 2r)(Fpt).

The cardinality of the Grassmannian can be bounded as follows:

#Gr(r, 2r)(Fpt) =
(p2rt − 1)(p2rt − pt) · · · (p2rt − p(r−1)t)

(prt − 1)(prt − pt) · · · (prt − p(r−1)t)
≤ p2r

2t.

Thus,

#F(N, p, t) ≤
∑

p2rt≤N

(pt)2r
2 ≤ ln(N) ·N r ≤ ln(N) ·N ln(N) = ln(N) · e(ln(N))2 ,

which implies,

#F(N) =
∑

p4t≤N

#F(N, p, t) ≤ N · ln(N) · e(ln(N))2 . (8)
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On the other hand, the number of graphs of the form PP (q, 2d, I) ∈ PP(N, p, t) with q = p2rt

and d = (pt+1)/2 is given by the binomial coefficient
(

2d
d

)

=
(

pt+1
(pt+1)/2

)

since I ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , 2d−
1} with #I = d. Using Stirling’s approximation,

#PP(N, p, t) ≥
(

pt + 1

(pt + 1)/2

)

≥ 4p
t

√
4pt

.

By Chebyshev’s Theorem, there exists a prime p0 such that 1
2
N1/4 < p0 < N1/4 for N large. As

a result,

#PP(N) ≥ #PP(N, p0, 1) ≥
4p0√
4p0
≥ 2N

1/4

√
2N1/4

. (9)

Combining inequalities (8) and (9),

lim sup
N→∞

#F(N)

#PP(N)
≤ lim sup

N→∞

N · ln(N) · e(ln(N))2

2N
1/4

√
2N1/4

= 0

as desired. �

We remark that Proposition 5.7 can be phrased unconditionally. The argument shows that a

union of at most d distinct 2d-th semi-primitive cyclotomic classes of Fq together with {0}, almost

surely does not contain a subspace of size
√
q, as q →∞.

5.3. An infinite family of graphs (of non-Paley type) achieving the square root upper bound.

Despite the density of F(N) being zero, we still expect that F(N) will contain infinitely many

elements that are non-isomorphic to the Paley graph. Specializing to the case q = p4 and 2d =
p + 1, the proof of Proposition 5.7 can be modified to show that ω(PP (p4, p + 1, I)) < p2 for a

generic choice of I . Nonetheless, we expect that there are infinitely many exceptions of non-Paley

type. This expectation is made precise in the following conjecture.

Conjecture 5.8. For each prime p ≥ 3, there are exactly p2+3
4

subsets I ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , p} with 0 ∈ I
and |I| = p+1

2
such that ω(PP (p4, p + 1, I)) = p2. Furthermore, in these graphs, the maximum

cliques containing {0, 1} are of the form Fp ⊕ aFp, where a = g(p+1)k and k is an odd integer.

Conjecture 5.8 is impractical to verify using a computer. Instead, we consider the following

weaker conjecture, which can be verified in polynomial time via Algorithm 2 in Appendix C.

Conjecture 5.9. Let V be a 2-dimensional subspace in Fp4 , such that 1 ∈ V . Then V is a clique

in PP (p4, p + 1, I) for some I if and only if V = Fp ⊕ aFp, where a = g(p+1)k and k is an odd

integer.

The next proposition states that Conjecture 5.9 is essentially equivalent to Conjecture 5.8 if we

assume the main Conjecture 1.4.

Proposition 5.10. Conjecture 1.4, Conjecture 5.6, and Conjecture 5.9 together imply Conjec-

ture 5.8.

Proof. Suppose I ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , p} with 0 ∈ I and |I| = p+1
2

such that ω(PP (p4, p + 1, I)) = p2.
Let V be a maximum clique of size p2 with 0, 1 ∈ V ; see the beginning of the proof of Theorem 1.7

for the existence of such a clique. Conjecture 1.4 implies that V is a 2-dimensional Fp-subspace.

We apply Conjecture 5.9 to express V = Fp ⊕ aFp for some a = g(p+1)k ∈ Fp4 , where k is an odd

integer.
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Recall that C0 = 〈gp+1〉 is a (p + 1)-th cyclotomic class. Lemma 5.1 states that F∗
p ⊂ C0.

Observe that V ∩ C0 ⊃ F∗
p ∪ aF∗

p. By Theorem 1.6, |V ∩ C0| = p2−1
(p+1)/2

= 2(p − 1). Hence,

V ∩ C0 = F∗
p ∪ aF∗

p. Let V ′ = Fp ⊕ bFp be another clique of the same type. The same argument

shows that V ′ ∩ C0 = F∗
p ∪ bF∗

p. Thus, we have V = V ′ if and only if b/a ∈ F∗
p.

Given V = F∗
p ⊕ aF∗

p with a = g(p+1)k with k odd, the number of possible k’s is p4−1
2(p+1)

=

(p2+1)(p− 1)/2. The argument above shows that different choices of a in the same F∗
p-coset give

the same space V . Therefore, the number of choices for V is:

1

2

(p2 + 1)(p− 1)

p− 1
=
p2 + 1

2
.

If I = {0, 2, 4, . . . , p − 1} then PP (p4, p + 1, I) is the Paley graph and the only possible V in

this case is V = Fp2 . If I 6= {0, 2, 4, . . . , p − 1}, then Conjecture 5.6 yields 2 such subspaces V .

By Theorem 1.6, different choices of I give rise to different subspaces V . In summary, there are

exactly

1

2

(

p2 + 1

2
− 1

)

+ 1 =
p2 + 3

4

many I with 0 ∈ I satisfying ω(PP (p4, p+ 1, I)) = p2. �

5.4. Conditional improvement on the trivial upper bound. In this subsection, we prove The-

orem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8, which improve the previously known upper bound
√
q on the clique

number conditional on Conjecture 1.4.

The following lemma is useful for obtaining a lower bound on the character sum as we will see

in the proof of Theorem 1.7 below.

Lemma 5.11. Let d ≥ 2 be a positive integer and θ be a primitive 2d-th root of unity. Given a

subset I = {m1, m2, . . . , md} ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , 2d − 1}, there exists an integer 1 ≤ k ≤ 2d − 1 such

that |∑d
j=1 θ

kmj | >
√

d/2.

Proof. We have

2d−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

θkmj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
2d−1
∑

k=0

∑

1≤j,ℓ≤d

θk(mj−mℓ) =
∑

1≤j,ℓ≤d

2d−1
∑

k=0

θk(mj−mℓ) = 2d2.

It follows that

max
1≤k≤2d−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

θkmj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
√

2d2 − d2
2d− 1

=

√

d2

2d− 1
>

√

d

2
. �

The following theorem is a consequence of the main result in a recent paper by Reis [Rei22]. It

states that there will be a lot of cancellations in a character sum over a generic subspace V of Fq

provided that V is not the subfield F√
q and q is sufficiently large.

Theorem 5.12 ([AY22, Corollary 3.6]). Let n be an integer such that n ≥ 2, and q an odd prime

power. Let V ⊆ Fq2n be an Fq-subspace of dimension n, with 1 ∈ V , and V 6= Fqn . Then for any

non-trivial multiplicative character χ of Fq2n ,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈V
χ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
2n√
q
· |V |. (10)
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In other words, if the absolute value of the character sum over a subset S ⊂ Fq with size
√
q is

too large, then we can conclude that either S is not a subspace or S is the subfield F√
q. We remark

that the second alternative (the subfield case) was one of the main tools used in [AY22] to establish

a new proof of Theorem 1.2 as well as its generalization. Next, we use the first alternative to prove

Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Assume, to the contrary, that ω(X) =
√
q and pt > 10.2r2d. Without loss

of generality, we may assume m1 = 0. Since X is a Cayley graph, we can restrict attention to

maximum cliques containing 0. If A is a maximum clique in X containing 0, Theorem 1.6 implies

that C0∩A 6= ∅ and thus we can further assume that 1 ∈ A. Indeed, any y ∈ C0∩A yields another

maximum clique B = y−1A containing both 0 and 1. By Lemma 5.2, A 6= F√
q.

By Lemma 5.11, we can find 1 ≤ k ≤ 2d − 1, such that |∑d
j=1 θ

kmj | >
√

d/2. Let χ be the

multiplicative character of Fq such that χ(g) = θk. Then χ is a nontrivial character with order

dividing 2d. Suppose that A is a subspace over Fpt; then by Theorem 5.12 and Theorem 1.6, we

have
√
q − 1

d

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

θkmj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

∑

x∈Cmj

χ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈A
χ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
2r√
pt
√
q, (11)

Thus,
√
q − 1√
2d
≤
√
q − 1

d

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

θkmj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
2r√
pt
√
q.

However, the above inequality implies pt ≤ 10.2r2d, a contradiction. This finishes the proof. �

While Theorem 1.7 is stated conditionally in terms of the clique number of certain Cayley

graphs, it can also be phrased unconditionally with additive combinatorics flavor as follows.

Corollary 5.13. Let q = p2rt, where r is even, and t is the smallest positive integer such that

pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d). Let D be the union of at most d distinct 2d-th cyclotomic classes of Fq.

Assume that D contains at least one square and one non-square element. If pt > 10.2r2d, then

there is no Fpt-subspace V of Fq, with dimension at least r, such that V ⊂ D ∪ {0}.
When the set I has a simple structure, the lower bound on p in Theorem 1.7 can be further

improved. We illustrate this by analyzing the case of generalized Peisert graphs, where we can

compute the sum of roots of unity explicitly.

Corollary 5.14. Let q = p2rt, where r is even and t is the smallest positive integer such that

pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d). Assuming Conjecture 1.4, the generalized Peisert graph GP ∗(q, 2d) has

clique number less than
√
q when pt ≥ 12.5r2.

Proof. We will assume that ω(GP ∗(q, 2d)) =
√
q and show that pt < 12.5r2 must hold. Recall

that GP ∗(q, 2d) = PP (q, 2d, I), where I = {0, 1, . . . , d− 1}; see Example 2.2.

Let θ = e2πi/2d = eiπ/d. Let χ be the multiplicative character of Fq such that χ(g) = θ. We have

d
∑

j=1

θmj =
d

∑

j=1

θj−1 =
1− θd
1− θ =

2

1− θ .

19



Using the inequality cosx ≥ 1− x2

2
for all real x, we have

|1− θ| =
√

2− 2 cos
π

d
≤

√

2− 2

(

1− π2

2d2

)

=
π

d
,

and so,
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

1− θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ 2d

π
. (12)

Combining the inequalities (11) and (12) yields

√
q − 1

d
· 2d
π
≤
√
q − 1

d

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d
∑

j=1

θmj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
2r√
pt
√
q.

This last inequality rearranges into:

√

pt <
rπ
√
q

√
q − 1

⇒ pt <
r2π2q

(
√
q − 1)2

≤
(

81

64

)

r2π2 < 12.5r2 (13)

since q ≥ 81. �

To prove Theorem 1.8, we apply the above corollary, and then use SageMath [Sag21] to verify

the cases when q is small.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We assume the clique number is
√
q and apply the contrapositive of Corol-

lary 5.14 in the special case r = 2 to conclude that pt < 50. Note that when pt ≥ 41, q = p4t ≥ 414,
and inequality (13) implies that

pt < 4π2

(

1681

1680

)2

< 40,

a contradiction. Therefore,

pt ∈ {5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 17, 19, 23, 25, 27, 29, 31, 37}.
Recall that pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d) and d ≥ 2. However, using Algorithm 1 (described in Appendix C),

we verified that the corresponding graph for each choice of (pt, d) in the following list has clique

number less than
√
q = p2t leading to a contradiction:

{(5, 3), (7, 2), (7, 4), (9, 5), (11, 2), (11, 3), (11, 6), (13, 7), (17, 3), (17, 9),
(19, 5), (19, 10), (23, 2), (23, 3), (23, 4), (23, 6), (23, 12), (25, 13), (27, 7),

(27, 14), (29, 3), (29, 5), (29, 15), (31, 2), (31, 4), (31, 8), (31, 16), (37, 19)}.
The largest case (pt, d) = (37, 19) took about 16 hours in SageMath. �
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APPENDIX A. GAUSS SUMS AND CHARACTER SUMS

In this section, we work with Gauss sums and character sums over finite fields. We refer to

[BEW98] and [LN97, Chapter 5] for a detailed discussion. This appendix contains preparatory

material for Appendix B on the proof of Proposition 3.2.

Let χ be a multiplicative character of Fq, and ψ an additive character of Fq. As usual, we extend

χ to be defined on Fq by setting χ(0) = 0. The Gauss sum associated to χ and ψ is defined to be

G(χ, ψ) =
∑

c∈Fq
χ(c)ψ(c). When ψ is the canonical additive character ep

(

TrFq(·)
)

, we use G(χ)

to denote G(χ, ψ). The first non-trivial example is when χ is a quadratic character; in this case,

the Gauss sum is well-understood according to the following classical theorem.

Theorem A.1 ([BEW98, Theorem 11.5.4]). Let Fq be a finite field with q = ps, where p is an odd

prime and s is a positive integer. Let χ be the quadratic character of Fq. Then

G(χ) =

{

(−1)s−1√q, if p ≡ 1 (mod 4),

(−1)s−1is
√
q, if p ≡ 3 (mod 4).

Corollary A.2. Suppose p is a prime such that pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d) with t minimal. Let q = p2rt,
where r is even. If χ be the quadratic character of Fq, then G(χ) = −√q.

Proof. We can write q = ps where s = 2rt. Note that i2rt = 1 since r is even. The corollary

follows from Theorem A.1. �

Stickelberger’s theorem (see for example [BEW98, Theorem 11.6.3]) provides an explicit for-

mula to compute semi-primitive Gauss sums. The original proof by Stickelberger [Sti90] was

based on algebraic geometry.

Theorem A.3 (Stickelberger’s theorem). Let p be an odd prime and let d > 2 be an integer.

Suppose that there exists a positive integer t such that pt ≡ −1 (mod d), with t chosen to be
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minimal. Let χ be a multiplicative character of Fpv with order d. Then v = 2ts for some positive

integer s, and p−v/2G(χ) = (−1)s−1+(pt+1)s/d.

According to [BWX99, Proposition 1], the following corollary is a consequence of Stickel-

berger’s theorem and Davenport-Hasse theorem: an equivalent statement in terms of the generat-

ing function of Gauss periods first appeared (implicitly) in [BM72, Section 5]. For the sake of

completeness, we present a self-contained proof below.

Corollary A.4. Let q = p2rt, where pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d) is a prime with t minimal. Let χ be a

multiplicative character of Fq with order 2d. Then for each 1 ≤ k ≤ 2d− 1, G(χk) = −√q.

Proof. When k = d, then χd is the quadratic character and G(χd) = −√q by Corollary A.2.

Next we assume that d ∤ k. Then χk is a character with order e = 2d/ gcd(2d, k) > 2, where

e | 2d. Since−1 is a power of p (mod 2d),−1 is also a power of p (mod e). Let t′ be the smallest

positive integer such that pt
′ ≡ −1 (mod e); then it is easy to check that the order of p (mod e)

is 2t′. Note that pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d); in particular, pt ≡ −1 (mod e) and pt−t′ ≡ 1 (mod e).
Thus, 2t′ | (t− t′) so that t/t′ is an odd integer. Let r′ be defined by the equation rt = r′t′ so that

q = p2rt = p2r
′t′ . It is clear that r and r′ have the same parity.

We claim that pt ≡ pt
′

(mod 2e). We consider two cases.

(i) Suppose that pt
′ ≡ −1 (mod 2e). Since t/t′ is odd, we also have pt ≡ −1 (mod 2e).

(ii) Suppose that pt
′ ≡ e− 1 (mod 2e).

(a) When e is even, observe that (e−1)2 ≡ 1 (mod 2e), and so (e−1)t/t′ ≡ e−1 (mod 2e).
(b) When e is odd, (e − 1)2 ≡ e2 + 1 ≡ e + 1 (mod 2e); now, (e + 1)2 ≡ e2 + 1 ≡ e + 1

(mod 2e) and so (e− 1)t/t
′ ≡ (e+ 1)(e− 1) ≡ e2 − 1 ≡ e− 1 (mod 2e).

In both subcases, (e− 1)t/t
′ ≡ e− 1 (mod 2e). As a result, pt ≡ e− 1 (mod 2e).

This proves the claim. Consequently,

(i) If pt ≡ −1 (mod 4d), then pt
′ ≡ pt ≡ −1 (mod 2e).

(ii) If pt ≡ 2d− 1 (mod 4d), then we consider two subcases.

(a) if e | d (i.e., k is even), then pt
′ ≡ pt ≡ −1 (mod 2e).

(b) if e ∤ d (i.e., k is odd), then pt
′ ≡ pt ≡ e− 1 (mod 2e).

Finally, we apply Theorem A.3 to obtain:

G(χk)/
√
q = (−1)r′−1+(pt

′

+1)r′/e = (−1)r′−1 = (−1)r−1 = −1.
as desired. �

The following theorem, which can be proved directly using orthogonality relations, expresses a

complete character sum with a monomial argument as a linear combination of Gauss sums.

Theorem A.5 ([LN97, Theorem 5.30]). Let ψ be a nontrivial additive character of Fq, n ∈ N, and

χ a multiplicative character of Fq of order e = gcd(n, q − 1). Then for any a ∈ F∗
q ,

∑

c∈Fq

ψ(acn) =
e−1
∑

j=1

χ̄j(a)G(χj , ψ).

Theorem A.5 allows us to explicitly compute the following Gauss periods, that is, the character

values of cyclotomic classes.
23



Corollary A.6. Let q = p2rt, where pt ≡ −1 (mod 2d) is a prime with t minimal and r is even.

Let C0, C1, . . . , C2d−1 be the list of 2d-th cyclotomic classes of Fq. Then

∑

c∈C0

ep
(

TrFq(c)
)

= −(2d− 1)
√
q + 1

2d
, and

∑

c∈Ck

ep
(

TrFq(c)
)

=

√
q − 1

2d

for each 1 ≤ k ≤ 2d− 1.

Proof. Let ψ denote the canonical additive character of Fq and let χ be a multiplicative character

such that χ(g) = θ, where θ is a primitive 2d-th root of unity. Then χ has order 2d, and Corollary

A.4 implies that G(χj) = −√q for each 1 ≤ j ≤ 2d− 1.

Using Theorem A.5 with n = e = 2d, for any a ∈ F∗
q , we have

∑

c∈Fq

ep(TrFq(ac
2d)) =

2d−1
∑

j=1

χ̄j(a)G(χj) = −√q
2d−1
∑

j=1

χ̄j(a) =
√
q −√q

2d−1
∑

j=0

χ̄j(a). (14)

By the orthogonality relations,

2d−1
∑

j=0

χ̄j(a) =

{

1 if a = 1

0 if a 6= 1
(15)

Combining (14) and (15), we obtain
∑

c∈Fq

ep(TrFq(c
2d)) = −(2d− 1)

√
q, and

∑

c∈Fq

ep(TrFq(g
kc2d)) =

√
q

for each 1 ≤ k ≤ 2d− 1. The desired conclusion follows immediately from ep(TrFq(0)) = 1. �

The following lemma allows us to compute character values using the associated Gauss sum.

Lemma A.7 ([LN97, Theorem 5.12]). Let χ be a multiplicative character of Fq. Then for any

a ∈ Fq,

χ(a) =
1

G(χ)

∑

c∈Fq

χ(c)ep
(

TrFq(ac)
)

.

The lemma below, which is an application of Lemma A.7 to double character sums, appeared

implicitly in [Yip22a, Proposition 4.2].

Lemma A.8. Let q be an odd prime power. Let A be a subset of Fq, and let χ be a nontrivial

multiplicative character of Fq. Then

∑

a,b∈A
χ(a− b) = 1

G(χ)

∑

c∈F∗

q

χ(c)|S(q, A; c)|2.

Proof. Recall that the trace map is linear. By Lemma A.7,

∑

a,b∈A
χ(a− b) =

∑

a,b∈A

1

G(χ)

∑

c∈F∗

q

χ(c)ep
(

TrFq((a− b)c)
)

=
1

G(χ)

∑

c∈F∗

q

χ(c)
∑

a,b∈A
ep
(

TrFq((a− b)c)
)
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=
1

G(χ)

∑

c∈F∗

q

χ(c)

(

∑

a∈A
ep
(

TrFq(ac)
)

)(

∑

b∈A
ep
(

TrFq(−bc)
)

)

=
1

G(χ)

∑

c∈F∗

q

χ(c)

(

∑

a∈A
ep
(

TrFq(ac)
)

)(

∑

b∈A
ep
(

−TrFq(bc)
)

)

=
1

G(χ)

∑

c∈F∗

q

χ(c)|S(q, A; c)|2. �

Recall that S(q, A; c), defined in equation (5), is a scaled Fourier coefficient of the indicator

function on A. Thus, Plancherel’s identity implies the following lemma.

Lemma A.9 ([Yip22a, Lemma 4.1]). For any A ⊂ Fq, we have
∑

c∈F∗

q

∣

∣S(q, A; c)
∣

∣

2
= q|A| − |A|2.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.2

Let A be a maximum clique in X . Our aim is to show the following two statements:

(1) |A| ≤ √q;

(2) |A| = √q if and only if S(q, A; c) = 0 for all c ∈ D′.

We have mentioned earlier that (1) can be proved independently using the Delsarte bound. The

proof given here is genuinely different, and we include it as (1) and (2) naturally fit together. In

the following, we use S(c) to denote S(q, A; c) for each c ∈ F∗
q , and use Tk =

∑

c∈Ck
|S(c)|2 as a

shorthand for each 0 ≤ k ≤ 2d− 1.

Let θ be a primitive 2d-th root of unity. Let χ be the multiplicative character of Fq such that

χ(g) = θ. In order to study the structure of A, we associate to the graph X the following interpo-

lation function f : Fq → R defined by

f(x) =
2d−1
∑

j=0

cjχj(x) where cj =
d

∑

ℓ=1

θjmℓ .

We claim that f/2d is the indicator function on the connection set D of the Cayley graph X:

f(x) =

{

2d, if x ∈ D,
0, if x /∈ D, (16)

where D is defined in equation (1). To prove this claim, recall the orthogonality relations for the

group of order |G| = 2d generated by the character χ:

1

2d

2d−1
∑

j=0

χj(gk)χj(gℓ) =

{

1 if k = ℓ,

0 if k 6= ℓ.

Next,

f(x) =
2d−1
∑

j=0

( d
∑

ℓ=1

θjmℓ

)

χj(x) =
2d−1
∑

j=0

( d
∑

ℓ=1

χj(gmℓ)

)

χj(x) =
d

∑

ℓ=1

( 2d−1
∑

j=0

χj(gmℓ)χj(x)

)

.
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Given x ∈ D, we have x = g2dk+mℓ for some k ≥ 0 and for some 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d; in this case, there

will be exactly one non-zero inner sum, and so f(x) = f(gmℓ) = 2d. If x = 0, then f(x) = 0.

Given x /∈ D such that x 6= 0, we have x = g2dk+m for some k ≥ 0 and m 6= mℓ for any ℓ; in this

case, all the inner sums will vanish and we get f(x) = f(gm) = 0, establishing the claim above.

Since A is a clique, for any a, b ∈ A, if a 6= b, we have a − b ∈ D; otherwise f(a − b) = 0.

Thus, equation (16) implies that
∑

a,b∈A
f(a− b) = 2d(|A|2 − |A|). (17)

On the other hand, using Lemma A.8, we have

∑

a,b∈A
f(a− b) =

∑

a,b∈A

2d−1
∑

j=0

cjχj(a− b)

=
∑

a,b∈A
c0χ0(a− b) +

2d−1
∑

j=1

∑

a,b∈A
cjχj(a− b)

= d(|A|2 − |A|) +
2d−1
∑

j=1

cj
G(χj)

(

∑

c∈F∗

q

χj(c)|S(c)|2
)

= d(|A|2 − |A|) +
2d−1
∑

j=1

cj
G(χj)

( 2d−1
∑

k=0

∑

c∈Ck

χj(c)|S(c)|2
)

= d(|A|2 − |A|) +
2d−1
∑

j=1

cj
G(χj)

( 2d−1
∑

k=0

θjkTk

)

.

By Corollary A.4, G(χj) = −√q for each 1 ≤ j ≤ 2d− 1. Thus,

∑

a,b∈A
f(a− b) = d(|A|2 − |A|)− 1√

q

2d−1
∑

k=0

( 2d−1
∑

j=1

cjθ
jk

)

Tk. (18)

Observe that

2d−1
∑

j=1

cjθ
jk =

2d−1
∑

j=1

d
∑

ℓ=1

θjmℓθjk =
d

∑

ℓ=1

2d−1
∑

j=1

θj(mℓ+k)

= −d+
d

∑

ℓ=1

2d−1
∑

j=0

θj(mℓ+k)

=

{

d, if k ≡ −m1,−m2, . . . ,−md (mod 2d),

−d, otherwise.
(19)

For the last step, we used the following elementary fact based on the geometric series:

2d−1
∑

j=0

θjℓ =

{

0 if ℓ 6≡ 0 (mod 2d),

2d if ℓ ≡ 0 (mod 2d).
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Combining equations (18) and (19), we obtain that

∑

a,b∈A
f(a− b) = d(|A|2 − |A|) + d√

q

∑

k 6=−mℓ

Tk −
d√
q

d
∑

ℓ=1

T−mℓ

≤ d(|A|2 − |A|) + d√
q

2d−1
∑

k=0

Tk

= d(|A|2 − |A|) + d√
q
(q|A| − |A|2).

In the last step, we used Lemma A.9. Comparing the inequality above with equation (17), it follows

that for a clique A, we have |A|2 − |A| ≤ 1√
q
(q|A| − |A|2), which implies that |A| ≤ √q. This

completes the proof of (1). Moreover, the equality |A| = √q holds if and only if

T−m1
= T−m2

= . . . = T−md
= 0. (20)

This implies that S(q, A; c) = 0 for all c ∈ D′ = ∪dℓ=1C−mℓ
, proving (2).

APPENDIX C. ALGORITHMS AND NUMERICAL COMPUTATIONS

In this section, we present algorithms to find and classify maximum cliques in semi-primitive

pseudo-Paley graphs. We also report results from our experiments using SageMath [Sag21] to

support the conjectures in this paper.

Using SageMath, we can find several examples of pseudo-Paley graphs of order q coming from

unions of semi-primitive cyclotomic classes with clique number
√
q. The following table summa-

rizes some of these examples. The set I indicates the choice of Ci’s in the connection set D. For

example, the second row corresponds to the Cayley graph Cay(F54 , D) where D = C0 ∪ C1 ∪ C3

and Cj = {g6i+j | 0 ≤ i ≤ 54−1
6
} and g is a primitive root of F54 .

q d I ω(X)
54 3 {0, 1, 3} 25
74 4 {0, 1, 2, 4} 49
74 4 {0, 1, 3, 6} 49
38 5 {0, 1, 2, 3, 5} 81
38 5 {0, 1, 3, 6, 7} 81
114 6 {0, 1, 2, 3, 6, 7} 121
114 6 {0, 1, 2, 4, 5, 8} 121
114 6 {0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 10} 121
134 7 {0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 9} 169
134 7 {0, 1, 2, 4, 7, 8, 10} 169
134 7 {0, 1, 2, 5, 7, 9, 10} 169

TABLE 1. Graphs X = PP (q, 2d, I) with ω(X) =
√
q

In each of the graphs listed above, there are exactly 2 cliques of size
√
q containing Fpt , which

supports Conjecture 5.6. Both cliques are subspaces over Fpt which supports Conjecture 1.4.
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In general, finding the clique number of a Cayley graph is NP-hard [GR17]. It is not possible to

exactly compute the clique number of X = PP (q, 2d, I) for q > 2000 using the current compu-

tational power. In contrast, finding the common neighbors of Fp inside X takes only polynomial-

time, and SageMath can return the clique number of a graph with < 700 vertices in a few minutes.

Therefore, we employ the following algorithm.

Algorithm 1: Find the size of a maximum clique containing Fp inside PP (q, 2d, I)

k = min{n ∈ N : q/2n < 700}
V = {0, 1, . . . , k − 1} ∪⋂k−1

j=0 Neighbors(j) // Finding the set of common neighbors

Y = PP (q, 2d, I)[V ] // Taking the induced subgraph

return ω(Y )

Since the graph is q−1
2

-regular, we expect that the subgraph Y has roughly q/2k many vertices

because the graphs we consider are pseudo-random [CGW89,KP04]. This heuristic can be proved

rigorously using character sums and Weil’s bound; see [GS71] for a precise version. Since q/2k <
700, SageMath can return the clique number of Y quickly. We used this algorithm to handle the

exceptional cases in Theorem 1.8.

In general, it suffices to consider maximum cliques containing {0, 1}. The reasoning is given at

the beginning of the proof of Theorem 1.7. When q ≤ 74, we have q/22 < 700, and we can perform

the algorithm outlined above with k = 2 to find the clique number of all possible PP (q, 2d, I).
This verifies the main Conjecture 1.4 for values of q up to 74.

In the final part of the paper, we present an efficient algorithm to verify Conjecture 5.9 for a

given prime p. The strategy is to fix an Fp-subspace V ⊂ Fp4 with basis {1, a} with a ∈ C0 , and

search for an index set I ⊂ {0, 1, . . . , p} with |I| = (p + 1)/2 such that V \ {0} ⊂ ⋃

j∈I Cj . In

order for V to form a clique in PP (p4, p+ 1, I), by Theorem 1.6, we must have

I =
{

0 ≤ j ≤ p : |V ∩ Cj| =
p2 − 1

(p+ 1)/2
= 2(p− 1)

}

. (21)

Since 1 ∈ V , it follows that 0 ∈ I . Note that V \ {0} is a disjoint union of (p + 1) many F∗
p-

cosets with representatives R = {1, a, a + 1, a + 2, . . . , a + (p − 1)}. By Lemma 5.1, F∗
p is a

subgroup of C0, and so each cyclotomic class Cj is a disjoint union of F∗
p-cosets. As a result,

we can decompose (V \ {0}) ∩ Cj into F∗
p-cosets. Therefore, equation (21) is equivalent to the
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statement that Cj contains exactly two F∗
p-coset representatives in R for each j ∈ I . Applying this

idea, we can design a polynomial-time algorithm as follows:

Algorithm 2: Count the number of I such that 0 ∈ I and ω(PP (p4, p+ 1, I)) = p2.

ValidSets← ∅
for k ← 0 to p2 do

a← g(p+1)k

L← [] // initiating an empty list

R← {1, a, a+ 1, . . . , a + (p− 1)}
for r ∈ R do

t← logg(r) // finding exponent t with gt = r using the discrete logarithm

L← L append {t (mod p+ 1)}
I ← set(L) // remove duplicates from the list L to get the set I
flag← 1 // assume I is a valid set

for j ∈ I do

if L. count(j) 6= 2 then
flag← 0 // I is not valid

break

if flag = 1 then
ValidSets← ValidSets ∪{I}

return #ValidSets // return cardinality

Using SageMath, Conjecture 5.9 has been checked to hold for all odd primes p < 100. We

also found that each index set I (except for {0, 2, . . . , p − 1}) appeared exactly twice, which is

consistent with Conjecture 5.6.

As an example, SageMath outputs the following index set when p = 97 and a = gp+1 = g98:

I0 = {0, 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 11, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 29, 32, 33, 35, 36, 43, 44, 45,
46, 50, 51, 53, 56, 59, 62, 70, 72, 75, 76, 78, 80, 82, 84, 87, 88, 90, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97}

In other words, ω(PP (974, 98, I0)) = 972 with a maximum clique given by V = F97 ⊕ g98F97.
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