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SUPER APPROXIMATION FOR SL2(Z/qZ)× SL2(Z/qZ)

JINCHENG TANG AND XIN ZHANG

Abstract. Let S ⊂ SL2(Z)×SL2(Z) be finite symmetric and assume S generates a group
G which is Zariski-dense in SL2 × SL2. We prove that the Cayley graphs

{Cay(G(mod q), S(mod q))}q∈Z+

form a family of expanders.

1. Introduction

Let G = 〈S〉 be a subgroup of GLn(Z) with a finite symmetric generating set S. For a
positive integer q, let Gq = G(mod q) and hq be the Cheeger constant of the Cayley graph
Cay(Gq, S(mod q)) given by

hq := min

{ |∂A|
|A| : A ⊂ Gq, 0 < A ≤ 1

2
|Gq|

}

,

where ∂A is the set of edges in Cay(Gq, S(mod q)) connecting one vertex in A and one
vertex in Gq −A. For a set A of positive integers, we say G has super approximation with
respect to A if there is ǫ > 0 such that hq > ǫ, ∀q ∈ A. It is well known that this property
is independent of the choice of the finite generating set S. If A = Z+, we simply say G has
super approximation.

It has been known for decades that a large class of lattices in GLn(Z) satisfy the super
approximation property, a discovery due to Margulis [Mar73], but the techniques could
not be carried over to deal with a non-lattice discrete group. A breakthrough came in
2008, when Bourgain and Gamburd developed an analytic-combinatorial tool which is now
called the “Bourgain-Gamburd expansion machine”, which allows them to prove the super
approximation property for any Zariski-dense subgroup of SL2(Z) with respect to prime
moduli [BG08b]. A critical ingredient is Helfgott’s triple product theorem [Hel08]. Since
then, there has been a series of papers extending Bourgain-Gamburd’s Theorem to more
general groups with respect to more general moduli [BG08a], [BG09], [BGS10], [GV12],
[Var12], [BV12], [Gol19].

In [GV12] Salehi-Golsefidy and Varjú conjectures:

Conjecture 1.1 (Question 2, [GV12]). Let G < SLn(Z) be finitely generated, then G has the

super approximation property with respect to all positive integers if and only if the identity

component G0 of the Zariski closure G of G is perfect, i.e. [G0,G0] = G0.
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In the same paper [GV12], Salehi-Golsefidy-Varjú proved that G has super approximation
with respect to square free numbers if G0 is perfect. Later Salehi-Golsefidy generalizes to
bounded powers of square free numbers:

Theorem A. (Salehi-Golsefidy)[Gol19] Let G < SLn(Z) be finitely generated, then G has

the super approximation property with respect to bounded powers of square free integers if and

only if the identity component G0 of the Zariski closure G of G is perfect, i.e. [G0,G0] = G0.

The full generality of Conjecture 1.1, despite abundant evidence, has still remained a
technical challenge. In many of the aforementioned works, a critical ingredient is an appro-
priate sum-product theorem. In the paper [Gol20], for the purpose of proving Conjecture
1.1 in general, Salehi-Golsefidy conjectured a sum-product phenomenon over finite quotients
of rings of algebraic integers. In a separate paper [TZ23], we proved this conjecture:

Theorem B (Tang-Zhang, 2023). Suppose 0 < δ ≪ 1, d is a positive integer, and

N0 ≫d,δ 1 is a positive integer. Then there are 0 < ε := ε(δ, d) and positive integers

C1 = C1(δ, d), C2 = C2(δ, d), C3 = C3(δ, d) such that for any number field K of degree at

most d the following holds: Let O be the ring of integers of K. Suppose a is an ideal of O
such that N(a) := |O/a| ≥ N0, and suppose A ⊆ O such that

|πa(A)| ≥ |πa(O)|δ .
Then there are an ideal a′ of O, and a ∈ O such that

aC1 ⊆ a′,

πa′(Za) ⊂ πa′





∑

C3

AC2 −
∑

C3

AC2



 ,

|πa′(Za)| ≥ N(a)ε.

Here, πa (resp. πa′) is the reduction map O → O/a (resp. O → O/a′), the set AC2 is the
C2-fold product of the set A, and the set

∑

C3
AC2 is the C3-fold sum of the set AC2 .

With this extra ingredient, we can prove our main theorem in this paper:

Theorem 1.2. Let S ⊂ SL2(Z) × SL2(Z) be a finite symmetric set, and assume that it

generates a group G which is Zariski-dense in SL2×SL2, then G has the super approximation

property with respect to all positive integers.

We will use Theorem A in the special case G0 = SL2 × SL2 as a blackbox.

Remark 1.3. In [BV12] Bourgain-Varjú borrowed an extra ingredient from homogeneous
dynamics [BFLM11] to get around proving a sum-product theorem, which allowed them to
prove Conjeture 1.1 for the case that the Zariski closure of G is SLd [BV12]. This is the first
result without modulus restriction for a general discrete group with a given Zariski-closure.
Because of some limitation of the tool from [BFLM11], Bourgain-Varjú could only deal with
groups with closure SLd. Very recently He and De Saxcé extended this tool [HdS19] and
managed to proved Conjecture 1.1 if the Zariski closure of G is simple [HdS21].
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Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.2 gives the first known case of Conjecture 1.1 without modulus
restriction when the Zariski closure of the group is non-simple. Our work here is the first
time that a sum-product theorem is implemented to prove an arbitrary modulus case. This
requires a modulus gluing process, which is new compared to previous works. Our method
can glue different simple factors of the group as well as coprime moduli from a same simple
factor.

Remark 1.5. With virtually no modification of the proof, a more general version of Theorem
1.2 can be obtained: Assume S ⊂ SL2(

1
q0
Z) × SL2(

1
q0
Z) finite symmetric and generates a

group G which is Zariski dense in SL2(Q)× SL2(Q), then G has super approximation with
respect to all positive integers coprime to q0. In this setting, under the reduction of a
modulus q, a rational number m

n , gcd(n, q) = 1 is interpreted as mn̄ in Z/qZ where n̄ is
the multiplicative inverse of n in Z/qZ. Such a statement allowing denominators seems not
approachable by the method in [BV12] and [HdS21].

Acknowledgements

We thank Zeev Rudnick, Nicolas de Saxcé, He Weikun for comments/suggestions on
previous versions of this paper.

2. Notation, initial reduction and sketch of proof

We introduce the following notation which we use throughout this paper.

The unit of any multiplicatively written group is denoted by 1. Occasionally, if a ring
structure is present, we denote the additive unit by 0. For given two subsets A and B, we
denote their product set by A · B = {ab|a ∈ A, b ∈ B}, and their sum set by A + B =
{a + b|a ∈ A, b ∈ B}. The k-fold product of A is denoted by Ak, and the k-fold sum of A
is denoted by

∑

k A.

If f and g are two complex valued functions on a discrete group G, we denote by f ∗ g
their convolution

f ∗ g(x) =
∑

y∈G

f(y)g(xy−1).

We write f (l) for the k-fold convolution of f with itself.

For a prime p, we write pn||q if pn|q but pn+1 ∤ q. For two integers q1 and q2, we write
q1||q2 if for every pn||q1, we also have pn||q2. The exact division “||” can be extended to
ideals in a natural way. For a prime ideal P and a general ideal a of a ring O, we write
Pn|a if P ⊃ a but Pn+1 6⊃ a. Similarly, for two ideals Q1 ⊃ Q2, we write Q1||Q2 if for all
Pn||Q1, we also have Pn||Q2.

For q =
∏

i p
ni
i ∈ Z+ and α a real positive number, we let q{α} =

∏

i p
[niα]
i , where [niα]

is the integer part of niα.

Let πq : Z → qZ be the residue map, which induces residue maps in various other
contexts, and we denote them by πq as well.

Let Γ = SL2(Z)× SL2(Z) and Λ = SL2(Z), Γq = Γ(mod q) and Γ(q) be the kernel of the
reduction map πq : Γ → Γq. Same meanings for Λ(q) and Λq. We denote by Pi(i = 1, 2) the



4 JINCHENG TANG AND XIN ZHANG

projection of Λ×Λ to its ith factor. Sometimes we need to reduce the two factors of Λ×Λ
by two different moduli and we denote by πq1,q2 the reduction map Λ× Λ → Λq1 × Λq2 .

For convenience we sometimes adopt Bourgain’s notation: we write f(q) < qc+ to mean
f(q) < qc+ǫ for arbitrarily small ǫ when q large. Similarly, f(q) > qc− to mean f(q) > qc−ǫ

for arbitrarily small ǫ when q large.

Let χS be the normalized uniform counting measure supported on S, i.e., for A ⊂ Λ×Λ,

χS(A) =
|A∩S|
|S| . Let πq[χS)] be the pushforward of χS under the residue map πq. Let Tq be

the convolution operator by πq[χS ], i.e., For f ∈ l2(Gq),

Tq(f) = πq[χS ] ∗ f. (2.1)

Then Tq is a self adjoint operator on l2(Gq) with an invariant subspace l20(Gq) consisting of
functions with average 0. Denote the set of eigenvalues of Tq on l20(Gq) by Eq. It follows
from Alon and Milman [AM85] that G has super approximation with respect to Z+ if and
only if there is some constant c < 1 independent of q such that λ < c for all eigenvalues
λ ∈ Eq. Then following the argument in [BV12] (Proof of Theorem 1, Page 156-158),
Theorem 1.2 can be derived from the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2. Let S ⊂ Γ be symmetric, and assume that it generates a group G which

is Zariski-dense in SL2 × SL2. Then for any ǫ > 0 there is a δ > 0 such that the following

holds. If q ∈ Z+ sufficiently large, A ⊂ Γ symmetric, and some integer l satisfying

χ
(l)
S (A) > q−δ, l > δ−1 log q and |πq(A)| < |Γq|1−ǫ, (2.3)

then

|πq(A ·A · A)| > |πq(A)|1+δ . (2.4)

It is noted that the reduction in [BV12] uses multiplicity bounds of nontrivial irreducible
representations appearing in the regular representation of SL2(Z/qZ), which can be ex-
tended to SL2(Z/qZ)× SL2(Z/qZ) as well.

In the rest of the paper we will focus on proving Proposition 2.2. We give a sketch here.

2.1. Sketch of proof for Proposition 2.2. Write q = qsql, where qs is the product of all
exact prime power divisors of q with small exponents, and ql = q/qs.

If ql is very small, then Theorem A implies that Condition (2.3) is a void condition, so
Proposition 2.2 automatically holds.

If ql is not so small, then we assume a set A satisfies all the assumptions in (2.3) but fails
the conclusion (2.4) and tries to arrive at a contradiction. On the first stage, we show that
there is a large exact divisor q′ of q and some constant C such that P1(A

C) (or P2(A
C))

contains a large congruence subgroup of Λq′ (Proposition 5.6). For this we follow closely the
method in [BG08a] and [BG09]. The following steps are interpreted under the reduction of
appropriate divisors of ql.

(1) Apply Helfgott’s argument to find a large set A of commuting elements.
(2) Find an element ζ from P1(A) not commutative with A.
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(3) Taking commutator of ζ with A reveals a sum-product structure. Apply Theorem
B to produce a one parameter group P.

(4) Find elements to conjugate P to other directions, then P and these conjugates will
generate a congruence subgroup B modulo a small divisor of q′.

(5) Take B1,B2 of appropriate levels that can be generated from Step 4 and take commu-
tator of B1,B2 iteratively, one can generate the desired large congruence subgroup
mod q′.

On the second stage, we try to glue local pieces together. Proposition 6.1 is the main
gluing tool. To illustrate the idea, let us suppose a set B ⊂ Λq1×Λq2 such that P1(B),P2(B)
are very large subsets of Λq1 ,Λq2 for two exact and not necessarily coprime divisors q1, q2 of
q. Let’s just say P1(B) = Λq1 and P2(B) = Λq2 . We claim we can find a large exact divisor
q3 of q2 such that a product set of A∪B can cover a very large subset of Λq1 ×Λq3 modulo
(q1, q3). For this, we consider a connecting map

ψ : Λq1 → B

such that P1 ◦ ψ is identity. Take a small parameter 0 < θ < 1. According to a dichotomy
(Proposition 3.1), there are two scenarios:

(1) There exists a large exact divisor q3 of q2, and x, y ∈ Λq1 such that for any pn||q3,
ψ(xy) 6= ψ(x)ψ(y)(mod p[nθ]).

(2) There exists a large exact divisor q̃3 of q2, and a large subset S of Λq1 such that for

any x, y ∈ S, any pn||q3, ψ(xy) = ψ(x)ψ(y)(mod p[nθ]).

In the first scenario, one can conjugate the element ψ(xy)ψ(x)−1ψ(y)−1 by B and created
a large subset with first component 1, from which claim easily follows.

In the second scenario, we consider two subcases. If for a large exact divisor q3 of q̃3 such
that π

q
{θ}
3

◦ P2 ◦ ψ = 1, then by taking commutator of ψ(Λq1) iteratively one can recover a

large set with second component 1, from which the claim follows.

If for a large exact divisor q3 of q̃3 such that for any pn||q3, we have π
q
{θ/2}
3

◦ P2 ◦ ϕ 6= 1,

then one can construct a one-parameter group P that captures all the prime divisors of q1
and q3. Then one can prove the claim by following Step 4 and 5 on the first stage.

The idea of considering the connecting map ψ comes from Bourgain’s gluing scheme for
Zq (See Lemma 6.71 of [Bou08]). But compared to Zq which has two algebraic operations,
we are dealing with a nonabelian group with only one operation. As a compensation, we
need extra help from the set A. otherwise, a simple counter example can be found.

Once the claim is established, one can apply the claim iteratively to create a large subset
of Γq, which forces (2.4) to hold afterall.

3. Preliminaries on combinatorics

The first ingredient is a generalization of Corollary 6.9 in [Bou08] which proved the case
G1, G2 abelian and gcd(|G1|, |G2|) = 1.
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Proposition 3.1. Let G1, G2 be two finite multiplicative groups and let ψ : G1 → G2 some

map. Then for 0 < ε < 1
1600 we have either

|{(x, y) ∈ G1 ×G1 | ψ(xy) = ψ(x)ψ(y)}| < (1− ε) |G1|2 , or (3.2)

there exists a subset S ⊂ G1 with |S| > (1−√
ε)|G1| and a group homomorphism f : G1 →

G2 such that

f |S = ψ|S . (3.3)

Remark. If gcd (|G1| , |G2|) = 1, then (3.3) implies

|{x ∈ G1 | ψ(x) 6= 1}| < √
ε |G1| .

Proposition 3.1 relies on the following Lemma 3.4 and Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 3.4. Let A be a finite subset of a multiplicative group Z and G ⊂ A×A, 0 < ε <
1/4, such that

|G| > (1− ε)|A|2
Then there exists a subset A′ of A satisfying

∣

∣A′
∣

∣ > (1−√
ε)|A|

and

∣

∣A′A′
∣

∣ <
|A G· A|4

(1−√
ε)(1− 2

√
ε)2|A|3 ,

where A
G· A := {ab | (a, b) ∈ G}.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. The proof was stated in [BGS] for an additive group Z. The same
proof works for an arbitrary group as well.

Theorem 3.5 (Noncommutative Freiman-Kneser theorem for small doubling). Let 0 <
ε ≤ 1, and let S ⊂ G be a finite non-empty subset of a multiplicative group G such that

|A · S| ≤ (2− ε)|S| for some finite set A of cardinality |A| at least |S|, where A · S := {as :
a ∈ A, s ∈ S} is the product set of A and S. Then there exists a finite subgroup H of G
with cardinality |H| ≤ C(ε)|S|, such that S is covered by at most C ′(ε) right-cosets H · x of

H, where one can take C(ε), C ′(ε) ≤ 2
ε − 1.

Remark 3.6. Theorem 3.5 is due to Hamidoune. For a proof of Theorem 3.5, See the article
“Hamidoune’s Freiman-Kneser theorem for nonabelian groups” in Terence Tao’s blog which
gives a concise proof.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We follow the ideas of Bourgain in his proof of Corollary 6.9 in
[Bou08]. Suppose (3.2) fails, so that

G = {(x, y) ∈ G1 ×G1 | ψ(xy) = ψ(x)ψ(y)}
satisfies

|G| ≥ (1− ε) |G1|2 .
Denote

A = {(x, ψ(x)) | x ∈ G1} ⊂ G1 ×G2
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and consider G as a graph on A. Obviously, A
G· A := {ab | (a, b) ∈ G} ⊂ A; hence

|G1| = |A| ≥ |A G· A|. (3.7)

Apply Lemma 3.4 with Z = G1 ×G2. We obtain a subset A′ ⊂ A satisfying
∣

∣A′
∣

∣ > (1−√
ε) |G1| (3.8)

and

∣

∣A′A′
∣

∣ <
|G1|

(1−√
ε) (1− 2

√
ε)

2 <
(

1 + 10
√
ε
) ∣

∣A′
∣

∣ <
5

4

∣

∣A′
∣

∣ . (3.9)

Next, apply Theorem 3.5 to A′ ⊂ G1 × G2. There is a subgroup H of G1 × G2 and
(x1, x2) ∈ G1 ×G2 such that

A′ ⊂ (x1, x2) ·H (3.10)

|H| < 5

3

∣

∣A′
∣

∣ (3.11)

Let P1 be the projection map G1 × G2 → G1. The set relation (3.10) implies ψ(y) =
x2f(x

−1
1 y) for all y ∈ P1 (A

′).

Let H1 = P1 (H). We have

|H1| ≥
∣

∣P1

(

A′
)∣

∣ =
∣

∣A′
∣

∣

(3.8)
>
(

1−√
ε
)

|G1| >
1

2
|G1| ,

implying thatH1 = G1. Then for any x ∈ G1, there exists f(x) ∈ G2 such that (x, f(x)) ∈ H
Assume there exists (y, z1), (y, z2) ∈ H with z1 6= z2. Then for any x ∈ G1, (x, f(x)z1z

−1
2 ) ∈

H with (x, f(x)z1z
−1
2 ) 6= (x, f(x)). So |H| ≥ 2|G1| ≥ 2|A′|. Contradiction. Hence the choice

of f(x) is unique for all x. Since H is a subgroup, we get (1, 1) ∈ H so f(1) = 1. Also
we see (y1, f(y1))(y

−1
2 , f(y−1

2 )) = (y1y
−1
2 , f(y1)f(y

−1
2 )) = (y1y

−1
2 , f(y1y

−1
2 )), so f is a group

homomorphism.

Since
∣

∣P1

(

A′
)∣

∣ = |A′| >
(

1−√
ε
)

|G1| ,
we deduce

∣

∣G ∩
(

P1

(

A′
)

× P1

(

A′
))∣

∣ ≥ |G|+ |P1

(

A′
)

× P1

(

A′
)

| − |G1|2 >
(

1− 2
√
ε
)

|G1|2

by inclusion-exclusion; and hence
∣

∣

∣
P1

(

A′
) G· P1

(

A′
)

∣

∣

∣
≥ |G ∩ (P1 (A

′)× P1 (A
′))|

|G1|
> (1− 2

√
ε) |G1| .

Therefore, P1 (A
′) ∩

[

P1 (A
′)

G· P1 (A
′)
]

6= ∅; and for (y1, y2) ∈ G ∩ (P1 (A
′)× P1 (A

′)) with

y1y2 ∈ P1 (A
′), we get

x2f(x
−1
1 y1y2) = ψ (y1y2) = ψ (y1)ψ (y2) = x2f(x

−1
1 y1)x2f(x

−1
1 y2).

⇒ f(x1) = x2 ⇒ (x1, x2) ∈ H ⇒ A′ ⊂ H.

We finish the proof by taking S = P1 (A
′).
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We also need the following bounded generation result over SL2(Z)× SL2(Z).

Proposition 3.12. For any 0 < δ < 1
25 there exists ε = ε(δ) > 0 and an absolute constant

k ∈ N such that the following holds:

Let A ⊂ SL2(Z/q1Z)× SL2(Z/q2Z) be symmetric and |A| > (q1q2)
3−δ. Then there exists

q′1||q1, q′2||q2, q′1q′2 < (q1q2)
40δ such that

A2880 ⊃ Λ(q′1)/Λ(q1)× Λ(q′2)/Λ(q2).

In [Hel08] Helfgott proved that given A ⊂ SL2(Fp) with |A| > p
8
3 , then A·A·A = SL2(Fp)

for a sufficiently large prime p. Helfgott’s result can be obtained in an elegant way by a
representation theoretical approach due to Gowers [Gow08]. There seems limitation when
applying Gowers’ approach to deal with composite modulus except prime powers. We adopt
ideas from Helfgott’s original approach for the proof of Proposition 3.12.

We start with a few lemmas.

Lemma 3.13. Let 0 < γ < 1
4 and let A,B ∈ Z/qZ with |A|, |B| > q1−γ , then there exists

q′|q, q′ < q
12γ
5 such that

q′Z/qZ ⊂
∑

24

AB −AB.

Remark 3.14. The proof is the same as the proof of Corollary A.13 in [TZ23a] up to minor
modification.

We need a dimension-2 analog of Lemma 3.13.

Lemma 3.15. Let 0 < δ < 1
8 . Let q1, q2 ∈ Z and A,B be subsets of Z/q1Z × Z/q2Z such

that |A|, |B| > (q1q2)
1−δ. Then there exists q′1|q2, q′2|q2, q′1q′2 < (q1q2)

10δ, such that
∑

96

AB −AB ⊃ q′1Z/q1Z× q′2Z/q2Z. (3.16)

Proof. Let Pi, i = 1, 2 be the projection from Z/q1Z×Z/q2Z to the i-th component. Without
loss of generality we assume q1 = qα2 for some 0 < α ≤ 1. Since |A| > (q1q2)

1−δ , there is
x0 ∈ A such that

|{x ∈ A : P1(x) = x0}| > (q1q2)
1−δ/q1 > q1−δ−αδ

2 ,

which implies there is A′ ⊂ A− A, |A′| > (q1q2)
1−δ/q1 > q1−δ−αδ

2 , P1(A) = {0}. Similarly,

there is B′ ⊂ B −B, |B′| > (q1q2)
1−δ/q1 > q1−δ−αδ

2 , P1(B) = 0. Applying Lemma 3.13, we

obtain q′2|q2, q′2 < q
12(δ+αδ)

5
2 such that

∑

48

(AB −AB) ⊃
∑

24

(A′B′ −A′B′) ⊃ q1Z/q1Z× q′2Z/q2Z. (3.17)

If α < 5δ, then one can take q′1 = q1 and we have q′1q
′
2 < q10δ2 . If α > 5δ, then there exists

A′′ ⊂ A − A,B′′ ⊂ B − B, such that |A′′|, |B′′| > q
1−δ− δ

α
1 ,P2(A

′′) = P2(B
′′) = {0}. The
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exponent 1− δ − δ/α exceeds 3/4, so applying Lemma 3.13, we obtain q′1|q1, q′1 < q
12(δ+ δ

α )

5
1 ,

such that
∑

48

(AB −AB) ⊃
∑

24

(A′′B′′ −A′′B′′) ⊃ q′1Z/q1Z× q2Z/q2Z. (3.18)

Adding (3.17) and (3.18), we obtain 3.16, with

q′1q
′
2 < q

12(δ+ δ
α )

5
1 q

12(δ+αδ)
5

2 = (q1q2)
24δ
5 .

�

Proof of Proposition 3.12. Since |A| > (q1q2)
3−δ, by the pigeon hole principle, there exists

~v ∈ (Z/q1Z)
2, ~w ∈ (Z/q2Z)

2, such that the cardinality of the set

{(γ1, γ2) : γ1 has lower row ~v, γ2 has lower row ~w}
exceeds (q1q2)

1−δ. This implies the cardinality of the set

A1 := A · A−1 ∩
{((

1 m
0 1

)

,

(

1 n
0 1

))

: m ∈ Z/q1Z, n ∈ Z/q2Z

}

exceeds (q1q2)
1−δ.

Similarly, if we let

A2 := A · A−1 ∩
{((

1 0
m 1

)

,

(

1 0
n 1

))

: m ∈ Z/q1Z, n ∈ Z/q2Z

}

.

Then, |A2| > (q1q2)
1−δ .

Define an equivalence relation ∼ on SL2(Z/q1Z)× SL2(Z/q2Z) as:

(γ1, γ2) ∼ (γ′1, γ
′
2)

if and only if the second rows of γ1, γ
′
1 are up to a scaler in (Z/q1Z)

∗, and the second rows
of γ2 γ

′
2 are up to a scaler in (Z/q1Z)

∗. There are at most q1q2 many such classes. By
pigeon hole, there exists one class which contains at least (q1q2)

2−δ many elements from A.
This implies the set

H0 = A·A−1∩
{((

λ1 x

0 λ−1
1

)

,

(

λ2 y

0 λ−1
2

))

: λ1 ∈ (Z/q1Z)
∗, x ∈ Z/q1Z, λ2 ∈ (Z/q2Z)

∗, y ∈ Z/q2Z

}

has cardinality > (q1q2)
2−δ. By pigeon hole again, there exists m0 ∈ Z/q1Z, n0 ∈ Z/q2Z

such that

H = A ·A−1 ∩
{((

λ1 x0
0 λ−1

1

)

,

(

λ2 y0
0 λ−1

2

))

: λ1 ∈ (Z/q1Z)
∗, λ2 ∈ (Z/q2Z)

∗

}

has cardinality > (q1q2)
1−δ .

By the elementary computation
(

λ1 x0
0 λ−1

1

)(

1 m
0 1

)(

λ1 x0
0 λ−1

1

)−1

=

(

1 λ21m
0 1

)

,
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and similarly
(

λ2 y0
0 λ−1

2

)(

1 n
0 1

)(

λ2 y0
0 λ−1

2

)−1

=

(

1 λ22n
0 1

)

Applying Lemma 3.15 to the set
{

(λ21, λ
2
2) :

((

λ1 x0
0 λ−1

1

)

,

(

λ2 y0
0 λ−1

2

))

∈ H
}

and

{

(m,n) :

((

1 m
0 1

)

,

(

1 n
0 1

))

∈ A1

}

with exponent 1−2δ, then we obtainQ1|q1, Q2|q2,
Q1Q2 < (q1q2)

20δ such that

(A · A−1)288 ⊃
{((

1 Q1Z/q1Z
0 1

)

,

(

1 Q2Z/q2Z
0 1

))}

Similarly, we can obtain Q′
1|q1, Q′

2|q2, Q′
1Q

′
2 < (q1q2)

20δ such that

(A · A−1)288 ⊃
{((

1 0
Q′

1Z/q1Z 1

)

,

(

1 0
Q′

2Z/q2Z 1

))}

Let Q∗
1 = lcm(Q1, Q

′
1), Q

∗
2 = lcm(Q2, Q

′
2). It is an elementary exercise to check that for

m < n, any element of the group
{(

a b
c d

)

∈ SL2(Z) : a, d ≡ 1(mod pmin{2m,n}), b, c ≡ 0(mod pmin{2m,n})

}

can be written as a a1b1a2b2a3, where a1, a2, a3 ∈
(

1 pmZ/pnZ
0 1

)

and b1, b2 ∈
(

1 0
pmZ/pnZ 1

)

.

From this it follows that if we let q′1 = gcd((Q∗
1)

2, q1), q
′
2 = gcd((Q∗

2)
2, q2), then

(A ·A−1)1440 ⊃ Λ(q′1)/Λ(q1)× Λ(q′2)/Λ(q2).

4. Preliminaries on Random Walks

Recall that S be a finitely symmetric set on SL2(Z) × SL2(Z) such that 〈S〉 is Zariski-
dense, and χS be the uniform probability measure supported on S. The following lemmas
are quantitative statements about non-concentration of self-convolutions of χS in proper
subvarieties.

For the discussion in the following in this section, we prefix a primitive linear form

L

(((

x1 y1
z1 w1

)

,

(

x2 y2
z2 w2

)))

= X1x1+Y1y1+Z1z1+W1w1+X2x2+Y2y2+Z2z2+W2w2,

i.e., gcd(X1, Y1, Z1,W1,X2, Y2, Z2,W2) = 1.

Proposition 4.1. Let S be a finitely symmetric set on SL2(Z) × SL2(Z) such that 〈S〉 is

Zariski-dense in SL2 × SL2. Let χS be the uniform probability measure supported on S.
There is a constant c > 0 such that for Q ∈ Z+, for any l > logQ and n ∈ Z, we have

π∗Q[χ
(l)
S ] ({g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z)|L(g) ≡ n(modQ)}) < Q−c.
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Proposition 4.2. There is a constant c such that the following holds. Let Q ∈ Z+ large

enough and ξ = (ξ1, ξ2), η = (η1, η2) ∈ Mat2(Z)×Mat2(Z) satisfy

Tr(ξ1) = Tr(ξ2) = Tr(η1) = Tr(η2) = 0 (4.3)

πp(ξ1), πp(ξ2), πp(η1), πp(η2) 6= 0 for every p|Q, (4.4)

Then for l > logQ,

χ
(l)
S ({(g1, g2) ∈ SL2(Z)|Tr(g1ξ1g−1

1 η1) + Tr(g2ξ2g
−1
2 η2) ≡ 0(modQ)}) < Q−c.

We focus on proving Proposition 4.1; Proposition 4.2 follows in a similar way. We first
show that Proposition 4.1 follow from

Lemma 4.5. There are constants c1, c2 > 0 depending only on S such that for any Q ∈
Z+, n ∈ Z and for l ∈ Z+ with 1 ≪S l < c1 logQ, we have

χ
(l)
S ({g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z)|L(g) ≡ n (mod Q)}) < e−c2l. (4.6)

Proof of Proposition 4.1 assuming Lemma 4.5. Let c1, c2 be the constants given by Lemma
4.5.

Let l0 = [c1 logQ] and write χ
(l)
S = χl0

S ∗ χ(l−l0)
S . For any g′ in the support of χl−l0

S , let
Lg′(g) = L(gg′). Clearly, Lg′ is also primitive, so Lemma 4.5 is applicable to Lg′ . Therefore,

π∗Q[χ
(l)
S ] ({g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z)|L(g) ≡ n(modQ)}) (4.7)

=
∑

g′∈Γ

π∗Q[χ
(l0)
S ]

({

g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z)|L(g′)−1(g) ≡ n(modQ)
})

χ
(l−l0)
S (g′) (4.8)

≤Q−c1c2 (4.9)

Proposition 4.1 is proved by taking c = c1c2. �

Now we focus on proving Lemma 4.5.

Lemma 4.10 (Non-concentration at Archimedean place). There is a constant c = c(S) > 0
such that for any l ≫S 1, we have

χ
(l)
S ({g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z) : L(g) = n}) < e−cl.

Proof. By Theorem A , there exists an absolute constant 0 < λ < 1 which is the upper
bound for all eigenvalues of the family of the operators Tp : l20(Γ) → l20(Γ) defined at (2.1).
So

‖χ(l)
S − 1

|πp(Γ)|
1πp(Γ)‖2 ≤ λl (4.11)

for all prime p. Then since |πp(Γ)| ≈ p6, if l > 6 log p
(log 1/λ) ,

χ
(l)
S (g) <

2

|πp(Γ)|
(4.12)

for any g ∈ πp(Γ). Therefore,

χ
(l)
S {g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z) : L(g) = n}
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≤ χ
(l)
S {g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z) : L(g) ≡ n(mod p)}

<
4

p

by counting points in the subvariety of codimension 1 determined by the primitive linear

equation. So we are done by picking any prime p ∈ [e
l
8
log 1

λ , e
l
7
log 1

λ ], which exists by the
Prime Number Theorem when l is sufficiently large. This finishes the proof of Lemma
4.10. �

We follow the idea of proof from Bourgain and Gamburd [BG09] to prove Lemma 4.5.
The proof requires the Effective Bézout Identity [BY91]. For readers’ convenience, we record
it here:

Theorem C (The Effective Bézout Identity). Let P1, . . . ,PN ∈ Z[z1, . . . , zn] without com-

mon zeros in Cn with n ≥ 2,degPj 6 d, d > 3, h (Pj) 6 h. Here h(P) = logmax
i

|ai| for
P(x) = a0 + a1x+ a2x

2 + · · ·+ anx
n is the logarithm height function of polynomials. Then

there is an integer D ∈ Z+, polynomials Q1, . . . ,QN ∈ Z[z1, . . . , zn] such that

P1Q1 + . . .+ PNQN = D,

degQj ≤ n(2n+ 1)dn,

h (Qj) 6 X(n)d8n+3(h+ logN + d log d),

logD 6 X(n)d8n+3(h+ logN + d log d),

where X(n) is an effective constant which only depends on n and can be computed explicitly.

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Write Q =
∏

i∈I p
ni
i . We divide our proof into two cases n = 0 and

n 6= 0. We first deal with the case n = 0.

By the primitivity of L, for each p|Q, at least one of

t ∈ A := {X1, Y1, Z1,W1,X2, Y2, Z2,W2}
must be invertible mod p. For each t ∈ A, let

Qt =
∏

pi|Q
gcd(pi,t)=1

pni
i

Since
∏

t∈AQt ≥ Q, there exists t ∈ A such that

Q′ := Qt ≥ Q
1
8 .

Assume t = X1 without loss of generality. Other cases are similar. Then Q′||Q and
(Q′,X1) = 1.

Now let
‖(g1, g2)‖ = max{absolute values of coefficients of g1 and g2}.

Let C1 be an upper bound of ‖g‖ for all g ∈ suppχS . Define

G =

{

g ∈
∏

l

supp [χS ] | L(g) ≡ 0 (modQ′)

}

.
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To show (4.6), it suffices to show

χ
(l)
S (G) < e−cl.

For each γ =

((

x1 y1
z1 w1

)

,

(

x2 y2
z2 w2

))

∈ G we introduce a linear polynomial

fγ(Ỹ1, Z̃1, W̃1, X̃2, Ỹ2, Z̃2, W̃2) ∈ Q[Ỹ1, Z̃1, W̃1, X̃2, Ỹ2, Z̃2, W̃2] as follows:

fγ(Ỹ1, Z̃1, W̃1, X̃2, Ỹ2, Z̃2, W̃2) = x1+Ỹ1y1+Z̃1z1+W̃1w1+X̃2x2+Ỹ2y2+Z̃2z2+W̃2w2 (4.13)

Then we get

X1fγ
(

Y1X̄1, Z1X̄1,W1X̄1,X2X̄1, Y2X̄1, Z2X̄1,W2X̄1

)

≡ 0 (modQ′) for all γ ∈ G. (4.14)

Here X̄1 is the multiplicative inverse of X1 mod Q′.

Also, by definition of G, the coefficients of fγ , namely entries of γ, are bounded by C l
1.

Hence,

h (fg) < l logC1,

We claim that there is a common zero (Ỹ , Z̃, W̃ , Ã, B̃, C̃, D̃) ∈ C7 to the following system
of equations:

fγ(Y,Z,W,A,B,C,D) = 0 for all γ ∈ G, (4.15)

so that we lift the problem to C by showing that G is contained in some proper subvariety of
SL2(Z)× SL2(Z). Note that (4.15) is essentially N ≤ (2k)l linear polynomials F1, . . . , FN .

Assume the claim fails to hold. We invoke Theorem C with n = 7, d = 3, h = l logC1. It
follows that there is an integer M ∈ Z+ and polynomials ϕ1, . . . , ϕN ∈ Z[X,Y ] of degree at
most b = 7× 15× 37 satisfying

M =
N
∑

l=1

Flϕl (4.16)

with

0 < logM,h (ϕl) < X(7)359((logC1 + log(|S|))l + 3 log 3) < C ′
Sl (4.17)

where C ′
S = 360X(7) logC1|S|.

Now we take (Y ′, Z ′,W ′, A′, B′, C ′,D′) ∈ Z7 such that

(Y ′, Z ′,W ′, A′, B′, C ′,D′) ≡ (Y1X̄1, Z1X̄1,W1X̄1,X2X̄1, Y2X̄1, Z2X̄1,W2X̄1)(modQ′).

It follows that

M ≡
N
∑

l=1

Flϕl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(Y ′,Z′,W ′,A′,B′,C′,D′)

≡ 0 (modQ′),

Therefore, since M 6= 0, by (4.17) we deduce 1
8 logQ ≤ logQ′ ≤ logM < C ′

Sl, which

contradicts the restriction l < c1 logQ by taking c1 = 1
8C′

S
> 0. This proves the claim.

Since the linear system (4.15) admits a solution and the coefficients of fγ are all integral,

it must admit a rational solution (Ỹ , Z̃, W̃ , Ã, B̃, C̃, D̃). In other words,

x1 + Ỹ y1 + Z̃z1 + W̃w1 + Ãx2 + B̃y2 + C̃z2 + D̃w2 = 0
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Rescaling to get rid of the common denominator, we obtain (X̃1, Ỹ1, Z̃1, W̃1, X̃2, Ỹ2, Z̃2, W̃2) ∈
Z8 such that gcd(X̃1, Ỹ1, Z̃1, W̃1, X̃2, Ỹ2, Z̃2, W̃2) = 1, and for all

((

x1 y1
z1 w1

)(

x2 y2
z2 w2

))

∈
G, we have

X̃1x1 + Ỹ1y1 + Z̃1z1 + W̃1w1 + X̃2x2 + Ỹ2y2 + Z̃2z2 + W̃2w2 = 0

We finish the proof of Lemma 4.5 of the case n = 0 by applying Lemma 4.10 to the linear
form L̃ determined by the constants X̃1, Ỹ1, Z̃1, W̃1, X̃2, Ỹ2, Z̃2, W̃2. For 1 ≪S l < c1 logQ,

χ
(l)
S ({g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z) | L(g) ≡ 0(modQ)})

≤ χ
(l)
S

({

g ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z) | L(g) ≡ 0(modQ′)
})

= χ
(l)
S (G)

≤ χ
(l)
S

({

γ ∈ SL2(Z)× SL2(Z) | L̃(γ) = 0
})

< e−c2l.

where c2 is the constant c given in Lemma 4.10.

The case n 6= 0 is simpler. We can define

fγ(X,Y,Z,W,A,B,C,D) = xX + yY + zZ + wW + aA+ bB + cD + dD − n

for γ =

((

x y
z w

)

,

(

a b
c d

))

, and proceed the analysis in an analogous way as the n = 0

case. The reason in the n = 0 case we do not define fγ in this way is that we need ensure
a solution to fγ = 0 that we find is nonzero. But if n 6= 0, fγ = 0 never admits a zero
solution. �

5. Bounded generation

Let q =
∏

i∈I p
ni
i , qs =

∏

i∈I:ni≤L p
ni
i , ql =

∏

i∈I:ni>L p
ni
i for some L to be specified later.

In this section we assume

ql > qǫ/2.

We let c0 = c0(L) be the implied constant from Theorem A for the power bound L. We fix
c1, c2 to be the implied constant c from Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2 respectively.
We assume all the assumptions in Proposition 2.2 but the conclusion fails, i.e.,

|πq(A ·A · A)| ≤ |πq(A)|1+δ , (5.1)

We will eventually obtain a contradiction to (5.1) when δ is taken sufficiently small.

By Lemma 2.2 from [Hel08], (5.1) implies for any l ≥ 3,

|πq(
∏

l

A)| ≤
( |πq(A · A · A)|

|πq(A)|

)l−2

|πq(A)| (5.2)

<|πq(A)|1+δ(l−2). (5.3)
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Let A0 = A ·A ∩ Γ(q0), where q0 =
∏

p|ql
p. Then

χ2l
S (A0) > q−2δq−12

0 > q−3δ (5.4)

if we let

L >
12

δ
. (5.5)

Let P1 (P2, resp.) be the projection map from SL2(Z) × SL2(Z) to its first component
(second component, resp.).

The goal of this section is to prove

Proposition 5.6. There are constants c > 0 depending only on the generating set S and ǫ,
in particular, independent of δ, and ρ = ρ(δ) > 0, C = C(δ) ∈ Z+, with ρ(δ) → 0 as δ → 0,
such that

Λ((q′)[ρ])/Λ(q′) ⊂ (PiA0)
C , i = 1, 2,

where q′||ql for L > 12
δ and q′ ≥ qcl .

Without loss of generality, we work on i = 1. Let ν1 be the push forward of χS under
the projection map P1 and let

A1 = P1(A0).

5.1. A large set of commuting elements. We use Helfgott’s argument to create com-
muting elements.

For each fixed Q|ql, let
E1(Q) = {γ ∈ Λ : tr(γ)2 − 4 ≡ 0(modQ))},

E2(Q) =

{(

a b
c d

)

∈ Λ : c ≡ 0(modQ))

}

.

By Proposition 4.1,

ν
(2l)
1 (E1(Q)), ν

(2l)
1 (E2(Q)) < Q−c1

Therefore, if we let

A2 = A1 − ∪ Q|ql
Q≥q

ρ1
l

(E1(Q) ∪ E2(Q),

since the number of divisors of q is bounded by q0+, it follows that

ν
(2l)
1 (A2) > q−4δ,

if we let

δ

ǫ
<
ρ1c1
8
. (5.7)
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Now for each γ ∈ A2, a simple argument by contradiction (using the definition of A2)

shows that there exists qγ ||q, qγ > (q)1/2, such that for any pn||qγ ,
tr(γ)2 − 4 6= 0(p[4ρ1n]) (5.8)

γ21 6= 0(mod p[4ρ1n]) (5.9)

Since again the number of divisors of q is bounded by q0+, there exists q1||q and a set
A3 ⊂ A2, with

ν
(2l)
1 (A3) > q−3δ, (5.10)

such that for any γ ∈ A3, any p
n||q1,

γ21 6= 0(mod p[4ρ1n]), (5.11)

tr(γ)2 − 4 6= 0(mod p[4ρ1n]). (5.12)

It follows from (5.12) that the two eigenvalues of γ (in an extended field) must be distinct

mod p[4ρ1n].

Let

Q1 = q
{ρ2}
1 ,

where we will take ρ2 ≫ ρ1.

Let

W (n) := {γ ∈ Λ : tr(γ) = n(modQ1)}.

By Proposition 4.1, for any n ∈ Z,

ν2l1 (W (n)) < Q−c1
1 . (5.13)

The equations (5.10) and (5.13) imply, if we let

δ

ǫ
<
ρ2c1
24

, (5.14)

that there exists a set A4 ⊂ A3, such that

|A4(modQ1)| > Q
c1/2
1 (5.15)

∀γ1 6= γ2 ∈ A4, tr(γ1) 6= tr(γ2)(mod Q1) (5.16)

It follows from Proposition 4.1 that for any γ0 ∈ Γq,

ν
(2l)
1 {γ ∈ Γ : γ ≡ γ0(modQ1)} < Q−c1

1 .

From this, we conclude that

|πQ1(A1)| > Qc1
1 q

−δ > Q
c1
2
1 .

Now we return to (5.1). Small expansion for A implies a similar property holds for A1:
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|πq(A1 ·A1 ·A1)| < |πq(A1)|1+
8δ

ρ2c1 . (5.17)

To see this, suppose not, then

|πq(A4)| ≥|πQ1(A1 ·A1 · A1)| · max
γ0∈ΓQ1

|πQ1(A1) ∩ {(γ0, γ) : γ ∈ Γq}|

≥|πQ1(A1)|1+
8δ

ρ2c1 · max
γ0∈ΓQ1

|πQ1(A) ∩ {(γ0, γ) : γ ∈ Γq}|

≥|πQ1(A1)|
8δ

ρ2c1 · |πq(A)|
>|πq(A)|1+δ (5.18)

which contradicts (5.3).

For each α ∈ A4, let Cα = {γαγ−1 : γ ∈ A1}. Then {πQ1(Cα)}α∈A1 are mutually disjoint.
Therefore,

∑

α∈A4

|πQ1(Cα)| = | ∪α∈A4 πQ1(Cα)| < |πQ1(A
3
1)| < |πQ1(A1)|1+

8δ
ρ2c1 .

Thus, for some α0 =

(

α11 α12

α21 α22

)

∈ A4,

|πQ1(Cα0)| ≤ |πQ1(A)|
1+ 8δ

ρ2c1Q
−c1/2
1 < |πQ1(A)|Q

−
c1
4

1 . (5.19)

provided that

δ <
ρ2c

2
1

168
(5.20)

To proceed, we first diagonalise α0 in an extended number field, i.e., let

λ1 =
tr(α0) +

√

tr(α0)2 − 4

2
, λ2 =

tr(α0)−
√

tr(α0)2 − 4

2

be the two eigenvalues of α0. Let K = Q[λ1], and so O = OK = Z[λ1]. Let M =
(

λ1 −D0 λ2 −D0

C0 C0

)

. Then

M−1α0M =

(

λ1 0
0 λ2

)

.

Since α0 satisfies the condition (5.12) for γ, the two eigenvalues

λ1 6≡ λ2(mod p[4ρ1n]) (5.21)

for any pn||q1.
From (5.19), there exists x0 ∈ A4 and

A5 := {x ∈ A : xα0x
−1 = x0α0x

−1
0 (modQ1)}, (5.22)
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such that

|πQ1(A5)| > Q
c1
4
1 . (5.23)

Therefore, A5 · x−1
0 commute with α0(modα0) and

|πQ1(A5 · x−1
0 )| > Q

c1
4
1 (5.24)

Fix a small constant 0 < κ < 1. The condition (5.24) implies that there exists υ ∈ [ c124 ,
1
2 ],

such that

|π
Q

{(1+κ)υ}
1

(A5)| > |π
Q

{υ}
1

(A5)|Q
κυc1

8
1 . (5.25)

If we let A6 =
(

A5.x
−1
0 · (A5.x

−1
0 )−1

)

∩ Λ(Q
{υ}
1 ) = A5A

−1
5 ∩ Λ(Q

{υ}
1 ), then

|π
Q

{(1+κ)υ}
1

(A6)| > Q
κυc1

8
1 . (5.26)

Let

Q2 := q
{ρ2υ−9ρ1}
1 .

Since Det(M) = C0

√

tr(α0)2 − 4, from (5.11), (5.12), we have

p[6ρ1n] ∤ Det(M),∀pn||q1. (5.27)

Combining (5.27) with (5.21), we conclude that the matrix M conjugate every matrix σ in
A6 to a matrix in SL2(O) which is congruent to identity mod Q2 and diagonal mod Q2

2. In
other words, there exists aσ ∈ OK and aσ ≡ 1(modQ2) such that

MσM−1 ≡
(

aσ 0
0 a−1

σ

)

(modQ2
2). (5.28)

It also follows from (5.26) that

|π
Q

{1+κ}
2

(A6)| > Q
κc1
16
2 . (5.29)

if

ρ1 <
κυc1

480(1 + κ)
ρ2, (5.30)

which is guaranteed if

ρ1 <
κc21

12000(1 + κ)
ρ2. (5.31)
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5.2. Applying sum-product. Let H = { 1
Q2

(aσ − a−1
σ ) : σ ∈ A6} ⊂ O, where aσ is as

given in (5.28). Since the map aσ 7→ aσ − a−1
σ is bounded to one, we have

|H| > Q
κc1
20
2 . (5.32)

Recall O is a degree 2 extension of Z.

We apply Theorem B to the set H with a = Q
[κ]
2 and δ = c1

20 . It is important that δ in
the context of Theorem B only depends on c1. Let C1, C2, C3 be the implied constants of
Theorem B. Theorem B then produces some ξ ∈ O, a′ ⊃ a, c3 = c3(c1) > 0 such that

∑

C3

HC2 ⊃ Zξ(mod a′), (5.33)

and

|Zξ(mod a′)| > N(a)c3 > N(aC1)
c3
C1 > q2ρ2υκc3n1 . (5.34)

We pass (5.34) to a local property. From (5.34), it follows from a standard probabilistic

argument that there exists q2||q1, q2 > q
c3
2C1
1 , such that for any pn||q2, if we localize a′ to the

modulus pn, i.e., letting āp = 〈a′, pn〉, the ideal of O generated by a′ and pn, then we have

|Zξ(mod āp)| > pρ2υκc3n.

Since there are at most two prime ideals P1,P2 ofO that lies above (p), i.e., āp = Pm1
1 Pm2

2 ,
there exists i ∈ {1, 2} such that

|Zξ(modPmi
i )| > p

ρ2υκc3
2

n. (5.35)

which in particular implies that

mi >
ρ2υκc3

2
. (5.36)

Let

p = Pi, ap = Pmi
i , a′′ =

∏

p|q2

ap, q2 =
∏

p|q2

Pni
i . (5.37)

For simplicity, we assume each Pi is unramified. The argument works for general case
with minor change.

5.3. Constructing an appropriate element ζ. We need choose ζ =

(

a b
c d

)

from a

product set of A1 with appropriate depth of approximation to identity described by two

parameters ρ3 and υ′, and ζ not commutative with α0 =

(

α11 α12

α21 α22

)

mod divisors of q2.

If the 2-1 entry of α0ζ − ζα0, which is equal to α21a+ α22b− α11c− α12d is non-zero, this



20 JINCHENG TANG AND XIN ZHANG

certainly implies that ζ and α0 are not commutative. This leads us to work with the linear
form

L1

((

a b
c d

))

= α21a+ α22b− α11c− α12d.

Let

E3(Q) = {γ ∈ Λ : L1(γ) ≡ 0(Q)}.
By Proposition 4.1, for any Q|q2 ,

ν
(2l)
1 (E3(Q)) < Q−c1 . (5.38)

Define

A7 = A1 − ∪ Q|q2
Q>q

ρ1
2

E1(Q) ∪ E2(Q) ∪ E3(Q).

Recall ν
(2l)
1 (A1) > q−3δ and q2 > q

c3
2C1
1 > q

c3ǫ
8C1 . Then

ν
(2l)
1 (A7) > q−4δ

if q−ρ1c1
2 < q−4δ, or

δ

ǫ
<

c3ρ1
32C1

. (5.39)

Then we produce some q3||q2, q3 > q
1
2
2 , ζ̄ ∈ A such that for any pn||q3,

ζ̄21 6= 0(mod p[6ρ1n]), (5.40)

tr(ζ̄)2 − 4 6= 0(mod p[6ρ1n]), (5.41)

L(ζ̄) 6= 0(mod p[6ρ1n]). (5.42)

We run the arguments in the previous section for producing α0 and A6, with q replaced
by ql. Then we can produce ρ3 in the role of ρ2, some υ′ ∈ [ c124 ,

1
2 ] in the role of υ, and some

κ′ depending on κ, and a set A8 ⊂ A1 · A1 such that

A8 ⊂ Λ(q
{ρ3υ′}
3 ) (5.43)

|π
q
{ρ3υ

′(1+κ′)}
3

(A8)| > q
ρ3υ′κ′·

c1
8

3 (5.44)

A8 commutes with ζ̄(mod q
{ρ3υ′(1+κ′)}
3 ), (5.45)

provided that

δ

ǫ
<
ρ1c1c3
32C1

, (5.46)

δ

ǫ
<
ρ3c1c3
96C1

, (5.47)

ρ1 <
κ′c21

12000(1 + κ′)
ρ3, (5.48)
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δ

ǫ
<

c23ρ1
128C1

. (5.49)

Condition (5.44) imply there is q4||q3, q4 > q
c1
32
3 and ζ ∈ A8 such that for any pn||q4,

ζ 6≡ 1(mod p[n(ρ3υ
′+ρ3υ′κ′(1−

c1
32

))]). (5.50)

We next deduce a quantitative statement about the non-commutativity of α0 and ζ, from
the commutativity of ζ and ζ̄ and the non-commutativity of ζ̄ and α0.

Take a matrix M ′ (same role as M) to diagonalise ζ̄ so that

M ′ζ̄M ′−1 =

(

λ′1
λ′2

)

with the denominator ofM−1 at most p[9ρ1n] for each pn||q4. Since ζ̄ and ζ are commutative

mod p[ρ3υ
′(1+κ)n], we have

M ′ζM ′−1 ≡
(

λ1
λ2

)

(mod p[n(ρ3υ
′(1+κ′)−9ρ1)])

From (5.50), we have λ1 6≡ λ2(mod p[n(ρ3ν
′+ρ3ν′κ′(1−

c1
32

)+9ρ1)]).

Since ζ̄ is not commutative with α0(mod p[6ρ1n]), we have M ′α0M
′−1 is not diagonal mod

(mod p[15ρ1n]), and so

M ′ζM ′−1 does not commute with M ′α0M
′−1(mod p[n(ρ3ν

′+ρ3ν′κ′(1−
c1
32

+24ρ1))]),

which implies

ζ does not commute with α0(mod p[n(ρ3ν
′+ρ3ν′κ′(1−

c1
32

)+33ρ1)]), (5.51)

and so that

MζM−1 does not commute with Mα0M
−1(mod p[n(ρ3ν

′+ρ3ν′κ′(1−
c1
32

)+42ρ1)])

5.4. Creating a line. Let
{

~e =

(

0 1
0 0

)

, ~f =

(

0 0
1 0

)

,~h =

(

1 0
0 −1

)}

be the standard basis of Lie(SL2)(Z).

Recall the definition for q2 at (5.37). We further localize q2 to q4, i.e., let q4 = 〈a′′, q4〉 be
the ideal generated by q2 and q4. For each Pn||q4, since ζ and α0 are real, one can replace
p by P for the modulus in the equation (5.51), from which we then have

M−1ζM does not commute with Mα0M
−1(modP [n(ρ3ν′+ρ3ν′κ′(1−

c1
32

)+42ρ1)]).

To proceed, we recall the following well known identity.

Lemma 5.52. Let m,m′ ∈ Z+, and let x, y ∈ SL2(O), x ≡ 1(modPm), y ≡ 1(modPm′
).

Then,

xyx−1y−1 ≡ 1 + xy − yx(modPm+m′+min{m,m′})
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Lemma 5.52 has an obvious generalization to a general ideal by multiplicativity. To apply
Lemma 5.52, we take x = M−1σM given at (5.28) and y = M−1ζM , with corresponding

moduli q
{ρ2υ−9ρ1}
4 and q

{ρ3υ′−9ρ1}
4 in replace of Pm and Pm′

.

Then

M−1σζσ−1ζ−1M ≡ 1(mod q
{ρ2υ+ρ3υ′−18ρ1}
4 ) (5.53)

and

M−1σζσ−1ζ−1M ≡ 1 + (aσ − a−1
σ )ζ21~e− (aσ − a−1

σ )ζ12 ~f(mod q
{2ρ2υ+ρ3υ′−27ρ1}
4 ) (5.54)

with the understanding that

ρ3υ
′ > ρ2υ,

which is guaranteed if
ρ3c1
24

≥ ρ2. (5.55)

Applying Lemma 5.52 iteratively, for any σ1, σ2, · · · , σC3 ∈ A6, we have

M−1[σC3 , · · · [σ2, [σ1, η]] · · · ]M ≡ I(mod(q
C3ρ2υ+ρ3υ′−9(C3+1)ρ1
4 ) (5.56)

and

M−1[σC3 , · · · [σ2, [σ1, η]] · · · ]M ≡ I +

(

C3
∏

i=1

(aσi − a−1
σi

)

)

X(mod(q
(C3+1)ρ2υ+ρ3υ′−9(C3+2)ρ1
4 )

(5.57)

The sum structure is clear. For any σ11, · · · , σC2C3 ∈ A6, we have

M−1[σ1C3 , · · · [σ12, [σ11, η]]M · · ·M−1[σC2C3 , · · · [σC22, [σC21, η]] · · · ]M

≡I +
C2
∑

i=1





C3
∏

j=1

(aσi,j − a−1
σi,j

)



X(mod(q
[C3ρ2υ+ρ3υ′−9(C3+1)ρ1]
4 ) (5.58)

Recall a = Q
[κ]
2 , we need to have

C1ρ2κ < ρ2υ − 9ρ1 (5.59)

which is guaranteed if

C1ρ2κ <
c1
24
ρ2 − 9ρ1. (5.60)

so that (a′′′)C1 ⊃ q
[ρ2υ−9ρ1]
4 and so there is room to apply (5.33).

Let X =

(

0 ζ12(−1)C3

ζ21 0

)

. From (5.33), we obtain

1 + ZξX ⊂M−1(H ∪ {ζ})C2C3M(mod q
{(C3+1)ρ2υ+ρ3υ′−9(C3+2)ρ1}
4 ) (5.61)
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with

ξX = 0(mod q
{C3ρ2υ+ρ3υ′−9(C3+1)ρ1}
4 ) (5.62)

and

ξX 6= 0(mod q
{(C3+1)ρ2υ+ρ3υ′−9(C3+2)ρ1−

ρ2νκc3
2

}
4 ) (5.63)

if

ρ3υ
′κ′(1− c1

32
) + 51ρ1 <

ρ2υκc3
2

, (5.64)

which is ensured if

ρ3κ
′(1− c1

32
) + 51ρ1 <

ρ2κc1c3
48

, (5.65)

Conjugating (5.61), (5.62), (5.63) back by M , and replacing q4 by q4 due to the realness

of products of A. We obtain Q3|Q4|q4, a primitive matrix X̃ ∈ Lie(SL2)(Z), such that

1 +Q3ZX̃ ⊂ (A6 ∪ {ζ})4C32C2
(modQ4)

where for each pn||q4, writing pm1 ||Q3, p
m2 ||Q4, we have

(C3ρ2υ + ρ3υ
′ − 9C3ρ1)n < m1 <

(

(C3 + 1)ρ2υ + ρ3υ
′ − 9(C3 + 3)ρ1 −

ρ2υκc3
2

)

n,

(
ρ2υκc3

2
− 9ρ1)n < m2 −m1 < (ρ2υ − 9ρ1)n.

5.5. Creating a segment. The goal of this section is to find g1, g2 ∈ Al
1 so that under a

proper modulus q6||q4, the Z/(q6)-span of X̃, g1X̃g
−1
1 , g2X̃g

−1
2 is almost (Z/(q6))

3.

Identify Lie(SL2)(Z) with Z3 by

(

a b
c −a

)

7→ (a, b, c)t. Under this identification, write

X̃ = (X1,X2,X3).

Choose an element T1 ∈ SL3(Z) so that T1(X1,X2,X3)
t = (1, 0, 0). Let L1 : Z3 → Z be

the linear form getting the second component. Then L1 ◦ T1 is a primitive linear form on
Z3.

Applying Proposition 4.2, for any Q > qρ14 , we have

ν
(l)
1 ({g ∈ SL2(Z)|L1 ◦ T1(gX̃g−1) ≡ 0(modQ)}) < Q−c2 ,

which then implies there is q5||q4, q5 > (q4)
1
2 , and g1 ∈ A1 such that for any pn||q5,

L1 ◦ T1(g1X0g
−1
1 ) 6= 0(p[2ρ1n]), if

δ

ǫ
<
c1c2c3ρ1
512C1

. (5.66)

Let X̃1 = g1X̃g
−1
1 , then X̃1 ≡ a(1, 0, 0) + b~v(mod q5), where a, b ∈ Z, and b satisfies, for

any pn||q5, p[2ρ1n] ∤ b, and ~v is a primitive vector in the span of (0, 1, 0) and (0, 0, 1).
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Next, we choose an element T2 ∈ SL3(Z) such that T2(X̃) = (1, 0, 0) and T2(X̃1) =
(0, b, 0). Let L2 : Z3 7→ Z be the linear form getting the third component. Then L2 ◦ T2 is
a primitive linear form on Z3. Applying Proposition 4.2 again, for any Q > qρ15 , we have

ν
(l)
1 ({g ∈ SL2(Z)|L2 ◦ T2(gX̃g−1) ≡ 0(modQ)}) < Q−c2 ,

which then implies there is q6||q5, q6 > (q5)
1
2 , and g2 ∈ Al such that for any pn||q6, L2 ◦

T2(g2X0g
−1
2 ) 6= 0(p[2ρ1n]), if

δ

ǫ
<
c1c2c3ρ1
1024C1

. (5.67)

Denoting V = Lie(SL2)(Z), It follows that

Lemma 5.68. There are Q5|Q6|q6, such that

1 +Q5ZV ⊂ (A6 ∪ {ζ})4C32C2
g1(A6 ∪ {ζ})4C32C2

g−1
1 g2(A6 ∪ {ζ})4C32C2

g−1
2 (modQ6),

where for each pn||q6, writing pm5 ||Q5, p
m6 ||Q6, we have

(C3ρ2υ + ρ3υ
′ − 9C3ρ1)n < m5 <

(

(C3 + 1)ρ2υ + ρ3υ
′ − 9(C3 + 3)ρ1 −

ρ2υκc3
2

)

n (5.69)

(
ρ2υκc3

2
− 11ρ1)n < m6 −m5 < (ρ2υ − 9ρ1)n. (5.70)

Finally, we fix some constants. We take all the implied constants c1, c2, c3 ≤ 1. To ensure
(5.31), (5.48), (5.55), (5.60), (5.65), we can take

κ =
c1

48C1
, (5.71)

κ′ =
c21c3
1200

κ, (5.72)

ρ1 =
κc21c3
18000

ρ2, (5.73)

ρ3 =
24

c1
ρ2. (5.74)

To ensure the inequalities (5.7), (5.14), (5.20), (5.39), (5.46), (5.47), (5.49), (5.66), (5.67)
involving δ

ǫ , we will take

δ

ǫ
<
c41c2c

3
3

109C2
1

ρ2. (5.75)

The bounds for m5 at m6 −m5 at (5.69), (5.70) can then be given in terms of ρ2, and
then Lemma 5.68 can be rephrased as

Lemma 5.76. There are Q5|Q6|q6, such that

1 +Q5ZV ⊂ A50C32C2
(modQ6),
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where for each pn||q6, writing pm5 ||Q5, p
m6 ||Q6, we have

(
C3c1
30

+ 1)ρ2 < m5 < (C3 +
25

c1
)ρ2, (5.77)

c21c3
2500C1

ρ2 < m6 −m5 < ρ2. (5.78)

if

δ

ǫ
<

c41c2c
3
3

109C2
1C3

ρ2. (5.79)

5.6. Proof of Proposition 5.6. Recall

q6 > q
1
2
5 > q

1
4
4 > q

c1
128
3 > q

c1
256
2 > q

c1c3
512C1
1 > q

c1c3
1024C1
l > q

c1c3
2048C1

ǫ
.

We need to run the previous arguments in this section, with the modulus ql replaced by
q6. Then we obtain

Lemma 5.80. There is q7||q6, q7 > q
c1c3

1024C1
6 and Q7|Q8|q7, such that

1 +Q7ZV ⊂ A50C32C2
(modQ8),

where for each pn||q7, writing pm7 ||Q5, p
m8 ||Q6, we have

(
C3c1
30

+ 1)ρ′2 < m7 < (C3 +
25

c1
)ρ′2, (5.81)

c21c3
2500C1

ρ′2 < m8 −m7 < ρ′2. (5.82)

if

δ

ǫ · c1c3
1024C1

<
c41c2c

3
3

109C2
1

ρ′2. (5.83)

We need the elementary lemma whose proof we leave as an exercise:

Lemma 5.84. Let H1,H2 ⊂ SL2(Z) and let p be a prime. Suppose 1 + pm1V (mod pm2) ⊂
H1(mod pm2) and 1 + pn1V (mod pn2) ⊂ H1(mod pn2) with 1 ≤ m1 ≤ m2 ≤ 2m1 and

1 ≤ n1 ≤ n2 ≤ 2n2. Then

1 + pm1+n1V ⊂ (H1H2)
4(mod pm2+n2).

We take

ρ′2 =
c31c3

70000C1C3
ρ2.

We apply Lemma 5.84 with H1 = 1 + Q5ZV H2 = 1 + Q7ZV obtained from Lemma 5.76
and Lemma 5.80. Then we obtain

1 +Q5Q7ZV ⊂ A400C32C2
(modQ6Q8).

Apply Lemma 5.84 iteratively with H1 = 1 + Q5ZV fixed and H2 replaced by a newly
generated congruence set from previous step. We obtain



26 JINCHENG TANG AND XIN ZHANG

1 + q
{(C3+

25
c1

)ρ2}

7 V ⊂ AC
1 (mod q7)

for

C = 100C32
C28

[
7000C1C3
c3
1
c3ρ2

]
. (5.85)

Next, we take care of the inequalities involving δ
ǫ . We take

δ

ǫ
=

c81c2c
5
3

1017C4
1C3

ρ2,

so that (5.83) is satisfied, which implies all other inequalities involving δ
ǫ are satisfied.

Proposition (5.6) is thus proved with

c =
c21c

2
3

10242C2
1

, ρ =
3× 1018C4

1C
2
3

c91c2c
5
3

δ

ǫ
, C = C32

C28
[

C5
1C3

3
c111 c2c

5
3

ǫ
δ
]
. (5.86)

6. gluing moduli

The proof of Proposition 2.2 requires a gluing process, and the following proposition is
the main gluing tool.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose A satisfies (2.3) but fails (2.4). Let 0 < θ < 10−12, and suppose

δ <
c2ǫθ

2
. (6.2)

where δ, ǫ be given as in Proposition 2.2.

Let q1, q2||q, q3||ql, gcd(q1, q3) = 1, and q3 > q120θ
1
2 , where in the definition of ql we

require L > 12
δ . Suppose for some set B ⊂ Γ(q0) where q0 =

∏

p|ql
p, we have

|πq1,q2(B)| > (q1q2)
3−θ (6.3)

|πq3,1(B)| > q3−θ
3 (6.4)

Then there exists q∗3||q3, q∗3 > q
1
4
10−4

3 , such that

|πq1q∗3 ,q2(B ∪A)[200·8θ
− 1

2 ]| > (q1q2q
∗
3)

3−300θ
1
4 . (6.5)

Remark 6.6. We need the help of the set A, otherwise the claim simply fails. For instance,
let q1 = 1, q2 = q3 and B = Γ(q0) ∩ {(λ, λ), λ ∈ Λ}. Then B ·B = B so there is no hope to
expand only by taking product of B.

Write

Λq1q3 × Λq2
∼= (Λq1 × Λq2)× (Λq3 × 1).
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Since B satisfies (6.3) and (6.4), by Proposition 3.12, there exists q′1|q1, q′2|q2, q′3|q3, q′1q′2 <
(q1q2)

40θ, q′3 < (q3)
40θ, such that

Λ(q′1)/Λ(q1)× Λ(q′2)/Λ(q2) ⊃ πq1,q2(B
2880). (6.7)

and

Λ(q′3)/Λ(q3) ⊃ πq3,1(B
2880). (6.8)

Write

G = Λ(q′1)/Λ(q1)× Λ(q′2)/Λ(q2)

From (6.7), we can construct a map

ψ : G→ B2880,

such that

πq1,q2(ψ(x)) = x. (6.9)

From q′3 < q40θ3 , there is q4||q3, q4 > q1−θ
1
2

3 such that for every pn||q4, we have p[40θ
1
2 n] ∤ q′3.

Write q4 =
∏

j∈J p
nj

j . For each p
nj

j ||q4, we consider ψj = π
p
[njθ

1
4 ]

j

◦ P1 ◦ ψ.

Write

Gj = {(x, y) ∈ G×G|ψj(xy) 6= ψj(x)ψj(y)}

According to Proposition 3.1, there are two scenarios:

(1)

|Gj | > 10−4|G|2. (6.10)

(2) There is a subset Sj ∈ G, |Sj | ≥ 99
100 |G| such that ψj = hj over Sj where hj is a

homomorphism from G to Γ/Γ(p
[njθ

1
4 ]

j ).

Let J = J1 ⊔ J2 where J1, J2 is the collection of indices falling into Case (1) and Case
(2), respectively. Write q4 = q′4q

′′
4 , where

q′4 =
∏

j∈J1

p
nj

j , q
′′
4 =

∏

j∈J2

p
nj

j .

We further write q′′4 = q5q
′
5, where

q5 =
∏

p
nj
j ||q′′4

π

p
[
θ1/4nj

2 ]

j

◦hj=1

p
nj

j ,
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and

q′5 =
∏

p
nj
j ||q′′4

π

p
[
θ1/4nj

2 ]

j

◦hj 6=1

p
nj

j .

We divide our analysis into three cases.

6.1. The case q′4 > q
1
2
4 . In this case we have

∑

j∈J1

(log p
nj

j )|Gj | > log
(

(q′4)
10−4

)

|G|2 (6.11)

The left side of (6.11) is equal to
∑

U⊂J1
U 6=∅

log(
∏

j∈U

p
nj

j )| ∩j∈U Gj

⋂

∩j∈J1−UGc
j | (6.12)

Since the number of subsets of J1 is < q0+4 , there exists J ′
1 ⊂ J1, q̃ =

∏

i∈J1
pni
i > (q′4)

1
2
10−4

,
such that

| ∩i∈J1 Gi| > q0−|G|2.
Take any (g1, g2) ∈ ∩i∈J1Gi, and consider γ0 = ψ(g1)ψ(g2)ψ(g1g2)

−1. Then γ0 satisfies,

πq1,q2(γ0) = 1,

and for any pn||q̃,
π
p[nθ

1
4 ]

◦ P1(γ0) 6= 1.

So

γ0 ≡ 1 + (
∏

p|q′4

pmp)X(mod
∏

p|q′4

p2mp),

for some primitive X ∈ V = Lie(SL2)(Z) (i.e., the gcd of entries of X is 1) and 1 ≤ mp ≤
[nθ

1
4 ].

We need the following elementary lemma whose proof we leave as an exercise:

Lemma 6.13. Given q ∈ Z+ and ~v, ~w ∈ V primitive. Suppose for any p|q, ~v and ~w are

linearly independent mod p. Then

[v, V ] + [w, V ] ⊃ 2V (mod q)

We take two elements γ1, γ2 ∈ B2880 so that

P1(γ0γ1γ
−1
0 γ−1

1 ) ≡ 1 + q̃{2θ
1
4 }Y1(mod q̃{4θ

1
4 })

and

P1(γ0γ2γ
−1
0 γ−1

2 ) ≡ 1 + q̃{2θ
1
4 }Y2(mod q̃{4θ

1
4 })
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for some Y1, Y2 satisfying the hypothesis of ~v, ~w in Lemma 6.13 with q replaced by q̃.
Importantly,

πq1,q2(γ0γ1γ
−1
0 γ−1

1 ) = πq1,q2(γ0γ2γ
−1
0 γ−2

1 ) = 1.

We also take
Hρ = {γ ∈ B2880, πq̃{ρ}(γ) = 1}

for ρ ∈ [θ
1
4 , 12 ].

From (6.4) we know

πq̃{2ρ}P1(B
2880) ⊃ Λ(q̃{ρ})/Λ(q̃{2ρ}).

Apply Lemma 6.13 to γ0γ1γ
−1
0 γ−1

1 , γ0γ2γ
−1
0 γ−1

2 and Hρ with appropriate choices of ρ, we

obtain a set F ⊂ B
[ 17296
θ1/4

]
such that

πq1,q2(F ) = 1, (6.14)

πq̃,1(F ) ⊃ Λ(q̃{3θ
1
4 })/Λ(q̃) (6.15)

In this case, we take q∗3 = q̃, so

q∗3 > q
1
4
10−4

3 ,

and it follows from (6.7), (6.14), (6.15) that

|πq1q∗3 ,q2(B
[ 17296
θ1/4

]
)| > (q1q2q

∗
3)

3−9θ
1
4 .

6.2. The case q′′4 > q
1
2
4 , q5 > (q′′4)

1
2 . The local homomorphisms hj, j ∈ J2 can be lifted to a

homomorphism

h : G→ Λ(
∏

j∈J2

pj)/Λ((q
′′
4 )

{θ
1
4 }).

Following the previous reasoning for obtaining J ′
1, there is a set J ′

2 ⊂ J2, such that

q̄ =
∏

i∈J ′
2

pni
i > (q′′4)

99
200 ,

| ∩i∈J2 Si| > (q1q2)
−θ|G|,

and ψ ≡ h on S = ∩i∈J2Si.

By Proposition 3.12, we have S2880 ⊃ G′ = Λ(q′′1 )/Λ(q1)×Λ(q′′2 )/Λ(q2) for some q′′1 ||q1, q′′2 |q2, q′′1q′′2 <
(q1q2)

90θ. This implies the existence of a subgroup G′′ of G′ of the form

G′′ = Λ(q̃1(q
∗
1)

{θ
1
2 })/Λ(q1)× Λ(q̃2(q

∗
2)

{θ
1
2 })/Λ(q2), (6.16)

where

q1 = q̃1q
∗
1, q2 = q̃2q

∗
2, q̃1, q

∗
1||q1, q̃2, q∗2 ||q2, q̃1q̃2 < (q1q2)

90θ
1
2 . (6.17)

Then we can define a map ψ̃ : G′′ → B28802 as, for any x ∈ G′′, choose a word s1s2 · · · s2880
and let
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ψ̃(x) = ψ(s1)ψ(s2) · · ·ψ(s2880). (6.18)

Then we have π
(q′′4 )

{θ
1
4 }
P1ψ̃(x) = h(x).

Since q5 > (q′′4 )
1
2 , then by iteratively taking commutator of ψ̃(G′′) [ 2

θ1/4
] times, we obtain

Λ(q̃1(q
∗
1)

{2θ
1
4 }q5)/Λ(q1q5)× Λ(q̃2(q

∗
2)

{2θ
1
4 })/Λ(q2) ⊃ B28802·(3·2[θ

−1
4 ]−2). (6.19)

In this case, we take q∗3 = q5. We have

q∗3 > q
1
5
3 .

It follows from (6.17) and (6.19) that

|πq1q∗3 ,q2(B
3·28802·2[θ

−1
4 ]
)| > (q1q2q

∗
3)

3−300θ
1
4 . (6.20)

6.3. The case q′′4 > q
1
2
4 , q

′
5 > (q′′4 )

1
2 . We begin with a lemma.

Lemma 6.21. Suppose h is a homomorphism from Λ(pm1
1 )/Λ(pn1

1 ) to Λ(pm2
2 )/Λ(pn2

2 ) for

some 0 ≤ m1 ≤ n1, 1 ≤ m2 ≤ n2, and for some ξ ∈ Λ(pm1
1 )/Λ(pn1

1 ), h(ξ) 6= 1. Then p1 = p2
and px||ξ − 1 for some x ≤ m1 + n2 −m2.

Proof. We first observe that given 0 ≤ m1 < n1, 1 ≤ m2 < n2 and two primes p1, p2,
if there is a nontrivial homomorphism f from Λ(pm1

1 )/Λ(pn1
1 ) to Λ(pm2

2 )/Λ(pn2
1 ), this will

force p1 = p2. To see this, if m1 6= 0, then all elements in Λ(pm1
1 )/Λ(pn1

1 ) have orders powers
of p1, and all elements in Λ(pm2

2 )/Λ(pn2
2 ) have orders powers of p2. Since f is nontrivial, we

have p1 = p2.

If m1 = 0, and let us suppose p1 6= p2, then f will factor through Λ(p1)/Λ(p
n1
1 ) and

we obtained a homomorphism f ′ : Λp1 → Λ(pm2
2 )/Λ(pn2

2 ). Since Λp1 is almost simple, f ′

must either be trivial, or injective, or factor thorough the center Z. f ′ can not be injective
because there are elements in Λp1 of order p1, which is coprime to p2. Likewise, Z can not
be the kernel of f ′ because one can also find an element x ∈ Λp1/Z such that the order of
x is coprime to p2. Hence, f

′ as well as f must be trivial and we arrive at a contradiction,
so p1 = p2.

Suppose h(ξ) = y 6≡ 1(mod pn2). Since the order of all elements in Λ(pm2)/Λ(pn2) is
bounded by pn2−m2 , it follows that ξ can not be a pn2−m2-power in Λ(pm1)/Λ(pn1), and this
will force x ≤ m1 + n2 −m2. �

Lemma 6.21 implies that q′5||q∗2, since (q′5, q
∗
1) = 1.

Since π
(q′5)

{θ
1
4 }

◦ P1 ◦ ψ̃ is a homomorphism, and π
(q′5)

{ θ
1
4
2 }

◦ P1 ◦ ψ̃ is nontrivial for each

pn||q′5, we can find an element g ∈ G′′ satisfying:
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(1) For each pn||q′5, write pt1 ||(P2ψ̃(g) − 1) and pt2 ||(P1ψ̃(g) − 1). We have t2 = [2θ
1
4

3 n]

and [θ
1
4

6 n] < t1 < [(2θ
1
4

3 + θ1/2)n] < [(3θ
1
4

4 )n].

(2) For each pn||q∗2 but p ∤ q′5, we have pn||P2(ψ̃(g)) − 1.

(3) For each pn||q∗1 , we have pn||P1(ψ̃(g)) − 1.

Collecting {ψ̃(g)m : m ∈ Z}, we obtain

Lemma 6.22. There are Q1|Q̃1|q∗1q′5, Q2|Q̃2|q2, ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ Lie(SL2)(Z) × Lie(SL2)(Z),
ξ1, ξ2 primitive, such that

πQ̃1,Q̃2
[(1, 1) + Z(Q1ξ1, Q2ξ2)] ⊂ πQ̃1,Q̃2

(B28802),

The values of Q1, Q2, Q̃1, Q̃2 are specified as follows:

For each pn||q′5, write pt1 ||Q1, p
t2 ||Q2, we have t2 = [2θ

1
4

3 n], [θ
1
4

6 n] < t1 < [(3θ
1
4

4 )n], and

p2t1 ||Q̃1 and p[
4t2
3

]||Q̃2.

For each pn||q∗2 but p 6= q′5, we have pn||Q2, Q̃2.

For each pn||q∗1, we have pn||Q1, Q̃1.

With Lemma 6.22 at hand, which plays the same role as Theorem B to create a one-
parameter group, we run the same arguments in Section 5.5 and Section 5.6 and we give
a sketch here. The starting step is to apply Proposition 4.2 to find elements from A to
conjugate (ξ1, ξ2) to other directions. By considering five primitive linear forms, we can
produce g1, g2, g3, g4, g5 ∈ A such that the following holds:

There exists q̄5||q5 and

q̄5 > (q′5)
1−5θ

1
2 , (6.23)

such that

(q̄5)
{5θ

1
2 }πq̄5(V × V ) ⊂ πq̄5SpanZ{ξ, g1ξg−1

1 , g2ξg
−1
2 , g3ξg

−1
3 , g4ξg

−1
4 , g5ξg

−1
5 } (6.24)

as long as

δ <
c2ǫθ

2
. (6.25)

Let Q̄1 = gcd(Q1, q̄5), Q̄2 = gcd(Q2, q̄5). Lemma 6.22 and (6.24) then implies the exis-

tence of F1 ⊂ {B28802 ∪A}10 such that

π
Q̄1

{ 4
3 }

,Q̄2
{ 4
3 }

[

(1 + Q̄1
{ 5
4
}
V ), (1 + Q̄2

{ 5
4
}
V )
]

⊂ F1. (6.26)

and

πq∗1 ,q∗2/q̄5(F1) = 1. (6.27)

Then taking commutator of the left hand side of (6.26) and taking further commutator

iteratively, we obtain a set F2 ⊂ {B28802 ∪A}[199·8θ
− 1

4 ] such that

Λ(Q̄1
20
/Λ(q̄5))× Λ(Q̄2

20
/Λ(q̄5)) ⊂ πq̄5(F2), (6.28)
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and

πq∗1 ,q∗2/q̄5(F2) = 1. (6.29)

In this case, we let q∗3 = q̄5. From (6.23), we have

q1q2q
∗
3 > (q∗1q

∗
2q

′
5)

1−5θ
1
2 > (q1q2)

1−6θ
1
2 q

1
5
3 ,

which implies

q∗3 > q
1
5
3 q

−12θ
1
2 > q

1
10
3 . (6.30)

And also from (6.3), if q1q2/q
∗
3 > (q1q2)

θ
1
2 , then

|πq1,q2/q∗3 (B)| > (q2/q
∗
3)

3−3θ
1
2 . (6.31)

(6.28), (6.29) and (6.31) then imply

|πq1q∗3 ,q2({B
28802 ∪A}[200·8θ

− 1
4 ])| > (q1q2q

∗
3)

3−60θ
1
4 . (6.32)

If q1q2/q
∗
3 ≤ (q1q2)

θ
1
2 , then q∗3 > q1−θ

1
2

2 and q1 < qθ
1
2

2 . Then (6.28) alone will imply (6.32)
as well. Proposition 6.1 is thus proved.

7. Proof of Proposition 2.2

Recall q = qsql, where q =
∏

i∈I p
ni
i , qs =

∏

i∈I:ni≤L p
ni
i , ql =

∏

i∈I:ni>L p
ni
i for some L to

be determined at (7.15). We divide our proof into three cases.

7.1. The case ql < q
ǫ
2 . Take

δ <
log 1

c0

4
(7.1)

for c0 = c0(L) the implied constant from Theorem A, so that

|π∗qs(χ
(l)
S )(x)− 1

|Λqs |
| < 1

2

for any x ∈ Λqs . Since π∗qs(χ
(l)
S )(A) > q−δ, we have |A| > q6−2δ for q sufficiently large. By

taking

δ = min{
log 1

c0

4
,
ǫ

3
}, (7.2)

we have |A| > q1−ǫ, so the assumption in (2.3) is void and Proposition 2.2 automatically
holds.
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7.2. The case q
ǫ
2 < ql < q1−

ǫ
2 . We assume the conclusion of Proposition 2.2 fails, i.e.

|πq(A ·A · A)| ≤ |πq(A)|1+δ . (7.3)

and we will arrive at a contradiction if we take δ sufficiently small.

If

δ ≤
log 1

c0

4
, (7.4)

we have

|πqs(A)| > q−δq6s > q
6− δ

ǫ
s , (7.5)

Here we can view δ
ǫ measures the closeness of πqs(A) to Λqs .

On the other hand, Proposition 5.6 provides some q′||ql, q′ > q
c1c3

1024C1
l , such that

|πq′ ◦ P1(A
C′
)| > (q′)3−θ

where both C ′ and θ are functions of δ given by

C ′ = C ′(δ) = C32
C2+18

[
C5
1C3

3
c11c2c

5
3

ǫ
δ
]
, (7.6)

θ = θ(δ) =
3× 1018C4

1C
2
3

c91c2c
5
3

δ

ǫ
. (7.7)

We clearly have θ(δ) → 0 as δ → 0.

Now we apply Proposition 7.6 with B = AC′
, q1 = q2 = qs, q3 = q′ and θ given in (7.7),

with the requirement that

δ <
c91c2c

5
3

3× 1030C4
1C

2
3

ǫ, (7.8)

so that the assumption (6.2) in Proposition 7.6 is satisfied. We then obtain q′′|q′, q′′ >
q′

1
4
10−4

, and

|πqsq′′,qs(AC′C′′
)| > (q2sq

′′)3−300θ
1
4 , (7.9)

where

C ′′ = [200 · 8θ−
1
2 ]. (7.10)

By (7.10), we have increased the modulus of the first component from qs to qsq
′′, at the

cost of a density loss from 3− θ to 3− 300θ
1
4 .

If qsq
′′ < q1−

ǫ
2 , we apply Proposition 5.6 with modulus ql replaced by q

qsq′′
, then we apply

Proposition 7.6 to increase the modulus to a larger one. We apply Proposition 5.6 and
Proposition 7.6 iteratively until we reach a modulus q⋆1||q, q⋆1 > q1−

ǫ
2 . Next, we go through
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the same procedure to increase the modulus of the second component to q⋆2||q, q⋆2 > q1−
ǫ
2 .

In total it takes at most [10
8C1

c1c3ǫ
] steps. In the end, we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

πq⋆1 ,q⋆2



AC′(C′′)

[

108C1
c1c3ǫ

]





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> (q⋆1q
⋆
2)

3−(300θ
1
4 )

[

108C1
c1c3ǫ

]

> q6−3ǫ−2(300θ
1
4 )

[

108C1
c1c3ǫ

]

. (7.11)

Recall also πq(A) < q6−6ǫ, so
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

πq



AC′(C′′)

[

108C1
c1c3ǫ

]





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> |A|1+ ǫ
3 (7.12)

if

2(300θ
1
4 )

[

108C1
c1c3ǫ

]

< ǫ. (7.13)

Then (7.13) and (5.2) imply

|πq(A ·A · A)| > |A|1+ ǫ
3C′ (C

′′)
−

[

108C1
c1c3ǫ

]

. (7.14)

We take δ0 sufficiently small so that θ = θ(δ0) satisfies (7.13). Then we take

L = [
14

δ0
] (7.15)

in view of the condition (5.5). Then take C ′ = C ′(δ0) given at (7.6) and C ′′ = C ′′(θ(δ0))
given at (7.10). Finally, we set

δ = min{δ0,
log 1

c0

4
,
ǫ

3C ′
(C ′′)

−

[

108C1
c1c3ǫ

]

}.

Then (7.14) contradicts (7.3). Proposition 2.2 is proved in this case as well.

7.3. The case ql > q1−
ǫ
2 . In this case the modulus qs can be ignored. We use Proposition

5.6 to create a product set B of A such that πq1P1(B) and πq2P1(B) are large, where
q1, q2||ql, gcd(q1, q2) = 1. Then we start our iterative process from B. The analysis is
virtually identical to the previous case.

Proposition 2.2 is thus fully proved.
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