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SHARP EXTENSION INEQUALITIES ON FINITE FIELDS

CRISTIAN GONZALEZ-RIQUELME AND DIOGO OLIVEIRA E SILVA

ABSTRACT. Sharp restriction theory and the finite field extension problem have both received a great
deal of attention in the last two decades, but so far they have not intersected. In this paper, we initiate
the study of sharp restriction theory on finite fields. We prove that constant functions maximize the
Fourier extension inequality from the parabola P* C Fg* and the paraboloid P? C Fg* at the euclidean
Stein—Tomas endpoint; here, IFZ* denotes the (dual) d-dimensional vector space over the finite field Fy
with ¢ = p™ elements, where p is a prime number greater than 3 or 2, respectively. We fully characterize
the maximizers for the L? — L* extension inequality from P? whenever ¢ = 1(mod4). Our methods
lead to analogous results on the hyperbolic paraboloid, whose corresponding euclidean problem remains
open. We further establish that constants maximize the L? — L* extension inequality from the cone
I? = {(&,0) € Fy : 70 = &€} \ {0} whenever ¢ = 3(mod 4). By contrast, we prove that constant
functions fail to be critical points for the corresponding inequality on I'® U {0} over F;. While some
inspiration is drawn from the euclidean setting, entirely new phenomena emerge which are related to
the underlying arithmetic and discrete structures.

1. INTRODUCTION

Stein’s restriction problem in euclidean space [29] concerns the possibility of restricting the Fourier
transform of certain sufficiently nice functions to curved null subsets of R4T! like the paraboloid
{(¢&,7) € REx R : 7 = [¢%} and the cone {(£,7) € R x R : 72 = |¢[?}. The dual problem is
formulated in terms of the adjoint restriction, or extension, operator. In turn, extension estimates
from the paraboloid and the cone are equivalent to the well-known Strichartz inequalities [30] for the
Schrodinger equation duy = Aw with initial datum «(0,-) = f,

(1.1) lull p2+a/agatry < Sall £l L2 way,

and for the wave equation uy = Aw with initial data (u(0,-),u:(0,-)) = (f,9),
(1.2) Hu||L2+4/(d*1)(Rd+1) < W4ll(f, 9)‘|H1/2(Rd)xg—1/2(u§d)-

The restriction/extension problem has attracted widespread attention due to its deep links to prob-
lems in harmonic analysis (Bochner—Riesz), partial differential equations (local smoothing), geometric
measure theory (Kakeya) and number theory (decoupling). Conversely, progress in restriction theory
has emerged via powerful tools from different fields, e.g., the multilinear approach which pivots on
higher notions of curvature and transversality [3],[4] and the algebro-geometric approach known as the
polynomial method [16, 17].

In 2002, Mockenhaupt—Tao [25] inaugurated the study of the extension] phenomenon for finite
fields. Given exponents 1 < p,q < oo, let R§(p — ¢) denote the best constant for which the extension
inequality

(1.3) 1(£0)" [l Lara,az) < R = DI Lo(5,00)

holds for all functions f : S — C on a given nonempty set of frequencies S C F%; here, F%* is dual to
the d-dimensional vector space F¢ over the finite field F, and S is then called a “surface”. In (L3,
(fo)¥ denotes the extension operator acting on f, dz is the usual counting measure on F¢ and do
is the normalized surface measure on S; these concepts are defined in §2.2] below. The restriction
problem for S asks for the set of exponents p,q such that R¢(p — ¢) < Cp 4, where C), 4 does not
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IThe Kakeya problem over finite fields had been previously introduced by Wolff [31] in 1999, and was famously solved
by Dvir [T1] in 2008 using the polynomial method; see also [12].
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depend on the underlying field F. In this case, we say that the restriction property R§(p — ¢) holds.
The authors of [25] considered two particular surfaces: the paraboloid (we abbreviate £2 := £ - £)

(1.4) P4 = {(&,7) e F¥™* x F* : 7 = €2}
when d € {1,2}, and the cone
(1.5) .= {(¢,7,0) e FOD* x F* x F* : 70 = £2} \ {0},

when d = 2, both equipped with their normalized surface measures. They showed that the restriction
property R%(2 — 4) holds when S € {P!,P2,I"?}. Many authors followed, exploiting methods from
additive combinatorics and incidence geometry, among others. We remark that there is no particularly
natural notion of curvature in finite fields; to some extent, it may be replaced by the maximal size of
affine subspaces, or the Witt index for a quadratic surface; see [23] for details and a careful account
of the state of the art concerning the finite field extension problem. Other discrete models for the
extension and the Kakeya phenomena have been proposed in [I8]; very recently, the Kakeya conjecture
has been established over rings of integers modulo N [8] 9], the p-adics [1] and local fields of positive
characteristic [28].

Sharp restriction theory aims at discovering the best constants and maximizers for extension-type in-
equalities like (LI)) and (L2). In 2006, Foschi [13] proved that gaussians maximize the cases d € {1,2}
of (L)), which respectively correspond to L? — L5 and L? — L* extension inequalities. In fact, all
maximizers are given by initial data corresponding to the orbit of the Schrodinger propagator of the
standard gaussian exp(—| - |?) under the galilean group of symmetries. In the same paper, Foschi
proved that (L2) is saturated by the pair ((1+|-[?)~!,0) if d = 3, which corresponds to an L? — L*
extension inequality. All maximizers are then obtained by letting the Poincaré group act on the wave
propagator of ((1+|-|?)71,0). In particular, the best constants S1,Ss, W3 are known. Alternative
proofs of some of these facts rely on representation formulae [6 22], heat flow monotonicity [2] and
orthogonal polynomials [14], but they all ultimately hinge on the Lebesgue exponents in question
being even integers. In this case, one can invoke Plancherel’s identity in order to reduce the problem
to a (simpler) multilinear convolution estimate. Sharp restriction theory flourished, with many inter-
esting works on submanifolds of codimension 1 or d—1; see the recent survey [27] for the state of the art.

In the finite setting of Mockenhaupt—Tao [25], no extension inequality is yet known in sharp formf
In the present paper, we inaugurate the study of sharp restriction theory on finite fields, and proceed
to describe our main results on the paraboloids P!,P? and the cone I'}. We are also able to handle
the hyperbolic paraboloid H? defined on (LII]) below, and present some further results on the cone
T3 defined on (LI5]) below.

Let p be an odd prime number and ¢ = p" for some n € N. Let F, denote the finite field with ¢
elements.

1.1. Sharp parabolic extension. Our first result establishes the sharp L? — L* extension inequality
from the paraboloid P? C Fg* equipped with the normalized surface measure o = ops.

Theorem 1.1. It holds that R}, (2 — 4) = (14+¢7 ' — q_z)i. In other words, the inequality

1 1
15) 102 Vsgam < (145 =5 ) 1 senam

is sharp, and equality holds if f : P> — C is a constant function. Moreover, any mazimizer of (L6])
has constant modulus.

Our second result fully characterizes the maximizers of inequality (L.6) whenever ¢ = 1(mod 4). The
latter condition ensures that —1 is a square in Fy. Given £ € F>*, we then write & = n(1, w)+¢(1, —w),
where w? = —1. We could use the canonical basis {(1,0), (0,1)} of Fg* instead, but the lines spanned
by (1, +w) turn out to capture the geometry of the parabolic extension problem in a more transparent

2Interestingly7 the proof of [23] Theorem 3] is based on a careful analysis of the near-maximizers for the Stein—Tomas
inequality, but the goal there is to analyze concentration effects; see also [23] §17.5-6].
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way. We slightly abuse notation and identify a function f : P2 — C with its projection f : Fg* — C,
(&) = f(& €%). Finally, the trace map, Tr,, : F, — F,, is defined in ([2.1]) below.

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ = p" and w € F, be such that ¢ = 1(mod4) and w? = —1. Then f :P? — C is
a mazimizer of (L6) if and only if

b 27iTry, (an + b¢ + enC)

(L.7) Fn(L,w) + ¢(1,—w)) = Aex .

for some A € C\ {0} and a,b,c € F,.

)

Our third result establishes the sharp L? — LY extension inequality from the parabola P! C Fg*
equipped with normalized surface measure o = op1. This requires char(F,;) = p > 3.

Theorem 1.3. Let p > 3. It holds that Rj, (2 — 6) = (1 N q*2)%. In other words, the inequality

11
(1.8) 1(f ) 120 2 ,dm) < (1 too g) £ 12261 a0)

is sharp, and equality holds if f : P! — C is a constant function. Moreover, any mazimizer of (L8]
has constant modulus.

Theorems [L.1] and [[3] are finite field analogues of Foschi’s results [13] Theorems 1.1 and 1.4]
for the euclidean paraboloid. The crucial observation there was that the relevant convolutions of
the projection measure on the paraboloid are constant in the interior of their support, whereas the
boundary values can be safely disregarded since they are attained in a null set. In the case of finite
fields, substantial complications arise which are entirely new. These are due to the finite nature of F,
which makes boundary terms non-negligible, and to various arithmetic matters which we proceed to
describe.

The proofs of Theorems [[.T] and [[.3] share a common high-level structure which can be summarized
as follows. After rewriting the problem in convolution form, we compute the relevant k-fold convolution
measures, k € {2,3}. In both cases, the convolution attains two distinct values, one along the so-
called critical set, denoted C, and another one on the remaining generic set. A direct application of
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality suffices to handle the generic set. Our main effort is geared towards a
careful estimate of the terms associated to the critical set. The need arises for a distinction between
the cases ¢ =1 or 3 (mod4) on P2 and ¢ =1 or 2(mod3) on P!. In fact, the set of k-tuples of points
on the paraboloid which sum to a given (&,7),

k
(19) E[];d(éaT) = {(51)5:1 € (Fg*)k : 2(517512) = (&77-)} )
i=1
is a singleton whenever (§,7) € C, provided ¢ = 3(mod4) and (d,k) = (2,2), or ¢ = 2(mod 3) and
(d,k) = (1,3). This simplifies the analysis considerably. Estimating the terms associated to C in the
remaining cases is much more delicate, since adequate bounds for the relevant quantity,
2

k
(1.10) > > TIrened —@-1 >

(€m)ec \ | (€ enh, (€ i=1 (€ €28, (6)

2

k
[1r.¢)

i=1

do not follow from any straightforward application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality; see Remarks
4T and below. At this point, the analysis for P? and P! splits, as a detailed understanding of the
geometry of the sets $&,(¢,7) for (€,7) € C is required.

As far as the proof of Theorem [[.2is concerned, we note that the euclidean methods from [13}, §7] do
not seem adequate to handle finite fields. Instead, we study the cases of equality for all intermediate
inequalities required to estimate (LI0), and then bring in the constraint coming from the initial
Cauchy—Schwarz step for the generic set. The structure of the sets E{;d (&, 7) for (€,7) € C again plays
a key role.

Our methods are quite robust. Surprisingly, the proof of Theorem [[.T] when ¢ = 1(mod4) can be
modified to yield the sharp L? — L* extension inequality from the hyperbolic paraboloid,

(1.11) H? := {(£&1,6,7) € FZ* DT = €2 -2,



4 C. GONZALEZ—RIQUELME AND D. OLIVEIRA E SILVA

equipped with the normalized surface measure o = op2, together with the complete characterization
of maximizers. This is the content of our fourth result. We highlight that the corresponding euclidean
problem remains open [7}, [10].

=

Theorem 1.4. It holds that Ri, (2 —4) = (1+¢ ' —¢72)

1 1
(1.12) 1F0)" e a0y < (1 +o- q—) 113282 40

. In other words, the inequality

is sharp, and equality holds if f : H> — C is a constant function. Moreover, letting ¢ = p", then
f:H? — C is a mazimizer of (LI2) if and only if

(1.13) f(n(1,1) +¢(1,=1)) = Aexp QWiTr”(‘m; b+ end).

for some A € C\ {0} and a,b,c € F,.

1.2. Sharp conic extension. The restriction property Rj;(2 — 4) is known to hold [20]. Our fifth
result establishes the sharp L? — L* extension inequality from the cone I'* C Fg* equipped with the
normalized surface measure v = vp whenever ¢ = 3(mod 4).

Theorem 1.5. Let ¢ = 3(mod4). It holds that
2o =(1-207 42072 =3¢ + 3¢ (1— g7 TI(1+¢7)7H
In other words, the inequality

4/ 5 4 3
q*(¢° — 29" +2¢° — 3¢ + 3)
(1-14) H(f”)vHiﬁl(IFg,dm) < (q _ 1)3(q2 + 1)3 HinQ(F?’,du)

is sharp, and equality holds if f : T3 — C is a constant function. Moreover, any mazimizer of (LI4)
has constant modulus.

Theorem is the finite field analogue of Foschi’s result [13, Theorem 1.5] for the euclidean cone.
The two-fold convolution of the Lorentz invariant measure on the euclidean cone is constant in the
interior of its support, but again this does not suffice to handle the case of finite fields. In fact,
the convolution of the surface measure on the cone I'® attains three different values: one at the ori-
gin 0, a different value on I'3, and yet a different one on the remaining generic set. It turns out
that I'3 can be decomposed as a union of disjoint lines, {£, : s € S}, and that these lines satisfy
{n, €T3 :n—n, € I3} C Ly, for each p € L,. This structural property plays a key role in the
analysis.

Mockenhaupt-Tao remark on [25, p. 53] that the origin has been removed in (LH) for technical
convenience, but that it can be restored with no significant change to the results. Surprisingly, this is
not the case for the sharp results which we seek to prove. Indeed, if we define the cone

(1.15) T3 = {(&,T,0) € Fg* X IF:; X IF:; 12402 = 52} \ {0},

we are able to show that constant functions fail to be critical points on the full cones I'§ := T'* U {0}
and Y3 := T3 U {0}. This is the content of our sixth and final result, which is valid on fields of prime
cardinality, and stands in sharp contrast with the euclidean case [20].

Theorem 1.6. Constants are not critical points for the L*(S,dv) — L4(F§,dx) extension inequality
from S € {T3,T3}.
In particular, constant functions are not local maximizers, and therefore not global maximizers, for

13(2 = 4) or Ri4(2 — 4). We refer the reader to [26, 27] for the state of the art on sharp conic
0 0
restriction in the euclidean setting.

Overview. The paper is organized as follows: In §2] we discuss the relevant finite field preliminaries
from Fourier analysis and number theory. In §3] we compute the relevant convolution measures exactly,
both via Fourier inversion and counting methods. In the remaining six sections, §41-§9 we prove

Theorems [LTHL6l respectively.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Given a set A, we denote its indicator function by 14. We occasionally extend this
notation to statements S, defining 1(S) = 1 if S is true and 1(S) = 0 if S is false. If A is a finite
set, then |A| denotes its cardinality. Real and imaginary parts of a given complex number z € C are
denoted by R(z) and J(z), and the principal value of the argument is Arg(z) € (—m,w|. If F is a finite
set of variables, then C'(F) denotes a quantity which only depends on elements of F.

We reserve the letter p to denote an odd prime number, and let ¢ = p” for some n € N := {1,2,...}.
As in the introduction, F, denotes the finite field with ¢ elements.

2.2. Fourier analysis on finite fields. A useful reference for this section is [5]. We are interested
in the additive characters of F,. These can be listed via the trace map, Tr, : F, — ), given by

n—1

(2.1) Trp(x) =z +2P +... +aP

If n = 1, then Try is just the identity. For each a € F, themap e, : F, — S, e(z) := exp(27iTry, (ax)/p),
is a character of Fy; if a # 0, then we say that e, is a nonprincipal character, in which case
{eq(b:) : b € F,} is a listing of all the characters of F,. If e is a nonprincipal character of F,,
which we fix from now onwards, then

(2.2) Z e(x) =0.
z€lFy

Let Fg denote the vector field over F, of dimension d < co. Then Ffll is a finite abelian group, and we
can describe its Fourier analysis in terms of the nonprincipal character e, since the characters of Fg
are indexed by elements £ € Fg* of the dual group, via

ce(w) :=e(w-§) =e (Z l“zfz‘) = [T ea(@).
i=1

1=1
From this and (2.2)), it follows that
d .
ey ) gt itE=0,
(2.3) %de(:c £) .—{ 0. ifELo.
xely

Choosing a specific nonprincipal character e : F, — S! amounts to fixing a group isomorphism between
Fg and IF'Z*, but the corresponding natural measures are different. We endow IF'Z with the counting
measure dx, and Fg* with the normalized counting measure d§ so that Fg* has total mass 1:

1
[ fe)dei= 3 fla). and | s©de=25 3 g0

mEFd Fg* EE]Fd*
q q

Given a function f : Ffll — C, its Fourier transform ]?: Ffll* — C is defined via

[©):= | f@e(-z-gdz= 3 f@e(-= &)

xcFd
Fourier inversion states that
(2.4) f@)= X fler@ = [ e & de= (1) (@).
1 EeFd* Fe

Convolution on Fg is defined in the usual way with respect to counting measure da, whereas on

Fg* convolution is defined with respect to normalized counting measure d€¢. The Fourier transform
intertwines convolution and multiplication:

(2.5) fg=7Fxg, and fg=f*3.

If o is a measure on IF'Z* defined via its action on a function f : Fg* — C by

(o) = [ 1€ doe) :ql—d S F(©)w(e),

d*
4 gcFd
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then we identify o with the function w. If 1 <s < d and 7 : Fy — Fg* parametrizes an s-dimensional
surface S C IF'Z*, then the normalized surface measure og (with total mass 1) is given by

(2.6) Z f(n Z FE&q e |m 1 (€)I.

yers geFd*
In particular, the measure o is associated with the function w(§) = ¢?=*|7~1(&)|. The inverse Fourier
transform of og is given by

(@) = (e(),05) = = 3 efw - n(y)),

4 yeFs

and, more generally, if f is a Complex—valued function defined on the image of 7, then

(2.7) (fos)" () z G m(y))-

yeky

In this paper, the surface S will be either a paraboloid P¢, cone I'?, hyperbolic paraboloid H?, or cone
T3, respectively defined in (L4), (L5), (LII), (LI5). In this case, we abbreviate o = og, and note
that (2.6]) specializes to

(2.8) fo) =15 Z (&
£es
and that the extension operator (2Z71) acting on a function f : S — C is given by
ges

For the sake of notation, we will henceforth drop the star from IF'Z* altogether.

Recall the definition of the best constant R§ given in (L3). It turns out that extension inequali-
ties with even exponents admit combinatorial reformulations which are better suited towards sharp
refinements. The next result makes this effective. Further connections between extension inequalities
and counting problems are discussed in [15] p. 49] and [25] p. 43].

Proposition 2.1. The extension inequality

(2.10) 1(£0)" [l Lot (v azy < RS2 = 28)I1 1l 22(5,00)

1s equivalent to the combinatorial inequality

k
(2.11) S Y TIrE)) <cs@—2m) | D IFEP]

EEFY |&+. . +E, =€ =1 ges
£,eS8

in the sense that the set of mazimizers of (ZI0)) coincides with that of (ZI1), and the corresponding
best constants are related via

Ci(2 — 2k) = ¢ 4S|*R%(2 — 2k)%F

Proof. Start by noting that
k

IS 500y = 1175 [ Do 1F (O

£es
Raising the left-hand side of (2.I0]) to the power 2k, using (2.9]), and reversing the order of summation,

|2 =
Z|fa )| ]S]Qk

weFd

2k

d * k
S rg)e = g,szHf(ﬁz)f( )
i=1

weFd £eS
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where the sum Y runs over k-tuples (€,)%_ |, (n,)%, € S* such that Zle & = Zle n,;. In fact, the
orthogonality relation (2.3]) implies that

(2.12) z:e<x-<§2§f—§;n9>::0

xecFd

unless Zle & = Zle 7;, in which case the left-hand side of ([ZIZ) equals ¢¢. The final observation

is that
2

x k k
ZHf(Ei)f(m) = Z Z Hf(Ei) : O

i=1 EEFY [€1+. .+, =€ i=1

§;€
2.3. Number theory on finite fields. A useful reference for this section is [24] Chapters 5 and 6].
Recall that p denotes an odd prime number, and g = p" for some n € N. Let F; := [, \ {0}. For the
reader’s convenience, we include elementary proofs of some well-known results, including the size of
certain hyperbolas and ellipses in IF?I via the following lemma,; see also [24, Lemma 6.24].

Lemma 2.2. Let r € Fy. If ¢ # 0 is a square in Fy, then

(2.13) H(m,y) GFg 22— ey? :’I“H =q-—1.
If ¢ is not a square in Fy, then
(2.14) {(z,y) €Fl: a® —cy® =71} =q+1.

Remark 2.3. In the degenerate case r = 0, one easily checks that
2¢—1, ifc#0 is a square in Fy,
(2.15) H(z,y) e F2: 22 = e} :={ 1, if ¢ # 0 is not a square in F,
q, if c=0.
Proof of Lemmal2.2 Tf ¢ # 0 is a square in Fy, then let w € F) be such that w? = ¢. The change of
variables (z,y) — (u,v) := (z — wy,x + wy) then yields
{(z,y) € Fg o T r}H = |{(u,v) € Fg fuwv =71} = H(u,ru_l) tu € qu}{ =q-1,
since 7 # 0. Now suppose that c is not a square in F,. Consider the quadratic field extension
F,(w)/F,, where w is an element of the algebraic closure of F, such that w? = c. Since Fy(w)/F, is a
Galois extension of degree two, it has just one non-trivial automorphism. Therefore the automorphism
(x + wy) — (z + wy)? coincides with the map = + wy — = — wy. Hence
{{(x,y) € Iﬁ‘g cx?— ey’ = r}‘ = {{(m,y) € Iﬁ‘g Dzt wy)(r —wy) = 7"}{
= [{(z,y) € F}: (z +wy)T™ =r}]
= [{a € Fy(w) : a®™ =1}|.
Since the fields Fy(w) and g2 are isomorphic, the group Fq(w)* is cyclic; let g be a generator, and
write ¢ = r # 0. Since 77 = r, it follows that ¢*(@~Y =1 and therefore ¢> — 1 divides a(q—1). This
implies a = ag(q + 1), for some ag € Zg2_1, and so
{o € Fy(w) : a™' =1} = [{8 € Zpa_, : flg+1) = a(mod(q® — 1))}
=|{Be€Zp_: B=agmod(qg—1)} =q+1.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. O
The Legendre symbol,
a 1, if a # 0 is a square in F,
(—) :=¢ —1, ifaisnot asquare in I,
p 0, ifa=0,

is a completely multiplicative function of its top argument, i.e., for every a,b € F,,

-0
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The Jacobi symbol, (%), is a generalization of the Legendre symbol that allows for a composite bottom
argument m, which is assumed to be odd and positive.
Legendre symbols can be used to evaluate quadratic Gauss sums. If a # 0, then

(2.17) S(a) == gF:pe(axQ) - (%) S(1),

where

1, if p=1(mod 4),
(2.18) S(1) = epv/p, and ¢, := { i, ifﬁ = 3Emod 4;;

see [24] Theorems 5.12(i) and 5.15].
Lemma 2.4. Let ¢, be as in 218)). If a € Fp, then

(2.19) 3 <%> e(az) = (%) ep/D.

xeF;

Proof. No generality is lost in assuming a # 0. Since (%) = 0, the sum on the left-hand side of (2.19)

can run over the whole F), instead of F’. Since (%)2 = 1, identity (2Z.16) and the change of variables
ax = y together yield

e 2 ()e=() % (5)=() % ()w

By 2.2), >_,cr, e(y) = 0. On the other hand, 1+ () equals the number of solutions to the equation
2?2 = y in Fp. It follows that the right-hand side of (2.20) equals

(2) S et = (5) s
p z€lFy p
which via (2I8]) leads to the desired result. O

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢, be as in RI8). If a € F; and b € Fp, then

3 e(aa?® +bx) = e(— 1) (%) epV/P-

z€lFy
Proof. Complete the square and change variables. In more detail:
2 2 2
S e(aa? +bx) = (- 2) 3 ela(a+ £)2) = e(-£) 3 elay?) = e(—£)5(a).
z€ly z€Fp yeFp
The desired result follows from (ZI7) and (2.I8]). O

We recall the law of quadratic reciprocity,

(2.21) <1;9) <£> _ (L)

which holds for Jacobi symbols of arbitrary odd positive coprime integers p,r. This follows from the
usual version (e.g., [24], Theorem 5.17]) by induction. We will need (Z:21]) only for odd primes p. The
first supplement then reads

(2.22) <__1> = (-1,

and the second supplement then reads

2 p2-1
2.23 ) =(=1)""F".
(2.23) < p> (=1)

We conclude this section by presenting the following well-known characterization of when —1 and —3
are squares over IF,, with ¢ = p" and p an odd prime.

Lemma 2.6. —1 is a square in F, if and only if ¢ = 1(mod 4). If p > 3, then —3 is a square in Fy if
and only if ¢ = 1(mod 3).
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Proof. The first statement follows from two elementary observations: the group F; is cyclic of order
q—1=:m, and —1 is the unique element of order 2 in F* (this uses p > 2). It follows that there exists
x € FY for which 2 = —1 if and only if 4|m, or equivalently ¢ = 1(mod 4). The second statement
is also straightforward to verify. The case n = 1 follows from complete multiplicativity (2.16]) of the
Legendre symbol, the first supplement ([2.22]) and quadratic reciprocity (2Z.21]):

2)-G)0)-croo-6

which equals 1 if and only if p = 1(mod 3). If ¢ = p™ for some n > 1, we consider two cases: if
p = 1(mod 3), then —3 is a square already in F,. If p = 2(mod 3), then the polynomial z? + 3 is
irreducible over Fp, and so K := F,[z]/(z? + 3) is a field which contains both zeros of x? + 3. Since
[K : Fp] = 2, we have that —3 is a square in F,2. But F,> C Fy» if and only if 2|n. To conclude, we
observe that p = 1(mod 3) or 2|n is equivalent to ¢ = 1(mod 3). O

3. CONVOLUTIONS

The paraboloid P? and the cone I'? were defined in (I4) and (L)), respectively. In this section, we
compute the k-fold convolution of normalized surface measure ¢ = o5 on S € {P4 I'?} for different
values of (d, k,n), where n is such that ¢ = p"™. We take two complementary approaches.

In §3.1 we use Fourier analysis to handle the case of P? for general d, k > 2, but only when n = 1.
In §3.2, we use elementary counting methods to handle the case of P? for general n > 1, but only
when directly relevant to Theorems [LTHL3] i.e., when (d,k) € {(2,2),(1,3)}. In §33] we use Fourier
analysis to compute the two-fold convolution on the full cone FS := I U {0}, but only when n = 1,
and note that this is related to the case of the full cone T§ := T3 U {0} defined in (LI5) when
p = 1(mod 4). The case of I'} when ¢ = 3(mod 4) and n > 1 is arbitrary, which is directly relevant to
Theorem [[L7], is then handled using counting methods in §3.41

3.1. Paraboloids in vector spaces over F, via Fourier analysis. If k£ is even, then we write
k= 2"2M¢ with ve(k) = max{¢ € N: 2¢|k} and ¢ > 1 odd. Let () := 1.

Proposition 3.1. Given d,k > 2 and an odd prime p > k, let 0 = opa denote the normalized surface
measure on the paraboloid P* C Fg“. Then the k-fold convolution measure of o is given by

(3.1) ot (1) =14+ DT o e 1) (€, 7) e T
where €, was defined in 2I8) and the function ¢ = g, is given by

Pl g2y — 1, if d is even,
B2 plem) =0 COTE () gy - . if d,k are odd,

(p— 1(f+)+p

5pf( 1) Hva(k) (%) (%) , ifdis odd and k is even.

Proof. Tt was verified in [25, Eq. (17)] that 0¥ = §y + K, where the Dirac delta ¢y is defined as usual
via §9(0,0) = 1 and dp(x,t) = 0 if (x,t) # (0,0), and K is the Bochner—Riesz kernel (see [15, p. 52]),
defined as K (x,0) = 0 for all € F¢, and

K(z,t) = L Z e(x- €+ 1&%) =p4S(t)% <——> , ift #0.
Bl (&.€%)ep?

Here, S(t) denotes the quadratic Gauss sum as in (2I7). Using Fourier inversion (24]) and the
intertwining property (2.3]), we have for k > 2:

o (g r) =@ &) =1+ Y (0@ the(~z € —tr)

(,t)EFE XF)
—1p® 3 S (12 ) e~ - €)e(—tr).
(,t)EFE XF)

Completing the square,

(-2 ) e(-z-&) = (- L@+ 36 e (),
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we obtain via a shift in the x-variable:

ot (e m) =14 ST S *et(s ) | Y e(—22)

teFy xcFd
_ 2
=1+p ") S)®et(§ —1))S(—5)"

teFy

(3:3) =1+p S Y7 @dk <M>de<t<% - 7)),

teFy P P

where the passage to the last line uses (2.I7). We split the analysis into two cases, depending on the
parity of d. If d is odd, then we will further split into two subcases, depending on the parity of k.

Case 1. If d is even, then all the powers of Legendre symbols appearing in ([B.3]) are equal to 1.
Appealing to (ZI8)), we then have that

(=k)
U*k(E,T) =14+ gg(kJrl)pd 12 k Z e(t(% B 7—))
teFy

By (22), the latter sum evaluates to

S et -my={ Pt fr-t

, otherwise.
teFy,

For even d, it then holds that

d(1—k)

> (Pl—gzy — 1)

Case 2. If d is odd, then matters are simpler if k£ is odd. In this case, k is coprime to p since k < p.
Complete multiplicativity (2.I6]) of the Legendre symbol, the first supplement (2.22]), and quadratic
reciprocity (2.2])) together yield

) 7)-G0)-6)-G)6)

T (F) - ),

O'*k(E,T) =1+ 6g(k+1)p

From (B.3) we then have, for odd d and k,

d(1—k)
2

(p=1)(k+1)
ot (& m) =1+ p DR ¢

E) (PLi—g2/py — 1)

We finally come to the case when d is odd and k is even. If k is not a power of 2, then k = 2v2(k)¢,
for some odd integer ¢ > 1. We compute:

(- G)-0r ()
— ()7 () et ),

The last identity uses quadratic reciprocity (22I) (¢ is odd and coprime to p since k < p) and the
second supplement ([2.23). From (B.3]), we then have, for odd d and even k,

% d(1—k) (p—1)(£+1) QV t 9
7 = o el T ) ) (B) 5 (S et - )

teF,

(3.4)

The latter sum can be evaluated with Lemma 2.4]
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which finally yields

2
(3.5) o (6, m) = 14 el T () R (D) <7ﬁ [k~ T) .
p

If k = 22 is a power of 2, then matters are simpler. In this case, B4) simplifies to

Gj) <w> = (-1 (12))”2(’@7

and (3.3]) then boils down to

2
(36) T = 1 el U gy e (ST,
p
In other words, formula (3.3)) is still valid for £ = 1 with the convention that (}) = 1. This completes
the proof of Proposition B.11 O

Remark 3.2. From [B.0), it follows that the two-fold convolution of normalized surface measure on
P! Fg, corresponding to (d, k) = (1,2), is given by
/2 -1

(3.7) (ocxo)(&,T)=1+ (—1) +p 3 ( 5 > , (&,71)€ IFIQ).

This expression takes on three distinct values, depending on whether £2/2 — 1 is or is not a square in
Fp, or whether £2/2 — 7 is divisible by p, and each of these values occurs multiple times.

3.2. Low dimensional paraboloids in vector spaces over F, via counting. Letting ¢ = opa
denote the normalized surface measure on the paraboloid P4 Fg“, from Proposition Z.I] we have

gt k
(38) (57 ) |Pd|k’EPd(E’T)"

where the set E]’;d(E,T) was defined in (CH). Since P? is the graph of the function ¢ : Fg — Fy,

©(€) = &2, we have that [P4| = ¢. In the proof of the following result, we compute the cardinality
of E{;d(gﬁ), thereby generalizing to vector spaces over F, (and not just over IF,) the cases (d,k) €
{(1,3),(2,2)} of Proposition B.1l

Proposition 3.3. The two-fold convolution on P? C IF'Z s given by

1 tqFl, ifr=5%
39 = — X q q + ) 2
(3.9) (0% 0)(&7) q { qF1, otherwise,
where the first choice of signs corresponds to ¢ = 1(mod 4) and the second one to ¢ = 3(mod 4). If

p > 3, then the three-fold convolution on P* C Fg is given by

1 = &
(3.10) (cxox0)(&T1)=~X qEqF1, ZfT_;’n
q qF1, otherwise,

where the first choice of signs corresponds to ¢ = 1(mod 3) and the second one to ¢ = 2(mod 3).
Given (v,s) € Ffll x Fy, we define the sphere of center v and squared radius s as in [19]:
(3.11) S(v,8):={neFy: (y—n)’=s}

Proof of Proposition[F.3. Let us start with the two-fold convolution From &€ = &, + &, and 7 = £€74-£3
it follows that £2 + (&€ — &,)? = 7, or equivalently &, € S(g 27

B2 =[S, 255 >\.

) In particular,

If 7 = £€2/2, then a translation, the first statement in Lemma and Remark 2.3 imply
9 B ¢ _ g—1, if ¢ =1(mod 4),
|EP2(£,7—)| - |S(2’O)| - { 1’ if q= 3(mod 4).
If 7 # &€2/2, then Lemma implies

) [ q-1, ifg=1(mod 4),
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Identity (B.9]) follows from this via (3.8)). To handle the three-fold convolution, observe that £ =
&1+ &+ & and T = & + & + £ together imply

(3.12) 3r—C =L - &)+ (&L—-&)+ (G- &)

We thus need to count the number of solutions to (8.12]). Changing variables ({1, &2,&3) — (&1, 1, a0) :
(€1,& — &1,€3 — &), the latter equals the number of solutions to a? + a2 + (a1 + az)? = 37 — £2 or,
by further renaming (3,v) =: (a1 + a2/2,a2/2), the number of solutions to 8% + 372 = (37 — £2)/2.
If 7 = £2/3, then the second statement in Lemma and Remark 23] together imply

3 _ 2. 52 2 [ 2¢—1, ifg=1(mod 3),
313) b= B e R 2 ra?—of = { T 1 I med D
If 7 # £€2/3, then r := (37 — £2)/2 is nonzero, and Lemma [2.2] implies
3 _ 2. 2 9 [ q—1, ifg=1(mod 3),
B hEnI=[{B e R g ea =l ={ 11 {02 e
Identity (B.10]) follows from this via ([3.8]). This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

3.3. Cones in vector spaces over I, via Fourier analysis. Recall the definition of the cones I
and T3 given in (LH) and (LI5), respectively, and that T'§ := ' U {0} and Y3 := T3 U {0}.

Proposition 3.4. The two-fold convolution of normalized surface measure on T% C F;%, denoted vy,
s given by

815 renEno)= gt ORI i et
3.15 vy xvy)(€,7,0) = ————5 X 2p—1, if (€,7,0) € Y7,
o P +p=12 | oy, if (€,7.0) ¢ T3

The two-fold convolution of normalized surface measure on Fg C Ff,, denoted vr, is given by

( ) p3 pzip:Fla Z'fgg’Tao-gzoé
3.16 (vrxvp)(§,7,0) = —5———=5 %X pxpF1l, if(§1,0)el”
) PEPFDT | pr1, im0 ¢Td

where the first choice of signs corresponds to p = 1(mod 4) and the second one to p = 3(mod 4).

Proof of Proposition [3.7). We start with the proof of (B.I5]), which is similar to that of ([B.I6) when
p = 1(mod 4). The case p = 3(mod 4) of (B.I6]) is simpler and will be presented afterwards.

The case of T3. Write (z,t,s) € Fj, where « = (1, 32) € F2, for the variables dual to (¢, 7,0) € Fj.
Let ((x,t,s) := % — t2 — s%. Start by noting that

1, if (x,t,s) =0,
(317) V%(:c,t, 8) = Z%’ if <($at’ S) = 0 but ($’t55) 7£ Oa
Iﬁ;_l’ if <($at’ S) 75 07

Indeed, since (¢, 7,0) € T} if and only if ((&,7,0) = 0, it follows that

3
g—40|V¥(x,t’5):i4 Z 6(($,t,8)-(£,7’,0‘))
({,T,U)ET%
- LS~ coctenon | et s) - (6.7.0)
P™ erorers \P acF,
- a:pt 5) 5 Z Z e(N (& T,0) + (x,t,8) - (€,7,0))

AF£0 (¢,7 0)€]F4

b, DS e (g,

A#£0
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where the last identity follows from four consecutive applications of Lemma Therefore

T
—| |VT(CC,t, s) =
p b

From vy.(0) = 1, it then follows that |T3| =

O _
0(3’3,@5)_’_%)({29 15
p

if ¢(x,t,5) =0,

-1, if ((x,t,s) #0.

p(p?+p—1), which implies (3.I7). We use this to compute

the convolution measure vy * vy via Fourier inversion (2.4) and the intertwining property (2.5):

[(v1)?]" (€, 7, 0)

(vy xvy)(€,71,0) =

p—1

=1+ (;ﬁ;—l)2 Z e(—(z,t,8) (& 7,0)) + <p2+;—1)2 Z e(—(x,t,s)- (&,7,0))

(3.18) C(w,t,5)7#0

¢(m,t,5)=0
(x,t,5)#0

— 15 () X (ot (€mo) + G (14 8(E ).

(m7t78)7£0

Since the first sum on the previous line equals p*o(&,7,0) —

&(& 7 0) =

D

1, our main task will be to compute

e(—(x,t,s) - (&,1,0)).

C(w7t7s):0

Note that &(0) =
variables (a,b) :=

($ata 5) : (5’7—’ U) (561, bg_aat, a+b)

IT3| and that &(4£;, &€, &7, £0) is independent of the choice of signs. Changing
(s — @2, 5 + x2), which implies (22, 5) = (b —

a,a+b), yields

(&,7,0) =x1&1 + aZ 252 +t7+b§2¥-

After this change of variables, ((z,t,s) = 0 if and only 22 — t2 = ab, and so

(3.19) S(&,7,0) = Z >
—t2=gab 1 —t2=ab
b 0 b#0

e(—

(z,t,s)-(&,7,0)) = 61(&T,0) +6z(&,7,0).

The first sum in (3.19]), corresponding to b = 0, evaluates to

Si(&,1,0)

> D¢

t=xz1 aclFp

(3.20)

$1€Fp

—x161 —tT)e <a

f2—0
2

Z e(—r1(§1+7)) + Z e(—z1(& —71)) -1 Z e(a&z—(j),

Iler

acFy

which is nonzero only if &, = 0. More precisely, we have that

(2p = 1)p,
(3.21) Gi(€,7,0) = (_pp_ Dp,
0,

if & =7=0and & = o,
if & =+7#0and & = o,
if & # +7 and & = o,

otherwise.

We proceed to compute the second sum in ([B.19)), corresponding to b # 0. Changing variables (A4, B) :=

(0 — &2,0 + &), we have that

Sa€,m0)= D> Y e <—$1§1 -
x1,t€F, b#0
(3.22) = Z Z e(—z1& —

b£0 \z1€F,

2 42
25—
Ty o 52_t7__b£2—|-0
b 2 2
%m%) Ze( tT—F%tQ) e( %).
teF,
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If A#£0,i.e., & # o, then Lemma [2.5] implies

(6o =i S (Z2) (222 e (%) e (238) e ()

b£0 b
_1 2_7_2
=t (2) e () e ()
b0
(&r0)b\ _ p—1, if (&7 0)=0,
(3.23) —Pb#zo (Cg )_px{ -1 if (& 7o) # 0.

-1

Here, we used the facts that 512, (—) =1, for every p, and AB = 0% —&5. If A=0, i.e., & = 0, then
p

from (3.:22]) we have that

Samo) =) | D el=m&) | | D el=tr) | (=)

b#0 \z1€F, telF,
= | D elm&) | [ Doel—tr) | | Do e(=")
r1€F, teF, b#0

= pdo(&§1) x pdo(T) x (pdo(B) — 1),
or equivalently
p—1, if&=7=0and & =—
(3.24) Gy(é,1,0) =p* x{ —1, if & =7=0and & # —o,
0, otherwise .
Identities (B:2]]) and (B:23)—(3.24) together imply that
p3+p2_p’ if (E,T,O’) =0,
6(£7T7 U) = 61(577—70) +62(£7T7U) = p2 - b if (5’7—’ U) € Tga
-Db, if (E’Ta U) ¢ Tga

from where (B.I5) follows. This concludes the analysis of the two-fold convolution on Y3.

The case of Tj3. If p = 1(mod 4), then —1 is a square in F,. In this case, let w? = —1. Then the
change of variables (7,0) = (u + wv,u — wv) bijectively maps I'§ into T3, and this implies (3.I8]).

If p = 3(mod 4), then matters are different for I'y but simpler than what we already did for Y3, so
we shall be brief. Continue to erte (z,t,5) € Fp, Where x = (x1,12) € 3, for the variables dual to
(¢,7,0) € Fy. Let n(x,t,s) := @ — 4ts. The first observation is that

1, if (x,t,s) =0,
(325) I/I\w/($,t,5) == z,21,;1117 if W($7t7 S) =0 but (CC,t, 8) 7é 07
=1 tnx.ts) #0;
recall (B.I7) and see [2I, Lemma 4.1]. We then compute the convolution measure vr * vp via Fourier
inversion as in ([B.I8):
(3.26) (vrxvr)(&,T,0)

— 2 2
_1+(p p+1> Yo oel—(aits) Emo)+EE | -1+ D el=(zts) - (&7 0)

(ill7t,8)7é0 (Cl:,t,S) 0

The first sum equals p*§o(€,7,0) — 1. We decompose the second sum in two pieces, depending on
whether t is zero or not:
(3.27)

Z e(—(z,t,8) - (&,7,0)) = Z Z e(—so) Z Z —x-£—1tT)e < ﬁ—ja) .

n(x,t,s)=0 x2=0 \s€F, xcF32 t#0
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The inner sum of the first summand on the right-hand side of (3.27)) is zero unless o = 0:
B | p, ifo=0,

Dl SU)—{ 0, ifo#0,

selFy,

and the condition on the outer sum, = 0, implies = 0 since —1 is not a square in F,. As for the
second summand on the right-hand side of [8.27), if o = 0, then we have

pZ(p - 1)5 if (£’Ta U) = O’
ZZe(—w-E—tT): —p?, it §=0and 7#0,
xCF2 t£0 0, if £€=#£0.

If o #£ 0, then things are a bit more delicate. Completing squares,

S e(-m-g—tr)e (-Z—:a>

:136]}7127 t#0
(3.28)
2 2
= Ze(_%(mz%)) Ze<—%(xz+2%>> (t(£-7)).
t#£0 |\ z1€F, x2€F,

By translation symmetry, the inner Gauss sums are identical, giving rise to a contribution which equals
2
S (~2)? = S(1)2 = -,
and so ([B.28) boils down to
2 : 3
_ e >): p—p°, if(&7,0)€l}and o #0,
p%e(t(a T {p, if (¢,7,0) ¢ T3 and o # 0.
Putting everything together, we have that
-1+ p41(£,7',0)=0 + (p2 - QP)AP(Ea T, O-)
(P?—p+1)?

)

(3.29) (vpxvp)(&,1,0) =1+
where the function A, is given by

Ap(€,7,0) == —1+pl(o = 0) +p*(p — 1)1((§,7,0) = 0)
—p*1(E=0,7#0=0)+pl(c #0) —p*1((&,7,0) €T}, 0 #0).
The final observation is that
{(&,7,0) € F; €=0,7#40=0}U{(&,T1,0) € F; ((&,7,0) €T3 and o # 0} = T3,
and so ([3.29) simplifies to
plp = 1P =2) = 1+p'p — Dl ro=0 = P°(0 — 2DLgroery
P*—p+1)?
from where the case p = 3(mod 4) of ([B.18) follows at once. O

(vpxvp)(&,1,0) =1+

)

3.4. Conmes in vector spaces over [, via counting. Letting v = vr denote the normalized surface
measure on the cone Fg C Fg, from Proposition 2.1] it follows that

(330) (VF * VF)(saT J) |2 (5’7_’ 0-)|,

|1“3|2
where, similarly to (L)), we define the set

2
2%3(5,7’, o) = {((gl,n,a,) 7 e (T3 Z &, 7i,00) = (&, 1, O')}
1=1

In this section, we compute the convolution measure (8.30) whenever ¢ = 3(mod 4), thereby general-
izing this instance of ([B.I6) to vector spaces over F, (and not just over F,). We start by computing
the size of the cone I'j C Fg.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ = 3(mod 4). Then |T3| =q(¢* —q+1).
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Proof. We count the number of solutions (§,7,0) € Fg to the equation &2 = 70 =: p. If p = 0, then

Remark 23 leads to 2 — 1 solutions. If p # 0, then identity (ZI4)) leads to (¢ — 1)?(q + 1) solutions;
this uses the fact that —1 is not a square in F,. To conclude, note that (2¢ — 1) + (¢ — 1)%(¢ + 1) =

q(¢> —q+1). O

Proposition 3.6. Let ¢ = 3(mod 4). Then the two-fold convolution on T'§ C Ffll s given by

(331) (= ) (Em0) = gL R i e
3.31 vprxvp)(&,7,0) = ————5 X 1, if (§,7,0) €T,
o (¢ =g+ ] 41, if (€,7,0) ¢ T3,

Proof. From (B30) and Lemma 5] it suffices to verify that

Q(qz —4q + 1)5 if (5’ T, U) = O’
(3:32) 52 (Em0)=1 i (€.7,0) € T,
Q(q - 1)5 if (£’Ta U) ¢ Fg

Start by noting that E%g (&,7,0) has the same number of elements as the set
0

S, 1,0):={(&,m,01) € I’g (=&, 7 —1,0—01) € Fg}.

Given (&1,71,01) € S(€,7,0), we have (¢ — &;)? = (1 — 711)(0 — 01). Since €2 = 1104, this can be
rewritten as

(3.33) 0 — &% — 10 =710] —2£- &4

We split the analysis of ([B.33)) into two cases, depending on whether or not 7 is nonzero.

Case 1: 7 # 0. In this case, the number of solutions (&;,71,01) € S(&,7,0) with 71 # 0 of
{ E% =T101

0 — &% — 10 =710] — 2§
equals the number of solutions with 7 # 0 of the equation
T TT.\2 71
ro-g—no=_(&-2¢) - 2,
T T T
or equivalently of

(3.34) (€ —ro)=— == <€1 - 1€>2'

T T1

We split the analysis into two further subcases.

Case 1.1. €2 # 10. By Lemma 2.2 any nonzero 7, # 7 defines ¢ + 1 points &; that solve (3.34). If
71 = 7, then necessarily &, = £. In this case, we then have |S(&,7,0)N{m #0} = (¢—2)(¢+1)+1=
¢> —q—1. On the other hand, if 7; = 0, then €% = 0 and therefore &; = 0; in particular, oy = 0 —&2/7
yields the unique solution. All in all, we have |S(&,7,0)| = q(q —1).

Case 1.2. €% = 10. For each 7 # 0, ([3.34) has a unique solution, whence |S(&,7,0) N {r #
0} = ¢ — 1. On the other hand, if 74 = 0, then &, = 0, which by ([B.33]) forces o1 = 0. Therefore

‘5(57 T U)‘ =4q
Case 2: 7 = 0. In this case, equation ([3.33]) boils down to
(3.35) & +mo=26¢,

which can be analyzed by splitting into three further subcases.

Case 2.1. € = 0. In this case, mo = 0. If ¢ = 0, then Lemma implies 5(0,0,0)| = {I’g{ =
q(¢> —q+1). If ¢ # 0, then (&;,71) = (0,0) while oy is free, and so |S(0,0,0)| = q.
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In order to handle the two remaining subcases, we observe that the number of solutions of (3.35])
(alongside with &2 = 7101) when oy # 0 equals the number of solutions of

(3.36) &+ 5%011 — 26 &)

Case 2.2. €2 # 0 and o # 0. In this case, (3.36) can be rewritten as

(3.37) (51 _ %E)Z Ugl _ 710

g

For each nonzero o1 # o, Lemma 2.2l implies the existence of ¢+ 1 distinct points &; that solve (3.37).
If 01 = o, then &, = & is the unique solution. Therefore |S(&,7,0) N{o1 #0} =(¢—2)(¢+1)+1=
¢> — ¢ — 1. On the other hand, if ¢; = 0, then & = 0 and (3.35]) becomes &2 + 710 = 0, and therefore
(0,0, —£%/0,0) is the unique solution. Thus |S(€,7,0)| = q(q — 1).

Case 2.3. €2 # 0 = 0. In this case, ([3.36]) boils down to

(3.38) £ =2¢¢,

which has exactly ¢ solutions. From (B:38) it follows that &7 # 0, and for each nonzero &; there exist
q — 1 pairs (1,01), such that £ = 7101. Thus |S(€,7,0)| = q(q — 1).

To conclude the proof of ([3.32), note that (¢, 7,0) ¢ 'S in Cases 1.1, 2.2 and 2.3, that (£, 7,0) € I'®
in Case 1.2, and that (&,7,0) € I} in Case 2.1. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

In this section, we prove Theorem [[LTl In view of Proposition 2.1 and the beginning of the proof of
Proposition 3.3, we aim to verify the sharp inequality

2

(4.1) > > fENE-¢&) s(q+1—§> (ZW) :

(&,7)€EF3 §1€3<§,272§2>

for every function f :P? — C, with equality if f is constant. Here, > p2 |f|? := >oeem | f (€ 32
q

Remark 4.1. In the spirit of Foschi [13, Eq. (13)] and Mockenhaupt—Tao [25, Lemma 5.1], it may
seem natural to use the inequality

S(5, 255 < sup s,

where the supremum is taken over all spheres S C Fg. By Cauchy—Schwarz, this would lead to

2

> S fEFE-¢&)| <suplS] > S lfEDfE-€P

(42) @D g es(52752) (€n)eF] ¢ es(§.2772)

2
— sup|s| <§j |f|2> ,
]PQ

which is never sharp. Indeed, from Lemma and Remark [2.3, it follows that sup |S| equals 2q¢ — 1
if ¢ = 1(mod 4) and g+ 1 if ¢ = 3(mod 4). This implies inequality [EJ) with constants 2q¢ — 1 and
q + 1, respectively, instead of the optimal ¢ +1 — 1/q. Thus a more refined analysis is needed.

The analysis splits into two cases, depending on the congruence class of ¢ modulo 4.
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4.1. The case ¢ = 3(mod 4). In this case, —1 is not a square in F;, (Lemma [2.6]) and spheres of
radius zero in Iﬁ‘g are singletons (Remark 2.3). This simplifies the analysis considerably. Decompose

the ambient space F3 into the critical surface Cy := {(¢,7) € Fs : 27 = €%} and its complement,
Fg \ C2. On the latter, an application of Cauchy—Schwarz similar to (£.2]) yields

2

> Yoo fENfE-&)| <@+ D > fEDfE-€)P,

e s34 e g (s 5€)
with equality if f is a constant function. We now add and subtract the contribution of the critical
surface — a key step of mass transport flavor which has already appeared in (18] and (3.26]) — yielding

2

> > fEDFE-&)| <@+1) Y] oo IfEfE-&)P

(€n)€Fg ¢ e5(5,2722) (EneFt ¢ es(§,2m5¢)
2

+ > Yo fENfFE-€)| @+ D> IfENfFE-&)P
(&r)ec \ |&,e5(5.0) ¢,€5(5.0)

(4.3)

The first sum on the right-hand side of (43]) can be computed as follows:

> S D€ -&)P

€neFiges(§.275%)

(44) = > EER D] 1(6 6 e s (St lEpar))

€1,6,€F2 T€F,
= Y IfENf (Z !f!2>
517526]173

Indeed, for each given pair (£,,&,) € (Fg)z, there exists a unique 7 € F, such that (&, — &,)? =

o1 — (€, + &5)?, and so the inner sum in (@A) is equal to 1. On the other hand, since S(%, 0) = {%},
the second sum on the right-hand side of (£3]) boils down to

2

(4.5) > o fENFE-€)] — @+ D IfE)fE-€DP :—qZ\f\“-

€mecz \ [¢,e5(5.0) €,€5(5.0)

A second application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields

2
(4.6) T (Z |f|2>
P2 9 \'p

with equality if and only if |f| is constant. The desired inequality (41]) follows from (£3])—(£8]), and
is sharp since constant functions turn each step of the proof into an equality. Finally, the cases of
equality in (4.6]) imply that any maximizer must necessarily have constant modulus. This concludes
the proof of Theorem [Tl when ¢ = 3(mod 4).

4.2. The case ¢ = 1(mod 4). In this case, —1 is a square in F, (Lemma [26)) and spheres of radius
zero in Fg have 2¢ — 1 elements (Remark 2.3]). This complicates the analysis, which nonetheless starts
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in a similar way to that of §L1l Via Cauchy—Schwarz and mass transport, we have
2

2
> Yoo fEDFE-&)| <(a-1) (Z |f|2)
]P>2

,T GFS I3 27’*52
(4.7) € aes(5255)

+ Z Z fENfE-&)| —(@—1) Z 1F (&) (€= &)

(€7)eC2 \ |¢,e5(5.0) £,€5(5.0)

Equality in (d7) is achieved if and only if

g2
48 JE@N(E- &) =Cle ), forevery gy €5 (5,77

> such that 27 # £2.

Remark 4.2. In the spirit of §4.1, one may try to estimate the left-hand side of (A7) by Cauchy-
Schwarz only, via the upper bound

2
(4.9) 3 s(%ﬁj)‘ S IfENfE—€)P.

(g,r)ng £1€S<%,27752)

4

However, for fized Y po |f |2, this expression is not mazimized by constants. Indeed, consider the
indicator function of the line (contained in P?) spanned by the vector (1,w,0) € F;’, where w? = —1,
i.e., let fo:=1(t(L,w,0): t € F,). If (§,7) = (t(1,w),0), then Remark[2.3 yields

(§ 5 e G|

For any t € F,, we further have that

> [fo(t(1,w) P fo((t — t1)(1,w))]* = g,

tl(l,w)GS(%(l,w),O)

and so (E9) equals ¢*(2q — 1) when f = fo. Since > p2 |fo|> = q, it then follows that

<ero\2> S s(3TE) X ot er =21

(&,7)€EF3 5168@,#)

This implies inequality [AJ]) with constant 2q — 1 instead of the optimal ¢ +1 — 1/q. Thus a more
refined analysis is needed.

We proceed to analyze the second summand on the right-hand side of (A1), which is nothing but
(CIO) when d = k = 2. We will prove that it is maximized by constants for fixed Y p |f|?, via the
following four steps.

Step 1: Line decomposition. Let w € Fy be such that w? =—11n [F,. Given (&€,7) € Ca, the sphere
S(§

5,0) is the union of the two lines

Li(€):= {51 € Fg 1€ = g +t(1,tw), t € Fq},
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which intersect exactly at g Defining the punctured lines £ (&) := L41(&) \ {%}, we then have
L2 (§)ULS(E) = S(%, 0)\ {%} Going back to (£L7), it follows that
2

ol DD fereE-¢| = >

(€7)eC2 |¢£,e5(5.0) (§,7)€C2

S fEfE—€)

§1€L2 (§ULS (€)

(4.10)

> (f(§>4+23‘%<f(§)2 5 f@f@w)).
)

T)€C2 §1€L2(§ULS (€

We proceed to estimate the two summands on the right-hand side of (ZI0]).

Step 2: Estimating the first summand. Let us start with

2 2 2
S FENfE-&)| =| D fENfE-¢€) > fENFE-¢&)
€1€L2 (§)ULS (8) £,€L°(€) €1€£ (€)
+2%( > f£1 E—&) Y. fENf(E- 50).
&1€L° (€ §1€L5(8)
By Cauchy—Schwarz, it follows that
2
(4.11) S FENFE-€)| <@-1) D IfENfFE-EDP
£,€£3.(8) §1€L5.(8)

where equality holds if and only if f(&,)f(£—&,) = C+(§), for every &; € L3 (€). Moreover, a repeated
application of the elementary inequality 2zy < z? + y? yields

(4.12) ( > fsl E-&) > fsl = sn) D@ ) &)

§1€L2(8 §1€L£5(8 §1€£2(8) §2€L5(€)

Inequalities (411]) and ([AI2) together imply
2

S fEfE—€)

§1€L2 (§ULS (€)

<(@@-1) > IfEDfE-&P+2 D> €D DD If&)P,

£1€L2 (§ULL(8) £1€L2(8) £,€L5(8)

and therefore

S fENfE-¢&)
&1€L° (UL ()

—(¢—1) Z | f(&1)f (€~ 51)‘2

6168(%70)

<2 > @l Y el -a-vlr ()]

§1€L£2(8) £:€L5(8)

(4.13)

Step 3: Estimating the second summand. We need the following estimate whose proof is omitted.

Lemma 4.3. Let a,b,c € C\ {0}. The following inequality holds
Ra?0) < L b2 + 1),

and equality holds if and only if Arg(a) = %(Arg(b) + Arg(c)) and |b] = |¢|.
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Lemma [£.3] and symmetry considerations together yield

R(1(5) X reore-en| <ir (] X reR+Ire-ep)
£1€L2 (§)ULL(8) £1€L2 (§)ULL(§)
(4.14) = ‘f (%) ‘2 > IfEr

£1€L2 (ULL(E)
Assuming that f never vanishes, equality holds in (£I4]) if and only if
(4.15) F(€)] = 17(€ — €1)] and 2Arg (f (§) ) = Ara(f(€1)) + Arg(f (€ — €1)),
for every &€ € F2 and &, € L2 (£) U L5 (€).

Step 4: End of proof. From (@3] and ([@I4]), we see that the second summand on the right-hand
side of ([@7) is bounded by

(4.16)
> (2 > e Y rerre-olr(§) 2lf ¢ X f(£1)2)-
(&m)EC2 \ &1€L2(8) £,€L5(8) §1€L2 (§)ULL (8)

This is equal to
2
(4.17) 2 3> EDPIFEP g S (f(%)\4=2<2|f|2> —¢Y 11,
&1.,€,€F2 (€,7)eC P2 P2

from where the desired sharp inequality (4.1]) follows via (4.8]). To verify that (£16]) and (4.I7) indeed

coincide, note that

> el Yo @rlr ) ) X wer

&.eL°(¢) £,€L5(8) &1€L2 (UL ()
= Y IfEDP D IfE)”
£,eL_(§) &L (8)

Interchanging the order of summation, we further have that

Yoo @ YD IfEP= Y 1fE)PIE)N

(&,7)€C2 &,€L-(E) &26L4(8) &1,6,€F2

since

(4.18) Y. L& L (€& eL(§) =1
(P

To verify (4.I8]), note that the 4 x 4 matrix associated to the system of equations

{ & = % +t1(1, w)
52 = % + t2(17 —’LU)

has nonzero determinant (equal to +w/2) and therefore, given any pair (£,&,) € (IF'Z)2, there exists
a unique £ € Fg, such that & € £_(&) and &, € L (€).

Constant functions turn every single step of the preceding proof into an equality and, as in §4.T]
the cases of equality in (4.0)) imply that any maximizer must necessarily have constant modulus. This
concludes the proof of Theorem [I.11
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem It suffices to show that all maximizers of inequality (4.1]) are
of the form (7)) when g = 1(mod 4). This will follow from studying the functional equations satisfied
by functions which saturate the intermediate inequalities from §4.2]

Let f, : P2 — C be a maximizer of (&I), which as usual is identified with its projection f; : Fg — C.
We have already observed that |f,| is constant (for otherwise (£.6)) would be strict). Hence f, = Apx,
where A € C\ {0} and p, : F2 — S! satisfies p,(0) = 1. From the second condition in (I5), we have

(5.1) 02 (§) = pu(€1)pul€ — €1), for every &, € L4 (€) UL (€).
The next result is key towards the solution of the functional equation (B.1).

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ = p" be the power of an odd prime. Let p : Fq — St be such that p(0) =1 and

(5.2) p(x)p(y) =p ($+y) for every z,y € .

Then there exists a unique a € Fy, such that
p(z) = exp ————=, for every x € F,,.

Proof. In light of our discussion at the beginning of §2.2] it suffices to verify that

(5.3) p(z+y) = p(x)p(y), for every x,y € F,.
From (5.2)), it follows that
(5.4) p(tz) = p(z)t, for any (t,x) € F, x F,.

This is a direct consequence of the following chain of identities:

p((t+1)z) = p((t + 1)2)p(0) = p (a)” = pl)p(te).
Since pz = 0 for every x € F, from (5.4) it then follows that
(5.5) 1 =p(0) = p(pz) = p(z)".

On the other hand, (5.4) implies p(2z) = p(x)? and so p(z)%p(y)? = p(22)p(2y) = p(z+y)%. Therefore

p(x)p(y) = £p(a +y). But if p(z)p(y) = —p(x +y), then (p(x)p(y))"*" = p(x +y)P**, which by (5.3)
would imply p(x)p(y) = p(x + y). This leads to a contradiction since p > 2 and p is nonzero. Thus

(B3) holds, as desired. O

By (6.1)) and Lemma [5.1], there exist unique a,b € F, such that, for every n,( € F,

2miTr, (a
(5.6) pul oy (1(1Lw)) = exp 2rnlan)

(5.7) Pl (o(C(1 —w)) = exp 2 Ln(bE)

More generally, let {e1,...,e,} be a basis of the vector space Fy over F,,. By Lemma [5.], there exists
a unique n-tuple (vy,...,v,) € Fy such that, for every i € {1,...,n} and n € F,

P 27iTr,, (vin)
1 N 1,w) + e (1, —w)) = exp —————=.
px(ei(1, —w)) £+(26i(1,7w))(n( )+ el ) p »

Similarly, given any n(1,w) € £4(0), there exist a unique v, € 4 such that
P 271 Try, (v, Q)

m‘ﬁ_@nu,w))(n(l’w) +¢(1, —w)) = exp f’

for every ¢ € F,. Identities (5.6)-(5.9) together imply

27Ty, (a 271 Tr,, (v, e;
exp p"( 1 exp ]’f n) _ p, (n(1w)) exp 2, (r(1,0) + es(1, )
omiTr,, (v; 2T, (v; omiTr,, (be;
= exp Tt r"(v’n)p*(ei(lrw)) = exp r;(%n) exp = I;L( =

(5.8)

(5.9)

27Ty, (vye;)

It follows that
Try, (an) + Try,(vhe;) = Try(vin) + Try(be;),
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for every i € {1,...,n}. The next result allows us to gain further control over the element v,,.
Lemma 5.2. Let {e1,...,e,} be a basis of the vector space Fy over F,,. Letty,...t, € F,. Then there
exists a unique a € Fy such that Try(ae;) =t;, for every i € {1,...,n}.

Proof. Each a € F, gives rise to a unique n-tuple (Tr,(ae;))?_,. Indeed, Try(ae;) = Tr,(be;) for all
i € {1,...,n} implies Try(a-) = Try(b-), and therefore a = b; see [24, Theorem 2.24]. The map
a = (Trp(ae;))j-; is thus injective from F, to ). To conclude, note that |F,| = [F}|. O

By Lemma B.2, v, is the unique element in F, such that Try,(v,e;) = Try,((v; — a)n + be;), for every
i €{1,...,n}. Consequently, if ( =>_7" | Aie;, for some \; € F,, then

(5.10) Try, (vy() = Try, <Z Ai(v; —a)n + b()
From (5.6) and (5.9)—(E.I0), it follows that

pe(n(1,w) + ¢(1, —w)) = P*(n(l,w))p*(n(l’w) +¢(1,—w))

p(n(1,w))
2miTry, (v, C
= pu(n(Lw)) exp 2T (S)
>4 oriTry(an) | 2T (S0 s~y + )
— oxp wiTr, (an exp miTr, (>, a)n
p
2miTry, (an + b¢ + L(¢)n)
= exp 7
p
where L : F, — I, is the [F)-linear map whose matrix representation with respect to the basis
{e1,..., ey} has columns (v; —a)?_;. We proceed to investigate the map L, with the goal of showing

that L(¢) = L(1)¢, for every ¢ € F,.
From ([@J), given (£,s) € F7 x F)X, we know that

(5.12) FAEDF (6~ €) = O(&5), for every & € S (§.5).

Writing € = n(1,w) + {(1, —w) and &; = m(1,w) + ¢1(1, —w), condition (5.12) can be rewritten in
terms of the function p, as follows:

(5.13) pel(n—m)(1,w) + (¢ = C) (1, w))p*mu,w)ulu,_w)):expLC(;%C’S),

whenever s = ((m — 4)(1,w) + (¢1 — —)(1 —w))? = (2m — n)(2¢; — ¢) is nonzero. From (EII]) and
(E13), we then have

C(n,¢,8) =Trn(am + ¢ + L(C1)m) + Trp(a(n —m) + (¢ — C1) + L(C = ¢1)(n —m))
=Try,(an + b¢ 4 L(C1)m + L(¢ — ¢1)(n —m)),

whenever (211 — 1)(2¢; — ¢) = s is nonzero. Noting that

L(Gm + DS = G)n = m) = 5E(Cn = SL(C — 2G0)(n = 2m),
we then have

(5.14) Trn (L(C = 2G1)(n = 2m)) = C(n, ¢, 5),

whenever (271 — 1)(2¢1 — () = s is nonzero. Writing u = ¢ — 2(y, the latter constraint becomes
1N — 2m = s/u, and so (B.I4) boils down to

(5.15) Try, (sL(u)/u) = C(n,(,s),

where v # 0 is now a free variable. In particular, the left-hand side of (B.I5) and therefore its
right-hand side are actually independent of 7, (. Therefore the choice u = 1 leads to

(5.16) Try, (s (L(u)/u — L(1))) = 0, for every s,u € F;.

From Lemma (5.2 it then follows that L(u) = L(1)u, for every u € F,. This concludes the proof of
Theorem



24 C. GONZALEZ—RIQUELME AND D. OLIVEIRA E SILVA

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]

In this section, we prove Theorem [[L3l In view of Proposition 2.1l we aim to verify that
2

3
(6.1) > > fEf(@)fE&) < (q+1—3> (ZW) :
(67)EF3 | (61.62,63)€52, (€7) 1 \'p

for every function f : P! — C. Here, > pi |f|? := > ¢cF, 1£(€,62)|%. As in §4 we split the sum on the
left-hand side of (6.]) into the contribution from the critical curve,

a ::{(g,%) : gqu},

and from its complement, Fg \ C1. By Proposition B3] the cardinality of E]i;’,l (&,7) is constant in each
of these sets. The sum over Fg \ C1 can be controlled by a direct application of Cauchy—Schwarz:

2 2
> > FENFE)F(E&)| < Y > F&) (&) f(&)

(6.2) (67)€FF [ (61,62,63)€52, (1) (&T)ECT |(61,€2,83)€53, (€,7)
+ > [ )] > £(€0)f (&) f (&)

(§,7)EF2\C1 (€1,62,€3)€X2, (€,7)

The critical curve C; requires a more delicate analysis depending on the geometry of the sets Eg’,l (&, 1),
which we proceed to explore.

Let (¢,7) € C1 and (&1,&2,&3) € E%l (&, 7). From the proof of Proposition B3] we can write

1
(51,52’53) = 5(55555) + (771’7725 - — 772)5 for some m,n2 € Fq,
in which case identity (B.12]) boils down to

(6.3) n? 4+ mng 4+ 3 = 0.

If ¢ = 2(mod 3), then —3 is not a square in F, (recall Lemma [2.6]) and equation (6.3]) has no nonzero
solutions. If ¢ = 1(mod 3), then —3 is a square in Fy, and the solutions of (6.3) can be parametrized
by

(11,m2) = £(4,1), where £ € F; and P4+j+1=0.

The analysis thus splits into two cases, depending on the congruence class of ¢ modulo 3.

6.1. The case ¢ = 2(mod 3). In this case, 3, (¢,7) = {3 (£,£,€)} whenever (¢,7) € C;. This simple
structure simplifies the analysis significantly. Invoking (8.14]), the right-hand side of (6.2)) can then be
bounded by

S @) ey X S @)

(§,7)€Cy (§:T)EFI\C1 (€1,62,63)€X3, (¢,7)
(6.4) ’ 6
=(@+1) Y. > er@rer-a Y |5 (5
(&7)EFF (€1.,€2,63)€82, (&,7) (€7)ec

Interchanging the order of summation as in ([£4]), we have that

(6.5) > > F(E)F (&) f(&) = <Z W)

(6,7)EFF (€1.62,63)€53, (€,7)

On the other hand, Holder’s inequality yields

3
(6:6) > @) =2r= (ZW) -

(577—)601
Combining ([6.5)-(6.6) with (6.2]) and [6.4] we obtain the sharp inequality (6.I]). As before, maximizers

necessarily have constant modulus. This concludes the proof of Theorem [[.3] when ¢ = 2(mod 3).

3
)
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6.2. The case ¢ = 1(mod 3). In this case, the right-hand side of (6.2)) can be bounded by

2
> Yoo FEN&@FE&)| +a-1) Y > F(6) (&) f (&)
(&7)ECT |(€1,€2,63)€53, (€,7) (&:7)EFF\C1 (€1.62,€3)€53, (£,7)
2
©7) = > Yoo FEf&FE)| —(@-1) > F(&)F (&) f (&)
(ET)EC \ [(€1,62.863)€83 (6,7) (€1,62,83)€X3, (6,7)

3
+(g—1) (Z\fF) :
]Pl

Remark 6.1. In order to handle ([©1), it is not enough to use Cauchy—Schwarz directly. In light of
BI3), [Z2.(¢,7) =2¢—1 for all (§,7) € C1, and so the resulting upper bound would be

q >, > |F(€0)F(&2)F (&),

(677—)661 (51 &2 753)62;1 (577—)

which is not bounded by the value attained by constant functions, (2 —1/q) (X p ]f]2)3. To see this,
it suffices to consider the case when f = 0y is a Dirac delta at the origin.

We proceed to analyze (6.7]), which coincides with (LI0) when (d,k) = (1,3). We will prove that

it is maximized by constants for fixed Y p: | f|?, via the following six steps.

Step 1: Line decomposition. Let ji+ denote the two distinct roots of the polynomial 52 + j + 1 in
Fq. If (£,7) € C1, then X2, (&, 7) is the union of the two lines

Li(8) ={3(& &8 + L0z, 1, -1 —ju): L€ T,

which intersect exactly at %(5 ,€,€). Given g : F;, — C, a key observation which is particular to this
L? — L% setting is that

(6.8) Y 9@e&)e&) = Y. g(&)g(&)g(&).
(€1,62,63)€L+(8) (€1,62,83)€L(€)
Indeed, every element of £_(&) is a permutation of an element of £ () since j_j. = 1 implies

j*(jJr’ 15 -1 _]+) = (1?‘7’7’ -1 _]7) WI'ltll’lg E?l:(g) = E:l:(é) \ {%(5?5’5)}, the term inside the outer
sum in ([€7) then equals
(6.9)

2 Y sef@re +r(5)] —@- (2 ) f(§1)f(§2)f(§3)2+f(§>6)7

(€1,62,83)€LE (€) (€1,€2,63)€L3 (§)

which is the same as
2

1Y e - a2 (5[

(6.10) (61,€2,€3)€LS (8)

—3
+ 4R (f (5) X f(£1)f(£2)f(£3)) —20q-1 > fE)fEfE)P
(€1,62,€3)€L3.(8) (€1,62,€3)€L3.(E)
Step 2: Intermediate inequalities. The first summand in (GI0) can be estimated by Cauchy—Schwarz:
2

> f&)f(&)f(&)] <(g—1) > F(&)f(&) f(&s)]7
(€1,62,€3)€L3.(€) (€1,62,€3)€L3.(8)
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The third summand in (6.I0) can be estimated via the triangle inequality:
R(F(5) X rerere | <|f$)] X rerere)l.
(€1,62,€3)€LS.(E) (€1,62,€3)€LS (€)

It follows that (6.7)) is bounded by
2

5 <2 S s -a-2r (5[
(

(§,7)eCy £1,£2,63)€LS (§)

HOIES Lﬂ&ﬁ@ﬁﬂ&ﬂ>,

(61,62,83)€LS(8)

(6.11)

with equality if f is constant.

Step 3: Analyzing the first term in (€11)). Interchanging the order of summation,
2

> > f(&1) f(&2)f(&3)

(677—)661 (gl &2 753)6'63» (5)

(6.12)
= > FE)F(&)F(E)Fm) ) f (nz)m(&r, 2, €8y, m3),
(€1,62,63)€FS
(m1,m2,m3)€F3
where

m(&r, &, Eaomiymaoms) == Y L((61,€0,68), (mymasm3) € L5(6)).

(577—)601
The function m takes values in {0, 1}, and it equals 1 if and only if there exist u,v € [F5, such that

S +&+E&G=m+mn+n=:3C

(613) (51,52553) = (C+UJ+,<—|—U,C—U—UJ+)
(771’772’773) = (C + ’Uj+, C + vaC —v - ijr)
We proceed to analyze the set A := m~!(1), and claim the existence of (explicit) functions wi :

Fg \{(4,¢): L € F;} - F, and wo, w3 : B — F,, where B C Fg is defined as

(6.14) B = {(fl,ez,eg) EF3: 0 # Lyand s # fzﬂi—fl}
4 -
such that
(615) A = {(fla52,wl(fb52)777170)2(517527771)7W3(§17§27771)) : (517527771) S B}

Indeed, any non-diagonal pair (£1,&2) € Fg defines a unique center ¢ = ((&1,&2) € Fy and a unique
nonzero height u = u(§1,&2) € Fy such that (§1,82) = (¢ +wjt, ¢ +u). If (§1,82,83,m,m2,7m3) € A,
then & = ¢ —u — uj; =: wi(&1,&2). In particular, ( = &ﬁr%fl Moreover, any 11 # ¢ defines a unique
nonzero height v = v(£1,82,m) € Fy, such that m = ¢ +vjy and n2 = ¢ +v =1 w2(&1,62,m) and
N3 =(—v—vjp = w3(&1,&2,m ). The claim follows, as does the fact that (w1, ws,ws) : B — B’ defines

a bijection between the set B from (6.14]) and
l3 + by + €2j+ }
B = (l1,0y,03) € F3: ly # lgand ) # ——=—T 4
{(123) ai L2F Ll 17 SFN
Write (w4, ws, ws) = (wi,wz,w3)"! : B — B, and observe that the function we depends only on the
last two coordinates of B’. In fact, given ny # 13, if (£1,&2,m1) is such that wy(&1,&2,m1) = 72 and

w3(€1,&2,m) = 03, then (n1,m2,m3) = (¢ + vjt, ¢ +v,{ — v —wvjy), and consequently

N . —UJ+ —UJj4
W , M2, = =C—(1+ — =w + —.C+ :
(6.16) 6(&3,m2,m3) =m = (¢ — ( J+)1+]+ 1 <C T3, ¢ 1+]+>

= wi(C+v,¢ =y —vjy) = wi(n, ).
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Step 4: Bounding (612). Let w1 = w1(&1,&2), we = wa(&1,82,m), ws = ws(&1,&2,m1) be as in the
previous step. By (6.15]), the right-hand side of (6.12]) equals

Do FEDF(E) flw)flm)f(wa) f(ws)
(€1,62,m)€EB

<

DN | =

(6.17) ( ) f<51>f<52>f<m>2+f<w1>f<w2>f<w3>2)
(

1,62 7771)68

(é1,62,m)€B (€3,m2,m3)€B’

. S lfE@f@fmIP+ > IFE&) fm)fus) ]
2

Since (&1, &) = (& + & +wi(&1,&)), we have that

e fmlP = D] [FE)FE)fm)P

(6.18) (S f2m)eB (€1.62,m)€F]
. 2
= 3 @I = 3 [ fle)r (Srpas)
(61,m)€F?2 €176

Invoking the fact that wg = wq, recall (G.I6]), we further have that

Yoo @ fm)lP = > (&) ) )

(€a,m2.m3)€B! (€3,m2,m3)€EF3
(6.19) 2
— Y €~ 3 [FOm) ) f (st )
(537”2)€F2 n2¢7]3

Estimates (G.I7)—(6.19]) together imply that (6.12]) is bounded by

3
(6.20) (Z |f|2> — <Z |f|2) (Z |f|4) Z ‘f &) f(&)f (§1+§2+w1 &, 52))
Pl P! Pl

§1#&2

)

with equality if f is constant.

Step 5: Bounding the last term in ([6.11]). Interchanging the order of summation,

S E T rerere

(6.21) (&,m)ec (€1,62,€3)€LS.(€)
= Y @) Y |7 (5)] e e e )
(€1,62,63)€F3 (7)€t

By the previous steps, (£1,&2,63) € £5(&) if and only if £ = & + & + wi(§1,§2) and & # & and
&3 = w1(&1,&2). Therefore, (6.21)) equals

(6.22) Z |f (&) f(&) f(wi(&r, &) ‘f (§1+£2+c§1(§17§2)) ‘3 ‘
§17#&2

Step 6: End of proof. The bounds ([6.20) and (6.22]) combine in (G.11]) to yield the following upper
bound for (6.7)):

) (;m?)g 9 (;W) (Zw) o3 [ sies (e

§1#8&2

~ @=L+ 4 Y @) (&)l |f (—Wﬁgl@’@))(g,
pt §1782

(6.23)
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with equality when f is constant. We further have that

2 Y @)@ e, &) | (Srerpee)
§1#&2

< 3 |fener (arerp@a)) L S f (6, 6)P |7 (2rempea)
§17&2 §17&2

The map (£1,&2) — (w1(§1,§2), (& + & +wi(&,&))) is a bijection from the set FI\{((,0): L e Fy}

onto itself. Indeed, ¢ = (51 + &+ wi(6,&2)) and (&1, &2, w1 (61, 62)) = (C+ujs, ¢ +u, ¢ = (14 g )u).
Knowing w1 (£1,&2) and 5 ({1 + &9+ wi(&1,&2)), we thus recover u, ¢ and &1, &s. It follows that the map
in question is injective, and therefore a bijection. Hence

> Ifaner, @) | (Sretnee) o S ) Pie)
172 1782

This identity together with (6.24]) implies that (623)) is bounded by

2 <§1f12>3—2 (;W) (%}W) (q—2) Zmﬁw Pt

§1#&2
=2 (Z W) —q> IfI°
Pl Pl

A final application of Holder’s inequality as in (6.6]) yields the sharp inequality (6.1I), and maximizers
again have constant modulus. This concludes the proof of Theorem [[.3 when ¢ = 1(mod 3).

(6.24)

7. PrRooOF oF THEOREM [I.4]

The proof of Theorem [I.4] parallels that of Theorem [Tl when ¢ = 1(mod 4) and that of Theorem
[L2] and so we only highlight the necessary changes.

Let ¢ = p™ be an arbitrary power of an odd prime. Firstly, the two-fold convolution of normalized
counting measure o = o2 is given by

1 [2g—1, ifr=5%
— ) 2
(7.1) (0 x0)(&7) q X { g—1, otherwise,

where £ © € := €2 — €2 if € = (&1,&) € Fg. Secondly, inequality (IL12) is equivalent to
2

(7.2 S S fEfE-£) (q+1——> (ZW)

(&7)EFG g, em(§,2=E08)

where > o |f|? = Z&]Fg 1f(€,€®&)[* and, given (v,s) € FZ x Fy, we define the saddle

(7.3) H(v,s)={neFl:(y—m) & (y—n)=s}

Thirdly, the critical surface is now Cy := {(&,71) € IF3 21 = £ © &} and, given (§,7) € Ca, the saddle
7-[(%, 0) is the union of the two lines

(7.4) Li(€):= {51 € Fg (€ = g +t(1,£1), t € Fq},
which intersect exactly at &/2. The rest of the argument goes through as in §4J] without further
changes, leading to the sharp inequality (LI2]).

The characterization of maximizers follows the same steps as the ones in §8l From the proof outlined
in the previous paragraph, any maximizer f, of (Z.2) has constant modulus, whence f, = Ap, with
P ! Fg — St and A € C\ 0. From Lemma [5.1] and the functional equation derived from the cases of
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equality in (Z2), it follows that p, is a character over any line £+ (£). We are then able to conclude
that there exist unique a,b € F,, such that

| 2miTon a4 ¢ + L(¢)n)
p

for a certain Fp-linear map L: F, = F,. We want to verify that Z(C) = Z(l)(, for all ¢ € F,. From
the equality cases of the intermediate inequalities required for (7.2]), we obtain

miC
@6 o= m)(L D)+ (€= LDl (1,1) + G (1, -1) = exp )
whenever s =& ® & = (2m1 — 1)(2¢1 — ¢) is nonzero, where & = (1 — 2)(1,1) + (¢1 — %)(17 —1). From
(75 and (7.6)), it follows that
C(n.¢. ) =Trn(am + G + L(G)m) + Tra(a(n = m) +b(¢ = C1) + L(C = G)(n = m))

=Tr,,(an + b¢ + L(C)m + L(C — &) (n —m))

whenever s = (29, —1)(2¢; — ) is nonzero. From this point onwards, the proof follows that of Theorem
line by line. This concludes the proof of Theorem [L4]

(7.5) px(n(1,1) +¢(1,-1)) = ex , for every n,¢ € IFy,

8. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem Let ¢ = 3(mod4). From Lemma B35 it follows that
T3] = (¢ — 1)(¢> + 1). In view of Proposition I} we aim to establish the sharp inequality
2

5_ o4 4 93 2
(1) S| smfm)| < é{jﬁ;ﬁf”(;uF),

nng m 77]26F3
n1+M2="n

for every function f: ' — C. Here, > s |f|? := >rog2 | f(& T, o))?.

Our approach can be summarized as follows. We decompose Fg into the three disjoint subsets
where the two-fold convolution is constant: I'*, {0}, and Fj \ I'j; recall Proposition A direct
application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality suffices to handle the complement of I'§. Points in the
cone I'® require knowledge of the preimages of the corresponding two-fold convolution, combined with
Cauchy—Schwarz. Crucially, these preimages correspond to disjoint punctured lines that folliate the
cone. The contribution from the origin is dealt with in a similar way, taking into account the higher
number of antipodal pairs. We proceed to establish (81]) in the course of the following four steps.

Step 1: Slicing the cone. Define the sets

S1:={(&,1,0) € F;l D€ =10 =1},

Sy :={(&,1,0) € F;l D €2 =70 =—1}.
Given i € {1,2}, let S7 C S; be such that, for each pair {n, —n} C S;, one and only one element of
{m,—n} belongs to SF. Further define S5 := {(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}. Each point n € S}, i € {1,2,3},
defines a punctured line £, := {an : a € F;}, and lines corresponding to distinct points do not
intersect. Indeed, if (&,,71,01) = ny € S; and (€5, 72,02) = 1y € Si, then (ag;)? is a square
in Fy, whereas Eg is not. Moreover, if 7y # n, are such that n;,m, € S; and a&; = &,, then
o? =% = ¢35 =1. Thus a = —1 and {n;,—n;} C S}, which is absurd. The case of 1;,1m, € So
is analogous. The disjointness of the lines generated by the elements of S5 is immediate. Letting

S* = STUS;US;, we then have that I'® equals the disjoint union of all punctured lines indexed by
elements of S*,

(8.2) =] L,

nes*
Indeed, given (&,7,0) € T'® such that &2 = ¢ for some t € Fx, then t=1(¢,7,0) € S1, and thus
t=1(&,7,0) € St or =t~ (€,7,0) € Sf. On the other hand, if 0 # &2 # 2 for all t € 7, then there
exists tg € F such that —12 = €2, since {t? : t € Fy} and {—?:te Fy} are disjoint subsets of F
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with (¢ — 1)/2 elements each; in particular, tal (€,7,0) € Sy. Finally, if €2 = 0, then 771(€,7,0) € S3
or o1&, 7,0) € S5, and (B2) follows. As a consequence, given p € I'* and s € S* such that n = as
for some « # 0, we have that

(8.3) {(n1,m9) € (Fg)z cm+ny=n}={(Bs,(a—p)s): B € F; \ {a}}.
Indeed, the right-hand side of (83]) contains ¢ — 2 elements of the left-hand side. That these are all
follows from (3.32]).

Step 2: Mass transport. The decomposition Fg = (Fg \ I3) U3 U {0} and two applications of
Cauchy—Schwarz together with Proposition lead to

2

SIS fafm)] <aa-1 S S| )P

nEFy |1, €T3 neFNArS 77177726F3
(8.4) n1+M2=n N1 +n2=mn
2
77€F ny,mo€l? ners
N1+M2=n

with equality if f is constant. Interchanging the order of summation as in (£4]), we have

2
SO ) = (zw)
3

nng MN1:M2 EFS
n1+M2="n

and therefore the right-hand side of (8.4]) equals

q(q—1) <Z\f\2> (q=Dg—(g-2) > > | o)

ners 771,?72€F3
(85) 71+M2=n

+1> ] —alg=1) Y 1fm) )P

ners ners

We proceed to analyze the cone slices coming from the second summand in (8%]), and the antipodal
pairs from the third and fourth summands in (85]).

Step 3: Cone slices. Interchanging the order of summation, we have

(8.6) SN fm)fm)lP= > Ifm)fm)lP1(n +m, € T7).
ners "71i726r 11,Me€03
MNT7M2="N

In light of (83)), it holds that n, +n, € '3 if and only if there exist s € S* and 1, 2 € [F7, such that
f1s =m, and fas = my and 1 # —P2. Therefore (86]) boils down to

Yoo D BB =D D f(Bs)f(Bas)P = D |f(m)

8€5* By BoeF 8€5* By BreF ners
B1 75*52
(8.7)

2
=D | DB = DD I mf(-

sE€S* Bery ners

Since |S*| = (¢ — 1)7I3| = ¢® + 1, a further application of Cauchy—Schwarz yields
2 2

CONEED IR DB CD B > X Bl | = qz—lﬂ (ZW)
FS

s€S* \ BeFy SES* BeFy
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where we used (8.2]) in the last identity. Equality holds in (8.8) if f is constant.

Step 4: Antipodal pairs. It remains to analyze the last two summands in (835]) along with the
additional term coming from the antipodal pairs in (87]). In light of Lemma[3.5] these can be bounded
by Cauchy—Schwarz as follows:

2 2
- 2 q - ¢ + 1 2
(8.9) fmf(=m)| — (q fn < f

Combining (8.4)—(8.9]), we obtain the desired (IE[I), with equality if f is constant. We proceed to prove
that all maximizers of (8I]) have constant modulus.

8.1. Maximizers of (8] have constant modulus. Let f, : ' — C be a maximizer of (8I). We
note that g := |fs| is also a maximizer of (8Il), and aim to show that g is constant. In order for
equality to hold in (89), the value of g(n)g(—n) must not depend on 1 € I'3. Moreover, in order for
equality to hold in the second application of Cauchy—Schwarz in (84]), we must have

(8.10) g(n)g(my) = C(my +my), for every ny,n, € Lg with ny # 1y,

and, in light of ([83]), that g(as)g(fs) = g(aJrB )2 whenever a # —f3. Interestingly, the analysis splits
into two cases, depending on whether ¢ equals 3 or not.

Case 1: ¢ > 3. Given s € S*, assume that the function o — g(as) is maximized for o = ag # 0.
Given any nonzero 8 # 2aq, we then have

9(Bs)g(a0s) > g(Bs)g((200 — B)s) = g(aos)?,

and therefore g(fs) = g(aps). Similarly, we conclude that g(2aps) = g(aps). Indeed, let 3 € F be
such that § # «ap and 8 # 2«aq (this requires ¢ > 3). We have already seen that g(8s) = g(aps) is
maximal, and so

9(2008)g(Bs) > g(2008)g((28 — 2a0)s) = g(Bs)”.

It follows that g(as) = C(s), for every a € F. This implies that g is constant, since equality in (8.8)
forces ZaequX g(as)? to be constant.

The case ¢ = 3 is more involved, and combinatorially more interesting.

Case 2: ¢ = 3. By Lemma and ([82), the cone I'* C F} has twenty points and equals the
disjoint union of ten lines, each with two antipodal points. As before, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(8.11) g(m)g(—n) = ¢, for every n € I'>.

On each of the ten lines {Ls : s € S*} that make up I'?, take s’ € L4 such that g(s’) > /¢, and
denote the set of such s’ by S’. In order for equality to hold in (8], we need g(s')? + g(—s')? = C to
be constant; since g is nonzero, it follows that g(s’) > 0, for all s’ € S’. Identity (8I1]) then implies

02

9(s')?
The function z +— 2 + ¢%/2? is strictly increasing if > /¢, and so g is constant on S’. Writing
g |ls'=: p > +/c, it suffices to show that p = y/c. We will suppose p > /¢, and establish sufficiently
many structural constraints on the set S’ to reach a contradiction.

To implement this strategy, let sj := (0,a,0) € S’, where a € {1,2}, and 7 : I'* — F3 denote the
projection onto the last coordinate, (§,7,0) — o. Given i € {1,2}, write S} :={s' € §': n(s') = i}.
In order to get equality in (84]), we need that g(s})g(s5) = C(s} + s}) for all s|,s, € S'. Moreover,
given n € F3 \ I3, the set of unordered pairs A(n) := {{s1,s2} : 81,82 € '}, 81 + s5 = n} has
exactly three elements by (IBBZI) Assume that S7 is nonempty (the case of nonempty S5 is dealt
with in a similar way). Given s} € S}, we thus have |A(s, + s})| = 3. Consider the other two pairs
{s}, st} {s}, st} € A(sf, + s}). Since

g(s)? + =C, forall ' € 9.

p* = g(s0)g(sh) = g(sh)g(ss) = g(s)g(s5s),
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it follows from p > y/c that p = g¢(s}) = g(s) = g(s}) = g(s§), and thus s}, sh,s), st € 5.
Crucially, we observe that s, s, s, st € S} since w(s, + s5) = w(s; + st) = 1. On the other hand, if
2183, 54,85 € O 2 T 53 47T S5 )
A(sl + sb) = {{s(, 85}, {55, sk}, {85, so}}, then m(s( + s5) = 2, and so we conclude in a similar way
that s, s%, sg, si € S1. Further note that s} ¢ {sg, s7, s§, sy}, for otherwise 3’1 + s} = s{,+ s, for some
i € {6,7,8,9}; from s, + s} = s, + s4, we would then obtain 2s{, = s, + s}, which is absurd since
07T S1 2 T S3 0= 3
25y, s}, 5 belong to distinct lines (recall (83)). Thus S’ = {SO}USIUS2, where S1 = {s), si, %, 85,84}
and S} := {s}, sk, s/, sL} are disjoint, and disjoint from {s{,}. It follows that the set
2 25535545 55 J ) J 0

L (A(sh + s)) \ {sh + si})
EASH

contains ten distinct pairs, and thus cannot be a subset of the six-element set {{u,v}: u,v € S}, u #
v}. This contradiction results from assuming p > \/c; thus p = /¢, and g = |fs| is constant. This
concludes the proof of Theorem

9. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem Starting with the case of the cone Tg equipped with
normalized counting measure v = vy, we test the functional

Zaze]Fg |(f€’/)v(x)|4
(i Seens 1F-©)2)

against the function fe := lys + €do, for small values of £ > 0. The denominator in [@.1)) is straight-
forward to compute:

Z|f€ 2 - (T3 —1) x 1241 x (1 +¢)? 1 (1+5)2

(9.1) O,(c) ==

5| R

£€T3

As for the numerator in (@.J]), note that (2.9]) implies
1 1
(dov)Y (x) = e | Ze(a} €)= Bk for every x € Fﬁ,
0

Y

whereas (ngy) = vy has been computed in ([BI7). Together with |T3| = p® + p? — p (Proposition

[B.4]), this leads to

3 - 4 _ 4 4
) ni - x () 00~ e (i)
(1+¢) ’

(1 il |r§\>

which can be simplified to ®,(¢) = Ap(e)/By(e), where

Py(e) = - (

Ap(e) :=2p° +p° — 7p" — p® + 5p° + p'0 + (—8p° + 4p°® + 8pT)e + (—6p® + 6p* + 6p°)e? + dp?ed + pPet;

By(e) == (0" +p—1)*(0° +p* —p+e(2 +¢))*
Consequently,
4p*(p — 2)(p* — 1)°
(P> +p—1)°
which is a strictly positive quantity for every prime p > 2.
To handle the cone F% equipped with normalized counting measure v = vr, consider the functional

Zmeng ‘(fey)v(w)‘4
(i Seers 17-©)F)

If p = 1(mod 4), then the proof is the same as the one for T3 above; recall our discussion in the course
of the proof of Proposition B4l If p = 3(mod 4), then (lrgy)v = v is given by (B.25]), which together

©,,(0) =

)

(9.2) U,(c) =
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with |[3] = p — p? + p (Lemma [37) leads to
5o 4 oD\ 4 4

e () i () ot )

1 (1—i—5)2)2
(1= 7+ 55
This can be simplified to ¥,,(¢) = Cp(e)/Dp(e), where
Cp(e) == —2p° + 5p° — 5p” + 5p® — 3p” 4 p'® 4 4p%c 4 (6p° — 6p™ + 6p°)e® + 4p®e? + p?e?;

Dy(e) = (p* = p+ 1)*(p° = p* +p+e(2+¢))*.

p(e) =

It follows that

W (0) AP - 22)(29 -1’ +1)
(p* —p+1)
which is a strictly negative quantity for every prime p = 3(mod 4).
As a consequence, for S € {I'3, T3 o} and any prime p, the function 1g is not a critical point of the
functionals W, ®,, respectively, and therefore not a local or global maximizer for the L3(S,dv) —
L4(IF'§, dx) extension inequality from S C IF;. This concludes the proof of Theorem

)
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