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Packing sets under finite groups via algebraic incidence structures
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Abstract

Let E be a set in F)) and S be a set of maps from F}; to F). We define

S(E):=|J f(B)={f(x): z € E, f € S}.

fes

In this paper, we establish sharp lower bounds on the size of S(F) when S consists of matrices
from either the special linear group SLo(F),) or the first Heisenberg group H; (F,). Our proofs
are based on novel results on algebraic incidence-type structures associated with these groups.

We also discuss higher-dimensional generalizations.
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1 Introduction

Let E be a Borel set in R and let S be a set of maps from R" to R™. We define

S(E):=|J f(B)={f(x):x € E,f € S} CR™

fes

The packing problem asks if it is possible for a set of zero n-dimensional Lebesgue measure to
contain the image f(F) for all f € S. The study of this problem has a reputed history in the
literature, for example, there are sets in the plane of zero Lebesgue measure containing a line
segment of unit length in every direction (see [2] and [3]), a circle of radius r for all » > 0 (see [4]
and [15]), or a circle centered at x for all z on a given straight line (see [27]). In another direction,
the question of finding conditions on S and E such that S(E) has positive Lebesgue measure has
been also received a lot of attention. Bourgain [5] and independently Marstrand [18] proved that
given a set of circles in the plane, if the centers form a set of positive Lebesgue measure, then the
union of circles also has positive Lebesgue measure. Wolff [29] strengthened this result by showing
that if the set of centers has Hausdorff dimension s, 0 < s < 1, then the dimension of the set of
union of circles is at least 1 + s. For the most recent progress, we refer the reader to [14] and

references therein.

This paper is devoted to exploring this topic in the finite field setting. Let IF,, be a finite field of
order p, where p is a prime. Let E be a set in F)) and S be a set of maps from F} to . As over
the reals, we define

S(E):= ] f(B)={f(x):z € E,f € S}.

fes

The main question is to bound the size of S(E) from below. We first recall the following result
due to R. Orberlin in [21].

Theorem 1.1. Suppose 1 < d <n—1 is an integer, 0 < 8 < 1, and that L is a collection of lines
in T with |L| > p*¢=D+5. Then

> pdth, (1)

¢

leL

Here ‘UeeLf{ counts the number of points in the union of lines in L.

This theorem is the finite field analog of a conjecture due to D. Oberlin, which states that for an
integer d > 1 and 0 < 8 < 1, if L is set of lines in R™ with Hausdorff dimension at least 2(d—1)+f3,
then the Hausdorff dimension of the union of lines in L is at least d + 3. This conjecture has been
solved recently by Zahl in [31].

Theorem 1.1 is optimal. To see this, let L be the set of lines contained in p? parallel d-planes.
pd pd—l d
( ) UzeL g‘ =p +5

Then, we have |L| = *——Zp” and
We pause here to discuss some connections to the Kakeya set problem. Dvir [9] proved that if a set

p(p—1)

P C I}, contains a line in every direction, then its size is at least > p™. We know that in I}, there
are about p"~! distinct directions. If n is even, by choosing d = (n —2)/2 and 8 = 1, Theorem 1.1
implies that |P| > p("+t2/2_ If n is odd, by choosing d = (n — 1)/2 4+ 1 and § = 0, then Theorem

1.1 implies that |P| > p*tD/2 These lower bounds are of course very weak compared to Dvir’s



result, since the distinctness of the directions is not required in the statement of Theorem 1.1.

Note that the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 can be written as |S(E)| > p®*? where E is a given line
and S is a set of rigid-motions with the size can be as large as |S| = |L||O(n — 1)|p. When F is a
general set in FZ, the third listed author [23] established the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let E C F) and S C O(n) x Fjy,n > 3.

1. If |[E| < pnT_l, then we have

S(E)| > min{p", ————— 1.
IS(E) {p P"_llO(n —1)]

2. prn%l <|E| < pnTH, then we have

S
S(E)] > min {pn, #}
P 10(n—1)]

3. If |[E| > p"s, then we have

{1
S > min 5", S -

A direct computation shows that Theorem 1.2(1) implies Theorem 1.1 with d =n — 1.

In this paper, we focus on the case when S consists of matrices from either the special linear group
SLy(Fy) or the first Heisenberg group H;(F,). This is motivated by the underlying algebraic
structures in these groups that highlight deep connections between Group theory, Geometry, and
Combinatorics. Specifically, we aim to determine conditions on S and E such that either the set
S(E) covers a positive proportion of all elements in the plane/space or |S(E)| > |E|'T¢ for some
e > 0.

Notations: Throughout the paper, we will write X <, Y if X < CY, where C > 0 is a
constant depending on «. If it is clear from the context what C' should depend on, we may write
only X < YV. If X <Y and Y <« X, we write X ~ Y. Furthermore, X <Y if X < logyp-Y.

1.1 The special linear group SL,(F),)
We first start with some observations.

Observation 1: It is trivial that |S(E)| > |E|, and one might hope that |[S(E)| > |S|. So, it
implies |S(E)| > |S|%|E|% However, the estimate |S(E)| > |S| might not be true. For example,
take E'= {(0,1)} and S being a set of matrices 6 in SLy(IF,) such that #(0,1) = (1,0), then, by

Lemma 2.6, S can be as large as ~ p, and in this case, one has |S(E)| = 1.

Moreover, there are sets S and E such that |S(E)| = |5]| 2 \E]% Indeed, let A C B be two subgroups
of Fy. For each [z] € B/A, fix 2’ € [z]. Let Sy be a subset of {6 € SLy () : 6(0,1) = (0,2)}



such that |S|,)| = [B|. Let E ={(0,a): a € A}. Then, we have

Sia)(E) = {0} x [z].

Therefore, if we choose S = ,jcp/a Spa)> we have |S| = |B[|B/A| and

SE)= |J {0} x[z]={0} x B.

[z]eB/A

Then |S(E)| = | B| = (|B||B/A|)? |A]? = |S| |E|2.

Observation 2: There are sets S and E such that |S(E)| ~ ‘SZUQE| > |E|. Indeed, fix 0 < € < 1,

let E be the set of points on the line {y = 0}. Let S C SLy (F,) be a set of all matrices 6 such

that 0(1,0) € E', where E’ is a set of p'*¢ points on p¢ lines passing through the origin. Then, by
2+4€

Lemma 2.6, we have |S| ~ p**T¢. Therefore, we have

p*p |8]|E]

|S(B)| =p'*e ~ 2 2

In the first result, we prove that the lower bound |S||E|/p? actually holds for all sets S and E.

Proposition 1.3. Let E C F; and S C SLy(F,). We have

|S(E)| > min {pQ, %} .
It follows from this theorem that if |S||E| > p* then |S(E)| > p?. This condition is optimal in
the sense that for all € > 0 there exist sets S and E with |S||E| 3> p*~€ such that |S(E)| = o(p?).
Indeed, for all € > 0, by choosing p large enough, we can find a cyclic subgroup A of F with
|A| ~ p'=¢. Let S be the set of matrices 6 in SLs(F,) such that 6(0,1) € {(—x,0): x € A}. Each
such matrix is of the form
x -
)

and |S| = p*~¢. We now let E to be the set of points of the form (y,*) with y € A and * € F,,.
Then |E| = p?>~¢. Moreover, S(E) is covered by the lines of the from y = A with A € A. So
S(E)| < p*~°.

To prove this result, we introduce a new incidence structure between the group SLy(F,) and pairs
of points in F2 x F2. In particular, for 2,y € F and 6 € SLy (F,), we say (z,y) is incident to 6 if
Ay = x. Given sets A, B C FIQ) and a set S C SLy(FFp), the main strategy is to bound the number
of incidences between P = A x B and S. The equation 6y = x means that the two vectors fy and
x are the same in IF?,, thus, it is very natural to make use of tools from discrete abelian Fourier
analysis to study this case. The incidence bounds obtained here are of independent interest and

are expected to have further applications.



A standard argument implies the following optimal incidence estimate (Theorem 2.1 below):

Pl|S
I<P,s>—’]’9# < pv/ISTIE + IS, 2)

To deduce Proposition 1.3 from this incidence structure, we set A = S(E) and B = E, then the
above upper bound of I(P,S) and the trivial lower bound I(P,S) > |S||E| imply our desired

estimates on the size of S(E).

In this paper, we are interested in improvements of Proposition 1.3 under structural conditions of
FEorS.

Our first main theorem is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. For any v € (0,1), there exists € = €(y) > 0 such that the following holds. Let
E C FIQ) and S C SLy(Fy,). Assume p is a sufficiently large prime, S is a symmetric subset of
SLy(F,) such that p? < |S| < p*~27 and |S N gH| < p2|S| for any subgroup H C SLy(F)) and
g € SLy(Fp), and any line through the origin contains at most k points from E, then

1
E 2|F
|S(E)| > min {pZ, max{’SH |, 15 ’}}
pk p 2 k2

Sharpness: We observe that conditions on S in the above theorem are natural for further

improvements. Indeed, let ¢; and f5 be two lines passing through the origin and S be the set
of all # € SLy(F,,) such that 6(¢;) = f2. Then, let E = ¢;, we have S(E) = {5, and by Lemma 2.6,
18] ~ 12, 50

1512 |E]
~
Moreover, we have S = gH, where H is the group of matrices § € SLy(IF,) such that §(¢;) = ¢;
and g € SLy(F,) is a matrix such that g(¢1) = 4s.

1S(E)| =

Compared to the proof of Proposition 1.3, that of Theorem 1.4 uses a stronger upper bound,

namely,

1
BERIEIS] 1 ey ism) 2 12

whose proof is more subtle, relying on a refined discrete Fourier analysis argument in which the

I(S(E) x E,S) <

following two energies play a crucial role

Energy; := |{(z,y,u,v) € E*: x-y* =u-v'}| and Energy, := |{(a,b,c,d) € S*: ab= cd}|.

The first energy has been studied intensively in the literature, for example, see [13, 22]. It was
showed that
£ 2
Energy; < 'y + pk|E|*,

where k is the maximal number of points from E on a line passing through the origin.

Regarding the second energy, it is not hard to construct examples of S such that the Energy, ~ |S|?,

see Section 2.2. However, under the conditions on S as stated in Theorem 1.4, an improved upper



bound of |S|3p~¢, for some € = ¢(|S|) > 0 was proved by Bourgain and Gamburd in [7]. This might
be the only place where tools from non-abelian group settings have been used. In this paper, we

use their result as a black box.

We now turn our attention to the case of small sets. If S and E are arbitrary sets of small size,
then based on Observation 1 and Observation 2, one can guess of the existence of sets such that
the size of S(F) is the same as the trivial lower bound |E|. For example, let A be a subgroup of
[y, and let 2= {\(1,0): A € A}, and S be a set of matrices 6 such that § maps at least one point
in £ to (0,1). Depending on the form of p, one can choose E of arbitrary small size, and the size
of S can also be chosen arbitrary large in the range (0, p|E|) such that |S(E)| = |E|.

In the setting of small sets, the Fourier discrete analysis argument is not effective, and we use
incidence bounds (point-line, point-plane) instead. As a consequence, we derive the following

optimal result.

Proposition 1.5. Let p be an odd prime, S C SLy (F,), and E C F2\{(0,0)} be such that |E| < p,
any line passing through the origin contains at most k1 points from E, and E determines at most

ko distinct directions through the origin. Then,

E||S|z |E|2|S|> |E||S|> |EJ?
1

) k1/4 ) kl ) kl

|S(E)| Z min 1
kiks 1

~

Here, by “directions” we mean the number of lines passing through the origin that are required to

cover the whole set E.

In order to have |S(E)| > |E|, one would need the conditions that

|E| > ki, |S| > max {k%,k}/ﬂm,klkz} .

The lower bound of Proposition 1.5 is attainable from the following example.

b
For a constant 0 < ¢ < 1, let {£;}7; be a family of £ lines passing through the origin. For each
1 <i<E choose a; € £; \ {(0,0)}, and set B = {a;: 1 <i <2} S = SLy(F,). Then we have
ko =|E| =2 k; =1, and |S(E)| = p* — 1. Thus,

[E||S|Z |E|Z|S|? |E||S|? |EJ?
1

|S(E)| ~ min

3

In the spirit of Theorem 1.4, we provide an “e-improvement” under structural conditions on S.

Theorem 1.6. For any v € (0,1), there exists € = €(y) > 0 such that the following holds. Let
p be a sufficiently large prime, and E C FIQ) \ {(0,0)} such that |E| < p, any line passing through
the origin contains at most ki points from E and E determines at most ko distinct directions

through the origin. Let S C SLy (F,) be a symmetric subset such that p? < |S| < p>=* and



1SN gH| < p~2|S| for any subgroup H C SLy (Fp) and g € SLy (F,). Then,

1 1k 1
|E[|S2p/? |E|2 |S|Zp? |E||S|2pY/? |E|?

) k1/4 ) kl ) kl

|S(E)| Z min T
k7 k3 1

One might ask about the higher dimensional case. Let’s assume n = 3 for simplicity. It is not hard
to check that if we have two triples (x,y,2) and (2/,y’, 2") such that each forms an independent
system, then there exists unique 6 € SL3(F,) such that 0z = 2/, 0y = ¢/, and 0z = 2’ if and only if
det(z,y, z) = det(a’,y/,2’). Here det(z,y,2) is the determinant of the matrix with columns z, v,
and z. If one wishes to apply the method in the two dimensions, then an estimate on the number
of tuples (x,y,z,2',y,2") € ES, E C F;’), such that det(z,y, z) = det(a’, v/, 2’) is needed in the first
step. This is the L?norm version of earlier results studied in [8, 28]. Notice that this framework
only solves the case of large sets, and for the case of small sets in higher dimensions, it appears to
be a hard problem due to the limited understanding of incidence bounds. We plan to address this

in a subsequent paper.

1.2 The first Heisenberg group H, (F,)

We now move to the case of the Heisenberg group. Let F, be a prime field, we denote by H; (F),)

the first Heisenberg group over [, i.e. the group of matrices of the form

[.%', Y, t] =

o O =
oS = 8

t
yl, z,y,tel,.
1

In the group H;(F,), we have

A
[z, y,t] - [,y '] = <x+w/,y+y’,t+t’+%>.

This section uses the notation X (E) in order to distinguish with the case of SLo(FF)).
We first look at the following examples.

Example 1: Let X = H;(F,) and let E be the set of all points with the third coordinate belonging
to a set of size ap in F,. Then it is clear that |X(E)| < ap3. This example tells us that in order
to cover the whole space or a positive proportion of all elements in Fg, the condition |E| > p? is

needed.

Example 2: There are sets X and E of arbitrary large such that | X(E)| < |X|. Let A C F,
be an arbitrary set, let X be the set of matrices [a,b,c] € H;(F,) with a,c € F, and b € A, let
E be the set of points (x,y,2) with € Fp, y € A, and 2 € A. Then we have |X| = p?|A| and
|E| = p|A]>. A direct computation shows that |X(E)| < p?|A| = |X|. Thus, for any 0 < € < 2,
there exist sets £ C F) and X C Hy(F),) with |E|,|X| > p?~2¢ such that | X (E)| < |X|.

Let mos3: IF;; — IFI% defined by mos(x,y,2) = (y,z). The following example shows that if the pre-
image set o3 (y,2) N E is of large size for all (y, 2) € ma3(E), then the trivial bound |E| might be



best possible.

Example 3: There are sets X and E such that |X(E)| < |E|. Let A C F, be an arithmetic
progression. Let E be a set in Fg such that each point in E has the last two coordinates belonging
to A. Assume that for each (y,z) € m3(E), we have |my3 (y,2) N E| ~ p. Then, for all sets X
containing of matrices of the form [, 1, %] € H;(F,), we have | X (F)| < |E]|.

The main theorem in this section reads as follows.

Theorem 1.7. Let € > 0, X be a subset of Hi(Fy), and E be a set in F3 \ (F2 x {0}). Assume
that for each (y,z) € F2, we have 1m0 (y, 2) N E| < p'=¢, then we have

X||E
yX(E)\>>min{p3, X ‘}.

pPi

Note that when € = 0, our proof implies directly that

X||E
|X(E)|>>min{p3,| ! |}.

p3

Similar to the case of the group SLs(IF,), to prove Theorem 1.7, our main tool will be an incidence
estimate associated to the Heisenberg group H;(F,). One might also ask about a version of
Theorem 1.7 for small sets by using incidence bounds. However, we find it too complicated to

pursue in this direction. For simplicity of this paper, we pose it as an open question.

2 Incidence structures spanned by SLy(IF,)

Let z,y € F> and 0 € SLy (F,), we say (z,y) is incident to 0 if 0y = x. Let P = Ax B C F} x
and S C SLj (F,), we denote the number of incidences between P and S by I(P,S5).

In this section, we prove the following incidence bound.

Theorem 2.1. Let P=Ax B C IFIZ) X IFIZ) and S C SLy (F,). Then, we have

Pl|S
\I(P, 5) | ;2' '\ < p/ISTI] +15].

Moreover, let ka and kp be the mazimal number of points from A and B on a line passing through

the origin, respectively. Assume that min{ks,kp} = k, then
P||S
'I(P, S) — ’J}#‘ < p2k2/[S[|P| + 18]

We have some comments on this theorem.
1. This theorem is sharp, i.e. there are sets P and S such that the upper bound is attained.

Let P = Ax B where A, B are the sets of points on two lines through the origin. Let S be the
set of all matrices @ in SLy (F,) such that §(B) = A. Then, we have |S| = p(p — 1), |P| = p?,



and
I(P,S) =p(p—1)+p(p—1)>.

Hence,

Pl|S
1(p,s) - | ]'32' | = pp = 12 ~ py/TTST + 151

2. The same result holds for general sets P C IF; instead of sets of Cartesian product structures.

If we assume some structural conditions on S, the upper bound of the above theorem can be

improved further.

Theorem 2.2. For v € (0,1), there exists € = e(y) > 0 such that the following holds. Let p be a
sufficiently large prime. Let P = Ax B C (F2xF2)\{(0,0,0,0)}, and let S be a symmetric subset
of SLs(F,,) such that p?¥ < |S| < p3>~27 and |SN gH| < p= |S| for any subgroup H C SLy(F,) and
g € SLy(Fp,). Then, we have

1
ARIBIIS|
p

I(P,S) < p'i|AJ2|Bz[S]1.

Moreover, if any line passing through the origin contains at most k points from B, we have

+ kT AJ| B[S

1
A3 (B
1(p.5) < APIBIS] Mp 15|

The following example shows that conditions on S are necessary to obtain non-trivial improvements.

Let ¢1 and /5 be two lines passing through the origin. Let A, B be the set of points on ¢, (s,
respectively. Let S be the set of all § € SLy(F,) such that 8(¢3) = ¢;, and H be the group of
matrices 6 € SLy(F),) such that 6(¢2) = 5. Then

1
_AEIB|IS)

201 18
I(P,S) ~ p|A||B| ~ p* +pi|AlZ|B|z]S]5.

Moreover, it is not hard to check that S = gH for some g € SLy(F)).

For small sets, we first look at an example, which says that I(P,S) could be |P||S|. Let S be a
subset of matrices 6 in SLy(F,) such that (0,1) = (1,0). So the size of S can be arbitrary smaller
than p. Let P = {A(e1,e2): A € Fy}, where e; = (1,0),e2 = (0,1). Then the size of P can be
arbitrary smaller than p by choosing A. With these sets P and S, we have I(P,S) = |P||S|.

When we know better about structures of B and S, then the following theorem is attained.
Theorem 2.3. For v € (0,1), there exists e = €(y) > 0 such that the following holds.

Let p be a sufficiently large prime. Let P = A x B C (IF'IQ, X IFI%) \ {(0,0,0,0)}, and let S be a
symmetric subset of SLy (F)) such that p? < |S| < p*>~27 and |SNgH| < p = |S| for any subgroup
H C SLy (F,) and g € SLy (F).

1. Assume |B| < p, any line passing through the origin contains at most ki points from B, and



B determines at most ko distinct directions through the origin, then

Lo k2B AIEIS)E |k IBIEIAIIS)E | kikd BIE |AS)E
I(P,S) S kE|A|z|S|+ =2 - + - + 12 :
4

pi p

)

2. Assume |B| < p/1% and any line passing through the origin contains at most ki points from
B, then

1
I(P,S) S kZ|A|7[S| +

1 L
kB2 |AIZISIE | ki°|BI A7 S )
i p

o

We note that the bound of I(P,S) in this theorem is smaller than |P||S| provided that |A| > 1.

Remark 2.4. If we remove the factor p¢/* in the incidence bounds of Theorem 2.3, then the

conditions on the set S are not required.

2.1 Incidence bounds for large sets via Fourier analysis (Theorem 2.1)

Theorem 2.1 will be proved by using tools from discrete Fourier analysis. We first recall some basic

notations.

For n € N, let f : F}) — C be a complex valued function. The Fourier transform of f, denoted by

~

f, is defined by
Fm)=p™ > x(=m-x)f(x),

z€Fp
where x is a nontrivial additive character of IF,. We have the following basic properties of ]?

e The orthogonality property:

a€F? p", if B =(0,...,0).
e The Fourier inversion formula:

fa) =" x(m-z)f(m).

7nng

e The Plancherel formula:

S [Fom| = 3 7@

mekFy z€Fy

For A C F{, by abuse of notation, we also denote its characteristic function by A(z), i.e. A(z) =1
ifre Aand A(z) =0if z ¢ A.

To proceed further, we need three lemmas. For each = = (21, 22) € IFIQ), we define 2t = (—x2, 7).
Note that z -y’ measures the area of the triangle with three vertices z, y, and the origin. The first
lemma presents a fact that the group SLo(F),) preserves areas of triangles with one vertex pinned

at the origin.

10



Lemma 2.5. Let x,y,u,v be points in F2\ {(0,0)}. If there exists 6 € SLy(F,) such that 0z = u
and Oy = v, then © -y~ = w - v’-. In the inverse direction, if © and y are not on the same line
passing through the origin and = -y~ = u - v, then there exists unique 6 € SLy(Fy,) such that
0x =wu and Oy = v.

Proof. Assume there exists § € SLy(F,) such that 2 = v and §y = v. Writing € in the form

Hzla b]7
c d

where ad — bc = 1, * = (z1,22), and y = (y1,y2). We have u = (axy + bxa, cx; + dag),v =
(ay1 + by2, cy1 + dys). Then,

w-vt = —(azy + bxza)(cyr + dya) + (cxy + dag)(ays + byo)
= —(ad — be)z1ys + (ad — be)zgy, = = -y

In the inverse direction, since x # ky for all k € F,, we have x - y~ # 0. Indeed, writing z as
x = (x1,22) # (0,0). Since x # (0,0), we can assume that x; # 0. Therefore, if y = (y1, y2) satisfies
x-y+ = 0, then = and y belong to a line passing through the origin, a contradiction. Similarly,
we obtain u - v # 0. Let 6 be the matrix that maps the basis {z,y} to the basis {u,v}. We show

C

b
that @ € SLy(F,). Indeed, we write 6 = [a d] and x = (x1,x2), and y = (y1,y2). This implies

u = (ax1 +bxe, cxy +dxs) and v = (ay; +bys, cy; +dya). Therefore, zoyt =u-vt = (ad—bc)x-yl,
so ad — bc = 1. In other words, § € SLy(F)). O

The next lemma tells us that the action of SLy(F,) on the plane IFI% is transitive with multiplicity

of ~ p. We give a general proof for the case SL,(F)).

Lemma 2.6. For any m,m’ € F2\ {(0,0)}, define
Moy (m,m') = {T € SLy (Fp) : Tm =m'} .
Then | Moy, (m, m') | = p.
Proof. 1t follows from [20, Theorem 13.3.3] that SL(FF,) is a group of size
SLa (Fp)| =p (0 — 1)

Considering the group action of SLg (F,) on FIZ), A:z— Az,VA € SLy (F)) ,z € FIZ). For m # (0,0),
let Orb(m) be the orbit of m, i.e. Orb(m) = {T'm: T € SLy(FF,)}. Since m # (0,0), there exists
m} € F2\ {(0,0)} such that {m,m/} forms a linear independent system. So, let

T, = [m m’l} ;

11



we have det T, = A, # 0. Let m; = \,,;'m/, and

Tm = {m ml} .
Then, det T, = Ap - At = 1, s0 Th, € SLy(Fp). Now, for all m’ € F2\ {(0,0)}, we observe that
Ty o (Tn) ™t € SLo(Fp), and Ty, o (T;,,) "1 (m) = m/ so Mo, (m,m/) # 0,Ym,m’ # (0,0).

For m,m’ € F3 \ {(0,0)}, let T be an element in My, (m,m’). Then for all T" € My ,(m,m’),
there exists A € Stab(m) such that T'A = T”. This implies that |[Ms, (m,m’) | = |Stab(m)| for all
m,m’ € F2\ {(0,0)}.

Moreover, for any m # (0,0), there is no T" € SLy(F,) such that T'm = (0,0). Hence, we have
Orb(m) =F2\ {(0,0)}. Thus, by the Orbit-Stabilizer theorem,

SLe (Fp)| _ p(p® — 1)
|Orb(m)| p?—1

|Stab(m)| = =D

This completes the proof. O

The next lemma is an L? bound for the dot-product function.

Lemma 2.7 ([22]). Let A and B be subsets of FIZ). The number of tuples (z1,z2,y1,y2) € A X A X
B x B such that x1 - ©3 = y1 - y5 is at most

Al?| B2
% L Cp|A|B], 3)

for some positive constant C.

When P C F4 is a general set, the above upper bound can be replaced by [P ‘ + Cp?|P|. Let
k4 and kp be the maximal number of points from A and B on a line passing through the origin,
respectively. Assume that min{k,kp} = k, then, with the same argument, the bound (3) can be
replaced by

Al%|B|?
APLBE | o,

With these three lemmas in hand, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Without loss of generality, we assume that (0,0,0,0) ¢ P, since this element

only contributes |S| incidences to the incidence bound.

By using the Fourier transformation and the Fourier inversion formula, we have

I(PS)= Y lgu= 2}: > x(m-(z—6y))

p=(x,y)eP mel? (v,y)EP,
oes 0esS

Pl|S 1
S Y Y -

meF\{(0,0)} (z,y)eP,
0eS

= |P]|92|S| Z ZP —m, 6'm

m#(0,0) 6€S

12



By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

Z Z (=m,08Tm) < ]S]% Z Z P(=mq,0'm1)P(—ma, 0tmy)

0€S m##(0,0) 0eSLa(Fp) m1,m27#(0,0)

‘We now observe

S Y Pema, 6'my) P(—my, 6'ms)

GGSLQ(]Fp) m1,ma27(0,0)

»® Z Z Z P(x1,51)P(22,y2) X (—miz1 + 0'myyr) x(maxa — 0'mays)
0 m1,m27#(0,0) (z1,y1),(x2,y2)

mi,m2  m1=(0,0),m2#(0,0)  m1#(0,0),m2=(0,0) mi1=m2=(0,0)
= [—-1I-1IT-1V.

We now estimate each term separately.

= Z > > Pl yn)Plag, y2)x(ma(Byr — x1))x(ma(0ys — z2))

0 mi,mo€F2 (z1,y1),(x2,y2)

4 Z Z P(xlayl)P(x%y2)19y1:x119y2:$2-

0 (z1,y1),(z2,y2)

By using Lemma 2.5, one has

4 Z Z Z A(ml)A(mQ)B(yl)B(yQ)L%n:ml 1«9y2:mg

0 XeF, T1,¥1,72,Y2
Y1=AY2,T1=AT2

SN AG)AGD BB gy

T1,Y1,22,Y2

Notice that Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.5 tell us that the first sum can be bound by at most
p*|AllBI/p".

By Lemma 2.7, the second sum can be at most

[AP|BI” | L|AllB]
= +C—5—.

In other words, we have

Al?|B AllB
P MRIBE 1B
p?
Moreover,
o G- IAPIBE _|APIBP  |AP|BP
p® p° p’

13



Thus, I — 1V < %. Regarding 11,

o Z > Plany) | Y, Playe) | D x(ma(z2— 60ys))
(®1,91) (z2,y2) ma#£0
o Z Z (r1,91) Z P(xa,y2) (p* — 1) — Z P(x2,y2)
(z1,91) (w2,y2), (w2,y2),
ro=0y2 ro#£6y2

:%\P\ -1 > 1- > 1

(z2,y2)EP, (x2,y2)EP,
0€SLa (Fy), 0eSLa(F,),
2=0y2 2 #0y2
1 2 3 PP
= — [Pl (JA[|B]p (p* = 1) = [A[|B] (»° - 2p)) = ——
p p
Similarly, we obtain 1] = u Putting all estimates together, we conclude that

P||S
17.8) - A < pTPTST 4151
This completes the proof. ]

2.2 Incidence bounds for large sets via energies (Theorem 2.2)
For a set S C SLy(F,), we define the energy E(S, S) by
E(S, S) := #{(a,b,c,d) € S*: ab = cd}.
The trivial bound of E(S, S) is |S|3. When S is a large set, Babai, Nikolov, and Pyber proved in
[1] that

Eli

E(S,S) < p?|S)? + (4)

This bound is sharp. To see its sharpness, we provide an example here.

Let S be the set of matrices of the form
where z,* € F, \ {0}. Then, S is a subset of SLy (F,) and |S| = (p — 1)2. We consider following

equation
*1 —x| | k2 =yl | -2’ xh, =y
RO e R e | v

14



where all matrices are in S. The equation is equivalent to

(
1 1

- >|</1 >k12 _x/(y/)i )

Y
—Yr1 = YR,

*1 kg —TY

wor ! = #h(af) 7,

—yrl = —yz L

This implies % =52 = I—z = :—i Therefore, for fixed *1, ], 2,2, there exist (p — 1)? tuples

(Y, Y, x2,%5) € (Fp\ {0})4 such that the equation (5) holds. In other words, for each pair of

matrices (A4,C) € S?, there exist (p — 1)? pairs of matrices (B, D) € S? such that AB = CD.
Hence,

-1 8 S 4

B(S,5) > ISP (0~ 2 = (0 1 ~ 52— )1+ L2l = g2 L

When the set S is of small size, one would hope to have an upper bound of E(S, S) that does not
depend on p. In this paper, we make use of the following result due to Bourgain and Gamburd in

[7] to derive such a bound over prime fields.

Theorem 2.8 (Proposition 2, [7]). Let p be a sufficiently large prime, and let n be a symmetric
probability measure on SLy(Fp) and 0 < v < %, such that

(1) Il <P~

(2) n(gH) < p% for any proper subgroup H C SLy(Fp),g € SLa(Fp);
—3

(3) |Inlla >p= 7.

Then there exists € = € (y) > 0 such that

7 *nll2 < p~¢[Inll2-

Moreover, following the proof of Theorem 2.8, we have € < 7.

For 0 < v < 2, let S be a symmetric subset of SLs (F,) such that p? < |S| < p>~27 and for any
proper subgroup H C SLy (F,), g € SLy (F,) we have |SNgH| < p2 |S|. Let pg : SLy (F,) — R
be the function defined by us (g) = |_3€\ if g€ S and pu(g) =0if g ¢ S. Then, pg satisfies all

conditions of Theorem 2.8. Indeed, we have

(1) llslloe = maxg ps(g) = g <p77,

(2) us(gH) = % <p7, for any proper subgroup H C SLy(IF,) and g € SLa(F)),

N[

__3
(3) luslle = (Soestaqe, p5(0)?) " = Ly >

Therefore,

€

_ 1
s * pslly < p~“lluslly = p —.

|52

15



_ [{(a,b)eSXS: ab=g}|  Then

One the other hand, pug * ps(g) EE

E(S,5)
s * pslly = ===
5]

In other words, we have proved the following corollary.

Corollary 2.9. For any v € (0,1), there exists € = €(y) > 0 such that the following holds. Let p
be a sufficiently large prime, let S be a symmetric subset of SLy(F,) such that p? < |S| < p*>=27
and |S N gH| < p= |S| for any subgroup H C SLy(F,) and g € SLy(FF,). Then, we have

E(S,S) < @. (6)

€

Proof. For any ~ € (0, %), it follows directly from the previous computation. For any v € [3/4,1),
we observe that )
(", 0"2) (7P, p2S| <p IS,

for any 7/ € (0,3/4). Then, by choosing € = (') for any 4" € (0,3/4), the corollary follows. [
Let Ax B C IFIQ) X IF'IQ) and S C SLy (Fp). Then,
I(Ax B,S)< Nt A7,

where N is the number of (b,b,0,6) € B x B x S x S such that 6b = 0'b'.

Indeed, for each (a,b) € A x B, denote s(,) as the number of § € S such that 0b = a. Therefore,

-5 (Zo) 0 (5 (50

aeA \beB acA \beB

N

= |42 (Z {(b,V/,0,0') e Bx BxSxS: ebza’b’:a}\>

a€A
1 1
< |A]2 N3,

To bound N, we observe that the equation b = §'b gives (8')10b = b'. So, N can be viewed as
the number of incidences between B x B and the multi-set S~1S. If (0,0) ¢ B, by following the

proof of Theorem 2.1 identically, we obtain
B |s|” 1
N <=5 +pIBI(E(S,9))=,

and if any line passing through the origin contains at most k£ points from B, then

B2 52 11 1
N < % +p2kz | B| (B(S,9)):.

16



As mentioned in (4),
S 4
E(S,5) < p*S|* + %.

Substituting this bound into I(A x B,S) implies

|AZ|B||S| | |A|7|B|3|S|
+ 1

+p|A|7|S|7|B|3.
p pi

I(Ax B,S) <

Compared to the bound of Theorem 2.1, this result is weaker.

However, if we use Corollary 2.9 instead, then

|AZ|B||S| | 2

I(P,S) < T|AJ2|B|2|S)1.

Moreover, if any line passing through the origin contains at most k points from B, then

ipi|A]2|B|Z|9)5.

1
I(P,S) < 7|A|2|f||5| +kip'T

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.

2.3 Two alternative approaches yield weaker bounds

This section presents two different approaches without techniques from Fourier analysis. Although
the resulting bounds are weaker compared to those of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2, the methods

will be useful for us when studying the case of small sets.

Theorem 2.10. For any v € (0,1), there exists € = €(y) > 0 such that the following holds. Let p
be a sufficiently large prime. Let P = A x B C (F2 x F2)\ {(0,0,0,0)}, and let S be a symmetric
subset of SLa(F,) such that p? < |S| < p3~2 and |SNgH| < p 2 |S| for any subgroup H C SLy(F)p)
and g € SLy(F,). Assume any line passing through the origin contains at most k points from B.
Then,

(1) if |B] < k2p, we have

I(P,S) S k2|A|2|S| + kip'a |A]2|B|2|S|1,

(2) if |B| > k2p, we have
|A[2|B]|S|

1+e

p4

I(P,S) 5

Compared to the bound of Theorem 2.2, which is

ipa |A]2|B7|S]4,

1
I1(P,S) < 7'14'2'5”5' T kip'E

we can see that

17



e if |B] < k2p, then

1
AlZ|B||S
ABIBIS) _ 3y
p
o if |B] zk%p, then
1 1 3
|A|2|B||S|,kiplzﬁ\A,%,B‘%‘S‘% _ |A|BIISs

1+e 9

pT
since |S| < p>~%7 < p*>~¢. In other words, Theorem 2.2 is better than Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Theorem 2.10. Since the identity matrix I contributes at most
. 1 1—c 1 1 3
min {|A],|BI} < kip'T 4]} B} |S)}

incidences to I(P,S), we may assume without loss generality that I ¢ S.

For a set D C FIQ) X FIQ) and 0 € SLy(F,), by ip(6), we mean the number of incidences between 6
and the set D.

We have

1(P,8) = 3 ip(8) < |A]* (I(B x B,5"))* |
6esS

where S’ be the multi-set of elements of the form a~'b, where a,b € S. Set E = Bx B. For § € &,
let m(#) be the multiplicity of 6 in S, and for (z,y) € E, let n(x,y) be the number of elements
(u,v) € E such that (u,v) = A(z,y) for some A € Fy.

We now bound the number of incidences between S’ and B x B. By S’, we mean the set of distinct

elements in S. We have

I(BxB,S)=>"m@®) Y 0zy),

0es’ (z,y)eE

where 0(z,y) = 1 if Oy = z, and 0 otherwise.

We now write

I(BxB,S)=> m@®) Y 0zy)

0eS’ (zy)EE
= m(9) > 0(z,y) + > m(0) > O(z,y) =1+ 11.
es’ (m,y)GE,n(x,y):l hesS’ (x,y)EE,n(m,y)>1

Let E’ be the set of (z,y) € E such that n(z,y) = 1. To bound I,

I= Z m(0) Z 0(z,y) + Z m(6) Z O(z,y) =1 + Is.

0S5, i (0)>1 (z.y)EEn(z,y)=1 0€S, i (0)=1 (z.y)EEN(2,y)=1

18



It is clear that I < |S’| = |S|%. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 2.7, we have

2

=

= Y w@ip@<| Y me? S i)
0€S" i (0)>1 0€S" i (0)>1 0€S" i (0)>1
1

1 ZE/(Q)

< (E(S,9))> _Z: < ) >
0eS’ igr>1

1 — 1

< (E )2 (H 1,91, T2,Y2) € E: (x1,y1) # (x2,y2),30 € 57,0 is incident to (z1,y;) and (.%'2,:[/2)}‘)2

=

({(z1,y1,22,92) € B*: 30 € I, 021 = y1, 070 = yQ})

1

({(x17y17x27y2) € B4: Z1 x% =Y y%})Q

B2
-(‘J+k%ﬂm>.
p§

Thus, using Corollary 2.9, we obtain

B|? e
ISWP+<’J+ %ﬂ|>wﬁﬁf
p2

< (E(S,9))
< (E(S,9))

NI

=

< (E(S,9))

‘We now consider I1.

[log, (k
=5 m(®) > Z Z > 0(z,y).
fes’ (zy)€En(2,y)> =1 geg’ (w,y)eEv?iSn(ﬂﬁvy)<2i+1

By using pigeonhole principle, there exists £ = 2 such that

15y m(o) > 0(z,y).

0es’ (z,y)eE <n(z,y)<2l

We say two pairs (z,y) and (2',%) are in the same congruence class if there exists A € Iy such
that (x,y) = Aa',y’). Define E” to be the set of congruence classes [(z,y)] in E such that
(< n(z,y) <20

Then we have

I<€Z ZEN —IIl+IIQ
0es’

Here

m=¢ > m@ig(6), =t > m)ig(9).

0€S’, ign(0)=1 0€S7, ipn(0)>2

As above, we have
I <SP,
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and

1 1
2 2
) " 6
1> < ((E(S, 8)))2 ¢ Y im(0)?] < (E(S.S))? Yoo <1E 2( )>
0€57, ign(0)>2 0€S i (0)>1
_ 1
< (E(S, S))% (¢2 [{(z1,y1,22,52) € E" x E": 30 € 5,6 is incident to (z1,y1) and (2,2)})?
_ 1
< (E(S,S))% (H(ml,yl,mg,yg) € BxBxBxB:30¢ S’,9y1 = $1,9y2 = 1‘2}‘)2
1
) 1
< (E(S,S))E <‘{($1,y1,1’2,y2) €EBXBXBXB:u1 xZL =U yQL}DQ
B 2
< (E(S,5))? - (’ ‘ +kép%|3|> .
p2

Putting these bounds together implies

=

IT < 0)S)2 + (E(S, S))

B2
(' | +k%p%|B|>.
p§

: o (IBP 11 8 e
I(BXB,S)SMS‘ -+ —1—|—/<:2p2‘B’ ’S’2p27
pi

Notice that £ < k. So,

and then
I(P,S) S k2|A]2|S| + kip'a |A]2|B|2|S|1 +p 1 |A]2|B||S|5.

A direct computation implies that
1. if |[B| < k2p, then

I(P,S) S k2|A]2|S| + kip ' |A]2|B|2|S]|%;

2. if |[B| > k:%p, then
Sp T |A]2|BIS|E.

~

I(P,S)
This completes the proof. O

Theorem 2.11. Let p be a prime and P = A x B C (F]% X F]%) \ {(0,0,0,0)}. Assume any line

passing through the origin contains at most k points from B. Then, we have

1
[AllBI[S]
p?

I(P,S) < +k2p2|A]2[BI? |S|2 + k|S].

Compared to the bound of Theorem 2.1, which is

[AllBIIS]

1(P,8) < = +k2p2|A2|B|7|S]3,
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we can see that )
[AlIBIIS| _ [AlBIIS]?

I

under |S| < p? — p. Therefore, Theorem 2.1 is better than Theorem 2.11.

Proof of Theorem 2.11. Since the identity matrix I contributes at most min{|A|,|B|} incidences
to I(P,S), we may assume without loss generality that I ¢ S. For 6 € S and set D C IF'I% X IF‘IQ), by
ip(f) we mean the number of pairs (z,y) € D such that 0y = z. For (z,y) € P, let n(x,y) be the
number of elements (u,v) € P such that (u,v) = A(z,y) for some A € F;. Then

I(P,8) <) ip(0)=> > 0(z,y)+> > 0(z,y)

oS 0€S (z,y)€Pn(z,y)=1 0€S (z,y)€Pn(z,y)>1

=L+ 1

where 0(x,y) = 1 if 0y = x, and 0 ortherwise. Let P’ be the set of (x,y) € P such that n(z,y) = 1.
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 2.7

L= ip(0) <|S|2 <Zip,(9)2> <182 (Z <iP'2(9)> + |5l>
oesS

gesS 6esS
<181 ({(21,91,2,0) € A x B x A x B: 30 € S,0y, = a1, 0ys = w2}| + |S])?

1
1
<|S]? (‘ (z1,91,%2,92) EAX BX AX B: a1 -25 =y - yQH—HSD

) |

1 (|A||B 1
<<|S|2<% (pHAIIBD)? + |5
p

N

We now consider Io,

[loga (k)]
0eS (z,y)ePn(x,y)>1 =1 0€S (z,y)eP,2'<n(z,y)<2it1

By using pigeonhole principle, there exists £ = 2 such that

LY > 0(x,y).

Define P” to be the set of representatives (x,y) in P such that ¢ < n(z,y) < 2¢. Then, by the

21



Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 2.7 and note that & > £ we have

LSOy ipn(8) < (|9]2 (Z w(e)?) ‘< EiE: (Z I (“’”2(9)> + 2 ysy) 2

0es oesS 0es
1
< |S|% (¢2 {(z,y) € (P")?: 30 € S, 0 is incident to = and y} +£215))2

1
({(z1,91,22,92) € AXx B x Ax B: 30 € S,0y1 = x1,0y2 = x2}| + EhE

=

<18]

1
. 1
<|S|2 <‘ (21, y1,22,y2) € AX Bx Ax B: a1 - 13 :yl'yQL}‘ +€2‘S\>2

—

1 AllB 1
<|sp} (‘ I ’+<pk|A||B|>%+k|S|%>,
p2

Putting these bounds together implies

1 ( |A||B 1
1(P,5) < |5} (' I '+<pk|A||B|>%+k|S|%>.
p2

as desired. O

2.4 Incidence bounds for small sets (Theorem 2.3)
A skew dot-product energy estimate

Given B C IF'IQ,, this section is devoted to study the magnitude of the set
{(z,y,u,v) € B w -y~ =u-v} (7)

when the size of B is small.

When the set B is of large size, Lemma 2.7 can be used to show that the number of such quadruples
is almost the expected value |B|*/p. However, when the size of B is small, say, |B| < p, we have

to deal with degenerate structures.

More precisely, let ¢ be a line passing through the origin and B be a subset of £\ {(0,0)}, then the
number of tuples (z,y, u,v) € B such that - y* = u- vt is | B|*. Note that if we remove the ’ L’
sign, then it will be at most | B|>.

This example shows that we need to have some conditions on the structures of B so that a non-

trivial estimate can be obtained.

If B has a few distinct directions through the origin, then, by following Rudnev’s argument in [25,

Section 3| identically, one obtains

Lemma 2.12. Let B be a subset in FIQ) with |B| < p. Assume any line passing through the
origin contains at most ki points from B and B determines at most ko distinct directions through

1

the origin. The number of quadruples (x,y,u,v) € B* such that x - yt = u- vt is at most

1
kE B + kukol B2 + K2 BI2.

If we only assume an assumption on the number of points on a line passing through the origin,

then we have the following lemma.

22



Lemma 2.13. Let B be a subset in FIQ, with |B| < pl%. Assume any line passing through the
origin contains at most k points from B. The number of quadruples (x,y,u,v) € B* such that
z-yt =wu-vt is at most k:li5|B|% + k2 |B)?.

Proof of Lemma 2.13

The key ingredient in the proof of Lemma 2.13 is the multi-set version of a point-line incidence

bound due to Stevens and De Zeeuw in [26].

Theorem 2.14 (Stevens-de Zeeuw, [26]). Let P be a point set and L a set of lines in F5. If
|P| < p%, then the number of incidences between P and L, denoted by I(P, L), satisfies

1,1
I(P,L) < |P|5|L[15 + |P|+ |L].

Theorem 2.15. Let P be a multi-set of points and L be a multi-set of lines in IF'IQ,. We denote the
set of distinct points in P by P and the set of distinct lines in L by L. Forp € P and ¢ € L, let
m(p) and m(?) be the multiplicity of p and ¢, respectively. If |P| = Zpef m(p) < p%, then

Gl
Gl

I(P,L) S [PITILIT | m(p)? Som0?]  + P+ L. 8)
pEP €T

Proof. Our argument to prove this theorem is similar to proof of [17, Lemma 2.12].

Let Ly, be the set of lines in L of multiplicity ~ 2%, and Py be the set of points in P of multiplicity
~ 2F. Set
Qui=) mp)* and  Qy:=) m(0).

peP lel

Then, it is clear that

D 2Bl =Pl D 2P = Qu,
k

k

and

S OHL =1Ll D 2%F|Li| = Qo
k

k

Thus, we have

[Pl @ . JIL] @
\Pklgmm{2—k,2ﬁ and |Li| < min oh k(-
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‘We now observe

I(P,L)=Y"I(P.Ly)= Y. 2IPL)+ > IPL)
ij

2 <Qa/|L| 2>Qs/|1]
= > 29I(PLj)+ Y. 29I(P,L;)
21<Q1/|P| 2>Q1/|P|
27<Q2/|L| Y <Q2/|L]
+ Y 22I(P L)+ Y. 221, L))
21<Qu/|P| 2>Q1/|P|
29>Qa/|L| 29>Qa/|I]
— [+ [+ I +1V.

Bounding I: Since |P;| < |P|/2" and |L;| < |L|/27, by Theorem 2.14, we obtain

11
i ([PIILY ™ 4(it) 1
T< Y o (2_+ FIP+IE = S 2 BRI £ P+ L
2%<Q1/\P| 2?<Q1/|P\
29<Q2/|L| 27<Q2/|L]|

7 7 4
S|PI5|LI5 (Q1Q2) 15 + |P| + | L.

Bounding II: Using |P;| < Q% and |L;| < |L|/2’, Theorem 2.14 implies
2

11 11
. o T /LI\T5
= Y wpnrnrys X2 (37 (5) imew
21>Q1/|P| 2'>Q1/|P|
27 <Q2/|L| 27<Q2/|L|

. e 4
S [P5 L] (@1Q2) ™5 + [P+ |L.

Bounding [11,1V: Similarly, we also have

II1,1V < |P|%5|L|%5 (Q1Q2) 5 + |P| + | L.

This concludes the proof of the theorem. O
With this incidence bound, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.13.
Proof of Theorem 2.13. We have

{(z,y,u,v) € B*: z -yt = u-vL}‘ = ‘{(x,y,u,v) eB* z-yt=u-vt # O}‘

= 1+4+1I
Regarding I. For a,u,v € B, u - ot # 0 we define L, 4, to be the multi-set of lines of the form

r-at =u-vt. Let L = Uauven
I(B,L). We note that |L| < |BJ3. By applying Theorem 2.14, we observe that for each line in L,

Loy It is clear that the number of such quadruples is at most
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its multiplicity is at most < k:]B\% For each [ € L, let m(l) be the multiplicity [, we have
> m(e) =|L| <|BJ?,
¢

and

Zm < maxm(f) - |B® < k|B|T - |BJ.
It follows from Theorem 2.15 for B and L that

7 a1 4 67\ 15 4 a8
I(B,L) S |BJS |B|% [BI's (k|B|%5) ™ + |B| +|L| < ki |B|% .

Regarding I1. For each z,u € B, there are at most k points y and k points v such that x -y =
u-vt=0. So
IT < k*|B|.

This completes the proof. ]

Proof of Theorem 2.3

We follow the proof of Theorem 2.10 with Lemma 2.12 and Lemma 2.13 in place of Lemma 2.7,

one has two following bounds

1
I(P,S) S k2| A|7]S| +

)

1
ki |B|? |A]2|S|i k‘8|B|4|A| Ek k4k4|B|Q|A| Ek
1 pi p

o

and

1
k2 |B|7 |A]2]S)3 ker\m\Ar £l

1
I(P,S) S kZ|A|7]S| + :
p4 P

o

This completes the proof. [J
For applications, a comparison of these two incidence bounds, with |B| < p, is provided as follows.

1
1. If |B| > kok{, then

1 1 1
1 k2 |B|z |A|2 kSB4A
1(P.5) < kblAlds) + BB ARSI | kD 1B ARZIS)
4

p4

165 225

2. It kP k2% < |B| < kok?, then

N
5 P |BIZ A2 Bz Al
1(P.S) < KE|AP S| + ML ZIAEISIE kiR |BIF ALE|S]E
4

p

o

165 225

3. If |B| < k#*® k3% | then

1
I(P,S) S k2|A]2|S| +

1
kP B2 AJ2|S)5 k15|B|225|A| Bk
i p

o
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2.5 Alternative approach with relaxed conditions

This section is devoted to prove the following analog, which offers a bound which is meaningful

when the size of S is large compared to the sizes of A and B.
Theorem 2.16. Let p be a prime and P = A x B C (F7 x F2) \ {0} with |B| < |A] < pT5 and

any lines passing through the origin contains at most k points from B. Then, we have

2 11 209 1 1,01 1
I(P,S) S k15 |A|5 |B|22 [S|2 + k[A]2|B|2[S|2 + k|[S].

Theorem 2.16 is proved by following the proof of Theorem 2.11 and the next lemma, whose proof
is identical to that of Lemma 2.13.

Lemma 2.17. Let A,B C IF'IQ, with |B] < |A] < p%. Assume any line passing through the
origin contains at most k points from B and at most k points from A. The number of quadruples
(z,y,u,v) € A x Ax B x B such that x - y* = u - v is at most 15 |A|% |B|% + k% |A||B|.

3 Proof of Propositions 1.3, 1.5 and Theorems 1.4, 1.6

Proof of Proposition 1.3. On the one hand, we apply Theorem 2.1 for S and P = S(E) x E to

obtain

1(s(e) x 5,5) < BELEIS L STETTES] +151. o)

On the other hand, for each z € E and 6 € S, there exists unique y € S(FE) such that (y,z) is

incident to 6. So, we obtain

B|IS| = I(S(B) x B, 5) < SEMENSL sty TaTia) + 191

p2

Solving this inequality, the theorem follows. O

Theorem 1.4 will follow from the two following results.
Theorem 3.1. Let E C F2 and S C SLy(F,).
a. If |[E| > 4p and |S| > p?, then there exists x € E such that |S(E — x)| > p?.

b. If any line through the origin contains at most k points from E, then

|S(E)| > min {pQ, @%} .

Theorem 3.1 (a) is not a part of Theorem 1.4, but we find it to be of independent interest.
Theorem 3.2. For any v € (0,1), there exists € = €(y) > 0 such that the following holds.

Let p be a sufficiently large prime. Let E C FZQ, \ {(0,0)}, and let S be a symmetric subset of
SLy(F,) such that p? < |S| < p¥~ and |SNgH| < p= || for any subgroup H C SLy(F,) and
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g € SLy(Fy). Then, we have

2

S(E >|>>m1n{p,'5"?'}.
p

Moreover, if any line passing through the origin contains at most k points from E, we have

|S(E)| > min {p , ‘SUE’}

To prove Theorem 3.1(a), we recall the following result from [16].

Lemma 3.3 (Corollary 10, [16]). Let E C FIZ) with |E| > 4p. Then there exists a point x € E such
that there are at least p/2 lines passing through x and each line contains at least one other point
from E.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.

Part a. By Lemma 3.3, there exists a point 2 € E such that there are at least p/2 lines passing
through x and each line contains at least one other point from E. From each of these lines, we pick
one point which is different from z and let E’ be the set of those points. Then we have |E’| > p/2.
We observe that

|S(E — )| > |S(E" - ).

Note that E' — x is a translation of E' by z. So, any line passing through the origin contains at

most one point from E' — z. Set E” = E' — 2. We now estimate the size of S(E”) from below.

Set P = E”" x S(E") and P = {\-u:u € P\ # 0}. We have |P| = (p — 1)|P|. Note that
I(P,S) = |E"||S| = Ll (P',S). By Theorem 2.1, we have

P'||S
I(P',S) <« % +pV|P|1S|+|S].

Putting the upper and lower bounds together, the theorem follows.

Part b. The proof is almost the same, we just need to partition the set E into at most k subsets
E; such that each has the same structure as the set E” in the Part a. So we omit the details. O
Theorem 3.2, Proposition 1.5, and Theorem 1.6 are proved by following the proof of Theorem 1.3,
but we use Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 (1) in place of Theorem 2.1.

Remark 3.4. Theorem 2.3 (2) implies the following bound

!E!°3‘°’7\S\2 i !E\ 512 p/> |EP?
klls kl ' kl ’

|S(E)| Z min

which improves Theorem 1.6 in the range |E| < min {p%,k?'553k8'755}.
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4 Incidence structures spanned by H,(F,)

As in the case of the special linear group, we define an incidence structure as follows. We say the
point (z,y) € F3 x F2 is incident to the matrix 6 € Hy(F,) if 0y = .

Theorem 4.1. Let € > 0. Let X C Hy(F,) and P = A x B C FS. Assume that all points in A
and B have the third coordinate non-zero, and for each (y,z) € Fp, we have |my3 (y,2) N B| < p'~,

then the number of incidences between X and P satisfies

2| P3| X7
2 2 P
p3

‘I(P,X) - M' <

We now turn our attention to proving Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. By repeating the argument as in the case of SLy(FF,), we have

Z 1€m:y 3 Z Z 6:[/—1’))

(z,y)EP mEIE‘3 (z,y)€EP,
feX

oeX
Plx) 1
=Tt 2 ) x(m(By—a)

meF3\{(0,0,0)} (z,y)EP,
feX
_IPx|

s Z ZP mHt

m;ﬁ(O 0,0) 0eX

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

> Pemgmy<ixp( 3 X Ploma'mi)P(-ma,6'ms)

0e X m+#(0,0,0) 0€H (Fp) m1,ma27#(0,0,0)
‘We now observe

S Y Poma.6'mi)P(—m, 6tmy)

GGHl(FP) m1,ma#(0,0,0)

2 Z Z Z P(z1,y1) P22, y2)x (—maz1 + 0'myyr) x(maxs — 0°mays)
0 m1,ma#(0,0,0) (z1,y1),(x2,y2)

mi,m2  m;=(0,0,0),m2#(0,0,0) m17£(0,0,0),m2=(0,0,0) mi1=m2=(0,0,0)
=1—-I1I—-1IT-1V.

We now estimate each term separately.

Regarding IV, it is clear that it is equal to |P|?/p?. The terms I and III are the same, and we

can see that \P\
IS S S Pl a)x(ma(as — 00m)).

6 m27#(0,0,0) (w2,y2)
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which can be written as

’P’P—lz ’P’Z 3 L

0 (mg,yz)eP,mQ=9y2 (z2,y2)EP,x2#£0y2

So, —I1 < “;—9|2. Regarding I,

P2 Z Z Z P(z1,y1)P(x2,y2)x(m1(0y1 — z1))x(ma2(Oy2 — 22))

0 m17m2€F3 ($17y1) ($27y2)

P Z Z P(z1,y1) P (22, y2) Loy, =1 Loyo=a»-

0 (z1,91),(z2,y2)

To proceed further, we need to count the number of quadruples (z,y, 2) € B, (z/,v/,2') € A, (u,v,w) €
B, (v/,v',w") € Asuch that there exists § = [a,b,c] € H;(F,) and 0(x,y, z) = (2, ¢/, ), 0(u,v,w) =

(u 0" w').
For such quadruples, one has

yw' + 20" = y'w + v, 2(u —u) +w(x —2) = alvy —wy), 2= w=1u.

From here, as in the case of the special linear group, we need to make use of a number of preliminary

lemmas, which will be proved later.

Proposition 4.2. Given A, B C IF?,, let N be the number of quadruples (x,y,z) € A, (2',y,2') €
B, (u,v,w) € A, (v/,v',w'") € B such that

yw' + 20 = y/w + vz', z = z',w =w'.
Suppose in addition that for each (y,z) € Fy, we have Tog (y,2) N A and 753 (y,2) N B are of sizes

at most p'=¢, then we have

Al?|B|? iy
< AFIBE +p*7*|A||B|.

Proposition 4.3. Given A, B C Fg, let N’ be the number of quadruples (v,y,z) € B, (2',y',7') €
A, (u,v,w) € B, (v ,v',w'") € A such that

/ / / / / / / / / /
yw + 20 =yw+v, ve—wy=0, 2u 2w —Zu—zw=0 w=w, z=2.

Then N’ < p|A||B|.

Lemma 4.4. Given (x,y,2),(2',y,2"), (u,v,w), (v, v, w'") in Fg with w # 0, z # 0, and yw' +
2" = y'w+ 2'v. Let N” be the number of matrices 0 = [a,b, c] € H;(F,) such that

0(z,y,z) = (2, )
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and

O(u,v,w) = (u', v, w).
o Ifvz—wy+#0, then N" =1.
o I[fvz—wy=0 and z(v' —u) = w(x —2'), then N” = p.

o I[fvz—wy=0 and z(v' —u) # w(x —2'), then N = 0.

So, combining Propositions 4.2, 4.3, and Lemma 4.4 gives

P
1< IPF 3| +p* | P).
p

In other words,
1
I—11-1I1 -1V < — - p*~|P|,
p

and PllX
1P, x) - XN o e pt .
p

This completes the proof. ]

The rest of this section is devoted to prove Propositions 4.2, 4.3, and Lemma 4.4.
We first start with Propositions 4.3 and 4.4, since they are much elementary.
Proof of Proposition 4.3. By fixing (z,y,2) € A and (u/,v',w") € B, then y and v are determined

uniquely by

/ / / / / / / /
yw + 20 =yw+v, vz—wy =0, 20 +a2w —2u—zw=0.

With each u € F),, 2’ is determined uniquely. Thus, N’ < p|A||B|. O

Proof of Lemma 4.4. A direct computation shows that

Note that z(u' — u) + w(z — 2’) = a(vz — wy). If vz —wy # 0, then

z(u —u) +w(x — x’)‘

v — Wy

For such a, c is determined uniquely.
If vz —wy =0 and z(u' — u) = w(z — 2’), there are p such matrices 6.

If vz —wy =0 and z(u' — u) # w(z — 2'), there is no such matrix 6. O

We now move to the proof of Proposition 4.2.

By repeating the proof of [10, Theorem 2.1], the following weighted version can be obtained.
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Lemma 4.5. Let U,V be two sets in Ff,, and F: U —- N, G: V — N. Define

M = Z F(u)G(v).
uEUﬂ%V

Then we have

R e e <Z |F<u>|2> E <Z |G(v)|2> y

p uelU veV

In our setting, we partition the set A into Ay and the set B into By, for A € F,, such that any

two points in Ay have the same last coordinate which is equal to A\, and the same applies to B).
Recall ma3: IF'?, — IFI% be the projection onto the two last coordinates.

For A\ C 3, we define Ay = ma3(Ay) . For each x € Ay C F3, define f(z) = Tog () N Aj.

For By C IF3, we define By = ma3(B)) . For each x € By, define g(x) = Tos () N By.

Let Ny g be the number of quadruples (a,a’,b,b’) € Ay x By x Ag x Bg such that a -0 = d - b,

counted with multiplicity, i.e.

Nag= Y. fla)gla)f®b)g®)

a,b,a’ b’ : a-b’=a’-b

We want to bound Ny g from above. The next result will be proved by using the above lemma.

Lemma 4.6. For fized \, 3, we have

Nag < 11) SMor@ | { D @ DX ew | | DD 9w
yeBs

zEAN T€Ag yEB)

V]
V]
(SIS
]

+p| D If@)P @) > o) > o)

€Ay z€As yEBy yE€Bg

Proof. To prove this lemma, we first enlarge the set Ay, Ag, By, and Bg. More precisely, define
U= {t(a,d'): a € Ay, d’ € By, t # 0},

and

V ={t(b,b'): be Ag, b € Bg, t+#0}.

Also define
F(t(a,d')) = fla)g(d’), G(t(b,b)) = f(b)g(t')

for all t(a,a’) € U and t(b,0') € V.

If (a,a’,b,b') € A\ x By x Ag x Bg such that a - = a b, then

(a’ a/) ’ (_b/’ b) =0,

31



which implies

t(a,a") - t'(=V,b) =0
for all ,t" # 0.

Therefore,

where

uwelU,veV,u-v=0

Applying Lemma 4.5 gives us

Nys S% Sor@ | D @D e 9(y)
mEA_B

V]
V]

(NI
(NI

+p| D f@)? > @) > o) > g
$EA_>\ xeA_5 Bs

This completes the proof. O

Using this lemma, we take the sum over all pairs (A, ), and obtain

2 2
v < 4B Sor@? ) D ew? ),

p x€F2 y€F2
by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

The trivial upper bound that f(z),g(y) < p gives

|AP?|BJ”

Al*|B
N +p°| Al B].

1—e

If we assume in addition that either max, f(z) < p'~¢ or max, g(z) < p'~¢, then

Al?| B2
N < % 5 |A||BI.

This completes the proof. [J

5 Proof of Theorem 1.7

With Theorem 4.1 in hand, one can prove Theorem 1.7 easily. To see this, we set B = E and
A = X(FE). We now estimate the number of incidences between A x B and X. It is clear that
I(Ax B, X) = |X||B|. Applying Theorem 4.1 on the number of incidences between A x B and X,

we obtain

[AlIBIIXT | s !

I(Ax B,X) < Sk p 2 |X]2|Al2| B2
p
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Putting the lower and upper bounds together and solving the inequality give us the desired bound.
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