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Abstract

The closure M#l and the extension ./\//Tm of the Maiorana—McFarland class M,,, in m =
2n variables relative to the extended-affine equivalence and the bent function construction
f®Indy are considered, where U is an affine subspace of FJ" of dimension m /2. We obtain
an explicit formula for \./T/l\m] and an upper bound for ].K/l\ﬁ\ Asymptotically tight bounds
for ]M#L\ are proved as well, for instance, \M?\ ~ 277865 Metric properties of M,, and
M, are also investigated. We find the number of all closest bent functions to the set M,,
and provide an upper bound of the same number for M. The average number FE(M,,) of
m/2-dimensional affine subspaces of F4" such that a function from M,, is affine on each of
them is calculated. We obtain that similarly defined E(M) satisfies E(M) < E(M,y)
and E(MZ,) = E(M,,) — o(1).

Keywords: Bent functions, the Maiorana—McFarland class, minimum distance, affinity,
affine equivalence, subspaces.

1 Introduction

Bent functions are Boolean functions having interesting applications in cryp-
tography, coding theory, algebra, etc. They are maximal nonlinear Boolean func-
tions in an even number of variables. Many books such as [1H5] are dedicated to
them or contain information on them; some problems from student olympiads are
dedicated to them as well [6]. The investigations of bent functions were started
in the 1960s both in the USA and the USSR [1], the term appeared in [7]. At the
same time, there are many open problems in this area. For instance, the number
of all bent functions in m = 2n variables is unknown if m > 10.

There are important primary subclasses of bent functions such as the
Maiorana-McFarland class M,, [§] containing bent functions

f(x,y) = (o, 7(y)) © oy), =,y € Fy,

where 7 is a permutation on F} and ¢ : F7 — F,. Also, there are two most
famous secondary constructions that can generate additional bent functions using
some given class /C.
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e The extended-affine equivalence, which generates K containing all f(xA®

a) @ h(x) for each f € K in m variables, invertible m x m matrix A over F,,
a € FJ" and affine h : FJ' — [F,.

e The construction from [9], which generates K containing

f @ Indy (1)

for each f € K in m variables and F-dimensional affine subspace U C Fy’
such that f is affine on U.

However, the cardinalities of K7, K and K# = l@ are unknown for most of signifi-
cant classes, and the calculation of them looks unfeasible. This work demonstrates
that at least for M,, we can make progress in this direction. We obtain the exact
value of | M,,|, prove asymptotically tight bounds for | M7 | and propose an upper
bound for \J\//Tﬁi\, for instance,

C@2m=1) (221 =) :
M) = g Ml = o2%)), )
Mol = (552" + D Mol 4 0( 1M )

and |[M#| < (52 4 30)|MZ%| for m > 10. Note that the proved estimations are
much more precise than the trivial

IMFE| < (2™ =20 ... - (2™ — 2™ 1) | M,,| and

M| <252 +1) ... (2F + 1) M,
that follows from [10]. The class M,, is very important due to the simplicity of its

functions. Its cardinality 92%9%1 was often used as a lower bound for the number
of all bent functions prior to work [I1]. The class M7 is called the completed
Maiorana—McFarland class. A natural question addressed to constructions is to
generate bent functions outside M7 see, for instance, [I2-19]. There is the D
class [12] constructed using (1) and f from a subset of M,,, i.e. D C M. In
addition, there are other approaches to the obtained results.

First, all bent functions N'(f) that are generated using the construction ()
and some given bent function f in m variables are exactly all bent functions at the
Hamming distance 22 from f [20]. It is the minimum possible distance between
two bent functions. Moreover, N'(f) are all closest bent functions to f € M.
We can define the set N (M,,) as

NMu) = | N\ My = My \ M,,

feMy,



that consists of all closest bent functions to the set M,,. Similarly, we determine
N (M) = M#\ M# which is the set of all closest bent functions to M7 Their

cardinalities are
M| = IN(M)] + [My] and [ME| = [N (ME)] + |ME].

Thus, we also find the exact value of |[N'(M,,)| and the upper bound for [N (M#)],
which are interesting metric properties of M., and M.

Secondly, any function f € M,, is constructed as the concatenation of 2%
affine functions = € IFQ% = (m(y),z) & v(y) which are distinct up to adding a
constant, i.e. f is affine on the affine subspaces [, X {y} of F}', where y € F; 2A
natural combinatorial problem arises: what is the number of such 5- dlmensmnal
affine subspaces of F4" in total? According to (), the answer is |[N'(f)|. Note that
2 is the maximum possible dimension of such subspaces, see, for instance, [3]. In

2
this work, we obtain the expected value E(Mm) of IN'(f)] for a random f € M,,:

E(M IN(f

feM

Similarly, we determine E(MZ¥) for f € M7 We obtain the exact value of
E(M,,), which can be also expressed as

B(M,) = Dgm gz 170 i o(1), (4)
3 21

and prove that E(M#) < E(M,,) (their difference is negligible) allowing us to
estimate \M#\ Taking into account the principle of constructing f € M,,, we
can make the assumption that F(K) < E(M,,) for any sufficiently large K.

The outline. In Sections 2, necessary definitions are given. Section [3 contains
the criterion from [21] for describing N (f) for f € M,,. We rewrite it in a more
convenient form for this work (SectionB.1], Theorem ) and point out a simple sub-
case generating most of the bent functions from N (M,,) (SectionB.2, Theorem2]).
Section l studies intersections of N'(f) and N (g) for f, g € M,, (Theorem B)), its
results are used for the calculation of |N'(M,,)| and are important in the context
of the mentioned subcase.

In Section [, the explicit formula for F(M,,) is proved (Theorem @) as well
as some properties of this number (Corollaries [}, 2 and ), see, for instance (4)).
Next, we give the explicit formula for [N (M,,)| in Section [ (Theorem [). Its
asymptotic and some estimations are also given (Corollaries [ and [). The results
imply the expression (3) for |M,,| (Remark B).

In Section [, we move to the M7 class and prove some of its properties
(Lemma B and Corollary ). Section B proves the bounds for |[M7| (Theorem [,
Corollary B and Proposition [@) that can be transformed to (2)). For instance,
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IMZ| ~ 277865 (see Table M) that was estimated as at most 28138 in [22]. Sec-
tion [@ contains an upper bound for [N (MZ)| obtained from E(M?). The main
result here is E(M#) < E(M,,) for m > 10 and E(M#) = E(M,,) — o(1)
(Theorem [7]). This implies the mentioned bound for \ﬁ/l\ﬁ (Corollary @ and Re-
mark [6]).

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Boolean functions

Let Fy = {(21,...,2,) : 21,...,2, € Fy} be the vector space over the field
IF, consisting of two elements, the addition be denoted by @ and (z,y) = x1y1 ®
B xpYp, v,y € Y.

A (vectorial) Boolean function in n variables is f : F} — F, (F : F} —
F7'), Indg is the characteristic Boolean function of a set S C Fy. The Hamming
distance between f,g : F§ — TF, is equal to the number of x € F} such that
fz) # g(x).

F : Fy — F5 is called linear if F(x @ y) = F(z) & F(y) for all z,y € Fy. It
can be represented as x +— x A for some matrix A over F, of size n x m. By adding
a constant from F4' to linear functions, we get the set of all affine functions.

Functions f,g € Fy — F, are EA-equivalent if g = fo A@ h, ie. g(x) =
f(A(z)) ® h(z) for all z € Fy, where A : F§ — Fj is affine and invertible,
h:Fy — F, is affine.

2.2 Subspaces and restrictions

A linear subspace of Fy is a nonempty L C [y such that x,y € L implies
r®y €L Theset U=a@®L={a®x:xec L} is called an affine subspace of
F2, where a € F5. Also, [U] = L = a® U. Their dimensions are dim L = log, | L|
and dim U = log, |U|. The set of all k-dimensional affine (linear) subspaces of Fj
is denoted by A, . ([Anx]). The orthogonal L* to L € [A,x] is {y € F : (z,y) =
0 for all z € L} and belongs to [A, ,—1]. The cardinality of [A,, ] is

Sk_’ﬁ2n—22 (20 — 1) ... (20 1)

n_z‘:o2k_2i: (28 —1)-...- (21 = 1) (5)

for 0 < k < n and 0 otherwise, | A, x| = 2" *S".

A restriction of F' : Fy — F5' to S C F} is denoted by Fl|s. A function
H : U — FJ' is affine (linear), it H = F|y for some affine (linear) F' and U is
an affine (linear) subspace of F§. We will also say that F' is affine on U if F|y is
affine.



2.3 Indices and information coordinates

Let I = {i1,... ik}, where 1 < i3 < is < ... < i < n. The following
notations for x € F} and y € F5 are used:

e I = (xil,...,xik) - ]FIS,

o yl =2 € FY, where 2;, = y1,...,2;, =yrand z; =0 for j ¢ I, ie. (y)); =y
holds.

Also, T = {1,...,n} \ I. For H : F} — F% we denote by H'! the function
z — H(x)! and the same for 77, where m : F§ — F2. If I = {i}, m; = 77 will be
also used.

The set [ is called an information set of L € A, if

{(zi,...,x;,):x €L} =T%

One can find some [ for any L € A, using Gaussian elimination for its basis
matrix. It is well known that [ is an information set of L <= T is an information
set of [L]*. One more of its important properties is that any coset of [L] can be
uniquely determined as ol ® L, where a € Fg"k :

Hereinafter, 7 is some arbitrary fixed mapping that for any L € A, 1, 0 < k <
n, gives us its information set I = Z(L). We need it only to choose information
sets deterministically.

2.4 Bent functions and the Maiorana—McFarland class

A function f : F3" — T, is a bent function if it is at the maximum possible
Hamming distance from the set of all affine Boolean functions in 2n variables;
they form the set Bs,. Though m = 2n is used in the introduction (which makes
the dependence of the estimates on the number of variables more clear), we use
bent functions in 2n variables elsewhere.

The Maitorana—McFarland class M, consists of

fro(z,y) = (2, 7(y)) © 0(y),

where 7 : F§ — 4 is invertible and ¢ : F§ — F,. All such functions are bent
functions. Let us denote by P, the set of all invertible 7 : Fy — Fy and define for
each m € P,

Lip(m)={U€c A, ) :n(U)=A{n(z): 2 €U} € A1}

Also, I';, = Fy x {0 € F3}. We note that any fr, € My, is affine on each
coset of T',,.

The completed Maiorana—McFarland class Mﬁn is the closure of My, with
respect to EA-equivalence. In fact, we can consider only linear transformations
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of coordinates since f(z @ a) ® h(z) € My, for any f € May,, a € F3" and
affine h : F3" — F,. The set of all bent functions Ba, is closed with respect to
EA-equivalence.

3 The closest bent functions to a given bent function

It is known |20, Corollary 3| that all bent functions at the minimum possible
distance 2" from a given f € By, can be generated using the construction ().

Proposition 1 (see [20]). Let f € By, and U C F3", |U| = 2". Then f & Indy €
BQn — Ue AQn,n and f|U is aﬁine.

In the case of f € an there always exists a bent function at the distance 2"
from f, i.e. we can define the set

N(f)={f@®Indy : U € Ay,,, and f|y is affine } (6)

and refer to it as the set of all closest bent functions to f. Similarly,

N(EK)=[JNH\K (7)

fex

is the set of all closest bent functions to the class K, where K is either Moy,
or M . Also, [N (Ma,)| and [N (MZ)] are directly connected with [Ma,| and
M3,

(Mon| = [N (May)| + Moy, [ME| = IN(ME)| + |ME|

since f @ Indr, € My, for any f € May,.

3.1 The case of f € My,

The criterion |21, Theorem 3| describes N'(f) for any f € Mas,. We provide
it swapping x and y. Also, (M) is the linear span of the rows of a matrix M over
IF,.

Proposition 2 (see [21]). Let fr, € M, and U = (a,b) & (M) for a,b € [}
and M over Iy represented as
T S
v=(3 7). )

where S and P of size k x n and (n — k) x n have full rank, 0 < k <n and T s
arbitrary of size k x n. Then fr , ® Indy € By, <= the following conditions
are satisfied:



1. w(b&® (S)) = n(b) ® (P)",
2. u € F5 v (uT @ a, m(uS © b)) ® o(uS ® b) is affine.

Let us describe a construction allowing us to represent any U € Ay, in the
unique way.

Proposition 3. Any U € Ay, can be uniquely expressed as
UL, R, H) = {(H"")(y) & 2,y) 1y € L,z € R},

where L € Apg, R € [Annt], and H : L — F% is affine, k € {0,...,n}.
Moreover, UE(L, R, H) is linear <= L and H are linear. Also, [UX(L, R, H)]N
I'y=R.

Proof. First of all, UZ(L, R, H) € Ag,,. Indeed, let L' = [L], b € L and I =
T(R‘), ie. I is some information set of R. By definition, there exist linear A :
F3 — F% and a € F% such that H = A|; @ a. Thus,

UNL,R, H)={(Aboy)@d ®zbdy):ye L,z € R}
= (A @d b)) @U (L', R, A). (9)

U' =ULL' R, A) € [Ag,,) holds since L', R, Ay are linear and |U’| = 24mL .
2dimft — 9n - Also, U’ NT,, = R. The equality (@) gives us 2n-dmft . gn-dml _ 9n
cosets of U" which are distinct for distinct (a,b@® L').

The representation is unique. Indeed, distinct (L', R) generate distinct U’.
Also, if A(y) # A'(y) for some y € L', then the cosets Al(y) ® R and A% (y) ® R
are distinct due to the choice of I. This implies U (L, R, A) # U (L', R, A").

Hence, we only need to prove that any U’ € [Ag,,] can be represented in this
way. Let us choose a basis matrix M of U in the form (R)) that can be obtained, for
instance, from the reduced row echelon form after Gaussian elimination. Moreover,
Gaussian elimination can transform 7' to W without changing P and S, where
W is a matrix of size k x k and I = Z((P)"). This means that

U = {(uW) @vPuS):ueFyveFi*}
= (V)W) @ 2,y) 1y € (S), 2 € (P)}, (10)

where V' : y + u such that uS = y. Since V is linear, U = UL ((S), (P), W o
V). []

Next, we rewrite the criterion in terms of Proposition Bl

Theorem 1. Let f,, € Moy, Then N(fr,) consists of all fr, &
Indu%(L[F(L)]L,H), where

1. L € Ly(m) for 0 < k <mn,



2. both H : L — F5 and v € L — (H(z),71(z)) ® o(z) are affine, I =
Z([w(L)))-
Distinct (L, H) correspond to distinct bent functions.
Proof. According to Proposition B, we can represent any U € Ay, , as U =
UL(b® L, R, H), where L € [A, ] and R € [A,,,_1] whose basis matrices are S
and P, and H(x) = A ® c for some matrix A of size n x k. Since x € b&® L can

be represented as b@uS and z € R as vP, where u € F5, v € ]Fg’k, each element
of U can be represented as

(H'(uS @ b) ® vP,uS ®b) = (uS ®b)A® ¢)! ® vP,b® uS)
= (AT o b) @ (u(SA) @ vPuS), ue T, veFy*

Therefore, one of basis matrices of U is

)

The first condition of Proposition 2l gives us that b @ L € L(w) and R = [x(b &
L)]*. The second condition is the affinity of

u € Fy = (u(SA)Y @ (bAD ), m(uS © b)) & p(uS © b)
= (H'(uS ®b), 7(uS @ b)) ® p(uS ® b)

which is equivalent to the affinity of the function z € b L — (H(x), 7(x))Do(x)
due to Hf =0 fori € I. O]

For shortness, we will denote any bent function from N (f: ) or N'(May,) by
L.H

= Wwhich is equal to

fro(x,y) @ Indr(y) - Ind grirwn e (©), (11)

where L and H satisfy the conditions of Theorem [Il. Though H is not defined on
F2\ L, Indz(y) = 0 for any y ¢ L.

We also note that the properties of m € P, related to its Ly(m) were studied,
for instance, in [23-26].

3.2 The most important special cases

Let us pay attention to the most important special cases of Theorem [Il We
start with one described in [21], Corollary 2| that gives us the lower bound /s, for

N (frp)l-
Proposition 4 (see [21]). Let fr, € May,. Then |N(fry) N May| = lay,, where
oy, = 227127 Moreover, WLf € My, < dim L <1, where ﬁf e N(fry),

see (I1).



One more description of N(f) N My, for f € My, can be found in [10),
Proposition 10|. We also note that this bound is accurate for some n [211,27].

Finally, we consider the case of dim L = 2 which generates most of the bent
functions from N(May,), see Sections Bl and [6l Let us recall the following well-
known property.

Lemma 1. Let H : L — U, where L and U are affine subspaces of Fy and
F5, dim L = 2 and dimU < 2. Then H is affine <= @ ., H(z) = 0. Any
invertible H is affine.

zeL

Theorem 2. Let f;, € My, and L € Ly(m). Let a,b,c € L such that 7T[( )
(0,1), m1(b) = (1,0) and mw;(c) = (1,1), where I = Z([x(L)]). Then

N(fe)
1. H(a),H(b), Hi(c) are arbitrary 5 bits,
2. Hy(c) = Ha(a) ® Hi(b) ® Hi(c) ® )_,cp p(2),
3. Ha®b®c)=H(a)® H(b) ® H(c).

These give us N (frp)| = b + 29| La(m).

ﬁ@ <

Proof. We only need to check the second condition of Theorem [l Let H : L — [F3
is arbitrary. According to Lemma [, the function = € L — (H(x), 7(z)) ® v(x)
is affine <=

0=EP (H(z),m(x) =P v(2) ® H(a) & Hi(b) & Hy(c) & Hy(c).
zel zel

This is satisfied <= the second point is true. At the same time, the third point

Ha®bdc)=H(a)® H(b) ® H(c) is satisfied <= H is affine. O

4 Intersections of N(f) and N(g) for f,g € My,

The calculation of the cardinalities of Mo, and A (M) requires information
related to intersections of N(f) and N (g) for f,g € May,. This is the most
technically complex section, but it contains, however, a briefly formulated result
(see Remark [M) which will be used only in Section [6. We start with the following
lemma.

Lemma 2. Let f11, L,g e N(My,) and fL1 = ff/(g . Then L = L', w|pp [, =

™

m'|go\r and @|pnr, = ¢ |rovz. Also, dim L > 3 implies (7, o, H) = (7', ', H').

Proof. Since f#,f, 7{72’5 ¢ Mo, Proposition @ claims that dim L > 2 and
dim L' > 2. Let I =Z([r(L)]) and J = Z([7'(L’)]) Then (1)) gives us that



(z,7(y)) © ¢(y) © Indr(y) Indgr ey (T) =
(z,7'(y)) ® ¢'(y) ® Ind(y) Ind oo (e (). (12)

Let us fix some y € Fy. The function on the left is affine <= y € L. Indeed,

dim[r(L)]* = n—dim7(L) < n—2,i.e. Indyr(,)em(z)- cannot be affine. Similarly,

the function on the right is affine <= y € L’. Hence, (I2)) implies L = L.
Fixing some y € Fy \ L in (I2)), we obtain

(z,7(y)) ® o(y) = (z,7'(y)) ¢ '(y) for all x € Fy,

ie. 7T|IF72’\L = 7'('/‘[[?3\[/, @‘FQ\L = @/‘Fg\[/ and 7T(L) = W/(L/).
Let R = [r(L)]* and, again, fix some y € L in (I2):

(z, 7(y) ®7'(y)) © (y) ® ¢'(y) = Indgr(yer(z) ® Indgryer(x).  (13)

Suppose that it is satisfied for dim L > 2. The function on the left is affine. But
the function on the right is affine only if the cosets H!(y) ® R and H' (y) ® R
coincide for all y € L. Otherwise, the function on the right will take 1 exactly
gn—dim L+l on=1 times for some y € L, i.e. it cannot be affine. However, the
coincidence of the cosets for all y € L implies that the function on the left must
be identically zero for all y € L, i.e. # = 7’ and ¢ = ¢'. Finally, Theorem [II

guarantees that #f =+ #pH/ if H+# H'. ]

Thus, we only need to consider the case of Theorem [2

Lemma 3. Let L € A,», ¢ : L — F,, 0,0 : L — F3 be invertible and both
H:L—-Fadh:xec L (Hax),0(x)) ®px) be affine. Let us define
¢ L —TF, as

¢'(z) = p(z) ® (H(z),0(z) ® 0'(2)) & Ind(y()y (o' (2)) & 1,
x €L, and H : L — F3 in the following way:
1. H(z) = H(z) < o'(z) =0(z) forallz € L,
2. (H'(z) ® H(z),0'(z) ® o(z)) =0 for all z € L.

Then H' is uniquely determined and affine. Moreover, h' : x € L
(H'(z),0'(x)) @ ¢'(x) is affine as well.

Proof. Let 6(z) = o(z) @ o'(z) and T'(x) = H(x) ® H'(z), € L. According to
the conditions, T'(x) = 0 <= §(z) = 0 and (T'(x),d(z)) = 0 for all x € L.
Moreover, T is uniquely determined <= H’ is uniquely determined; and T is
affine <= H' is affine.

It is clear that T is uniquely determined. Indeed, for §(x) # 0 the equation
(u,6(x)) = 0, u € F3, has exactly two solutions {0,d(z)}+ and one of them is
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u = 0. It means that T'(z) must be equal to the nonzero solution due to T'(x) # 0
for this case. If (z) = 0, then T'(x) = 0 as well.
Let us show that T is affine. According to Lemma [Il we need to prove that

P 1) =o. (14)

zeL

Since o and ¢’ are invertible, they are affine due to Lemma [Il This means that ¢
is affine as their sum. Hence, either § is invertible or the number of solutions of
d(x) = b is even for any b € F3.

If § is invertible, then 7" is invertible as well. Indeed, if 6(x) = 0, then T'(z) = 0.
Otherwise T'(x) is the only nonzero element of {0,(x)}*; they are distinct for
distinct §(z). Thus, T is affine due to Lemma [Il

If § is not invertible, then §(z) = b has an even number of solutions (or does
not have solutions). Also, if d(x1) = d(x2) = b, 1,29 € L, then T'(z1) = T'(x2)
and T'(z1) @ T'(x2) = 0 as well. Hence, (I4)) is satisfied.

Let us prove that the function A’ is affine. First, the equality

(H(z),6(x)) & (H'(x),0'(x)) = (H(x),0(x)) & (T'(x),0(z))
holds since both its parts are equal to (H(x),o(x)) & (H(x),0'(z)) &

(H'(x),0'(x)). Secondly, using ¢'(x) = ¢(x) ® (H(z),0(x)) ® Indgpy(d(x)) ® 1
and the equality above, we obtain that A'(x) ® 1 is equal to

(H'(x),0'(x)) © ¢(x) ® (H(x),0(x)) ® Ind() (d(z)) 1 & 1
= (H(z),0(2)) & p(z) ® (T'(x),0'(x)) & Ind}(5())
= h(z) ® (T(z),0'(z)) ® Indg) (d(x)).

Since h is affine, it is enough to prove that the function r : © € L ~—
(T'(x),0'(x)) © Indgpy(0(x)) is affine. According to Lemma [, r is affine <= it
takes 0 an even number of times. Let us calculate this number.

If 5(x) = 0, then T'(x) = 0 and r(x) = (T'(x),0'(x)) © Indgpy(0(x)) = 1,
which is not interesting for us.

Let d(x) # 0. Then T'(x) # 0 and Indy(0(x)) = 0, i.e. r(z) = (T'(x), o'(x)).
Note that

(T(x),0'(z)) = (T(x),0(x)) (15)

due to (T'(z),0(x)) = 0. Thus, (T'(x),0(z)) =0 <= (T'(z),0'(z)) =0 . But
the equation (T'(z),y) = 0 has exactly two solutions: some nonzero y € F3 and
0. Since o(x) # o'(x) in this case, either (o(z) = y, o'(z) = 0) or (o(x) = 0,
o'(x) = y). Moreover, we cannot have more than two such x since o and o’ are
invertible.

Let o(z) = y and o'(x) = 0. Since o and ¢’ are invertible, there always exists
an additional 2’ € L, 2’ # x, such that o(2’) = 0 and o'(2’) # 0, i.e. 6(a’) # 0.
We can use (IH) for 2’ and obtain r(z') = (T'(2'), o’(2")) = 0.
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If o(x) =0 and o'(z) = y, we immediately obtain some z’ # x with o'(2') =
0 # o(2), i.e. §(2') # 0 and r(2') = 0.

Thus, either there are exactly two x,2" € L such that r(z) = r(z') = 0 or
r(x) = 1. Consequently,  and h' are affine. O

Let us union the proved properties into one theorem.

Theorem 3. Let f1I' € N (My,) and I =Z([x(L)]). Then
1. The case of dim L < 1 is impossible.

2. Ifdim L = 2, fﬁcpH € N(fw.p) for exactly 24 distinct fr € May,. More-

L,H_fL’,H’ s

over, fri' = Joy

(a) L'=1L, 7T'|F3\L = W‘FQ\L and <P'|F3\L = 80|IF3\L;

(b) | and H' : L — T3 are uniquely determined as

©'(y) = ¢(y) ® (H(y), m1(y) © 71(y)) © Ind iz (7'(y)) © 1,

(H'(y) ® H(y), m1(y) ® 7(y)) =0
and H'(y) = H(y) <= 7'(y) = 7(y).

3. [fdlmLZ?); ﬁfé/\/’(fﬁ/,@/) <> 7'(':7'('/ andgp:gp’_

Proof. The first point follows from Proposition 4. Due to Lemma[2], the third point
is satisfied and WLf = fﬁg requires L = L', '|gsp = 7|pp\r and @'lpnp =
lrp
Let us prove the case of dim L. = 2. According to the proof of Lemma 2,
L,H' : .
ﬁ’f = fu'p» Where mlgo\z = o p and @'[pe\ . = olpp . <= ([[3) is satisfied

for any y € L:

(@, 7(y) @ 7' (y)) ® o(y) ® ¢'(y) = Indpar(r) © Indgrer(r),  (16)

where R = [r(L)]* = [7/(L)]* and the second condition of Theorem [is satisfied
for affine H' : L — T3.

Next, let us choose any possible 7’| . We note that the coincidence of the cosets
from the indicators implies that H(y) = H'(y) since I is some information set of
R, see Section 2l Assuming that (I6)) is satisfied, H(y) = H'(y) implies 7(y) =
m'(y) and p(y) = ¢'(y), where y is some element of L. Moreover, n(y) = 7'(y)
implies H(y) = H'(y) due to dim R = n — 2. The formulas from the condition
provide the same since [ is an information set of 7(L).

Let us consider y € L such that n(y) # 7'(y), i.e. H(y) # H'(y) is also
required. First, we point out that m(y) ® 7'(y) € [w(L)]. Secondly, the choice of

12



I provides that any = € F} can be uniquely represented as z! @ 2/, where 2’ € R
and z € [F3. Thus,

(z,m(y) @7 (y)) = (' @', m(y) &' (y)) =
(' m(y) @' (y)) &0 = (z,m(y) ® mr(y)).

Similarly, Ind g1 (y)er(2) transforms to Indyz ) (2). Consequently, (I6) is equiva-
lent to

(z.mi(y) @ 71(y)) ® @(y) © ¢'(y) = Indyry). )y (2),
where z € F3. Since (2, 77(y) ® 7 (y)) ® ¢(y) = 1 has exactly two solutions, (1G]
is satisfied <= these solutions are z = H(y) and z = H'(y), i.e. (I0]) transforms
to
(H(y), mi(y) @ 71(y) ©(y) © ¢'(y) =1,
(H'(y), m1(y) @ m1(y) © (y) © ¢'(y) = 1.

This system is equivalent to the following:

{<H<y> @ H'(y), m1(y) ® mh(y)) = 0,
o' (y) = (y) @ (H(y), m1(y) ® 7)(y)) ® 1.
)

Since H(y) # H'(y) and 7(y) # 7'(y) in this case, the formulas from the state-
ment of the theorem are obtained.

At the same time, we still need to prove that H' is uniquely determined and
ff,’g,l belongs to N (fr ), i.e. the obtained H' satisfies the second condition
of Theorem [ However, all conditions of Lemma [ are satisfied for ¢ = 7|,
o' = n}|p and H. Moreover, 7(y) = n'(y) <= o(y) = o'(y) due to the
choice of I, where y € L. Hence, Lemma [ gives us that both H' and y
L— (H'(y), 7' (y)) @& ¢'(y) are affine and H’ is uniquely determined, i.e. fL H,l €
N (faror) by Theorem [l Since we choose any 7'|p with 7'|ps\ 1 = 7|ps\ 1 and then

uniquely determine ¢’ and H’, there are exactly 4! = 24 distinct fr  such that

75,’95 € N(fﬂ’,@’)' -
Remark 1. Theorem [3] constructs all fﬁ’g/ that are equal to some given #wH S
N(May,) using L' = L of dimension 2 and all 24 distinct 7" such that 7’|y =

T|ps\r - After that the given formulas uniquely determine ¢’ and H'.

5 The expected value of |N(f)| for f € My,

Let us introduce

E(Ma) = —— 3 IN()

‘M27’L‘ fEMQH
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which is the expected value of the number of U € Ajg,, such that a random
f € My, is affine on U. We also need to define

o = 20 (SER24 (2" — 2y 1/2n, (17)

The most important values are

22n—3 1
= i > 18
2= 3=t ot om 1" (18)
5 2n(2n — 1)(2" — 2)(2" — 4

TRIE -y - - -7 " "

Let us start with auxiliary properties.

5.1 Auxiliary results

The following result related to the expected value of |Ly(m)| for 7 € P, was
proved in [26], Proposition 5|. For completeness, we give it with the proof which
is not difficult.

Lemma 4 (see [20]). Let 0 < k <n. Then

> 1Lk(m)] = 2" po.

TeP,

Proof. Let 6, =11if n(L) € A, and 0 otherwise, where 7 € P, and L € A, .
Let us rewrite the sum above in the following way:

S 1@ = Y b= Y Y6

TEP, wE€P, LEA, i LeA, , 7€P,

= Y HrePu:a(L) € A}l (20)

LeA, i

Let us choose any L € A, and calculate the number of distinct m € P, such
that 7(L) € A, ;. First, we can choose any k-dimensional affine subspace of Fy as
7(L). The same 7 cannot have distinct (L), i.e. we can choose (L) in 2" *S*
ways. Secondly, 7|z can be chosen in |r(L)|! = 2%! ways since 7(L) is already
defined. Each such 7|y, can be extended to the whole F} in (2" — 2%)! ways since
n(F3 \ L) = Fy \ w(L). Finally, taking into account that the initial L can be
chosen in 2""*S* ways and (20), we obtain that

> IL(m)| =2k SEark s 2k (2 — 2R,

TeP,

This completes the proof. O
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A quite easy one is |20, Proposition 7|, we provide it in a little bit simplified
form.

Lemma 5 (see [20]). It holds that pnj > pny1k, where n > k. Also,
In addition to properties of permutations, we prove the one related to the
second condition of Theorem [II

Lemma 6. Let 7 : L — IF’Q“ be invertible, where L € A, 1. Let the set H,, for
¢ : B2 — T, consist of all affine H : L — F5 such that the function x € L
(m(x), H(z)) ® p(x) is affine as well. Then

> My

p:Fo—T,

_ 22"72’“+(k+1)2

Proof. The sum from the statement of the lemma is equal to
92"-2" D plpiok, [Hrgl| since any [y can be extended to ¢ in 22"-2" ways.

Next,
O Magl= D D 0em=3 3. S

o|p:L—TF, o|lp:L—F, H H o|.:L—>TF,
where 6,y =1if z € L — (n(x), H(x)) ® ¢(x) is affine and 0 otherwise. Next,
it is not difficult to see that for each fixed pair m, H the restriction d, g = 1 is
satisfied exactly for 2! distinct |y since |z is defined up to its affine part. The
number of distinct affine H : L — F} is 25" +F. O
5.2 The expression for E(Ms,)
Now we are ready to find the expression for E(Mas,).
Theorem 4. E(Mas,) = Loy + > 1o ok - (k+1)? 2"

Proof. Theorem [I] gives us that

N (fro)| = > Mol (21)
LeLly(m)

k=0

where 7, = mz(x1)) and Hr,, is defined in Lemma @ (LG) according to the
second condition of Theorem [Il. Thus,

DD Magl= > D [Haul

fro€Man LELy(T) 7€P, :F3—=Fy LeLly(m)

=2 > > [l

mE€P, Lely(r) p:Fy—TF,

15



m P 28 Pra - 29 Zk 3 Pk 2(k+1)272k
8 | 17.902098 012 17.9020979020979034
10 | 9.355732  0.0032743174336464 | 9.3590067076487955
12 | 7.203453  0.0000071066250978 | 7.2034599713804699
14 | 6.394514  0.0000000489712760 | 6.3945141111150132
16 | 6.040081 0.0000000005242934 | 6.0400809074314523
18 | 5.873799  0.0000000000068280 | 5.8737987726531991
20 | 5.793219  0.0000000000000976 | 5.7932190779699999
22 | 5.753549  0.0000000000000015 | 5.7535493917318199
24 | 5.733867  0.0000000000000000 | 5.7338671451801089

Table 1: The values for estimating F(Mas,) and [N (Ma,)]

IEZ Z 92" =2+ (k+1)?

TEP, LEﬂ]C )

:22"—2k (k+1)? Z ‘»Ck:( )‘

Hm nan 2_9k
= 22 2 '2(k’+1) 2 P

TeP,

k-

(22)

According to (21I)), kK = 0 and k& = 1 are the cases of Proposition @l generating
exactly o, bent functions from Mo,. Thus, (2I)) and (22) provide that E(Ma,,)

is equal to

3 IV (fr0)l
Frp€Man |M2n|

— 0y, +Z2’f“ =2 k.

We also note that k& = 2 is the case of Theorem [2]

The equality (I8)) implies the following.

Corollary 1. E(My,) = %2271 _ony 8 >
where n > 2. Rounded values of the last sum can be found in Table [1l

Corollary 2. E(My,) <
Proof. By Corollary M 3 5 +

Zk:?, 2(k:+1)

Corollary 3. E(My,) =

E(Ms,)

= Lo + 527" +

21

Proof. Let us note that

22271

2n 3
pn,k is less than 10, see Table [l and Lemma [0l
1002n
?2

176

2”73

— on 4 176
2" + 5

+0(1) or E(Ma,) = 20y, +

— 2" 429 forn > 5.

+ 2(n+1)2—2" + Zz;?l) 2<k+1)2_2kpn,k;

< 3 and 2+D*=2" < 16 if n > 5. The sum

]

+ o(1). It can also be written as
22n+ 176 —|—O(1)



since 2k 2" ig equal to 2° for k = 4, 2% for k = 5 and is less than 1 for k& > 6.
Thus, Lemma [ guarantees that

—_

3

2(k3+1)2_2kpn’,z€ = o(1). (23)
1
By Theorem @], the equality above, (I8)) and (I9), E(May,) is

i

n—1
lon+2pns+ Ppug+ Y20, ol
k=4
22n73 1 5
— 22n—|—1 _9n 25 T 28 Lo 1
TPyt p) 2 g e,

which is equal to 022" — 27 + 8 4+ 20 4 (1) as well as to all equalities from the
statement of the corollary. ]

Thus, a random f € Moa,, which is constructed using 2" distinct (up to
adding a constant) affine functions in n variables, is affine on approximately %Zgn
or 13—022” distinet U € Ay, ,,. Taking into account the lower bound [N (f)| > o,
(see Proposition @), the expected value of |N(f)| is asymptotically % times greater
than the minimum possible value of |[N(f)|. Indeed, there are bent functions
f € My, with IN(f)| = lo, + 0o({a,) [27]. Moreover, the bound /s, is accurate
for some n [21,27]. As we will show in Section [ the situation is exactly the same
for f € MZ due to E(ME) = E(Ma,) — o(1) (see Theorem [7).

Also, we point out that the number of variables here is m = 2n. Hence,
the construction (Il) for some random f € My, generates slightly more bent
functions than the trivial one that just adds to the given bent function one of 2271
affine functions. At the same time, it can be considered as a generalization of the
construction (I)) for affine subspaces of F3" of arbitrary dimension [12]. It would
be interesting to know how many bent functions this generalized construction
generates, since its properties are also connected with the affinity [28§].

6 The cardinalities of N (M,,) and Mo,

Here we find the explicit expressions for | N (M, )| and |M\2n| using the results
of Sections ] and [l

Theorem 5. |N(Ms)| =0 and for n > 2 the following holds:
4 - 2 gt
_ (2 Co(k+1)2-2
IN(Ma,)| = (Spn,ﬁ ;;:3 P -2 ) [Moay.

Moreover, the case of Theorem [ generates %pn72|/\/lgn| bent functions from

N(May,).
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o (Mo INMan)| M| |Ban
8 0 8 8

2

4 384 012 896 896
6 A 023299 o 931320 931326 . 932.337
8

~ 260.250 ~ 269.338 ~ 269.341 ~ 2106.291

Table 2: The cardinality of [N (May,)| and ‘M\Qn‘

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Theorem M, (21I]), Proposition @ and Theorem
give us that [N (May,)| is equal to

1 n
ﬂ Z Z |H7TL,SD‘+Z Z Z |H7TL7<P'

fﬂ,tpEMQTZ LE£2(7T) k=3 fﬂﬂtpEMzn Lely (7T)

Indeed, the functions generated in the case of k € {0,1} belong to May,. The
case of k > 3 generates the functions belonging to only one N (fr.,), see Theo-
rem [3l Finally, if £ = 2, each function is calculated exactly 24 times in the sum
Dt eMon 2ores(n) [ Hry |- The equality ([22) completes the proof. []

Corollary 4. w = Lo 4 1y L4 R stk 2,
where n > 2. See also Table[1.

Corollary 3. ‘N(MQTL)‘ - (11_82271 367)|M2n| + (|M2n|)
Proof. Since (23]) holds, Corollary @ and (I9) give us that

N (M) 22" 1 ¢ 2201 40
= =+ 2%, ="+ —+o(1
My 18 To T Zpmtoll) =g tgt o +oll)
that is exactly what we need. ]

Remark 2. Note that [N (May,)] > (522" + 38)[My,| for n > 2. Also, (522" +
5+ 53:—5)|May| bent functions can be generated using Theorem 2

Remark 3. Since \Mgn\ = [N (Ma,)| + |[May,|, Theorem B and Corollaries @, [l
give us expressions for |Ma,| as well. For instance, [May,| = (75227 4 230) | Moy |+

o(|Ma|).

Table @ provides |A'(Ma,)| and [Mo,| for small n. Interestingly, My = B,
My = B4 and almost half of bent functions from Bg belong to M.

7 An approach to describe /\/l;#n

To estimate the cardinalities of an and N (/\/l#n), we need a convenient
representation of an Let us start with the property detecting functions from
it, see, for instance, [29, Lemma 33]. It is also given in [9] in terms of derivatives.
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Lemma 7 (see [29]). A function f : F2" — F, belongs to M3 <= there exists
some U € [Agpnn] such that f is affine on each coset of U.

We introduce the following denotations.
o Let Uy,...,Usp, be all elements of [Ayy, ], Uy = I,

o Let My, consist of all f € By, which are affine on each coset of U;, 1 <17 <
Sy

According to Lemma, [7],
Son

M, =My, (24)
=1

Moreover, these sets are connected through affine equivalence.

Lemma 8. Let linear A : F3" — F3" be invertible and A~*(Uy) = U; for some 1,
1 <1< 83, Then

My, =M, 0 A={foA: fe My}
and N'(f)o A= N(foA). In particular, |My,| = |May,| for any i and |IN'(f)| =
N (foA).

Proof. 1t is clear that My, 0 A C My.. Indeed, any function from My, 0 A is affine
on each coset of U; since any f(A(x)) is affine on each coset of A71(U;) = U;
where f € May,. Similarly, any bent function f € My, o A1 is affine on each
coset of Uy, i.e. f can be represented in the following form:

f(z,y) = (z,0(y)) ®¥(y),

where z,y € Fy, 0 : Fy — F3 and ¢ : Fy — [F,. But it is well known that
f cannot be a bent function if ¢ is not invertible, see, for instance, [5]. Hence,
MUi — Mgn O A

Let U € Ay, and f € Mo, It is clear that f @ Indy € By, <= the
function

f(A(z)) ® Indy (A(z)) = f(A(r)) © Ind g1y () (25)
is a bent function. This implies N'(f o A) = N(f) o A. O

Thus, the following upper bound for [MZ | is correct:

Moreover, we will prove that it is asymptotically tight (Section B). This bound is
much more precise than the trivial

IMZ | < (220 —20) - .- (227 — 227 1) | My,
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We note that the functions belonging to only one of My, ..., My, will be

2n
mainly taken into account in Sections [8 and [ See, for instance, Propositions [3,
and Lemma [I0 that will allow us to omit other ones. Such functions are said

to have the unique M-subspace. The set of them for some f in 2n variables is
defined as
M(f)y={U;: fe My, 1 <i< S} }

They were investigated, for instance, in [19,30].
We will use the following criterion for detecting if f € My, N My, (equiva-
lently, U; € M(f)), which is the direct consequence of Theorem [II

Corollary 6. Let f;, € My, and U = UX(L, R, H), where L € [A,x], R €
(A k] and H : L — F% is linear. Then fro € My <= the following
conditions are satisfied:

1. Tlaer 1s affine and [n(a ® L)] = R for any a € FY,

2.x € a® L — (Had®zx),m(x)) @ () is affine for any a € Fy, where
I'=T([x(L)])-
Proof. Let a € F3 and b € F4. It is clear that any coset of U is represented
as {Hl(a®y) @b @ 2y) :y€ad®L,z€ R} Also,let & : 2 € a® L
(H(x @ a) @ b,m1(x)) @ ¢(z). According to Theorem [, fr, € My <= [r(a®
L)] = R*, and &, is affine for each a and b.
Let & be affine for each b. Then &, ® & is affine as well,

E(x) @ &o(x) = (b, mr(2)), v €ad L.

Hence, 77 is affine on a® L. But I is an information set of [r(a®L)] = [x(L)] = R*
and, therefore, of m(a®L) € A, ;. This means that y; = B(y;) forally € n(a®L),
where B : F§ — F3~% is some affine function. Consequently, 7|,z must be affine.

At the same time, the affinity of 7|,ez implies that & (x) is affine for each b
< & is affine. Thus, fr, € My <= [r(a® L)] = R*, and 7.1, & are
affine. ]

8 Bounds for |[MZ |

In this section we propose bounds for |./\/l§én| and prove that they are asymp-
totically tight. We start with the main advantage of Corollary [, which is the
possibility to construct all functions from My, N My for any U € Ay, .

Lemma 9. Let U € [Ag, ) and dim(U NTy,) =k < n. Then

n—k—1
‘M2anU| _2k|22n 2]€+1 2k H 2n E i

1=0
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Proof. Let us construct all suitable fr, € My,. We can represent U as
UN(L,R,H), where R = UNT,, L € [Ay, ] and H : L — F3~" is linear,
see Proposition Bl Let a1 @ L, ..., a0 @ L and by @ R+, ..., by @& R be all dis-
tinct cosets of L and Rt ay, ..., ag, by, ..., by € FY.

According to the conditions of Corollary [0, fr, € My <= we choose a
permutation 7 and ¢ in the following way.

1. 7 transforms a1 B L, ..., an B L to by ® R, ..., by ® R* in any order. Since

7 must be invertible, we have 2¥! possibilities to choose (a1 ® L), ..., m(as ® L).
2. 7 is affine on each of a1 ® L,...,ay @ L and invertible. The number of
such transformations is 2" %(2" % —20).. . .. (27F —27=*=1) for each of 2% cosets.

Overall, we can choose 7 in 2F1 2(1—k)2° H? Ok Yonk — 202" ways to satisfy the
first condition of Corollary [

3. For each 1 < ¢ < 2% the second condition of Corollary [l is satisfied <=
the given H and already chosen 7 determine ¢|,,o7 up to an affine function, i.e.
there are 2" %1 ways to choose ©lq,er and o(n—k+1)2" ways to choose ¢. The result
is the product of ways to choose 7 and then ¢. ]

Proposition 5. There are at least |May,| — 09, bent functions f € Mea, with
IM(f)| =1, where ¥4, is equal to

[y

n—k—1
(Sk) (n—k)?9k| o(2n—2k+1)2* H on—k _ i . (27)
0 =0

3

i

Proof. The set of bent functions belonging to Ms,, with the unique M-subspace
is Man \ (Mr, U... UMy, ), see Section [0 The lower bound for its cardinality

is | Moy, | — ZSQ" \Mgn N My, |. Thus, it is sufficient to prove that

82 n

- Z |M2n
1=2

Lemma [ gives us | My, N My.| depending on dim(U; NT',) = k. Due to Propo-
sition B, the number of U = UL(L, R, H) € [Ag,] such that dim(U NT,) =
dimR = k is equal to 2""¥°S¥S"* We can choose any R € [A,;], any
L € [A,, ] and any linear H : L — Fy~* Applying Lemma [, we obtain
that (27) is equal to Zf:% | Mo, O

(28)

This can be rewritten in the following way.

Corollary 7. The expected value of |M(f)| for a random f € Mo, is equal to

the following:
Uon
> M L+ T
FeEMon 2n
Its values for small n can be found in Table [3.

‘M2n|
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2n  Expected |[M(f)| || 2n  Expected |M(f)|
9 3 10 14 2-16.501079
4 15 12 1.4 9133377320
6 8.6 14 1.4 9341189209
8 1 4 910349626 16 14 9-822.845858

Table 3: The approximated expected value of |[M(f)], f € My,

2n Lower Upper 2n Lower Upper

2 <0 4.584963 || 10 176.365947  176.365947
4 <0 13.714246 || 12 397.742211  397.742211
6
8

<0 33.745257 || 14 894.931155  894.931155
77.864341 77.865447 || 16 2005.776948 2005.776948

Table 4: Bounds for log, M, | from Theorem

Proof. Indeed, similarly to (20) in the proof of Lemma @ .\, |[M(f)] =

(Mo, N Moy, | + Zf:% | Mo, N My, | since each My, N My, is exactly the set
{f € My, : U; € M(f)}. The equality (28)) completes the proof. O

Theorem 6. For vy, defined in (27) the following holds:
Sh Man| = 83,000 < |MG,| < S} | Mo,

Proof. The proof follows from Proposition [ and (24)). Indeed, M3 = fﬁq/\/lyi
and each My, contains at least | Moy, | — s, bent functions that do not belong to
My, for i # j. O

Remark 4. We note that the lower bound from Theorem [@l takes into account only
feME with [M(f)| = 1.

Table A contains the values of the bounds for \an\ from Theorem [0, where
n is small. Note that only |[MF| = 8, |M¥| = 896 and |[M]| = 5425430528 are
known, they consist of all bent functions. Theorem [6] gives us \Mzﬂ ~ 277865
which is better than known |[MT| < 28138 [22].

8.1 The asymptotics of |./\/l§én| and additional bounds
Let us estimate v, and apply the results to |/\/l#n\
Proposition 6. (2" — 1)2232" '+127=11 < 99, Also,

Do < 25272040 190=1) for any n > 7. (29)
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Proof. According to (21), Yo, = Z:é T;., where

n—k—1
Sk‘2 (n—k)? 2k‘|2 (2n—2k+1)2F H 2n kE ’L' . (30)
1=0

It means that 7, = 23'2"_1“(2” — 1?22 N ie T, 1 = U, — o(U,), where
U, = 2¥2" '#2ntlgn—11 This proves the lower bound. Thus, it is sufficient to
prove that Ty + ...+ 1,2 = o(U,) and Ty + ...+ T,,_o < R,, where

R, = 232" ntlgn-ly _o-npp o p o
Let £ < n — 2. First,

k-1 1—n

E o ok-k) TT 12 k(n—k)+k

St =2 I [+ <2 (31)
i—0

since 1 — 207" < 1 and 1 — 2°=% > 1/2. Therefore,
SSQQ(n—k)Q _ Sk:Sn—k2(n—k:)2 < 22k(n—kz)+n—|—(n—k)2 _ 2(n—kz)(n+k)—|—n < 2n2+n.

At the same time (2% —20). . (2nF —2n=h=1) < 20=k)*~1 "which implies that

n—k—1
. . n—k)(n—k+2) on n
o(2n—2k+1)2* H on—k _ 27) ok < o((n—k)?+2(n—k))2" _ 2%2 < 9? o
1=0

2n—

Also,
2k 2k (n_2)n-2
SrTTy < < (2% and St <2 (n=2)2"7% (32)

As a result, we obtain that
T, < 2" “nt2 ok < gn?—n—1+2""1—(n-2)2"" QUn, (33)
which directly implies that Ty + ... + T;,_2 = o(U,,). Similarly,
T, < 2”2—1 (n=92"" R, and
n*—1—(n—4)2""%< —48 for any n > 7.
Due to (32)) and (B3), Th + ...+ T,—2 < R, holds. O]

Table [l shows us rounded values of 1y, for small n and its upper bound (29).

Remark 5. Proposition [0l is correct for n > 5, see Table Bl
Corollary 8. |M3 | = S5, | Ma,| — o(2™M).

The proof directly follows from Theorem [6 Proposition [ and (32]). Also,
Proposition [0l gives us the bound

IMZ | > 85 (2%9n1 — 932" 2ntlgn=lyy Ly > 5 (34)

as well as a more accurate asymptotic expression in the case of applying it together
with Stirling’s formula.
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Table 5: Rounded values of log, ¥, and its upper bound
2n log, Yo log, of 29) logy (S, Ya,)  logy |May|
8  49.900515 48.299208 67.515821 60.250140
10 103.162185  103.250140  129.864868  149.663264
12 226.617823  226.663264  264.364890  359.995144
14 502972513  502.995144  553.741947  844.161722
16 1117.150429 1117.161722 1182.931089 1939.996287

9 An upper bound for |N(MZ)|

We will estimate the [N (M3 )| using

BME) = —— S N ()

The main idea is the following lemma.

Lemma 10. Let f € My N My for distinct U, U’ € [Aann]. Then (IN(f)| >
220+ 903 In particular, |IN'(f)| > E(May,) if n > 5.

Proof. Due to Corollary B 2272 — 2" > E(Ms,) if n > 5.

According to Lemma R, we can assume that U’ = I'),, i.e. My = My, and
[ = frp € Moy, N My. Since U # 1y, dim R < n — 1 holds, where R =U NT,.
Also, Proposition Bland Corollary @ give us that U = UZ (L, R, H), where [7(L)] =
Rt and L € [An,nfdimR]-

Let dim R = n—1, i.e. dim L = 1. According to Corollary B, [r(a® L)] = R*
for all a € Fy. It implies that 7(a & L) Un(a' & L) € A, 2 for any two distinct
cosets a® L and o’ ® L, o' € F}. Thus, (a ® L) U (a’ ® L) € Ly(m). Therefore,
|Lo(m)| > w = 2273 — 2"~ 2 gince there are 2"~ distinct cosets of L. By
Theorem B, N'( fr ) contains at least o, + 2°|Lo(m)| > 227+2 — 2"%3 clements,

Let dim R < n — 2. We recall that N(fr,) contains fy,-element subsets G
and G’ relatively to fr, € My and fr, € May,, see Proposition dl and Lemma [§
However, we must take into account that some elements of G and G’ may coincide.
Let us find an upper bound for |GN G| since |GUG'| = 245, — |GNG'|. Suppose
that some g € G NG’ is constructed using S € Agy,,, i.e. S =UL(L, R', H') due
to Theorem [Il. We need to estimate the number of such S.

Proposition @ and Lemma [ give us that dim([S]NT},) > n—1 and dim([S]N
U) > n — 1. Hence, dim([S]NU NT,) > n — 2. At the same time, dim R =
dim(U NT,) < n — 2 which is possible only if R = [S]NU NT,,. Consequently,
R C [S] and dim R = n — 2. Due to Proposition 3, R C R’ since R, R C T, and
R =1[S|nT,.
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Next, dim([S]NT,) = n — 1. Indeed, it is shown that dim([S]NT,) > n — 1,
but dim([S]NT,,) = n implies [S] = T, which together with dim([S]NU) > n—1
contradicts dim R =n — 2.

According to Propositiond, L’ € £;(). To calculate the number of all possible
S =UL(L' R H"), we need to calculate the number of possible L’ € £;(r) such
that R C R' = [x(L)]* and H'. In the case of dim L' = 1 the second condition
of Theorem [ is satisfied for any affine H’, there are 21! = 4 of them.

Next, R = [r(L)] = [7({z,y})}] for all distinct z,y € F%. Since 7({z,y})
is any element of A, 1, each distinct R’ will appear 2"~! times, i.e. for each coset
of R'*+. At the same time, we are interested only in R’ O R. There are 3 of such
R'. We can union (n — 2)-dimensional R with any of its coset that is not equal to
R to obtain (n — 1)-dimensional R'. Thus, |G NG| <4-3-2"1=3.2"" and
|G UG'| > 20y, — 32"+t = 22nt2 _ gn+3, O

This allows us to obtain the following upper bound.

Theorem 7. Let n > 5. Then E(M3) < E(My,). Moreover, E(M3) =
E(Mgn) - 0(1).

Proof. In terms of Section [, let M7, be all functions from My, that do not
belong to My, for any 1 < j < i. Then (24) implies that M| =S M
ie. {My,,..., My } is the partition of M m = Sp,. Therefore,

9

E(ME)IMEI=D " > V()L (35)

i=1 feMy,
At the same time, Lemma [§ guarantees that

E(My)Ma| = DY IN(OI+ D> NI

femy, feMu,\Mj,

But for each f € My, \ Mp, the condition of Lemma [0 is satisfied. Hence,
Lemma [0 implies the following inequality:

> IV =T BE(Ma) (IMo,| — IM)). (36)

feMu\Mg,

The used > means that we must use > if My, = M. At the same time, there
is some 7 with My, # M;; . For instance, the bent function (x, y) belongs to both
Mz qoersy and M oepry . Next, (B36) and the equality above imply

> NI < E(May)[May| = E(Ma,)| My,
femy,

+ E(Ma) My, | = E(Man) Mg, |-
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Substituting this inequality to (B3]), we obtain that
B(ME)IME| < D B(Man)|Mp, | = BE(May) | M, .
i=1

Let us provide a lower bound for E(/\/lfn) First of all, there is the bound
IN(f) <2n2M+1) ... (274 1) < 200972 see [10]. Also, My, \ Mj, | < Vs,
due to Proposition Bl and Lemma [ Thus,

STV < 202y,

feMu\My,
which can be used similarly to (B0):

Y V(N = E(May)[May| — 2702y,
feM*Ui

Substituting this inequality to (33]), we obtain that
B(M3,)IMF,| = 85, E(May)| M| — 85,2029y,
Taking into account (28), Proposition B and (32), this gives us E(MZ) >
E(Maj,) —o(1). O
Let us estimate the cardinality of N'(MZ) and M.
Corollary 9. Let n > 5. Then N (M%) < (E(May) — l2,)| M3 |. In particular,
N(M3,) < (52" +29)| M3, | and |M3,| < (52" + 30)| M3, |.

Proof. Tt is clear that N(MT) < D remt (IN()| = ban) = E(ME) ML —
lon| M3 | since each N'(f) contains at least £y, bent functions from M%,, see

2n

Proposition 4 and Lemma [8. Theorem [7] and Corollary [2l complete the proof. [

Remark 6. Due to Theorem [, E(MZ,), IN(ME)] and |MZ, | can be estimated
more precisely using Corollary [l

The estimations of |[M3 | from Theorem B can also be used. Note that provid-
ing a lower bound for |N(M3)| and | M3, | looks more difficult since even finding
N(f) N MZ is not an easy problem.

10 Conclusion

We have analyzed the affinity of random f € My, and g € an on n-
dimensional affine subspaces of F3" and have obtained that the properties of My,
and M7 are similar. The results have allowed us to establish |Ma,| in a quite
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constructive way, precisely enough estimate \M#n\ and obtain the upper bound for
|MZ|. These also imply certain metric properties of Ma, and M3 . The missed
thing is a lower bound for \Mj&n\ which is a topic for further research.
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