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LARGE RESTRICTED SUMSETS IN GENERAL ABELIAN GROUPS

Y. OULD HAMIDOUNE, S. C. LOPEZ, AND A. PLAGNE

Soon after this work was started,
the first-named author and main inspirator of this article passed away unexpectedly.
The two other authors dedicate the paper to his memory.

ABSTRACT. Let A, B and S be three subsets of a finite Abelian group G. The restricted sumset
of A and B with respect to S is defined as AAS B ={a+b:a€ Abc Banda—b¢ S}.
Let Lg = max,cq |[{(z,y) : 2,y € G, x+y =z and x —y € S}|. A simple application of the
pigeonhole principle shows that |A| + |B| > |G| + Lg implies A AS B = G. We then prove that if
|A| 4+ |B| = |G|+ Lgs then |[AAS B| > |G| —2|S|. We also characterize the triples of sets (A, B, S)
such that |A| + |B| = |G| + Lg and |AA® B| = |G| — 2|S|. Moreover, in this case, we also provide
the structure of the set G'\ (A AS B).

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper G be a finite Abelian group. Given two subsets A and B of G, the sumset and the
restricted sumset of A and B are defined, respectively, by

A+B={a+b:ac A be B} and ANAB={a+b:a€ A bec B and a # b}.
We shall write A+ b or A — b instead of A + {b} and A + {—b}.

To give lower bounds for the cardinality of sumsets is probably the most central problem of
additive number theory (see [II] for a general overview). A historical result in this area is the
famous Cauchy-Davenport theorem [2] [3].

Theorem A (Cauchy, Davenport). Let A and B be non-empty subsets of the group of prime order
p. Then
|A+ B| = min{p, |4 + |B| — 1}.

For restricted sumsets, the most famous result is due to Dias da Silva and Hamidoune [5] who, in
the beginning of the 1990s, solved an Erd6s-Heilbronn conjecture which remained open since 1964:

Theorem B (Dias da Silva and Hamidoune). Let A and B be non-empty sets of the group of prime
order p. Then
|AA B| = min{p,|A| + |B| - 3}.

Several years later, Alon, Nathanson and Rusza [I] proposed an alternative proof using the so-
called polynomial method, a powerful method which has then inspired a lot of new results in additive
combinatorics.

Another important set of problems in the area is known under the name of Critical Pair Theory.
Having found a general lower bound for the cardinality of sumsets, the problem is now to achieve the
description of pairs of sets, the sum of which attains the lower bound. For instance, Vosper’s Theorem
describe precisely the pairs of subsets (A, B) in a group of prime order such that |A+B| = |A|+|B|—1.
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We now introduce some notation and tools needed in the sequel and formulate a few basic remarks.
Let Gy denote the subgroup of G composed of elements of order 2 or less, that is,
Go={zeG: 2¢x=0}.

We write L(G) = |Gy|, the doubling constant introduced by Lev in [I0]. Notice that if |G| is odd,
then L(G) = 1 whereas if |G| is even, L(G) is a power of 2. It is immediate to notice that L(G) is
the maximal number of pairwise distinct elements of a group G that can share a common doubling,
in other words

L(G) = Itneaéd{;v €G: 2z =t}

If two sets A and B of G are given, we denote for any = € G,
v(z) ={(a,b): a€ A, be B, a+b=ux},
the number of representations function. When the context will not make it obvious, we may denote
v4 p instead of simply v. Notice that if |A| + |B| > |G| + L(G), then for any = € G we have
v(r) =[AN(z = B)|=[Al+ |z — B| - |AU (z — B)| = |[A[ +[B| - |G| > L(G),
whence AN B =G.
Finally, for a set A C G and t € Z, we shall denote
t-A={ta:ac A},
and —A = (—1)- A. We define the halfofaset T C G as H(T) = {g € G : 2g € T'} and the subgroup
of doubles in G as
2-G={2z: z € G}.
Notice that |2 - G| = |G|/ L(G).

In a recent paper, Guo [7] studied the problem of restricted sumsets in Abelian groups in the case
when the cardinality of the sets is large and proved the following result.

Theorem C (Guo). Let A and B be subsets of a finite Abelian group G satisfying |A| + |B| =
|G|+ L(G). Then |AAB| > |G| —2.

In the same paper [7], Guo also gave a complete description of the pairs of subsets (A, B) such
that |A| + |B| = |G| + L(G) and |A A B| = |G| — 2. This is the content of the next theorem.

Theorem D (Guo). Let A and B be subsets of a finite Abelian group G. Then, |A|+|B| = |G|+ L(G)
and |A N B| = |G| — 2 if and only if there exist two distinct elements a,b € AN B satisfying

(i) the order d of the subgroup H = (2(b— a)) is an odd integer greater than 1;
(i) there exist distinct elements X1, ..., Tk, Thily .-, Tl Titls - -, Tm 0 G\ (Go + H), where
G- 16l
2
and 0 < k,l <m, such that
G\ (Go+H)=J((a+zi+ H)U(a—x; + H)),
i=1

A=a+ ({0,b—a,3(b—a),...,(d=2)(b—a)} +Go) U ({z1,..., 2%, £2kt1,..., Lz} + H)),
B=a+(({0,b—a,3(b—a),...,(d=2)(b—a)} + Go) U ({z1,..., 2k, TTi41,. .., tTm } + H)).

We want to point out that, as it was proved in [7], if two sets A and B are of the form described
in Theorem [D] then the two A A B-exceptions — by which we mean elements of (A + B) \ (AA B) —
are precisely 2a and 2b.
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In this article, we deal with a generalization of restricted sumsets (introduced in [I4]) in which
a new set appears. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of G. The restricted sumset of A and B
with respect to S is defined by

ANSB={a+b: acA bcBanda—b¢S}.

Notice that, when S = {0}, this sumset corresponds to the classical restricted sumset of two sets.
Partial results to the problem of estimating |A A® B| from below are given recently in [8, 12, [13]. In
particular, Pan and Sun used the polynomial method to study a conjecture of Lev. As a corollary
they proved [I3] the following result.

Theorem E (Pan and Sun). Let G be an Abelian group and let A, B and S be finite non-empty
subsets of G such that A N° B is not empty.

(i) If G is torsion-free or elementary Abelian, then

|ANS Bl > |A| + |B| - |S| — min v(z).
2EANSB

(i) If the torsion part of G is cyclic, then

|AAS B| >|A|+|B| —2|S| — min v(z).
2€EANSB

In [8], Guo and Sun used a variation of Tao’s method [I5] in harmonic analysis to prove the next
theorem, which is a generalization of Theorem B.

Theorem F (Guo and Sun). Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of the group of prime order p.
Then

|A AS B| > min{p, |A| + |B| — 2|S| - 1}.

In this paper, applying techniques similar to those used in [4, 6] and [7], we study the restricted
sumset, of two large sets A and B with respect to a set S, in general finite Abelian groups. Given
non-empty sets A, B and S, we first introduce a generalization of the doubling constant L(G) which
depends on the set S, that we denote Lg. It is easy to see that if |A| + |B| > |G| + Lg then
AN® B =G (Lemma[) and as our first principal result we show that if |A| + |B| = |G| + Ls then
|A NS B| > |G| — 2|S| (Theorem [[2)). We also characterize the triples of sets (A4, B, S) such that
|A| + |B| = |G| + Ls and |A A® B| = |G| — 2|S| (Theorems [[§ and B3])). Moreover, in this case, we
also provide the structure of the set G\ (A A B).

The organization the paper is the following. In Section 2, we introduce the terminology and some
preliminary results. The key-point in this section is Lemma [0l Section 3 is devoted to the proof of
the lower bound. We also give some examples in order to show that our bound is tight. In Section
4, we characterize the critical sets in the important special case Lg = |S| L(G). In particular, this
gives the characterization the critical sets for Abelian groups of odd order. Finally, in Section 5, we
extend the characterization to the case Lg < |S| L(G), provided some restriction holds.

2. TERMINOLOGY AND PRELIMINARIES

We first start with two basic results. The first one was baptised Prehistorical lemma by the
first-named author.

Lemma G (Folkloric prehistorical lemma). Let A and B be subsets of a finite group G. If |A|+|B| >
|G| then A+ B =G.

The second result we shall need is Kneser’s Theorem [9], see also [I1]. It has a lot of applications
in additive and combinatorial number theory. We will use it as a key-tool in the characterization of
critical sets in groups of even order.
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Theorem H (Kneser). Let G be an Abelian group and let A and B be finite, non-empty subsets
of G. Let H=H(A+B)={9g€ G: g+ A+ B = A+ B} be the stabilizer of A+ B. If
|A+ B| < |A| + |B| then |A+ B|=|A+ H|+ |B + H| — |H|.
Given z € G and a non-empty subset S C G, we define
Ls(z)=l{(z,y): 2,y G, x+y=zand z —y € S}

and
Lg = max Lg(z).
The mean-value of Lg(z) on G is easy to compute since
1 1
G ks = oM@y my e aty=zmda-yes)
z€G z€G

1
= @H(x,y) z,y € G, such that = —y € S}|

1
= = ISlGl=1S].
G|
Therefore, we must have Lg > |S| > 1.
The next lemma will be useful for further reference. Notice that Lg(z) = {y: z —2y € S}|.

Lemma 1. Let S be a finite non-empty subset of an Abelian group G and let z € G. Then

(i) We have
Ls(z)=|SN(z+2-G)| L(G).

(ii) In particular, Lg(z) is a multiple of L(G), less than or equal to |S|L(G).
(iii) In particular, Lg(0) =S N2-G| L(G).

(iv) In particular,

LS =m L(G),
for some integer m satisfying 1 < m < |S|.

(v) If Ls = |S| L(G), then S is included in a coset modulo 2 - G.

(vi) If Ls(0) = Lg = |S| L(G), then S is included in 2 - G.
The next result can be thought as a generalization of Lemma
Lemma 2. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G. If |A|+|B| > |G|+ Ls
then AN B =G.

Proof. For any z € G we have
v(z) = [AN(z = B)| = |A[+ |z = B| = [AU (2 = B)| > |A| + |B| — |G| > Ls.

Thus, by definition of Lg, one at least among the v(z) pairs (a,b) € A x B such that z = a + b must
satisfy @ — b ¢ S. Therefore z € A NS B. O

Similarly, we obtain the following:

Lemma 3. Let A,B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G and assume that
|A| + |B| = |G| + Ls, in particular A+ B = G. Then

(i) For each z € G, v(z) > Lg.

(ii) If 2 ¢ AN B then v(z) = Ls(z) = Ls. That is, there are exactly Lg pairs (a,b) € A x B
such that z = a +b. Moreover, for each sum z = a + b with a € A and b € B we have
a—bes.
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Proof. For any z € G we have v(z) = |AN(z—B)| = |A|+|z—B|—|AU(z—B)| > |A|+|B|—|G| = Ls.
This proves (i).

For the proof of (ii), by definition, if 2 = a + b with a € A and b € B then a — b € S. Thus,
v(z) < Ls(z) < Lg. Hence, by (i), we must have v(z) = Lg(z) = Lg. O

Generalizing an earlier notation, we say that z is an A A¥ B-exception if z € (A+ B) \ (A A° B).
A useful reduction is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 4. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a given Abelian group G. Let z be an A N° B-
exception.

(i) There exist s€ S and b € (A — s) N B such that z = 2b+ s.
(ii) For anys€ S andbe (A—s)NB with z=2b+s, letting A’ =A—b—s, B =B—b and
S' =S — s, we have
(a) 0e A'NB' NS,
(b) A/ NS B' = AN B—(2b+s), and
(c) 0 is an A’ AS" B-exception.
(iii) If |A| +|B| = |G| + Lg then
var B’ (0) = LS/ (0) = LS/ = Ls.
(iv) If |A|+|B| = |G| + Ls and Ls = |S| L(G) both hold, then (i), (ii) and (iii) are valid for
any s € S.

Proof. Since z is in A 4+ B, it can be written a + b for some a € A and b € B. But, being an
A N® B-exception, we must have a —b € S, say a — b = s, for an s € S. It follows that b € A — s
and z = a + b= 2b+ s. This proves (i).

To prove (ii), one first observes that A’ = A — ¢ and thus (a) is immediate. Assertion (b) follows
from
AN'B = {d+b:decA, VeB andd —b ¢S5}

= {(a—a)+(B-b): ac A, feBand (a—a)—(8—-0) ¢S —s}
= {a+B8—-(a+b): a€A feBanda—- ¢S}
= ANB—(a+0)
= AN B—(2b+s).

Finally (c) follows from the fact that if 0 (which belongs to A’ + B’) was not an A’ AS" B'-exception,

then 0 =a’ + b with o’ € A, ¥ € B’ and @’ — b ¢ S’ from which we would derive that z is not an
A N® B-exception, a contradiction.

Point (iii) is an immediate consequence of Lemma Bl (ii) applied to the sets A’, B’ and S” and the
A" NS" B'-exception z = 0, on recalling that [A’| = |A|, |B'| = |B|, |S’| = |S| and Lg: = Ls.

For the proof of (iv), let us write k = |S|, S = {s1,..., 5%} and consider z an A A® B-exception.
By Lemma [3 (ii) again, we know that there are exactly Lg pairs (a,b) € A x B such that z=a+b
and, for each such sum, we have a — b € S or, equivalently a — b = s; for some 4 in {1,...,k}. But
for each 1 < i < k, there are at most L(G) solutions to the system a +b = z, a — b = s;, since it is
equivalent to the equation z = 2b + s;. Since Lg = |S| L(G), the only possibility is that for all ¢ in
{1,...,k}, there are exactly L(G) corresponding solutions. In particular, this implies that there is
at least one solution (a,b) € Ax Btoa+b=zanda—b=s;, for eachi e {1,...,k}. O

Corollary 5. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a given Abelian group G. We assume that
0 € S and that both equalities |A| + |B| = |G|+ Ls and Ls = |S| L(G) hold, then

G\ (AN B)cC2-(ANB).
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Proof. This follows from (iv) in the preceding lemma: one may therefore apply (i) with any prechosen
element s in S. Selecting s = 0, it follows that any A A° B-exception z can be written 2b for some
be AnB. O

The next lemma is a technical result which will be central to give a lower bound for |4 A% B].
We shall use the standard notation
SA-8=(S\-S)U(=S\59)
for any set S of G. Notice that
(SN=S)U(SA-95)=(SN=S)U(S\-S)U(=S\¥95)

is a partition of S U —S.
Lemma 6. Suppose that A, B and S are subsets of a finite Abelian group such that |A| + |B| =
|G|+ Ls, Ls =|S| L(G) and 0 € ANBNS. Ifb€ AN B and 0,2b ¢ AN B, then for any x € G

we have

if2c ¢ SU =S,

if 20 € SA— S,
if2ee SN—=S5, 20 #0
if2c =0

[AnN{b—az,b+z}|+|BN{b—z,b+a} =

N s W N

Proof. We shall denote by LHS(z) and RHS(x), respectively, the left-hand side and the right-hand
side of the equality to prove. From 2b ¢ A A% B we easily get LHS(z) < RHS(z), for any 2 € G.
On the other hand, if Z; denotes the summation over all elements = € G, with every value x with
2x = 0 attained twice, then

Y LHS(x) = 2|4 + 2|B.

Furthermore, by Lemma Il (vi) we have SU (—=S) C 2 - G, implying:
S RHS(z) = 2G|+ [{reG: 20 € SA- S} +2{z€C: 2SN -5}

= 2|G|+{z€G: 22 SU-S}+|{zeG: 2z e SN-5}
= 2|G|+|SU-S|L(G) +|SN—S|L(G)

2|G| + 2|S|L(G)

— 2G| +2Ls

= 2|4]| +2|B].

From Lemma [6] we derive the following corollary.

Corollary 7. Suppose that A, B and S are subsets of a finite Abelian group G such that |A|+|B| =
|G| + Ls, Ls = |S| L(G), and 0 € ANBNS. Ifb€ ANB and 0,2b ¢ A A° B, then there exist
partitions
G\H(SU-9)=XoU-XoUX;U-X1UXoU—-X,
and
HSA-S)="hu-Y1UY2U-Y;

such that

A-b = H(SEN-S)UX,UX;U-X;UY1U-Y;UY5,

B-b = HEN-5UXoUXoU-XoUYUY,U-Y5.
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3. THE LOWER BOUND

We start this section with a lemma that contains the central part of the main result.

Lemma 8. Let A, B and S be subsets, containing 0, of a finite Abelian group G. Assume that
|A| + |B| = |G| + Ls, that 0 is an A NS B-exception and that Ls = |S| L(G). Let z be an A N® B-
exception not contained in S U —S.

(i) If 2’ is another A N® B-exception, then we have 2’ — 2z € AN B,
(ii) Moreover, if z/ ¢ SU—=S then 2/ —z € SN -8S.
Proof. By Corollary Bl we may assume that z = 2b and 2’ = 2b’ for some b,0' € AN B.

Clearly 2b ¢ AU B, otherwise since 0 € AN B and 2b is an A A® B-exception, we would have that
either 2b € S or —2b € S that is, 2b € S U —S, a contradiction. Defining r = 2b — ', this can be
reformulated as b’ +r ¢ AU B. Therefore, since 2b is an A A¥ B-exception, by Lemma [6], we must
have b —r € AN B, or equivalently 20’ — 2b € AN B. This proves (i).

Suppose now that 20’ ¢ S U —S. By symmetry, applying what we just proved, we also have
2b -2V € AN B.

But then, using the fact that 0 is an A AS B-exception, the equalities (giving two representations
of 0 as an element of A + B)

(2b — 26') + (26 — 2b) = (20’ — 2b) + (2b— 20') = 0
imply that both 4b — 4b" and 4b — 4b are in S, that is 2(2b" — 2b) € SN —S.

Now, Lemmal0l implies that 2b' —b = b+ (20’ —2b) € AN B. Using this and b € B, we deduce from
20’ = (2b'—b)+b € A+ B and the fact that 2b’ is an AN B-exception, that 2b'—2b = (2b'—b)—b € S.
By symmetry, 2b — 2b" € S, therefore 20’ — 2b € S N —S, which proves assertion (ii). O

Corollary 9. Let A, B and S be subsets, containing 0, of a finite Abelian group G. Assume that
|A| +|B| = |G| + Ls, that 0 is an A A% B-exception and that Ls = |S| L(G). Then, for any
A N® B-exception z not contained in S U —S, we have

G\(AN*B)cSU-SU(z+Sn-S).
In the special case S = —S, we obtain G\ (AN° B) C SU(z+ 9).

Proof. Since, by assumption, z is not in SU—S, we may then apply the preceding lemma. Consider
another A A¥ B-exception 2. By Lemma [§ (ii), it is either in SU —S, or in z + SN —8S. |

The next theorem gives us the lower bound for restricted sumsets with respect to a set S, in the
case Lg = |S| L(G). Tt is a direct application of Lemma [

Theorem 10. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G. If |A| + |B| =
|G|+ Ls and Lg = |S| L(G), then

|AAS B| > |G| - 2|S|.
Proof. Since Lg > 1, Lemma [G] implies that A + B = G. Assume that the set of exceptions
G\ (A A% B) is not empty, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Let z be an A A® B-exception.

Lemma [4 gives the existence of s € S and b € (A — s) N B such that z = 2b + s and if we put
A=A-b—s, B =B—-band 8" =5 — s, we have that |[A'| +|B'| = |G|+ Ls, 0 AANB'NS", 0
is an A’ AS B’-exception and that Lg = Lg: = Lg/(0).

If there is no A’ AS" B’-exception outside S U —S’, then

G\ (AN B)| =[G\ (4 A% B)| < |S'U—S"| <2|5'| = 2|9
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and thus the result holds.

Suppose now that there is at least one A’ AS" B'-exception outside S’U—S’. By applying Corollary
[ we obtain

G\ (AN B)| = |G\ (A4 AT B
< |S'U-=S51+15"n-9
= 29|
= 2|5
which proves the theorem. g

We introduce another lemma.

Lemma 11. Let A, B and S be subsets, containing 0, of a finite Abelian group G. Assume that
|A| + |B| = |G| + Ls and that 0 is an A N° B-exception. Let ¥ = SN2-G. Then

(i) Ls = 3] L(G) = Lx(0) = Ls,
(i) |[AA® B| > |G| —2|%|, and
(iii) the set of A NS B-exceptions can be partitioned as follows:

G\ (AAN° B)=(G\ (AAT B))U(G\ (ANE\D) BY).

Proof. By Lemmas [l and [3] since 0 is an A A® B-exception, we have that
Ls =|3| L(G).

By applying Lemma [ (iii), we check that Ly (0) = |X| L(G) and by definition of Ly, and Lemmal/Il
(iv), we have Ly (0) < Ly, < |Z| L(G), therefore

2| L(G) = Ls(0) = Ly
and (i) is proved.

In view of (i), Theorem [0 applied to the sets A, B and ¥ implies that

|AN® Bl > |G| - 2[5,
that is (ii).

To prove (iii), first notice that it is immediate that the right-hand side is included in the left-
hand side. Let us see now that the other inclusion holds. Assume that z is an A AS B-exception.
By Lemma @ (i), there are s € S and b € (A — s) N B such that z = 2b + s. Assume that there
exists a different s’ € S such that z = 20’ + s/, where ¥’ € (A — s') N B. Thus, we obtain that
s=8 4201 —b)es’+2-G. Thatis, if s € 2-G then s’ € 2- G, and viceversa. Hence, s € X if and

only if, s’ € ¥. Therefore, if z is an A A B-exception and there exist a,a’ € A and b1’ € B such
that z=a+b=a 4+ b eithera—b,a’ =V €L ora—b,a’ —b € S\ %. O

We are now ready for our next theorem which is a generalization of Theorem

Theorem 12. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G. If |A| + |B| =
|G| + Ls then |A NS B| > |G| —2|S].

Notice that, for the sake of clarity, (the first step of the induction in) the forthcoming proof relies
on Theorem C, but it would be no problem — to be more precise, the very same proof, but in a
drastically simplified way — to keep the paper self-contained and prove Theorem [[2 without invoking
it.
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Proof. We shall prove the result by (finite) induction on the cardinality of S.
If |S| = 1, then Ls = L(G) and the result holds by Theorem C.

Assume now that the result is proved for any set of cardinality < ¢ for some integer o < |G| and
let us consider a set S of cardinality o.

We start by recalling that in the present situation, A + B = G. We may also assume that there
is at least one A A® B-exception, say z, otherwise A A° B = G and there is nothing more to prove.

By Lemma[ (i), we can assume that z = 2b+ s for some s € S and b € (A —s) N B. By replacing
A, B and S respectively by A’ = A—b—s, B' = B—band S’ =S —s we have that 0 € A’NnB'NY’,
0 is an A’ AS" B’-exception and that Lg = Lg/ (0) = Lg/. Moreover we also have A’ + B’ = G.

We denote ¥ = 8’ N2 -G and notice that 0 € X. We distinguish three cases.

If ¥ =5, then by Lemma [IT] (i), we can apply Theorem [[0] which gives the result. From now
on, assume X # S’

If A’ A5"\¥) B" = @ then, by Lemma [l (iii), we obtain that
G\ (A A% B)=G\ (A A" B).
Lemmas @ and [IT] (ii) now yield
|ANS B = |A' NS B'| = |A' A B > |G| - 2[Z] > |G| - 25| = |G| - 2I8],
and the result is proved.
Or, there exists an exception 2’ € G\ (A’ A5"\¥) B’). We first check that
(1) Lsns = L.

Indeed, by Lemma [Tl (iii) 2’ is an A’ AS" B’-exception, and by Lemma B3 (i), v(2') = Lg/ = Lg/(2').
But, since 2z’ ¢ A’ AS\= B for any a € A, b € B’ such that 2/ = a+ b, we have a — b € S’ \ X,
Thus v(z2) < Lgnx(z') < Lgny < Ls/ which implies equality ().

By (@), we have |A'| + |B’| = |G|+ Lgnx. Since 0 € ¥ & ', we have 1 < |S"\ X| < 0 = |S’|, and
we may use the induction hypothesis which implies that

|G\ (A A\E B <218\ 3.

Thus, using Lemma [TT] (iii) and (ii), we obtain that

IG\(AASB)| = |G\ (A A B
= G\ (4 AT B +]G\ (4" A B
< 2[B1 425"\ X
= 2[5
= 2[5
which finishes the induction step and the proof. O

Examples. From the characterization given in [7], we construct the first example. By a slight
modification we can then generate the two other examples, which show that the bound of Theorem
[12 is tight.

(1) Let G = Z/15Z, we have that Go = 0. If S = {0} then Ls = L(G) = 1. Let us consider
H=(5), A= AyU(2+H) and B= ByU(2+H)U(4+H)U(1+H), where Ay = By = {0,5}.
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In particular, |A| + |B| = |G| + Ls. Then

|Ao| + |H|, ifuel+H;
2|A0|, Zf’U,E2+H;
vasp(u) = |H]|, ifue3+H;
|Ao| + |H|, ifued+H;

Thus, the set of A NS B-exceptions is {0,10}.
(2) Let G = Z/30Z, we have that Go = {0,15}. If S = {0,15} then Ls = L(G). Let us
consider H = (5), A = AU (2+ H) and B=ByU 2+ H)U (4+ H)U(1+ H), where
Ag = By = {0,5,15,20}. In particular, |A| +|B| = |G| + Ls. Then vaip(u) > Lg for
ué H and

and AO /\S BO = {5}

Ay A% By = {5,20}.
Thus, the set of A \° B-exceptions is {0,10,15,25}.

(3) Let G = Z/45Z, we have that Gy = 0. If S = {0,15,30} then Lg = 3|Gy| (clearly,
since 3|Go| > Lg > Ls(0) = 3). Let us consider H = (5), A = Ao U (2+ H) and B =
BoU(2+H)U 4+ H)U(Q + H), where Ag = By = {0,5,15,20,30,35}. In particular,
|Al+ |B| = |G|+ Ls. Then varp(u) > Lg foru ¢ H and

Ay A¥ By = {5,20,35}.

Thus, the set of A \° B-exceptions is {0,10, 15,25, 30,40}.

4. THE CRITICAL SETS FOR ABELIAN GROUPS. CASE Lg = |S| L(G).

In what follows, instead of Gy we will write K(G). That is, K(G) = {g € G: 2g = 0}. We start
with a lemma.

Lemma 13. Let A, B and S be subsets, containing 0, of a finite Abelian group G. Assume that
|A| + |B| = |G| + Ls, that 0 is an A A® B-exception and that Ls = |S| L(G). Let z and 2
be two A N° B-exceptions such that z ¢ SU —S, 2/ € SA— S and 2’ — 2z ¢ SN —S. Then,
2z —22' € (SA—S)N(AN° B).

Proof. Slightly more precisely, we shall in fact prove that if e = —1 or 1 and 2’ € €(S\ —5), then
2z — 22 € ¢(S\ —=S)N (AN B).

By Corollary Bl we may assume that z = 2b and 2’ = 2b for some b,b" € AN B. Recall first that,
by Lemma [8, we have

(2) 2—z=2b-2be ANB.

For all this proof, we define r = 20’ — b.
We first prove that
(3) 2’ € AUB.

Indeed, suppose to the contrary that b+ r ¢ AU B, therefore since 2b is an A A® B-exception,
Lemma [6] implies that b — r = 2b — 20’ € AN B. But then, the equalities

(20— 20') + (21 — 2b) = (20’ — 2b) + (26— 20') = 0

giving two ways to write 0 as an element of A+ B, by using (2)), imply, since 0 is an AA® B-exception,
that 4b — 40" and 4V’ — 4b are in S, that is 2(2b" — 2b) € SN —S. Thus, by Lemma [6, we obtain
20 —b = b+ (2b' —2b) € AN B. This implies in turn, in view of the writing of the A A® B-exception
2b' as an element of A + B in the form (20’ — b) + b, that 2b' — 2b € S. In a similar fashion, we
obtain 2b — 20’ € S. Therefore, z — 2’ € SN —S. Since this is a contradiction with an assumption
of our statement, () is proved.
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We are now reduced to study two cases.

Case 1: ' € A.

Writing 20’ = 20’ +0 € A+ B and since 2b’ is an A A® B-exception, we obtain that 20’ € S and

thus
eSS\ -8
(recall that in all this proof, we assume that 2z’ € SA — S). This implies that
b+r=20=2¢B,

since otherwise it follows from the writing of the A A® B-exception 20’ = 0 + 2b' € A + B that
2’ € — S, a contradiction to 20’ € S\ =S.

By Lemma [G]
4) JAn{b—rb+r}+[Bn{b—r} =|An{b—r,b+7}+|BNn{b—rb+r} €{2,3}.
Note that, b — r # b + r since otherwise we would have b —r = b+ r ¢ B and the left-hand side of

the preceding formula would be equal to 1. In particular, by Lemma [6] we obtain that

(5) r ¢ H(SN=S).

We now prove that
(6) z—2' ¢ B.

Indeed if, to the contrary, 2b — 20’ € B then the writing 2b as the sum 20’ + (2b — 20') in A + B
implies, since 2b is an A A® B-exception, that 2r = 40’ — 2b € S. In view of (G)), we obtain that
2r = s for some s € S\ —S. By Lemma[6, we derive

[An{b—rb+r}+|BN{b—rb+r} =3

hence, since b+r ¢ B, we obtain that 2b—2b' = b—r € ANB. We are now back to the situation of the
proof of assertion ([B)). Proceeding in a similar way, we obtain consecutively that 2z — 22" € SN =S,
20 —be AN B, 2V € A+ B and finally 20’ — 2b € S. With 2b — 2b’ € S, which holds by symmetry,
the contradiction z — 2z’ € SN —S follows and (@) is proved.

Relation (@) can be rewritten as b —r = 2b — 2V’ ¢ B. Using b+ r ¢ B, we see that the left-hand
side of (@) must be equal to 2 and we obtain, by Lemma [6] that

(7) 2020 =b—re A\ B.
Thus, using this, () and the writing (2b—2b") + (2b' — 2b) = 0 yields, since 0 is an A A\° B-exception,
4b—4b € S.

Hence, we must have

22 —22 =4b—4b € S\ -8,
otherwise 4b — 40’ € S N —S, that is 2(2b — 2b') € S N —S. Therefore, using that 0 is an A A¥ B-
exception, Lemma [6] implies that 2b — 2’ € AN B, a contradiction with (7).

Note that, in the present case, if 2z — 22’ is an A A® B-exception, then by Corollary [l it is of the
form 2b” for some b € AN B. Thus, using Lemma [6] it follows that 2b — 2b" € b + K(G) C AN B,
a contradiction.

Case 2: 2’ € B. This case is analogous.

Finally, the study of these two cases implies the result.

O

The next proposition gives more information on the structure of S and the set of AA® B-exceptions
when |A A% B| = |G| - 2|9].
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Proposition 14. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G with |A|+|B| =
|G|+ Ls and Ls = |S| L(G). If |AA° B| = |G| — 2|S| then
i) S-Scz2-@G
Moreover, for any s in S,
(ii) we have —(S —s) =8 —s and

(iii) the set of A N\° B-exceptions can be partitioned in the form (z; + S) U (22 + S), for some
21,29 € G.

Proof. Let us choose an arbitrary s in S. Since A + B = G, the cardinality condition implies that
there are exactly 2|S| A\ B-exceptions. Let w be one of them. By Lemma (iv), w can be written
as 2b+ s for some b€ (A—s)NB. Let A =A—-b—s, BB=B—-band S’ =5 —s. By Lemma
[ (iii), Ls = Ls/(0) and since we are assuming that Lg = |S| L(G), Lemma [ (vi) implies that
S —s=.5"C2-G. Taking the union over all possible s implies (i).

In order to prove the equality (ii), notice first that the set of A’ AS" B'-exceptions cannot be
included in S U =S8’ since in this case its cardinality would be at most [S" U —=5'| < 2|97, a
contradiction.

Let z be an A’ AS" B'-exception outside S’ U —S’. By Corollary [
G\ (AN B)YcSU-SU(z+5nN-5).

But since the right-hand side has a cardinality at most |S’ U —S’| + |S' N =5/ = 2|S’| we obtain,
using the assumption on the cardinality of the set of A’ AS" B’-exceptions, the equality

G\(A AN B)Y=5U-8U(z+5N-5)
and that this union is disjoint. It follows that we can partition the set of A’ NS B -exceptions as
(8) G\ (A NS B)=(8N=8)YU(SA—-S)U(z+5N=-8.
If S’A — S’ is empty then S’ = —S’ and the result is proved. Otherwise let 2’ € S’A — S’. By
partition (), it is not in z + 5’ N —S’ and we may apply Lemma [[3] which implies that 2z — 22’ is

an element of S’A — S’ not in the set of A’ AS" B'-exceptions, contrarily to the partition @). This
proves (ii).

With (ii), Corollary @ and the assumption |G \ (4’ AS" B')| = 2|9] yield
G\ (A AN BY=5"U(z+9).
Thus
G\(ANB) =G\ (AN B)Y+w=(5U(z+5)+w=(2b+5)U2b+2+S),

on recalling that w = 2b + s. O

The next lemma will be useful.

Lemma 15. Let G be a finite Abelian group. Let S be a subset of G such that, for each s € S,
S —s=—(S—s). Then one of the following happens:

(i) S is a coset.
(ii) S — S is contained in K(Q).
(iii) There exists a group H < G such that S = (s + H)U (sa + H)U...U (s + H) and for any
i,j€{1l,...,k} we have 2(s; —s;) € H.
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Proof. First, notice that the assumption is equivalent to the fact that for any s € S, S = -5 + 2s,
in other words

(9) S=-9+2.8.

Assume first that |2- S| = |S|. In this case, (@) implies for any s € S, that —s+2-5 C S. By the
assumption on the cardinalities of these two sets, we then obtain 2.5 = S+ s and finally 2- S = 285.
Choose any s in S and write S’ = .5 — s so that 0 is in S/, we get S’ = =5’ and 25’ =2-5" = §".
Therefore, S’ is a subgroup of G and S is a coset.

Suppose now that |2-S| < |S|, in particular K(G) # 0. The trivial inequality |S| < |2-5|+|S|—1
implies, by Theorem [H] that there exists a group H (namely the stabilizer of S) such that

|S|=|-S+2-S|=2-S+H|+|-S+H|—-|H|=|2-S+H|+|S+H| - |H|
In other words, the sum of two non-negative terms (|2-S + H| — |H|) + (|S + H| — |S]) is equal to
0. Hence, we obtain that |2-S + H| = |H| and |S + H| = |5], in particular, this means that S is
composed of (full) cosets modulo H.
If H = {0}, then for any s € S, we get 2- (S — s) = {0} and thus S — s C K(G) which implies
S-S cCK(G).
Suppose now H # {0}. Let S = (s1 + H)U (s2+ H)U--- U (sx + H) be the decomposition of

S into H-cosets (H-tiling). We have 2-5 = (2s1 + H)U (282 + H)U --- U (2s; + H). Using now
|2-S + H| = |H|, we deduce that

(281—|—H) = (282—|—H): = (2Sk+H),
that is, 2(s; — s;) € H for any pair 4,5 € {1,...,k}. O

The next example shows that a set S that verifies the hypothesis of Lemmal[IH it is not necessarily
a coset.

Example. Let G = Z/AZ & 7 /27 with generators a,b and relations 4a = 2b = 0. Note that K(G) =
{0,2a,b,2a+ b}. Let us now consider the set S = HoU (a+ Ho)U (a+b+ Hy) = HyU (a + K(G)),
where Hy = (2a) = {0,2a}. Then we may check that, for each s € S, we have —(S —s) =S —s (or,
equivalently, S = —S + 2 - S) while S is not a coset.

We are now ready to study the critical sets S of Theorem

Theorem 16. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G. Assume that
|A| + |B| = |G| + Ls, where Lg = |S| L(G) and that |A N° B| = |G| — 2|S|. Then

(i) there exists a subgroup H of 2 -G such that S is a coset modulo H, and
(ii) G\ (AA® B) is a union of two cosets modulo H.

Proof. Let z be an A A® B-exception, which exists since |A A® B| = |G| — 2|S|. By Lemma @] for
each s € S we may find b € (A—s)N B and define the sets A’ = A—b—s, B =B—-band S’ = S—s.
In particular, we have that 0 € A’N B’ NS and G\ (A’ A" B') =G\ (AN° B) — 2.

Assume that we have proved that S — s is a subgroup H of G. Then H C S-S5 C 2-G by
Proposition [[4] (i). Statement (i) of the Theorem follows. By Proposition [I4 (iii), we obtain that
the set of A A B-exceptions can be partitioned into two translates of S, that is, two H-cosets and
(ii) is proved.

What remains to be proved is that S’ = S — s is a group. Suppose the contrary. By Proposition
[I4 (ii), we can apply Lemma[I8l Two cases may happen.

Case 1. S— S C K(G).
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Let s7,s5 € S’. As shown in the course of the proof of Proposition [[4] in the present situation:
S' c G\ (A’ AS" B'). By Corollary [ there exists y € A’ N B’ such that s} = 2y. Notice that since
we have that S’ C S — S C K(G) and K(G) is a group, we have that s} + s5 € K(G).

Since 2y € S is an A’ AS" B'-exception, and 0 € S’ N —S', Lemma [ implies y + K(G) =
y+H({0}) C A’NB’. Therefore y+ s; +s4 € A’NB’. Writing s, as the sum s = (y+ s} +s5)+y in
A"+ B, we deduce from the fact that s} is an A’ A5 B'-exception that s} +sb = (y+ s +s5) —y € .
This proves S’ + 5" C .

This and the facts that 0 € S’ and S’ is finite implies that S’ is a subgroup of G, a contradiction.

Case 2. We now suppose that there exists a group J such that S = (s1+J)U(s2+J)U...U(sx+J)
and for each pair 4,j € {1,...,k} we have 2(s; — s;) € J.

Notice that J C S — sy C S — 85 C 2-G which shows J C 2-G.
Let 7 : G — G/J. We first prove that

(10)  |w(A)]+|7(B)| = |G/ I+ La(sy, L) =Im(S) L(G/J) and x(S") C K(G/J).

Indeed, since by Proposition 4 (iii) the set of A AS B-exceptions can be partitioned into two
translates of S and since S is a union of J-cosets, the equality |A A% B| = |G| — 2|S| implies that

[w(A) A (B = |G/ T| = 2Im(S)].
Thus, by Lemma 2l and Lemma [T] (iv), we obtain that:
(11) [m(AN| + [7(B')| < |G/ J| + Lasy < |G/ I+ [w(S)IK(G/T)].

Let us see now that |K(G/J)| = L(G). Since J is a subgroup of 2- G, theset Y = {y € G: 2y € J}
itself is a group. Moreover, we have that Y + K(G) = Y and Y + J = Y and we obtain that
|[K(G/J)| = |Y/J| = L(G). Hence, we should have |7(A")| + |x(B")| = |G/J| + |7 (S)||K(G/J)|,
otherwise, using (1), we derive the inequalities

G+ 15| L(G) = TG/ T+ [m(SHIE(G/I)]) > [T|(|7(A)] + |=(B)]) = |A'| + |B'),

which gives us a contradiction with |A|+|B| = |G|+|S| L(G). Clearly, the inclusion 7(S’) C K(G/J)
holds. This proves (0.

Notice that, from (I0) we also conclude that w(S") — 7 (S") C K(G/J). Therefore, by the same
reasoning as in Case 1, applied to 7(A’), 7(B’) and 7(S’), we obtain that 7(S5") is a subgroup in G/J.
Which implies, since S’ is union of cosets modulo J, that S’ is a subgroup of G, a contradiction. [

Theorem 17. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G with |A| + |B| =
|G| 4+ Ls and Ls = |S| L(G). Let 2bs + s be an A \° B-exception, with s € S, bs € (A —s) N B.

Then, the following assertions are equivalent

(i) [AA% Bl =G| -2|s].
(ii) (a) the set ¥ =S — s is a subgroup of 2- G,
(b) if 7 : G = G/% denotes the natural projection, A’ = w(A — by — s), B’ = n(B — bs),

|A'| +|B'| = |G/S| + L(G/T) and |A' A B| = |G/Z)| - 2.

Proof. Suppose first that the equality |[A A B| = |G| — 2[S| holds. By Theorem[I6, ¥ is a subgroup
of 2- G and the set of A \S B-exceptions is a union of two cosets modulo 3. Hence, since A A% B —
(2bs +8) = (A —bs — s) A¥ (B — bs), we have that |4’ A B'| = |G/X| — 2. This implies, by Lemma
2 in case S = {0}, that |A'| + |B'| < |G/X|+ L(G/X).



LARGE RESTRICTED SUMSETS IN GENERAL ABELIAN GROUPS 15

Let us see now that L(G/X) = L(G). Since X is a subgroup of 2-G, theset Y = {y € G: 2y € ¥}
itself is a group. Moreover, we have that Y + K(G) =Y and Y + ¥ = Y. Thus we obtain that
L(G/X) =|Y/X| = L(G). Hence, we should have |A’| + |B’| = |G/X| 4+ L(G/X), otherwise

|G| + IS L(G) = |S[(IG/=] + L(G/%)) > |S|(|A'| + |B']) = |A] + | B,

a contradiction with |A| + |B| = |G| + |S| L(G). Note that, we also conclude that A and B are
unions of cosets modulo X.

For the converse statement, assume that 3 is a subgroup of 2-G and that the equalities |A’|4|B’| =
|G/Z| + L(G/X) and |A" A B'| = |G/X| — 2 hold. The condition |A| + |B| = |G| + Lg, with
Ls = |S| L(G) implies that A and B are unions of cosets modulo ¥, since, as it is easy to check,
L(G/X) = L(G). Hence, the set of A’ A B’-exceptions is a union of two cosets modulo . Therefore,
we have |A A® B| = |G| — 2|9|. O

From the previous result together with Theorem [D] (in case a = 0) we obtain the characterization
of the critical sets A, B and S of Theorem [I0l

Theorem 18. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G with |A| + |B| =
|G|+ Ls and Ls = |S| L(G). Let 2bs + s be an A \° B-exception with s € S and by € (A —s) N B.
Then, the equality |A \° B| = |G| — 2|S| holds, if and only if the following conditions hold true:

(i) ¥ =8 — s is a subgroup.
Let 7 : G — G /X be the natural projection and let A’ = w(A —bs — s) and B’ = 7(B — bs).
(ii) There exists b € A’ N B’ such that H = (2b) is a subgroup in G/X of odd order d greater

than 1.

(i) There exists {x1, ..., Tk, Tht1y- - T, Tit1, -, Tm) C (G/E)\ (K(G/XE) + H), where m =
(|G/X|/d — L(G/X))/2 and 0 < k,l < m, such that

(G/E)\(K(G/X)+ H) = U(($i+H)U(_Ii+H))7
A ={0,b,3b,...,(d - 2)b} + K(G/Z)U ({z1, ..., Tk, TTps1,..., T2} + H),
B ={0,b,3b,...,(d—2)b} + K(G/2)U ({z1, ..., 7k, £2141, ..., TTpm } + H),

(iv) And A=bs+s+na YA) and B=0bs + 7 Y(B').
Note that, under the assumptions of the previous theorem, we can determine the set of A AS B-

exceptions. Let Y = {y € G : 2y € X} then 7 }(K(G/X)) = Y and the set G \ (A A° B) =
(2bs + S) U (2b* + 2bs + S), where b* € G and 7(b*) = b.

5. THE CRITICAL SETS FOR ABELIAN GROUPS. CASE Lg < |S| L(G).

As an immediate consequence of Theorem [[2, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 19. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G with |A|+|B| = |G|+
Ls. If the equality | ANS B| = |G| —2|S| holds then there exists a decomposition S = S;USoU...USy
of S modulo 2 - G such that

(i) 1Si| = Ls/L(G) for each i € {1,2,...,k},
(i) |[AAS B| = |G| —2|S;| and |AANS\Y) B| = |G| —2|S\ S;| for eachi € {1,2,...,k}. Moreover,
the set of A N® B-exceptions can be partitioned in the form:

G\ (AN B) =UF_(G\ (AN B)).
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Proof. Let Ls = mL(G), for some m < |S|. We will prove the result by induction on |S|. We
have A + B = G. Let z be an A A B-exception. We write z = 2b + s for some s € S and
be(A—s)NBand define A/ =A—b—s, BB =B—-band S’ =5 —s. Again,0€ A/'NB' NS,
G\ (AN B)—(2b+s) = G\ (A’ A% B') (in particular, 0 is an A’ AS" B'-exception), Ls = Lg:(0) = L/
and A+ B' = G.

We denote ¥ = S'N2-G. Notice that 0 € X, and also by Lemma [IT] (i) that m = |X|. If |S'| =m
then the result holds with k£ = 1. Suppose now that |S’| > m.

By Lemma [T (iii), we obtain that the set of A’ AS" B’-exceptions can be partitioned as follows
(12) G\(A'AY B) = (G\(A'AZB))U(G\ (A A5\ BY)

Now, using Lemma [[T] (i), we have that |G \ (A’ A¥ B’)| < 2|¥|. In particular, since |S’| > |%],
there exists and exception 2z’ € G\ (A’ AS\E) B’). Thus, (D) is still valid and we have Lgny = Lg,
hence |A'| + |B'| = |G| 4+ Lgns. By Theorem [I2, we obtain that |G \ (A’ AEN\D) B < 2|87\ 5.
Therefore, using |G\ (AA® B)| = 2|S| and the partition ([I2)), we conclude that |G\ (A’ A* B")| = 2|3
and |G\ (4’ A\ B = 2|87\ 3.

The inductive process applied to S’ \ ¥ completes the result.

O

We now introduce some results that allow us to be more precise about the structure of the sets
S and G\ (A A® B) in the case Ls < |S| L(G), provided some restriction holds.

Proposition 20. Let A and B be subsets of a finite Abelian group G. Suppose that there exists an
element b € AN B such that:

(i) The order d of the subgroup H = (2b) is an odd integer greater than 2L(G) — 1.
(ii) There exists a subset {T1, ..., Tk, Thaly--- Tl Titls-- -, Tmt C G\ (K(G)+ H), where m =
(|G|/d = |K(G)])/2 and 0 < k,1 < m, such that

ath

Il
s

G\ (K(G)+H) = J((zi + H) U (~=; + H)),

A=({0,b,3b,...,(d—2)b} + K(G))U ({x1, ..., 2k, *Tkt1,..., T2} + H),

B =({0,b,3b,...,(d=2)b)} + K(G))U ({z1,..., 2k, TX141, ..., Txm} + H).
Then, for each z € G\ (K(G) U (2b + K(G))) we have v(z) > L(G). In particular, if v(z) = L(G)
then z € K(G) U (2b+ K(G)).

Proof. Let P, and R be the subsets defined as follows:
P = {0,b,3b,...,(d—2)b} + K(G),
Q = {z1,...,2k, TTk41,..., T3} + H,
R = {x1,...,25,x2141,. .., T2m} + H.

Then A=PUQ,B=PURand A+ B=(P+P)U(P+R)U(P+Q)U(Q+ R). Notice that,
since |H| = d is odd, we can prove that |H + K(G)| = dL(G) and thus |A| + |B| = |G| + L(G) (see
[7]). In particular, A4+ B = G. Let us see now how v(z) is lower bounded according to which part
of the sum it belongs to.

For the sum P+ P, clearly, P+ P C K(G)+ H and since d is odd, we have that db+ K (G) = K(G).
Thus, by a direct computation, it follows that v(z) > L(G) unless z € K(G) U (2b + K(G)).

Concerning the sum P+ R, we have that P+R C G\ (K(G)+H). Since {0,b,30,...,(d—2)b} C H,
it is clear that P + R is a union of (H + K(G))-cosets. Moreover, for each z € P + R we have
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v(z) > (d+1)/2. Hence, since we are assuming that (d+1)/2 > L(G), we conclude that v(z) > L(G),
for each z € P+ R.

The case of the sum P + @ is similar to the previous one. (Here we have that P+ @ C G\
(K(G) + H)).

Finally, it follows that  + R is a union of H cosets, none of which is H, hence 0,2b ¢ Q + R.
Moreover, for each z € Q + R, v(z) > |H| > L(G). O

With the notation and assumptions of the preceding proposition, we can state the following two
corollaries:

Corollary 21. Let z € G. If v(z) = L(G) then z € (K(G) U (2b+ K(G))) \ (Q + R).
Corollary 22. Let A, B be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G and T be a subgroup of

2 - G such that |A| + |B| = |G|+ |T| L(G). Let m : G — G/T be the natural projection. Denote
A" =7(A) and B’ = 7n(B). Suppose that

(i) there exists b € A'N B’ such that H = (2b) is a subgroup in G/T of odd order d greater than
2L(G/T) — 1,
(ii) there exists {x1,..., Tk, Tht1,-- s Tl Tit1,-- -, Tm} C (G/T)\ (K(G/T) + H), where m =
(|G/T|/d— L(G/T))/2 and 0 < k,l <m, such that
(G/T)\ (K(G/T) + H) = | J (@i + H) U (—2: + H)),
i=1
A" =10,b,3b,...,(d —2)b} + K(G/T)U ({x1, ..., Tk, 41, .., T2} + H),
B ={0,b,3b,...,(d—2)b} + K(G/T)U ({z1, ..., 7k, £2141, ..., TTm } + H).

Then, for each z € G\ 7 H(K(G/T)U (2b + K(G/T))) we have v(z) > L(G) |T|. In particular, if
v(z) = L(G) |T| then z € 7Y (K(G/T) U (2b + K(G/T))).

The next theorem gives a characterization of the critical sets of Theorem[I2] provided a restriction
holds.

Theorem 23. Let A, B and S be non-empty subsets of a finite Abelian group G with |A| + |B| =
|G|+ Ls. Assume that 0 is an A \° B-exception with 0 € AN BN S and that |ANY B| = |G| —2|S|.
The following conditions hold true:

(i) There exists a decomposition S = S1US3U...USk of S modulo 2-G such that |S;| = Ls/L(G)
for eachi € {1,2,...,k} and |ANS B| = |G| —2|S;| for eachi € {1,2,...,k}. Moreover, the
set of ANS B-exceptions can be partitioned in the form G\ (AAY B) = UE_| (G'\ (AN B)).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that 0 € S;.
(ii) Sy is a group.
Let 7 : G — G/S1 be the natural projection and let A’ = w(A) and B’ = n(B).
(iii) There exists b € A’ N B’ such that H = (2b) is a subgroup of G/S1 of odd order d greater
than 1.

(iv) There exists {x1,...,TkyTkt1y- s Tl Ti41,-- - Tm} C (G/S1)\ (K(G/S1)+ H), where m =
(|IG/S1]|/d— L(G/S1))/2 and 0 < k,l < m, such that

G/SI\(K(G/81) + H) = | J((w: + H) U (i + H)),

i=1
A"'=10,b,3b,...,(d —2)b} + K(G/S1)) U ({x1,. .., Tk, TTps1,..., 22} + H),
B '=1{0,b,3b,...,(d = 2)b} + K(G/S1))U ({x1, .., 2k, 21301, - - ., T2 } + H).
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Moreover, if we suppose that (d+1)/2 > L(G/S;) then

(v) Si=wyi+ 51, foreach i =1,...,k, whereY ={y € G:2y € S1} and Y = U_,(y; + S1),
r >k, is a decomposition modulo S1. In particular, 2-S C Sy,
(vi) The set of AN° B-exceptions is {0,2b*} + S, where b* € 7~ 1(b), and
(vii) ({0,2b}+{m(y1),7(y2), ..., m(yx) })N(Q+R) = 0, where Q = {x1,..., Tk, TThky1,..., LT }+
H and R={x1,..., 2%, *2141,..., Txm} + H.

Proof. (i) holds by Theorem [[91 Theorem [I§ implies (ii), (iii) and (iv). Finally, by Proposition 20]
Corollary 2T and Corollary 22l we obtain (v), (vi) and (vii). O
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