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EXTREMAL PROBLEMS FOR INTERSECTING FAMILIES OF
SUBSPACES WITH A MEASURE

HAJIME TANAKA () AND NORIHIDE TOKUSHIGE

ABSTRACT. We introduce a measure for subspaces of a vector space over a g-element
field, and propose some extremal problems for intersecting families. These are g-analogue
of Erdés—Ko—Rado type problems, and we answer some of the basic questions.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of the paper is to introduce a measure on the set of subspaces of a vector
space over a finite field and propose some extremal problems for intersecting families of
subspaces. We then show some Erdos—Ko—Rado type results for vector spaces with this
measure.

To motivate our problems, we begin with the Erdés—Ko—Rado theorem and its measure
version. Let n and k be positive integers with n > k. Let X,, := {1,2,...,n}, and let 2%~
and ()i”) denote the power set of X,, and the set of k-element subsets of X,,, respectively.
A family U C 2% of subsets is called intersecting if Ny # () for all z,y € U.

Theorem A ([3]). Let £ < 1. If a family U C ()2”) is intersecting, then

o () < £

Moreover, if [U|/(}) = £ and if £ < 1, then there exists i € X,, such that

oo fee (W) i),

This result has a measure counterpart. Let p be a real number with 0 < p < 1. We
define a p-biased measure fi, : 22" — [0,1] by

fip(U) = pHl(1—p)
zelU
for U C 2%». This is a probability measure and
5 " /n . n
(25 = (k,)p’“(l —p)" =+ (1-p)" =1
k=0

by the binomial theorem.
Theorem B ([1]). Let p < 5. If a family U C 2%~ is intersecting, then
fip(U) < p.
1
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H uniform version ‘ measure version

subsets Theorem [Al Theorem [B
subspaces Theorem ?

TABLE 1.

Moreover, if fi,(U) = p and if p < %, then there exists i € X,, such that
U:{zGQX":iE:z}.

Now, we switch to work on subspaces from subsets. Throughout the paper, we fix
a prime power q. Let F, be the g-element field, and let F} denote the n-dimensional

vector space over F,. Let €, and Q%) denote the set of all subspaces of [y and the set

of k-dimensional subspaces of Iy, respectively. Define [n] := q;__ll, (]! := [[;_,[j], and
m = % Then, |QW)| = [’]j A family U C €, of subspaces is called intersecting if

xNy#0 forall x,y € U.

Theorem C ([0]). Let £ < 1. If a family U C Q) is intersecting, then
n [k
U < -
AN

[¥]

Moreover, if |U|/[}] = i and if £ < 1, then there exists y € Q) such that

[n]
U={zeQV:yca}.

1
3

—

So far, we have mentioned three Erdos—Ko—Rado type results. It seems natural to
expect a result that is a g-analogue of Theorem [Bl and at the same time, a measure
version corresponding to Theorem [C] (see Table[]). To find such a result, we first need to
introduce a measure on €2,,. Let ¢ be a positive real number, and let

kg (5)
.74
P o
where
(1) (=i = [[(1+00) = [Z]akq@.

The second identity in (Il is known as the g-binomial theorem. (This is an identity as
polynomials in o and hence is valid when, e.g., 0 < 0.) Then, define a o-biased measure
o 2% —[0,1] by

pe(U) == Z Gon(dimx)
zeU
for U C ,. This is a probability measure and

@) = 3 [}t =1

k=0
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i {0 = ()(e55) (- 755

This suggests that the measure ji, is a g-analogue of the measure fi,, and the maximum -
biased measure of an intersecting family of subspaces (in a possible result corresponding
to Theorem [B)) should be which plays the role of p when ¢ — 1. Indeed, we have the
following.

We note that

Tro

Theorem 1. Let

n— -n ifn is odd

g "t ifnois even.

If a family U C €, is intersecting, then
NU(U) <

o
1+O'.

Moreover, if 1,(U) = 175 and if o < ¢~ 2557171 then there exists y € Q) such that
U={zxeQ, yCux}

< %, and we
have 5 + =5 L when ¢ — 1 (irrespective of the actual value of a). Our proof of Theorem
il allows us to take the limit ¢ — 1, and we thus restore Theorem [Bl However, unlike

the bound p < l in Theorem [B| the bound o < ¢% in Theorem [ is not best possible in

Write a= q‘2L%1J_1 for brevity. Then, that o < ¢* is equivalent to {7

g

general. Let 12 = [][Jn}} or equlvalently, o= [n][p "l for a fixed p with 0 < p < 1, where we
extend the notation [\] = =L to any A € R. Then we have 2 21’:_—11 —pasq— 1.

Conjecture 1. For every 0 < p < , there exists ng such that the following holds for all

n>ng and o = %' if a family U C (), s intersecting, then
o
g U < 7
o (U) < 1+o

with equality if and only if there exists y € QW) such that
U={zreQ,:yCua}.

Note that Conjecture [I] does not cover Theorem [l Indeed, if p is fixed and n is

sufficiently large, then
[pn] —(1—
(2) o=—"—" _~ g 0Pn
[n] — [pn]

Thus, Conjecture [l applies to the case roughly ¢~ < ¢ < ¢~ 2. We were unable to prove
(or disprove) this conjecture. Instead, we present some weaker results supporting it under
more general settings.

Let t be a fixed positive integer. A family U C €2, of subspaces is called t-intersecting

if dim(z Ny) >t for all z,y € U. Fix y € Q, and define a t-intersecting family AW by
(3) AY = {rcQ,:yCa}.
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Note that AL is an optimal (1-)intersecting family in Theorem [[land Conjecture[ll Using
t

(@) (with o replaced by oq") and akq(g) = atq(2> : (th)k_tq(kgt), we have

Zn: {n B t} o*ql2) = o4 (~aqt; ),

e~ k-t
and so
u —t th(é) 1 1\"!
4 (AL = {n ]mk=7=<——;—) ,
(1 el =32 o foen® = 2= (50,
In particular, ,uU(Ang)) = 13- We are interested in the maximum o-biased measure of

t-intersecting families, and let
f(n,t, o) :=max{u,(U)
Problem 1. Find a condition for o that guarantees f(n,t, o) = ,LLU(AS))%.
Based on (2)), we define

S|=

: U C Q, is t-intersecting }.

O9n ‘= q—(l—@)n’

and write
Hon = ,Udagﬂf
Then, for 0 < 6 < %, we have

i Oy — (10
T g (A7) = g
(see Lemma [2lin Section [3)), and this is the best we can do approximately as shown below.

Theorem 2. We have

lim f(n,t,00,) =

n—oo

g fo << i,
1 if+<0<1.

Conjecture 2. We have

lim f(n7 t’ O’%,n) = q_%t'

n—oo

Two families U, W C (2, are called cross t-intersecting if dim(x Ny) > ¢ for all x € U
and y € W. Let

g(n,t,o1,09) := max{(uol(U)um(W))% U, W C Q, are cross t-intersecting}.
Theorem 3. If0 < 0,0, < %, then lim g(n,t, 09, n,00,n) = g~ @00t

n—oo
If U C ), is t-intersecting, then U, U are cross t-intersecting. This gives us that
f(n,t,0)* < gln,t,0,0).
Thus, Theorem [3] implies Theorem [2 for the case 0 < 0 < %
In Section 2 we prove Theorem [Il To this end, we first translate the problem into a
semidefinite programming problem and then solve it by computing eigenvalues of related

matrices. In Section B we prove Theorem 2] by a probabilistic approach. For this, we use
that the distribution [Z] ®on(k) on the points k = 0,1,...,n is concentrated around 6On.
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We also use the result (Theorem [D]) about the maximum size of t-intersecting families
of subspaces of dimension k due to Frankl and Wilson [4]. In a similar way, we prove
Theorem [3 in Section @, where we need the result (Theorem [G]) about cross t-intersecting
uniform families due to Cao, Lu, Lv, and Wang [2]. We mention that Theorem [Gl partly
generalizes the result (Theorem [E]) about the case t = 1 due to Suda and Tanaka [I1],
which was also proved by solving the corresponding semidefinite programming problem.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [

For a non-empty finite set A, let R® be the set of real column vectors with coordinates
indexed by A. For two non-empty finite sets A and Z, we also identify R**= with the set
of real matrices with rows indexed by A and columns indexed by =. When A € A’ and
= C Z/, we often view R* (resp. R**%) as a subspace of R (resp. RA'*Z") in the obvious

7 (5) % Q)
manner. Define Wy ¢, Wy, € R %7 by

Wht)zy = { (Wht)zy =

for z € QW ¢ € Q0.
We define the subspaces U; (0 < i < [%]) of R®" by

1 itzCyorzDy, — {1 ifxNy=0,

0 otherwise, 0 otherwise,

Ui:{UGRQg) 3VVi—1,i'U':0} (0<Z< L%J)a
where W_; o := 0. Since
n—2+2
1

and the RHS is positive definite, it follows that the matrices Wi_;; (1 <4 < [5]) have
full rank [:1] and hence

WisiiWiioi = Wis1,i—oWigio1 + g [ :|Wi—1,i—1 (1<i<3))

&mm:@:{ﬂ—{"] (0<i<|2))

1 1—1
For 0 < ¢ < [ 5], we fix an orthonormal basis w; 1,2, . .., U4, of U;, and define
2i] 73
ik—) [n — 2i , _
(5) ub =g {k ] Wit (1<r<d;, i<k<n—1i).
: —1
In [11], it is shown that the u}, form an orthonormal basis of R®", and that
(6) Wi, = 0, uf,,

where wf, ;== 0if k <ior k >n—1, and
N k=i n—2i12[n—2i"
gt — ()i (3)+he— 52T
e A T
i _i(k+) 1
PIOM ((q;Q)n—k—d(q;Q)n—Z—i)z

== (@ Dn-k-t \ (G Dk-i(T Qe

=
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We note that
OF = 0% (i <kt <n—i).
5] and 1 <r <

See also [4]. Thus, for 0 <7 <
Vi, = = span{u.

d;, the subspace

i+1 uﬂ—z}

(VERRN Vi

K T’
of R®» is invariant under all the W}, and we have

151 4
(orthogonal direct sum).
=0 r=1
We have dy = 1, and without loss of generality, we set uo; to be the vector with 1 in
coordinate 0 € Q¥ and 0 in all other coordinates.
Let A € R%*% he the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries

Am,m = MU(I) = ¢o,n(dim :L’) (:L’ € Qn)v

and let J € R%* he the matrix all of whose entries are 1. Let SR®*» denote the set of
symmetric matrices in R®»*%» Following [, [10], we formulate the problem of maximizing
the p,-biased measure of an intersecting family into a semidefinite programming problem

as follows:
(P): maximize tr(AJAX)

subject to tr(AX)=1, X =0, X >0,
Xzy =20 for x,y € Qn, rNy =0,
where X € SR%*% ig the variable, tr means trace, and X = 0 (resp. X > 0) means that
X is positive semidefinite (resp. nonnegative). Indeed, if £ € R®" is the characteristic
vector of a non-empty intersecting family U C §2,,, then the matrix

(7) X = po(U) 'z’ € SR

satisfies all the constraints and we have tr(AJAX) = u,(U). We recommend the in-
troductory paper [14] on semidefinite programming. We note that the above semidefi-
nite programming problem can be generalized to handle cross-intersecting families. See
[11, 12], and also [7]. The dual problem for (P) is then given by

(D): minimize «
subject to S =aA—-AJA+A—-Z=0, Z>0,
A,y =0 forz,ye, zﬁy#O,

where o € R and A, Z € SR> are the variables. For any feasible solutions to (P) and
(D), we have

(8) a—tr(AJAX) = tr((aA —AJA)X) =tr((S— A+ Z2)X) >0,
since tr(SX) > 0, tr(ZX) > 0, and tr(AX) = 0, and hence « gives an upper bound on
1o (U).

Our goal now is to find a feasible solution (a, A, Z) to (D) with
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Instead of working directly with the matrix S above, we consider the positive semidefi-
niteness of
1 1 1 1
S =AT2SATT =l - A2 JAZ + A" - 7',
where Z' > 0 and (A4’),, = 0 whenever z Ny # 0. We set

7' =
and choose A’ of the form
ah
(9) A=) %Wu,
k+I<n ‘90

where aj, , € R. Let 1 € R? be the all-ones vector and recall our choice of the vector
ug1 € Uy = R, Then, we have (cf. ()

so that
" !
1
(10) AfL= ¢zﬁ]u&,

where we abbreviate
¢k = ¢J7n(k) (O <k < n)
Let R+Dx("+1) he the set of real matrices with rows and columns indexed by 0,1, . .., n.
Let C' € RDx(+1) he the lower triangular matrix defined by

Then, it follows that

(C™ e = m (1)) (o<e<k<n).

Indeed, for 0 < ¢ < k < n, we have

Sc ot =[] 3 b o = [ wane=

=t =t
by (@) (with o = —1). Now, let G € R"FD*(+1) he the upper triangular matrix given by
—k
GWZ{Z—JFU%%®“9 (O<k<L<n),
and let
(11) F=CGC™.

Note that the diagonal entries of G are
(_1>kaqu(k—1) (0 < k < n)7
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and these are the eigenvalues of (G, and hence of F'. We will set
1001
2
Foe ¢ [}
1 —|— ag i n 1
¢¢ [¢]”

in (@), and show that the corresponding S gives an optimal feasible solution to (D).
To describe the matrix F', we will use the following lemma.

(12) o 1= 0<k<n, 0<L<n—k)

Lemma 1. For integers a,b, and ¢ such that a > b > 0 and ¢ > 0, we have

b . _ _
SHF Ao -f
¥ c c—b
In particular, the LHS above vanishes if b > c.

Proof. First, we have

{a;} anbﬁd{z:mb;q (0<j<b).

d=0

To see this, fix z € Q@ b ) and count z € Q) 7, such that dim(z N z) = ¢ — d for each d

(0 < d < c¢). Then, usmg @) (with o = —1), we have
b a—j @) - [a b_bbbj 1)
- _1Vi,3) — d(a—b—c+d) - - EERYE
91| B TR ST D ol | B (X
Jj= d=0 - - J
_ ZC: gla—v—ctd) la—b][b
= c—d] |d
_ - d(a—b—c+d) [a —b]
Zq c—d {
d=0 . -

— ,bla—c) a—b
vl 7)

as desired. O

For 0 < k,¢ < n, we have

(13) Fro=Y CijGim(C " my

j m=0

l—|
I—I
S
(’\
S
L]
—~
v 3
~—
+
—
o3
~
~
3
()
| — |
o
_
1
S
|
<
—_
—~
I
—_
~—
<
L]
—~
&S
~—

n—k—~
_|n—k ot ke+ h_h_h(h+k+e—1)
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by Lemma [l (with (a,b,c) = (n,k,n—m)), where we set h = m — ¢ in the last line above.
In particular, it follows that F' is upper anti-triangular, i.e., Fj, = 0 whenever k + ¢ > n.
Moreover, it is immediate to see that

Frp- o {Z] =Fyr- ¢ [ﬂ (0 <k, L <n).

Thus, if we define the matrix A’ in (@) by (I2]), then A’ is symmetric since

n n|a2
ai,zzlﬁka'jg[ﬁ}}.(ﬁ [:}1:%16 O<k<n 0<E<n—k)
Rk KE

It seems that the entries of F' have no simpler expression in general. However, if we let
qg — 1, then

&S | T ol

(lll_r)rinj— (TL—E>(_1) g (nggﬁgn),

and we also have

lim Fj,, = (” B k)ag(l —o)" (0K k<n, 0< < n—k).

q—1 14

The relation (II)) after taking the limit ¢ — 1 was shown earlier in [9, Lemmas 2.9, 2.21].
We also note that the above limit of F' is closely related to the matrix A™ (with p = =)
considered in [5].
A l-eigenvector of G is given by (1,0,...,0)T € R**! since G is upper triangular and
Goo = 1. Then, a 1-eigenvector of F' = CGC™ is
C(1,0,...,0)" = (1,1,...,1)".

It follows from (@) that the matrix A" in (@) satisfies
n—¢
A'u€,1 = Z a;c,zug,l (0< < n).
k=0

In other words, the matrix A}, € R"F)*(™+1) yepresenting the action of A’ on the subspace
Vo,1 with respect to the basis ugvl, u(l)vl, ..., Up is upper anti-triangular and is given by

a, fk+0<n
AT KU ST 0<k (<n).
(Ao)ns {o ifk+0>n, ( ")

From now on, we define A’ by (I2)). Then, since F' is also upper anti-triangular, we have
1

14 A= — DyFD:!
( ) 0 ].‘I‘U 0 0 »

101
where Dy € R"DX("+1) is the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries (Do)iy = &7 [1]?
(0 < k < n). In particular, Af has eigenvalues
(_1)k0qu(k—1)
l1+o

(0 <k <n).
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Moreover, it follows from the above comment that a ——-eigenvector of Aj is given by

+

1 1 I\T

By (I0), the matrix representing the action of A2JAZ = (A21)(A21)T on the subspace
Vo1 with respect to the same basis wg \, w1, ..., uf; is wo(wp)". Indeed, we have

1
2

A%JA%'U,SI:QS%[} A1—Z¢,§H H wb,  (0<0<n).

Since
ZmH—ua n) =1

the matrix 'wo('wo)T has wy as a l-eigenvector. Since A2 JAZ is a rank-one matrix, this
is the only nontrivial action of Az J A%, i.e., all the other eigenvalues are zero. Recall our
choice of o and Z’. The vector wy is an eigenvector of the action of

S =
1+o
on V;; with eigenvalue
o 1
— = 0.
1+o * 1+o0o
The other n eigenvalues of S on V;; are given by
1Yk ghkk—1)
(16) o (Do (1<k<n).

1+0 1+0

Next, we consider the actions of S” on the other subspaces V;,, where 1 < i < |5 and
1 <r < d;. By (@), the matrix A, indexed by 4,4+ 1,...,n — 1, representing the action
of A" on V,, with respect to the ba81s ul | ult! u;’," is given by

B, i 0ttt

0" ()i (@5 Qi (@ Do i@ (@00 | ?
A; = CL/ .t = CL, . —1 Zq(Q)_T ( ! n A n A ! )
(Aidke = di prt =1 (&5 @) k(a3 @)n—e(a; @Q)i—i(a; @)
for i < k,¢ <n —i. We then have (cf. (I2])
1
17 Al = ——D;F;D; !,
(17) s

where

(4)—ik (@& Dnr—i(a; Q)
(4 k(a5 9)e-
and D; is diagonal with diagonal entries

D=t [}] ot (GBSt Y chcny

(F)ke = Fre- (—1)'q (i <k, 0<n—1),

S
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If we write F' = F,,., to specify the parameters, then using (I3,

{n - k} _ {n —k— Z} (¢ @)n—k(q; @)e—i

/ C—1 (¢ Qn-r—i(q;9Q)e

k= (k= i) (£ — i) +ilk+0) — 2 (5) _ (“g;z) Ll - (’;1)

it is routinely verified that

and

(18) (F)kt = (Fr_gisoq2i hivv—i - (—1)'0’q' ™ (1 <k, 0 <n—i),
where we note that the rows and columns of F,_o; 5.2 are indexed by 0,1,...,n —2i. It
follows that the eigenvalues of A" on V;, are given by
) B _l)io.iqi(i—l) (_1)k0qu(k—1) » .
(=1)"(eq™)"q o s (i n—i
where h = k — i, and therefore those of S’ are
o (_1)kaqu(k—1)

(19)

< k<n—1).
T o (i <k<n—i)

For the matrix S’ to be positive semidefinite, all the eigenvalues in (I6]) and (I9) must
be nonnegative. This is equivalent to

cr bt L o (1<k<n, k:odd),

which then simplifies to the condition given in Theorem [ (when n > 3). If this condition
is satisfied, then the matrix S = Az S'A2 gives a feasible solution to (D) with objective

value 17—, which is attained by AV defined by (3).

For the rest of the proof, assume that o < ¢~21*371=1. Let U C Q, be an intersecting
family such that 11, (U) = ;7. Let ¢ € R?" be the characteristic vector of U, and let the
matrix X € SR%*% he as in (7). Then, equality is attained in (&), and hence it follows
that tr(SX) = 0, or equivalently, S'Asz = 0.

Recall that wy is a 0O-eigenvector of the action of S” on V;;. The corresponding 0-
eigenvector of S’ (in R%") is (cf. (IT))

1 " 1in %
(20) vy = A2l =) g7 M ul .
k=0

The eigenvalues of S in ([I9)) are zero if and only if (7, k) = (1,1), in which case, we can
similarly see that the corresponding 0-eigenvectors of S’ are of the form

n—1
v, =Y maui,  (1<r<d),
k=1

where 7 # 0 for all k. More specifically,

T
(M1, M2, - 777n—1)T =Di(1,1,..., 1)T = ((Dl)Lla (D1)22s -+ (Dl)n—l,n—1) .

See (I7) and (I8). On the other hand, the eigenvalues of S’ in (I6)) are zero if and only
if £ = 1. Since G is upper triangular, and Gy = 1 and Gy = —0o, a (—0o)-eigenvector
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of G is given by (v,1,0,...,0)T € R where v = —%. Then, a (—o)-eigenvector of
F=CGC'is

C(v,1,0,...,0)" = (1/+ m,w m,u+ mw m>T

and the corresponding 0-eigenvector of S’ becomes (cf. (I4)))

n i % L
S
k=0

. 1 1 ) L
Since S’Azx = 0, the vector A2x must be a linear combination of the above vectors:
1 i
A2 = covg + 11 + - - -+ €y, Vi, + U

Expand the RHS above in terms of the u},. Note that U does not contain 0 € QO 5o
that the coefficient of u; is zero, i.e., ¢y + cjr = 0. Suppose now that U N QY = 0.
Then, the coefficients of ug, and uj, (1 <7 < d) are all zero because these vectors form
a basis of R%’ . That the coefficient of u, equals zero is equivalent to co 4 cp(v +1) = 0.
Combining this with co + ¢yr = 0, we have ¢q = ¢{, = 0. Moreover, the coefficient of uj,
equals ¢, for 1 < r < dy, and hence ¢; = -+ = ¢4, = 0 since 71 # 0. It follows that
Az = 0, which is absurd. We have now shown that U N Q) = 0. Since U is a maximal
intersecting family, we must have U = AP for some y € Q. This completes the proof

of Theorem [
3. PROOF OF THEOREM
In this section, we abbreviate
= Hon, 0 = 0¢n,
except in the statement of lemmas. We will also write ¢ = ¢y, = @0y, n-

Lemma 2. If0 <0 < %, then

lim 1., (AL)) = g~
n— oo
Proof. By (), we have
t—1 .
(21) n(AL) =TT (14 ¢*=om=) "
7=0
Since (1 + ¢=9m=7)=w — ¢=(0=9 for 0 < j <t — 1, we have p(AY))n — ¢~(-0, 0

The next result shows that the distribution
n
O(k) = @y, (k) == [k} bo.n(k) (k=0,1,...,n)

concentrates around k ~ nd.
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Lemma 3. Let 0 < 0 < 1. For every € > 0, there exists L > 1 such that

> Bpu(k)<e

|k—6n|>L
for sufficiently large n, where the sum is over all k = 0,1, ..., n such that |k — 6n| > L.
Proof. Define a probability measure ¥ = Wy, on the points ¢* =" (k =0,1,...,n) by
V() =o(k) (k=0,1,...,n).
By (1), the mean is computed as

E[X] = k an) — ( 0q7q) _
= kZ:Oq (k) (=)0 (1 +0)

which converges to 1 when n — oo. Also,

n

E[X2] — Z q2k—29n (I)(]{Z) _ (_qu; Q)n (1 + an)(l + an+1)

@2 (—0;q9), ¢"(1+0)(1+0q)’

k=0
which converges to ¢ when n — oco. Hence, the variance satisfies
V[X] = E[X?] - E[X]* = ¢ — 1.

In what follows, let n be sufficiently large so that E[X] < 2 and V[X] < ¢. There exists
L > 1 such that (¢* — 2)%¢ > 2¢. Then, we have

¢>VX] = ) (" -EX]) k) = (¢" -2 ) @(k),
k>0n+L k>0n+L
from which it follows that
q €
Z d(k) < s < 5
k>0n+L (" =2)* 2
Next, we have

On -1
_ q¢"(1+oq _
e - E

¢ (L+og*)(1+oq) |
A+tor )1 +togt T

SO
VX7 =EX? -EX "= ¢ - ¢~
By a similar argument, we can show that there exists L’ > 1 such that

> ek <3,

k<On—L'

for sufficiently large n. The result now follows by replacing L by L' if L' > L. O
For our purpose, we need a stronger tail bound.

Claim 4. Let 0 < 0 < % We have
(22) > Bon(k) = o(g~ M),

where the sum 1s over all integers k with 5§ <k < n.
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Proof. We write m := [§] and s := [0n] for typographical reasons. First, we claim that
(23) ®(m) < g 2m=9MH0Mm) — (=3 (3-0)*n*+0(n)

In view of Lemma [3] we estimate (cf. ()
omd®  [lond® [ e -6
(24) B(m) - < s
Sho[Jotd® T [lod® LT

For further estimation of the RHS above, we note that

[n — m)] =1

P < st = s tO()
and so
SR 1 B e ’ﬁ n=m+j] _ ([n —m) )’”‘2 =) +0()
Gl llln—m] Lt s+l [5]
for sufficiently large n. We also have
(26) om=3q(3)=() = (g~ (=0m)™ 0 =g +OM) _ g §(m=)*+0(m),

Substituting (25]) and (26]) into the RHS of (24]), we get (23]).
Next, we verify that ®(k) is decreasing in k for £ > m. Indeed, since
above, it follows that

[n—k]

n—2k
kg < 4 as

n 1 ghtig("2) _
Ok+1) i) qk _In k]gq <"F <P <1
¢ (k) 7] oq(2) [k +1]
Hence, it follows from (23] that
Z (I) < mq) ) <gq 2(1 0)?n?4+0(n) _ O(q—(l—é)tn)

k>—

for sufficiently large n. O

Remark 1. The RHS of (22) can be replaced by o(q~#") for any fixed R > 0. For our
purpose, we need R > (1 — 0)t.

We now invoke the following result.

Theorem D (Frankl-Wilson [4]). Let n > 2k. If a family U C QW) is t-intersecting,
then |U| < [, 7]

For the characterization of the optimal families in Theorem [D] see [0} [13].
Lemma 5. If0 < 6 < %, then lim, . f(n,t,04,) = q =
Proof. By Lemma [2, we have
f(n.t,0) > p(AD)w — q ="
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On the other hand, let U,, C €0, be a t-intersecting family satisfying u(U,) = f(n,t,o)",
and let U = U, N Q¥ We have

ZIU““W <Y UGk + Y (k)

k<3 k>3
By Theorem [D] and (21]),
t—1
n—t -1
k) < u(AD) = 1 (1-0)n—j
>l k}éj{k o) < ) [Ta+a o)

and by Claim [,

Thus, we have

Finally, it follows from Lemma [2I that
f(n,t,0) = p(Un) = < u(AD)* (14 0(1))
Claim 6. Let % < 0 < 1. There exists 6 > 0 such that
S k) < g7
k<t
for sufficiently large n, where the sum is over all integers k with 0 < k < "T*t

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Claim @l We write m’ := [2t] and s := [0n]. We
first claim that

(27) O(m') < ¢~ PHOM) = (=3(0=3)*n*+0(m)
We have (cf. ()
[ i|0' q(m) [ i|0‘ /q("zb)
Gl &)
>koo [1]o*q\® []osq\s
Since L < g st = gs=m'+O() it follows that

=
2] lsla—sllFE 4] ] N yrom
L] [ trn—s+]] <[n—s]) i

[mn/} a'm/_sq(wzbl)_(;) .

B = T

for sufficiently large n. We also have
/)2

o' =sq(3)= () = (g (=0my™' 0 (- 400) _ =m0,
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Hence, we get (27]).
Next, we verify that ®(k) is increasing in k for & < m/, provided that n is sufficiently

large. This follows from @ [k}-',-l} < ¢**" and

ok —1) _ [l )
(k) m qu(’;) n—k+ 1]ogkt

< qk—9n+l < qm/—en-i-l < 1

Hence, if we choose ¢ such that 0 < 6 < (6 — 35)?, then we have

> (k) <m'd(m') < ¢

k<t
for sufficiently large n. O
Lemma 7. ]f% < 6 <1, then lim,_, f(n,t,00,) = 1.

Proof. Clearly, we have f(n,t,0) < 1. So we need to show that lim_ . f(n,t,0) > 1.
Define a t-intersecting family B,, by

Bn::{ern:dimx>nT+t}.

By Claim [6, we have
pB)=1- > ®k)>1-q"°
k<t

for sufficiently large n. Then, the desired inequality follows from

1

f(n,t,o) > M(Bn)% > (1 B q_5n2)ﬁ 1 -
Proof of Theorem[4. Immediate from Lemma [5l and Lemma [7l 0

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [3

Here, we list some results concerning cross t-intersecting families of uniform subspaces.
We omit the descriptions of the optimal families.

Theorem E (Tokushige [I5]). Let n > 2k. If U C QP and W C Q¥ are cross t-
intersecting, then |U||W| < [z:ﬂz

Theorem F (Suda-Tanaka [I1]). Let n > 2k andn > 2¢. If U C Q¥ and W C QO are

cross 1-intersecting, then |U||W| < [Z ﬂ [ }

Theorem G (Cao-Lu-Lv-Wang [2]). Letn > k+{(+t+1. If U C QF and W c QY

are cross t-intersecting, then |U||W| < [" t} [ﬁ_ﬂ

For the proof of Theorem [3] we use Theorem Note that while Theorem [G] is the
most general result so far, it does not fully contain Theorem [El and Theorem [El

The next claim can be shown exactly in the same way (with slightly more cumbersome
computation) as Claim M, and we omit the proof. See also Remark [l
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Claim 8. Let 0 < 0 < —, and let t be a fized positive integer. Then, we have

Z (I)Gn _ O 2tn>’

ntl

where the sum s over all integers k with "Ttl <k <n.

Proof of Theorem[3. For i = 1,2, we write 0; := 0¢, n, ¢i = ¢p,n, and p; := pg,, for
brevity. Suppose that cross t-intersecting families U,,, W,, C €, satisfy

g(n> ta o1, 0_2)n = Ml(Un)M2(W )
and let UY) = U, N Q® and W = W, n Q“ If k0 <
and we can apply Theorem |G| to U and WP, By Claim ISL we may write

> 1UF i (k) + o(g™"),

k< n7t71

Z (WD |2 (€) + o(q~™).

<nt1

>k+0+1+1,

Then, by Theorem [G] we have

ST UPIe k) || DD IW6a(0)

k<n7§71 £<n7§71

= D > UPIW e (k)ea(0)

k‘< nftfl Z< nftfl

> X { HZ:E]%U{?)@(@

<ntlz<nt1

/A

where AV is defined by @B)). It follows that

U (W) = | D [P ek) || DY W Oea(0) | + o(q™™)

—t—1 —t—1
k< n 2 ég n 2

< (A2 (AP) + o(g ™).

Thus, by using Lemma 2 we have

9(n,t,01,05) = (u(Un) (W) < (2 (AD) pia(AL) + 0(q~2m)) " — g~ G000

The opposite inequality follows from

1
n

g(n,t,o1,09) > (m(AS’)ug(Aﬁf))) _y g (2010t
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This completes the proof of Theorem [3] O

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

5.1. Theorem [ from Hoffman’s bound. Here, we show that the inequality in The-
orem [Il can also be interpreted as an application of the so-called Hoffman’s bound. Let
G = (Q, F) be a finite simple graph with vertex set 2 and edge set F, and let ¢ : Q — [0, 1]
be a weight function such that > _¢(x) = 1. Let p : 2 — [0,1] be the probability
measure on ) defined by pu(U) := > ., ¢(x). We say that U C Q is independent if no
two vertices in U are adjacent in G. The independence measure of G, denoted by «(G),
is the maximum of u(U) over independent sets U C 2. We say that a symmetric matrix
B € R reflects adjacency in G if

e B,, =0 whenever {z,y} € E, and

e B has an eigenvector w € R such that w, = \/¢(x) = \/u(z) (x € Q).

Let wi, us, ..., ujq be eigenvectors of B. We may assume that they form an orthonormal
basis with respect to the standard inner product, and that w; = w. Let \; denote the
eigenvalue for w;, and let A, := min{)\; : 2 < ¢ < |Q|}. Under these assumptions, we
have the following upper bound for «(G) in terms of \; and Ap;y,-

Lemma 9 (Hoffman’s bound). We have a(G) < AI__A%

The original version of Hoffman’s bound assumes that G is a regular graph and that
is the uniform measure on 2, but its proof works for the above general version: evaluate
v Bv in two ways for an independent set U C , where v € R® is defined by

v, — w(x) %f zeU, (5 €Q).
0 if v & U,

Let the vertex set of G be 2 := §2,,, where two distinct vertices z,y € (), are adjacent
whenever z Ny = 0. Observe that U C 2, is independent in G if and only if U is an
intersecting family. Let ¢ := ¢pp, 1 := o, and B := A’ from (@) with (I2)). Then it
follows that A’ reflects the adjacency, and that w = A2l =g is a H%—eigenvector of A’
(see (I8) and (@0)). Since A\; = 15 and Apin = — 1% by (I6) and [I9), Hoffman’s bound
yields a(G) < 175. Moreover, in this case, a(G) is the maximum p,-biased measure of
intersecting families in €2,,, and so we obtain the inequality in Theorem [l In fact, we can
apply our semidefinite programming formulation conversely to prove Hoffman’s bound in
general. This was already done in [§] for the original version. We adopted this formulation
in this paper for possible extendability; see, e.g., [12].

5.2. Comparison of Theorem |G| with the corresponding subset version. For the
case t = 1, Theorem [G] reads as follows.

Corollary 1. Letn = k+(+2. IfU C Q¥ and W C QY are cross 1-intersecting, then
vl < S]]

/-1

If we replace Q%) and Q%) in the above result with ()2") and ()2”), respectively, then

the situation becomes more complicated; see [16]. Indeed, for any large M > 0, we can
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find n, k, ¢ with n =k + ¢+ M and cross 1-intersecting families U C ()2”) and W C ()2”)
such that

(28) o= (3 21)(2)):

To see this, let

v fee (W) anxipel, wefoe (%) ixc).

Then, U and W are cross l-intersecting, and [U] = (}) — ("), [W| = (=). In this
case, (28) is equivalent to (2n —k — 1)k(£ — 1) > (n — 1)?, and this condition is satisfied,
for example, if k > 2, { = 9k, n = 17k. This means that for any given M = 7k, we can
construct families satisfying (28]), and so the condition n > k + ¢ + M is not sufficient to
get the upper bound (Zj) (Z:ll) for the product of the sizes of cross 1-intersecting families.

It is interesting to determine whether the condition n > k 4 ¢ + 2 in the corollary is
sharp or not. We cannot replace the condition with n > k + ¢. To see this, let n = k + ¢,

k=1,¢>3, and fix z € Q% Then
U:={zeQV . zcC 2}, W={zecQ?:z2cua}

are cross l-intersecting, and
2| n—2 2110 —1 l n—1{{n—1
S | e o
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