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Abstract

In this paper, we study the distance problem in the setting of finite p-adic rings. In odd
dimensions, our results are essentially sharp. In even dimensions, we clarify the conjecture
and provide examples to support it. Surprisingly, compared to the finite field case, in this
setting, we are able to provide a large family of sets such that the distance conjecture holds.
By developing new restriction type estimates associated to circles and orbits, with a group
theoretic argument, we will prove the 4/3-parallel result in the two dimensions. This answers
a question raised by Alex Iosevich. In a more general scenario, the existence/distribution
of geometric/graph configurations will be also considered in this paper. Our results present
improvements and extensions of recent results due to Ben Lichtin (2019, 2023). In comparison
with Lichtin’s method, our approach is much simpler and flexible, which is also one of the
novelties in this paper.
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1 Introduction

Let p be a prime, r be a positive integer, and Z/p"Z be a finite p-adic ring. For a postive integer
n, the “distance” between two points x = (z1,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,yn) in (Z/p"Z)", denoted
by ||x — y||, is defined by

lo =yl = (@1 =91)* + - + (@0 —yn)® (mod p").

Given subsets E1, Fy C (Z/p"Z)", the distance set determined by points in E; X Es is denoted by
An,r(Ela E2), i.e.,
Ap (B Ey) ={|x—yl|l: x€ Ei, y € Es}.

For simplicity, we write A, ,(E) = A, .(E, E). We also denote the density by dg, g, := 7”?”}32'

In the setting of finite p-adic rings, the Erdds-Falconer distance problem is stated as follows.

Question 1.1. What is the smallest density threshold § € (0,1) independent of r such that
|Apr(E)| > p" whenever E is a subset of (Z/p"Z)"™ with dp > 67

This problem was initially studied in the case r = 1, i.e. over finite fields, due to losevich and
Rudnev [7]. More precisely, they proved that if |E| > C’pnT+1 for some sufficient large constant
C, then the distance set A, ;(E) covers the whole field. Hart, Iosevich, Koh, and Rudnev [4]
indicated that the exponent "T‘H is sharp in odd dimensions. In even dimensions, it is conjectured
that the right exponent should be n/2. In two dimensions, Chapman, Erdogan, Hart, Iosevich,
and Koh [2] proved the exponent 4/3 by using an extension theorem associated to circles in the
plane. This result is recently improved to 5/4 by Murphy, Petridis, the first listed author, Rudnev,

and Stevens in [20] by using algebraic methods and results from incidence geometry.

When r > 1, by extending the techniques from finite fields, Covert, Iosevich and Pakianathan [1]
proved that U, C A, ,(E) whenever |E| > r(r + 1)p7""p7n771, where U, := (Z/p"7Z)* is the set
of units. This result is only non-trivial when r is bounded, and does not offer a uniform density
independent of r, to Question 1.1. By using a different and sophisticated approach, namely, a
combination of p-adic analysis and estimates for a class of exponential sums mod p, Lichtin [15]
proved that U, C A, ,(F) if 0p > pfanl. As mentioned in his paper, the main advantage of
his approach is that the argument detects nontrivial cancellations within certain exponential sums

mod p” which were not used in the work of Covert et al. [1].

In this paper, the first purpose is to study the distance problem in a general setting when the
distance function is replaced by a diagonal polynomial. In the case of the usual distance function,
one of the novelties of this paper is to present a much simpler and flexible approach than that of
Lichtin. Our results are essentially sharp in odd dimensions. The second purpose of this paper is to
clarify the conjecture in even dimensions and provide examples to support it. In two dimensions,
by developing new restriction type estimates associated to circles and orbits, with a group theoretic
argument, we will prove the 4/3-parallel result. Surprisingly, in comparison with the finite field
case, in this setting, we are able to provide a large family of sets such that the distance conjecture

holds. The third purpose is to study the existence/distribution of geometric/graph configurations.



To be precise, we are interested in the following questions.

Question 1.2. Let H be a given graph, E be any subset of (Z/p"Z)" and j be any element of U,.
What is the smallest density threshold 6 € (0,1) independent of r such that E contains a copy of
H at distance j whenever ég > §¢

Question 1.3. Let C be a given geometric configuration and E be any set in (Z/p"Z)". What
is the smallest density threshold § € (0,1) not depending on r such that E contains a copy of C
whenever 0 > 67

This paper addresses the graphs of being cycles, chains, and trees, and a geometric configuration
of rectangles. In contrast to initial methods/results over finite fields, the main challenge one has to
deal with in this setting is to find an effective approach to obtain a uniform density which does not
depend on r. Lichtin’s method in [15] is based on a combination of p-adic analysis and estimates
for a class of exponential sums mod p. To find cancellations in exponential sums, he investigated
paths of points (descending family of neighbourhoods), and his arguments are heavily relied on
computing Hessian matrix of all levels. The approach we introduce in this paper is much simpler,
which involves polynomial congruences and Fourier analysis in finite rings. Our arguments only

rely on the first order derivative VI, and avoid the second derivative Hessian matrix.

1.1 Results on the generalized-distance sets

For a polynomial F(x) € Z[x| in n variables. We denote Fj(x) = g—i(x) for all 1 < i < n, and

denote (VF)(x) = (F1(x), Fa(x),..., Fy(x)). Our first result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let F(x) be a given polynomial in Z[x| in n > 2 wvariables. Suppose that the
following conditions hold for some positive constants ci,cs,c3 with ¢y < 1, for some prime p, and

for some j € Z with (j,p) = 1:

(i) (VF)(x) £ 0 (mod p) when F(x) = j (mod p);

(i) [#{x (mod p) : F(x) = j(mod p)} —p"~'| < erp™;
(iii) When m 2 0 (mod p),

‘ > ep(—m'X)‘Sch;

x (mod p)
F(x)=j (mod p)

(iv) When m # 0 (mod p),

#{x(mod p) : F(x) = j (mod p), 31 < t <n, s.t.,Fy(x) # 0(mod p),

n—1

my # 0 (mod p),m;Fy(x) = myFi(x) (mod p) (1 <i<n)} <ezp 2 .

Let r be any positive integer and Ey, Ey be subsets of (Z/p"Z)". Assume that

C
5E1,E2 > i
pT



where C = (1 — ¢) "' max{cy, c3}. Then

#{(x,y) € E1 x Ey: F(x—y)=j(modp")} > 0.

Remark 1.1. In applications, the constants c1,ce,c3 depend only on the polynomial F (degree,
coefficients, number of variables), and the prime p needs to be sufficiently large compared to the
degree and the coefficients of F'. So the result is uniform in all natural numbers r > 1 and all
integers j with (j,p) = 1. Here and throughout, by depending on F we mean in terms of the

degree, coefficients, and number of variables.

Corollary 1.5. Let F(x) =Y. | a;z¥ be a polynomial in Z[x] withn > 2, k > 2, and a; # 0 for
all 1 < i <n. Then, for any sufficiently large prime p, the conclusion of Theorem 1.4 holds for all
integers r,j with r > 1 and (j,p) = 1, and with the constant C depending only on F'.

It also worth noting that when k£ = 3 and r = 1, Corollary 1.5 recovers a result established by
TIosevich and Koh in [6]. Moreover, Example 7.1 in the last section will show that this distance

result is sharp in odd dimensions.

We mention that condition (iii) in Theorem 1.4 is equivalent to

‘ Z Z ep (—m - x + sF(x) — sj) <pT

x (mod p) s#0 (mod p)

for m # 0 (mod p). However, the above bound is not applicable to polynomials of the form F'(x) =
2?21 ajxfj with distinct exponents. In [11], Koh and Shen worked with a weaker exponential sum

> e mex+sPx) | <pt
x (mod p)

for m # 0 (mod p) and s # 0 (mod p). And they proved that |A, i (E1, E2)| > p whenever Ey, E»
are subsets of ), satisfying
6E17E2 > pi(nil)/% (1)

Merely using the approach in [11] can not lead to a result that is uniform in r. With the method
developed in this paper, we are able to provide a generalization of the above result in the setting

of finite p-adic rings.

Theorem 1.6. Let F(x) =, a;z¥ be a polynomial in Z[x] with n > 2, k; > 2 and a; # 0 for

i
all 1 <i <n. Denote ky, = minj<;<y, k;j. Then, for any sufficiently large prime p, for any natural

number r > 1, and any subsets E1, By C Z/p"7Z, we have

Eq||E
|An,r(E1,E2)|>>min{pr’ |E1 || Es }

pr(2nf2/k*)fn+1

In particular, one has |Ay, (Ev, E2)| > p" if

1 1

Opy By > pr(ra)*?. (2)

Here, the implied constants depend only on F.



If k., = 2, then we can see that the lower bound of the density is independent of r. However, if
k«(n—1)

k. > 3, then the formula (2) is meaningful only when r < =7=—~.

1.2 The conjecture in even dimensions

In even dimensions, one might ask about the conjectured densities to guarantee that U, C A,, ,.(E)

or |A,,(E)| > p". We propose the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.7. Let F(x) = Y1, a;z¥ be a polynomial in Z[x] with n > 2 even, k > 2, and
a; # 0 for all 1 < i < n. Then, for any sufficiently large prime p, if the density 0g, g, > Pz,
then we have |A,, . (Ey, Eo)| > p".

Example 7.2 in the last section will support this conjecture for the case k = 2.

In the setting of finite fields, i.e. 7 = 1, as mentioned above, Chapman, Erdogan, Hart, losevich,
and Koh [2] proved the exponent 4/3 by using an extension theorem associated to circles in the
plane. Another proof by using geometric properties of rigid-motions in the plane can be found in
[5]. Alex Iosevich asked in several conferences/workshops if the 4/3-parallel result exists in the
setting of finite p-adic rings. In this paper, we give an affirmative answer to his question.

2

Theorem 1.8. Let v > 1 be an integer. Let E C (Z/p"7)* with |E| > p* 3.

p". Here the implied constant is independent of r.

Then |Ag,(E)| >

Compared to Theorem 1.4, the exponent 21 — % gives a smaller threshold density, namely, of pfg.
Regarding the proof of Theorem 1.8, it is challenging if we just want to follow the methods in [2]
or in [5]. On the one hand, in a recent exposition, Liao showed that the method in [5] implies too
many degenerate cases, even with » = 2, which are very hard to deal with. On the other hand, a
direct computation shows that the same happens with the approach developed in [2], namely, the
main difficulty arises when finding the explicit form of the sum 3.7 /.7 1(;/; (m)l/c-; (m') for m

and m’ in (Z/p"Z)", where C, ; is the circle centered at the origin of radius j.

In this paper, to prove Theorem 1.8, we first use a group theoretic argument, which we learned
from [19, Appendix], to reduce the theorem to an extension type question for circles, then the
rest is devoted to study such type estimates in the p-adic setting. The extension theorems are of

independent interest and are expected to have many other applications.

Unlike the finite field case, in finite p-adic rings, we are able to provide a large family of sets F
such that Conjecture 1.7 is true, namely, the family of sets E satisfying the property that the
density of the fibre of the natural projection over each element in (Z/pZ)? is not too large in E.

The precise statement reads as follows.

Theorem 1.9. Let r > 2 be an integer. Let E C (Z/p"Z)? with |E| > p*"~'. Assume that

7
#{(y1,y2) € E*: y1 = y2 (mod p)} < p* " 3|E].

Then |Ag . (E)| > p".

Corollary 1.10. Let r > 2 be an integer. Let E C (Z/p"Z)? with |E| > p*~!. Assume that

#{x' € F: x' =x(mod p)} < PP



for each x € (Z/pZ)?. Then |As,(E)| > p.

The implied constants in above two corollaries are independent of r.

1.3 Results on geometric/graph configurations

Let F(x) be a given polynomial in Z[x] in n > 2 variables. We call F(x) good if it satisfies the
conditions of Theorem 1.4. In the following, we obtain a number of extensions of the distance
result in the setting of geometric/graph configurations in which the polynomials F'(x) are assumed

to be good.

The first result is on the existence of rectangles of given side-length j € U,., which is an extension

of an earlier result due to Lyall and Magyar in [17].

Theorem 1.11. For given 0 < §' < § < 1 and an integer j with (j,p) = 1, there exists € > 0 such
that the following holds. If E C (Z/p"7)*", with pf% < e, satisfies |E| > 0p®™, then E contains
at least 8'p*™™ 2 tuples

(uy,v1), (a1, v2), (uz,vy), (uz,vs)
that form rectangles of side-length j, i.e. F(u; —uy) = F(vy —v2) = j (mod p).

If we only want to count the number of quadruples (uj,uz,us,uy) in E that form a cycle, i.e.,
F(u; —uy) = F(uz —u3) = F(uz —uy) = F(ug —uy) = j(mod p), then a weaker condition is

sufficient.

Theorem 1.12. Let E C (Z/p"Z)". If g > pianl, then E contains cycles of length 4 with

distinct vertices and of side-length j.

The next result is on the existence of k-chains, i.e., a graph of k+ 1 vertices uy, ..., uiy1 such that
F(u; —u;+1) =j (mod p) for all 1 <i < k—1.

Theorem 1.13. Let E C (Z/p"Z)" and k > 1 be an integer. If og > p_nT_l, then E contains
k-chains of side-length j.

We note that this theorem improves the density of pianl due to Lichtin in a recent paper [16].
Our last result is on the distribution of pinned trees. We first need to introduce some notations.
Let T be an arbitrary tree with k+1 vertices and k edges. Assume that V(T') = {vy,...,vgpi1} C E,

then the edge set of T can be ordered as follows:

S(T) = {(Vi17vi2)7 (Vi3vvi4)7 SRR (Vizk—wvizk)}a

where i1 <i3 < --- <iop_1, and iog < 19y if s <t and 4951 = G9p_1.

For such a tree T', the vector

(Vi = Vig | Vig = Vials - s [Vige_y — Vig|) € (Z/p"Z)"

is called the edge-length vector of T. Two trees T and T" are called distinct if the corresponding

edge-length vectors are not the same. We also recall that two trees T and T” are isotropic if there



exists a bijective map ¢ from V(T') to V(T”) such that the edges are preserved. For x € V(T”) and
v € V(T), we say (T",x) is isomorphic to (T, v) if T is isomorphic to 77 under ¢ and ¢(x) = v.

Theorem 1.14. Let E C (Z/p"Z)", k > 1 be an integer, and (T,v) be a given tree with k + 1

vertices and k edges. If 0p > p_nT_l, then there exists x € E such that the number of distinct
trees (T',x) with vertices in E and isotropic to (T,v) is at least > p"*.

In the rest of the paper, in some places, we may denote ¢ = p” for simplicity if it causes no harm

to the argument.

2 Notations and Lemmas

In this paper, the letter p always denote a given prime p > 2. The letter n denotes the dimension
of the space under consideration, and r is always a positive integer. The cardinality of a finite set
S is denoted by either |S| or #5S.

When we write z (mod p") for an n-dimensional vector z, it always means that z is considered
as an element in (Z/p"Z)". The expression ordy(z) = w means that z = 0(mod p*) and z #
0 (mod p“*1). We also denote ord,(0) = r for 0 € Z/p"Z. When z = (21, 29,...,%,), We write
v, = minj<j<n{ord,(2;)}. Then the vector z can be expressed as z = p”z, where Z is a vector in
(Z/p"~"=Z) such that vz = 0.

For any j € Z/p"Z, we use C,,,; to denote the sphere in (Z/p"Z)" centered at origin with radius
7, 1.e.,

Cnrj =12 (Z/p"2)" : || = j}-

Similarly, for a given polynomial F'(x) in n variables with coefficients in Z, we define
Snrj =1z € (Z/p'L)" : F(z) = j}.

When it makes no confusion, we abbreviate Cy,,; (or Sy ;) as Cy; (or S, j, respectively).

The additive character modulo p” is denoted by e,r(z) = 62;#, (xmod p"). For a function f :
(Z/p"Z)" — C, the Fourier transformation is defined by

iy 1 TN

fm)=— 3 f&xey(-m-x), (me(Z/p'2)"),

p m (mod p7)

and the Fourier inverse is given by

)= Jmeym-x), (xe(Z/p'2)").

m (mod p™)

The convolution of two functions f; and fs is defined by

(e =25 3 Alx=y)f).

y (mod p7)



We have the property that fT;k\f2 = flfg The Parseval’s identity is

= Y AR = Y fim)fm).

x (mod p™) m (mod p7)

The following is one version of Hensel’s lemma that we will regularly applied in this paper.

Lemma 2.1 (Hensel’s lemma). Let
G(x) = (Gi(z1,-- - 2n)s-- -, Gm(T1, ..., T))

be a map from Z"™ to Z', with G; polynomials with integer coefficients. Let | be a positive integer
and y € Z". Suppose that G(y) = 0 (mod p'). Let R be the rank of J(G)|y modulo p, where
J(G)|y is the Jocobi matriz

E1y)  GEy) dor (v)
9G> ile 9Gs
J(G)ly = | = ) 320 ... F320)
Gmly) Hm) .. Fm)
Then
#{z (mod p*) : G(y + p'z) = 0 (mod p'**)} < pFn=F) 3)

“__»

for any integer k > 1. When R = m, the “<” can be replaced by

Proof. Firstly, let us consider the case k = 1. Let G(y) = p'b, where b = (by,bs,...,by) € Z™.
Note that
Gi(y +p'z) = Gi(y) + P/ (VGi)(y) -z (mod p'*?)

for any i = 1,2,...,m. Then G;(y + p'z) = 0(mod p'*!) (i = 1,2,...,m) if and only if b; +
(VG)(y) -z=0(mod p) (: =1,2,...,m), if and only if Jg(y)z = —b (mod p). The number of

solutions to such a system of linear equations does not exceed p" . Thus,
#{z (mod p) : G(y —i—plz) = 0 (mod pl+1)} < ph R

Moreover, the system is consistent when R = m, and has exactly p"~™ solutions.

Secondly, let us consider the case k = 2. For any z;(mod p) with G(y + p'z;) = 0 (mod p!™1), we
write y1 =y + p'z1. Noting that J(G)ly, = J(G)|y (mod p), the rank of J(G)|y, modulo p is also
R. Hence

#{2z3 (mod p) : G(y1 +p""'22) = 0 (mod p'*?)} < p" 1.

It follows that

#{(z1,22) (mod p) : G(y +p'(z1 + pz2)) = 0 (mod p'*2)} < p?(n=F),

Finally, the conclusion follows by an induction on k. U



Lemma 2.2 (Weil’s theorem). Let f(x) € Fplz] be a polynomial of degree k > 1 with (k,p) = 1.
Then

‘ 2. €p<f(w))( < (k- 1)p*2.

z€lFy

Lemma 2.3 (Theorem 2.3, [11]). Let F'(x) = >, a;z™ be a polynomial in F,[x]| such that n > 2,

i

ki>1, and a; #0 for all 1 <i<n. Let j € F}. Then

#{x €Fy: F(x)=j} = (1+op(1))p""

as p — oo.

Lemma 2.4 (Lemma 2.1, [11]). Let F(x) = > I, a;x¥ be a polynomial in Fp[x] withn > 1, k > 2,
and a; # 0 for all 1 <i < n. Let j € F;. Then, for any m € F; \ {0}, one has

n—1
Z ep(—m-X) L p 2
x€Fy
F(x)=j

when p is sufficiently large.

Lemma 2.5. Let p be a prime and j be an integer with (j,p) = 1. Assume that F(X) is a
polynomial in Z[x] in n > 1 variables satisfying the conditions (i) and (iii) in Theorem 1.4, and

the following:
(iv’): When m # 0 (mod p),
#{y(mod p) : F(y)=j(modp), 31<t<n, st.,Fy)#0(mod p),
my Z 0(mod p), m;F(y) = miF;(y) (mod p) for all 1 <i < n} < c3p”,
for some ¢c3 > 0 andOﬁmg%.

Then, for any r > 1, we have

n—1

cp" 2, ifm =0(modp ) but m’' % 0 (mod p"),
c3 pfrfnJrlJr.‘-t7 ’if m’ 3_& 0 (mod prfl).

T, , (m')| <

Proof. Recall that S, ; = {x € (Z/p"Z)": F(x) = j (mod p")}. For simplicity, we denote vyy = v.
Then m’ = pYm with m € (Z/p""Z)" and vy, = 0.

When r = 1, the conclusion follows from the condition (iii). In the following, we assume that
r> 2.



For 1 <v <r —1, by a change of variables x =y + p" "z, we have that

1

G m)=— Y e(-m' x)
p x(mod p™)
F(x)=j(mod pT)
1 _
= > > epr (= (p"m) - (y +p" " "2))

y(mod pT—V) z(mod p¥)
F(y)=j(mod pT—V) F(y+p"~¥z)=j(mod p")

:}% Z eprﬂ,(—m-y) Z 1.

y(mod pT—V) z(mod PV)
F(y)=j(mod p"—?) F(y+p"~¥z)=j(mod p)

Since F(y) = j (mod p), one has (VF)(y) # 0(mod p) by the condition (i). By Hensel’s lemma,

we have
Z 1= pu(n—1)7

z(mod p¥)
F(y+p"~¥z)=j(mod p")

for each given y(mod p"~"). Therefore,

E\m(m/) _ pfrnJrl/(n*l) Z eprfy( —m-y), (4)

y(mod p"—V)
F(y)=3j(mod p"—¥)

for 1 <v <r —1. Moreover, when v = 0, the expression (4) trivially holds.

Let us substitute the parameters x, v for y, r — v, respectively. Then, it is sufficient to show that

(=1/2)(n=1)  jfy —p_1
c2p , ifv=r-—1,
T,(m) := E epr (—m-x) < Dt

x(mod p7) CSPV ) lfOSVST_Q-
F(x)=j(mod p7)

Here m # 0 (mod p).

When v = 1, the bound follows from the condition (iii). In the following, we consider the situation

that v > 2. By a change of variables x =y + p’ 'z,

T,(m)= > e (—m-(y+p""'2))

y(mod p”/—l) z(mod p)
F(y)=j(mod p¥—1) F(y+pY~1z)=j(mod p7)

— Z epy(—m-y) Z ep(—m-z).

y(mod P’Yil) z(mod p)
F(y)=j(mod p7—1) F(y+pY~lz)=j(mod p7)

Let us denote

T, (m;y) = Z ep(—m-z).

z(mod p)
F(y+p7~1z)=j(mod p7)
The condition F(y + p?~'z) = j(mod p?) is equivalent to
F(y)+p" " (VF)(y) -z = j(mod p7).

Suppose that F(y) = j+p? h,(y) (mod p?) for some h(y) (mod p). Recall that F;(y) = gfl (y)-

10



Also recall the condition (i) that (VF)(y) # 0 (mod p). Without loss of generality, let us proceed
with Fi(y) #Z 0(mod p). Then

21 = —F () (hy(y) + Fa(y)z2 + ...+ Fa(y)za)  (mod p).

Here F; !(y) is the inverse of Fy(y) (mod p). So

T, msy) = ep(m T @ ) ] S (= mi+ B ) Fiy) ).

1=2 z;(mod p)

It follows that

T (m:y)| = p" L if miFi(y) = miFi(y) (mod p) for 1 <i <n,
i 0, otherwise.

(Note that, for i = 1, the formula m; Fi(y) = m1F;(y) (mod p) trivially holds.)

Moreover, if m; = 0 (mod p), then the assumption m # 0 (mod p) shows that m;, #Z 0 (mod p) for
some 2 < ig < n. Then m;, Fi(y) # mi1F;,(y) (mod p), which leads to T, (m;y) = 0. As a result,
if T(m;y) # 0 and Fi(y) # 0 (mod p) for some 1 <t <n, then m; # 0 (mod p).

Now we conclude that
T, (m)| < p" HVy_1(m)],

where

V,(m) :={y(mod p") : F(y) = j(mod p*), 31 <t <n, s.t., Fy)# 0(mod p),
my # 0(mod p),m; Fy(y) = mF;(y)(mod p)for all 1 <i < n}.

When v > 3, we further have

Vicam)] < Y~ #{y(mod p” ') : F(y) =j(mod p” '), y = w (mod p)}.
weVi(m)

Note that F(w) = j(mod p) for any w € Vi. So (VF)(w) # 0(mod p) by the condition (i).

Applying Hensel’s lemma again, we have

#{y(mod p?~') : F(y) = j(mod p’~'), y = w (mod p)}
= #{z(mod p"72) : F(w + pz) = j (mod p?~1)} = pOr~2(—1)
for each given w. It follows that, for any v > 2,
17, ()| < p0 =DV (m)).

Recalling that m # 0 (mod p), one can apply the condition (iv’) to get |Vi(m)| < cgp”. Thus, we
conclude that |7, (m)| < e3pO~D®™=D+% The proof is completed. O
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Remark: When n = 1, the cardinality of the set in condition (iv’) becomes

#{y (mod p) : F(y) =j(mod p)},

which is no larger than the degree of F'(y). So one may take k = 0 in this case.

Lemma 2.6. Let k be a number with 0 < k < n/2 and c1,co > 0 be constants. Let F(x) € Z[x]

be a polynomial in n > 1 variables of degree > 2 such that the upper bounds

S e (sF(x) +m - x) < erpl? (5)
x (mod p)
and
#{x (mod p) : s(VF)(x)+m =0 (mod p)} < cop” (6)

both hold when (m,s) # (0,0) (mod p). Then, for any r > 1, we have
Z epr ($'F(x) + m’ - x)

x (mod p™)
cpl™ V2 if (!, 8") = (0,0) (mod p"t) but (m', s') # (0,0) (mod p),
copl™ IR if (!, 8”) # (0,0) (mod prt).
Proof. For simplicity, let us write v(ms ) = v. Since (m’, s") # (0,0) (mod p"), we have 0 < v <
r —1. Write m’ = p”m and s’ = p”s. Then (m,s) Z (0,0) (mod p).
When 1 < v <r — 1, we obtain by a change of variables x =y + p" ¥z that

G,(m' s = Z epr (8'F(x) +m' - x)

x (mod p7)

= XY e (F® TR () + e ()

y (mod pT—¥) z (mod p¥ )

= Y g (F@4+my) Y, 1=p"-Gry(ms).

y (mod pr—¥) z (mod p¥)

When v = 0, the above equality trivially holds. By writing v = r — v, it is sufficient to prove that

epO= VA ity = -1,
G’Y(ma S) S
copY~ntE 0 <y < —2,

where (m, s) #Z (0,0) (mod p).

When v = 1, the conclusion follows from (5). In the following, let us assume that v > 2. By a

12



change of variables x = y + p?~ !z, we obtain that

Gy(m,s) = Z epr (sF(x) + m - x)

x (mod p7)
= > e (sF(y)+m-y) > e((s(VF)(y)+m)-z)
y (mod p7—1) z (mod p)
=p" > ey (sF(y) +m-y)
y (mod p7—1)

s(VF)(y)+m=0 (mod p)

<p" - #{y (mod p71) : s (VF)(y) + m = 0 (mod p)}.
When v = 2, it follows from (6) that Ga(m, s) < cop™™®. When v > 3, we further have

#{y (mod p™) : s (VF)(y) +m =0 (mod p)}
— #{(w.2) € (Z/pT) X (Z/pZ)""2 : 5 (VF)(w + pz) + m = 0 (mod p)}
= pl=2n i fw (mod p) : s (VF)(w) +m = 0(mod p)}.

By (6) again, one deduces that

(y=Dn+r

G (m, ) < p" - pO =" opf = cop

The proof is completed.

O

Lemma 2.7. Let a be an integer with (a,p) = 1. Let k > 2 be a natural number with (k,p) = 1.

Then for any m (mod p),

2

Z Z ep(—max + saz®)| < p*.

s (mod p) |z (mod p)

Moreover, for any natural number r > 2, it satiesfies that

2

2r ; R
Z Z epr(—mz + saz®)| <y v fom) <r =%l

s (mod p") |x (mod pT) p(3—2/k)r, if V(m) 27— |7£-|’
form € Z/p"Z with 0 <v(m) <r. Here v(m) =r means m =0 (mod p").

Proof. Note that

Yol D> eplmatsaat) = Y Y ep(—mlz—y) +sal@® —yF))

s (mod p7) |z (mod pT) x,y (mod p”) s (mod pT)
2
=p" Z eq(—m(z—y)) =p" Z ‘ Z epr(—mx)‘ :
=,y (mod q) i (mod p’") z (mod p”")
ak=yk (mod p7) wk =4 (mod pT)

13



When j # 0 (mod p), one has

‘ Z epr(—mz)| < #{z (mod p") : 2* = j (mod p")}. 9)

z (mod p”)
zk=j (mod p7)

When r = 1, it is not hard to see that the above quantity is <; 1. By Hensel’s lemma, we conclude
that (9) is < 1 for any r > 1. Hence

2

q Z ‘ Z epr(—mz)| < p*'.

j#0 (mod p7) @ (mod p')
zk=3 (mod pT)

Next, we consider the case that j = 0(mod p). When r = 1, it is easy to see that

z (mod p)
2K =0 (mod p)

When 7 > 2, let us take 1 = [4]. Then z* = 0(mod p") if and only if p”|z. By writing = = p*y,

we obtain that

Z epr(—mx) = Z eprﬁu(—my) < prfll« < pT(lfl/k).

z (mod pT) y (mod pr—u)
zk=0 (mod p™)

Donote v = v(m) and write m = p*m. When 1 < v < r — pu, one deduces by a change of variables
y=w -+ p ~* ¥z that

Z epr—u(—my) = Z epr—u—v(—muw) Z 1=0.

y (mod pr—H) w (mod pr—H—Y) z (mod p¥)

When v = 0, the above result also holds. So the summand over j = 0 (mod p") is

: _Ir
P ( > ey (—ma) T Y vtm) <r =g
kz (mod p™) pr(372/k)7 lf V(m) 2 r—= ’V%-l .
zR=0 (mod p™)
The lemma then follows. U

3 Proof of Theorems 1.4, 1.6, and Corollary 1.5

For simplicity, we write ¢ = p” in this section.
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Proof of Therorem 1.4. Recall that S, ; = {z € (Z/qZ)": F(z) = j (mod ¢)}. First, we have

Nr,j ::#{(X7y) € b1 x Ey: F(X_y) Ej(mOd q)}

1
= Y 1nln@)ls,(x—-y) =" o S s ®)(1g *1s,,)(x)
%,y (mod q) x (mod q)
—¢" S In(m)lp s, (m)=¢” Y Ip(m)ip (m)ls, (m) = M+,
m (mod q) m (mod q)

where

M= q "|E1||E2]|Sry| and E=¢ Y Tp(m)ip (m)is,,(m).
m#0 (mod q)

By the condition (ii), one has
[#S1;—p" | <™

With the condition (i), we may apply Hensel’s lemma to get

[#Sr; — " < g™

for all r,j with » > 1 and (j,p) = 1.

Applying Lemma 2.5, one obtains that

n—1

‘g\m(m)‘ < max{cy,cs}-q 'p 7 .

Hence,
1/2 1/2
‘5’ < q2n : sup ‘1&,]‘ (m)| : Z ‘1E1 (m)‘ Z |1E2 (m)|
m3£0 (mod q) m (mod q) m (mod g)
= "B BV sup T, (m)| < max{cy,cs} - V| Eu[|Bo] - "t (Y2,
m#0 (mod q) '

Combining all bounds, we conclude that

B ||E EL|E
‘ i — | 1! 2| < Cl| 1|| 2| +max{02,03} . ’ElHEQ‘ .qnflpf(n—l)/%
So Nr,j > 0 if
\/’ElHEﬂ > max{cy, c3}
7 (1—e)p™®
The proof is completed. 0
Proof of Corollary 1.5. Let p > max{k(k — 1), |ai|,...,|an|} be sufficiently large. Then (k,p) =1

and (a;,p) =1forall 1 <i <mn.

Let us verify the four conditions in Theorem 1.4 for all j € Z with (j,p) = 1. We have

(VF)(x) = (ka1 ... kanak=t) # 0 (mod p)
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when x # 0 (mod p). Then the condition (i) holds. Moreover, the conditions (ii) and (iii) follow

from Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, respectively. In the following, let us verify condition (iv).

For m # 0 (mod p) and (j,p) = 1, the cardinality of the set in the condition (iv), denoted by M0,
satisfies that

N < Z #{ (mod p) : ZazZ—J (mod p),

1<t<n
m¢#0 (mod p)
xy Z 0(mod p), miataszl = mtaixf“‘*l (mod p)for all 1 <i < n} .

k—

Thus, for the x taken into account, we have zF~! = (mya;)~'m;axf ! (mod p).

When k = 2, it follows that

n

N < Z # {xt (mod p) : <Z ((mtai)_lmiat)Qai)x? = j (mod p)} <2n < 1.

1<t<n i=1
m¢#Z0 (mod p)

When k = 3, we further have

3+p 3+p

e x?ﬂ’ = ((mtai)flmiatx?)T = ((mtai)flmiat)T z3 (mod p).
So
- -1 e N 3
N < Z # < z¢ (mod p) : (Z ((mtai) miat) 2 al->:ct =j(modp), <3n < 1.
1<t<n i=1
m4¢#0 (mod p)

When k > 4, we have

)

N < Z # {x(mod p): 2t = (myay) tmgael ! (mod p) for all 1 < i < n}

1<t<n
m4#£0 (mod p)

The variable z; can be chosen mod p, and each x; (i # t) has at most k — 1 choices. So
n—1 n—1
N<n-p-k KpKp 2

when n > 3.

Finally, when n = 2, let us deal with ¢ = 1 without loss of generality. In this situation, one has
mi,z1 # 0(mod p). Note that

o k E_ k -1 k-1 _ k-1 1
Jj = a1z} + agxy = ar1x] + ag(myag) ™ mearxy” x2 = a1y (wl +mj mgxg) (mod p).

If ma = 0 (mod p), then the above equivalence has at most k£ —1 solutions in z; (mod p). Otherwise

we have xg9 = mlmgl(jaflx;(kfl) — 1) (mod p). Then

k—1
B 1 o1 —(k—1
(myag) 1m2a1xlf = xé‘ 1= (m1m2 1(]a1 1x1( ) _ ﬂ:l)) (mod p),
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i.e.,
(= msaa)macs + (=1 ()P S0 = 1) Gy

i(E—=1\, . 1 k(k—1—i) _
+Z D ( i >(1a11)w1( =) = 0(mod p).

This involves a non-zero polynomial of degree no larger than k(k—1). So there are at most k(k—1)
solutions in 1 (mod p). Now we conclude that M < 2k(k — 1)? < 1.

Corollary 1.5 then follows from Theorem 1.4. O
Proof of Theorem 1.6. For sufficiently large p, we have
(VF)(@) = (e, knanas ™) £ 0 (mod p)

when x # 0 (mod p). Hensel’s lemma can be applied on the roots of F(x) = j (mod p!) (I > 1).

n—1

Combining Lemma 2.3, one can obtain that |5, ;| < ¢"7". Then we deduce similarly as in the

proof of Theorem 1.4 that

Neg <p q BBl +¢* - Y Ip (m)ig(m)is, (m).

m#0 (mod q)
Now
S NP < B+ B
j (mod q)
where
_ 2 _
X = Z (¢ "B B2)” = q M P | Ea
Jj (mod q)
and
So=g" Y Tnm)igm) s WIn0) Y. Ts, (m)Ts, ).
m, 10 (mod gq) j (mod q)

Note that

Sgi= Y g, (m)is, (1)

J (mod q)

= 2 X > el-mox+loy)

mod x (mod q) y (mod q)
Jmod a) ot ) P (ot )

1
= E eg(—m-x+1-y)
x,y (mod q)
F(X) F(y) (mod q)

= 2n+1 Z Z eq(—m-x+1-y+sF(x) —sF(y))

s (mod q) x,y (mod q)

:# S Y e-meox+1-y+sF(x) - sF(y)),

570 (mod q) x,y (mod q)
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where the last two steps follows from the orthogonality and the fact that m,1 0 (mod q).

Noting that the inner summation is a product of exponential sums in one variable, one has

|23| < quﬂ . Z H Z — m;T; + sa;x H Z zy@ Saiyfi) )

s#0 (mod q) |i=1 z; (mod q) 1=1y; (mod q)

For (mj,s), (l;,s) # (0,0) (mod p), the condition (5) in Lemma 2.6 follows from Lemma 2.2, and

the condition (6) in Lemma 2.6 is confirmed by observing that

#{z;i(mod p) : —mi+sakz¥ ™t =0 (mod p)}, #{yi(mod p) : —li+saikiy™ " =0 (mod p)} < ki—1.

For s # 0 (mod ¢), we deduce from Lemma 2.6 that
Z eq(— miz; + saixfi) , Z eq(Liyi — saiyfi) <5 qp~V? (10)
i (mod q) yi (mod q)

for any m;,l; (mod ¢) with 1 < i < n. Moreover, let us assume without loss of generality that

kil = ki* = minlgign k‘z Then

2n—2
03] < g 2L (qp—1/2> . Z Z eq(—miz1 + salxlfl) . Z eq(liyr — sa1y]fl)
s#0 (mod q) |z1 (mod q) y1 (mod q)
2\ 3 2
< g 3pmtl. Z Z eq( — miz; + sarz?) Z Z eq(— liwy + saryt?)
s(mod q) |z1 (mod q) s (mod q) |y1 (mod q)
S q73pfn+1 X q372/k* — q72/k*pfn+1, (11)

where we have applied (10), the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Lemma 2.7.

It follows that

1/2 1/2

22 < q4n . q—Z/k*p—n-f—l . H Z |1El(m)|2 . Z |1Ez(1)|2
1=1,2 \m(mod q) 1=1,2 \1(mod q)
< q4n . q72/k*pfn+1 . q72n‘E1HE2’ _ q2n72/k*p7n+1’E1HE2‘.

As a result, we have

N N < BB + ¢y B | By
J (mod q)

Moreover, since

By |2 B, = Y N | S 1An(EL By Z N,

JEAR~(E1,E2) (mod q)

18



we conclude that

2
Ay (Er, Eo)| > ‘i’i‘i/‘ > min{q, ¢ 2R B || By}
T7-]
j (mod q)

In particular, one has |A,, .(E1, E2)| > q if

This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.1. For the case r = 1, we may use (7) instead of (8) in the above proof, and obtain
<K p~" at the end of (11). As a consequence, the same result (1) as in [11] can be obtained.
4 Extension estimates associated to circles and orbits

Let V' be a variety over F. The L* — LY Fourier extension problem for V asks us to determine

all exponents 1 < u,u’ < oo such that the following inequality

1(£d0) || 10t oy < CI1F v, (12)

holds for some constant C' > 0 and all complex valued functions f on V. Here dm is the counting

measure on F}, do is the normalized surface measure on V, and

(fdo)Y Zf x)ep(m - x),
:BEV
| Levide) = 4 m;/\f

and

HQHLu’(]Fg,dm) = Z lg(m)[*

meFy

for any functions f and ¢g. The L* — L* Fourier extension problem has been studied intensively
in the literature for paraboloids, spheres, cones, and homogeneous varieties with applications in
several areas of Mathematics including Discrete Geometry and Combinatorial Number Theory. We

refer the interested reader to a series of papers [8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14] for more discussions.

When V is a circle in the plane F3, it has been proved in [2] that

(fdo) || ez am) < 1 F1 L2 (vido) -

In this paper, to improve Corollary 1.5 in two dimensions, we need to study the finite p-adic ring
analog of this estimate. The extension estimates are of independent interest and are expected to

have more applications in other topics.
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4.1 Extension theorems

In the rest of this section, we always assume that n = 2. Recall that
Crj={x € (Z/p'L)*: || = j (mod p")}.

We denote by do,. ; the normalised surface measure on C). ;. Our results will be presented separately
for two cases p = 3 (mod 4) and p = 1 (mod 4).
4.1.1 Extension theorems associated to circles
Theorem 4.1. Let p =3 (mod 4) and r > 1 be an integer. Let j € Z/p"Z. Then
\Y, 4 1/2 K 2
> o) ) <t Y @),
me(Z/pr)? z€C,;

where
—I5h, if j#0(mod p),
k=14 —1, if 7 =0(mod p) and j # 0 (mod p"),
(=)= if 5 =0(mod p").

Theorem 4.2. Let p=1(mod 4) and r > 1 be an integer. Let j € 7/p"Z.
Y 4\? 2
> (o) m)) T < K Y (@),
me(ZprL)? z€C,

where

P Lt if j # 0(mod p),
p~Y%(ord,(j)) "2, if j = 0(mod p).
4.1.2 Extension theorems associated to orbits

We now define a more general extension problem. Denote
r a —b r 2 2 7
G, :=S0:(Z/p"Z) = ) (mod p") : a4+ b* =1 (mod p")
a

for r > 1. The group G, acts on (Z/p"Z)? naturally by x + 0x, where § € G, and x € (Z/p"7Z)?.
Write the orbit of x by
orb, (x) = {6x: 0 € G, },

and the stabilizer of x is
stab,(x) = {0 € G, : Ox =x(mod p")}.

Theorem 4.3. Let p =3 (mod 4) and r > 1 be an integer. Let m € (Z/p"Z)? be such that m # 0.

Denote by do the normalized surface measure on orb,(m). Then

(2 Ifde) @) «p =Y )

z€(Z/p"7)? x€orb, (m)
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Theorem 4.4. Let p = 1(mod 4) and r > 1 be an integer. Let m € (Z/p"7)? be such that
m # 0. Denote by do the normalized surface measure on orb.(m). Write m = p'mm with
m e (Z/p"~"Z)* and vgm = 0. Then

1/2 _ r—3vm+1-d5
> e @) < Y @)
z€(Z/p"Z)? x€orb,(m)

where 0y, = 1 if |[m|| = 0 (mod p), and dzm = 0 if ||m| Z 0(mod p).

4.2 Preliminary lemmas

To prove these extension theorems, we first need to collect and prove a number of preliminary
results. All detailed proofs in this subsection are written under the assumption that p = 3 (mod 4).

In the case p = 1(mod 4), the identical argument works and will be omitted.

Let p be an prime with p = 3 (mod 4), » > 1 be an integer. For any | € Z, one has (I,p) = 1
if and only if (I,p") = 1. For any 6 € G, and x € (Z/p"Z)?, it is not hard to verify that
16| = |Ix|| (mod p"). Moreover, we have vgx > vx. Since 6 is invertible, one obtains that

Vgx = Ux-

It is well-known (see [5] for example) that
ICrjl =Gl =p+1, (G €(Z/pZ)"),  [Crol=1

when p = 3 (mod 4). In particular, Ch g = {0}. For any x € Z/p"Z, it follows that ||x|| = 0 (mod p),
if and only if x = 0 (mod p), if and only if vx > 0. Or equivalently, we have x € (Z/p"Z)* if and
only if x # 0 (mod p), if and only if ||x|| # 0 (mod p), if and only if vx = 0.

Lemma 4.5. We have |G| =p"(1+1/p).

Proof. For r = 1, we have |G1| = p+ 1. Now consider the circumstances that » > 2. For any
—b —b

0 = [Z € G,, there is some 0y = a0 o1 ¢ G1 such that 0 = 6y (mod p). Applying
a 0 Qo

Lemma 2.1 to (ag, bp) and the polynomial F(z,y) = 22 +y? — 1. Then (VF)(ag,bo) = (2ag,2bg) #
0 (mod p), since aZ + b3 = 1 (mod p). Thus,

#{(21,22) (mod p"™") : (ag + pz1)® + (bo + pz2)” = 1 (mod p")} = p" .

It follows that
|Gyl =p" Gl = p (1 + 1/p).
U
Lemma 4.6. For any 0 # x € (Z/p"Z)?, let x = p"*x for some x € (Z/p"~"*Z)* with vz = 0.

Then
Ol’br(X) = {p”xﬂoi 1 0 € Grfvx} = pvxCr_Um”;(”.

And
|stab,(x)| = p*~, lorb,.(x)| = p" (1 + 1/p).
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Proof. Write v = vy for simplicity. Here 0 < v < r — 1. Let x = (27,42). The equation

fx = x (mod p") is equivalent to
-1 =b Vi 0
’ Lol=| (med ). (13)
b a—1| [p¥as 0

= [8] (mod p" ™). (14)

or equivalently,

| — |
8 8
[\ —
|
Sy,
[\]
| I— |
| — |
)
S
—
| I— |
|

Since vz = 0, one has 712 + 722 # 0 (mod p) (recalling that p = 3 (mod 4)). The coefficient matrix

ol e

0
By Lemma 2.1, the number of (a,b) € (Z/p"7Z)? satisfying the above equivalence and a® + b =

is invertible and

1 (mod p") is exactly p¥. So
|stab,(x)| = p".

It then follows that |orb,(x)| = |G,|/|stab,(x)| = p"~*(1 + 1/p).

Moreover, for any 6 € G, there is some 0y € G,_,, such that § = 0y (mod p"~ ). It can be verified
that 0% = 6px (mod p"~"). So

orb, (x) = {0(p"%) : 6 € G, } = {p"bo% : by € Gr—y }.

Note that |Gr—,| = p""¥(1 + 1/p) by Lemma 4.5, the elements on the right-hand side of above
formula give different members of the orbit. Furthermore, one has ||x|| € (Z/p"~"Z)*, since vz =
and p = 3 (mod 4). We have {0px : 0y € G} = C,_, |5|- The proof is completed. O

Lemma 4.7. Let p=3(mod 4). Let j be an integer with ord,(j) =v. Then

p'(1+1/p), if0<wv<r andv is even,
|C7’7j| = szr/QJ, va =T

0, otherwise.

More concretely, we have

{p“z +p %w: z € Cr72u,3’ w e Z/p“Z} . ifj=p%j,0<u< LT—ElJ, J € (Z)p"~2T)*
Crj= {p(”/z]w CWE Z/pLT/QJZ} , if 7 =0,
0, otherwise.

Proof. We first consider the case j € (Z/p"Z)*. By applying Lemma 2.1, similar arguments as

previous show that
Crjl = p" MOl = p" (1 +1/p).
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Next, consider the circle Cyo (r > 2). Since C19 = {0}, we can write

Cro=1{py:y€Clo}, Clo={y(modp ") : |py| =0(modp")}.

When 7 = 2, one sees that Cog = {py : y € (Z/pZ)?} and |Cao| = p>. When r > 3, we further
write y = z + p" 2w with z € Z/p"2Z and w € Z/pZ. The condition ||py| = 0 (mod p") holds if
and only if ||z + p"2w|| = ||y|| = 0 (mod p"~2), if and only if ||z|| = 0 (mod p"~2). It follows that

Cro = {P(Z +p ?w) iz € Cr20, W € (Z/PZ)Q},

and |Co| = p2]C,n_2,0\.

By induction, we conclude that

Cro= {p("/ﬂw W E Z/pLT/QJZ}

)

and |C,.o| = p?l7/2].

Now, let us consider the case j = p¥j, where 1 < v <r—1and j € (Z/p"YZ)*. For any x € Crjs
it satisfies that ||x|| = 0 (mod p). Recalling that C; o = {0}, one has x = 0 (mod p). So

Crj={py:y€C;}, C;={y(modp ") : |py| =p"j(mod p")}.

When v = 1, it is easy to see that C i= (). When v > 2, which means r > 3, similar arguments

as previous show that

Crpij = P2+ 2W) 1 2 € O,y 003, w € (Z/pL)*},

and |C, oz = p?-|C _g 2| By induction, it follows that

T

c p"(1+1/p), ifwvis even,

TpUj |

0, if v is odd
when 1 < v <r — 1. Indeed,
C, o = {p”z T W B € C, W e (Z/p“Z)2} (15)
when r >3 and 1 <u < (r—1)/2. O

Remark: When p = 3 (mod 4), we have the disjoint union

iz’ = | U €| UGy

[(r—1)/2]
u=0 36(2/1)*_2“2)*
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whose cardinalities give

[(r—1)/2]
=) P+ 1/p)-p (1= 1/p) +p?/

u=0
L(r=1)/2]
_ Z (p2rf2u _ p2r72u72) + p2Lr/2J )
u=0

Lemma 4.8. Let j € Z/p"Z. For any 0 # z € (Z/p"Z)?, we have

2p" 1, if j#0(mod p),

#{(x,y) €C2: x—y =2 (mod p)} <
{ 7 } 2021 if j = 0 (mod p).

Remark: The set on the left-hand side is empty if ord,(j) > 2v,.

Proof. The set on the left-hand side involves system of congruences

a3+ a5 = j,
vi+ys =7,

Tl — Y1 = 21,

\$2 — Y2 = 29.

We first consider the system (16) modulo p. One sees that

2y121 + 24222 + 21 + 25 = 0 (mod p).

When z # 0 (mod p), we assume without loss of generality that z; #Z 0(mod p). Inserting y; =

—(221) 71 (2ya20 + 22 + 22) (mod p) into y? + y2 = j (mod p), one obtains
1T 2 1 2

222 + 283 + 21 (2 4 )y + 47 2 P (3 + 23)° =5 (mod p).

When p = 3 (mod 4), z # 0 (mod p) implies that 27 + 22 # 0 (mod p). The left-hand side of above

congruence has degree 2. So there are at most two solutions in y». Moreover, each choice of yo

exactly determines the choices of x1, y1 and xo.

When z = 0 (mod p), the number of the system (16) modulo p is |C ;|, which equals p + 1 when

j #Z 0(mod p) and equals one otherwise.

In the following, we will apply Hensel’s lemma. The Jacobi matrix, in (z1,y1,x2,y2), is given by

21‘1 0 2.%'2 0

0 2y 0 2y
-1 0 0

24



By elementary operations, we obtain

10 -1 0
01 0 -1
0 0 21 a9
00 w1 wu

The rank of above Jacobi matrix, modulo p, is at least 2. Moreover, when j # 0, (mod p), it

satisfies that x,y # 0 (mod p) and the rank is at least 3. By Lemma 2.1, one concludes that

2p" 1, if  # 0(mod p), and z # 0 (mod p),
#{(x,y) € Cﬁj cx—y=z(modp")} < <220~ if j =0(mod p) and z # 0 (mod p),
p?=D_if j =0(mod p) and z = 0 (mod p).

Finally, let us deal with the case j #Z 0 (mod p) and z = 0 (mod p). Assume that z = p*z with
k =wv, and z € (Z/p"*Z)%. Here 1 < v < r, since z # 0. Note that, for any solution (x,y) to
the system (16) modulo p, it also satisfies (16) modulo p¥ or p**!. For the former situation, one
deduces that x =y (mod p*) since z = 0 (mod p*). For the latter situation, similar arguments as

previous shows that
(y1 +0"2)% + (y2 +P*%)* = = i + 3, (mod p
i.e., 2y121 + 2y222 = 0 (mod p). Noting that z; # 0(mod p). We have
T =y =i = wedma !, (mod p).

Now any solution (x,y) to the system (16) modulo p" satisfies that

¥ +a23 =]

T = .%'2525171, (mod )
r1 =Y, o
T2 = Y2,

It is not hard to see that there are at most 2 solutions modulo p, since ;2 + %2 # 0 (mod p). Now
we lift these solutions modulo p to solutions to (16) modulo p”. By applying Hensel’s lemma with

the rank of Jacobian matrix being 3, we conclude that

#{(x,y) €C};: x—y =z (mod p")} <2p"".

Lemma 4.9. Let m,z € (Z/p"Z)? be such that m,z # 0. Then

#{(x,y) € (orb,(m))*: x —y =z (mod p")} < 2p" ™,
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Proof. Write v = vy, and m = p’m. Here 0 < v <7 —1, m € (Z/p"~""mZ)? and vz = 0. Write
|| = j for simplicity. Then j € (Z/p""Z)*. By Lemma 4.6, we have orb(m) = p’C- Write

_],T'**U'
x = p'x and y = pVy with x,y € C- When z # 0(mod pV), it is obvious that

#{(x,y) € (orb,(m))?: x —y = z(mod P} =0.

When z = 0(mod p?), we write z = p'Z for some 0 # z € (Z/p"~VZ)%. Tt follows that

#{(x,y) € (orb,(m))*: x —y =z(mod p')} = #{(%,¥) € (C;,_,)*: Xx—y =z (mod p"~")}.
By Lemma 4.8, the above quantity can be bounded by 2p"—?~1. U

With the same argument, we obtain similar results for the case p = 1 (mod 4).

Lemma 4.10. For any 0 # x € (Z/p"7Z)?, let x = p"*x for some X € (Z/p"~"Z)? with vz = 0.
Then

[staby(x)| = p™,  lorby(x)| = p""™(1 = 1/p).
And orb,(x) = p*orb,_,(X).

Lemma 4.11. Let p=1(mod 4). Let j be an integer with ord,(j) =v. Then

7, (T’p +p— ,r)pr—l, z'fv —r

Lemma 4.12. For p = 1(mod 4) be a prime, r > 1 be an integer. Let j € Z/p"7Z. For any
0+#z¢c (Z/p"Z)?, we have

#{(x,y) € C2,;: x —y = z(mod p")} < 2p1+0)r=D+0

where
1, j=0(mod p), 5 1, ||z]| =0 (mod p),
0, j#0(mod p), 0, |lz]l # 0(mod p).

Lemma 4.13. For p = 1(mod 4) be a prime, r > 1 be an integer and m = p’™vn € (Z/p"Z)?* with
vm =0, let z € (Z/p"Z)? we have

prvml,if |ml| # 0 (mod p),

#{(x.y) € (orby(m))*: x —y = z(mod p")} < { " s
prm, df |l = 0 (mod p).

Note that the second bound is trivial since it is almost the same as the size of orb,(m).

4.3 Proof of extension theorems

Theorems 4.1 and 4.3 are proved in the same way. Let V be a variety with V C (Z/p"Z)?, which
can be C,.; or orb,(m), on which the normalized surface measure is denoted by do. For simplicity,

we denote ¢ = p” in this subsection.
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We have

Y. |(fdo) )t = ] ,V,Zf Jeq(m - x)

m (mod q) m (mod q) xeV

4

:|§—|4 3 f<s>f<s/>f<n>f<n'>:|§—|4 3 S T

&€ mn'ev ¢ (mod q) §neEV
E—n=¢' —n’ (mod q) £—n=¢ (mod q)

For ¢ = 0(mod ¢), we have

> ser] = (L er).

Emev §€V
£=n (mod q)

For ¢ # 0 (mod p"), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies

Y| X osems X (X (X werrme)

0 (mod §nev 0 (mod p" &nev §nev
(FO(modq) _ Elmed o) CFO(mod p7) &l med 0 £—n=C (mod q)

Assuming that Zg,nevg—nzc(mod 9 1 <« U, then

> X f<s>m(<<v z( S r@PImP) =u (S irer)”

0 d &neEV d &mev 2%
¢#0(mod q) £—n=¢ (mod q) (mod p7) £—n=¢ (mod q) ¢

It follows that
1/2

> I(fdory) (m)* W BT

m (mod q) zeV

On the one hand, to get the bound U, we use Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9. On the other hand, Lemma

4.7 gives estimates on the size of V. Hence, the theorems follow.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.8 and 1.9

These two theorems are proved by the same argument.

By Lemma 4.7, it is clear that that the number of pairs (x,y) € E X E such that ||x—y|| & (Z/p"Z)*
is much smaller than |E|?, since |E| > p?"~!. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

|E* < ( > 1)2 = ( > > Z 1)2

foy}lclg(%prZ)* JE€EA2 (E)N(Z/p"Z)* XEE

<|Agu(B)|- Bl ) Z( ) 1>2'

j#0 (mod p) x€E

Ix—yl= J(mod p")

yeE
[lx—=y[[=j (mod p™)
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So
|E]?

’AQ,T( )’>> N?

where

Ve ¥ XX )X X (X kbea)

j#0 (mod p) xEE yeE x€E j#0(mod p) z€C, ;
llx=yll=3j (mod pT)

For any given x € E, we have

Z ( Z 1E(X—Z)>2: Z Z lg(x—y)lg(x—2)

j#0(mod p)  z€Ch; j#0 (mod p) y,2€Cr
< Z Z 1p(x —2z) Z 1p(x —0z) < Z Z 1p(x —2z)1g(x — 0z).
j#0 (mod p) z€C; ; Gy 0cGr ||z||£0 (mod pT)
Here the terms with ||z|| Z 0(mod p") but ||z|| = 0(mod p) can also be involved, since the sum-

mands are non-negative. In the next step, we write

Z Z 1p(x —2z)1g(x — 0z)

z (mod p") 0€Gr

= > > Y Ipm)eym-(x-2) > Ipm)ey(m’ - (x—0z))

z (mod p") 6€G m (mod p") m’ (mod pT)
= Z Z Z G(m)@(m’)epr((m—m') - X) Z epr(—(m-z—m'-(0z)).
0€Gr m (mod p™) m’ (mod p™) z (mod p™)
Note that
2r ifm' =6
Z epr( —(m-z-—m’- (Hz)) = Z epr(—(m — 6~ 'm’) -Z) e nm .
0, otherwise.

z (mod p™) z (mod p™)

One deduces that

Z Z 1p(x —z)1g(x — 0z)

z (mod p") 0€G
=p > D Ip(m)ig 1z (6m)e, ((m — fm) - x)
m (mod p) €G-
IEI2
(%),

where

r—1
x) 1= p* ng(x), Z Z 1p(m)ip Hm)ep ((m — fm) - x).
v=0

m (mod p") €G-

Um=v

Here, the first term |E|2/p" comes from the summands with m = 0 (mod p"), in view of |15(0)| =
|E|/p* and |G,| < p".

Write m = p’rh and 6 = 6 (mod p"~*). Then #r = fm (mod p’ ). Noting that |G, /G,r_,| = p’,
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we have

Ev(x) =p° Z Z G(p”rh)@(p”érh)epr_v ((m— ) -x))

m(mod pT v) QGGT v

=Y Z > > 1o (p")1(p*m)e,—o ((h — m) - x))

je €(Z/pr—vZ)* meC, _ -meC,

—v,] U,j
2
=p’ Z Z 1g(p'm)e,r—(m - x)
je@/pr—vz) |MEC, 5
Rewrite
T5(—p') = — 1 Ui
B(—p'h) = > 1e)eyr(—pm-y)
y (mod p")
1 _ - .
= > > lelyr+0y2)ey—(—1h-y1) = gr, ().

y1 (mod p™=?) y2 (mod pv)

Here, the Fourier transformation on the left-hand side is over (Z/p"Z)?, while that on the right-
hand side is over (Z/p"~"Z)?. And, for y; (mod p"~?),

1 _ 1 _
gEro(y) == > lelyi+p y) = ]ﬁ#{y €E:y=yi(modp )}

p y2 (mod pv)

We note that for all y; (mod p"~"), one has gg ,—(y1) < 1.

Write [ = ﬁ:,! _. It follows that
3J

CT

—v

Ex)=p" > > GEru(M)ey— (1 - x)

je@/pr—z)* |MEC,_, ;

< Y |(dey) )

JEZ/p L)

‘ 2

Moreover, we have &,(x) = &,(X) if x = x (mod p"~"). Now we write

Ep_y = {X(mod p" ") : X =x(mod p"™") for some x € E}.
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Then, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Theorem 4.1, one deduces that

p2r Z gv(X) < p4r_v pQUgE,r—v(i) Z ’(fdo-j)v(i)‘Q

xeF )ZEA[,"_U] EE(Z/])T—UZ)*
1/2 1/2
<p'T ) S lgmpo@) > [(fdoy) (R)
jE(Z/pT_UZ)* ieE[T_U] ieE[T—v]
1/2
- _r—utl —
<p N g ®P) T Y Y g ®)P
S je@/pr—2)* ¥€C,_y 5
3/2
3r+7v—1 -
<p 2 > g
y (mod p”—v)
The last sum can be bounded trivially from above
|E]

Z ‘gE,r—U(S’)‘Z < Z ‘gEﬂ’—U(S’)‘ < =

p2v ’
¥ (mod p"—v) ¥ (mod pm—v)

In other words,

p* Z En(x) < pr B2
xckE

With this bound in hand, one has

EP | s — Ef? EP
N < ’ l +pT|E|3/2 va/Z < ’ l _|_p27"—1|E|3/2 < ’ l ’
p ~ p p

whenever |E| > p2r*§. This proves Theorem 1.8.

Indeed
’ r—2 - r—2 5 |E|3
PN D) <" B Y < HEPR <
xeFE r=0 v=0

2r—1

whenever |E| > p"~". In the statement of Theorem 1.9, we know that

#{(y1,y2) € E*: y1 =y2 (mod p)} <<P2r7%’E\-

Then

. 1 _9n1 5
>0 loa ) = gl y2) € B yi = y2 (mod p)} < p ¥ B
¥ (mod p)

It follows that

|E[°

3/2
p2r Z grfl(x) < p5r74 . (pf2r+g|E|> < p2r7%|E|% <
el

r )

E[*

and then N <« pr‘

. Plugging this bound to the above argument gives us Theorem 1.9.
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6 Proof of Theorems 1.11, 1.12, 1.13, and 1.14

In this section, we write ¢ = p” for simplicity. To prove Theorems 1.11 and 1.13, we use a general

framework developed for pseudo-random graphs in which Lemma 2.5 plays a crucial role.

Proof of Theorem 1.11: Let G = (V, E) be a graph with the vertex set V' and the edge set E.
Let M be its adjacency matrix, i.e., M;; = 1 if and only if there is an edge between ¢ and j and
zero otherwise. Let Ay > Ay > ... > Ay be its eigenvalues. Assume that |V| = N, the graph G
is called a (N, d, \)-graph if each vertex is of degree d and the second eigenvalue, determined by

max{A2, —An}, is at most .

Let G and H be two graphs. The Cartesian product of G and H, denoted by GLIH, is defined
as follows. The vertex set V(GOH) = V(G) x V(H), and there is an edge between (uj,v;) and
(ug2,v9) if and only if either u; = ug and (vy,v2) € E(H) or v1 = vy and (uy,u2) € V(G).

We recall the following result on the number of rectangles in a Cartesian product of graphs in [21].

Theorem 6.1. Let G; be (N;,d;, \;)-graphs with 1 < i < 2. Set G = G10Gy. For any 0 <
§ < § < 1, there exists € > 0 such that for any A C V(G10G2) with |A] > §|V(G10G2)|, if

AL A2
max{dl,dQ} < €, then

N = Z A(Ul,’l}l)A(Ul,U2)A(U2,’U1)A(U2,U2) > 5/4N1N2d1d2.
(u1,u2)€E(G1),(v1,v2)EE(G2)

Given j € (Z/p"Z)*. To prove Theorem 1.11, we will apply the above theorem with appropriate
graphs G and H. More precisely, define G = H with V(G) = V(H) = (Z/p"Z)"™, and there is
an edge between two vertices x and y if and only if F/(x —y) = j (mod ¢). So G and H have ¢"
vertices and are regular of degree (1 + o(1))¢g™!. On the other hand, since G and H are Cayley
graphs with the generating set S = {x € (Z/p"Z)": F(x) = j(mod ¢)}. Thus, all non-trivial
eigenvalues of G and H are bounded by ¢" - max;m20 (mod q) |T§(m)| < q"_lpJ%1 by Lemma 2.5.

n—1

In other words, G and H are (q", (14 o0(1))g" 1, qn_lpr)—graphs.

Thus, Theorem 1.11 follows directly from Theorem 6.1 with A = F.

Proof of Theorem 1.13: To prove Theorem 1.13, we follow the same approach as in the proof
of Theorem 1.11. More precisely, we make use of the following result on (IV,d, \)-graphs, which is

also taken from [21].

Theorem 6.2. Let G be a (N,d, \)-graph, £ > 1 an integer, and A be a vertex set with |A| > )\-%.
Let Py(U) denotes the number of paths of length £ in A. Then we have

|A|£+1d€

PZ(E) N¢

With the graph G defined as above, Theorem 1.13 follows from Theorem 6.2 immediately.

Proof of Theorem 1.12: We first recall the statement of Theorem 1.4: for E C (Z/p"Z)"
if |[E| > q"pinTil, then for any j € (Z/p"Z)*, the number of pairs (x,y) € E X E such that
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F(x —y) =j(mod q) is at least > ¢ !|E|?.

By the pigeon-hole principle, there exists u € (Z/p"Z)"™ such that F(u) = j(mod ¢) and the
number of pairs (x,y) € E x E such that x = y + u is at least > |§—7|12. Let E1 C FE be the set
of y € E such that y + u € E. Without loss of generality, we assume that |E;| = |E|?/¢". By
Theorem 1.4 again, the number of pairs (y1,y2) € F1 X Es such that F(y; —y2) = j (mod q) is at
least |F1|?/q = |E|*/¢***!. Among these pairs, the number of pairs with y; = y2 + u is at most
|E1|, which is smaller than |E1|?/q. Therefore, by the pigeon-hole principle again, there exists
u' € (Z/p"Z)"™ such that u # v/, F(u') = j (mod ¢), and the number of pairs (y1,y2) € F1 x E;

2
such that y; = ys + u’ is at least > lqE—,ll > 0.

With each pair (y1,y2) satisfying the above property, we have a cycle of the from (yi,y2,y2 +
u,y; + u). This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.14: To prove Theorem 1.14, we need a stronger version of Theorem 1.4,
namely, the pinned distance version.

—1

Theorem 6.3. Let By, Ey C (Z/p"Z)" with |Ey|,|Es| > ¢"p~ "2z , then there exists B}, C E1 with
|E1| > |E1| and |Ap . x(E2)| > g for all x € EY. Here

Aprx(E2) :={F(x—y):y € Ea}.

To prove this strong version, we introduce an incidence problem between points and F-spheres in
(Z/p"Z)".

A F-sphere centered at x of radius j is the set
{y € (Z/p"Z)": F(z —y) = jmod q}.

Let P be a set of points in (Z/p"Z)" and S be a set of F-spheres. The number of incidences
between P and S, denoted by I(P,S), is defined by

I(P,S) =#{(p,s) e PxS:pe€ s}

Theorem 6.4. Let P be a set of points in (Z/p"Z)" and S be a set of F-spheres with radii in
(Z/p"Z)*. Then the number of incidences between P and S satisfies
I(P,S) < @ +Cq"p T P V2]es| V2.

Proof. We partition S into S;, i € (Z/p"Z)*, such that spheres in S; are of radius ¢. By abuse of

notation, we denote the set of centers in S; by S;. By Theorem 1.4, we have
P||Si 1 —n=1
I(P,S;) < % +q"pT T PRSI,

Taking the sum over all ¢ and by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have the conclusion. [J
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Proof of Theorem 6.3. For x € Eq, let A | (F2) be the set of distances in (Z/p"Z)* between x

n,r,x

and points in Fy. Let S(x) be the set of spheres centered at x of radii in A}, (FE2), and set

n.r,.x

S = Uxer, S(x). We have |S| = >, cp |A} . x(F2)|. Under the conditions on the sizes of F; and

Es, for any j € (Z/p"7Z)*, it follows from Theorem 1.4 that the number of pairs (x,y) € E1 X Fs
such that F(x —y) = j (mod q) is at least |E1||F2|/2q.

Thus, I(E2,S) > |E1||E2|/4. Applying Theorem 6.4 gives

1/2

E Ay (E5)*
I(E2,8)§| 2 D xem, [Ax(E2)"|
q

1 n—1
+Cq" p T BV [ 3 A (Ba)*|
XEEl

If > em [Anrx(E2)*| < |Ei|q/8, then |Ey|[Es| < 8C2¢*"p~ ("= 50 we reach a contradiction as
long as |E1||Es| > 8C2¢*"p~ (1),

Thus, if ||| Bs| > 8C%¢**p~ (=1 then we have

|E1lq

Z ’An.r,x(EQ)*‘ > 3

x€EF]

(17)

Set B := {x € Ey: |Ax(E2)*| > ¢/32}. We are going to show that |E]| > |E1|/32. Indeed,

otherwise, we have

E E
T B =Y 4 Y < g4 U] alB

32 16
xeF, XEE] x€E\E]|

which contradicts (17). Therefore, we have proved that there exists F| C E; with |E]| > |E1|/32
and for all x € E{, we have |A,, , x(E2)*| > ¢/32. The proof is complete. O

With Theorem 6.3 in hand, Theorem 1.14 now follows from a combinatorial argument which is
identical to [22, Proof of Theorem 3.1] with Theorem 6.3 in place of [22, Lemma 2.2]. So we omit
the details.

7 Sharpness examples

In this section, we provide some sharpness examples for results stated in the introduction.

Example 7.1. Let p be a large prime. Suppose that n is odd and —1 is a k-th power modulo p,
i.e., €&¥ = —1(mod p). We consider the polynomial F(x) = 2} + 2% + ... + 2k,
Forr =1, let us take

My = {(u,&u) : uw € Z/pZ}.

Then, for any (u,&u) € Mg, one has ||(u, £u)|| = u* + (€w)* = 0(mod p). This is a one-dimensional
subspace of (Z/pZ)?. We have |(u,&u) — (', &u)|| = 0 for any (u,&u), (v',&u') € My. Let
1 <1< p/2 be a parameter to be determined later. Take

E, = {(ml,xg,...,xn) ELIPL : 1 € {1,2,...,1}, (x2,23),...,(Tp_1,2,) € Ho}.
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Then |E1| = lpanl, and

|An 1 (E1)| = # {(—l + Dk (=1 +2)F,.. (- 1)’“} <2l

For r > 2, let us take
E, = {x+py :XEFk,y€ (Z/pr_lz)"}

as a subset of (Z/p"Z)". It is not hard to see that |E,| = Ip"" "3 . Note that, for any two elements
z=x+py, 2 =% +py € E,, we have ||z — 2’| = ||x — X|| (mod p). So

|Anr (B < p" 7 [Ana(Br)] < 20p"
To sum up, if we take I = [p-w(p)] with w(p) = o(1) (p — o0) being a positive-valued function
tending to 0 arbitrarily slowly, then there are sets E, with density pinTilw(p) such that | Ay, »(E,)| <
2p"w(p) = o(p"). So Corollary 1.5 is optimal in general.

Example 7.2. Given a positive integer C, we first claim that there exists a set Ey C (Z/pZ)"™ of
size p"/? such that Ap1(E1) = {0} or |An1(E1)| < (p+1)/C.

If —1 is a square or n = 0(mod 4), as above, we can find such a set By C (Z/pZ)" of size p™/?
such that Ay 1(E1) = {0}.

If —1 is a non-square and n = 2 (mod 4), then let 0 be a generator of the group G1 = SO>(F)) of
rotations, which is cyclic of order p+1, in (Z/pZ)?, and let vy € (Z/pZ)? such that ||vo|| = 1. By the
Dirichlet’s theorem on arithmetic progressions, one can choose p large enough such that C divides
p+ 1. Let G be the subgroup spanned by €. Then we have |G| = (p +1)/C. Set X = orby(vy).
A direct computation shows that X satisfies the desired property, namely, |Aq(X)| < |X| =
(p+1)/C. Let X' C (Z/p"Z)""2 of size p"=2/2 such that A, 1(X') = {0}. Set B; = X x X'.
Then we have |Ey| = piT p—él. By the definition of E, we obtain |A,1(E1)| < (p+1)/C.

For r > 2, we set
E.={x+{(Z/p"Z)\U,)": x € Ey}.

So, |E,| :pmp_% and |A, - (Ey)| <p"/C.
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