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On polynomials of small range sum

Gergely Kiss* Addm Marké Zoltan Lérant Nagy* Géabor Somlaj

Abstract

In order to reprove an old result of Rédei’s on the number of directions determined by a
set of cardinality p in IF‘IZ,, Somlai proved that the non-constant polynomials over the field F),
whose range sums are equal to p are of degree at least %. Here we characterise all of these
polynomials having degree exactly prl, if p is large enough. As a consequence, for the same
set of primes we re-establish the characterisation of sets with few determined directions due
to Lovéasz and Schrijver using discrete Fourier analysis.

1 Introduction

Given a set S of ¢ points in the affine plane AG(2,q), where ¢ is a prime power. The classical
direction problem, investigated first by Rédei [10], aims to determine the possible size of the
direction set of S, defined as D = {(a; — a;)/(b; — b;) : (a;, b;), (a;,b;) € U x U} C FyU {o0}.
Rédei [10] proved that if S is a set of size p in the affine plane AG(2,p), where p is a prime, then
S is either a line or it determines at least % directions. This result was extended by Megyesi
excluding %, namely a set of size p is either a line or determines at least p—;‘q’ directions. The
proofs rely on the usage of Rédei’s polynomial, which has become a useful tool in finite geometry.
Later, the exact same result was obtained by Dress, Klin and Muzychuk [3] who exploited this fact

to prove an old theorem of Burnside describing transitive permutation groups of degree p.

Sets determining exactly # directions exist and they were explicitly described by Lovasz and
Schrijver [9]. They proved that up to an affine transformation there is a unique set of this sort.
Gaécs [] proved that there is another gap in the number of directions so a set of size p in AG(2, p)
is either a line or the set determined by Lovasz and Schrijver or determines at least %p directions.

A new method to handle this set of problems arises in a paper of Somlai [I1], where projection
polynomials are used. The concept of projection polynomials appeared in a paper of Kiss and
Somlai [6]. The idea of identifying the elements of Z, with integers is also used in a similar context
in a paper of De Beule, Demeyer, Mattheus, and Sziklai [2], where lifting functions were introduced
to treat polynomials over F,, as functions from ), to {0,1,...,p—1} C N. This approach connects
the direction problem to a natural general problem.

Problem 1.1. Given a multiset M of size p over F,,, determine the minimum degree of a polyno-
mial over IF, with range M.
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Recall that over any finite field F,, any function can be uniquely represented by a polynomial of
degree at most ¢—1, as x? = z for all x € ;. The degree of such a polynomial is called the reduced
degree of the polynomial (function). Thus for ¢ = p prime, the minimum (reduced) degree of a
polynomial over [F,, with range M is at most p— 1. It is easy to observe on the other hand (see also
Lemma 2] in Section 2) that the reduced degree of a polynomial over F), must be p — 1 unless the
sum of the elements in the range is divisible by p. Thus in terms of the sum of the elements, the
first interesting question to study is when the sum of the elements, considered as elements from
[0,p — 1], is equal to p. Somlai [11] proved that if the sum of the values of a polynomial is p, then
either the polynomial is the constant 1 or its degree is at least p—;l.

Notice that there are polynomials of degree p2;1 whose value sum is p. The uniqueness of these
polynomials is also asked in [11]. We answer this question by proving some sort of uniqueness.

Theorem 1.2. Assume p > 7408848 is a prime. Up to affine transformations (x — ax +b, where
a,b € F, and a # 0), there are two polynomials P of degree 251 over T, with Zze]k‘p P(z) = p.

2
These are the following.

(i) a"7 +1,

(ii) B (xpzl + 1).

Moreover, the set of polynomials satisfying the conditions of the theorem are the following.
(i) £(z —a)*=T +1,
(ii) 25 ($e - a)"7 +1).

For further results on the connection between the multiset M and the degree of the corresponding
polynomial we refer to [I] (for the case when M consists of Os and 1s), [5] (for the case when the
degree is at least p — 2) and [§] (for the case when the degree is at least p — ¢ for some t > p/2).

The second and fourth authors [6] proved that if the projection polynomial (defined in the next
section) of a set S C AG(2,p) is of degree d, then S determines at least d + 2 directions if d > 1.
The proof of this result uses Rédei’s polynomial as a core tool. Since the investigation of this paper
heavily relies on the result of Kiss and Somlai we cannot avoid the usage of the original approach.
As it is observed in [11]], by combining the result on the sum of values in [I1] and the one on the
degrees of the projection polynomials and the number of directions in [6] we obtain a new proof
for the Rédei-Megyesi result on the number of directions determined by a set of size p in AG(2, p).

It is natural to hope that the characterization of polynomials of Theorem would also give us
back the descriptive result of Lovész and Schrijver [9], and indeed as a Fourier analytic application
of Theorem we obtain a new proof for the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3 (Lovéasz-Schrijver). Assume p is a prime which is large enough. Then up to an

. ; . . . . . 43
affine transformation, there is a unique set in AG(2,p) of cardinality p determining evactly *3=
directions. All of these sets are affine equivalent to

{(0,2) : 2 1D/2 = 13 U {(2,0) : 2P~D/2 = 1} U {(0,0)}.

The previous presentation is borrowed from Szényi [14] due to its simplicity. As an additional
benefit we provide an explicit description of the Lovéasz-Schrijver construction based on projection
polynomials listed in Theorem



At the end of this section, we outline the proof of our results while presenting the organisation of the
paper. In section 2, we summarize the basic facts concerning polynomials over finite fields and set
the main notations of the paper. The core of the proof of our main result, Theorem [[.2] is carried
out in Section 3. First we show that polynomials of degree p_;l with range sum p are fully reducible
and have distinct roots. Then we prove a list of identities involving the leading coefficient (LC,
for brief) of the polynomial, the roots and the elements of the range. Using affine transformation,
we may suppose that the LC is positive and is at most p—gl. From the identities, we will deduce
that the leading coefficient cannot take a value greater than 1 and smaller than p—;l. Here we
distinguish between three cases depending on the value of the LC, and use several tricks beside
a deeper result which is related to the Hasse-Weil bound. At the end of this section, we handle
the cases LC(P) = 1 and LC(P) = p—;l separately and show the uniqueness of the polynomial in
both cases, up to affine transformation. Next we present the proof of the aforementioned result
concerning the sum of Legendre symbols evaluated on translates of a set in Section 4. This might
be of independent interest as well. Finally, for large enough primes we derive the Lovasz-Schrijver

theorem from our result in Section 5 and pose some open problems in Section 6.

2 Basic ideas and notation

Let p denote a prime number. A multiset M of size p is called the range of a polynomial P
it M = {P(z) : x € GF(p)} as a multiset. We will usually identify the elements of F, with
{0,1,...,p—1} C Z.

Any function over a finite field GF(p) can uniquely be represented by a reduced degree polynomial
P(z) of degree at most p — 1.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that P(x) = ZZ;% arx® is a polynomial over GF(q). Then

Z ' P(z) = —ag—4—1

z€GF(q)

for any t € [0,q — 1].

Proof. Observe that 3, gp( 2" =0i80<t <g—2and 35 cqpa? ' = -1 O

q) q)

Corollary 2.2. Suppose that P is a reduced degree polynomial over GF(q). Then the degree of P
is smallgr tﬁan q—tiff ZyeGF(q) de(;v). = O holds for all 0 < d <t —1.
To put it differently, for every non-negative integer v we have

Z 27P(x) #0=>degP >qg—1—7.
z€GF(q)

and
degP>q—1—~= Z 2°P(z) #0 for some 0<8 <.
z€GF(q)

For a pair of sets A and B, A+ B denotes the Minkowski-sum of the sets, i.e., t € A+ B iff = is
of form a + b for some a € A and b € B. If B = {b} is a singleton, we might omit the brackets for
brevity.

Let S be a set in I, which does not contain a line, and let m be an element of F,, U co. Then the
function f,, is defined as follows. Let f,,,(¢) be the number of elements of S on the line y = max +i.
If m = oo, then we take the line as z = i. Now f,, can be viewed as a function from F, to
{0,1,...,p — 1}, which we identify here with F,,. Thus we obtain a polynomial which we call the
m’th projection polynomial.



3 Proof of the main result

Let us assume that P is a polynomial whose range sum is p. We have already seen that P is either

at least of degree p_;l or constant. The main goal of this section is to characterise those P that

are of degree exactly p—gl. As a consequence of this section we establish the description of the

polynomials given in Theorem

3.1 Roots of a polynomial of degree p—;l

The main purpose of this section is to prove that P is fully reducible.

Proposition 3.1. Let P be a polynomial of degree % with Zmer P(x) = p. Then P is fully

reducible. Moreover, P has % different roots.

In order to prove Proposition B we prove the following.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that 3, p P(x) =p and {y € Fp : P(y) =0} < i <p—1. Then
deg P > p—1—1i. In another words, the conditions imply deg P > |supp(P)| — 1.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume P(0) = 0. Let 0 = a1,a2,...,a; (j < 1) denote
the roots of P. Since the sum of the values of P is p we can see that if j > 1, then there is x € IF,,
such that P(z) > 1. Now we build a multiset S of the elements of F,. The weight of S at x is
P(z) — 1if P(z) > 1 and 0 otherwise. The total weight of S is clearly j.

Let us calculate EwEFP 2*P(x), where k < j. We will compare this sum with ZwEFP x¥, which is
congruent to zero except if k =p — 1.

S APy =Y 2"+ e - v, (1)
=1

z€F, z€F, besS

where the numbers appearing in S are counted with multiplicity in the last sum. Instead we use
b1,b2,...,b;, where b;’s are not necessarily different.

Assume now indirectly that P is of degree less than p—1—j. Then we have erlb‘p 2k P(z) = 0 for

k < j. By equation (II) we have 2{21 ay = Z{Zl bf (mod p) if k < j since > zew, ¥ =0 (mod p)
fork<j<p-1.

Then by Newton’s identities we have that the elementary symmetric polynomials of both a;’s and
b’s are the same. Since a; = 0 we have oj(a1,...,a;) = 0. This implies that o;(b1,...,b;) = 0.
Then by = 0 for some 1 <!’ < j. This leads to a contradiction since P(by) > 1 while P(0) =0. O

In particular the argument presented below shows that the proof of Proposition essentially
becomes trivial when j > %.

As a corollary of Proposition we obtain a proof for Proposition 311

3.2 Identities for roots and large values and for the leading coefficient

We denote by ¢ the leading coefficient of P. Let a1, ao,...,ar-1 denote the roots of P and as in the

proof of PropositionB2let {b1, ba, . .., bx} be a multiset, Wheré the weight of P(x) € {0,1,...,p—1}
1

is P(z) — 1 if P(z) > 1 and 0 otherwise. Since > P(z) = p we have k = E—.

zclF, 2



It follows from equation () that

p—1

p—1

2 p—1 2 p1

ZalTEZblz +¢ (mod p) (2)
=1

1=1
Clearly (%) =a"2 for every a € . Thus we obtain.

p—1

; (%) = i (ﬁ> + ¢ (mod p) (3)

=1 p

p—1
2

p1 p—1
It is clear that —pT_l <34 (%) < p—;l for every (), € F,> . Thus we obtain that

where r =corr=c—p.
Using a suitable change of variables (z —  — 7, r — r4) of the polynomial P we obtain

p—1

s, ;:i(u) :jzi(bl_v) .

=1 p p

—
ot
~

The following is just a technical statement.

Lemma 3.3. Z’YG]Fp Zle (%) =0 for every (z;)F_, € F’;.

Proof. Since half of the nonzero elements of F, are quadratic residues we have ) scF, (%) = 0.
Then changing the order of the summations gives the result. O
Corollary 3.4. e me_p:=|{yvelF,|r,=c—p}l=c

e m.:=|{yeF,|ry=c}|=p—c.

Proof. Lemma [3.3] gives that mec+ m.—p(c — p) = 0. The result follows from m¢; +me—p, =p. O

3.3 Constraints on the leading coefficient

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem

Let k& denote an absolute constant that satisfies
p—1

2 (55|} = ®

=1

#{”y € Fy;

The framework of Proposition guarantees that for any fixed ¥ € N inequality (@) holds if
p > po(k) for some py € N depending only on k. For our purpose k = 16 is suitable, when
po = 7408848, but the following arguments work for any fixed k£ > 16 and large enough p.

Theorem 3.5. Let p > po and P be a polynomial of degree =L with Zzele P(x) = p. Then

7
LC(P) = £1 or LC(P) = £27L.



We will prove this theorem using a case by case analysis. Let us first observe that if (%) = -1,

then LC(P(az)) = —LC(P(x)) since the degree of P is equal to 21, Thus we may assume
1<LC(P) < p2;1. From now on, the leading coefficient of P will be denoted by c.

Lemma 3.6. Let % >c > % — 2. If p> po, then LC(P) # c.

Proof. Let I't denote the elements + of ), such that

p—1

2
Z<u) >—£ and r, =c—p.
1=1 p 7

It does follow from Corollary [3.4] and Proposition that

c—k<|IMf<e.

p—1 p—1
2t (- el
For every v € I'" we have that ), 2 (’”p v) =>4 ( L

we obtain

.
=2 ) (e—p). Using 30,7, (252) > —2

< [(bi—~ p+1l p 5
R R Vs
=1 p
This means
= b b 5
I — I —
> —[THp.

(=2 - zz( 1) > Zirlp @)

=1 yel'+ ~yel't =1

’

p
Let b’ € F,, for which nyeﬁ (b 'Y) is maximal. Let t € Q such that

2:(”;7)=§+t 8)

~yel'+

We claim that for every b # o/

3 (b%’)gg—tw. 9)

~yel'+
Indeed, let g := |TF| and let g, and g_ denote the number of elements «y of ' such that (b/—;l) =1
and (b/%) = —1, respectively. Plainly g, +¢g_ = g and g, —g_ = % 4, which immediately gives
_ gttt
g+ =5
It follows from Lemma [Tl that among these g, elements there are at most § + 1 elements v with
(b;%) = 11if b # b'. Thus we have at least ﬁ#%“ — & — 1 elements of I'" such that (b;%) =-1
so if b #£ V', then

b—~ g+itt p P
Z T <g— J 4 7 _F_ _ £ _
S ( . )_g 2< ; 1ol =712 (10)

as required.



We have that

Sy (s

It follows from our assumptions that [['F|> =2 (p — 1) — k, which implies

D) <=y (5re) w2y (5-er2) (11)

5 -1 25 — 15k

—|T* - 12

i 98" 5 7 (12)
Note that k is a constant so for p large enough

-1 25 —15k p—-1p

ST T 7 T at?

Using equation (), (I2)) and () we obtain

#{bl_b’}<4+t) +#{bl;£b’}<1—t+2> %g—i-p,

#{b = b’}(4 +t> +#{b # b’}(Z —t> p—glg,

which gives us

b =) > p;—l.

Now we see that the role of b’ is dominant. More precisely we have the following. If ( HTT’Y) =1,

1 , p_1
then Z;Tl (m%) > 0, while if (b%) = —1, then le:zl (bl%) < 0. Finally, if b’ = ~, then
|22p771 (bz—v)| < p+1
=1 p 4
If

p—1

2 (54

=1

p—1 p—1
then 3,2, (bl;'y) > 0 if and only if r, = c—p, and >, 2 (bl%) < 0 if and only if 7, = c.
We have that 7, = ¢ — p for at least ﬁ choices of v € F,,. By Corollary 3.4 we have ¢ > ﬁ

It remains to handle the case when ¢ = 252 2 . We may strengthen our previous estimates using this
assumption so we repeat the calculation.

As before, T*| > ¢ — k so we have that |T*|> 252 — k. The same argument as applied to obtain
equation () gives

Z Z (bl ) = 14|F+|p, and again

~yel't =1

#{bi —b’}(4 +t> + ##{b 7Ab/}<1 —t+2) > 15419(192— D (- 1)p.
For p large enough
#{b = b’}<4 + t) + #{b # b/}<Z _ t) ip(p; 0l



Simple rearrangement of the inequality gives

p(p—l).

(#{b =t} — b £ VD> o=

Since t < £ we have that

1 1
#o=0) - #{b A V) = P
This implies
#lo=p)> 2200 (13)

For v = b’ we get

21 1

Z b-b\|_3p—1
P -7 2

=1

1 .
If } ELTl (‘”;b ) } < £ +2 then a simple triangle inequality gives

p—1

p—1
2 / 2 /
al—-b bl—'b 3p
E — E < 2 —
< P > 1_1( P >}_7 2 +4+ <e<le-sl

=1

a contradiction. Thus we may assume

p=1 .
o (al; ) ’ > +2

By Lemma [£] there is only one 4’ € F,, for which

2 A
Z(al 7>‘>9+2.
P 4

=1

Since this holds for v = ¥/, for all the other v (i.e. v #b") we have

p—1

2 a:l_'}/
- < 2.
Z< P >‘ 4+

=1

/ p—1
Now the sign of (ijW) coincides with the one of 3, 2 (sz—v)' Thus
p—1 p—1

> (457) - (5 ren

=1 =1

whenever b’ — ~ is a quadratic residue, which happens exactly % times. Corollary [3.4] then gives

— p—1 ;
c = 55=, as required. O

Note that the following lemma holds for every prime p.

Lemma 3.7. Assume k < ¢ < E1 — B. Then LC(P) # c.

Proof. Let us first look at the condition that ¢ > k. In this case r, = c¢—p for more than % different
v € F,,. This means there exists a v € IF, with

'S
[

p—1

> (22 > L ana ;(“l;”) > () v e-n

=1 =1




p=1
ie. ry =c—p. Clearly, 3,7 (bl;"y) < %, which immediately implies

2t 25t
a—7 bz—”y) P
= +(c—p) < -5,
> -2 7

a contradiction. O

Note that the following two lemma holds provided p > 16 - 8.
Lemma 3.8. Assume 1 < ¢ <k. Then LC(P) # c if p is large enough.

Proof. 1f p is large enough, then k < £ since k is an absolute constant. By Lemma [AT] there is at
most one 7’ € F, such that

p—1

ezt

=1

Hence r, = c — p for at least 2 different v € IF,. We have already seen ¢ —p < —%p. Thus there is
ay €F, (v #4) such that

-1 —1

p—1
= _ Z /b — = _ 9
Z(al 7)_ (z 7>+(C_p) and Z(al 7>‘Sp+ |
=1 p =1 p p 4

1=1
a contradiction. O

]
]

N

3.4 Uniqueness

In the previous subsections we proved that if P € F,[z] is a reduced polynomial whose range sum
is equal to p and deg(P) = %, then LC(P) = £1 or LC(P) = :l:p—;l. It is clear that using a
change of variable x — ax, where (%) = —1 we may assume that LC(P) = 1 or LC(P) = 271
Now we prove that for both ¢ =1 and ¢ = p—gl there is a unique reduced polynomial P of degree

-1 whose range sum is p and LC(P) = c.

3.4.1 Uniqueness if a,-1 = +1
2

Let us assume that the sum of the values of P is p and deg(P) = %1 and ap—1 = 1.
2

The leading coefficient of the polynomials g4 := P(2% + d) is equal to 1. By Lemma 2.1l we have

Y galz) = —ars =1 (mod p)

z€F,
for every d € F,,. Let us now treat the values of the polynomial g4 as integers in {0,1,...,p — 1}.
Since
Sq = Z ga(z) = P(d) + 2 Z P(x)
z€F, z€d+(Fr)?

we have that }° p ga(x) < 2p. It follows that }° p ga(2) is either p—1 or 2p — 1. Now if P(b)
is even, then S, = p — 1 and if P(b) is odd, then S, = 2p — 1.



By Proposition B.I] P has exactly % roots. If P(xz) > 1 for every x € supp(P), then the sum of
the values of P is larger than p so we may assume P(b) =1 for some b € F,,. In this case

Sy=2p-1=1+2 >  P(a).
z€b+(F5)?2

This can only happen if > ;g2 P(z) = p— 1. Since 3, p P(z) = p, this implies that
P D
the quadratic nonresidues are roots of P(z + b). Therefore we have found all % roots of a fully

reducible polynomial with prescribed leading coefficients, proving the uniqueness of the polynomial.

Note that the roots of P(xz + b) are the quadratic nonresidues so the corresponding polynomial is
p—1
r =z +1.

3.4.2 Uniqueness if a,-1 = :I:p—;1
2

As in the previous case we assume LC(P) = 1.

Proposition 3.9. Ifc= %, then

for some B’ € Fp,.

Proof. We have already seen that P is fully reducible. Thus we write P(z) = 25+ Hﬁc:l (x—a;) and

ZwEFP P(z) = p. Further we have that a; # a; if i # j. Asin the previous part let {b1, b2, ..., pr—l}

the multiset such that the multiplicity of b; is |z € F,,: P(x) = b;| — 1. Notice that most of the

proof of Lemma uses that the leading coefficient ¢ is large enough so equation (I3 holds in
this case as well. Thus there exists b’ € IF,, such that

p—1 N dp—1

1<I<— | =0b}| > =——.

[{1<i<——[b=V}> = 5

Notice first that ¢ = p2;1 and ¢ — p = —%. Further if ' — v is a quadratic residue, then

p—1
> (bl—;l> > 0 and then r = _p_—2+1 = ¢ — p while if ¥’ — v is a quadratic residue, then
-1

r = 5= = c. By Corollary 3.4l we have that the multiplicity of 7 = ¢ — p is equal to ¢ = p—gl SO

we have found all the occasions when this happens. Then in the remaining cases we need to have
r = c. In particular this happens if v = b’ so we have

p=1
al—b’) 2 (bl—b/) p—l
- — 4+ —.

—1

IS
N

=1

By the special choice of v

—1

IS

2 bl—b/ ’ 3p—1
;< » >}S#{ﬁl$’éﬂ}§?T,

we have that
p—1

a;— b >%p—'
- p -T2

10
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—_

l



—1 —1 ’
The set of {al}lp:Tl and the multiset {bl}lp:Tl are disjoint so (%) #0for1 << p—gl. Thus we

obtain ) y 1 )
1<i< P22 (20 gl > 222 (14)
2 P 14 2

We now estimate the number of x € F,, such that P(z) # 1.

#{z €T, | Plz)>1} <1+ {z€F, | Plx)>1, :v;éb’}<—pT1+1

The support of P is of cardinality is ﬁ SO

F,|P(z)=1} > —— —(14+=-"—)=-~——
#arel, | P@) =122 -+ 200 =220
Let G : F, — F,, be defined in the following way:
-1 - 1
G(x)::p2 (a:—b/)p2l+%.

It follows that G(z) = 0 exactly when (

x;b/) = 1. Then we obtain from equation (I4)) that

#{reF, | P(zx)=Gx) =0} > ———.

Therefore .
#{xEFp|G(x):OandP()#O}_M: 7
Clearly,

xz—b

#{xer|P(x):G(x):1}:#{x€Fp|( >:—1andP(x):1}2

1
> f#{z €Fp | Pz )—1}—ﬂTZ
>4p—1 3p—1 5p—1

=7 2 14 2 14 2

We have that 1 1 5 1 16 1
pP— pP— p_
el | Pl) =Gl 2 g+ 5 =15 5

This means that the polynomial H(z) := P(z) — G(z) has at least 2(p — 1) roots. Also the
polynomials P and G have equal leading coefficients so deg H < p—gl. This is only possible if

H=0. O

4 Reformulation of Sz6nyi’s result

In this section we prove the previously used combinatorial statement that if, generally speaking,
a system of sets over a given ground set is given which has a relatively rigid intersection pattern,
meaning that their k-wise intersections are bounded from above via their sizes, then for any large
enough set over the ground set we can find a representative from the set system which intersects
it in a small subset.

This idea will be applied to a system of translates of the quadratic residues over a finite field IFp.
We begin with a lemma that is used several times in the previous sections. The lemma relies on
the knowledge of the number of solutions of any quadratic equations, which in particular, gives the
parameters (p, &5 1, B 45, L 1) of the (strongly regular) Paley graphs, provided that p =1 (mod 4).
This can also be con51dered as the preliminary version of the results of this section.

11



Lemma 4.1. Let {c1,c2,...,cp-1} be a subset of F,. Then there is at most one v € F,, with
2

—1

B

=1 p

Moreover if
p—1

2 /
a—7 p—1
= t
Z< p > "

=1

or some t > 0, then for an " we have
J ; Yy F

Z a— <P—1
P - 4

A€1;€2 frng {a EFP ’ (g> — el, (a—’—’y) = 62}7
p p

The following properties can be derived from elementary knowledge on quadratic residues just like
the parameters of Paley graphs.

Proof. Let

where e, eq € {£1}.

(Z)=1]p=1 (mod4) | p=3 (mod4) (Z)=-1]p=1 (mod4) |p=3 (mod4)
J ) p—3 p—1 p—3
A P—> p_3 A p—2 L
|11 . L | A1 1] . L
p—- p—- p—- p—-
A _ — —_— Ay — —
| 1, 1| 41 43 | 1, 1| 41 43
p—- p—- p—- p—-
A p—1 p—3 A p—1 P2
|A_11] . L |A14] i L
p—- p—- p—- p—-
A4 _ — —_— A _ — —
|41, 1 |[A_1, 1] 1

Table 1: Intersection size of translates of quadratic (non)residues.

p=1
Without loss of generality we can suppose that ‘21:21 (le'y)‘ is maximal for a given 7. Let

P
p=1 p=1 =1 ,
t:= ’21:21 (%) ’ — pT_l. First let ), 2 (%) >0and ), 2 (%) be maximal on v’ € F,\ 7.
We can suppose that all a € F,, elements for which % =1 and (“_TV/) =larein {c1,...,¢cp1},
2

since replacing any c¢; by a could only increase both sums. Note that there is at most one ¢;
element for which either (%) = 1 and (%ﬂ/) =0 or (%) = 0 and (%) = 1. For the

rest of elements of {c1,...,cp—1} we have that at least one of %) and (01;7/) is equal to —1.
2

p—1
If ’ZZ (%)’ = prl + t, then there are at least pr1 + 51 elements ¢; for which (%) =1

and (Ci;'yl) = —1 hold. In general, this follows from the fact that the number of I’s such that
(CZP%V) =1 can be explicitly calculated (approximately %” + %) and the number of ¢;’s such that

both (%) = (%) =1 can be bounded (by approximately ) above using Table [l

12



This means that even if for the rest of elements in {¢1, ..., cp-1 } we have (%) = —1land (%ﬂ/) =
2
1, then

p=1
2 /

- -1
S ()< e
=1 p 4

The proof for the other 3 cases goes similarly. O

Let w(xz) = +1 if € F, is a non-zero square, w(x) = —1 if  is a non-square and w(0) = 0. The
lemma below is due to Szonyi and is proven via the estimation of sums of multiplicative characters.

Lemma 4.2 (Sz6nyi, [13]). Let f1, fo,..., fm € Fy[z] be polynomials for which no partial product
of form 11 fi(z) can be written as a constant multiple of a square of a polynomial.

i€, 1C[1,m]
Suppose that 2™~ 3" deg(fi) < /q—1. Let v € {+1,—1}™ and N(v) denote the number of
elements y € Fy for which w(fi(y)) = v; for everyi=1,...,m. Then

LS 1
N () — 5] < 3 den(7) VEEL.
=1

We apply the result to linear polynomials f;(z) = x + r;. Let @ denote the non-zero square
elements in F,;. Then the lemma states that we can estimate not only the intersection of translates
;(Q — r;) but we can take the complement of each translate independently from each other.

Lemma 4.3. Let A; be the square elements of IF), translated by r; fori=1...t, wheret < 0.5logp.
Then

(44 <Pl

; ! 2t 2
icl jel
Proof. Direct consequence of Lemma O

Lemma 4.4. Let A1, As, ..., Ay and B be finite sets. Then

greli[ﬂ|AiﬂB|§% SIUNANG| +6 -8,

r>7 ||[1|>ri€l  jeT

provided that

U NN <5l

[|zri€l  jeT

Proof. We apply the identity below,

t
S 14nBl =Y A4 NnB|
=1

ICle)|iel eI

which relies on the fact that each of

ﬂAiﬂA_ij

i€l jef

13



appears I times in the sum of the left hand side, notable exactly for all A; N B where i € I; while

A= N4 N4

ISk i€l jeT
1<) !

In order to bound the sum from above, we introduce another summation.

i|AmB|= Y INAN4nB -|I|=zt: > INA4N4nB

IC[t] [iel jeT r=1|I|>r (i€l jeT
IC[t]

Now we use the simple bound |H N B| < min{|H|,|B|} for H = |J ;¢ A ﬂng_j for every r.

[1|=>r
Suppose that
| U ﬂAiﬂAj| <|Bl<| U ﬂAimAj|
[[|>7i€]  jeT |[|[>P—-14€]  jeT
Then
t
i=1 r>7 ||[1|>ri€l  jeT
This in turn implies the statement of the lemma. O

Corollary 4.5. Taking t =8, # =5 in Lemma[{4, we get

eorem (E0) 2050 ) 02 4)

=0

provided that p > 7408848.

Proof. We only have to verify that

U N4 N4 <IBl

[|zri€l  jeT

holds for the choice B being the set of square elements of the field. This is equivalent to check

that (20 () (& +857) < 23t O
Proposition 4.6. Let {a1,as,.. .,a(p,l)/Q} denote a subset of the elements of Fp,, where p >

7408848. Then

p—1

5 (257) )

=1

#{’VGFP:

Proof. We first show that

Hrem 3 (057) 25 =
=1
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holds.
Let @ denote the square elements in F,. Then observe that the sum of the Legendre symbols
measure the intersection of the translate of () with Q). More precisely,

p=1
oy — 1 p—1
> (222) 2 utr- e @+ vnel= (5 +0) 57
=1 p
holds if —v is not a quadratic residue and
p=1
2 (o — 1 p—1
Z B Zpp-)+le|(@+7)NQ[= STH)

=1

holds if —v is a quadratic residue.
Hence what we aim for is to apply Corollary [4.5] and show that the minimum is smaller than
(3 + Lyet = 2 2L If we simplify the expression we get

2 14
1
min|A; N B| < = (140( +gVPt )+2(p—1)>,

€8] 2

and it is easy to verify that this will be smaller than 19—4”21 provided that p > 26910.

#{”yer: 3 (?) g—?} <8
=1

follows similarly, which in turn proves the statement. o

The inequality

5 Lovasz-Schrijver construction

Lovész and Schrijver showed that up to affine transformations (elements of AGL(2,p)) there is
only one set in F2 determining exactly 2= +3 directions. Such a set can be described due to [14] as
follows.

Let {(0,2) | # € Fp} and {(,0) | € F,} be identified with F,. Then we may also identify
with {(0,2) |0 # z € F,} and {(2,0) | 0 # = € Fp,}. Let

{01 3)-Jufewn () Ut

It is clear that |L| = p and it determines exactly % directions. Notice that the projection
polynomials determined by L are described in Theorem Up to affine transformations there
are two polynomials listed in Theorem We may see that both types appear as projection
polynomials of L. Moreover, the ones listed in Theorem appears exactly twice. Since L
is equidistributed in the set of parallel lines not determining a direction of L we may see that
there are exactly (p—1) — 2E3 projection polynomials that are constant. The remaining projection
polynomials are of type [[.2

The purpose of this section is to show that for large enough primes this result follows from Theorem
In order to do so we have to introduce the basic notion and some technique of the discrete
Fourier transformation. We will also reformulate it in terms of the projection polynomials.

Let us denote by 1g the characteristic function of a set S of cardinality p which determines exactly

p+3 directions. For a function f: F2 — C and a character ¢ let fo = %Eze]Fp f(x)&(z). Then f

15



is called the Fourier transform of f. Any character of an elementary abelian p-group can be written

as &(x) = e (%) where (x,v) denotes the standard modp scalar product of the vectors v and
z in F}. Thus the set of characters can be endowed with a group structure that is isomorphic to
the original group IE‘%. This identification also assigns to each nontrivial representation a direction

in IE‘%. The set of irreducible characters of IFZ% will be denoted by 13;2.
The Plancherel formula says that

Yo l@P =Y 1 ©F (16)

IEF% 56]}7‘2

In particular, for the characteristic function 1g of the set S we have

Yo=Y s

IEF% geﬂ‘z

Clearly, >~ |15]? = p.

It is easy to see that if £ is not the trivial representation, then

pis(&) =Y mli)o, (17)

where m denotes an affine transformation of the projection polynomial corresponding to ¢ and o
is a primitive p’th root of unity.

Let m be a projection polynomial of a set of cardinality p. It was proved in [6, Proposition 3.1]
that if m is of degree d with 1 < d < p — 2, then the number of directions determined by the set
is at least d + 2. It follows that m is either the constant 1 polynomial or of degree at most p—gl.

It was showed in [I1, Theorem 1.1] that if m is not constant, then m is of degree at least % SO

we obtain that m is either constant or of degree p—gl. The polynomials of degree p2;1 whose range
sum is p are described in Theorem

Lemma 5.1. Let m denotes an affine transformation of the projection polynomial corresponding
to €.
1. If m is constant, then 15(£) = 0.

2. If the leading coefficient of m is +1, then |15(&)| = \/75.
3. If the leading coefficient of m is :|:p2;1, then & — ‘/75 <plig(é)] < £+ \/75.
Proof. 1. Follows trivially from the fact that the sum of the n’th roots of unities is 0 for every

positive integer n.

27 .2

2. It is well-known [7] that the Gauss sum . e » * is of absolute value \/p.

As we have seen in equation (IT), 15(¢) = Y. m(i)o?. If the leading coefficient of m is %1,
then m(z) can be obtained from 2" 41 by a change of variable + — ax + b.

Now m(x) = 2% +1is 0 at the quadratic nonresidues, 2 at the quadratic residues and 1 at
0. This means that 1

2 N 2mi g2

ig(¢) = > > m(i)a' = e

z€F,
SO

lis(6)] = ?
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Now Y_m(ai + b)o’ can also be expressed as Y m(i)o® """ for some o’ € F%,b' € F,. The
effect by the translation by b’ is just a multiplication with a number of absolute value 1 while
0% — 0% can be obtained using a Galois automorphism in Gal(Q(c)|Q). This is an abelian
group containing the complex conjugation so each automorphism preserves the absolute value
of the sum, finishing the proof of this case.

3. As we have seen in the previous case we only have to verify it when m(x) = %( - 4 1).

Now treating the values of m(z) as nonnegative rational numbers in {0,1,...,p — 1} we

obtain that ) .
m(x):z%(:c‘%lﬂ) =10+ 5 ((%) +1>.

Using Lemma [5.]] we are able to estimate the right hand side of equation (@) for f = 1g.
If £ is the trivial representation, then f(&) = p so |f(€)[*> = p*.

If the polynomial m in equation ([7) is constant, then f(£) = 0. Since |S| = p we have that in this
case, each line orthogonal to £ (the representations of IFZQ, are identified with elements of IFI% so they
are considered vectors in this vector space) contains exactly 1 element of S so S does not determine
the direction orthogonal to &. We have exactly (p+ 1) — 2= +3 == 71 directions not determined by

S so we have exactly (p— 1)~ L roots of 1g, the representatlons correspondmg to these directions.

Let M denote the number of directions such that the corresponding projection polynomial m is of
leading coefficient +1. Note that the projection polynomial towards a direction is only determined
up to an element of AGL(1,p) but these transformations can only change the leading coefficient
of m up to a £1 factor.

Then it does follow from equation (@) and by Lemma [B.1] that

i2<p2+( 1)<—O+M\/_+<]%3—M><§—§>2>>S
p—ZﬁS(@PSpi(p + (p 1)<—O+M\/_ +<p;3 M)<g+§>2>>.

From the lower bound we immediately get that p—;r?’ -M<2ifp>9 If p—;r?’ — M = 0, then
p?+ (p— 1)#]9 = p3, which holds only for p = 3. If % — M =1, then the reduced equation

satisfies that ) )
p_VP\ _le=Vp _(p P
e S ~ /= — + -~
2 2 - 2 —\2 2

Here we get that the lower bound holds if p > 2, but the upper bound holds only for 3 < p. These
implies that @ — M =2 if p large enough (p > 9).

It remains to translate this calculation on the Fourier coefficients to a combinatorial result. We
have obtained that there are two directions when the corresponding projection polynomials m;

and mgy are of degree p2;1 with leading coefficient :l:p2;1. Then it follows from Theorem that

there is an y; € F,, for ¢ = 1, 2 such that m;(y;) = % (and m;(y; + z) = 0 or 1 depending only on
whether z # 0 is a quadratic residue or not).

It does simply mean that there are two non-parallel lines, each of them containing 22~ +1 elements of

S. Then the intersection of these lines must belong to S since |S| = p, moreover there can not be
further points of .S outside the two lines in view. Note that the nonzero elements of the support
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of #(x% +1) and ”Qil(—xprl + 1) are the set of quadratic residues and the set of quadratic
nonresidues, respectively. This simply means that the we have two parallel classes of lines and on
both of these classes, p 4+ 1 points lie on the lines indexed by 0. The remaining points are found
on the lines indexed by quadratic residues or quadratic nonresidues.

Thus, after applying a suitable identifications of these two lines with F, we may assume that the
point in the intersection of the lines coincide with 0 on both lines and the remaining points of S
can be identified with the quadratic residues or quadratic nonresidues, just as it is described in
Theorem O

Note that the previous argument shows that if for a prime p > 9 (practically all) the statement of
Theorem holds, then for the same prime p we can derive the uniqueness result of Lovész and
Schrijver.

Further, note that Szényi [12] classified the sets contained the union of two lines, with minimal
possible number of directions. This result could also have been applied to finish the proof of
Theorem [I.3]

6 Concluding remarks and open problems

In this paper we characterised those polynomials P over ¥, for which ) . P(x) = p, and deg(P)
is minimal; provided that p is large enough. We strongly believe that the fatter condition is only
technical, and one can get rid of it.

Several natural questions arise here. The first is concerning stability.

€F, P(z) = p for a polynomial P over F,, but P is not an affine

Problem 6.1. Suppose that >
translate of either 2" +1 or pTH (xpz;l + 1). Does this imply deg(P) > C - (p — 1) for some

constant C' > 1

5, independent of p?

We conjecture that for p large enough, this holds even for C' = % This would imply the result of
Gécs concerning the number of determined directions [4].

The next question is concerning further results on small range sums.

Problem 6.2. Fiz a positive integer k > 1. Suppose that erlb‘p P(z) = k- p for a polynomial
P over Fy,. Is it true that apart from finitely many primes p, either P is an affine translate of

¢ (z" + 1)+ d for some constants c,d, or deg(P) > 2=L holds?

Notice that the range sum of the polynomials (z — 1)(z —2) + 1,(x — 1)(z — 2) + 2 € F7 is 14.

Moreover, if p = 5, then the non-constant polynomials of degree less than p—gl are linear. These are

permutation polynomials so the range sum is 10 in this case. These examples show that we may
only expect an affirmative answer for the question raised in Problem when p is large enough.

Finally, we are interested in general in the relation between h(p) = 3. cp P(x) and

mindeg P : Z P(z) = h(p) and P # 1.

z€F,
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