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Abstract. Let Fd
q be a d-dimensional vector space over a finite field Fq with q elements.

For x ∈ Fd
q , let ∥x∥ = x2

1 + · · ·+ x2
d. By abuse of terminology, we shall call ∥·∥ a norm on

Fd
q . For a subset E ⊂ Fd

q , let ∆(E) be the distance set on E defined as

∆(E) := {∥x− y∥ : x, y ∈ E}.

The Mattila-Sjölin problem seeks the smallest exponent α > 0 such that ∆(E) = Fq for all

subsets E ⊂ Fd
q with |E| ≥ Cqα. In this article, we consider this problem for a variant of

this norm, which generates a smaller distance set than the norm ∥·∥. Namely, we replace

the norm ∥·∥ by the so-called k-norm (1 ≤ k ≤ d), which can be viewed as a kind of

deformation of ∥·∥. To derive our result on the Mattila-Sjölin problem for the k-norm,

we use a combinatorial method to analyze various summations arising from the discrete

Fourier machinery. Even though our distance set is smaller than the one in the Mattila-

Sjölin problem, for some k we still obtain the same result as that of Iosevich and Rudnev

[15], which deals with the Mattila-Sjölin problem. Furthermore, our result is sharp in all

odd dimensions.

1. Introduction

In geometric measure theory, the Falconer distance problem asks for a minimal Hausdorff

dimension dimH(E) of compact subsets E ⊂ Rd for which the distance set

∆(E) := {∥x− y∥ : x, y ∈ E}

has positive Lebesgue measure, where ∥·∥ denotes the Euclidean norm on Rd. In 1985,

Falconer [11] conjectured that for each compact subset E ⊂ Rd (d ≥ 2), if dimH(E) > d/2,

then the distance set ∆(E) has positive Lebesgue measure. Falconer then proved that this

is the case when dimH(E) > (d+ 1)/2. While some progress has been made, the question

remains open in all dimensions (for example, see references [1, 25, 9, 5, 12, 8, 6, 7]).

Also, Mattila and Sjölin [19] obtained a stronger result that if dimH(E) > (d + 1)/2,

then ∆(E) has a non-empty interior as a subset of R. Note that the lower bounds in both

results are far from the conjectured dimension threshold d/2.

The Falconer distance problem can also be considered a continuous version of the Erdős

distinct distances problem, which asserts that large finite point sets must have many distinct

distances. We refer to references [2], [10], [13], [16], and [23] for a more precise definition

of the Erdős distinct distance problem, as well as the known results and conjecture.

On the other hand, Iosevich and Rudnev [15] considered a discrete analogue of the

Falconer distance problem over a finite field, which in the literature is referred to as the
1
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Erdős-Falconer distance problem (EF problem). Let us introduce the EF problem. For

x, y ∈ Fd
q , a distance between x and y is defined by

∥x− y∥ := (x1 − y1)
2 + · · ·+ (xd − yd)

2.

By abuse of terminology, we shall call this a standard distance on Fd
q . For a subset E ⊂ Fd

q ,

the distance set ∆(E) is given by

(1.1) ∆(E) := {∥x− y∥ : x, y ∈ E}.

The EF problem asks for the smallest exponent α > 0 for which |∆(E)| ≳ q whenever

|E| ≥ Cqα for a sufficiently large constant C. Here, and throughout this paper, A ≳ B

means A ≥ cB where 0 < c ≤ 1 denotes some constant independent of q.

There is a stronger version of the EF problem, referred to as the Mattila-Sjölin problem

(MS problem), which can be stated as follows:

Question 1.1 (The MS problem). Determine the smallest exponent β > 0 such that if

E ⊂ Fd
q with |E| ≥ Cqβ for a sufficiently large C, then ∆(E) = Fq.

Let us first list some results for the MS problem. Iosevich and Rudnev [15] showed

that ∆(E) = Fq whenever |E| > 2q(d+1)/2. Since then, much effort was made by many

researchers to lower the exponent d+1
2 . Hart et al. [14] demonstrated that the exponent

d+1
2 due to Iosevich and Rudnev [15] is indeed sharp for the specific odd dimensions d and

under certain assumptions on Fq. In addition, they showed that the exponent d/2 for the

EF problem cannot be lowered for all even dimensions d, which implies that the exponent

α should be greater or equal to d
2 in this case. Very recently, Iosevich, Koh and Rakhmonov

[22] provided another examples to show that for all d ≥ 3, the exponent α for EF problem

should be greater or equal to d
2 (resp. d+1

2 ) for even (resp. odd) d.

Let us review some known results for the EF problem. For d = 2, Chapman et al.

[3] obtained the exponent 4/3 for the EF problem, whereas it was shown in [20] that the

exponent cannot be lowered beyond 4/3 for the MS problem. This result was obtained by

utilizing a relationship between the EF problem and the Fourier restriction problem, and

it is the first result to show that the optimal result (d + 1)/2 in odd dimensions can be

improved in even dimensions. In the case where Fq is a prime field, the result of 4/3 has

been improved to 5/4 by Murphy, Petridis, Pham, Rudnev and Stevens [21]. However, in

even higher dimensions d ≥ 4, there is no known result that improves the result of (d+1)/2

for the EF problem.

The main purpose of this paper is to introduce a modified distance, which generates a

smaller distance set than the standard distance does, and show that the distance result of

(d+ 1)/2 can still be achieved under this new distance.

Now we present our distance problem and main result. For x = (x1, x2, · · · , xd) ∈ Fd
q , let

Z(x) denote the number of zero coordinates of x. Fix k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d}. Define a k-norm
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∥ · ∥k on Fd
q as

(1.2) ∥x∥k =

∥x∥ if 0 ≤ Z(x) ≤ k − 1,

0 otherwise.

Note that if k = d, two norms coincide with each other; ∥·∥ = ∥·∥d. Thus the k-norm ∥·∥k
may be considered a deformation of the standard norm ∥·∥ such that it is more deformed as

k gets smaller. The distance induced by k-norm shall be called a k-distance. For a subset

E ⊂ Fd
q , define a k-distance set

Dk(E) = {∥x− y∥k : x, y ∈ E}.

With this newly defined distance set, one can ask the following natural question concerning

a distance-related problem.

Question 1.2 (The MS problem for k-distance sets). What is the smallest exponent γ > 0

such that whenever E ⊂ Fd
q with |E| ≥ Cqγ for a sufficiently large C, we have Dk(E) = Fq?

Here, we observe that the MS problem for k-distance sets in Question 1.2 can be viewed

as a significantly stronger version of the original MS problem posed in Question 1.1, in the

sense that the equality Dk(E) = Fq is less likely to be achieved than the equality ∆(E) = Fq

since Dk(E) ⊂ ∆(E) for all k = 1, 2, · · · , d. This suggests that for odd dimensions d,

the smallest possible exponent γ for Question 1.2 cannot be smaller than the optimal

result (d+ 1)/2 of the MS problem in Question 1.1, and for even dimensions, it cannot be

smaller than the conjectured result d/2 of the same problem. Moreover, for each integer

k = 1, 2, . . . , d, if we take E = Fd−k
q × {0} ⊂ Fd

q , then |E| = qd−k, yet Dk(E) = {0} ̸= Fq.

From this example, we can see that the smallest exponent β for Question 1.2 cannot be

less than d − k. Therefore, one can propose the following conjecture on the MS problem

for k-distance sets.

Conjecture 1.3. Let E ⊂ Fd
q , d ≥ 2, and assume that C is a sufficiently large constant

independent of q. Then for each integer k = 1, 2, . . . , d, the following statements hold:

(i) If d is odd and |E| ≥ Cqmax{(d+1)/2, d−k}, then Dk(E) = Fq.

(ii) If d is even and |E| ≥ Cqmax{d/2, d−k}, then Dk(E) = Fq.

As our main result, for odd dimension case we establish Conjecture 1.3-(i); for the even

dimension case we obtain a bit weaker result than in the conjecture. More precisely, our

result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. If E ⊂ Fd
q , d ≥ 2, with |E| ≥ Cqmax{(d+1)/2, d−k}, then Dk(E) = Fq.

Given the paragraph subsequent to Question 1.2, our result should be compared with

that a result for the MS problem, e.g., that of Iosevich and Rudnev [15]. Notice that our

exponent in the assumption of Theorem 1.4 can be divided into two cases

max {(d+ 1)/2, d− k} =

{
(d+ 1)/2 if (d− 1)/2 ≤ k ≤ d,

d− k if 1 ≤ k < (d− 1)/2.
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For 1 ≤ k < (d − 1)/2, the exponent d − k in our result is larger than (d + 1)/2, the

exponent of Iosevich and Rudnev, as expected from the paragraph subsequent to Question

1.2. However, for k ≥ (d − 1)/2, our exponent (d + 1)/2 is as small as the exponent of

Iosevich and Rudnev [15]. That is, even under the weaker condition Dk(E) ⊂ ∆(E) in our

case, we obtain the same result as that of Iosevich and Rudnev.

From the point of view of a deformation of the standard distance, this comparison tells us

that the result of the original MS problem remains the same under the “small” deformation,

which corresponds to k with (d− 1)/2 ≤ k ≤ d.

In the course of proving this, we adopt an analytic approach based on the Fourier analysis

machinery, a key tool used in previous studies of the MS problem. However, unlike in the

original MS problem, there arises a difficulty in proving Theorem 1.4, namely we encounter

many terms in taking sums that are difficult to control. To overcome this difficulty, we

introduce a new elimination method based on combinatorial ideas (see, for example, the

proof of Lemma 4.2, which constitutes the core of the proof of Theorem 1.4).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give preliminaries which includes

some basics on the Gauss sums, the orthongality of characters and the discrete Fourier

transforms. In Section 3, we introduce the k-distance and compute the Fourier transform

on the sphere with respect to the k-distance. In Section 4, we give a proof of Theorem 1.4.

In Section 5, we carry out a technical computation of Lemma 4.2, which will be used in

the proof of the main theorem in Section 4.

Acknowledgements. The first named author was supported by a funding for the aca-

demic research program of Chungbuk National University in 2025, and the National Re-

search Foundation of Korea (NRF-2021R1I1A3049181).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we list some basics on the Gauss sum and the Discrete Fourier transform

machinery used in [15] (see also [17] and [4]).

2.1. Gauss sum. An additive (resp. a multiplicative) character of Fq is a group homo-

morphism from the group Fq (resp. F∗
q) to the unit circle S1 on the complex plane. The

following two characters are ubiquitous in this paper.

For each b ∈ Fq, let χb : Fq → S1 be the additive character defined by

χb(c) = e2πiTr(bc)/p,

where p is the characteristic of Fq, and Tr(α) = TrFq/Fp
(α) denotes the absolute trace of α

(see [18, Definition 2.22]).

Let η : F∗
q → S1 be the multiplicative character defined by η(c) = 1 if c is a square and

1 otherwise.

Characters of a finite abelian group G satisfy the orthogonality property below which

will be frequently used for G = Fq and F∗
q in our computation.
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Proposition 2.1 (Orthogonality of characters). Let G be a finite abelian group and ϕ

a character of G. Then we obtain

∑
g∈G

ϕ(g) =

0 if ϕ is nontrivial,

|G| otherwise.

Proof. See [18, Example 5.10]. □

Now we review the basic facts about the Gauss sum, which plays a crucial role in the

proof of Theorem 1.4.

Definition 2.2 (Gauss sum). Let ψ (resp. χ) be a multiplicative (resp. an additive)

character on F∗
q (resp. Fq). Then, the Gauss sum of ψ and χ is defined by

(2.1) G(ψ, χ) =
∑
c∈F∗

q

ψ(c)χ(c).

For a ∈ Fq, let Ga be the Gauss sum of η and χa, i.e., Ga = G(η, χa).

Proposition 2.3 (Theorem 5.15, [18]). The standard Gauss sum G1 can be explicitly com-

puted as follows.

(2.2) G1 =

(−1)s−1q
1
2 if p ≡ 1 (mod 4),

(−1)s−1isq
1
2 if p ≡ 3 (mod 4),

where i =
√
−1, and s is the integer with ps = q.

Squaring the G1, we can easily see that

(2.3) G2
1 = η(−1)q, and |G1| =

√
q.

The following lemma can be derived from the definition of Gauss sums. For the readers’

convenience, we provide its proof.

Lemma 2.4. For a, b ∈ Fq with a ̸= 0, and v ∈ Fd
q , we have

(1)
∑
s∈Fq

χ1(as
2) = η(a)G1,

(2)
∑
s∈Fq

χ1(as
2 + bs) = η(a)G1χ1

(
− b2

4a

)
,

(3)
∑
u∈Fd

q

χ1 (a∥u∥+ v · u) = ηd(a)Gd
1χ1

(
||v||
−4a

)
.

Proof. To demonstrate (1), we observe that∑
s∈Fq

χ1(as
2) = 1 +

∑
s∈F∗

q

χ1(as
2).
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As (−s)2 = s2 for any s ∈ F∗
q we can perform a change of variables, setting s2 = t.

Consequently,

1 +
∑
s∈F∗

q

χ1(as
2) = 1 + 2

∑
t∈F∗

q

:t is a square

χ1(at) = 1 +
∑
t∈F∗

q

χ1(at)(η(t) + 1)

= 1 +
∑
t∈F∗

q

χ1(at) +
∑
t∈F∗

q

χ1(at)η(t) =
∑
t∈F∗

q

χ1(at)η(t).

The last equality arises from the orthogonality of characters for χ1. Now, employing a

change of variables t = a−1θ and the relation η(a) = η(a−1), we obtain∑
t∈F∗

q

χ1(at)η(t) =
∑
θ∈F∗

q

η(a)χ1(θ)η(θ) = η(a)G1.

Statements (2) and (3) stem from (1) by completing the square and utilizing a change of

variables. □

Definition 2.5. For a nontrivial additive character χ and nonzero elements a, b ∈ Fq, the

Kloosterman sum is defined as

K(χ; a, b) :=
∑
s∈F∗

q

χ(as+ bs−1).

A proof of the following result can be found in [24].

Proposition 2.6. Let χ, a, b be as in the above. Then, we have

(2.4) |K(χ; a, b)| ≤ 2
√
q.

2.2. Discrete Fourier transform. For a function f : Fd
q → C, the Fourier transform f̂

of f is defined as

(2.5) f̂(m) := q−d
∑
x∈Fd

q

f(x)χ(−x ·m).

Here, and throughout the paper, we will use the notation χ to denote a fixed non-trivial

additive character of Fq, whose choice will not affect our results.

The discrete analogue of the Fourier inversion theorem and the Plancherel theorem is as

follows.

(2.6) f(x) :=
∑
m∈Fd

q

χ(m · x)f̂(m),

(2.7)
∑
m∈Fd

q

∣∣∣f̂(m)
∣∣∣2 = q−d

∑
x∈Fd

q

|f(x)|2 .

For a given set E, let IE(x) be the characteristic function:

IE(x) :=

1 x ∈ E,

0 x /∈ E.
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For simplicity, we write E(x) for IE(x) if there is no confusion. For E ⊂ Fd
q , using the

Plancherel theorem, we can easily see that

(2.8)
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2 = q−d|E|,

and it is clear by the definition of the Fourier transform that

(2.9) Ê(0, · · · , 0) = q−d|E|.

3. The Fourier transform on the sphere w.r.t. the k-norm

Let k be an integer with 1 ≤ k ≤ d. For each t ∈ Fq, we define the sphere of radius t

with respect to the k-norm as follows:

St
k := {x ∈ Fd

q : ∥x∥k = t}.

Simply, St
k shall be referred to as a sphere (of radius t), without reference to the k-norm,

if there is no confusion. In this section, we mostly compute Ŝt
k, the Fourier transform on

the sphere St
k, which will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.4. To this end, we shall first

carry out preliminary computation. Let us begin by giving notations.

3.1. Notation. For each non-negative integer d ≥ 1, let [d] := {1, . . . , d}. For a subset I ⊂
[d], we define FI := {x ∈ Fd

q : xi ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ i ∈ I}. By convention we set F∅ = {(0, . . . , 0)}.
Then Fd

q is a disjoint union of all the ‘slices’ FI , i.e.,

(3.1) Fd
q =

⊔
I⊂[d]

FI .

For a non-empty subset I = {i1, i2, . . . , ie} ⊂ [d] with 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < ie ≤ d and

x ∈ Fd
q , we define xI = (xi1 , . . . , xie) ∈ Fe

q. In particular, we adopt the convention that

x∅ = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Fd
q .

Recall that for y ∈ Fd
q , Z(y) denotes the number of zero coordinates of y. For example

if x ∈ FI , then Z(x) = d − |I|. For α ∈ [d] ∪ {0}, we define Nα := {x ∈ Fd
q : Z(x) = α}.

Thus, Nα can be written as

(3.2) Nα =
⊔
I⊂[d]

: |I|=d−α

FI .

3.2. Preliminary computation. The following lemma will be used to compute Ŝt
k(m).

Lemma 3.1. Let m = (m1,m2, · · · ,md) ∈ Fd
q . For each α ∈ [d] ∪ {0}, we have

∑
x∈Nα

χ(s ∥x∥ −m · x) =



∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∏
i∈I

(
η(s)G1χ

(
−mi

2

4s

)
− 1

)
if s ̸= 0,

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

(q − 1)Z(mI)(−1)d−α−Z(mI) if s = 0.
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Here, if α = d, then |I| = d − α = 0 and so I = ∅, in which case the summation on the

right-hand side for s ̸= 0 is set to be 1.

Proof. Fix an element α ∈ [d] ∪ {0}. It follows that

∑
x∈Nα

χ(s ∥x∥ −m · x) =
∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∑
x∈FI

χ(s||xI || −mI · xI)

=
∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∏
i∈I

∑
u∈Fq

χ(su2 −miu)

− 1

 .(3.3)

The first equality follows from (3.2), and the second equality just unravels the notation of

FI . We consider two cases: s ̸= 0, and s = 0. For the case where s ̸= 0, applying Definition

2.2 and Lemma 2.4, we have

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∏
i∈I

∑
u∈Fq

χ(su2 −miu)

− 1

 =
∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∏
i∈I

(
η(s)G1χ

(
−m

2
i

4s

)
− 1

)
.

For the case where s = 0, (3.3) is equal to

∑
I∈[d]

:|I|=d−α

∏
i∈I

:mi ̸=0

∑
u∈Fq

χ(−miu)

− 1

 ∏
j∈I

:mj=0

∑
u∈Fq

χ(−mju)

− 1


=

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

(q − 1)Z(mI)(−1)d−α−Z(mI).

This completes the proof. □

3.3. Computation of Ŝt
k(m). We are ready to compute the following Fourier transform

on the sphere Ŝt
k(m).

Proposition 3.2. Let t ∈ Fq. Then, for any m ∈ Fd
q , the Fourier transform Ŝt

k(m) of the

sphere can be written

Ŝt
k(m) = q−d−1

(
A(m, t) +B(m)

)
,

where

A(m, t) =
k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∑
s∈F∗

q

χ(−st)
∏
i∈I

(
η(s)G1χ

(
−m

2
i

4s

)
− 1

)
,

B(m) =

k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

(q − 1)Z(mI)(−1)d−α−Z(mI).
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Proof. From the definition of the Fourier transform and the orthogonality of the additive

characters (Proposition 2.1), it follows that

Ŝt
k(m) = q−d

∑
x∈Fd

q

χ(−m · x)St
k(x)

= q−d
∑
x∈Fd

q

χ(−m · x)

q−1
∑
s∈Fq

χ(s(∥x∥k − t))

 .(3.4)

Now, recall from (3.2) that Fd
q =

⊔
α∈[d]∪{0}

Nα. By the definition of the k-norm, (3.4) can

be rewritten:

Ŝt
k(m) = q−d

k−1∑
α=0

∑
x∈Nα

χ(−m · x)

q−1
∑
s∈Fq

χ(s(∥x∥ − t))

(3.5)

+ q−d
d∑

α=k

∑
x∈Nα

χ(−m · x)

q−1
∑
s∈Fq

χ(−st)

 .(3.6)

Since t ̸= 0, (3.6) vanishes by the orthogonality of χ. Hence, by rewriting the (3.5), we

obtain

(3.7) Ŝt
k(m) = q−d−1

∑
s∈Fq

χ(−st)
k−1∑
α=0

∑
x∈Nα

χ(s ∥x∥ −m · x).

Using Lemma 3.1 to calculate the summation over x ∈ Nα, we obtain

Ŝt
k(m) = q−d−1

k−1∑
α=0

∑
s∈F∗

q

χ(−st)
∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∏
i∈I

(
η(s)G1χ

(
−mi

2

4s

)
− 1

)

+ q−d−1
k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

(q − 1)Z(mI)(−1)d−α−Z(mI).

By the definition of A(m, t) and B(m), the proof is complete. □

4. Proof of main theorem

In this section, we provide the proof of our main result (Theorem 1.4) that can be

restated as follows.

Theorem 4.1. If E ⊂ Fd
q with d ≥ 2, and |E| ≥ Cqmax{ d+1

2
, d−k}, then Dk(E) = Fq.

Proof. Let dE : E×E → Fq denote the k-distance on E defined by dE(x, y) = ∥x− y∥k for

x, y ∈ E.

Note that dE is surjective if and only if for each t ∈ Fq, the set d−1
E (t) is nonempty, or

equivalently, the collection {d−1
E (t)}t∈Fq forms a partition of E × E.
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For E ⊂ Fd
q and t ∈ Fq, let νE(t) be the cardinality of the set d−1

E (t), i.e., νE(t) =
∣∣d−1

E (t)
∣∣.

Then, to prove Theorem 4.1, it suffices to show that νE(t) > 0 for all t ∈ Fq. It is obvious

that νE(0) > 0 since E is nonempty. Now it remains to show νE(t) > 0 for all nonzero

t ∈ F∗
q . By definition, νE(t) can be written

(4.1) νE(t) =
∑

x,y∈E
:∥x−y∥k=t

1 =
∑

x,y∈E
St
k(x− y).

Then we use the Fourier inversion formula and the definition of the Fourier transform to

obtain

νE(t) =
∑

x,y∈Fd
q

E(x)E(y)

( ∑
m∈Fd

q

χ(m · (x− y))Ŝt
k(m)

)

=
∑
m∈Fd

q

Ŝt
k(m)

∑
x,y∈Fd

q

χ(−m · x)E(x)χ(−m · y)E(y)(4.2)

= q2d
∑
m∈Fd

q

Ŝt
k(m)|Ê(m)|2.

Invoking Proposition 3.2, we see that

νE(t) = qd−1
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2
(
A(m, t) +B(m)

)
.(4.3)

Now we require the following lemma, a key ingredient in deriving our main result, con-

tains technically challenging terms that do not appear in the original MS problem.

Lemma 4.2. Let A(m, t), and B(m) be defined as in Proposition 3.2. Then for every

E ⊂ Fd
q , the following inequalities hold.

(i)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2A(m, t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ q−
d−1
2 |E|,

(ii)
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2B(m) ≳ q−d|E|2 − q−k|E|.

With Lemma 4.2 in hand, let us complete the proof of Theorem 4.1. A proof of Lemma

4.2 will be given in the next section. The combination of (4.3) and Lemma 4.2 yields

νE(t) ≳ q−1|E|2 − qd−k−1|E| − q
d−1
2 |E|.

Observe that if |E| ≳ qd−k, then the term q−1|E|2 dominates qd−k−1|E|; similarly, if |E| ≳
q(d+1)/2, then q−1|E|2 dominates q(d−1)/2|E|. Thus, we obtain the desired conclusion that

if |E| ≥ Cqmax{ d+1
2

, d−k}, then νE(t) > 0. This completes the proof. □
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5. Proof of Lemma 4.2

For the first part (i) of Lemma 4.2, we write

A(m, t) =
k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∑
s̸=0

χ(−st)
∏
i∈I

(
η(s)G1χ

(
− m2

i

4s

)
− 1

)

=
k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∑
s̸=0

χ(−st)
( d−α∑

β=0

∑
J⊂I

:|J |=d−α−β

ηd−α−β(s)Gd−α−β
1 χ

(
− ∥mJ∥

4s

)
(−1)β

)
,

where we express the product over i ∈ I in terms of the summation over β. It follows by

the triangle inequality that

|A(m, t)| ≤
k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

d−α∑
β=0

∑
J⊂I

:|J |=d−α−β

|G1|d−α−β

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
s̸=0

ηd−α−β(s)χ

(
− st− ∥mJ∥

4s

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ .

Recall from (2.3) that |G1| =
√
q, and note that the sum over s ∈ F∗

q is a generalized

Kloosterman sum, which is dominated by 2
√
q as shown in (2.4). Hence, for every m ∈ Fd

q

and t ∈ F∗
q , we have

|A(m, t)| ≤
k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

d−α∑
β=0

∑
J⊂I

:|J |=d−α−β

2q
d−α−β+1

2 ≲ q
d+1
2 ,

where the last inequality follows from the simple observation that q
d+1
2 dominates q

d−α−β+1
2

for all α, β ≥ 0. Using this upper bound of |A(m, t)| and the Plancherel theorem, the part

(i) of Lemma 4.2 is proven as follows:

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2A(m, t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2|A(m, t)| ≲ q
d+1
2

∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2 = q−
d−1
2 |E|.

Now, we prove the part (ii) of Lemma 4.2. Recall that

∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2B(m) =
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2
k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

(q − 1)Z(mI)(−1)d−α−Z(mI).
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We observe that the summation over α can be rewritten:∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2
k−1∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

(q − 1)Z(mI)(−1)d−α−Z(mI)

=
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2
(

d∑
α=0

−
d∑

α=k

) ∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

(q − 1)Z(mI)(−1)d−α−Z(mI)

=: Bmain +Bauxiliary.

This decomposition allows us to analyze the summation over α in terms of the full sum-

mation over 0 ≤ α ≤ d and the summation over k ≤ α ≤ d. It is obvious that

(5.1)
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2B(m) ≥ Bmain − |Bauxiliary|.

We can simply bound the auxiliary term as follows:

(5.2) |Bauxiliary| ≲ q−d|E|qd−k = q−k|E|.

Next, let us estimate a lower bound of the term Bmain. For each I ⊂ [d] and m ∈ Fd
q , let

β := Z(mI). Then 0 ≤ β ≤ |I|. Using a new variable β we can write

Bmain =
∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2
d∑

α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

(q − 1)Z(mI)(−1)d−α−Z(mI)

=
d∑

α=0

d−α∑
β=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=β

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β(−1)d−α−β.

By the definition of the indicator function 1{0,1,··· ,d−α}(β), the above term Bmain can be

rewritten as follows:

Bmain =
d∑

β=0

d∑
α=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=d−α

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=β

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β(−1)d−α−β1{0,1,··· ,d−α}(β).

Fixing the variable β, we perform a change of variables from α to r using the relation

α = d− β − r. Then we obtain the expression

Bmain =
d∑

β=0

d−β∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=β+r

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=β

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β(−1)r.

Note that for each β and I ⊂ [d], the set {m ∈ Fd
q | Z(mI) = β} is a union of subsets

{m ∈ Fd
q | Z(mI) = β,Z(m) = w} for 0 ≤ w ≤ d, and that r := |I| − β ≤ d − w. Thus,
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using a variable w, Bmain can be written

Bmain =

d∑
w=0

w∑
β=0

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=β+r

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=β
:Z(m)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β(−1)r.

By distinguishing between the cases Z(m) = d (that is, m = (0, . . . , 0)) and Z(m) < d, we

have

Bmain =
d−1∑
w=0

w∑
β=0

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=β+r

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=β
:Z(m)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β(−1)r

+
d∑

β=0

∑
I⊂[d]
:|I|=β

∑
m=(0,··· ,0)
:Z(mI)=β

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β.

Now we divide the summation over β in the first series of summations into two cases: β < w

and w = β. Then we obtain

Bmain =
d−1∑
w=0

w−1∑
β=0

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=β+r

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=β
:Z(m)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β(−1)r

+
d−1∑
w=0

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=w+r

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=w
:Z(m)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)w(−1)r

+
d∑

β=0

∑
I⊂[d]
:|I|=β

∑
m=(0,··· ,0)
:Z(mI)=β

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β

=: Bm1 +Bm2 +Bm3.

Hence, a lower bound of Bmain can be expressed as follows:

(5.3) Bmain ≥ −|Bm1|+Bm2 +Bm3.

Notice that |Nd−α| = (q − 1)α ∼ qα and by (2.9) that
∑

m∈Nd−α

|Ê(m)|2 ≲ q−2d+α|E|2. It

follows that

|Bm1| =
d−1∑
w=0

w−1∑
β=0

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=β+r

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=β
:Z(m)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β

≲ q−2d+(d−w)|E|2qw−1 = q−d−1|E|2.(5.4)
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Recall that

Bm2 =
d−1∑
w=0

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=w+r

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(mI)=w
:Z(m)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)w(−1)r.

Now we show that Bm2 = 0. The main idea for this is that for each 1 ≤ w ≤ d− 1, J ⊂ [d],

m ∈ F[d]\J , Bm2 will be manipulated to involve the summations

(5.5)
d−w∑
r=0

∑
T⊂[d]\J
:|T |=r

(−1)r,

which will be turned into

d−w∑
r=0

(−1)r(1)d−w−r

(
d− w

r

)
= 0.

To be precise, first changing the order of summations, we write

Bm2 =
d−1∑
w=0

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(m)=w

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=w+r
:Z(mI)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)w(−1)r.

Recall from (3.1) that

(5.6) Fd
q =

⊔
J⊂[d]

F[d]\J .

Thus using a variable J , Bm2 can be rewritten

Bm2 =

d−1∑
w=0

∑
J⊂[d]

∑
m∈Fd

q

:Z(m)=w
:m∈F[d]\J

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=w+r
:Z(mI)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)w(−1)r.

For a fixed m ∈ F[d]\J , Z(m) = w if and only if |J | = w. Consequently, we obtain

Bm2 =

d−1∑
w=0

∑
J⊂[d]
:|J |=w

∑
m∈Fd

q

:m∈F[d]\J

d−w∑
r=0

∑
I⊂[d]

:|I|=w+r
:Z(mI)=w

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)w(−1)r.(5.7)

For each J ⊂ [d], choose m ∈ F[d]\J . Then there is an I with |I| ≥ |J | such that

Z(mI) = |J |, and for any such I (independent of the choice of m ∈ F[d]\J), we have J ⊂ I.

Let T := I \ J. Changing the fifth summation over I in (5.7) into the summation over T ,

we obtain

(5.8)
Bm2 =

d−1∑
w=0

∑
J⊂[d]
:|J |=w

∑
m∈Fd

q

:m∈F[d]\J

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)w
d−w∑
r=0

∑
T⊂[d]\J
:|T |=r

(−1)r.
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The last double summation of (5.8) can be turned into

d−w∑
r=0

∑
T⊂[d]\J
:|T |=r

(−1)r =
d−w∑
r=0

(−1)r

 ∑
T⊂[d]\J
:|T |=r

1

 =
d−w∑
r=0

(−1)r(1)d−w−r

(
d− w

r

)
.

By the binomial theorem, we have

d−w∑
r=0

(−1)r(1)d−w−r

(
d− w

r

)
= (1 + (−1))d−w = 0.

Therefore, we obtain the desired result:

(5.9) Bm2 = 0.

Finally, we estimate the term Bm3. Recall that

Bm3 =
d∑

β=0

∑
I⊂[d]
:|I|=β

∑
m=(0,··· ,0)
:Z(mI)=β

|Ê(m)|2(q − 1)β.

Since |Ê(m)|2 = q−2d|E|2 for m = (0, . . . , 0), we get

(5.10) Bm3 =
d∑

β=0

∑
I⊂[d]
:|I|=β

q−2d|E|2(q − 1)β ∼ q−d|E|2.

Combining the estimates in (5.1), (5.2), (5.3), (5.4), (5.9), and (5.10), we conclude that

∑
m∈Fd

q

|Ê(m)|2B(m) ≳ q−d|E|2 − q−d−1|E|2 − q−k|E| ≳ q−d|E|2 − q−k|E|,

which proves the second part (ii) of Lemma 4.2.
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