arXiv:2207.08221v1 [math.CO] 17 Jul 2022

EXPANDERS ON MATRICES OVER A FINITE CHAIN RING, I

DUNG M. HA AND HIEU T. NGO

Abstract. In this work and its sequel, we study the expanding phenomenon of matrices over a finite chain ring of large residue field. A sum-product estimate is proved. It is showed that x + yz is a moderate expander on n × n matrices with exponent^{n+1}_6 . These results generalise the main theorems in the recent work [30] of Xie and Ge. The proofs use spectral graph theory and elementary divisor theory.

1. Introduction

In 1983, Paul Erdös and Endre Szemerédi [9] proposed the Sum-Product Conjecture, which still remains open today:

Conjecture 1.1. (Erdös-Szemerédi) For every ϵ > 0, there is n_0 = n_0(ϵ) such that for any A ⊂ N with |A| > n_0, one has |(A + A) ∪ (A · A)| > |A|^{2−ϵ}. In plain words, this sum-product phenomenon indicates that the sum set and the product set of a set of integers cannot both be small compared to |A|. This problem has a long and exciting development. In place of the exponent 2 − ϵ, Erdös and Szemerédi [9] established this inequality with the exponent 1 + δ for some δ > 0, and the best current record is the exponent^4_3 +^2_{1167} by Rudnev and Stevens [25].

In 2004, Bourgain, Katz and Tao [3] initiated the study of the finite field analogue of the Sum- Product Problem and established the following theorem: for a subset A of the prime field F_p , if p^δ < |A| < p^{1−δ} for some δ > 0, then max(|A + A|, |A · A|) ≫ |A|^{1+κ} for some κ = κ(δ) > 0. Here the asymptotic notation X ≫ Y means that there exists some constant c > 0 such that X ≥ cY ; if X = X(n) and Y = Y (n) depend on some parameter n, the asymptotic X ≫_n Y means that there exists some constant c(n) > 0 such that X ≥ c(n)Y . Since the work [3], there have been many interesting findings on the sum-product phenomenon over a finite field or a modular ring. Around 2007, V. Vu [29] and V. Le [19] independently introduced the application of spectral graph theory to the Sum-Product Problem in a finite setting, besides tools from incidence geometry, Fourier analysis, and exponential sums. The new toolkit involving spectra of graphs provides not only new proofs but also improvements of known estimates as well as many new results (see, e.g., [27]).

The sum-product phenomenon can be bootstrapped to a multivariate question: given a finite subset A of a ring S, under which multivariable function f : S^d → S does the image set f(A, . . . , A) grow large? In particular, detecting this expansive phenomenon in finite rings, commutative or non-commutative, is a topic that has attracted wide interest in the last two decades.

Let F_q denote the finite field of order q. Over finite fields, Hart, Li, Shen [13] and Tao [28] defined several classes of expanding functions.

Definition 1.2 (Expanders on finite fields). Let f : F^d_q → F_q be a function.

(1) We say that f is a moderate expander on F_q with exponent κ > 0 if there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ F_q with |A| ≥ Cq^{1−κ}, one has |f(A, . . . , A)| ≥ C^{−1}q. 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11T30, 05C50.

Key words and phrases. spectral graph theory, finite chain ring, Smith normal form. 1

(2) We say that f is a strong expander on F_q with exponent κ > 0 if there are absolute constants C, C^′ > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ F_q with |A| ≥ Cq^{1−κ}, one has |f(A, . . . , A)| ≥ q −C^′.

(3) We say that f is a very strong expander on F_q with exponent κ > 0 if there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ F_q with |A| ≥ Cq^{1−κ}, one has f(A, . . . , A) = F_q .

There have been found many interesting polynomial expanders with exponents on finite fields.

Theorem 1.3. On F_q , one has the following polynomial expanders.

(1) (Hart, Iosevich, Solymosi [12, Theorem 1.4]) (x − y)(z − t) is a very strong expander with exponent κ =^1_4 .

(2) (Bennett, Hart, Iosevich, Pakianathan, Rudnev [2, Corollary 1.8]) (x−y)(z−t) is a moderate expander with exponent^1_3 .

(3) (Hart, Iosevich [11, Theorem 1.1]) xy + zt is a strong expander with exponent^1_4 and C = 1, and is a moderate expander with exponent^1_3 .

(4) (Shparlinski [26, Equation (9)]) x + yz is a moderate expander with exponent^1_3 . (5) (V. Le [20]) x(y + z) and x + (y − z)^2 is a moderate expander with exponent^1_3 . (6) (V. Le [20]) (x − y)^2 + zt is a moderate expander with exponent^3_8 .

A commutative analogue of a finite field is a modular ring of prime power order. In commutative ring theory, there is a notion that captures both these rings as special cases: a finite chain ring is a finite commutative ring which is also a local principal ideal ring (see Section 2.1). Let R be a finite chain ring. The ring R has a unique maximal ideal m, which is a principal ideal. The residue field k = R/m is a finite field F_q , say. Let r denote the nilpotency of m, i.e. r is the smallest positive integer t such that m^t = 0. Interesting examples of a finite chain ring include:

• finite fields;

• Z/p^rZ where p is a prime number;

• O/(π^r) where O is the ring of integers in a number field and π is a prime in O; • F_q [x]/(f^r) where f is an irreducible polynomial in F_q [x].

In recent literature, some authors use the term “finite valuation ring” with the same meaning as a finite chain ring. However, we choose the term “finite chain ring” instead (see Section 2.1).

We will consider the expanding phenomenon on finite chain rings of large residue field:

Definition 1.4 (Expanders on finite chain rings). Let (R, m) be a finite chain ring. Suppose that the residue field k = R/m has cardinality q and that R has cardinality q^r. Let f : R^d → R be a function.

(1) We say that f is a moderate expander on R with exponent κ > 0 if if there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ R with |A| ≥ Cq^{r−κ}, one has |f(A, . . . , A)| ≫ q^r.

(2) We say that f is a strong expander on R with exponent κ > 0 if if there are absolute constant C, C^′ > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ R with |A| ≥ Cq^{r−κ}, one has |f(A, . . . , A)| ≥ q^r −C^′.

(3) We say that f is a very strong expander on R with exponent κ > 0 if if there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ R with |A| ≥ Cq^{r−κ}, one has f(A, . . . , A) = R.

Remark 1.5. On taking r = 1, we recover expanders on finite fields.

Recent researches reveal an abundant supply of polynomial expanders with exponents on finite chain rings.

Theorem 1.6. Let (R, m) be a finite chain ring. Suppose that the residue field k = R/m has cardinality q and that R has cardinality q^r. On R, one has the following polynomial expanders.

(1) (Yazici [1, Theorem 1.1]) x + yz is a moderate expander with exponent^1_3 . (2) (Dao, Koh, Le, Mirzaei, Mojarrad, Pham [6, Theorem 1.5]) x(x + y)z + t, x(x + y) + zt, x(x + y)(z + t), z(x(x + y) + t), (x(x + y) − z)^2 + t and (z − t)^2 + x(x + y) are moderate expanders with exponent^3_8 .

A theme of considerable interest is to study sums and products in matrix spaces, starting with Chang [5]. As noted in [5], one interesting point about this non-commutative quest is that there are large sets of matrices whose sum sets and product sets do not grow. Many additive combinatorics problems have been generalised from commutative rings to matrices over commutative rings, albeit with different techniques. Therefore, it is curious to study the expanding phenomenon on matrices. For a ring S with 1, let M_n(S) (resp. GL_n(S)) denote the ring of n × n matrices (resp. the group of invertible n × n matrices) with entries in S.

Definition 1.7 (Expanders on matrix algebras over finite fields). Let f : M_n(F_q )^d → M_n(F_q ) be a function.

(1) We say that f is a moderate expander on M_n(F_q ) with exponent κ(n) > 0 if there is a constant C(n) > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ M_n(F_q ) with |A| ≥ C(n)q^{n2 −κ(n)}, one has |f(A, . . . , A)| ≥ C(n)^{−1}q^{n2} . (2) We say that f is a strong expander on M_n(F_q ) with exponent κ(n) > 0 if there are constants C(n), C^′(n) > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ M_n(F_q ) with |A| ≥ C(n)q^{n2 −κ(n)}, one has |f(A, . . . , A)| ≥ q^{n2} − C^′(n). (3) We say that f is a very strong expander on M_n(F_q ) with exponent κ(n) > 0 if there is a constant C(n) > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ M_n(F_q ) with |A| ≥ C(n)q^{n2 −κ(n)}, one has f(A, . . . , A) = M_n(F_q ).

Several noncommutative polynomial expanders over matrix algebras over a finite field have been produced, although not as many as the cases of finite fields and finite chain rings. Theorem 1.8. On M_n(F_q ), one has the following noncommutative polynomial expanders.

(1) (V. Le, T. Nguyen [18, Theorem 1.11]) xy + z + t is a very strong expander with exponent κ =^1_4 .

(2) (V. Le, T. Nguyen [18, Corollary 1.8]) x(y + z) is a moderate expander with exponent 1. (3) (V. Le, T. Nguyen [18, Theorem 1.10]) x + yz is a moderate expander with exponent^1_3 . (4) (Xie, Ge [30]) x + yz is a moderate expander with exponent^{n+1}_6 . The moderate expander x + yz above is a consequence of a more general estimate:

Theorem 1.9. [30, Theorem 1.5] For every positive integer n, there exists a constant C(n) > 0 such that if A, B, C ⊂ M_n(F_q ), then |A + BC| ≥ C(n) min ( q^{n2} , |A||B||C| q^{2n2− n+1}2 ) . In the same work [30], the authors also established a new sum-product estimate on matrix algebras over finite fields.

Theorem 1.10. [30, Theorem 1.6] For every positive integer n, there exists a constant C(n) > 0 such that for each A ⊂ M_n(F_q ) satisfying |A| ≥ C(n)q^{n2 −1}, max(|A + A|, |AA|) ≥ C(n)^{−1} min ( |A|^2 q^{n2− n+1}4

, q^{n23} |A|^{23} ) . It is interesting to ask whether the sum-product phenomenon and the expanding phenomenon happen in matrix algebras over finite chain rings. It seems that this question has not been studied in the literature. We first define expander classes in this context.

Definition 1.11 (Expanders on matrix algebras over finite chain rings). Let (R, m) be a finite chain ring. Suppose that the residue field k = R/m has cardinality q and that R has cardinality q^r. Let f : M_n(R)^d → M_n(R) be a function.

(1) We say that f is a moderate expander on M_n(R) with exponent κ(n) > 0 if there is a constant C(n) > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ M_n(R) with |A| ≥ C(n)q^{rn2 −κ(n)}, one has |f(A, . . . , A)| ≥ C(n)^{−1}q^{rn2} .

(2) We say that f is a strong expander on M_n(R) with exponent κ(n) > 0 if there are constants C(n), C^′(n) > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ M_n(R) with |A| ≥ C(n)q^{rn2 −κ(n)}, one has |f(A, . . . , A)| ≥ q^{rn2} − C^′(n). (3) We say that f is a very strong expander on M_n(R) with exponent κ(n) > 0 if there is a constant C(n) > 0 such that for any subset A ⊂ M_n(R) with |A| ≥ C(n)q^{rn2 −κ(n)}, one has f(A, . . . , A) = M_n(R). In this paper, we generalize the two main theorems of [30].

Theorem 1.12. Let (R, m) be a finite chain ring. Suppose that the residue field k = R/m has cardinality q and R has cardinality q^r. If A, B, C ⊂ M_n(R), then for every positive integer n there exists a constant C(n) > 0 such that |A + BC| ≥ C(n) min ( q^{rn2} , |A||B||C| q^{2rn2− n+1}2 ) . Theorem 1.13. Let (R, m) be a finite chain ring. Suppose that the residue field k = R/m has cardinality q and R has cardinality q^r. For every positive integer n, there exists a constant C(n) > 0 such that the following holds. If A ⊂ M_n(R) satisfies |A| ≥ C(n)q^{rn2 −1}, then max(|A + A|, |AA|) ≥ C(n)^{−1} min ( |A|^2 q^{rn2− n+1}4 , q^{rn23} |A|^{23} ) . Remark 1.14. In Theorems 1.12 and 1.13, on specialising R = F_q , whence r = 1, one recovers Theorems 1.9 and 1.10 respectively.

We note an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.12.

Corollary 1.15. If A, B, C ⊂ M_n(R) satisfy |A||B||C| ≫_n q^{3rn2− n+12} , then |A + BC| ≫_n q^{rn2} . In particular, x + yz is a moderate expander on M_n(R) with exponent^{n+1}_6 .

Our results offer first examples of a sum-product estimate and a noncommutative polynomial expander on matrix algebras over finite chain rings. The strategy of proofs follows a standard approach: we first construct graphs from the original combinatorial problems, and then apply theorems concerning spectra of graphs to count solutions to matrix equations. Many authors have adopted this line of arguments successfully [29, 19, 23, 24, 30, 21]. The generalisation from matrix algebras over finite fields to matrix algebras over finite chain rings, is, however, not obvious. For this purpose, we first observe that a finite chain ring is an elementary divisor ring, whence matrices over a finite chain ring possess Smith normal forms. Then we apply Smith normal form as a crucial ingredient to construct graphs and to estimate the number of solutions of a certain matrix equation (Proposition 4.5). On combining spectral graph theory with linear algebra over finite fields and finite chain rings, we are able to generalize the new results in [30].

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we recall some facts concerning finite chain rings, eigenvalues of graphs, and Smith normal form. In Section 3, we count matrices with a prescribed Smith normal form and count solutions of a system of linear equations. In Section 4, we study the matrix equation ab + ef = c + d and prove the key estimate (Proposition 4.5) on the number of its solutions. Finally, Section 5 contains the proofs of the main results (Theorems 1.12 and 1.13).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Finite chain rings. In this paragraph, we review the notion of a finite chain ring.

Definition 2.1. Let S be a commutative, unital ring.

(1) S is called a local ring if it has only one maximal ideal. (2) S is called a principal ideal ring if all of its ideals are principal. (3) S is called a chain ring if its ideals form a chain under set-theoretic inclusion.

Proposition 2.2. [7, Proposition 2.1] Let S be a finite commutative ring. The following are equivalent:

(1) S is a chain ring.

(2) S is a local ring and its maximal ideal is principal. (3) S is a local principal ideal ring.

A finite commutative ring satisfying the equivalent conditions of Proposition 2.2 is called a finite chain ring. In Coding Theory literature, finite chain rings find many applications [8].

Throughout this paper, we shall let R denote a finite chain ring. Its unique maximal ideal is denoted by m. We let π be a uniformizer, so m = (π). The residue field k = R/m is a finite field of order q. We write r for the nilpotency of π, i.e. r is the smallest positive integer t such that π^t = 0. We write val for the natural valuation over R; this is defined by val(0) = r and for x ∈ R\{0}, val(x) = k if and only if x = uπ^k for some unit u ∈ R^×.

The following fact is standard (see for instance [24, 16, 22]).

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that k ∈ N satisfies k ≤ r and that a ∈ R. Then |a + m^k| = |m^k| = q^{r−k}. 2.2. Spectral graph theory. This paragraph recalls some well-known results on eigenvalues of (undirected) graphs. We say that a graph is regular of degree d if each of its vertices is adjacent to d other vertices. We say that a bipartite graph is biregular of degree d if, considered as a usual graph, it is regular of degree d.

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a regular graph of degree d and let A_G be the adjacency matrix of G. Then d is the eigenvalue of A_G with the largest absolute value. In particular, if λ is an eigenvalue of A_G, then |λ| ≤ d. Let G be a bipartite graph and A_G be its adjacency matrix. We order the eigenvalues of A_G such that |λ_1| ≥ |λ_2| ≥ · · · ≥ |λ_n|. Since G is bipartite, the eigenvalues of A_G are symmetric around the origin, so we have λ_1 + λ_2 = 0. We recall two well-known facts concerning a biregular bipartite graph. Lemma 2.5 is known as the Expander Mixing Lemma; its proof can be found, for instance, in [17, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.5 (Expander Mixing Lemma). Let G be a biregular bipartite graph with parts U and V . Then for every pair X ⊂ U and Y ⊂ V , the number of edges between X and Y , denoted by e(X, Y ), satisfies | | | |e(X, Y ) − deg(U) |V | | | | ≤ |λ^3| √ |X||Y | where λ_3 is the eigenvalue with the third largest absolute value of A_G.

Lemma 2.6 ([19]). Let G be a biregular bipartite graph whose parts U and V have sizes |U| = m and |V | = n. We label vertices of G from 1 to m + n. Then

A_G = ( 0 N N^T 0 )

where N is the m × n matrix and N_{ij} = 1 if and only if there is an edge between i and j. Let w^{(3)} = (u_1, . . . , u_m, v_1, . . . , v_n)^T be an eigenvector of A_G corresponding to the eigenvalue λ_3. Then:

(1) (u_1, . . . , u_m)^T is an eigenvector of NN^T corresponding to the eigenvalue λ^2_3, and (2) J(u_1, . . . , u_m)^T = 0 where J is the m × m all-ones matrix.

We will also need a classical fact about the largest eigenvalue of a real symmetric matrix (cf. [10, Section 1], [15]).

Lemma 2.7. For a real symmetric matrix M, let λ_{max}(M) denote the eigenvalue of M with the largest absolute value. If A and B are two real symmetric matrices, then |λ_{max}(A + B)| ≤ |λ_{max}(A)| + |λ_{max}(B)|.

2.3. Elementary divisor theory. In this paragraph, we review the theory of elementary divisors and normalise the Smith normal form for our computations.

Definition 2.8. [14],[4, Definitions 15.7 and 15.10] Let S be a commutative, unital ring. Let diag(d_1, d_2, . . . ) denote a (possibly rectangular) matrix with d_1, d_2, . . . on the diagonal and with zeros on the other entries. A matrix A ∈ M_{m×n}(S) is said to admit diagonal reduction if there exist invertible matrices P ∈ GL_m(S) and Q ∈ GL_n(S) such that

P AQ = diag(d_1, d_2, . . . ) ∈ M_{m×n}(S)

where each d_i is a divisor of d_{i+1}. The matrix diag(d_1, d_2, . . . ) is called a Smith normal form of the matrix A.

If every matrix with coefficients in S admits diagonal reduction, we call S an elementary divisor ring.

Theorem 2.9. [4, Theorem 15.9, p. 188] Any principal ideal ring is an elementary divisor ring. Consequentially, any finite chain ring, being a principal ideal ring, is an elementary divisor ring.

Definition 2.10. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, n_2, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r be such that n_1 + n_2 + · · · + n_r = k ≤ n. Denote by D_{(n1,n2,...,nr )} the diagonal matrix in M_{n×2n}(R) given by D_{(n1,n2,...,nr )} = diag{π^{r−1}, . . . , π^{r−1} n_1 times , π^{r−2}, . . . , π^{r−2} n_2 times , . . . , 1, . . . , 1 n_r times }

= n_1 n_2 . . . n_r 2n − k n_1 π^{r−1}I 0 · · · 0 0 n_2 0 π^{r−2}I · · · 0 0 . . . . . . .. . . . . . n_r 0 0 · · · I 0 n − k 0 0 · · · 0 0 .

Corollary 2.11. For A ∈ M_{n×2n}(R), there exists a unique tuple (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r satisfying 0 ≤ n_1 + · · · + n_r ≤ n so that A can be written in the form UD_{(n1,...,nr )}V where (U, V ) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R).

Proof. Because a finite chain ring is an elementary divisor ring, the matrix A has a Smith normal form. Let D^′ = diag{d_1, d_2, . . . , d_s} be a Smith normal form of A. Since the Smith normal form is unique up to multiplication by units (see [4, Theorem 15.24, p. 194]),

diag{π^{val(d1)}, π^{val(d2)}, . . . , π^{val(ds)}},

where 0 ≤ val(d_1) ≤ · · · ≤ val(d_s) ≤ r − 1, is a Smith normal form of A. The diagonal matrix

diag{π^{val(d1)}, π^{val(d2)}, . . . , π^{val(ds)}}

depends only on A but not D^′.

Put val(d_i) = a_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and set K^′ = diag{π^{a1} , π^{a2} , . . . , π^{as} } K = diag{π^{as} , π^{as−1} , . . . , π^{a1} }. Write

I^′_s = s 0 0 . . . 0 1 0 0 . . . 1 0 s . . . . .. . . . . . 0 1 . . . 0 0 1 0 . . . 0 0 and for s ≤ t I^′_{s,t} = ( I^′_s 0 0 I_{t−s} ) . Since K^′ is a Smith normal form of A, we have 0 ≤ a_1 ≤ a_2 ≤ · · · ≤ a_s ≤ r − 1 and A can be written in the form U^′K^′V^′ where (U^′, V^′) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R). On the other hand, A = U^′K^′V^′ = U^′I^′_{s,n}KI^′_{s,2n}V^′. Put U = U^′I^′_{s,n}, V = I^′_{s,2n}V^′; plainly U and V are invertible, and A = UKV . Since 0 ≤ a_1 ≤ a_2 ≤ · · · ≤ a_s ≤ r − 1, there exists a unique tuple (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r such that 0 ≤ n_1 + · · · + n_r ≤ n and that K = D_{(n1,...,nr )}. The corollary follows. □

3. Counting over finite chain rings Throughout this section, we let R denote a finite chain ring, π its uniformizer, R^× its unit group, k = R/(π) its residue field, and q = |k| the size of the residue field.

3.1. Invertible matrices. In this paragraph we shall count invertible matrices over finite chain rings. First, we recall a well known fact about the order of a general linear group over a finite field. Lemma 3.1. The cardinality of GL_n(F_q ) is |GL_n(F_q )| = (q^n − 1)(q^n − q) . . . (q^n − q^{n−1}).

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that A, B ∈ M_n(R) satisfy A ≡ B (mod (π)), i.e. A ∈ B + π M_n(R). Then, A is invertible if and only if B is invertible.

Proof. This is immediate on observing that a matrix T ∈ M_n(R) is invertible if and only if det(T ) ∈ R^×. □ Lemma 3.3. The cardinality of GL_n(R) is (3.1) Q(q, r, n) = q^{(r−1)n2} (q^n − 1)(q^n − q) . . . (q^n − q^{n−1}). Consequentially, if Z_n(R) denotes the set of non-invertible n × n matrices over R, then, as q → ∞, (3.2) |Z_n(R)| ∼ q^{rn2−1}.

Proof. A matrix A ∈ M_n(R) is invertible if and only if det(A) ∈ R^×. It is easy to see that the reduction homomorphism GL_n(R) → GL_n(k), A → A mod (π) is surjective, and that the size of its kernel is q^{(r−1)n2} . On the other hand, since the residue field is a finite field k = F_q , say, by Lemma 3.1 we have |GL_n(k)| = (q^n − 1)(q^n − q) . . . (q^n − q^{n−1}).

Therefore |GL_n(R)| = q^{(r−1)n2} (q^n − 1)(q^n − q) . . . (q^n − q^{n−1}).

The second statement is immediate on noting that |Z_n(R)| = |M_n(R)| − |GL_n(R)|. The proof is complete. □ For convenience, we make the convention that Q(q, r, 0) = 1.

3.2. Matrices with a prescribed Smith normal form. In this paragraph, we shall prove several counting results concerning matrices over finite chain rings with a prescribed Smith normal form.

Lemma 3.4. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r . Suppose that n_1 + · · · + n_r = k ≤ n. Put D = D_{(n1,...,nr )} and S_1 = S_1(D) := {(U, V ) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R) : UD = DV }.

We have |S_1| = q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} · q^{r(5n2−3nk+k2 )} · W where

(3.3) W = W (q, n, n_1, . . . , n_r) := Q(q, r, n − k) q^{r(n−k)2} · Q(q, r, 2n − k) q^{r(2n−k)2} · r∏ i=1 Q(q, r, n_i) q^{rn2}i .

Proof. If k = 0, then n_1 = ... = n_r = 0 and D is the zero matrix. Then, by Lemma 3.3, |S_1| = |GL_n(R)||GL_{2n}(R)| = Q(q, r, n)Q(q, r, 2n). The lemma is proved for the case k = 0.

Suppose now that k ≥ 1. Let 1 ≤ α_1 < α_2 < · · · < α_t ≤ r be the ascending sequence for which {n_{α1} , n_{α2} , . . . , n_{αt} } is the subset of all positive integers of {n_1, . . . , n_r}. In particular, n_{α1} + n_{α2} + · · · + n_{αt} = k. By definition, D = diag{π^{r−α1} , . . . , π^{r−α1} n_{α1} times , π^{r−α2} , . . . , π^{r−α2} n_{α2} times , . . . , π^{r−αt} , . . . , π^{r−αt} n_{αt} times }.

Consider

S^′_1 = S^′_1(D) = {M_n(R) × M_{2n}(R) : UD = DV }.

If (U, V ) ∈ S^′_1, we decompose U, V into blocks as follows:

U = n_{α1} n_{α2} . . . n_{αt} n − k n_{α1} N^U_{11} N^U_{12} · · · N^U_{1t} G^U_1 n_{α2} N^U_{21} N^U_{22} · · · N^U_{2t} G^U_2 . . . . . . .. . . . . . n_{αt} N^U_{t1} N^U_{t2} · · · N^U_{tt} G^U_t n − k H^U_1 H^U_2 · · · H^U_t L^U ,

V = n_{α1} n_{α2} . . . n_{αt} 2n − k n_{α1} N^V_{11} N^V_{12} · · · N^V_{1t} G^V_1 n_{α2} N^V_{21} N^V_{22} · · · N^V_{2t} G^V_2 . . . . . . .. . . . . . n_{αt} N^V_{t1} N^V_{t2} · · · N^V_{tt} G^V_t 2n − k H^V_1 H^V_2 · · · H^V_t L^V .

The matrix identity UD = DV unravels as π^{r−α1} N^U_{11} π^{r−α2} N^U_{12}· · · π^{r−αt} N^U_{1t}0 π^{r−α1} N^U_{21} π^{r−α2} N^U_{22}· · · π^{r−αt} N^U_{2t}0 . . . . .. . . . . . π^{r−α1} N^U_{t1} π^{r−α2} N^U_{t2}· · · π^{r−αt} N^U_{tt}0 π^{r−α1} H^U_1 π^{r−α2} H^U_2· · · π^{r−αt} H^U_t0

= π^{r−α1} N^V_{11} π^{r−α1} N^V_{12}· · · π^{r−α1} N^V_{1t} π^{r−α1} G^V_1 π^{r−α2} N^V_{21} π^{r−α2} N^V_{22}· · · π^{r−α2} N^V_{2t} π^{r−α2} G^V_2 . . . . .. . . . . . π^{r−αt} N^V_{t1} π^{r−αt} N^V_{t2}· · · π^{r−αt} N^V_{tt} π^{r−αt} G^V_t 0 0 · · · 0 0 .

It follows that π^{r−αj} N^U_{ij} = π^{r−αi} N^V_{ij} (1 ≤ i, j ≤ t) π^{r−αi} H^U_i = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ t) π^{r−αi} G^V_i = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ t). Equivalently, we have

(3.4)

N^V_{ij} ∈ π^{αi −αj} N^U_{ij} + (π^{αi} ) (1 ≤ j < i ≤ t) N^U_{ij} ∈ π^{αj −αi} N^V_{ij} + (π^{αj} ) (1 ≤ i < j ≤ t) N^U_{ii} ∈ N^V_{ii} + (π^{αi} ) (1 ≤ i ≤ t) H^U_i ∈ (π^{αi} ) (1 ≤ i ≤ t) G^V_i ∈ (π^{αi} ) (1 ≤ i ≤ t). From the system of equations (3.4) several observations concerning the invertibility of U and V arise. We first claim that U is invertible if and only if the submatrices N^U_{11}, N^U_{22}, . . . , N^U_{tt} , L^U are invertible. Indeed, it follows from (3.4) that N^U_{ij} ∈ (π) for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ t, and that H^U_i ∈ (π) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t. By Lemma 3.2, the matrix U is invertible if and only if the matrix

U^′ =

N^U_{11} 0 · · · 0 G^U_1 N^U_{21} N^U_{22} · · · 0 G^U_2 . . . . .. . . . . . N^U_{t1} N^U_{t2} · · · N^U_{tt} G^U_t 0 0 · · · 0 L^U

is invertible. Since det U^′ = det N^U_{11} det N^U_{22} . . . det N^U_{tt} det L^U , we have U^′ is invertible if and only if the submatrices N^U_{11}, N^U_{22}, . . . , N^U_{tt} , L^U are invertible. The first claim is proved. Our second claim is that V is invertible if and only if the submatrices N^V_{11}, N^V_{22}, . . . , N^V_{tt} , L^V are invertible. This can be shown similarly on noting (3.4) implies that N^V_{ij} ∈ (π) for all 1 ≤ j < i ≤ t and that G^V_i ∈ (π) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Our third claim is that N^U_{11}, N^U_{22}, . . . , N^U_{tt} are invertible if and only if N^V_{11}, N^V_{22}, . . . , N^V_{tt} are invertible. This is because (3.4) implies that N^U_{ii} ∈ N^V_{ii} + (π^{αi} ) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t, so by Lemma 3.2 the third claim follows. Combining the above three claims, we conclude that for (U, V ) ∈ S^′_1, we have U and V are invertible if and only if the submatrices N^U_{11}, N^U_{22}, . . . , N^U_{tt} , L^U , L^V are invertible.

By virtue of Lemma 3.3, the number of tuples (N^U_{11}, N^U_{22}, . . . , N^U_{tt} , L^U , L^V ) consisting only of invertible matrices is (3.5) Q(q, r, n − k) · Q(q, r, 2n − k) · r∏ i=1 Q(q, r, n_{αi} ). Note also that for a fixed tuple (N^U_{11}, N^U_{22}, . . . , N^U_{tt} , L^U , L^V ) of invertible matrices, the number of (U, V ) ∈ S_1 containing this tuple is equal to the number of (U, V ) ∈ S^′_1 containing the same tuple.

We now count the number of (U, V ) ∈ S^′_1 containing a fixed tuple of invertible matrices

(N^U_{11}, N^U_{22}, . . . , N^U_{tt} , L^U , L^V ).

Our counting proceeds in two phases. In the first phase, we carry out five counts, according to the five equations of (3.4). First, for 1 ≤ j < i ≤ t, we count the number of (N^U_{ij} , N^V_{ij} ) satisfying the first equation of (3.4). The number of ways to choose N^U_{ij} ∈ M_{nαi ×nαj} (R) arbitrarily is q^{rnαi nαj} . For every chosen N^U_{ij} , the number of N^V_{ij} such that (N^U_{ij} , N^V_{ij} ) satisfies the first equation of (3.4) is q^{(r−αi)nαi nαj} . Hence, for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ t, the number of (N^U_{ij} , N^V_{ij} ) satisfying the first equation of (3.4) is q^{(2r−αi)nαi nαj} . Second, using the same argument, for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ t, the number of (N^U_{ij} , N^V_{ij} ) satisfying the second equation of (3.4) is q^{(2r−αj )nαi nαj} . Third, for 1 ≤ i ≤ t, the number of N^V_{ii} satisfying the third equation of (3.4) is q^{(r−αi)n2αi} . The fourth equation of (3.4) implies that the number of H^U_i is q^{(n−k)(r−αi )nαi} . The fifth equation of (3.4) implies that the number of G^V_i is q^{(2n−k)(r−αi )nαi} . Therefore, in the first phase, the number of ways to choose submatrices containing the fixed tuple and satisfying (3.4) is

q^{∑1≤j<i≤t (2r−αi)nαi nαj} · q^{∑1≤i<j≤t (2r−αj )nαi nαj} · q^{∑1≤i≤t ((r−αi)n2αi )} × q^{(n−k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{(2n−k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} .

In the second phase, to fully obtain U and V , we also need to choose the remaining submatrices G^U_i and H^V_i arbitrarily for 1 ≤ i ≤ t. There are q^{r(n−k)nαi} matrices G^U_i and q^{rnαi (2n−k)} matrices H^V_i . Therefore, the number of submatrices G^U_i and H^V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ t is

q^{r(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤t nαi} .

Combining the two phases, the number of (U, V ) ∈ S^′_1 containing the fixed tuple is

q^{∑1≤j<i≤t (2r−αi)nαi nαj} · q^{∑1≤i<j≤t (2r−αj )nαi nαj} · q^{∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)n2α}i × q^{(n−k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{(2n−k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{r(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤t nαi} .

This is also the number of (U, V ) ∈ S_1 containing the fixed tuple.

It now follows from (3.5) that |S_1| = q^{∑1≤j<i≤t (2r−αi)nαi nαj} · q^{∑1≤i<j≤t (2r−αj )nαi nαj} · q^{∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)n2α}i × q^{(n−k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{(2n−k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{r(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤t nαi} × Q(q, r, n − k) · Q(q, r, 2n − k) · r∏ i=1 Q(q, r, n_{αi} ) = q^{∑1≤j<i≤t (2r−αi)nαi nαj} · q^{∑1≤i<j≤t (2r−αj )nαi nαj} · q^{∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)n2α}i · q^{r ∑1≤i≤t n2α}i × q^{(n−k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{(2n−k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{r(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤t nαi} · q^{r((n−k)2+(2n−k)2 )} × Q(q, r, n − k) q^{r(n−k)2} · Q(q, r, 2n − k) q^{r(2n−k)2} · t∏ i=1 Q(q, r, n_{αi} ) q^{rn2α}i = q^{∑1≤i,j≤t (2r−αmin(i,j) )nαi nαj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{r(3n−2k)k} · q^{r(5n2 −6nk+2k2 )} × Q(q, r, n − k) q^{r(n−k)2} · Q(q, r, 2n − k) q^{r(2n−k)2} · t∏ i=1 Q(q, r, n_{αi} ) q^{rn2α}i = q^{∑1≤i,j≤t (r−αmin(i,j) )nαi nαj} · q^{rk2} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{r(3n−2k)k} · q^{r(5n2−6nk+2k2 )} × Q(q, r, n − k) q^{r(n−k)2} · Q(q, r, 2n − k) q^{r(2n−k)2} · t∏ i=1 Q(q, r, n_{αi} ) q^{rn2α}i = q^{∑1≤i,j≤t (r−αmin(i,j) )nαi nαj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤t (r−αi)nαi} · q^{r(5n2−3nk+k2 )} × Q(q, r, n − k) q^{r(n−k)2} · Q(q, r, 2n − k) q^{r(2n−k)2} · t∏ i=1 Q(q, r, n_{αi} ) q^{rn2αi} . Adding the numbers i where n_i = 0 to the sums and products, we obtain |S_1| = q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} · q^{r(5n2−3nk+k2 )} · W. □ Corollary 3.5. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r . Suppose that n_1 + · · · + n_r = k ≤ n. Put D = D_{(n1,...,nr )} and S_1 = S_1(D). When n is fixed and q → ∞, we have |S_1| ∼ q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} · q^{r(5n2−3nk+k2 )}. Proof. It suffices to show that in Lemma 3.4, the term W defined by (3.3) satisfies W ∼ 1. Suppose that n is fixed. Because n_1 + · · · + n_r = k ≤ n, the term W have at most n factors of the form Q(q,r,n_i ) q^{rn2}i where n_i > 0. On the other hand, by (3.1), lim_{q→∞} Q(q, r, n) q^{rn2} = 1, whence lim_{q→∞} W = 1. The corollary is proved. □ Lemma 3.6. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r . Suppose that n_1 + · · · + n_r = k ≤ n. Put D = D_{(n1,...,nr )} and S_2 = S_2(D) := {A ∈ M_{n×2n}(R) : ∃(U, V ) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R) with A = UDV }.

When n is fixed and q → ∞, we have |S_2| ∼ q^{r(3nk−k2 )} q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} .

Proof. We observe that the group GL_n(R)×GL_{2n}(R) acts on S_1 = S_1(D) transitively. The stabilizer of D has cardinality equal to |S_1|. Therefore

|S_2| =

|GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R)| |S_1| . It then follows from Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 3.5 that |S_2| ∼ Q(q, r, n)Q(q, r, 2n) q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} · q^{r(5n2−3nk+k2 )} ∼ q^{r(3nk−k2 )} q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} . □ 3.3. Systems of linear equations. In this paragraph, we count the number of solutions to a system of linear equations over a finite chain ring.

Lemma 3.7. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r . Suppose that k ≤ n and that n_1 + · · · + n_r = k. Put D = D_{(n1,...,nr )}. Suppose that A ∈ M_{n×2n}(R) can be written in the form UDV where (U, V ) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R). Then the number of b ∈ R^n such that the equation Ax = b has a solution x ∈ R^{2n} is q^{∑1≤i≤r ini} . Proof. The equation Ax = b is equivalent to the equation D(V x) = U^{−1}b. Put y = V x and b^′ = U^{−1}b, so that Dy = b^′. The equation Ax = b has a solution x ∈ R^{2n} if and only if the equation Dy = b^′ has a solution y ∈ R^{2n}. The number of b ∈ R^n such that the equation Dy = U^{−1}b has a solution y ∈ R^{2n} is therefore equal to the number of b^′ ∈ R^n such that the equation Dy = b^′ has a solution y ∈ R^{2n}.

On writing y = (y_1, . . . , y_{2n}) ∈ R^{2n} and b^′ = (b^′_1, . . . , b^′_n) ∈ R^n, we see that the equation Dy = b^′ unravels and becomes π^{r−1}y_i = b^′_i (1 ≤ i ≤ n_1) π^{r−2}y_{n1+i} = b^′_{n1 +i} (1 ≤ i ≤ n_2) . . . y_{n1+...+nr−1+i} = b^′_{n1 +...+nr−1+i} (1 ≤ i ≤ n_r) 0 = b^′_j (k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n).

This system of equations has a solution y ∈ R^{2n} if and only if b^′ ∈ R^n satisfies b^′_i ∈ (π^{r−1}) (1 ≤ i ≤ n_1) b^′_{n1+i} ∈ (π^{r−2}) (1 ≤ i ≤ n_2) . . . b^′_{n1+···+nr−1 +i} ∈ R (1 ≤ i ≤ n_r) b^′_j = 0 (k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n).

The number of these solutions (b^′_1, . . . , b^′_n) ∈ R^n is q^{∑1≤i≤r ini} . The lemma follows. □

Lemma 3.8. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r . Suppose that k ≤ n and that n_1 + · · · + n_r = k. Put D = D_{(n1,...,nr )}. Let A ∈ M_{n×2n}(R) be a matrix that can be written in the form UDV where (U, V ) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R). Let b ∈ R^n be a vector so that Ax = b has a solution x ∈ R^{2n}. Then the number of solutions x ∈ R^{2n} to the equation Ax = b is q^{2rn−∑1≤i≤r ini} .

Proof. Let X_1 be a solution to the equation Ax = b. Then, X is a solution to the equation Ax = b if and only if X − X_1 is a solution to the equation Ax = 0. Hence the number of solutions x ∈ R^{2n} to the equation Ax = b is equal to the number of solutions x ∈ R^{2n} to the equation Ax = 0.

Since A = UDV, (U, V ) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R) and Ax = 0 ⇔ UDV x = 0 ⇔ Dy = 0 where y = V x, the number of solutions x ∈ R^{2n} to the equation Ax = 0 is equal to the number of solutions y ∈ R^{2n} to the equation Dy = 0. Thus, the number of solutions x ∈ R^{2n} to the equation Ax = b is equal to the number of solutions y ∈ R^{2n} to the equation Dy = 0. We count the number of solutions y ∈ R^{2n} to the equation Dy = 0, which is the number of (y_1, ..., y_{2n}) ∈ R^{2n} satisfying the equations

π^{r−1}y_i = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ n_1) π^{r−2}y_{n1 +i} = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ n_2) . . . y_{n1+···+nr−1 +i} = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ n_r) y_j = 0 (k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n).

Thus the number of y ∈ R^{2n} satisfying the above system of equations is q^{∑1≤i≤r ni(r−i)} · q^{r(2n−k)} = q^{2rn−∑1≤i≤r ini} . □ 4. Counting solutions via graphs

4.1. Regular graphs. In this paragraph we shall construct two regular graphs from the matrix equation AX = C and estimate the degrees of these graphs.

Definition 4.1. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r satisfying n_1 + · · · + n_r = k and k ≤ n. Define G_{(n1,...,nr )} (resp. H_{(n1,...,nr )}) to be the undirected graph whose vertex set is (M_n(R))^3 and whose edges are characterized as follows. Two vertices (a_1, e_1, c_1) and (a_2, e_2, c_2) form an edge if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) The equation ( a_1 − a_2 e_1 − e_2 ) x = c_1 − c_2

has a solution (resp. has no solution) x ∈ M_{2n×n}(R). (ii) The matrix ( a_1 − a_2 e_1 − e_2 ) ∈ M_{2n×n}(R) can be written as UD_{(n1,...,nr )}V for some (U, V ) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R).

Lemma 4.2. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r satisfying n_1 + · · · + n_r = k and k ≤ n. The graph G_{(n1 ,...,nr )} is regular and deg G_{(n1 ,...,nr )} ∼ q^{r(3nk−k2 )} · q^{n ∑1≤i≤r ini} q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} . Proof. Observe that two vertices (a_1, e_1, c_1) and (a_2, e_2, c_2) are adjacent to each other if and only if (0, 0, 0) is adjacent to (a_1 − a_2, e_1 − e_2, c_1 − c_2). Hence G_{(n1,...,nr )} is regular.

Computing the degree of (0, 0, 0) is tantamount to counting the number of (a, e, c) adjacent to (0, 0, 0). We appeal to Lemma 3.6 to compute the number of (a, e) satisfying the condition (ii) of Definition 4.1. With a chosen (a, e), Lemma 3.7 gives us the number of ways to choose c satisfying the condition (i) of Definition 4.1. We deduce that deg G_{(n1 ,...,nr )} ∼ q^{r(3nk−k2 )} q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} · q^{n ∑1≤i≤r ini} . The lemma is proved. □

Lemma 4.3. Let k, n ∈ N and (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r satisfying n_1 + · · · + n_r = k and k ≤ n. The graph H_{(n1,...,nr )} is regular and deg H_{(n1 ,...,nr )} ∼ q^{r(3nk−k2 )} · (q^{rn2} − q^{n ∑1≤i≤r ini} ) q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} . Proof. Using the same argument as in the proof Lemma 4.2, we see that H_{(n1 ,...,nr )} is regular.

The degree of H_{(n1 ,...,nr )} equals the number of vertices (a, e, c) that are adjacent to (0, 0, 0). We appeal to Lemma 3.6 to compute the number of (a, e) satisfying the condition (ii) of Definition 4.1. Lemma 3.7 gives us the number of ways to choose c satisfying the condition (i) of Definition 4.1. We deduce that deg H_{(n1 ,...,nr )} ∼ q^{r(3nk−k2 )} q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} · (q^{rn2} − q^{n ∑1≤i≤r ini} ). The lemma is proved. □ 4.2. A matrix equation. Given subsets A, B, C, D, E, F of M_n(R), let N(A, B, C, D, E, F ) denote the number of solutions to the equation (4.1) ab + ef = c + d, (a, b, c, d, e, f) ∈ A × B × C × D × E × F. The goal of this paragraph is to establish a good estimate for N(A, B, C, D, E, F ).

We start with a preparation lemma. Lemma 4.4. Let

P_1 = n−1∑ k=1 (_{r−1} ∑ i=0 q^{r(2n2+3nk−k2 )} · C^i_{k+i−1} q^{i(1+n)} )

P_2 = r−1∑ i=1 q^{4rn2} · C^i_{n+i−1} q^{i(1+n)} . Then there exist constants C_1(n) and C_2(n) such that P_1 ≤ C_1(n)q^{r(4n2 −n−1)} P_2 ≤ C_2(n)q^{4rn2 −n−1}. Proof. For 1 ≤ k ≤ n and i ∈ N^∗ , (4.2) C^i_{k+i−1} =

(i + 1)(i + 2) . . . (i + k − 1) (k − 1)! ≤ (i + k − 1)^{k−1} ≤ (ik)^{k−1}. We have, by (4.2),

P_1 = n−1∑ k=1 q^{r(2n2+3nk−k2 )} ( 1 + r−1∑ i=1 C^i_{k+i−1} q^{i(1+n)} )

≤ n−1∑ k=1 q^{r(2n2+3nk−k2 )} ( 1 + r−1∑ i=1 (ik)^{k−1} q^{i(1+n)} )

≪_n n−1∑ k=1 q^{r(2n2+3nk−k2 )} ≤ nq^{r(2n2+3n(n−1)−(n−1)2)} ≪ q^{r(4n2−n−1)}, whence the upper bound for P_1.

We next show the upper bound for P_2. By (4.2), we have P_2 = q^{4rn2−n−1} r−1∑ i=1 C^i_{n+i−1} q^{(i−1)(1+n)} ≤ q^{4rn2−n−1} r−1∑ i=1 (in)^{n−1} q^{(i−1)(1+n)} ≪_n q^{4rn2−n−1} ∞∑ j=0 j^n 2^{jn} ≪_n q^{4rn2−n−1}, whence the upper bound for P_2. □

We are in a position to state the key estimate on the number of matrix solutions to the equation (4.1).

Proposition 4.5. For n ∈ N, there exists C(n) > 0 such that the following holds. If A, B, C, D, E, F are subsets of M_n(R), then | | | |N(A, B, C, D, E, F ) − |A||B||C||D||E||F | q^{rn2} | | | | ≤ C(n)q^{2rn} 2 −^{n+1}_2 √|A||B||C||D||E||F |. Proof. Consider the undirected bipartite graph Z = (X ∪ Y, E) where X = Y = (M_n(R))^3 and the vertex set is defined as follows. Two vertices (a, e, c) ∈ X and (b, f, d) ∈ Y form an edge if and only if ab + ef = c + d. Plainly |X| = |Y | = |(M_n(R))^3| = q^{3rn2} .

It is apparent that deg(X) = deg(Y ) = q^{2rn2} , and so

deg(X) |Y | = 1 q^{rn2} . In fact, this is because for each vertex (a, e, c) ∈ X and each pair (b, f) ∈ (M_n(R))^2, the matrix d = ab + ef − c is uniquely determined. The adjacency matrix A_Z has the form

A_Z = ( 0 N N^T 0 ) . The |X| × |Y | matrix N is characterized by the following property: N_{xy} = 1 if and only if there is an edge between x ∈ X and y ∈ Y and N_{xy} = 0 otherwise.

For two vertices (a_1, e_1, c_1) and (a_2, e_2, c_2) in X, let us count the number of their common neighbors, i.e. the number of solutions (b, f, d) ∈ Y to the system of equations

(4.3) { a_1b + e_1f = c_1 + d a_2b + e_2f = c_2 + d.

It follows that

(4.4) ( a_1 − a_2 e_1 − e_2 )( b f ) = c_1 − c_2.

The set of solutions to (4.4) is in bijection to the set of solutions to (4.3) via the map sending ( b f )

to (b, f, a_1b + e_1f − c).

By virtue of Corollary 2.11, there exists a unique tuple (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r such that 0 ≤ n_1 + · · · + n_r = k ≤ n, and that the matrix ( a_1 − a_2 e_1 − e_2 ) can be written in the form UD_{(n1,...,nr )}V where (U, V ) ∈ GL_n(R) × GL_{2n}(R). It now follows from Lemma 3.8 that, if equation (4.4) has a solution, then the number of solutions is (q^{2rn−∑1≤i≤r ini} )^n = q^{2rn2−n ∑1≤i≤r ini} . Recall that the graphs G_{(n1 ,...,nr )} and H_{(n1,...,nr )} are given by Definition 4.1. Let E_{(n1 ,...,nr )} and F_{(n1 ,...,nr )} be the adjacency matrices of G_{(n1,...,nr )} and H_{(n1,...,nr )} respectively. We have:

NN^T = deg(X)I + n∑ k=1 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈N^r n_1+···+n_r =k q^{2rn2−n ∑1≤i≤r ini} · E_{(n1,...,nr )}

= q^{rn2} J + (deg(X) − q^{rn2} )I + n∑ k=1 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈N^r n_1 +···+n_r =k ( q^{2rn2−n ∑1≤i≤r ini} − q^{rn2} ) · E_{(n1 ,...,nr )}

− n∑ k=0 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈N^r n_1 +···+n_r =k q^{rn2} · F_{(n1 ,...,nr )}. (4.5)

Let w^{(3)} = (u_1, . . . , u_{|X|}, v_1, . . . , v_{|Y |}) be an eigenvector of A_G corresponding to the eigenvalue λ_3. In view of Lemma 2.6, the vector (u_1, . . . , u_{|X|})^T is an eigenvector of NN^T corresponding to the eigenvalue λ^2_3. It follows from (4.5) that

(4.6) (λ^2_3 − deg(X) + q^{rn2} )(u_1, . . . , u_{|X|})^T = (A_1 − A_2)(u_1, . . . , u_{|X|})^T

where

A_1 := n∑ k=1 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈N^r n_1+···+n_r =k ( q^{2rn2−n ∑1≤i≤r ini} − q^{rn2} ) · E_{(n1 ,...,nr )}

A_2 := n∑ k=0 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈N^r n_1+···+n_r =k q^{rn2} · F_{(n1 ,...,nr )}.

Let λ_E be an eigenvalue of E_{(n1 ,...,nr )}. Since G_{(n1,...,nr )} is regular, Lemma 2.4 implies that |λ_E | ≤ deg(G_{(n1 ,...,nr )}). We then apply Lemma 4.2 to deduce that |λ_E | ≪ q^{r(3nk−k2 )} · q^{n ∑1≤i≤r ini} q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} =: M^E_{(n1,...,nr )}. Similarly, if λ_F is an eigenvalue of F_{(n1,...,nr )}, then |λ_F | ≪ q^{r(3nk−k2 )} · (q^{rn2} − q^{n ∑1≤i≤r ini} ) q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} =: M^V_{(n1,...,nr )}. Now, if λ is an eigenvalue of A_1 − A_2, then by (4.6) and Lemma 2.7 we have |λ| ≪ n∑ k=1 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈N^r n_1+···+n_r =k ( q^{2rn2−n ∑1≤i≤r ini} − q^{rn2} ) M^E_{(n1,...,nr )}

+ n∑ k=0 ∑ (n_1 ,...,n_r )∈N^r n_1 +···+n_r =k q^{rn2} M^V_{(n1,...,nr )}. (4.7)

We then consider two cases. First, for k = n and (n_1, . . . , n_{r−1}, n_r) = (0, . . . , 0, n) we have {( q^{2rn2−n ∑1≤i≤r ini} − q^{rn2} ) M^E_{(n1,...,nr )} = 0 · M^E_{(n1,...,nr )} = 0 q^{rn2} M^V_{(n1,...,nr )} = q^{rn2} · 0 = 0.

Secondly, in the situation k ≠ n or the situation k = n and (n_1, . . . , n_{r−1}, n_r) ≠ (0, . . . , 0, n), ( q^{2rn2−n ∑1≤i≤r ini} − q^{rn2} ) M^E_{(n1,...,nr )} ≤ q^{2rn2−n ∑1≤i≤r ini} M^E_{(n1,...,nr )} = q^{r(2n2+3nk−k2 )} q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} and q^{rn2} M^V_{(n1,...,nr )} ≤ q^{r(2n2 +3nk−k2 )} q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} . Combining with (4.7), we obtain

(4.8) |λ| ≪ q^{2rn2} + 2 n∑ k=1 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈N^r n_1+···+n_r =k n_r ≠n

q^{r(2n2 +3nk−k2 )} T_{(n1,...,nr )}

where T_{(n1,...,nr )} := q^{∑1≤i,j≤r (r−min(i,j))ni nj} · q^{(3n−2k) ∑1≤i≤r (r−i)ni} . For 1 ≤ k ≤ n, 1 ≤ i ≤ r, let

M_{i,k} = {(n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r : n_1 + · · · + n_r = k, n_1 = · · · = n_{i−1} = 0, n_i ≥ 1}. Plainly M_{i,k} ∩ M_{j,k} = ∅ for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ r and (4.9) ⋃ 1≤i≤r M_{i,k} = {(n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ N^r : n_1 + · · · + n_r = k}.

Also, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r and 1 ≤ k ≤ n, (4.10) |M_{i,k}| = C^{r−i}_{k+r−i−1}. Now let h_j = ∑_j i=1 n_i where 1 ≤ j ≤ r. It is easy to see that T_{(n1,...,nr )} = q^{∑1≤j≤r−1 (h2j +(3n−2k)hj )}. If (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ M_{i,k} then h_j ≥ 1 for all i ≤ j ≤ r. Hence T_{(n1,...,nr )} = q^{∑1≤j≤r−1 (h2j +(3n−2k)hj )} ≥ q^{(r−i)(1+3n−2k)} ≥ q^{(r−i)(1+n)}. Therefore, for (n_1, . . . , n_r) ∈ M_{i,k}, (4.11) T_{(n1,...,nr )} ≥ q^{(r−i)(1+n)}. From (4.8), (4.9), (4.10), (4.11) we infer that |λ| ≪ q^{2rn2} + 2 n∑ k=1 r∑ i=1 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈M_{i,k} n_r ≠n q^{r(2n2 +3nk−k2 )} T_{(n1,...,nr )}

= q^{2rn2} + 2 n−1∑ k=1 r∑ i=1 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈M_{i,k} q^{r(2n2+3nk−k2 )} T_{(n1,...,nr )} + 2 r−1∑ i=1 ∑ (n_1,...,n_r )∈M_{i,n} q^{4rn2} T_{(n1,...,nr )} ≤ q^{2rn2} + 2 n−1∑ k=1 r∑ i=1 q^{r(2n2+3nk−k2 )} · C^{r−i}_{k+r−i−1} q^{(r−i)(1+n)} + 2 r−1∑ i=1 q^{4rn2} · C^{r−i}_{n+r−i−1} q^{(r−i)(1+n)} = q^{2rn2} + 2 n−1∑ k=1 r−1∑ i=0 q^{r(2n2+3nk−k2 )} · C^i_{k+i−1} q^{i(1+n)} + 2 r−1∑ i=1 q^{4rn2} · C^i_{n+i−1} q^{i(1+n)} =: q^{2rn2} + 2A_3 + 2A_4.

(4.12)

We now apply Lemma 4.4 to derive that A_3 ≪ q^{r(4n2−n−1)} và A_4 ≪ q^{4rn2−n−1}. Combining with (4.12), we arrive at |λ| ≪ q^{4rn2−n−1} where λ is an eigenvalue of A_1 − A_2. By (4.6) we have |λ^2_3 − deg(X) + q^{rn2} | ≪ q^{4rn2−n−1}.

Because deg(X) = q^{2rn2} , this implies that |λ_3| ≪ q^{2rn2− n+12} . Finally, observe that for A, B, C, D, E, F ⊂ M_n(R), we have A × E × C ⊂ X, B × F × D ⊂ Y and N(A, B, C, D, E, F ) = e(A × E × C, B × D × F ). We can now apply Lemma 2.5 to obtain | | |N(A, B, C, D, E, F ) − |A||B||C||D||E||F | q^{rn2} | | | ≤ |λ^3| √ |A × E × C||B × D × F | ≤ C(n)q^{2rn2 − n+12} √ |A||B||C||D||E||F |. The proposition is proved. □

5. Expander and sum-product on matrix algebras This section contains the proofs of the main results, namely Theorems 1.12 and 1.13. The proofs of these theorems are applications of Proposition 4.5. We follow the arguments of [30] and reproduce them here for the sake of completeness. Proof of Theorem 1.12. For λ ∈ A + BC, put t(λ) = |{(a, b, c) ∈ A × B × C : a + bc = λ}|. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have (|A||B||C|)^2 = ( ∑ λ∈A+BC t(λ) )_2 ≤ |A + BC| ∑ λ∈A+BC t(λ)^2.

Note that ∑ λ∈A+BC t(λ)^2 = N(B, C, A, −A, −B, C). On applying Proposition 4.5 we derive (|A||B||C|)^2 |A + BC| ≤ N(B, C, A, −A, −B, C) ≪ |A|^2|B|^2|C|^2 q^{rn2} + q^{2rn2 − n+12} |A||B||C|. Thus |A + BC| ≫ min ( q^{rn2} , |A||B||C| q^{2rn2− n+1}2 ) . The proof is complete. □ For A, B ∈ M_n(R), define the additive energy E_+(A, B) = |{(a_1, a_2, b_1, b_2) ∈ A^2 × B^2 : a_1 + b_1 = a_2 + b_2}|.

Lemma 5.1. For A, B ⊂ M_n(R) and C ⊂ GL_n(R), we have (|A||B|)^2 |A + B| ≤ E_+(A, B) ≪ |BC|^2|A|^2 q^{rn2} + q^{2rn2 − n+12} |BC||A| |C| .

Proof. We have

E_+(A, B) = |{(a_1, a_2, b_1, b_2) ∈ A^2 × B^2 : a_1 + b_1 = a_2 + b_2}|

= |C|^{−2}|{(a_1, a_2, b_1, b_2, c_1, c_2) ∈ A^2 × B^2 × C^2 : a_1 + b_1c_1c^{−1}_1 = a_2 + b_2c_2c^{−1}_2 }| ≤ |C|^{−2}|{(a_1, a_2, s_1, s_2, t_1, t_2) ∈ A^2 × (BC)^2 × (C^{−1})^2 : a_1 + s_1t_1 = a_2 + s_2t_2}| = |C|^{−2}|N(BC, C^{−1}, A, −A, BC, C^{−1}). On applying Proposition 4.5, we see that E_+(A, B) ≤ |C|^{−2}|N(BC, C^{−1}, A, −A, BC, C^{−1}) ≪ |C|^{−2}| ( |BC|^2|C|^2|A|^2 q^{rn2} + q^{2rn2− n+12} |BC||C||A| )

= |BC|^2|A|^2 q^{rn2} + q^{2rn2− n+12} |BC||A| |C| . We next show that^{(|A||B|)2}_{|A+B|} ≤ E_+(A, B). For λ ∈ A + B, put t_{A+B} (λ) = |{(a, b) ∈ A × B : a + b = λ}|. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (|A||B|)^2 = ( ∑ λ∈A+B t_{A+B} (λ) )_2 ≤ |A + B| ∑ λ∈A+B t_{A+B} (λ)^2 = |A + B|E_+(A, B).

Thus (|A||B|)^2 |A + B| ≤ E_+(A, B). The lemma is proved. □

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Let Z_n(R) = M_n(R)\GL_n(R) denote the set of singular matrices in M_n(R). Since |A| ≥ C(n)q^{rn2 −1} and |Z_n(R)| ∼ q^{rn2−1}, we choose C(n) such that |A| > 2|Z_n(R)|. Then, |A ∩ GL_n(R)| ≥ |A|/2, so we can assume that A ⊂ GL_n(R). On applying Lemma 5.1 with A = B = C, we have |A|^4 |A + A| ≤ E_+(A, A) ≪ |AA|^2|A|^2 q^{rn2} + q^{2rn2 − n+12} |AA|. Thus max(|A + A|, |AA|) ≫ min ( |A|^2 q^{rn2− n+1}4 , q^{rn23} |A|^{23} ) . The proof is complete. □

References

1. Esen Aksoy Yazici, Sum-product type estimates for subsets of finite valuation rings, Acta Arith. 185 (2018), no. 1, 9–18.

2. M. Bennett, D. Hart, A. Iosevich, J. Pakianathan, and M. Rudnev, Group actions and geometric combinatorics in (F_q )^d, Forum Math. 29 (2017), no. 1, 91–110.

3. J. Bourgain, N. Katz, and T. Tao, A sum-product estimate in finite fields, and applications, Geom. Funct. Anal.

14 (2004), no. 1, 27–57.

4. W. C. Brown, Matrices over commutative rings, Monographs and Textbooks in Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 169, Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 1993.

5. Mei-Chu Chang, Additive and multiplicative structure in matrix spaces, Comb. Probab. Comput. 16 (2007), no. 2, 219–238.

6. A. Dao, D. Koh, M. Mirzaei, H. Mojarrad, H. Le, and T. Pham, Moderate expanders over rings, Journal of Number Theory 218 (2021), 223–233.

7. H. Dinh and S. R. López-Permouth, Cyclic and negacyclic codes over finite chain rings., IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 50 (2004), no. 8, 1728–1744.

8. H. Dinh, S. R. López-Permouth, and S. Szabo, On the structure of cyclic and negacyclic codes over finite chain rings, Codes over rings. Proceedings of the CIMPA summer school, Ankara, Turkey, August 18–29, 2008, Hackensack, NJ: World Scientific, 2009, pp. 22–59.

9. Paul Erdős and Endre Szemerédi, On sums and products of integers, Studies in Pure Mathematics, Mem. of P.

Turán, 213-218 (1983)., 1983.

10. William Fulton, Eigenvalues, invariant factors, highest weights, and Schubert calculus, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc.

(N.S.) 37 (2000), no. 3, 209–249.

11. D. Hart and A. Iosevich, Sums and products in finite fields: an integral geometric viewpoint, Radon transforms, geometry, and wavelets. AMS special session, New Orleans, LA, USA, January 7–8, 2007 and workshop, Baton Rouge, LA, USA, January 4–5, 2007, Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society (AMS), 2008, pp. 129–135.

12. D. Hart, A. Iosevich, and J. Solymosi, Sum-product estimates in finite fields via Kloosterman sums, Int. Math.

Res. Not. 2007 (2007), no. 5, 14.

13. D. Hart, L. Li, and C.-Y. Shen, Fourier analysis and expanding phenomena in finite fields, Proc. Am. Math. Soc.

141 (2013), no. 2, 461–473.

14. I. Kaplansky, Elementary divisors and modules, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 66 (1949), 464–491. 15. A. Knutson and T. Tao, Honeycombs and sums of Hermitian matrices, Notices Amer. Math. Soc. 48 (2001), no. 2, 175–186.

16. H. Le, V. Le, and T. Pham, Conditional expanding bounds for two-variable functions over finite valuation rings, European J. Combin. 60 (2017), 114–123.

17. V. Le, P. Nguyen, and T. Pham, Incidences between planes over finite fields, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 147 (2019), no. 5, 2185–2196.

18. V. Le and T. Nguyen, Expanding phenomena over higher dimensional matrix rings, J. Number Theory 216 (2020), 174–191.

19. Vinh A. Le, The Szemerédi-Trotter type theorem and the sum-product estimate in finite fields, European J.

Combin. 32 (2011), no. 8, 1177–1181.

20. , On four-variable expanders in finite fields, SIAM J. Discrete Math. 27 (2013), no. 4, 2038–2048. 21. A. Mohammadi, T. Pham, and Y. Wang, An energy decomposition theorem for matrices and related questions, arxiv 2106.07328.

22. Hiep Pham, A note on sum-product estimates over finite valuation rings, Acta Arith. 198 (2021), no. 2, 187–194. 23. T. Pham and V. Le, Erdös-Rényi graph, Szemerédi-Trotter type theorem, and sum-product estimates over finite rings, Forum Math. 27 (2015), no. 1, 331–342.

24. , Some combinatorial number theory problems over finite valuation rings, Illinois J. Math. 61 (2017), no. 1-2, 243–257.

25. M. Rudnev and S. Stevens, An update on the sum-product problem, Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society (2021), 1–20.

26. Igor E. Shparlinski, On the solvability of bilinear equations in finite fields, Glasg. Math. J. 50 (2008), no. 3, 523–529.

27. J. Solymosi, Incidences and the spectra of graphs, Combinatorial number theory and additive group theory. With a foreword by Javier Cilleruelo, Marc Noy and Oriol Serra (Coordinators of the DocCourse), Basel: Birkhäuser, 2009, pp. 299–314.

28. Terence Tao, Expanding polynomials over finite fields of large characteristic, and a regularity lemma for definable sets, Contrib. Discrete Math. 10 (2015), no. 1, 22–98.

29. Van H. Vu, Sum-product estimates via directed expanders, Math. Res. Lett. 15 (2008), no. 2, 375–388. 30. C. Xie and G. Ge, Some sum-product estimates in matrix rings over finite fields, Finite Fields Appl. 79 (2022), 17 pages.

School of Applied Mathematics and Informatics, Hanoi University of Science and Technology, Hanoi, Vietnam

Email address: dung.hm200096@sis.hust.edu.vn

Institute of Mathematics, Vietnam Academy of Science and Technology, Hanoi, Vietnam Email address: nthieu@math.ac.vn