arXiv:2406.05840v1 [math.CO] 9 Jun 2024

Almost t-intersecting families for vector spaces

Dehai Liu^{∗a}, Kaishun Wang^{†a}, and Tian Yao^{‡b}

a Laboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems (Ministry of Education), School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China

b School of Mathematical Sciences, Henan Institute of Science and Technology, Xinxiang 453003, China

Abstract Let V be a finite dimensional vector space over a finite field. A family F consisting of k-subspcaes of V is called almost t-intersecting if for each F ∈ F there is at most one F^′ ∈ F with dim(F ∩ F^′) ≤ t − 1. In this paper, we determine the maximum value and the extremal structure of almost t-intersecting families. We also solve the same problems for almost t-intersecting families but not t-intersecting.

Key words Almost t-intersecting family; Vector spaces; t-covering number.

AMS classification: 05D05, 05A30

1 introduction.

The study of intersection problems originate from the famous Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem [7]. See [2, 7, 9, 21] for more details. For decades, intersection problems have been extended to some other mathematical objects, for example, vector spaces. The Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem for vector spaces was solved in [9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 19].

Some problems about families with disjoint pairs formed by members were widely investigated by researchers [1, 3, 6, 8, 12, 14, 18]. Let [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}. Denote the family of all k-subsets of [n] by (_{[n]} k ) . A family F ⊆ (_{[n]} k ) is called almost intersecting if for each F ∈ F there is at most one F^′ ∈ F with F ∩ F^′ = ∅. Gerbner et al. [14] proposed this concept and proved that each maximum-sized almost intersecting subfamily of (_{[n]} k ) contains a fixed element of [n] when n ≥ 2k + 2. In [12], Frankl and Kupavskii, when n is sufficiently large, characterized the extermal structure of almost intersecting families containing at least one pair of disjoint elements.

Let V be an n-dimensional vector space over the finite field F_q . Write the family of all k-subspaces of V by [_V k ] . We say that a family F ⊆ [_V k ] is almost t-intersecting if for each F ∈ F there is at most one F^′ ∈ F with dim(F ∩ F^′) ≤ t − 1. The almost t-intersecting

∗E-mail: liudehai@mail.bnu.edu.cn †E-mail: wangks@bnu.edu.cn ‡Corresponding author. E-mail: tyao@hist.edu.cn

family F is called trivial if dim(F_1 ∩ F_2) ≥ t for any F_1, F_2 ∈ F and nontrivial otherwise, and is said to be maximal if F ∪ {F } is not almost t-intersecting for any F ∈ [_V k ] \ F. Shan and Zhou [18] determined the maximum value and the extremal structure of almost 1-intersecting families and nontrivial almost 1-intersecting families. In this paper, we solve the same problems for general t.

Theorem 1.1. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k ≥ t + 1 and n ≥ 2k + 1 + δ_{2,q}(1 − δ_{k,t+1}). If F ⊆ [_V k ] is almost t-intersecting, then |F| ≤ [ n − t k − t ] . Moreover, equality holds if and only if F = {F ∈ [_V k ] : E ⊆ F } for some E ∈ [_V t ] . Let n, k and t be positive integers with n ≥ 2k − t + 1 and k ≥ t + 1. Suppose that U_1, U_2 ∈ [_V k ] and E ∈ [_{U1} t ] with U_1 ∩ U_2 ∈ [_E t−1 ] . Denote

H(U_1, U_2, E) = { F ∈ [ V k ] : E ⊆ F, dim(F ∩ U_2) ≥ t } ∪ {U_1, U_2} . Moreover, if k = t+1 and U_3, U_4 ∈ [_V t+1 ] \{U_1, U_2} with U_3∩U_4 = U_1 ∩U_2 and dim(U_i ∩U_j) = t for any i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {3, 4}. Write

G(U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4) = {U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4, U_3 ∩ U_1 + U_4 ∩ U_2, U_4 ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_2} .

It is easy to check that the above families are nontrivial almost t-intersecting.

Theorem 1.2. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k = t + 1 and n ≥ 2k − t + 1. Suppose that F ⊆ [_V k ] is nontrivial almost t-intersecting. If |F| takes the maximum value, then one of the following holds.

(i) F = H(U_1, U_2, E) for some U_1, U_2 ∈ [_V k ] and E ∈ [_{U1} t ] with U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ [_E t−1 ] . (ii) F = G(U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4) for some U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4 ∈ [_V t+1 ] with dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1, U_3 ∩ U_4 = U_1 ∩ U_2 and dim(U_i ∩ U_j ) = t, where i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {3, 4}.

Moreover, if q > 3, then (i) holds; if q ≤ 3, then (ii) holds, or q = 3 and (i) holds.

The following theorem was proved in [18] for t = 1. Here we focus on t ≥ 2.

Theorem 1.3. Let n, k and t be positive integers with t ≥ 2, k ≥ t + 2 and n ≥ 2k + t + δ_{2,q}. If F ⊆ [_V k ] is nontrivial almost t-intersecting, then |F| ≤ [ n − t k − t ] − q^{(k−t+1)(k−t)} [ n − k − 1 k − t ] + 2.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if F = H(U_1, U_2, E) for some U_1, U_2 ∈ [_V k ] and E ∈ [_{U1} t ] with U_1 ∩ U_2 = [_E t−1 ] .

2 Preliminaries.

In this section, we show some formulas and properties in preparation for the proof of our main results. Let n and k be non-negative integers with k ≤ n. A Gaussian coefficient is given by [ n k ] = ∏ 0≤i≤k−1 q^{n−i}−1 q^{k−i}−1 k ≥ 1, 1 k = 0.

For general integers n and k, we use a few conventions. If n < 0 or k < 0 or n < k, then [_n k ] = 0.

2.1 Some formulas.

We begin with three lemmas about Gaussian coefficient, the first one can be easily checked.

Lemma 2.1. Let n and k be positive integers with k < n. Then the following hold. (i) q^{n−k} <^{qn−1}_{qk−1} < q^{n−k+1} and q^{k(n−k)} < [_n k ] < q^{k(n−k+1)}. (ii) If t is a positive integer with k ≥ t and n ≥ 2k − t + 1, then [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{j−i}[ n − j k − j ] ≤ [ n − i k − i ]

for any positive integers i and j with i ≤ j.

Lemma 2.2. ([17, Lemma 2.1]) Let n and k be positive integers with k ≤ n. Then the following hold.

(i) If q ≥ 2, then [ n k ] ≤ 7 2 q^{k(n−k)}. (ii) If q ≥ 3, then [ n k ] ≤ 2q^{k(n−k)}. Lemma 2.3. ([20]) Let n, a, b, b^′, i and i^′ be non-negative integers with 0 ≤ i^′ ≤ i ≤ a, 0 ≤ b^′ − i^′ ≤ b − i ≤ n − a. Suppose A ∈ [_V a ] and C ∈ [_V b^′ ] with dim(C ∩ A) = i^′. Then | | | { B ∈ [ V b ] : dim(B ∩ A) = i, C ⊆ B }| | | = q^{(a−i)((b−i)−(b} ′ −i^′)) [ n − a − (b^′ − i^′) (b − i) − (b^′ − i^′) ][ a − i^′ i − i^′ ] . By some easy observations, we obtain the following two lemmas, they are useful in our proof.

Lemma 2.4. Let x_1, x_2, x_3 and ℓ be positive integers. Suppose U_1, U_2 are subspaces of V and U_3 ∈ [_V ℓ ] . If dim(U_3 ∩ U_1) ≥ x_1, dim(U_3 ∩ U_2) ≥ x_2, dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≤ x_3 and x_1 + x_2 − x_3 = ℓ, then dim(U_3 ∩ U_1) = x_1, dim(U_3 ∩ U_2) = x_2, dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = x_3, U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ U_3 and U_3 = U_3 ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_2.

Proof. Notice that

ℓ ≥ dim(U_3 ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_2) = dim(U_3 ∩ U_1) + dim(U_3 ∩ U_2) − dim(U_3 ∩ U_1 ∩ U_2) ≥ dim(U_3 ∩ U_1) + dim(U_3 ∩ U_2) − dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≥ x_1 + x_2 − x_3 = ℓ, which implies the desired results. □

Lemma 2.5. Let U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4 be subspaces of V . If U_1 ∩U_2 ⊆ U_i and U_i = U_i ∩U_1 +U_i ∩U_2 for any i ∈ {3, 4}, then

U_3 ∩ U_4 = U_3 ∩ U_4 ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_4 ∩ U_2.

Proof. LHS ⊇ RHS is trivial. Choose v ∈ U_3 ∩ U_4. Then v = u^3_1 + u^3_2 = u^4_1 + u^4_2 for some u^i_j ∈ U_i ∩ U_j . Since u^3_1 − u^4_1 = u^4_2 − u^3_2, we know u^3_1 − u^4_1 ∈ U_1 ∩ U_2. This together with U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ U_4 ∩ U_1 yields u^3_1 ∈ U_4 ∩ U_1. Hence u^3_1 ∈ U_3 ∩ U_4 ∩ U_1. Similarly, we have u^3_2 ∈ U_3 ∩ U_4 ∩ U_2. Therefore, we obtain v ∈ U_3 ∩ U_4 ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_4 ∩ U_2, implying U_3 ∩ U_4 ⊆ U_3 ∩ U_4 ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_4 ∩ U_2. The desired result holds. □

The Bollobás-type theorem for vector spaces was proved by Füredi [13], it is powerful to establish upper bound of almost t-intersecting families.

Theorem 2.6. ([13]) Let V be a linear space over a field F. Suppose that A_1, A_2, . . . , A_m are a-subspaces of V and B_1, B_2, . . . , B_m are b-subspaces of V . If

(i) A_i ∩ B_i ≤ t for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m; (ii) A_i ∩ B_j > t for any i ≠ j. Then m ≤ ( a + b − 2t a − t ) . 2.2 Properties concerning almost t-intersecting families. Let X, X_1, X_2 be subspaces of V and F ⊆ [_V k ] . From now on, write F_X = {F ∈ F : X ⊆ F } , F(X_1, X_2, i) = {F ∈ F : dim(F ∩ X_1) ≥ t, dim(F ∩ X_2) ≥ t, dim(F ∩ X_1, X_2) = i} .

If dim(X ∩ F ) ≥ t for any F ∈ F, then X is called a t-cover of F. Define the t-covering number τ_t(F) of F as the minimum dimension of a t-cover of F. Moreover, denote all t-covers of F with dimension τ_t(F) by T (F). If there is no ambiguity, we just write T .

Lemma 2.7. Let n, k, t and s be positive integers with n ≥ 2k and k ≥ t. Suppose that F ⊆ [_V k ] is almost t-intersecting and S ∈ [_V s ] . If dim(S ∩ F ) = y ≤ t − 1 for some F ∈ F, then there exists R ∈ [_V s+t−y ] such that S ⊆ R and |F_S | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{t−y} |F_R| + 1. In particular, we have |F_S | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − s − 1 k − s − 1 ] + 1.

Proof. Note that there exists at most one element F^′ ∈ F such that dim(F ∩ F^′) < t. Then F is a t-cover of F\{F^′} or F. By [4, Lemma 2.4], there exists an (s + t − y)-subspace R with S ⊆ R such that | |(F\{F^′})_S | | ≤ [ k − y t − y ] | |(F\{F^′})_R | | or |F_S | ≤ [ k − y t − y ] |F_R| . Together with [_{k−y} t−y ] ≤ [_{k−t+1} 1 ]_{t−y} , this produces |F_S | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{t−y} |F_R| + 1. (2.1)

Moreover, by Lemma 2.1 (iii), we have

|F_R| ≤ [ n − (s + t − y) k − (s + t − y) ] ≤ [_{n−(s+1)} k−(s+1) ] [_{k−t+1} 1 ]_{t−y−1} . This combining with (2.1) yields the desired result. □

Proposition 2.8. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k ≥ t + 1 and n ≥ 2k. Suppose that F ⊆ [_V k ] is almost t-intersecting with τ_t(F) ≥ t + 1 and A is a subspace of V with dim(A) < τ_t(F). Then the following hold.

(i) If τ_t(F) ≤ k, then

|F_A| ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{τt(F)−dim(A)}[ n − τ_t(F) k − τ_t(F) ] + τ_t(F)−dim(A)−1 ∑ i=0 [ k − t + 1 1 ]_i .

(ii) If τ_t(F) ≥ k + 1, then |F| ≤ ( 2k − 2t + 2 k − t + 1 ) . Proof. (i) Let A_1 = A. Since dim(A_1) < τ_t(F), we have dim(A_1 ∩ F_1) < t for some F_1 ∈ F. By Lemma 2.7, there exists a (dim(A_1) + t − dim(A_1 ∩ F_1))-subspace A_2 such that |F_{A1} | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(A2)−dim(A1)} |F_{A2} | + 1.

If dim(A_2) < τ_t(F), then use Lemma 2.7 again. Finally, we get a series of subsapces A_1, A_2, . . . , A_u such that dim(A_1) < dim(A_2) < · · · < dim(A_{u−1}) < τ_t(F) ≤ dim(A_u) and |F_{Ai} | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(Ai+1)−dim(Ai)} | |F_{Ai+1} | | + 1, for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , u − 1}. Hence |F_{A1} | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(Au)−dim(A1)} |F_{Au} | + u−1∑ i=1 [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(Ai)−dim(A1)} . (2.2)

Note that dim(A_u) ≥ τ_t(F). By Lemma 2.1 (ii) we have

|F_{Au} | ≤ [ n − dim(A_u) k − dim(A_u) ] ≤ [_{n−τt(F)} k−τ_t(F) ] [_{k−t+1} 1 ]_{dim(Au)−τt(F)} . This together with (2.2) yields (i).

(ii) Since τ_t(F) ≥ k + 1 and F is almost t-intersecting, for any F ∈ F, there exists unique F^′ ∈ F such that dim(F ∩ F^′) < t. By Theorem 2.6, the desired result holds. □

The proof of proposition 2.9 is similar to proposition 2.8 (i). We include a concise proof here for completeness.

Proposition 2.9. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k ≥ t + 2 and n ≥ 2k. Suppose F ⊆ [_V k ] is an almost t-intersecting family with t + 1 ≤ τ_t(F) < k and T = {T }. If A ⊆ V with dim(A) < τ_t(F) and dim(A ∩ T ) ≥ t, then

|(F \ F_T )_A| ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{τt(F )−dim(A)+1}[ n − τ_t(F) − 1 k − τ_t(F) − 1 ] + τ_t(F)−dim(A) ∑ i=0 [ k − t + 1 1 ]_i . (2.3)

Proof. Let B = F \ F_T and A_1 = A. Since dim(A_1) < τ_t(F), we have dim(A_1 ∩ F_1) < t for some F_1 ∈ F. Indeed, we know F_1 ∈ B due to dim(A_1 ∩ T ) ≥ t. Note that B is also almost t-intersecting. Then, by Lemma 2.7, there exists (dim(A_1) + t − dim(A_1 ∩ F_1))-subspace A_2 such that A_1 ⊆ A_2 and |B_{A1} | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(A2)−dim(A1)} |B_{A2} | + 1. If dim(A_2) < τ_t(F), then use Lemma 2.7 again. Finally, we get a series of subsapces A_1 ⊆ A_2 ⊆ . . . ⊆ A_u such that dim(A_1) < dim(A_2) < · · · < dim(A_{u−1}) < τ_t(F) ≤ dim(A_u) and |B_{Ai} | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(Ai+1)−dim(Ai)} | |B_{Ai+1} | + 1, for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , u − 1}. Hence |B_{A1} | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(Au)−dim(A1)} |B_{Au} | + u−1∑ i=1 [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(Ai)−dim(A1)} . (2.4)

Notice that |B_{Au} | = 0 when A_u = T . This produces (2.3) from (2.4). Next we may assume A_u ≠ T .

If dim(A_u) ≥ τ_t(F) + 1, then we have [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(Au)−dim(A1)}[ n − dim(A_u) k − dim(A_u) ] ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{τt(F)−dim(A1)+1}[ n − τ_t(F) − 1 k − τ_t(F) − 1 ]

due to Lemma 2.1 (ii). This together with |B_{Au} | ≤ [_{n−dim(Au)} k−dim(A_u) ] , dim(A_{u−1}) − dim(A_1) < τ_t(F) − dim(A_1) and (2.4) yields (2.3).

If dim(A_u) = τ_t(F), then we know A_u is not a t-cover of F since A_u ≠ T . Hence dim(A_u ∩ F_u) < t for some F_u ∈ B due to dim(A_u ∩ T ) ≥ t. By Lemma 2.7, there exists A_{u+1} such that dim(A_u) < dim(A_{u+1}) and |B_{Au} | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_{dim(Au+1)−dim(Au)} | |B_{Au+1} | | . This combining with Lemma 2.1 (ii), dim(A_u)−dim(A_1) = τ_t(F)−dim(A_1) and (2.4) implies (2.3). □

Lemma 2.10. Let n, k, t, ℓ, i and j be positive integers with i ≤ min{t, j}, 2t − i ≤ k, t+j−i ≤ ℓ and n ≥ 2k. Suppose that F ⊆ [_V k ] is almost t-intersecting with 2t−i ≤ τ_t(F) ≤ k and X_1, X_2 are ℓ-subspaces of V with dim(X_1 ∩ X_2) = j. Then

|F(X_1, X_2, i)| ≤ q^{2(j−i)(t−i)} [ j i ][ ℓ − j t − i ]_2 ([ k − t + 1 1 ]_{τt(F)+i−2t}[ n − τ_t(F) k − τ_t(F) ]

+ τ_t(F)+i−2t−1 ∑ i=0 [ k − t + 1 1 ]_i .

Proof. Choose Y ∈ [_{X1∩X2} i ] . Write

A(Y ) = { Y_1 + Y_2 : Y_1 ∈ [ X_1 t ] , Y_2 ∈ [ X_2 t ] , Y_1 ∩ X_1 ∩ X_2 = Y_2 ∩ X_1 ∩ X_2 = Y } . It follows that |A(Y )| ≤ q^{2(j−i)(t−i)} [ ℓ − j t − i ]_2 (2.5)

from Lemma 2.3. Observe that

F(X_1, X_2, i) ⊆ ⋃ Y ∈Y_1∩Y_2 ⋃ Y_1+Y_2∈A(Y ) F_{Y1+Y2} .

This combining with (2.5) and Proposition 2.8 (i) yields the desired result. □

For positive integers n, k, t and x, write f(n, k, t, x) = [ x t ] ([ k − t + 1 1 ]_{x−t}[ n − x k − x ] + x−t−1∑

i=0 [ k − t + 1 1 ]_i) . Lemma 2.11. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k ≥ t + 2 and n ≥ 2k + 1 + δ_{2,q}. Then f(n, k, t, x) > f(n, k, t, x + 1) for x ∈ {t + 1, t + 2, . . . , k − 1}. Proof. For any t + 1 ≤ x ≤ k − 1, we have f(n, k, t, x + 1) f(n, k, t, x) ≤ (q^{x+1} − 1)(q^{k−x} − 1) [_{k−t+1} 1 ] (q^{x+1−t} − 1)(q^{n−x} − 1) + (q^{x+1} − 1) ∑_{x−t} i=0 [_{k−t+1} 1 ]_i (q^{x+1−t} − 1) [_{k−t+1} 1 ]_{x−t}[_{n−x} k−x ].

If q ≥ 3, then by Lemma 2.1, [_{k−t+1} 1 ] ≤^3_2 q^{k−t},^8_9 q^{x+1−t} ≤ q^{x+1−t} − 1 and ∑_{x−t} i=0 [_{k−t+1} 1 ]_i ≤ [^{k−t+1}_1 ]^{x−t+1}

12 when q ≥ 3, we obtain f(n, k, t, x + 1) f(n, k, t, x) ≤ 27q^{x+1} · q^{k−t} 16q^{x+1−t} · q^{n−k} + 27q^{x+1} · q^{k−t} 192q^{x+1−t} · q^{(k−x)(n−k)} ≤ 9 16 + 9 192 < 1. (2.6)

If q = 2, then by Lemma 2.1,^3_4 q^{x+1−t} ≤ q^{x+1−t} − 1 and ∑_{x−t} i=0 [_{k−t+1} 1 ]_i ≤ [^{k−t+11} ] x−t+1 6 , we know f(n, k, t, x + 1) f(n, k, t, x) ≤ 4q^{x+1} · q^{k−t+1} 3q^{x+1−t} · q^{n−k} + 2q^{x+1} · q^{k−t+1} 9q^{x+1−t} · q^{(k−x)(n−k)} ≤ 2 3 + 1 9 < 1. (2.7)

From (2.6) and (2.7), the desired result holds. □

Lemma 2.12. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k ≥ t and n ≥ 2k − t + 1. Suppose that U_1, U_2 ∈ [_V k ] and E ∈ [_{U1} t ] with U_1 ∩ U_2 ∈ [_E t−1 ] . Then |H(U_1, U_2, E)| = [ n − t k − t ] − q^{(k−t+1)(k−t)} [ n − k − 1 k − t ] + 2.

Proof. Since U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ E ⊆ U_1, we have

dim(F ∩ U_2) ≥ dim(E ∩ U_2) = dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1

for any F ∈ [_V k ] with E ⊆ F . Hence

H(U_1, U_2, E)\ {U_1, U_2} = { F ∈ [ V k ] : E ⊆ F } \ { F ∈ [ V k ] : E ⊆ F, dim(F ∩ U_2) = t − 1 }

By Lemma 2.3, we know |H(U_1, U_2, E)\ {U_1, U_2}| = [ n − t k − t ] − q^{(k−t+1)(k−t)} [ n − k − 1 k − t ] , as desired. □

For any U_1, U_2 ∈ [_V k ] and E ∈ [_{U1} t ] with U_1 ∩ U_2 ∈ [_E t ] , observe that |H(U_1, U_2, E)| is independent of the choice of U_1, U_2 and E. Denote h(n, k, t) = |H(U_1, U_2, E)| . Lemma 2.13. ([17, Lemma 2.4]) Let n, k and t be positive integers with k ≥ t + 2 and n ≥ 2k + 1. Then [ n − t k − t ] − q^{(k−t+1)(k−t)} [ n − k − 1 k − t ] ≥ [ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 1 k − t − 1 ] − q [ k − t + 1 2 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] . Remark 2.14. Let n, k and t be positive integers with t ≥ 2, k ≥ t + 2 and n ≥ 2k + t + δ_{2,q}. It follows from Lemmas 2.1 and 2.13 that h(n, k, t) > ( 1 − 1 (q^2 − 1)q^{n−2k+t−1} ) [ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 1 k − t − 1 ] ≥ 47 48 [ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 1 k − t − 1 ] . Lemma 2.15. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k ≥ t + 1 and n ≥ 2k. Suppose F ⊆ [_V k ] is maximal almost t-intersecting with t + 1 ≤ τ_t(F) ≤ k. Then T is t-intersecting.

Proof. The maximality of F implies that, for any T ∈ T , F contains all k-subspaces of V containing T . If τ_t(F) = k, then we have T ⊆ F. This together with dim(T ∩ F ) ≥ t for any T ∈ T and F ∈ F yields that T is t-intersecting. Next we may assume τ_t(F) < k.

Suppose for contradiction that dim(T_1 ∩ T_2) ≤ t − 1 for some T_1, T_2 ∈ T . Note that 0 ≤ τ_t(F) ≤ dim(T_1 + T_2) and 0 ≤ k − τ_t(F) ≤ n − dim(T_1 + T_2). Then there exists a k-subspace W_1 such that W_1 ∩ (T_1 + T_2) = T_1 due to Lemma 2.3. Set W = { W ∈ [ V k ] : W ∩ (W_1 + T_2) = T_2 } . Since 0 ≤ τ_t(F) ≤ dim(W_1 + T_2) and 0 ≤ k − τ_t(F) ≤ n − dim(W_1 + T_2), we have |W| = [ n − dim(W_1 + T_2) k − τ_t(F) ] q^{(dim(W1+T2)−τt(F))(k−τt (F))} ≥ q ≥ 2 from Lemma 2.3. The maximality of F implies W ∪ {W_1} ⊆ F. But for any W ∈ W, we have

W ∩ W_1 = W ∩ W_1 ∩ (W_1 + T_2) = T_2 ∩ W_1 = (T_1 + T_2) ∩ T_2 ∩ W_1 = T_1 ∩ T_2,

which implies dim(W ∩ W_1) ≤ t − 1. This contradicts that F is almost t-intersecting. □

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Recall that n ≥ 2k + 2 when q = 2 and k ≥ t + 2, and n ≥ 2k + 1 otherwise. Next we divide our proof into the following cases.

Case 1. τ_t(F) = t.

In this case, we have F ⊆ {F ∈ [_V k ] : E ⊆ F } for some E ∈ [_V t ] . Hence |F| ≤ [_{n−t} k−t ] . Case 2. t + 1 ≤ τ_t(F) ≤ k.

Let T ∈ T . Then F = ⋃ E∈[^T_t ] F_E .

Notice that τ_t(F) = t + 1 if k = t + 1 and n ≥ 2k + 1 + δ_{2,q} if k ≥ t + 2. Then it follows that |F| ≤ f(n, k, t, τ_t(F)) ≤ f(n, k, t, t + 1) from Lemmas 2.8 and 2.11. Hence |F| [_{n−t} k−t ] ≤ f(n, k, t, t + 1) [_{n−t} k−t ] = [_{t+1} 1 ][_{k−t+1} 1 ] (q^{k−t} − 1) q^{n−t} − 1 + [_{t+1} 1 ] [_{n−t} k−t ].

If q ≥ 3, then by Lemma 2.1, n ≥ 2k + 1 and [_ℓ 1 ] ≤^3_2 q^{ℓ−1} for any positive integer ℓ, we have |F| [_{n−t} k−t ] ≤ 9 4q^{n−2k} + 3 2q^{n−k−t} ≤ 3 4 + 1 6 < 1. (3.1)

If q = 2 and k ≥ t + 2, then by Lemma 2.1 and n ≥ 2k + 2, we obtain |F| [_{n−t} k−t ] ≤ (q^{t+1} − 1)(q^{k−t+1} − 1) q^{n−k} + q^{t+1} − 1 q^{n−k} ≤ q^{t+1}(q^{k−t+1} − 1) q^{n−k} + q^{t+1} − 1 q^{n−k} < 1. (3.2)

If q = 2 and k = t + 1, then by Lemma 2.1 and n ≥ 2k + 1, we get |F| [_{n−t} k−t ] ≤ 3(q^{t+1} − 1) q^{n−t} − 1 + q^{t+1} − 1 q^{n−t} − 1 < 3 q^{n−2t−1} + 1 q^{n−2t−1} ≤ 1. (3.3)

By (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), we know |F| < [_{n−t} k−t ] . Case 3. τ_t(F) ≥ k + 1.

By Lemma 2.1, n ≥ 2k + 1 and q^z ≥ z + 1 for any non-negative integer z, we have (_{2k+2−2t} k+1−t ) [_{n−t} k−t ] = 2 · (2 +^1_{k−t} ) · (_{2k−2t} k−t−1 ) q^{n−t}−1 q^{k−t}−1 · [_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 6 q^{n−k} (k − t + 2)^{k−t−1} q^{(n−k)(k−t−1)} ≤ 6 q^{n−k} (k − t + 2)^{k−t−1} (n − k + 1)^{k−t−1} ≤ 3 4 .

This together with Proposition 2.8 (ii) yields |F| < [_{n−t} k−t ] . Now, we know |F| ≤ [_{n−t} k−t ] . Moreover, if equality holds, then τ_t(F) = t, implying that F = {F ∈ [_V k ] : E ⊆ F } for some E ∈ [_V t ] by the maximality of F.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Let U_1, U_2 ∈ F such that dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≤ t − 1. Since |F| takes the maximum value, we know F\{U_1, U_2} ≠ ∅. Choose F ∈ F\{U_1, U_2}. By Lemma 2.4, we have

dim(F ∩ U_1) = dim(F ∩ U_2) = t, dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1, U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ F, F = F ∩ U_1 + F ∩ U_2. (4.1) For any U, U^′ ∈ F \ {U_1, U_2} with dim(U ∩ U^′) ≥ t, we claim

U ∩ U_1 = U^′ ∩ U_1 or U ∩ U_1 = U^′ ∩ U_2. (4.2)

Indeed, it follows that U ∩ U^′ = U ∩ U^′ ∩ U_1 + U ∩ U^′ ∩ U_2

from Lemma 2.5. This combining with U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ U ∩ U^′ as (4.1) yields

t ≤ dim(U ∩ U^′ ∩ U_1 + U ∩ U^′ ∩ U_2) = dim(U ∩ U^′ ∩ U_1) + dim(U ∩ U^′ ∩ U_2) − t + 1,

which implies (4.2) due to dim(U ∩ U_i) = dim(U^′ ∩ U_i) = t for i ∈ {1, 2}. By (4.1), we know U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ U_3 ∩ U_4 for any U_3, U_4 ∈ F \ {U_1, U_2}. Therefore, we divide our proof into two cases.

Case 1. U_1 ∩ U_2 = U_3 ∩ U_4 for some U_3, U_4 ∈ F\{U_1, U_2}.

For any F ∈ F\{U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4} and i ∈ {3, 4}, we know U_i ∩ U_1 = F ∩ U_1 or U_i ∩ U_2 = F ∩ U_2 for i ∈ {3, 4} due to (4.2). Hence

F = U_3 ∩ U_1 + U_4 ∩ U_2 or F = U_4 ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_2.

Since G(U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4) is almost t-intersecting, we obtain F = G(U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4) due to |F| taking maximum value.

Case 2. U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊊ U_3 ∩ U_4 for any U_3, U_4 ∈ F \ {U_1, U_2}.

In this case, we have dim(U_3 ∩ U_4) ≥ dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) + 1 = t for any U_3, U_4 ∈ F \ {U_1, U_2} due to dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1. Since |F| takes maximum value, there are two elements W_1, W_2 ∈ F \ {U_1, U_2}. By (4.2) and (4.1), we may assume W_1 ∩ U_1 = W_2 ∩ U_1 ∈ [_{U1} t ] and write E = W_1 ∩ U_1. It follows that U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ W_1 ∩ U_1 = E from (4.1).

Now we prove F ∩ U_1 = E for any F ∈ F \ {U_1, U_2}. Otherwise, we have W_1 ∩ U_2 = F ∩U_2 = W_2 ∩U_2 from (4.2). Then W_1 = W_2 since (4.1), a contradiction. This together with dim(F ∩U_2) ≥ t for any F ∈ F \{U_1, U_2} yields F ⊆ H(H_1, H_2, E). Notice that H(U_1, U_2, E) is almost t-intersecting. By the maximality of F, we know F = H(U_1, U_2, E).

In summary, we have proved one of (i) and (ii) holds when |F| takes maximum value. Moreover, it is easy to compute |G(U_1, U_2, U_3, U_4)| = 6 and |H(U_1, U_2, E)| = q + 3. Then we obtain q + 3 ≤ 6 if q ≤ 3; q + 3 > 6 if q > 3 and equality holds if an only if q = 3. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.3.

We may suppose that F is a maximal nontrivial almost t-intersecting family. Let U_1, U_2 ∈ F with dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≤ t − 1, and write F^′ = F \ {U_1, U_2}. Next, we investigate F in three cases.

Case 1. τ_t(F) = t + 1.

For any T ∈ T , by Lemma 2.4, we have

dim(T ∩ U_1) = dim(T ∩ U_2) = t, dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1, T = T ∩ U_1 + T ∩ U_2. (5.1)

Let E = ⋂ T ∈T T and M be the space spanned by the union of all members of T . Then the

following claims hold.

Claim 1. If dim(M) ≥ t + 2, then E ∈ [_{U1} t ] ∪ [_{U2} t ] and M ⊆ E + F ∈ [_V k+1 ] for each F ∈ F\F_E . Proof. We first show that T ∩ U_1 = T^′ ∩ U_1 or T ∩ U_2 = T^′ ∩ U_2 for any T, T^′ ∈ T . Suppose for contradiction that T ∩ U_1 ≠ T^′ ∩ U_1 and T ∩ U_2 ≠ T^′ ∩ U_2. Note that dim(T + T^′) = t + 2 due to Lemma 2.15. Combining with (5.1), we have

t + 2 ≥ dim((T + T^′) ∩ U_1 + (T + T^′) ∩ U_2) ≥ dim(T ∩ U_1 + T^′ ∩ U_1) + dim(T ∩ U_2 + T^′ ∩ U_2) − dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≥t + 3, a contradiction. Since dim(M) ≥ t + 2, there are two elements T_1, T_2 ∈ T . W.l.o.g., assume T_1 ∩ U_1 = T_2 ∩ U_1 ∈ [_{U1} t ] . Then T_1 ∩ U_1 = T_3 ∩ U_1 for any T_3 ∈ T . Otherwise, we have T_3 ∩ U_2 = T_1 ∩ U_2 and T_3 ∩ U_2 = T_2 ∩ U_2 from above discussion. By (5.1), we know

T_1 = T_1 ∩ U_1 + T_1 ∩ U_2 = T_2 ∩ U_1 + T_2 ∩ U_2 = T_2,

a contradiction to T_1 ≠ T_2. Therefore, we know T_1 ∩ U_1 ⊆ E. Notice that dim(E) ≤ t since |T | ≥ 2. Then E = T_1 ∩ U_1 ∈ [_{U1} t ] . For any T ∈ T and F ∈ F \ F_E , since E ⊆ T and dim(T ∩ F ) ≥ t, we have dim(E ∩ F ) = t − 1 and dim(T ∩ (E + F )) ≥ t + 1, which together imply that dim(E + F ) = k + 1 and T ⊆ E + F . Hence M = ∑ T ∈T T ⊆ E + F . □ Claim 2. If dim(M) ≥ t + 2 and E ∈ [_{U1} t ] , then U_1 ∩ M = E.

Proof. Note that dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1 due to (5.1). Then dim(U_2 ∩ E) ≤ t − 1. Let T ∈ T . We have

t − 1 ≥ dim(U_2 ∩ E) = dim(U_2) + dim(E) − dim(U_2 + E) ≥ k + t − dim(U_2 + T ) ≥ t − 1,

which implies dim(U_2∩E) = t−1. This produces dim(U_1∩(U_2+E)) = t. So U_1∩(E+U_2) = E. By Claim 1, we know M ⊆ E + U_2. Hence

E ⊆ U_1 ∩ M ⊆ U_1 ∩ (E + U_2) = E,

as desired. □

Now we have t + 1 ≤ dim(M) ≤ k + 1. Indeed, since τ_t(F) = t + 1, F \ F_A ≠ ∅ for any A ∈ [_V t ] . If dim(M) ≥ t + 2, then by Claim 1, we know dim(M) ≤ k + 1.

Case 1.1. dim(M) = t + 1.

Since dim(M) = t+1, set T = {T }. Then F = F_T ∪ (⋃ H∈[^T_t ] (F \ F^T )^H ) . By Proposition 2.9, we obtain |F| ≤ [ n − t − 1 k − t − 1 ] + [ t + 1 1 ][ k − t + 1 1 ]_2[ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] + [ t + 1 1 ][ k − t + 1 1 ] + [ t + 1 1 ] . Then by Lemma 2.1 and [_z 1 ] ≤^3_2 q^{z−1} for any positive integer z when q ≥ 3, we have |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 1 [_{k−t+1} 1 ] + [_{t+1} 1 ][_{k−t+1} 1 ] (q^{k−t−1} − 1) q^{n−t−1} − 1 + [_{t+1} 1 ] [_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] + [_{t+1} 1 ] [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 1 13 + 9 4q^{n−2k} + 3 2q^{n−k−t} + 3 26q^{n−k−t} ≤ 487 1404 < 47 48 (5.2)

for q ≥ 3, and |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 1 7 + (q^{t+1} − 1)(q^{k−t+1} − 1)(q^{k−t−1} − 1) q^{n−t−1} − 1 + q^{t+1} − 1 [_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] + q^{t+1} − 1 7 [_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 1 7 + 1 q^{n−2k−2} + 1 q^{n−k−t−1} + 1 7q^{n−k−t−1} ≤ 5 7 < 47 48 (5.3)

for q = 2. By (5.2), (5.3) and Remark 2.14, we know |F| < h(n, k, t).

Case 1.2. t + 2 ≤ dim(M) ≤ k.

By Claim 1, we know E ∈ [_{U1} t ] ∪ [_{U2} t ] . W.l.o.g., we may assume that E ∈ [_{U1} t ] . Write ℓ = dim(M).

We first show an upper bound on |F|. Notice that F^′ = F^′_E ∪ (F^′\F^′_E ). For any F ∈ F^′_E , we have dim(F ∩ (E + U_2)) ≥ t + 1 as E ⊆ F and dim(F ∩ U_2) ≥ t. Hence

F^′_E = ⋃ H_1∈[^M_{t+1}], E⊆H_1 F^′_{H1} ∪ ⋃ H_2∈[^{E+U2}_{t+1} ]\[^M_{t+1}], E⊆H_2 F^′_{H2} . (5.4)

Since by Lemma 2.3 , | |F ′_{H1} | | ≤ [^{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] for any H_1 ∈ [_M t+1 ] , we obtain | | | | ⋃ H_1∈[^M_{t+1}], E∈H_1 F^′_{H1} | | | | ≤ [ ℓ − t 1 ][ n − t − 1 k − t − 1 ] . (5.5)

For any H_2 ∈ [_{E+U2} t+1 ] \ [_M t+1 ] with E ⊆ H_2, there exists B ∈ F such that dim(B ∩ H_2) ≤ t − 1 since H_2 /∈ T . It follows from Lemma 2.7 that | |F^′_{H2} | | ≤ |F_{H2} | ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] + 1.

Since dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1, U_2 ∈ F \ F_E . By Claim 1, we know E ⊆ M ⊆ E + U_2. This combining with Lemma 2.3 yields | | { H_2 ∈ [ E + U_2 t + 1 ] \ [ M t + 1 ] : E ⊆ H_2 }| | = [ k − t + 1 1 ] − [ ℓ − t 1 ] = q^{ℓ−t} [ k − ℓ + 1 1 ] . Hence | | | | ⋃ H_2∈[^{E+U2}_{t+1} ]\[^M_{t+1}], E⊆H_2 F^′_{H2} | | | | ≤ q^{ℓ−t} [ k − ℓ + 1 1 ][ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] + q^{ℓ−t} [ k − ℓ + 1 1 ] . (5.6) For any F^′ ∈ F^′\F^′_E ⊆ F\F_E , by Claim 1, we have M ⊆ E+F^′, which implies dim(F^′∩M) = ℓ − 1. Note from Claim 2 that U_1 ∩ M = E. Then

dim(F^′∩(U_1+M)) ≥ dim(F^′∩U_1)+dim(F^′∩M)−dim(F^′∩U_1∩M) ≥ t+ℓ−1−dim(F^′∩E) ≥ ℓ.

Hence F^′\F^′_E ⊆ ⋃ H_3∈[^{U1+M}_ℓ ], E⊈H_3, dim(H_3∩M)=ℓ−1

F^′_{H3} .

It follows that | | | { H_3 ∈ [ U_1 + M ℓ ] : E ⊈ H_3, dim(H_3 ∩ M) = ℓ − 1 }| | | = q^{ℓ−t+1} [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ] . due to Lemma 2.3. Therefore, we have | F^′\F^′_E | ≤ q^{ℓ−t+1} [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ][ n − ℓ k − ℓ ] . (5.7)

By (5.4)- (5.7), we obtain |F| ≤ [ ℓ − t 1 ][ n − t − 1 k − t − 1 ] + q^{ℓ−t} [ k − ℓ + 1 1 ][ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ]

+ q^{ℓ−t} [ k − ℓ + 1 1 ] + q^{ℓ−t+1} [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ][ n − ℓ k − ℓ ] + 2.

(5.8)

Denote the upper bound in (5.8) by g(n, k, t, ℓ). We claim that g(n, k, t, ℓ) is increasing as ℓ ∈ {t+2, . . . , k} increase. Indeed, if k = t+2, then it is trivial. We may assume k ≥ t+3. Since n ≥ 2k + 1 + δ_{2,q}, by Lemma 2.1, we obtain q^{n−t−1} − 1 q^{k−t−1} − 1 − [ k − t + 1 1 ] − q [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ] > q^{n−k} − 3 2 q^{k−t} − 9 4 q^{k−1} ≥ q^{k+1} − 15 4 q^{k−1} > 0 for q ≥ 3, and q^{n−t−1} − 1 q^{k−t−1} − 1 − [ k − t + 1 1 ] − q [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ] > q^{k+2} − q^{k−t+1} − q^{k+1} > 0 for q = 2. Therefore, for each ℓ ∈ {t + 2, . . . , k − 1}, we have g(n, k, t, ℓ + 1) − g(n, k, t, ℓ) =q^{ℓ−t} [ n − t − 1 k − t − 1 ] − q^{ℓ−t} [ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] − q^{ℓ−t+1} [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ][ n − ℓ k − ℓ ] − q^{ℓ−t} + q^{ℓ−t+2} [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ][ n − ℓ − 1 k − ℓ − 1 ]

>q^{ℓ−t} q^{n−t−1} − 1 q^{k−t−1} − 1 [ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] − q^{ℓ−t} [ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] − q^{ℓ−t+1} [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ]

=q^{ℓ−t} [ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] ( q^{n−t−1} − 1 q^{k−t−1} − 1 − [ k − t + 1 1 ] − q [ t 1 ][ k − t 1 ]) > 0, the claim holds.

By Lemma 2.1, t ≥ 2 and n ≥ 2k + t + δ_{2,q}, we get g(n, k, t, k) [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] = [_{k−t} 1 ] [_{k−t+1} 1 ] + q^{k−t}(q^{k−t−1} − 1) q^{n−t−1} − 1 + q^{k−t} [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] + q^{k−t+1} [_t 1 ][_{k−t} 1 ] [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] + 2 [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 1 q + 1 q^{n−2k+t} + 1 q^{n−k} + 1 q^{n−2k−1} + 2 q^{n−t} ≤ max { 4466 6561 , 203 256 } < 47 48 . This together with Remark 2.14 and claim above yields |F| < h(n, k, t). Case 1.3. dim(M) = k + 1.

It follows that E ∈ [_{U1} t ] ∪ [_{U2} t ] from Claim 1. W.l.o.g., assume E ∈ [_{U1} t ] . By (5.1) and Claim 2, we have dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1 and U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ U_1 ∩ (E + U_2) = U_1 ∩ M = E.

Since U_1 is the unique element in F such that dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≤ t − 1, we have F_E ⊆ { F ∈ [ V k ] : E ⊆ F, dim(F ∩ U_2) ≥ t } ∪ {U_1} . For any F ∈ F\F_E , we know E + F = M due to Claim 1. Note from Claim 2 that U_1 ∩ M = E. Hence

dim(F ∩ U_1) = dim(F ∩ (E + F ) ∩ U_1) = dim(F ∩ M ∩ U_1) = dim(F ∩ E) ≤ t − 1,

implying that F\F_E ⊆ {U_2}. Then F = H(U_1, U_2, E) by the maximality of F. Case 2. t + 2 = τ_t(F). Case 2.1. τ_t(F) < k.

Assume |T | = 1. Set T = {T }. Then F = F_T ∪ (⋃ H∈[^T_t ] (F \ F^T )^H ) . So, it follows from Proposition 2.9 that |F| ≤ [ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] + [ t + 2 2 ] ([ k − t + 1 1 ]_3[ n − t − 3 k − t − 3 ] + [ k − t + 1 1 ]_2 + [ k − t + 1 1 ] + 1 ) .

Hence by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we obtain |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 1 q^{n−t} + 7 2q^{2n−4k−2} + 7 2q^{2n−3k−t−1} + 7 2q^{2n−2k−2t} + 7 2q^{2n−k−3t} ≤ max { 627794 1594323 , 15327 65536 } < 47 48 . This together with Remark 2.14 produces |F| < h(n, k, t).

Assume |T | ≥ 2. Choose two t-covers T_1 and T_2 in T . Then dim(T_1 ∩ T_2) = t or dim(T_1 ∩ T_2) = t + 1 since Lemma 2.15.

Suppose dim(T_1 ∩ T_2) = t. Then, for any F ∈ F, we have dim(F ∩ T_1 ∩ T_2) ≥ t − 2. Otherwise

t + 2 = dim(T_1) ≥ dim(F ∩ T_1 + T_1 ∩ T_2) ≥ 2t − dim(F ∩ T_1 ∩ T_2) ≥ t + 3,

a contradiction. Hence

F = F(T_1, T_2, t) ∪ F(T_1, T_2, t − 1) ∪ F(T_1, T_2, t − 2).

By Lemma 2.10, we know |F| ≤ [ k − t + 1 1 ]_2[ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] + [ k − t + 1 1 ] + 1 + q^2 [ t 1 ][ 2 1 ]_2[ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ]

+ q^2 [ t 1 ][ 2 1 ]_2

+ q^8 [ t 2 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] . Observe that^{2t−1}_{22t} ≤^3_{16} when t ≥ 2 and q + 1 ≤^4_3 q when q ≥ 3. This combining with Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 implies |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 1 q^{2t−1} + 1 q^{2k+2t} + 1 q^{3k+t} + 16 9q^{n−k−t−4} + 16 9q^{2n−k−2t−4} + 2 q^{n−3t−4} ≤ 110009611 129140163 < 47 48 (5.9)

for q ≥ 3, and |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 1 q^{n−2k+t−1} + 1 q^{2n−2k} + 1 q^{2n−k−t} + 36 q^{n−k−2t} · q^t − 1 q^{2t} + 36 q^{2n−k−3t} · q^t − 1 q^{2t} + 7 2q^{n−3t−4} ≤ 483445 524288 < 47 48

(5.10)

for q = 2. From (5.9), (5.10) and Remark 2.14, we have |F| < h(n, k, t).

Suppose dim(T_1 ∩ T_2) = t + 1. Then, for any F ∈ F, we have dim(F ∩ T_1 ∩ T_2) ≥ t − 1. Otherwise

t + 2 = dim(T_1) ≥ dim(F ∩ T_1 + T_1 ∩ T_2) ≥ 2t − dim(F ∩ T_1 ∩ T_2) ≥ t + 3, a contradiction. Hence

F = F(T_1, T_2, t − 1) ∪ ⋃ H∈[^{T1∩T2}_t ] F_H .

It follows from Proposition 2.8 (i) and Lemma 2.10 that |F| ≤q^4 [ t + 1 2 ][ k − t + 1 1 ][ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ] + q^4 [ t + 1 2 ] + [ t + 1 1 ][ k − t + 1 1 ]_2[ n − t − 2 k − t − 2 ]

+ [ t + 1 1 ][ k − t + 1 1 ] + [ t + 1 1 ] . If q ≥ 3, then by Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2, n ≥ 2k + t and [_ℓ 1 ] ≤^3_2 q^{ℓ−1} for any positive integer ℓ, we know |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 2 q^{n−k−2t−2} + 2 q^{2n−k−3t−2} + 9 4q^{n−2k} + 3 2q^{2n−2k−t} + 3 2q^{2n−k−2t} ≤ 17537825 19131876 < 47 48 . (5.11)

If q = 2 and k = t + 3, then by Lemma 2.1 and n ≥ 2k + t + 1, we get |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 16(q^{t+1} − 1)(q^t − 1) q^{n−t−1} − 1 + 16(q^{t+1} − 1)(q^t − 1) 3q^{2n−k−t} + 45(q^{t+1} − 1) q^{n−t−1} − 1 + q^{t+1} − 1 q^{2n−2k} + q^{t+1} − 1 q^{2n−k−t} ≤ 167515 196608 < 47 48 . (5.12)

If q = 2 and k ≥ t + 4, then by Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and n ≥ 2k + t + 1, we obtain |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 7 2q^{k−t−1} + 7 2q^{4k+1} + 1 q^{n−2k−2} + 1 q^{3n−3k−t−1} + 1 q^{3n−2k−2t−1} ≤ 251658285 268435456 < 47 48 . (5.13)

It follows from (5.11), (5.12), (5.13) and Remark 2.14 that |F| < h(n, k, t).

Case 2.2. τ_t(F) = k.

In this case, we have dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≥ t − 2. Otherwise, let W be a t-cover of F. Then

dim(W ) ≥ dim(W ∩ U_1 + W ∩ U_2) ≥ dim(W ∩ U_1) + dim(W ∩ U_2) − dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≥ t + 3,

a contradiction to τ_t(F) = t + 2.

Suppose dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 2. For any U ∈ F^′ ∪ T and i ∈ {1, 2}, since dim(U ∩ U_i) ≥ t, by Lemma 2.4, we have

dim(U ∩ U_1) = dim(U ∩ U_2) = t, U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ U, U = U ∩ U_1 + U ∩ U_2. (5.14)

Choose T ∈ T . Then

F^′ = F^′_{T ∩U1} ∪ F^′_{T ∩U2} ∪ ( F^′ \ ( F^′_{T ∩U1} ∪ F^′_{T ∩U2} )) . For any F_1 ∈ F^′_{T ∩U1} , it follows from (5.14) that

dim(F_1 ∩ (T ∩ U_1 + U_2)) ≥ dim(F_1 ∩ T ∩ U_1 + F_1 ∩ U_2) ≥ t + 2,

which implies F_1 ⊆ T ∩ U_1 + U_2. Notice that dim(T ∩ U_1) = t and dim(T ∩ U_1 + U_2) = t + 4 due to (5.14). Hence | |F^′_{T ∩U1} | | ≤ | | { F ∈ [ T ∩ U_1 + U_2

t + 2 ] : T ∩ U_1 ⊆ F }| | ≤ [ 4 2 ] . (5.15)

Similarly, we have | F^′_{T ∩U2} | ≤ [ 4 2 ] . (5.16)

For any F_2 ∈ F^′ \ ( F^′_{T ∩U1} ∪ F^′_{T ∩U2} ) , by Lemma 2.5, we get

F_2 ∩ T = F_2 ∩ T ∩ U_1 + F_2 ∩ T ∩ U_2.

Combining with U_1∩U_2 ⊆ F_2∩T due to (5.14), dim(F_2 ∩T ∩U_1) ≤ t−1 and dim(F_2 ∩T ∩U_2) ≤ t − 1, we know

t ≤ dim(F_2 ∩ T ) = dim(F ∩ T ∩ U_1) + dim(F ∩ T ∩ U_2) − dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) ≤ t,

implying that dim(F_2 ∩ T ∩ U_1) = dim(F_2 ∩ T ∩ U_2) = t − 1. This together with F_2 = F_2 ∩ U_1 + F_2 ∩ U_2 as (5.14) yields F^′ \ ( F^′_{T ∩U1} ∪ F^′_{T ∩U2} ) ⊆ {H_1 + H_2 : H_1 ∈ H_1, H_2 ∈ H_2} ,

where H_i = { H_i ∈ [ U_i t ] : U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ H_i, dim(H_i ∩ T ∩ U_i) = t − 1 }

for i ∈ {1, 2}. It follows from Lemma 2.3 that | |F^′ \ (F^′_{T ∩U1} ∪ F^′_{T ∩U2} ) | | ≤ q^2 [ 2 1 ]_4 . (5.17)

By (5.15)-(5.17), Lemma 2.1, n ≥ 2k + t and q + 1 ≤^3_2 q for any q ≥ 2, we have |F| [_3 1 ][_{n−t−1} 1 ] ≤ 2(q^4 − 1) (q + 1)(q^{n−t−1} − 1) + 81q^6 16 [_3 1 ][_{n−t−1} 1 ] + 2 [_3 1 ][_{n−t−1} 1 ] ≤ 2 (q + 1)q^{n−t−5} + 81 16(q^2 + q + 1)q^{n−t−8} + 2 (q^2 + q + 1)q^{n−t−2} ≤ 545 672 < 47 48 . Hence |F| < h(n, k, t) due to Remark 2.14.

Suppose dim(U_1 ∩ U_2) = t − 1. For any F ∈ F^′, we have

t + 2 = dim(F ) ≥ dim(F ∩ U_1 + F ∩ U_2) ≥ 2t − dim(F ∩ U_1 ∩ U_2),

implying that dim(F ∩ U_1 ∩ U_2) ≥ t − 2. Then

F = F(U_1, U_2, t − 1) ∪ F(U_1, U_2, t − 2) ∪ {U_1, U_2}. (5.18)

From Lemma 2.10, we know |F(U_1, U_2, t − 1)| ≤ [ 3 1 ]_3 + [ 3 1 ]_2 (5.19) and |F(U_1, U_2, t − 2)| ≤ q^4 [ t − 1 1 ][ 3 1 ]_2 . If q ≥ 3 and t ≥ 3, then by Lemma 2.1, n ≥ 2k + t and [_ℓ 1 ] ≤^3_2 q^{ℓ−1} for any positive integer ℓ, we know |F| [_3 1 ][_{n−t−1} 1 ] ≤ 9 4q^{n−t−6} + 3 2q^{n−t−4} + 3q^{t+2}(q^3 − 1) 2q^{n−t−1} − 1 + 2 (q^2 + q + 1)q^{n−t−2} ≤ 180773 341172 < 47 48 . (5.20)

If q = 2, then by Lemma 2.1, n ≥ 2k + t + 1 and^{2t−1−1}_{22t+4−1} ≤^1_{255} , we obtain |F| [_3 1 ][_{n−t−1} 1 ] ≤ 49 q^{n−t−1} − 1 + 7 q^{n−t−1} − 1 + 112(q^{t−1} − 1) q^{n−t−1} − 1 + 2 7q^{n−t−1} ≤ 49 q^{2k} − 1 + 7 q^{2k} − 1 + 112(q^{t−1} − 1) q^{2t+4} − 1 + 2 7q^{2k} ≤ 1178 1785 < 47 48 . (5.21)

Now we give a more tighter upper bound on |F(U_1, U_2, t − 2)| when t = 2. Assume F(U_1, U_2, 0) ≠ ∅. For any U ∈ F(U_1, U_2, 0), we have

4 = dim(U) ≥ dim(U ∩ U_1 + U ∩ U_2) = dim(U ∩ U_1) + dim(U ∩ U_2) ≥ 4,

implying that

dim(U ∩ U_1) = dim(U ∩ U_2) = 2, U = U ∩ U_1 + U ∩ U_2 ⊆ U_1 + U_2. (5.22)

Let U_3 ∈ F(U_1, U_2, t−2). There is at most one element U^′_3 ∈ F satisfying dim(U_3∩U^′_3) ≤ t−1. Choose F ∈ F(U_1, U_2, 0) \ {U^′_3}. We claim

dim(F ∩ U_3 ∩ U_1) ≥ 1 or dim(F ∩ U_3 ∩ U_2) ≥ 1. (5.23)

Otherwise, from (5.22)

dim(F ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_1) = dim(F ∩ U_2 + U_3 ∩ U_2) = 4, which implies F ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_1 = U_1 and F ∩ U_2 + U_3 ∩ U_2 = U_2. Combining with (5.22), we have

U_1 + U_2 = F ∩ U_1 + U_3 ∩ U_1 + F ∩ U_2 + U_3 ∩ U_2 ⊆ F + U_3 ⊆ U_1 + U_2.

This produces dim(F ∩ U_3) = t − 1, a contradiction. So, (5.23) holds. Note that F = F ∩ U_1 + F ∩ U_2 and dim(F ∩ U_i) = dim(U_3 ∩ U_i) = 2 for i ∈ {1, 2} due to (5.22). Together with (5.23), we know

F(U_1, U_2, 0) \ {U^′_3} ⊆ W_1 ∪ W_2 ∪ W^′_1 ∪ W^′_2,

where W_i = { U_3 ∩ U_i + X : X ∈ [ U_{3−i} 2 ] , dim(X ∩ U_1 ∩ U_2) = 0 } , W^′_i = { X + Y : X ∈ [ U_i 2 ] , Y ∈ [ U_{3−i} 2 ] , dim(X ∩ U_3 ∩ U_i) = 1, dim(Y ∩ U_1 ∩ U_2) = 0 }

for i ∈ {1, 2}. By Lemma 2.3, we have

|F(U_1, U_2, 0)| ≤ 2q^2 [ 3 1 ] + 2q^3 [ 2 1 ]_2[ 3 1 ] + 1.

This combining with (5.19) and (5.20) produces |F| ≤ [ 3 1 ]_3 + [ 3 1 ]_2

+ 2q^2 [ 3 1 ] + 2q^3 [ 2 1 ]_2[ 3 1 ] + 3.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.1 and n ≥ 2k + t, we know |F| [_3 1 ][_{n−t−1} 1 ] ≤ 338 + 26 + 36 + 1664 q^{n−t−1} − 1 + 3 13(q^{n−t−1} − 1) ≤ 13835 14209 < 47 48 (5.24)

for q = 3, and |F| [_3 1 ][_{n−t−1} 1 ] ≤ (q^2 + q + 1)^2 q^{n−t−2} + q^2 + q + 1 q^{n−t−2} + 2 q^{n−t−4} + 2(q + 1)^2 q^{n−t−5} + 3 (q^2 + q + 1)q^{n−t−2} ≤ (q^2 + q + 1)^2 q^6 + q^2 + q + 1 q^6 + 2 q^4 + 2(q + 1)^2

q^3 + 3 (q^2 + q + 1)q^6 ≤ 25859 28672 < 47 48

(5.25)

for q ≥ 4. From (5.20), (5.21), (5.24), (5.25) and Remark 2.14, we have |F| < h(n.k.t).

Case 3. t + 3 ≤ τ_t(F).

Suppose τ_t(F) ≤ k. Let T ∈ T . Then F = ⋃ H∈[^T_t ] F^H . So, it follows from Proposition 2.8 (i) and Lemma 2.11 that |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ [_{t+3} 3 ][_{k−t+1} 1 ]_2 (q^{k−t−1} − 1)(q^{k−t−2} − 1) (q^{n−t−1} − 1)(q^{n−t−2} − 1) + 2∑ i=0 [_{t+3} 3 ][_{k−t+1} 1 ]_i [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ].

By Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and [_z 1 ] ≤^3_2 q^{z−1} for any positive integer z when q ≥ 3, we have |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 9 2q^{2n−4k−t} + 3 q^{2n−3k−2t} + 2 q^{2n−2k−3t} + 2 q^{2n−k−4t} ≤ 181633 354294 < 47 48 (5.26)

for q ≥ 3, and |F| [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 7(q^{k−t+1} − 1)^2 2q^{2n−2k−2t} + 7q^{k−t+1} q^{2n−2k−3t} + 7 2q^{2n−2k−3t} + 7 2q^{2n−k−4t} = 7(q^{2k−2t+2} − q^{k−t+1} + 2) 2q^{2n−2k−3t} + 7 2q^{2n−k−4t} ≤ 7 q^{2n−4k−t−2} + 7 2q^{2n−k−4t} ≤ 14343 16384 < 47 48

(5.27)

for q = 2. By (5.26), (5.27) and Remark 2.14, we obtain |F| < h(n, k, t).

Suppose k < τ_t(F). From Proposition 2.8 (ii) and q^z ≥ z + 1 for any non-negative integer z, we get (_{2k+2−2t} k+1−t ) [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] = 2(2 +^1_{k−t} ) (_{2k−2t} k−t−1 ) [_{k−t+1} 1 ][_{n−t−1} k−t−1 ] ≤ 5 (_{2k−2t} k−t−1 ) 7q^{(n−k)(k−t−1)} ≤ 5 7 · (k − t + 2)^{k−t−1} (n − k)^{k−t−1} ≤ 5 7 < 47 48 .

This combining with Proposition 2.8 (ii) and Remark 2.14 yields |F| < h(n, k, t).

Acknowledgment. K. Wang is supported by the National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2020YFA0712900) and National Natural Science Foundation of China (12071039, 12131011).

References

[1] R. Ahlswede, Simple hypergraphs with maximal number of adjacent pairs of edges, J.

Combin. Theory Ser. B 28 (1980) 164-167.

[2] R. Ahlswede and L.H. Khachatrian, The complete intersection theorem for systems of finite sets, European J. Combin. 18 (2) (1997) 125–136.

[3] B. Bollobás and I. Leader, Set Systems with few Disjoint Pairs, Combinatorica 23 (4) (2003) 559-570.

[4] M. Cao, M. Lu, B. Lv and K. Wang, r-cross t-intersecting families for vector spaces, J.

Combin. Theory Ser. A 193 (2023) 105688.

[5] M. Deza and P. Frankl, The Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem—22 years later, SIAM J. Algebraic Discrete Methods 4 (4) (1983) 419–431.

[6] S. Das, W. Gan and B. Sudakov, The minimum number of disjoint pairs in set system and related problems, Combinatorica 36 (6) (2016) 623-660.

[7] P. Erdős, C. Ko and R. Rado, Intersection theorems for systems of finite sets, Quart. J.

Math. Oxf. 2 (12) (1961) 313-320.

[8] P. Frankl, On the minimum number of disjoint pairs in a family of finite sets, J. Combin.

Theory Ser. A 22 (1977) 249-251.

[9] P. Frankl, The Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem is true for n = ckt, Coll. Math. Soc. J. Bolyai 18 (1978) 365–375.

[10] P. Frankl and R.L. Graham, Intersection theorems for vector spaces, European J. Combin. 6 (2) (1985) 183–187.

[11] P. Frankl and R.M. Wilson, The Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem for vector spaces, J. Combin.

Theory Ser. A 43 (2) (1986) 228–236.

[12] P. Frankl and A. Kupavskii, Almost intersecting families, Electron. J. Comb. 28 (2) (2021).

[13] Z. Füredi, Geometrical solution of an intersection problem for two hypergraphs, Europ.

J. Combin. 5 (1984) 133-136.

[14] D. Gerbner, N. Lemons, C. Palmer, B. Patkós and V. Szécsi, Almost intersecting families of sets, SIAM J. Discret. Math. 26 (2012) 1657-1699.

[15] W.N. Hsieh, Families of intersecting finite vector spaces, J. Combinatorial Theory Ser.

A 18 (1975) 252–261.

[16] W.N. Hsieh, Intersection theorems for systems of finite vector spaces, Discrete Math.

12 (1) (1975) 1–16.

[17] F. Ihringer, Finite geometry intersecting algebraic combinatorics, PhD thesis, Justus- Liebig-Universität Gießen, 2015.

[18] Y. Shan and J. Zhou, Almost intersecting families for vector spaces, Graphs Comb.

(2024).

[19] H. Tanaka, Classification of subsets with minimal width and dual width in Grassmann, bilinear forms and dual polar graphs, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 113 (5) (2006) 903–910.

[20] K. Wang, J. Guo and F. Li, Singular linear space and its applications, Finite Fields Appl., 17 (2011) 395-406.

[21] R.M. Wilson, The exact bound in the Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem, Combinatorica 4 (1984) 247–257.

[22] Y. Wang, A. Xu and J. Yang, A t-intersecting Hilton-Milner theorem for vector spaces, Linear Algebra Appl. 680 (2024) 220–238.