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PALEY GRAPHS AND SÁRKÖZY’S THEOREM IN FUNCTION FIELDS

ERIC NASLUND

Abstract. Sárközy’s theorem states that dense sets of integers must contain two elements whose difference
is a kth power. Following the polynomial method breakthrough of Croot, Lev, and Pach [3], Green proved
a strong quantitative version of this result for Fq[T ]. In this paper we provide a lower bound for Sárközy’s
theorem in function fields by adapting Ruzsa’s construction [16] for the analogous problem in Z. We construct

a set A of polynomials of degree < n such that A does not contain a kth power difference with |A| = qn−n/2k .
Additionally, we prove a handful of results concerning the independence number of generalized Paley Graphs,
including a generalization of a claim of Ruzsa, which helps with understanding the limit of the method.

1. Introduction

In 1978 Sárközy proved that if A ⊂ Z is a dense set of integers then it contains a kth-power difference
for any k ≥ 2 [17]. For a set A ⊂ {1, . . . , N} that avoids kth-power differences the best quantitative upper
bound, due to Pintz, Steiger, and Szemerédi [14], takes the form

|A| ≤ N1−o(1),

and the best lower bound, due to Ruzsa [16] (improved in some cases by Lewko [9]), is of the form N1−c

where c ≤ 1−δ
k for some small fixed δ > 0. Following recent advances in the polynomial method [3, 4, 18],

Green [6] gave a strong quantitative result for the function field analogue of Sárközy’s theorem. Let Pq,n

denote the space of polynomials in the variable T over Fq of degree < n. For k ≥ 2, Green proved that any
subset A ⊂ Pq,n that does not contain two distinct polynomials u(T ), v(T ) such that u(T )− v(T ) = b(T )k

for some b ∈ Fq[T ] has size at most

|A| ≤ qn(1−ck)

where

ck =
1

2k2Dq(k)2 log q

and Dq(k) denotes the sum of digits of k in base q. In this paper, by adapting Ruzsa’s construction in Z, we
prove the following lower bound for the function field setting:

Theorem 1. Let k ≥ 2, and suppose that gcd(k, q− 1) > 1. For n ≡ 0 (mod 2k) there exists a set A ⊂ Pq,n

of size

|A| = qn(1−
1
2k )

that does not contain a kth power difference.

The construction results in a bound for all n, since Pq,n ⊂ Pq,n+1. In section 2, we prove a handful of
results concerning the independence number of generalized Paley graphs, including a generalization of a claim
of Ruzsa. We prove a basic lower bound for the independence number of a product, which is ingredient in the
proof of Theorem 1, and we also prove upper bounds to help understand the limits of the method. For k ≥ 3,
Theorem 1, could potentially be improved by finding larger independent sets in products of generalized Paley
graphs. In subsection 3.2 we give a case with an improved bound, and discuss the limit of the method. When

k = 2, we conjecture that the lower bound achieved, q
3
4n, is optimal.

Remark 2. For gcd(k, q − 1) = 1, every element of Fq is a kth power, and it is not always possible to obtain
a lower bound as strong as Theorem 1. For k = qr, a pigeonhole argument achieves the upper bound

|A| ≤ qn−⌊n−1
k

⌋.
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For any k, there are at q1+⌊n−1
k

⌋ distinct kth powers with degree ≤ n − 1, and so the greedy construction
yields a set A with no kth power differences of size

(1.1) |A| = qn−1−⌊n−1
k

⌋,

and hence in the case of k = qr, this upper bound is tight within a factor of q.

1.1. Graph Theoretic Notation. We will use the following graph theoretic notation throughout the paper:
For a directed graph G = (V,E), let α(G) denote the size of the largest independent set, that is the largest
set such that no two vertices are connected by a directed edge

α(G) = max
W⊂V

{|W | : ∀ x, y ∈ W, (x, y) /∈ E} .

We let ω(G) denote the clique number, which equals α(G) where G is the complement graph. Here the
complement graph is G = (V,E) where E =

{

(x, y)| (x, y) ∈ V 2, x 6= y, (x, y) /∈ E
}

.

The Strong Graph Product: Given two graphs G = (V,E), G = (V ′, E′), the strong graph product of G and
G′ is the graph G⊠G′ with vertex set V × V ′, and edge set defined by connecting (v, v′), (u, u′) ∈ V × V ′ if
(v, u) ∈ E and (v′, u′) ∈ E′, or (v, u) ∈ E and v′ = u′, or v = u and (v′, u′) ∈ E′. The strong graph product
as defined applies to both directed and undirected graphs.

Shannon Capacity: For a graph G and n ≥ 2, we let G⊠n denote the n-fold strong graph product of G with
itself. The Shannon Capacity of an undirected graph G is defined to be

Θ(G) = lim sup
n→∞

(

α(G⊠n)
)

1
n

.

Lovász Theta Function: For an undirected graph G, the Lovász Theta Function, ϑ(G), is a minimization
over orthonormal representations of G, see [11] for a precise definition. In particular, for undirected G,H , ϑ
satisfies

Θ(G) ≤ ϑ(G),(1.2)

ϑ(G⊠H) = ϑ(G)ϑ(H),(1.3)

and if G is vertex transitive, then

(1.4) ϑ(G)ϑ(G) = |G|.

2. Generalized Paley Graphs

Generalized Paley Graphs were introduced by Cohen [2] and reintroduced by Lim and Praeger [10]. We
expand their definition slightly to allow for the vertex set to be a ring rather than just a field, as this will be
relevant later (see Theorem 9).

Definition 3. For a finite commutative ring R, let Paleyk (R) be the (possibly directed) graph with vertex
set V = R, and edge set

E =
{

(x, y) : x− y = zk for some z ∈ R
}

.

With this notation, for q ≡ 1 (mod 4), Paley2(Fq) is the usual Paley graph. The graph Paleyk(Fq), where

two elements are connected if they differ by a kth power, is undirected if and only if q−1
gcd(q−1,k) is even, since

in this case −1 is a kth power. If gcd(k, q−1) = 1, then every element of Fq is a kth power, and so Paleyk(Fq)
is complete graph on q vertices, and if gcd(k, q − 1) = d < k, then replacing k with d does not change the
graph. The assumption q ≡ 1 (mod 2k) is often used as it assures both that the graph is undirected and
that kth powers are indeed relevant.

Ruzsa [16] gave a lower bound for Sárközy’s theorem in Z based on a maximization involving the quantity

α (Paleyk (Z/mZ))

for squarefree m. In Section 3 we give a lower bound for the function field case in terms of the independence
number of a product of this graph. Our results are most naturally stated in terms of the independence
number of products of generalized Payley graphs, and so we define
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(2.1) rk,n(R) =

{

α (Paleyk(R)) when n = 1

α
(

Paleyk(R)⊠n
)

when n ≥ 2
.

For products of rings, these graphs can be factored. For composite m, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 4. Let n,m > 1 be relatively prime. Then

Paleyk(Z/mnZ) = Paleyk(Z/mZ) ⊠ Paleyk(Z/nZ).

Proof. This follows from the Chinese Remainder Theorem and the fact that an element is a kth-power in
Z/mnZ if and only if it maps to a kth power in both Z/mZ and Z/nZ. �

2.1. The Independence Number. For R = Fq, the clique number of the generalized Payley graph is a well
studied quantity. See Yip’s Masters Thesis [19, 20] for a discussion of lower and upper bounds. In particular,
when the graph is undirected, the best lower bound is due to Cohen [2]

(2.2)
p

(p− 1) log d

(

1

2
log q − 2 log log q

)

− 1 ≤ ω (Paleyk(Fq)) = α
(

Paleyk(Fq)
)

.

When k = 2, the graph Paleyk(Fq) is self-complementary, and so ω(Paley2(Fq)) = α(Paley2(Fq)) but for

k > 2, Paleyk(Fq) is isomorphic to a subgraph of Paleyk(Fq), and hence

(2.3) ω (Paleyk(Fq)) = α
(

Paleyk(Fq)
)

≤ α (Paleyk(Fq)) ,

that is the lower bounds for the clique number imply lower bounds for the independence number. In some
unique cases, such as when q = ps and k| q−1

pr−1 for some r|s, there are significantly stronger lower bounds for

the size of the clique in Paleyk(Fq), see [1, 19] for more details. The upper bound for the clique number is√
q, and for k = 2 this was recently improved in [8].
The case for the independence number is different however, as in some cases it grows above

√
q for larger

k. In the first non-trivial case, when k = 3 and q = 7, the Paley Graph is precisely the 7-cycle, and we have
an independent set of size 3 = 70.5645.... Indeed, if q = 1 + 2k, then the only kth powers in Fq are −1, 0, 1,
and hence Paleyk(Fq) is isomorphic to C2k+1, the (2k+ 1)-cycle. This contains an independent set of size k,
and so there are infinitely many graphs satisfying

(2.4) q1−
log(2)

log(2k+1) ≤ α (Paleyk (Fq)) .

The following theorem gives a basic upper bound for the independence number of these graphs.

Theorem 5. Suppose that −1 is a kth power in Fq. Then we have that

(2.5) ϑ (Paleyk(Fq)) ≤ q1−
1
k

where ϑ is the Lovász Theta Function.

In particular, by (1.2) and the definition of Θ as a limsup, it follows that

(2.6) rk,2(Fq) ≤ q2(1−
1
k ).

To prove this theorem, we need to prove the following fact about the complement graph:

Lemma 6. We have that

α
(

Paleyk(Fq)
⊠k

)

≥ q,

and hence when the graph is undirected

(2.7) ϑ
(

Paleyk(Fq)
)

≥ q
1
k .

Proof. If gcd(k, q − 1) = 1, then Paleyk(Fq) is the totally isolated graph, the complement of the complete
graph, and so the result holds trivially. Assume that gcd(k, q − 1) > 1, and let β ∈ Fq be a cyclic generator
of F∗

q . Consider the set

A =
{

(x, βx, β2x, . . . , βk−1x)| x ∈ Fq

}

.
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Let x, y ∈ Fq be two elements with x−y 6= 0, and write (x−y) = βa for some a. Then (x−y)βj will be a kth

power for the value of j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k− 1} satisfying j ≡ −a (mod k). This proves that A is an independent
set. Equation (2.7) then follows from (2.5) since the Lovász Theta Function upper bounds the size of the
largest independent set. �

Proof. (of Theorem 5). Since the Generalized Payley graph is vertex transitive, and undirected since −1 is
a kth power, by (1.4)

ϑ (Paleyk(Fq)) ϑ
(

Paleyk(Fq)
)

= q,

Equation (2.5) then follows from this and the lower bound in Lemma 6. �

The following proposition gives a lower bound for the independence number of a product, which will be
used in the next section in the proof of Theorem 1.

Proposition 7. For gcd(k, q − 1) > 1 we have that rk,2(Fq) ≥ q. In particular, when k = 2 and q is odd,

r2,2(Fq) = q.

Proof. Since gcd(k, q− 1) > 1, there exists β ∈ Fq that is not a kth power. Then A = {(x, βx) |x ∈ Fq} is an
independent set in Paleyk(Fq)⊠ Paleyk(Fq), since for any distinct x, y ∈ Fq, only one of x − y and β(x − y)
can be a kth power. The final statement follows from the upper bound 2.6. �

Proposition 2.7 and Theorem 5 together imply that

(2.8) q
1
2 ≤ Θ(Paleyk(Fq)) ≤ q1−

1
k

and

(2.9) q
1
k ≤ Θ

(

Paleyk(Fq)
)

≤ q
1
2 .

For k ≥ 3, for prime fields, we believe that neither of these inequalities are sharp.

Conjecture 8. For k ≥ 3, there exists ak, bk > 0 such that for any prime p ≡ 1 (mod k).

p
1
2+ak ≤ Θ(Paleyk(Fp)) ≤ p1−

1
k
−bk .

2.2. Composite m. We conclude this section with a generalization of a result of Ruzsa from [16]. For k = 2,
the following Theorem was proven by Ruzsa, but the proof was not published.

Theorem 9. Let m > 1 be squarefree, let k = d2s where d is odd, and suppose that each prime dividing m
is of the form p ≡ 1 (mod 2s+1). Then if A ⊂ Z/mZ does not contain two elements whose difference is a

kth-power we have

|A| < m1− 1
k .

Proof. We will prove that

ϑ (Paleyk (Z/mZ)) < m1− 1
k ,

which implies the result since α(G) ≤ ϑ(G) for any G. Let m = p1 · · · pr. Then by Lemma 4

Paleyk (Z/mZ) = Paleyk (Z/p1Z)⊠ · · ·⊠ Paleyk (Z/prZ) .

The condition pi ≡ 1 (mod 2s+1) for each pi|m guarantees that pi−1
gcd(pi−1,k) will be even, and hence that −1 is

a kth-power in Z/piZ, and so these graphs are undirected. The multiplicative property of the Lovász Theta
Function [11, Lemma 2] implies that

ϑ (Paleyk (Z/mZ)) ≤
r
∏

i=1

ϑ (Paleyk (Z/piZ)) ,

and hence by equation (2.5)

ϑ (Paleyk (Z/mZ)) ≤
r
∏

i=1

p
1− 1

k

i = m1− 1
k .

The inequality can be made strict since the left hand side is an integer, but the right hand side is not. �
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When k is odd, then the bound holds for any odd squarefree integer m. For k = 3, Matolcsi and Ruzsa
recently gave the superior upper bound Oǫ(m

1
2+ǫ) for squarefree m [13] using methods from [12]. In the case

where m is a product of primes that are not necessarily of the form p ≡ 1 (mod 2s+1), it seems likely that
the same upper bound holds, however for the k = 2 proving this seems more complex, see [5] for more details.
Should such a result hold for all m, then Ruzsa’s lower bound construction in [1, N ] for sets without a kth

power difference cannot yield a set of size greater than N1−1/k2

.

3. The Lower Bound Construction

To prove Theorem 1, we prove a general lower bound in terms of rk,2(Fq), and then apply Proposition 7.
We conclude this section with a discussion of the limits of this method.

3.1. Main Result.

Theorem 10. Suppose that n ≡ 0 (2k) and let F ∈ Fq[T ] be a polynomial of degree k. Then there exists a

set A ⊂ Pq,n of size

(3.1) |A| ≥ (rk,1(Fq))
n

k qn(1−
1
k )

that does not contain p, p′ such that p′ − p = F (u) for some u ∈ Fq[T ]. If F (T ) = bkT
k for bk 6= 0, then we

have the improved bound

(3.2) |A| ≥ (rk,2(Fq))
n

2k qn(1−
1
k ).

Proof. Suppose that n ≡ 0 (2k), and let S ⊂ Fq be a maximal independent set in Paleyk(Fq) that contains
0, and let bku

k be the first coefficient of F (u). Let A ⊂ Pq,n be the set of polynomials of the form

c0 + c1T + c2T
2 + · · ·+ cn−2T

n−2 + cn−1T
n−1

where
{

ci ∈ Fq when i 6≡ 0 (k)

ci ∈ bkS when i ≡ 0 (k)
.

The first non-zero coefficient of the difference of two elements in A will either be a power that is not divisible
by k, or will equal bk(s−s′)T jk for some j where s, s′ ∈ S. For u = cjT

j+ · · ·+c0, the first coefficient of F (u)
will equal bk(cjT

j)k, but since s − s′ is never a kth power by definition of S, this can never be of the form
bk(s− s′)T jk for any u ∈ Pq,n. This proves (3.1) since |S| = rk,1(Fq). In the case where F (u) = uk, we can
improve the bound by making use of both the first and last coefficient. Let U ⊂ Fq × Fq be an independent
set in Paleyk(Fq)⊠ Paleyk(Fq), and consider the set A of polynomials of the form

c0 + c1T + c2T
2 + · · ·+ cn−2T

n−2 + cn−1T
n−1

where

{

ci ∈ Fq when i 6≡ 0 (k)

(ci, cn−k−i) ∈ U when i ≡ 0 (k), i < n
2

.

Note that since n ≡ 0 (mod 2k), T n−k is the kth-power with the largest degree in Pq,n. Suppose that u is a

difference of two elements of A, and write u =
∑n−1

i=0 aiT
i for coefficients ai, some of which may equal 0. Let

j be the index of the non-zero coefficient aj whose degree is farthest from the middle, that is, let j be such

that aj 6= 0, and |j − n−k
2 | is maximal. In the event of a tie between 2 non-zero coefficients, take j > n−k

2 .

If j 6≡ 0 (mod k), then u cannot be a kth-power. If k|j, consider the pair of coefficients (aj , an−k−j), and

assume without loss of generality that j > n−k
2 . By definition of j, we have that

ai =

{

0 if i > j

0 if i < n− k − j
,

and so aj and an−k−j must both be kth-powers for u to be a kth-power. Note that 0 is a kth-power, and
an−k−j could possibly equal 0. Since aj 6= 0, and since (aj , an−k−j) ∈ U − U , by definition of U at least one
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of aj , an−k−j is not a kth-power. This implies that u is not kth-power, and hence A contains no kth-power
differences. Since |U | = rk,2(Fq), we have that

|A| ≥ (rk,2(Fq))
n

2k qn(1−
1
k ).

The result follows for F (T ) = bkT
k for bk 6= 0 by multiplying the elements of U by bk in the construction. �

Equation (2.2), Cohen’s clique number lower bound, yields a nontrivial bound in (3.1) for sets avoiding a
general polynomial F . Theorem 1 follows immediately from equation (3.2) and Proposition 7.

Remark 11. Theorem 10 is similar to Ruzsa’s lower bound in the integers. Let n = logm N . Ruzsa proved
that there exists A ⊂ [1, x] that contains no two elements whose difference is a kth power satisfying

|A| ≥ 1

m
(rk,1(Z/mZ))

n

k N(1− 1
k ).

(The quantitative result was improved by Lewko [9] based on the fact that log rk,1(Z/mZ)/ logm is larger
for m = 205 than for m = 65. See also [21] for an improved bound for a related problem). The bound for
kth powers in Theorem 1 is similar, but utilizes the fact that there is no “overflow” when taking powers of a
polynomial in Fq so both the first and last coefficients play a role instead of only the last coefficient. This
results in a better bound for function fields since we always have

(rk,2(Fq))
1
2 ≥ rk(Fq).

3.2. Limits of the Method. Theorem 5 implies that one must use a different method to improve the lower
bound in Theorem 1 beyond

(3.3) |A| = qn(1−
1
k2 ).

One can ask if the lower bound in proposition 7 is optimal. This turns out not to be true in general for
k ≥ 3, as described in the comments preceeding equation (2.4). When p = 2k + 1 is a prime, Paleyk(Fp) is

isomorphic to C2k+1, the (2k+ 1)-cycle, and the largest independent set in C2k+1 ⊠C2k+1 has size k2 + ⌊k
2 ⌋

[7, Theorem 7.1]. Hence, in this case

rk,2(Fp) = k2+

⌊

k

2

⌋

.

One can easily verify that in this case this construction results in a lower bound better than Theorem 1 but
weaker than the best possible from Equation (3.3). The following example helps illustrate the size of the gap
between the upper and lower bounds with an explicit case.

Example 12. Consider the specific case of k = 3 and q = 7. The most precise upper bound obtained by
Green’s method, where we calculate the value of the minimum instead of using a Chernoff bound, is

2 ·
(

min
0<t<1

1− t7

(1− t)t6·
4
9

)n

= 2 · (6.903 . . . )n .

Theorem 1 gives the lower bound of 7
5
6n = (5.061 . . . )

n
. Since Paley3(F7) is precisely C7, the 7-cycle, using

the fact that
α (C7 ⊠ C7) = 10,

Theorem 10 yields the improved lower bound
(

10
1
6 7

2
3

)n

= (5.371 . . . )
n
,

which is the limit of the method in this case. There is still a considerable gap between the upper bound and
the best possible lower bound this method can produce.

Given the gap between upper and lower bounds, we may ask which is closer to the truth? We believe that
in the Function Field setting the lower bound is close to the truth, and conjecture that it is exact when k = 2
(See [15, Section 1.4] for speculation on the integer setting).

Conjecture 13. Let k ≥ 2, and suppose that gcd(k, q − 1) > 1. For n ≡ 0 (2k), any set A ⊂ Pq,n that does

not contain a kth power difference has size at most

|A| ≤ qn(1−
1
k2 ).

In particular, for k = 2 and q odd, we conjecture that Theorem 1 is tight.
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