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SIMILAR POINT CONFIGURATIONS VIA GROUP ACTIONS

P. BHOWMIK, A. GREENLEAF, A. IOSEVICH, S. MKRTCHYAN, AND F. RAKHMONOV

ABSTRACT. We prove that for d > 2, k > 2, if the Hausdorff dimension of a
compact set £ C R? is greater than %, then, for any given r > 0, there exist
(... 2F Yy e BFL (yt . yFt) € EFL a rotation § € O4(R), and a vector
a € R% such that rod = fy? —a for 1 < j < k+ 1. Such a result on existence
of similar k-simplices in thin sets had previously been established under a more
stringent dimensional threshold in Greenleaf, Iosevich and Mkrtchyan [5]. The
argument we are use to prove the main result here was previously employed in
Bhowmik and Rakhmonov [1] to establish a finite field version. We also show
the existence of multi-similarities of arbitrary multiplicity in R¢, show how to
extend these results from similarities to arbitrary proper continuous maps, as well
as explore a general group-theoretic formulation of this problem in vector spaces
over finite fields.

1. INTRODUCTION

The celebrated Falconer distance conjecture (see e.g. [4], [7]) states that if the
Hausdorff dimension dimy(E) of a compact set E C R? d > 2, is greater than
¢ then the Lebesgue measure of the distance set A(E) := {|lz —y| : 2,y € E} is
positive. Currently, the best threshold known for the Falconer distance problem in
two dimensions is 2, due to Guth, Tosevich, Ou and Wang ([6]). In higher dimensions,

the best exponent known is g + i — Sd—1+4, due to Du, Ou, Ren, and Zhang ([2]).

More generally, given a compact set £ C R¢, d > 2, let
AWE) = {v(a, ..., 2" 2f € B} c R(D),

where v(z!, ..., 2"*1) is the (*1")-vector whose entries are |2/ —27|, 1 < i < j < k+1,

listed in the dictionary order.
We can think of Ag(F) as the set of non-congruent (k + 1)-tuples of elements
of £ (modulo the action of the symmetric group Sii1). More precisely, we say

Date: April 30, 2024.

AG is supported in part by National Science Foundation award DMS-2204943. Al was supported
in part by the National Science Foundation under grant no. HDR TRIPODS - 1934962 and by the
NSF DMS - 2154232. SM is supported in part by the Simons Foundation Grant no. 523555.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.02909v1

SIMILAR POINT CONFIGURATIONS VIA GROUP ACTIONS 2

that (z,...,281) € E*lis congruent to (y*,...,y**1) € E*¥*1if there exists an
orthogonal matrix 6 € Oy4(R) and a € R? such that 3/ = 027 +afor 1 <j <k+1.
Equivalently, for & < d, one can consider Ag(F) as the set of congruence classes of
k-simplices generated by points in E.

One can also consider similarity classes of k-simplices. Greenleaf, Iosevich, and
Mkrtchyan proved in [5] that if the Hausdorff dimension of E, dimy(FE), satisfies

dimy (E) > sp, 1= ‘f,f—ﬁ, then

for every r > 0, there exist distinct
(1.1) (zh, ... 2"y e BFTL (gt Rt € BRTY
such that |y* — 97| = r|2’ — 27| for every 1 <i < j < k+ 1.
In other words, given any r > 0, there exist two (k + 1)-tuples of elements of
E which are similar via a translation, rotation, and the prescribed scaling factor r.
More precisely, the following was proved in [5]: Given E with dimy(E) > s, let

sy < s < dimy(E) and p be a Frostman measure on R? supported on E and of
finite s-energy, as in Frostman’s Lemma (see [7]). From p one forms the natural

configuration measure v, on Ag(E), i.e., for any f € Cp (R(kgl))’
[r@an@ = [+ [ @) due ) dp( ),

For 0 < r < 0o, define
(1.2) AL(E) ={t' e Ay(E) :rt € Ap(E)} C Ay(E),
which records the (k+1)-point configurations in £ which also have an r-scaled similar
copy in E. Then, in [5] it was shown that if dimy(E) > sy, then
(1.3) U(AL(E)) > 0,
which implies (and is in fact much stronger than) statement (1.1).

In the first results of the current paper, Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2, we will
show that while (1.3) might require the full strength of the machinery used in [5],
one can derive the conclusion (1.1) for any k£ under a much lower, k-independent

dimensional threshold, dimy(E) > %, and extend it to k > d (for which (k + 1)-

point sets no longer correspond to k-simplices). In brief, the work in [5] shows, and
k+1

uses, that if dimy(F) > sp = ‘f,f—ﬁ defined above, then the measure v; on R("2 ),

supported on Ay (FE), is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure dt,

with a density in L? (R(k;1)> . In contrast the method we employ in this paper merely
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requires use of the lower threshold, dimy (F) > %, above which the configuration
measure v, on the distance set A(F) = A;(F) is known to be in L?(R). Theorem 1.3
then uses a continuous version of the pigeonhole principle (Proposition 2.3, from [5])
to extend these results to multi-similarities of any multiplicity, while Theorem 1.4 in

Section 3 shows how these results can be extended to more general transformations
in R%.

In addition to the Euclidean setting described so far, we also examine an analogous
problem in the context of general transitive group actions on vector spaces over finite
fields. See Theorems 1.5 and 1.6, and Corollary 1.7 and their proofs in Section 4.
Our goal is to lay the groundwork for future explorations in this broader context,
including both finite field and Euclidean problems.

1.1. Results in Euclidean spaces. In the Euclidean setting, our main result is:

Theorem 1.1. Let E C R%, d > 2, be compact with Hausdorff dimension satisfying
dimy(F) > %. Then, for any r > 0, there exist € Og(R) and a € R? such that
rEN(OF —a) has positive Hausdorff dimension, and is thus uncountably infinite. In

particular, for every k € N, (1.1) holds.

An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the following.

Corollary 1.2. Let E C R? d > 2, be a compact set with dimy(E) > %.
Then, for any k > 1 and v > 0, there exist distinct (z',...,28) € E*' and
(yh, ..., yFtY) € EFFL such that o' — 27| = r|y' — 1’| for all1 < i < j < k+1. Thus,

if 1 <k <d, for any r > 0 there exist r-similar k-simplices in E.

Asin [5] for the higher threshold sy, a measure-theoretic pigeonhole principle allows
one to leverage the proof of Theorem 1.1 to obtain the existence of multi-similarities
in E, of arbitrarily large multiplicity, for dimy, (F) above the new, lower threshold:

Theorem 1.3. Let E C R, d > 2, be a compact set with dimy(E) > %. Then
for alln > 1 and any compact interval I C (0,00), there exists M = M(n,E,I) € N
such that for any distinct ri,...,rp € I, there exist distinct vy, ... ,r;, such that:

For every k > 1, there is a fe R(kgl) such that
{’T’Z’lt_; ’f’izt_; ey T,nf} C Ak(E),

i.e., there exists an n-similarity of (k+1)-point sets in E with scaling factors coming
from among {r;}},.
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See Section 2.2 for the relevant definitions, statements and proof.

We also extend Theorem 1.1 by showing that the dilations in Theorem 1.1 can be
replaced by more general transformations:

Theorem 1.4. Suppose T : R® — R is a proper continuous map, and E C R? is
compact. Giwen s < dimy(FE), let p be a Frostman measure p supported on E and
of finite s-energy. Define the pushforward measure pr by its action on f € Co(R?),

/ F (o) dp(a) = / F(T(@))du(z).
If s is such that
ﬂm@%ﬁ*&<m

then T(E) N (0E — a) has positive Hausdorff dimension, and is thus uncountably
infinite. Thus, for any k € N, we can find points (z1,...,2p41) € E* and
(Y1, .-, Yns1) € EXTL such that T(z;) = Oy; — a for all i for some 6 € Og(R).

For example, Theorem 1.4 applies if T is a diffeomorphism of R? which is the
identity outside of a compact set, since such maps preserve Sobolev spaces of all
orders.

1.2. Finite field setting and transitive group actions. The idea behind the
proof of (1.1) was originally implemented in the finite field setting by Bhowmik and
Rakhmonov in [1].

Let Fg be the vector space of dimension d > 2 over the finite field F, with ¢
elements. We define a function |-|| : F¢ — F, by |la|| = af + -+ + o for o =
(o1, ..., aq) € FL Note that this is not a norm, as it is Fy-valued (and homogeneous
of degree 2), and we do not impose any metric structure on F¢. However, ||-|| does
share an important feature of the Euclidean norm: it is invariant under orthogonal
transformations.

For m > 2, let (F,)™ = {a™ : a € F,}; in particular, (F,)? is the set of quadratic
residues in IF,. Then the following holds.

Theorem 1.5. [1, Thm. 1.3] Let k > 1. Suppose 0 # A C {(i,5) : 1 <i<j<k+1}
andr € (Fy)*\{0}. If E C F¢ with |E| > Vk + 1¢%, then there exist (x4, ..., Tp41) €
E*Y and (yy, ..., yks1) € BT such that |ly; — y;|| = rl|lzi — x| for (i,5) € A, and
x; # i, Yi Fyj, foralll <i<j<k+1

As a straightforward corollary, through the variation of the underlying set A, we
can establish thresholds for the existence of dilated k-cycles, k-paths, and k-stars
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(for k > 3) with a dilation ratio r € (F,)?\ {0}. Notably, Rakhmonov has previously
examined the cases of 2-paths, 4-cycles, and k-simplices in [8].

The original idea for a proof of Theorem 1.5 was based on the a group-theoretic
approach. (However, in [1], the first and fifth listed authors opted for an alternative,
weaker version of this method.) This group-theoretic approach can be generalized to
arbitrary transitive group actions, which we state here and prove in Section 4:

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that G is a finite group acting transitively on a set X, and
let E and H be subsets of X. Then
[HE|

| X]

1.4 HNgE| >
(1.4) r;leagl NgE| >

Another application of Theorem 1.6 pertains to SL4(F,) actions:

d
2

Corollary 1.7. Suppose k > d. Let £ C Ffll, with |E| > vk + 1q2. Then for every
re (F)*\ {0}, there exist (x1,...,xp1) € E¥ and (1, ..., yes1) € E¥Y such that

det(zi1>zi2> s axid) = Tdet(yiu Yigy - - - >yid)

for all d-tuples of elements from (x1,...,2541) € E¥* and (y1,...,ypp1) € EFH
respectively, where det(uy, us, ..., uq) is the determinant of the d X d matrix where
the columns are vectors in IE‘Z.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove Theorem 1.1 in RY,
and recall in Section 2.2 the material needed to state and prove Theorem 1.3 on
multi-similarities. Then, in Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.4, extending the context
of Theorem 1.1 from dilations to more general transformations in R¢. Finally, in
Section 4 we prove the group action result Theorem 1.6 and show how it implies
Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.7 in the finite field setting.

2. SIMILARITIES AND MULTI-SIMILARITIES IN R¢

2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let E C R? be compact. Then, for any s < dimy(E),
we can equip F with a Frostman measure y, a probability measure supported on E,
of finite s-energy and satisfying a dimension s ball condition. For 0 < r < oo and
0 € O4(R), the group of orthogonal transformations of R?, define u, and u?, also
probability measures of dimension s, by their actions on f € Cy(R?),

[ @@ = [ seadut), [ @i = [ r0du)
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with Fourier transforms f,.(§) = p(r§) and ;}(f) = 1 (071¢). Using this notation,
consider

(2.1) / 1y * 1) (2)d.

If the expression in (2.1) converges we are done because, formally, it equals

(fan@) ([aw) = [an- [ae=1

However, in order to decouple the integrals, one needs to demonstrate that (2.1)
converges, at least for a set of 6 of full measure. If this convergence is established,
and if we define

Avgi=supp (p, xp’) CRY,

then one has

1= / (1r * ,ua) (x)dx = / La,, () (pr % ;ﬁ) () dx.

Squaring this, applying Cauchy-Schwarz and then integrating with respect to the
normalized Haar measure df on O4(R), it follows that

1=1* = /Od(R) (/Rd La,,(z) - (pr % p?) (x)dx)2d9
< /Od(R) (/Rd lAr,e(x)zdx) : (/Rd (hr u")(x)zdx) do

= [ £ [ s )0 dt

< <sup £ re> // 5 1)(2)) der ),
0c04(R

where £¢ denotes Lebesgue measure on R%. Hence,

1
= T TG+ 10 (@) db

(2.2) supﬁ

To obtain a lower bound for the left hand side of (2.2), we need an upper bound
on the denominator [ [ (s, * p1(6-)(x))?dx df of the right hand side. To obtain this,
we use the following result.
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Theorem 2.1. (Wolff [9] for d = 2; Du and Zhang [3] for d > 3) Let 11 be a measure,
supported on a compact set on R? and of dimension o for some o € (%, d). Then,

/Sdl |Ai(Rw)? dw < Ca,uR_ad%l-

Returning to the proof of Theorem 1.1, define F,g(x) = (u, * p’) (x). Then,

[ [ Fwaode= [ [1nPaoorasds s [z a

where for the inequality we have used Theorem 2.1 for any 3 ¢ < a < dimy(E).
Taking o = s, the dimension of y, then if s > 5 d 7, the denomlnator of the right side
of (2.2) is bounded above if dimy (E) > 32—, and thus the left hand side is bounded

below, say by ¢, > 0. This also shows that in fact the integral in (2.1) converges,
thereby justifying the calculations above.

(Note for use in the next subsection that ¢, depends on s and the s-energy of p,;
thus, as r ranges over any compact interval I C (0,00), ¢, is uniformly bounded
away from 0.)

We have shown that, for any r > 0, there exists § € O4(R) such that
,Cd (Ar,g) >c. >0,

or equivalently

L'({aeR!: p{ye E: Bz ebB)(ra=0y—a)}>0})>c > 0.

Fixing any one such a, it follows that {y € £ : (3x € E)rx = 0y — a} has pos-
itive p measure, thus has positive Hausdorff dimension, and hence is an (uncount-
ably) infinite set. In particular, for any k& > 1, there exist (z!,...,z*) € EFFL
(y ..., y"Y € EMY 0 € O4(R), and @ € R? such that ra/ = 0y’ — a for
1 <75 <k +1. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2.2. Extension to multi-similarities: Proof of Theorem 1.3. By the paren-
thetical comment above,
(2.3) (VI C (0,00), 1 compact) (J¢; >0)(Vrel)e >c;.

Modifying slightly the proof of Theorem 1.1 and using a continuous version of the
pigeonhole principle from [5] will allow us to prove the existence of arbitrarily many
simultaneous similarities in £. We start with some background.

The set Ay(E) defined in (1.2) records the pairs {f,7t} C Ax(E) of (k + 1)-point
sets in F which are similar by an r-scaling and translation. Similarly, one can look
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at n-tuples of similar (k+ 1)-point sets. Recall the following definition from [5]; since
all line segments are similar to each other, this is only interesting for k£ > 2.

Definition 2.2. Let n > 1. A multi-similarity of multiplicity n of (k + 1)-point
— — — k+1

sets in E is a set of the form {rt, rof, ..., 7.t} C Ay(E), for some £ € R("2") and

1, T2y -« T € (0,00), pairwise distinct. (If k& < d, this is a simultaneous similarity

of k-simplices in FE under n different scalings.)

In [5], it was shown that the version of our Theorem 1.1 with the higher threshold
dimy(FE) > s had as a corollary a multi-similarity version, [5, Thm. 1.7]. This
was done by combining a multi-similarity version of (1.3) with a measure-theoretic
version of the pigeonhole principle [5, Lem. 2.1]. We can combine this reasoning
with a modification of the proof of Theorem 1.1 to obtain Theorem 1.3, i.e., the
existence, above the same lower threshold of Theorem 1.1, of multi-similarities of all
multiplicities.

We start from the same expression (2.1) as above, but now consider 6 as a variable
rather than a parameter. Define D, = supp . (,uT * /ﬁ) C R% x O4(R). Then, from

1= // (1 * 1°) () dx df = // 1p, (2,0) - ( * 1) () dx db),
RéxO04(R) RéxO4(R)

a variation of the calculation in the previous section yields

1< (L% % db) (D,) - //Frﬂ(x,e)?dx do
and thus
(2.4) (L% x df) (D)) > c;.
Now recall the

Proposition 2.3. Measure-theoretic Pigeonhole Principle ([5])

Let X = (X, M,0) be a measure space with o(X) < oco. For 0 < ¢ < o(X),
define M. = {A € M : g(A) > c¢}. Then, for every n > 1, there exists an
N = N(X,c,n) such that: for any collection {Ay,..., Ay} C M, of cardinality N,
there is a subcollection { Ay, ..., A, } of cardinality n such that o(A;; N---NA; ) >0
and hence Ay, N ---NA;, # 0.

From (2.3), (2.4), we see that {D,},¢s is a family of measurable subsets of the
finite measure space B(0, R) x O4(R), equipped with £¢ x df, where

R =2(sup{r : r€1})- (sup{|z| : =z € E}),
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with measures bounded below by cr. Applying Proposition 2.3, there exists an M € N
such that, for any distinct {r;}}, C I, there is a subset {rl }n such that

< (fn) <

Thus, there exists a 0y € O4(R) such that

rd (ﬁ D,, {0 = 90}) > 0.

j=1
Since Nj_; D,; N {0 = 0} has positive Lebesgue measure, it is infinite and hence for
any k € N we can find {#'}**! and {y'}/ such that

riat =0 —a, V1<j<n 1<I<k+L

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3. Note that what was established is consider-
ably stronger than the statement of the theorem.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

Since T : R? — R? is proper and continuous, the Frostman measure ;. on E defines
a measure jp by

[ t@durta) = [ #@a)duta), V1 e Coe)
Suppose that
[ @) de < o
Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, if we set
Aryg = supp (ur = p’) C RY,
one sees that there exists a ¢y > 0 such that

sup L (Arp) > cr,
GEOd(R)

from which it follows that there exists a 8y € Oy4(R) such that
L'({aeR?: plye E: Bz € E)(T(x) =6y —a)}>0})>cr>0.

It follows that for all k € N, there are points a € R? and 1, ..., Tps1, Y1, - -, Yogp1 € E
and such that T'(z;) = Opy; —a for all 1 <i <k + 1.
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Remark 3.1. Similarly to how one can go from a single dilation factor in Theorem 1.1
to the multi-similarities in Theorem 1.3, one can boost from the one transformation
T in Theorem 1.4 to multiple transformations. Suppose that 7 is a family of proper,
continuous maps and s is such that there is a uniform bound,

/|ﬁT(€)I2I§|‘S%d§ <C Vi<j<mTeT

Following the proof of Theorem 1.3 in Section 2.2, one can show that for all n € N,
there exists an M € N such that for any distinct {T;}, C T, there exists a subset
{T;,}_,, a0y € O4(R), a € RY, and for all k € N, points @1, ..., Zyt1, Y1, - - Y1 €
E such that Tj,(x;) = Opy; —aforall 1 <i<k+1,1<[<n.

4. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.6, THEOREM 1.5 AND COROLLARY 1.7

We start with the proof of Theorem 1.6, and then show how to apply it to obtain
the similarity set results Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Suppose that GG is a finite group acting transitively on a
set X, and let H and E be subsets of X. For each z € X, let O, := {gz : g € G} be
the orbit of z, and S, := {g € G : gx = =} be the stabilizer of . The orbit-stabilizer
theorem tells us that |G| = |O,| - |S.|. Since the action of G on X is transitive, then
O, = X, and hence |S,| = |G|/|X].

Let S,y = {g € G : g = y}. It is not difficult to prove that |S,,| = |S,|. Indeed,

consider the map ¢ : Sy X S, — S,y defined by (h, g) LA hg. We observe that
every u € S, has exactly |S,,| preimages, i.e., [¢7*({u})| = |S.y|. This immediately
implies that |S,, X S;| = |Suy|* and hence |S,,| = |S.|. Therefore, we have shown
that |S,,| = |G|/|X]| for any z,y € X.

Now, define a set P by

P={(g,y) eGxX:ye HNgk}.

We can compute the cardinality of P in two ways using a double-counting argu-
ment. On one hand, we have:
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PI=> > 1= HgeG:yegE}

yeH geG yeH
yegE

(4.1) =3 ) HogeG:y=ga}[ =) |5

yeEH z€F yeEH z€FE
_[GliHIE
X[

where we have used the fact that |S,,| = |G|/|X]|. On the other hand,

PI=>Y" Y 1=) |HNngE|

(4.2) 9eG yeHNgE e
< max|H NgE|-|G|.
geG

Combining (4.1) and (4.2), one finds that

|HI[E]

(4.3) maX\HﬂgE\ >
X[

as claimed in (1.4). This completes the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Consider X = F¢ and E C FZ. For r € (F,)*\ {0}, let /7
be any square root of r, and set H = /1 E Note that \H | = |E|. Finally, let G' be
the group of translations of Iﬁ‘g, acting transitively on Iﬁ‘g. Theorem 1.6 implies that

|E?
4.4 E (E —.
(4.4) Iaré%X}f (E+a)| > 4
If |E| > VE + 1q2, then maX,epd|rE N (E +a)| > k + 1. Thus, there exists an
element a € F¢ such that [/rE N (E 4+ a)| > k+ 1. Consequently, we can establish
the existence of a sequence {z1,. .., zg1} such that {z1,..., 211} C VrEN(E+a).

This implies the existence of sequences {x1,...,xx11} C F and {y1,..., Y11} C F,
such that z; = /ra; and z; =y; +a for 1 <i < k+ 1.

In summary, we have demonstrated the existence of (k+1)-tuples (z1,...,2541) €
E*Yand (yy,...,yre1) € EFFL satisfying the following conditions:

(1) z; #xjand y; #y; for 1 <i<j<k+1
(2) yi+a=/re;forie{l,....k+1}.
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Therefore, for 1 <i < j < k+ 1, we have:
lyi — ysll = |(Vraz — a) = (Vrz; — a)|| = |Vrz — Vra]|
= (Vr)llzi — o] = rllzs — 2]
Since A is a nonempty subset of {(i,7) : 1 <i < j < k+ 1}, we have shown that

there exist two (k+1)-point configurations, (x1,...,2x41) € E¥ and (v, ..., yes1) €
E*1 satisfying the following conditions:

(1) z; #xjand y; #y; for 1 <i<j<k+1
(2) llyi = yill = rllzs — ;] for (i, 7) € A.
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. Let G = SLy(F,), X = F¢, and suppose that E C F¢ with

|E| > Vk + 1¢%. The action of SL4(F,) on F¢ is transitive for d > 2 (this is just a
special case of the general fact, valid for any field F). Consequently, Theorem 1.6 is
applicable, and we now show that it leads to the conclusion stated in Corollary 1.7.

If we let 7@ be any dt root of 1 € (F,)*\ {0}, define H = ra E. Then Theorem 1.6

yields maxgeq IraENgE|>k+1. Let g € SL4(F,) be such that raiENgE| > k+1,
so that there is a set

{z1,...,zk11} C riE N gE.
This implies the existence of {x1,..., 251} C E and {y1,...,yx11} C E, such
that z; = réyi and z; = gz; for 1 <1 < k+ 1.
Hence,

det(ziy,...,2,) = det(réyil, o ,r%yid) =rdet(yi, ..., Yi,)-
On the other hand, since g € SLyg,
det(zy, ..., 2,) = det(gx;,, ..., gx;,) = det(x;,, ..., x;,).
Comparing the previous two equalities yields the statement of Corollary 1.7.

Remark. Let X = S9! be a d-dimensional sphere in FZ. Then G = O4(F,)

acts transitively on S971. By Theorem 1.6 we have that if £ # H and |E||H| >
(k+1)¢%!, then max,eco, |[H NgE| > k+ 1.
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