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New multiple hyper-regulus planes

Norman L. Johnson

Abstract

New classes of multiple hyper-regulus translation planes of orders ¢",
for n > 3, are constructed that extend the classes of Culbert-Ebert planes of
orders ¢>.

MSC 2000: primary: 51E23; secondary: 51A40
Keywords: reguli, hyper-reguli, multiple hyper-regulus planes

1. Introduction

This article considers the possibility of the construction of translation planes of
order ¢" and kernel containing GF(g) by the replacement of a set of mutually
disjoint hyper-reguli. A ‘hyper-regulus’ is a vector space partial spread H of
degree (¢" — 1)/(q — 1) and order ¢" which has a replacement ‘hyper-regulus’
spread H*, each of whose components intersects each of the components of
‘H, which is to say that the intersections between the two hyper-reguli are 1-
dimensional GF(¢)-subspaces. Hence, when n = 2, a hyper-regulus is a regulus.

Consider a Desarguesian plane Y with spread
=0,y =xm;m e GF(¢").
Define the partial spread
As = {y = zm; (V@D — 5. € GF(q”)*} .
Then there are replacement partial spreads
Ay = {y = 2% m;m(@ D@D = 5y € GF(Q”)*}

and since for (i,n) = 1, the intersections between the two partial spreads are
1-dimensional GF(q)-subspaces, we obtain a pair of hyper-reguli. Such hyper-
reguli are called André hyper-reguli’.
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It was shown by Bruck [2] that every hyper-regulus in a Desarguesian plane
of order ¢> is an André hyper-regulus. Furthermore, Pomareda [8] has shown
that there are exactly two hyper-regulus replacement partial spreads, namely
A%, fori=1,2, whenn = 3.

The set of André nets described above in the Desarguesian affine plane
Y {As;6 € GF(q)} together with {z =0,y = 0}

partition the spread for ¥ and form what is called a ‘linear set’ with carrying
lines x = 0 and y = 0. On the other hand, it is possible to find sets of mutually
disjoint hyper-reguli of cardinality at least two that are not linear, in the above
sense. Of course, when n > 3, it might be the case that a hyper-regulus is not
André.

In a recent article, Culbert and Ebert [3] constructed several sets of mutually
disjoint hyper-reguli of order ¢3. In particular, there are sets of mutually disjoint
hyper-reguli of cardinalities (¢ — 1)/2 and (¢ — 3)/2 for ¢ odd and (¢ — 2)/2, for
q even. Furthermore, no subset of cardinality at least two is linear, thus produc-
ing a great variety of new translation planes that are not André or generalized
André.

When n > 3, Jha and Johnson have found a new type of hyper-regulus that
is not André. Furthermore, for n > 3, Jha and Johnson have developed the
theory of the corresponding translation planes and collineation groups in the
articles ([7], [6], [4], [5]). Indeed, there are classes of sets of mutually disjoint
hyper-reguli of order ¢" of cardinalities (¢ — 1)/2 and (¢ — 3)/2 for ¢ odd and
(¢ —2)/2, for ¢ even and n > 3.

Therefore, just considering the cardinalities of the mutually disjoint hyper-
reguli, it is an open question whether when n = 3, the classes of Culbert and
Ebert and the classes of Jha and Johnson are connected or perhaps equal. When
n = 3, every hyper-regulus is an André hyper-regulus so the replacement hyper-
reguli are then determined. It it then possible to give a description of any hyper-
regulus in a Desarguesian affine plane by the use of norm functions. But, this is
not the method employed by Culbert and Ebert, who employed pencils of ‘Sherk
surfaces’ to find their sets of mutually disjoint sets of hyper-reguli. The basic
idea is that a Sherk surface of cardinality 1 + ¢ + ¢* determines a hyper-regulus
by results of Bruck [2]. Culbert and Ebert note that algebraic pencils of certain
mutually disjoint Sherk surfaces given rise to certain subsets of cardinality 1 +
q + q? surfaces, which are forced then to define mutually disjoint hyper-reguli.

On the other hand, the method used by Jha and Johnson is to consider a
Desarguesian affine plane ¥ of order ¢” and a function y = Zf;ol a;zd, for a; €
GF(¢™), which has the property that the image set under the kernel homology

group of elements (z,y) — (zd,yd), for d € GF(¢")* forms a partial spread.
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When this occurs, the intersection components of ¥ necessarily intersect the
components of the image set in 1-dimensional GF(¢)-subspaces. Since we have
partial spreads of degrees (¢" —1)/(¢— 1) and order ¢", we then obtain a hyper-
regulus. Then certain arguments show that particular subsets of functions of
similar type are mutually disjoint. Note that the particular hyper-reguli in the
Desarguesian plane are implicitly but not explicitly defined.

So, we see that in order to determine if the Culbert and Ebert sets of mutually
disjoint hyper-reguli and related to the Jha-Johnson sets, we need to connect
the associated subsets of pencils of Sherk sets to the set of replacement sets of
the associated hyper-reguli. When we do this for n = 3, we realize that we
find sets of mutually disjoint sets of hyper-reguli for arbitrary n. That is, we
find classes of translation planes of orders ¢", for n > 3 that contain the classes
of Culbert and Ebert for n = 3. Furthermore, some of these classes have been
previously constructed by Jha and Johnson [5], but certainly not all.

2. Jha-Johnson method

In this section, we give some background required to understand the construc-
tions of Jha and Johnson.

Definition 2.1. Let X denote a Desarguesian affine plane of order ¢™, for n > 2,
coordinatized by a field Fj,» isomorphic to GF(¢™). Assume that k is an integer
less than n such that n/(n, k) > 2. Let w be a primitive element of GF(¢")*,
then for w?, attach an element f(i) of the cyclic subgroup Cgn—1)/(gtnm—1) Of
GF(¢™)* of order

(q" = 1)/(¢"™" —1),
and for w—" " attach an element f(i)~7" "

Hence, we have a coset representative set

Corp = {wf(1),w?f(2),...,w @D (g8 — 1)}

for C(qn_l)/(q(n,k)_l).

Assume that ) is a subset of {1,2,...,¢™* —1}. Letb,c € Fy. then (b, c) is
said to be an ‘(w, A\)-admissible pair’ if and only if

(¢"=1)/(a"" —1)
(é) ¢ (Wijﬂz)(q"—l)/(qr(”"")—1)7
c

foralli;,i, € A.

The main construction theorem of Jha and Johnson is as follows:
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Theorem 2.2 (Jha and Johnson [5]). Assume that (b, ¢) is an (w, \)-admissible
pair’ and let C,, ¢ be a coset representative set of C(gn_1)/(q(n.k)—1) @ in Defini-
tion 2.1. Let

H* _ Yy = quwij f(fl:j)cdl—qk’ 4+ f]j‘qn_kw_ijqn_kf(ij)_qn_kbdl_qn_k
for all d € GF(q™)*, for all i; € A :

Then H* is a set of |\| mutually disjoint hyper-reguli of order ¢q" and of degree
(¢" = 1)/(g"™ —1).

Since the hyper-reguli for n > 3 are not André, it is an open question as to
how many hyper-regulus replacements there actually are — there is, of course,
at least one, from the construction. For n odd, we have:

Theorem 2.3 (Jha and Johnson [5]). If n/(n, k) is odd and

i} y _ ajqkacdl_qk + an—ka_qn—kbdl_qn—k;
e = d € GF(g") ~ {0}

is a hyper-regulus which replaces the hyper-regulus H in the associated Desargue-
sian affine plane X then

" ko_gn—ky — y= qua_lekdl_qk + .Can_ko_/qn_kcqn_kdl—q"—"’;
e d € GF(¢") — {0}

is also a replacement for the hyper-regulus H.

Furthermore, there are a variety of particular examples of such sets of mutu-
ally disjoint hyper-reguli.

Definition 2.4. Let X denote a Desarguesian affine plane of order ¢", for n > 2,
coordinatized by a field Fi;» isomorphic to GF(¢™). Let e # 1 be a divisor of
¢™*) — 1 and define define \ = {ei;i = 1,2,..., (¢ —1)/e}.

Assume that k is an integer less than n such that n/(n,k) > 2. Let w be a
primitive element of GF(¢")*, then for w’, attach an element f(i) of the cyclic
subgroup Cgn_1)/(q(n.x)—1) Of GF(¢")* of order

(¢" —1)/(¢"™F) — 1),

- n—k . n—k
and for w="¢" °, attach an element f (i)~ ¢

As before, we have a coset representative set

Corp = {wf(1),?£(2), ..., w @D f(g™P — 1)}
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for C(qn_l)/(q('n,k)_l) .
Let b, c € F. then (b, c) is said to be an ‘(e, w, \)-group admissible pair’ if and

only if
P (" =1)/(@"F ~1)
<g) ¢ Clgnm—1)/e -

Theorem 2.5 (Jha and Johnson [5]). Assume that (b,c) is an ‘(e,w, \)-group
admissible pair’ and let C,, y be a coset representative set of Cgn_1/(q(n.k)—1) QS iN
Definition 2.4. Let

b )y = et figed 0w et wm B (i)~ bd
e,(n,k) de GF(q”)*, fOT‘ ij c A\ .

Then HE (g Is @ set of (¢"™*) — 1) /e mutually disjoint hyper-reguli of order ¢"
and degree (¢" — 1)/(¢™* — 1).

2.1. Non-group constructions

If ¢ is odd, we may obtain sets of (¢(™*) — 1)/2 mutually disjoint hyper-reguli
using Cyen.»_1) /2. However, other non-group-like sets are possible.

Theorem 2.6 (Jha and Johnson [5]). If ¢ is odd, let \oqq = {1,2, ..., (g™ —
3)/2} and if q is even let Aoyen = {1,2,...,(¢"™*) /2 — 1}. For either case odd or
even, let (b, c) be a (w, \)-admissible pair for A\ = Aoqq O Acven, respectively. Let
Cu, s be a coset representative set of Cyn_1)/(qtn.r)—_1) as in Definition 2.1.

(1) If qis odd let

. [y = et fi)ed 0 2t e (i) bl e

(=22 d € GF(q")*, i; € Aoaa '
Then Hikq(n»k)_n/s is a set of (¢"™*) — 3)/2 mutually disjoint hyper-reguli of
order q" and degree (¢" — 1)/(q¢™") —1).

(2) If g is even let

. _Jy= 29" i f(ij)cdl_qk + an_kw_"fqn_kf(ij)_qn_kbdl_qn_k;
atmh /21 d € GF(q"™)*,for i; € Aeven '
Then H;(n, 0 /a1 is a set of ¢("™*) /2 — 1 mutually disjoint hyper-reguli of order
q" and degree (¢" — 1)/(¢™*) — 1).

Remark 2.7. 1f a choice of subset A produces a set of mutually disjoint hyper-
reguli, so does \ + i, for any fixed integer ig, foriop = 1,2,..., (¢™* — 1).
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Corollary 2.8 (Jha and Johnson [5]). Assume the general conditions of the
previous Theorem 2.6.

(1) Ifqisodd let H: be the set

(q(n,k:) _3)/2710

y = 29" Wi f(i;)ed 1" + 29" Wb (i) pdt

d € GF(¢™)*,
fOT' ’ij € Aodd + %0
Then H? is a set of (¢"™*) — 3) /2 mutually disjoint hyper-reguli of

(q(*)=3)/2,i0
order ¢ and degree (¢" — 1)/(q¢™* —1).

(2) If q is even let Hommrja_1,, be the set
y = a9 wh f(i;)ed =" 4+ 420" W f (i) pdt "
d € GF(¢™)*,
fOT' ij c /\even + 79

Then H;<7t,k>/2—1 is a set of ¢'™*) /2 — 1 mutually disjoint hyper-reguli of
520
order q" and degree (¢" — 1)/(q™") — 1).

3. Culbert-Ebert ‘Sherk surfaces’

Part of the following section also appears in the ‘Handbook of Finite Transla-
tion Planes’ by N.L. Johnson, V. Jha and M. Biliotti, Taylor Books, 2007, and
ultimately depends on the work of Culbert-Ebert. It is repeated here for conve-
nience of exposition.

Culbert and Ebert [3] have constructed various sets of hyper-reguli of order
¢® and degree 1 + q + ¢?. Bruck [1] shows that any hyper-regulus in a De-
sarguesian affine plane of degree 1 + ¢ + ¢? and order ¢ is actually an André
hyper-regulus and Pomareda [8] showed there are actually two possible re-
placements, namely the André replacements. Recall that in the standard setting
there are ¢ — 1 mutually disjoint André hyper-regulus with two components
x = 0,y = 0 and a corresponding affine homology group H of order 1 + ¢ + ¢>
leaving invariant each André hyper-regulus. A subset of hyper-regular is said to
be ‘linear’ if and only if the set is a subset of an André set of ¢ — 1 hyper-reguli
which are orbits under a group isomorphic to H.

Culbert and Ebert [3] actually found sets of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli (so
each is necessarily André) with the property that no subset of at least two hyper-
reguli is linear. Any such subset then can be replaced in two ways producing a
translation plane which cannot be André or indeed generalized André.
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The construction of the sets of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli operates on
the line at infinity of a Desarguesian affine plane of order ¢3. In this context,
consider any hyper-regulus H then there is a collineation of order 3 isomorphic
to the Frobenius automorphism of GF(¢3) over GF(q) which fixes H pointwise.
The group generated by such a collineation is called the ‘stability group’ of the
hyper-regulus. Choose two points on /., P and (), and denote by ¢(P, Q)) the
group generated by the stability groups of all hyper-reguli containing P and Q.
An orbit under ¢(P, Q) of a point R not equal to P or () is called a ‘cover’ (‘Bruck
cover’) and Bruck [2] shows that covers are hyper-reguli (the infinite points of
hyper-reguli in the associated affine Desarguesian plane).

Let N denote the norm function from GF(¢®) to GF(q), so that N(z) =
z1%9+4° Then any hyper-regulus has the following form:
(D) {z € GF(¢®); N(z—a) = [}, for some a € GF(¢?), f € GF(¢)*, or

(i) {az € GF(¢®) U {oo}; N(2=9) = f } for some a,b € GF(¢?), f € GF(q)*.

xT

The main construction device depends on results on ‘Sherk surfaces’:

Definition 3.1. Let N and T denote the norm and trace, respectively, of GF(q?)
over GF(q). Let f,g € GF(q), a,§ € GF(¢?). Then the ‘Sherk surface’ is defined
by:

S(f,,0,9) = {Z € GF(¢*) U {oo}; FN(2) + T(a? 29T1) + T(52) + g = o} .

The set of Sherk surfaces can be partitioned into four orbits under PI'L(2, ¢3).
Two surfaces of the same cardinality are in the same orbit. The cardinalities of
the surfaces are 1, ¢> —q¢+1, ¢> + 1, ¢> + ¢ + 1. The Sherk surfaces of cardinality
q*> + q + 1 are covers or rather hyper-reguli.

Now take a GF(g)-linear combination of two Sherk surfaces that have no
intersection. Then this linear combination will define a set of Sherk surfaces
which are mutually disjoint. The subset of covers of this linear combination
consists then of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli. Then by various choices of gen-
erating Sherk surfaces of the linear combination, certain subsets of covers arise.
For example,

Theorem 3.2 (Part of Lemma 1 and Theorems 2 and 3, Culbert and Ebert
[3]1). Assume that q is an odd prime.

(1) For u € GF(q), let S = S(0,1,0,u). Then S is a cover precisely when u is a
square in GF(q).

(2) Let B denote the bitrace, B(x) = T(z%). Let S = S(0,,4, g), for a,§ €
GF(¢?), not both zero, g € GF(q). Define

A = 4N(a)g — B((a6)? + (ad)? — ad).



Then S is a cover precisely when A is a non-square.

(3) Let S = S(1,a,0,9), a Sherk surface which is not a simple point. Define

P " X A = AN(8') + (¢')2 where & = 6 — a9 T and ¢ = g + 2N(a) — T ().

Then S is a cover precisely when A’ is a square.

page 8/22 - . : o . .
Similarly for ¢ even, the main results identifying covers is the following the-

P — orem.

Theorem 3.3 (Part of Lemma 4 and Theorems 5 and 6, Culbert and Ebert
full screen [31). Let q be even. Let Ty denote the trace function from GF(q) to GF(2).

eles (1) Let u € GF(q)*, and let S = S(0,1,1,u). Then S is a cover precisely when

16(1L+—1) ::0.

quit (2) Let a, § € GF(¢®), not both zero and let g € GF(q). Let S = S(0, , 4, g). Then

S'is a cover if T(ad) # 0 and Ty(c) = 0, where c = (gN(a)+ B(ao))/T(ad)?.

(3) Let S = S(1,a,0,9) be a Sherk surface that is not a single point. Define
§ =6+a”" and ¢ = g+ T(ad). Then S is a cover if g # T(ad) and
To(c") = 0 where ¢’ = N(8")/(g')%

Equipped with these theorems, it is then possible to determine the set of mu-
tually disjoint covers within a linear combination of two appropriately selected
Sherk surfaces.

The construction results of Culbert and Ebert are found in the following the-
orem.

Theorem 3.4 (Part of Theorems 11,12,13,14, Culbert and Ebert [3]).

(i) Let q be an odd prime power > 7. Consider the F-linear combination
£8(1,0,-1,0) + ¢S5(0,0,0,1); f, g € GF(q).

Then the subset of (mutually disjoint) covers has cardinality (q—j’). Further-
more, this set is

{(S(1,0,—1, 9); =4+ g* is a non-zero square in GF(q), g € GF(q)} .

(ii) Let g be an odd prime power > 5 and let u be a fixed non-square. Consider
the F-linear combination

fS(1,0,—u,0) + ¢S(0,0,0,1); f, g € GF(q).

Then the subset of (mutually disjoint) covers has cardinality (q—gl). This

ACADEMIA subset of covers is
PRESS

{S(l, 0, —u, g); —4u® + g* a non-zero square in GF(q)} .
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(iii) Let ¢ = 2™, with m > 3. Let v € GF(q) — {0, 1}.
£8(0,1,1,0) + g5(1,0,0,0); f, g € GF(q).

Then the subset of (mutually disjoint) covers contains a subset of cardinality

@. Furthermore,

(@) if To(v + 1) = O then the subset of covers is

{S, = huf )uf t #£15f € GF(q) — {0}: To(c') = 0}
U{S(0,1,1,v); To(v + 1) = 0},

(b) if To(v + 1) = 1 then the subset of covers is
{SQ 7 fhuf v~ £ 15 f € GR(g) — {01 To(¢') = 0},
where T is the trace function from GF(q) to GF(2) and

, ON(fr e
T oufIT(f2)

for vf~1 # 1 in both cases.

Since these sets of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli arise from a linear combi-
nation of Sherk surfaces, any two hyper-reguli will then linearly generate the
same set. Since a linear set of ¢ — 1 covers is not generated in any of these these
cases, it follows that no two hyper-reguli belong to a linear set. In other words,
any subset of at least two hyper-reguli from either of these three situations will
produce a ‘non-linear’ set. Furthermore, each hyper-regulus has two indepen-
dent replacements and the corresponding translation planes can never be André
or generalized André.

We have seen similar types of hyper-regulus replacements of Jha and Johnson
of order ¢3. However, since the methods of Culbert and Ebert first find the
hyper-reguli as images on the Desarguesian line, and Jha and Johnson find the
replacements for the hyper-reguli and not explicitly the hyper-reguli, it is not
clear how these two sets of translation planes intersect, if they do at all. We
make all of the connections clear in the following sections.

4. A new Sherk pencil

In this section, it is pointed out that there is another Sherk pencil for ¢ even, not
previously determined by Culbert and Ebert. In particular, consider



for u a fixed non-zero element of GF(q), where ¢ is even. Clearly, S(1,0,w,0)

- " >> and S(0,0,0, 1) are disjoint sets. Within this set is the subset

< " » u2 2 . %
S(l,O,u,E—i—ud); for u # d° in GF(¢)* ¢ .

page 10/ 22

According to the criteria established for hyper-reguli ‘covers’ for even order, we

go back recall part (3) of Theorem 3.3. Let S = S(1, a, d, g) be a Sherk surface that is

not a single point. Define §' = §+a? *7 and ¢’ = g+T(ad). Then S is a cover if

full screen g # T(ad) and Ty(c') = -0 where ¢/ = (6’)/& g')?. Sincea=0and § =u = &m

we see that ¢/ = g = %~ +udandc—u3/( + ud)?.

close We claim that

— Ty /(% +ud)?) = 0

for all such elements d in GF(¢)*, such that u # d?. We note that u®/(%- C tud)? =
d?u/(u® + d*). Let ¢ = 27, and recall that Ty(t) = Ty(#?). Hence,

To(u®/(~ 4 ud)?) = To(du? " (u + ).

Now let

d(u+d?>+d*)* " /(u+ d?)
d(u+d)? " L dd® J(u+ d?)
du+d>)? 4 dP(u+ d?)

du? J(u+ d?)

Furthermore, notice that
P (u+d®) ™t = (u+d®)12 = ((d(u+d?)? H

Also, ) )
To(((d(u+d*)* 1)) = To((d(u+d*)* ).
Thus,

Ty (/" - ud)?) = To(n? ™ f(u-+ )

(
To(d(u+d2)2 1 + @ (u+d*)™b)
To(d(u+d*)* 1) + To((d(u + d*)* )2
To(d(u+d*)? 1) + To(d(u+d2)2 1) =0.

ACADEMIA Hence, we have a set of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli. Note that
PRESS

u? u?

— +ud = — + ue
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if and only if
de = u,and d # e.

So, remove the elements y/u and 0 from GF(q). For the remaining ¢—2 elements,
partition the elements into (¢ — 2)/2 sets

1)

and select exactly one element from each set. We then obtain 2(9-2)/2 sets of
cardinality (¢—2)/2 producing the same set of (¢—2)/2 mutually disjoint hyper-
reguli. In the next section we consider the particular hyper-reguli that are Sherk
surfaces and it is then not difficult to see that each set {d, %} determines the
same hyper-regulus H (4,2} in a Desarguesian plane and the individual choices

d or u/d correspond to the two possible replacement hyper-reguli of H (a1}
Theorem 4.1. The previous construction produces a set
02
{S(l,(),u, T+ ud); for u # d* in GF(¢)*, q even}

of (¢ — 2)/2 mutually disjoint hyper-reguli in a Desarguesian plane. There are
3(4=2)/2 possible translation planes obtained from this set.

Proof. For each of the (¢ — 2)/2 hyper-reguli, there are three possible replace-
ments (one trivial). O

5. The hyper-reguli that are Sherk surfaces

We first simply work out the Sherk surfaces
S(f*,0,6,9) = { = € GF(¢*) U {00} 5 f*N(2) + T(a?"271) + T(52) +g =0}

corresponding to hyper-reguli of the form:

Tr—a
{oear@ueans MEZH =1},
that do not contain (c0), so that z — b # 0.

r—a

N
(x—b

)=

if and only if
(x _ CL)H—q—FqQ — f(a:‘ _ b)1+q+q2,



which produces the following equation:
<<« || 4.4

o (f = DN(@) + T((a - fb)7)2'+)

page 12 /22

+T((f919° — 1)) + N(a) — FN(b) =0,

fN(b)). Hence, we obtain:

which determines the Sherk surface S(f — 1,a — fb, fb9T9 — %74 N(a) —
go back

full screen

Lemma 5.1. The hyper-regulus

T —a
close

prm—
NE=S =
for x # b is given by the Sherk surface

quit

S(f —1,a— fb, fb970 — 979" N(a) — fN(b)).

We now apply this lemma to the two Sherk pencils of Culbert and Ebert of
Theorem 3.4(i), as well as to the new Sherk pencil of the previous section.

Case (i). Let g be an odd prime power > 7.

Consider the F'-linear combination

f5(1,0,-1,0) + ¢S5(0,0,0,1); f,g € GF(q).

Then the subset of (mutually disjoint) covers has cardinality @ Further-
more, this set is

{(5(1,0,—1, g); —4+ g° is a non-zero square in GF(q), g € GF(q)} .
Case (ii). Let ¢ be an odd prime power > 5.

Let u be a fixed non-square. Consider the F'-linear combination

fS(1,0,—u,0)+ ¢S(0,0,0,1); f, g € GF(q).

Then the subset of (mutually disjoint) covers has cardinality (q;). This subset
of covers is

{S(1,0,—u, g); —4u® + g* a non-zero square in GF(q)} .
ACADEMIA
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Case (iii). Let ¢ be even.

In the previous sections, we have considered the set of (¢ — 2)/2 hyper-reguli

2
{S(I,O,u, % + ud); for u # d? in GF(¢)*, ¢ even} .

We now therefore see that all of these three of these sets in cases (i), (ii), (iii)
have the basic Sherk surface S(1, 0, u, g), for u a fixed element of GF(¢)*.

From Lemma 5.1, we match this with

S(f = 1,(a = f0)/(f = 1), (FBT = a®) /(f = 1), (N(a) = FN(B)/(f — 1)).

Therefore, a = fb. Now assume that a and b are in GF(q). Hence, we must have

(fOUFT —att ) J(f=1) = (f62—a®)/(f—1) = (fOP = f207)/(f —1) = — fb* = u.
So,
f= —u/bg.
So, a = —u/b. So
—u® /b3 + (u/b?)b°
—(u/b?+1)

—u® /6% + (u/b%)b? —udqubt _ u®—u?) _ u(®—u) 2
—(u/b%+1) ~ Tb(u+b2) — —b(utb?) 7 =7 — ub. Thus, we

(N(a) = fN®)/(f=1)) =

Note that
have

Lemma 5.2. The hyper-regulus

N(%) S—

for x # b is given by the Sherk surface

2

S(1,0,u, % — ub),

for b # .
Theorem 5.3. The set of Sherk surfaces

2
{5(1, 0, u, % —ud); foru # d? in GF(q)*}

is a set of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli.

(i) When q is odd and u is a non-square, the set has (¢ — 1)/2 hyper-reguli.



page 14 /22

go back

full screen

close

quit

ACADEMIA
PRESS

) =

UNIVERSITEIT
GENT

(ii) When q is odd and u is a square, the set has (¢ — 3)/2 hyper-reguli.
(iii) When q is even, the set has (q¢ — 3)/2 hyper-reguli.

An alternative notation for the above set is given by in terms of the norm as
follows:

{{y = xm; N(x;_uc/id) = —u/d’ } Jd* # U}

is the corresponding set of André nets.

Proof The proof is clear from the previous sections but in terms of cardinality
of the sets, note when ¢ is odd and v is a non-square then d? cannot be u. Then
“72 —ud = “; — ue if and only ¢d = u, for ¢ # d. Hence, we may partition the
set GF(q)* into (¢ — 1)/2 sets {d,u/d}. If ¢ is odd and « is a non-zero square
then we need to avoid +./u, and 0, leaving ¢ — 3 elements, which again are
partitioned into sets {d, u/d}, producing (¢ — 3)/3 hyper-reguli. When ¢ is even,
the arguments of the previous section are similar and we obtain a set of (¢—2)/2

hyper-reguli. O

In the next section, we shall generalize the sets of mutually disjoint hyper-
reguli of orders ¢® and degree (¢ —1)/(q — 1) to mutually disjoint hyper-reguli
of orders ¢™ and degree (¢" — 1)/(q¢ — 1). When n > 3, the hyper-reguli turn
out not to be André hyper-reguli so our description cannot be in terms of norms
as given in the last part of the previous theorem. We then turn to considering
the description in terms of the replacement hyper-reguli. In order to do this, we
consider certain mappings.

First a general lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Consider an André hyper-regulus As in standard form and consider
the mapping (z,y) — (x,y) {Z 2}, where A = ad—bc # 0. Assume that ac # 0.

b+dm
a+cm

The image of y = xm for mlitatd® — 5 s Yy==x ( ), assuming that the image

does not contain x = 0, (i.e. the corresponding (c0)). Letting m* = (M>, we

a+cm
m* — g [ (d- gc)m _[Am\c ¢
m* — % N b— ga T \=-AJa am'

Hence, the image hyper-regulus is of the form

m*—g c

see that
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Since we are interested in hyper-reguli with form {y =axm; N (”“/ 9 = —u/d? },

x—d
wetakea = ¢ =1, b = —u/d and d in GF(q)*. Hence, for § = —u/d?, we see that
André net A; maps to {y =axm; N (‘T;‘C/ld) = —u/d? } . Consider a component
y = 9z, such that N(z) = 6 = —u/d? of one of the replacement hyper-reguli

1 —u/d
1 d
age is the set of elements (z + 2%z, —zu/d + x?d) which is clearly on the set
y = z%(zd) + a:qz(—qud)u. Note that —z179d = u/dQZ_qzd = (zd)_q2u.

Now from Theorem 2.3, we see that

of As. We work out the image under (z,y) — (x,y) { ] The im-

{y =z9(zd) + 24 (zd)_qzu; N(zd) = —u/dg}
and
{y =21 )z + 27 (@ 0)2) " u N(2) = —u/(d w)?}
_ {y = 29(d" )z + 29 (d"12); N(2) = —u/(d_lu)Q}

are replacements for each other. That is, d is the basic element in the first set
then u/d is the basic element in the second set. Hence, a choice of one element
of each set {d, u/d} determines what replacement set one is considering and we
may do this per element d (such that d?> # u). Hence, we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.5. A set of replacement hyper-reguli for the hyper-reguli of the set

{{y = zm; N(xx+_uc/zd) = —u/d? } Jd? u}

) {{y = 29(2d) + ajqz(Zd)_th; N(z) = _u/dQ} ;d2 7 U} ,

where one element is chosen from each set {d,u/d} for each element d in GF(q)*
such that d? # u for u in GF(q)*.

6. Generalization to ¢", n odd

We now define a set of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli of order ¢, for n odd and
degree (¢ — 1)/(q — 1) as follows. Consider the set

{{y =z9(z2d) + xq_l(zd)_q_lu; PACHR DVAC T DR —U(n_l)/Q/dn_l} ;de GF(Q)*} .
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Actually, underlying this set is an associated Desarguesian affine plane > with
spread as follows:
x =0,y =xzm;m € GF(¢").

We first maintain that each set
{y = CUq(Zd) + .Cqul(Zd)_qilu; Z(qn—l)/(q—l) — _u(n—l)/Q/dn—l}

defines a replacement hyper-regulus for some hyper-regulus in the ¥, which is
implicitly defined as follows: For a given set

Y = aj‘q(,?,’od) + $q71 (Zod)_qilu,
that is for a specific 2o such that 2{¢ /(™Y = _y (=172 jgn—1 e ask if the
intersections with the associated components of the form y = xm are always
1-dimensional GF(q)-subspaces. If this is so then applying the kernel homology
mappings (z,y) — (zt,yt), for t € GF(¢™)*, we obtain functions

1

y = 29 (zod)t' "9 + xqfl(zod)_qfltl_qf u.
Since z = zyt'~? and z, both have the property that

wld =D/ (a=1) — _u(n—l)/Q/dn—l ,
for w = z or 2o and since (zodt'=7)"9 " = (29d)~? t'~7 ', we need only check
that the set of (¢" —1)/(¢—1) images under the kernel homology group of order
(¢"™ — 1) forms a partial spread and then that the full set of hyper-reguli forms a
partial spread. Therefore, assume that we have an intersection between two of
components of putative set of hyper-reguli:

y = z%(zd) + :L’q_l(zd)_q_lu and y = z9(z%e) + xq_l(z*e)_q_lu
where

AT D/ @) — _yn=1)/2 jgnt gnd p#@" =D/ a=1) — _yy(n=1)/2 jgn—1

Note that if d = e, we are considering the same putative hyper-regulus and
showing that there is no solution proves that we have a set of hyper-reguli. Then
if d is not e, subject to the conditions mentioned, then proving that there is no
solution shows that we have a set of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli. Therefore,
assume that for some non-zero x, we have

x?(zd) + 24 (zd)_qflu =zi(z%e) + 24 (Z*e)_qflu.

Then we must have

(2d — z%e)@"~D/(@=D) = ((z*e)7 ' — (zd)~¢ )" ~D/(@" Dy,
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Note that

((z"e)™*

L (Zd)—q’1>(q”—1)/(q—1) = (2d — z*e) 0" /(01 /(527 e)(d" ~ 1)/ (e 1)
= (2d — z*e)(q"—l)/(q—l)/(u(n—l)/2du(n—1)/26)
= (2d — z*e)(@" = D/(@=1) /("L e) .
Assume that
zd = z"e.
Then it follows that u("~1/2q = 4("=1)/2¢ g0 that d = e and hence z = z*,

implying that the two functions are identical. Therefore, we must have that

(zd — Z*@(q”—l)/(q—l) — ((Z*e)—q‘l _ (Zd)—q_l)(q"—l)/(q"—l)un

implies that
de = u.

Now again using Theorem 2.3, we see, considering the two elements of {d, u/d},
that each defines a replacement hyper-regulus of the other.

Now consider the situations:
(i) ¢ odd and u non-square in GF(q),

(ii) ¢ odd and u non-zero square in GF(q), and
(iii) ¢ even and u non-zero in GF(q).

Applying the argument of Theorem 5.3, we see that we obtain (¢ — 1)/2
mutually disjoint hyper-reguli in case (i), (¢ — 3)/2 mutually disjoint hyper-
reguli in case (ii) and (¢ — 2)/2 mutually disjoint hyper-reguli in case (iii).

Hence, we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 6.1. Let X be a Desarguesian affine plane of order ¢™ with spread
x =0,y =xzm;m € GF(¢").

Choose any element u of GF(q)*. Let \ be any set of elements of GF(q)* with the
property that for d, e in \ then de # u. Then

{{y = z9(zd) + :cq_l(zd)_q_lu; Za"=D/(a=1) — —u(”_l)/Q/d”_l} ;de )\}
orms a set of mutually disjoint hyper-reguli.
y disj yp g

(i) If g is odd and u is a non-square then X\ has cardinality (¢ — 1)/2.
(ii) If ¢ is odd and w is a non-zero square that A\ has cardinality (¢ — 3)/2.

(iii) If ¢ is even and and u is a non-gero element of GF(q) then A has cardinality

(¢—2)/2.
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(iv) The corresponding translation plane obtained by taking components the ele-
ments of the above set and the components of the Desarguesian affine plane
¥ that do not intersect this set will be called X ,,.

(v) For each set )\, form another set \* such that for each d € \, d* is either d or
u/d. Then \* also determines a translation plane.
Hence, there are 2/*! possible translation planes so constructed for each ele-
ment w.

7. The isomorphisms of the translation planes X ,,

Here we assume that we have two translation planes of order ¢”, X, , and
Y-+ and assume these planes are isomorphic. By results of Jha and Johnson
[5], we may assume that the

{{y = z29(zd) + :cqfl(zd)_qflu; 2" =D/(a=1) = —u(”_l)/Q/d”_l} ;de )\}
is mapped to
{{y = 29(zd) + :cqfl(zd)_qflu; PR VAC R —(u*)(”_l)/Z/d”_l} ;de )\*}

by a collineation of the associated Desarguesian affine plane, necessarily then
of the form

@ — @ | .

Assume that ) )
y=2a(zd)+z? (2d)”? wu

is mapped to )

y=x(z*d") + xqfl(z*d*)_qf u*,
for d € X and for d* in \*. The image of
y=x9(2d) + xqil(zd)_qflu

has elements

—1 1

(m“a + (279(2d)? + 277 (2d)”77 u%)e,

1

z7b+ (279(2d)° + x”q_l(zd)_”q_ u")e) .
Assume that n > 3, then in order that these elements are on

1

y =x(z*d") + xq_l(z*d*)_q_ u®,
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2 -2 . . .
there cannot be an element 29 or 29 ~ with non-zero coefficients. If the terms
are worked out we must have

(2%a + (279(2d)° + 27 (2d)"°7 u%)c)d(2*d*)
+ (% + (x%9(2d)° + G (Zd)_(”flu")c)‘f1 (z*d*)_qilu*
=z7b+ (z99(2d)? + G (zd)_aq_lua)e,

for all elements x € GF(q™). Since this is a polynomial identity, we see that
the coefficients on the z¢° and a:q_Q, are both zero, since n > 3 and hence
> 4. The coefficient on the %" -term is (2d)?¢(z*d*), forcing ¢ = 0. But this
implies in turn that b = 0 since this is the only coefficient on the z-term. Since
all of the translation planes constructed admit the kernel homology group as a
collineation group leaving invariant each hyper-regulus in question, it follows
that we may assume that ¢« = 1. Hence, we obtain

x%9(z"d") + xaq_l(z*d*)_q_lu* = (299(2d)? + xaq_l(zd)_aq_lua)e,
for all elements = € GF(¢™). Therefore,
(zd)%e = z*d", (zd)_"q_lu"e = (z*d*)_q_lu*.
So, we must have
(z*d%)e ™)™ ' = (2d)°™7 = (2*d")"7 u*(ue) L.
Hence, we see that
edt = ¥ (u?) L.
Note that since n is odd, then e(@ =1 = 1 and (¢2—1,¢" —1) = ¢ —1 = ¢—1.
So the order of e divides ¢ — 1. Then ¢4t = 9712 = ¢2 50 that €? is in GF(q),
implying that {ea + 3;a, 3 € GF(q)} is a subfield of order ¢? or ¢. Since n is
odd, then the subfield is of order ¢, so that e is in GF(q). Therefore, we have

u' =u’e? and \* = \e.

So, for example, assume that ¢ is an odd prime. Since there are 2/*! possible
sets \ for the same element u, we see that e? = 41, implying that there are ex-
actly Q‘M_l, mutually non-isomorphic translation planes constructed and more
generally for ¢ = p”, there are at least g /r. Thus, we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 7.1. The translation planes ¥y, and - .~ of order ¢" = p*", p a
prime for n odd and n > 3 are isomorphic if and only if

u* =u%e? and \* = \e,

where e is an element of GF(q)*. Hence, there are at least 2! /r mutually disjoint
translation planes.
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Remark 7.2. So for n > 3, when ¢ is odd then A\ has cardinality (¢ — 1)/2 or
(q—3)/2, respectively as u is a non-square or a non-zero square. Hence, there are
at least 2(¢=3)/2 /r or 2(¢=5)/2 /r mutually non-isomorphic planes of odd order.
When ¢ is even, )\ has cardinality (¢ — 2)/2 and there are at least 2(4=2)/2 /-
mutually non-isomorphic planes of even order. Note that since n > 3, there is
no requirement on ¢ other that it not be 3.

Now consider a translation plane obtained by replacement of any subset of .
By Jha and Johnson [6], assuming that n > 3, we know that the full collineation
group of any translation plane constructed by replacement of any non-empty
subset of \ is the stablizer of this set in the associated Desarguesian affine plane.
What this means is that the previous argument does not really depend on the
full set \ and applies more generally to any proper subset of \. Hence, two
translation planes constructed using subsets of different cardinality are neces-
sarily non-isomorphic and two subsets of the same cardinality are isomorphic
under the same conditions as in the above theorem. Considered in this way, for
each set )\, we have 3/* — 1 non-Desarguesian translation planes obtained by
the choice of one of three possible replacement nets for a given hyper-regulus
(two proper replacements and the choice of not choosing this particular set to
replace).

Theorem 7.3. Let 7w be a translation plane of order q", ¢ = p", for p a prime and
n > 3, constructed from X, ,, by choosing a subset \' and then choosing one of
two possible replacements.

(1) Then there are at least
B —-1)/(¢-1,2)r
mutually non-isomorphic planes.

(2) There are at least
2M BN —1)/((¢ - 1,2)r)?

mutually non-isomorphic planes by varying the sets \.
(3) If q is an odd prime then there are at least

2(q—3)/2(3(q—1)/2 —1)/4

mutually non-isomorphic translation planes when u is a non-square and at
least
2(a=5)/2(3(a=3)/2 _ 1) /4

mutually non-isomorphic translation planes, when u is a non-gero square.



page 21 /22

go back

full screen

close

quit

ACADEMIA
PRESS

) =

UNIVERSITEIT
GENT

8. Connecting ideas

The new classes of translation planes that we have constructed may be con-
nected to the main construction theorem of Jha and Johnson 2.5. Just from the
general form of this result, it would appear that all of our translation planes
may be placed within the context of this theorem. Still, however, such classes
should be considered new examples of admissible pairs producing planes under
the general theory.

To illustrate, consider the planes X ,, in Theorem 6.1, when ¢ is odd and w is
a non-square. We connect this class to the class of Jha and Johnson in Theorem
2.5, where the idea is to use the cyclic group of order (¢ — 1)/2, C(4_1)/2 of
GF(g)* and a choice of element b such that b@"~D/(a=1) ¢ C(, ;5. To connect
these two classes of planes, recall that for X, ,,, there is an implicit partition of
GF(q)* in (¢ — 1)/2 pairs {3, u/3} to one may construct sets A by choosing one
element out of each pair of the partition. We have pointed out that this amounts
to making different choices of the at least two possible replacement hyper-reguli
when n is odd. Note also that if 5 is a square or non-square, respectively as u/3
is non-square or square. Since C(,_;)/, contains the full set of (¢ — 1)/2 non-
zero squares on GF(q), we see that if we choose a set A\ by selecting all of the
squares from the sets {3, u/3}, and choose b = u, the plane X, ,, and the group-
constructed plane of Jha-Johnson are identical.

We note that since general theory of Jha-Johnson is valid for arbitrary n, odd
or even, the possible connection between admissible sets and how two such sets
might be related via different choices of replacements per hyper-regulus is not
considered.
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