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Abstract

Let V be a finite dimensional vector space over a finite field. Suppose that F1,
F2, . . . , Fr are r-cross t-intersecting families of k-subspaces of V . In this paper, we
determine the extremal structure when

∏r

i=1
|Fi| is maximum under the condition that

dim(
⋂

F∈Fi
F ) < t for each i.
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1 Introduction

Intersection problems originate from the famous Erdős-Ko-Rado theorem [9]. For decades,

these problems have attracted widespread attention. We refer readers to [1, 2, 4, 8, 11, 12,

13, 16, 19, 20, 21] for rich results of sets. Intersection problems are also studied on some

other mathematical objects, for example, vector spaces.

Let V be an n-dimensional vector space over the finite field Fq. Denote the family of all

k-subspaces of V by
[

V
k

]

. A family F ⊆
[

V
k

]

is called t-intersecting if dim(F1 ∩ F2) > t for

any F1, F2 ∈ F . The Erdős-Ko-Rado Theorem for vector spaces [10, 14, 15] shows that each

member of a maximum-sized t-intersecting subfamily of
[

V
k

]

contains a fixed t-subspace of

V when n > 2k. In [3, 6, 17, 18], the Hilton-Milner theorem for vector spaces was proved,

providing the structure of the second largest maximal t-intersecting subfamilies of
[

V
k

]

.

Let r > 2. Suppose that F1,F2, . . . ,Fr are subfamilies of
[

V
k

]

with dim(
⋂r

i=1 Fi) > t

for any Fi ∈ Fi, 1 6 i 6 r. We say they are r-cross t-intersecting families. Observe

that r-cross t-intersecting families generalize t-intersecting families. Indeed, if r = 2 and

F1 = F2 = F , then F is t-intersecting. A natural problem is maximizing
∑r

i=1 |Fi|. Wang

and Zhang [19] completely determined the extremal structure when r = 2. Another natural

∗
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problem focuses on
∏r

i=1 |Fi|. An Erdős-Ko-Rado type theorem [7] states that, for large

n,
∏r

i=1 |Fi| is maximum implies that dim(
⋂r

i=1

⋂

F∈Fi
F ) = t. In [7], assuming r = 2 and

dim(
⋂2

i=1

⋂

F∈Fi
F ) < t, the authors also described F1 and F2 when |F1||F2| takes the

maximum value.

For T ∈
[

V
t

]

, L,M ∈
[

V
k+1

]

and Z ∈
[

V
t+2

]

with T ⊆ L∩M and dim(L∩M) > t+2, write

H1(T,L,M) =

{

F ∈

[

V

k

]

: T ⊆ F, dim(F ∩ L) > t+ 1

}

∪

{

F ∈

[

M

k

]

: T 6⊆ F

}

,

H2(Z) =

{

F ∈

[

V

k

]

: dim(F ∩ Z) > t+ 1

}

.

Observe that if F1 = H1(T,L,M) and F2 = H1(T,M,L), or F1 = F2 = H2(Z), then F1

and F2 are 2-cross t-initersecting families with dim(
⋂

F∈Fi
F ) < t, i = 1, 2.

In this paper, we characterize the structure of F1, F2, . . . , Fr when
∏r

i=1 |Fi| is maxi-

mum under the condition that dim(
⋂

F∈Fi
F ) < t for each i.

Theorem 1.1. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k > t+1 and n > 2k+2t+5. Assume

that F1,F2 ⊆
[

V
k

]

are 2-cross t-intersecting families with dim(
⋂

F∈Fi
F ) < t for each i. If

|F1||F2| takes the maximum value, then one of the following holds.

(i) F1 = H1(T,L,M) and F2 = H1(T,M,L) for some T ∈
[

V
t

]

and L,M ∈
[

V
k+1

]

with

T ⊆ L ∩M and dim(L ∩M) > t+ 2.

(ii) F1 = F2 = H2(Z) for some Z ∈
[

V
t+2

]

.

Morover, if k > 2t+1, then (i) holds; if k 6 2t+1, then (ii) holds, or (k, t) = (3, 1) and (i)

holds.

Theorem 1.2. Let n, r, k and t be positive integers with k − t + 1 > r > 3 and n >

2k + 2t+ 2r + 1. Assume that F1,F2, . . . ,Fr ⊆
[

V
k

]

are r-cross t-intersecting families with

dim(
⋂

F∈Fi
F ) < t for each i, and

∏r
i=1 |Fi| takes the maximum value.

(i) If k > 2t+ 2r − 3, then Fi = H1(T,M,M) (i = 1, 2, . . . , r) for some T ∈
[

V
t+r−2

]

and

M ∈
[

V
k+1

]

with T ⊆ M .

(ii) If k 6 2t+ 2r − 3, then Fi = H2(Z) (i = 1, 2, . . . , r) for some Z ∈
[

V
t+r

]

.

The first theorem can be seen as a product version of the Hilton-Milner theorem for vector

spaces. The second implies the structure of maximum-sized non-trivial r-wise t-intersecting

families in [7].

2 Inequalities concerning 2-cross t-intersecting families

In this section, we show some inequalities concerning 2-cross t-intersecting families in prepa-

ration for the proof of our main results. The Gaussian binomial coefficient is defined by
[

n

k

]

:=
∏

06i<k

qn−i − 1

qk−i − 1
.

We begin with a lemma about it, which can be easily checked.

2



Lemma 2.1. Let m and i be positive integers with i < m. Then

qm−i <
qm − 1

qi − 1
< qm−i+1, qi(m−i) <

[

m

i

]

< qi(m−i+1).

Let T be a subspace of V and F ⊆
[

V
k

]

. From now on, write FT = {F ∈ F : T ⊆ F},

and “cross t-intersecting” instead of “2-cross t-intersecting”. If k > t and dim(T ∩ F ) > t

for each F ∈ F , then T is called a t-cover of F . Define the t-covering number τt(F ) of F

as the minimum dimension of a t-cover of F . Observe that dim(
⋂

F∈F
F ) < t if and only if

t+ 1 6 τt(F ) 6 n.

Lemma 2.2. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k > t+1 and n > 2k+2t+5. Suppose

that F1,F2 ⊆
[

V
k

]

are cross t-intersecting families with τt(F1) = τt(F2) = t + 1, and B is

the set of all members of F2 not containing any (t+ 1)-dimensional t-cover of F1. Then

|B| 6 qk−3t−1

[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

Proof. We may assume that B 6= ∅, and S ∈
[

V
t+1

]

is a t-cover of F2. Observe that

B ⊆
⋃

U∈[S
t
]

BU . (2.1)

Let U ∈
[

S
t

]

with BU 6= ∅. Since τt(F1) = t+1, there exists F1 ∈ F1 with dim(U∩F1) 6 t−1.

Write α = dim(U ∩ F1) and H = U + F1. For each G ∈ BU , by dim(G ∩ F1) > t, we have

dim(H ∩G) > 2t− α > t+ 1. Hence

BU ⊆
⋃

R∈[ H

t+1], U⊆R

BR. (2.2)

Let R ∈
[

H
t+1

]

with U ⊆ R and BR 6= ∅. By the definition of B, R is not a t-cover of F1.

Then there exists F2 ∈ F1 with dim(R ∩ F2) 6 t− 1. Note that F2 is a t-cover of BR. By

[7, Lemma 2.4], there exists a (2t+ 1− dim(R ∩ F2))-subspace R′ of V such that

|BR| 6

[

k − dim(R ∩ F2)

t− dim(R ∩ F2)

]

|FR′ | 6

[

k − t+ 1

1

]t−dim(R∩F2)[n− 2t− 1 + dim(R ∩ F2)

k − 2t− 1 + dim(R ∩ F2)

]

.

For integer a 6 k − 1, since n > 2k − t+ 1, we have

[

n−a
k−a

]

[

n−a−1
k−a−1

] =
qn−a − 1

qk−a − 1
> qn−k

> qk−t+1
>

[

k − t+ 1

1

]

.

Note that t− dim(R ∩ F2) > 1. We derive

|BR| 6

[

k − t+ 1

1

][

n− t− 2

k − t− 2

]

.
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Then by (2.1) and (2.2), we obtain

|B| 6

[

t+ 1

1

][

k − α

1

][

k − t+ 1

1

][

n− t− 2

k − t− 2

]

. (2.3)

Let S′ be a t-cover of F1 with dimension t+1. We have dim(S ∩S′) > t by [7, Lemma 2.7].

Then dim(U ∩ S′) > t− 1. Hence

t 6 dim(S′ ∩ F1) 6 dim((S′ ∩ U) ∩ F1) + dimS′ − dim(S′ ∩ U) 6 α+ 2,

which implies that α > t− 2. Then by n > 2k + 2t+ 5, (2.3) and Lemma 2.1, we have

|B|
[

n−t−1
k−t−1

] 6
qk−t−1 − 1

qn−t−1 − 1

[

t+ 1

1

][

k − t+ 1

1

][

k − t+ 2

1

]

6 qk−3t−1,

as desired. ✷

For T ∈
[

V
t

]

, L,M ∈
[

V
k+1

]

and Z ∈
[

V
t+2

]

with T ⊆ M ∩L and dim(M ∩L) > t+2, note

that |H1(T,L,M)| and |H2(Z)| are independent of the choice of M , L, T and Z. Write

h1(n, k, t) = |H1(T,L,M)|, h2(n, k, t) = |H2(Z)|.

Lemma 2.3. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k > t+ 2 and n > 2k + 2t+ 5. Then

h1(n, k, t) >
383

384

[

k − t+ 1

1

][

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

, h2(n, k, t) >
1023

1024

[

t+ 2

1

][

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

Proof. By [17, Lemma 2.4] and h2(n, k, t) =
[

t+2
1

][

n−t−1
k−t−1

]

− q
[

t+1
1

][

n−t−2
k−t−2

]

, we have

h1(n, k, t)
[

k−t+1
1

][

n−t−1
k−t−1

] > 1−
1

qn−2k+t−1(q2 − 1)
> 1−

1

q3t+4(q2 − 1)
>

383

384
,

h2(n, k, t)
[

t+2
1

][

n−t−1
k−t−1

] > 1−
qk−t−1 − 1

qn−t−1 − 1
> 1−

1

qn−k
> 1−

1

q3t+7
>

1023

1024
,

as desired. ✷

Lemma 2.4. Let n, k and t be positive integers with k > t + 2 and n > 2k + 2t + 5.

Suppose F1,F2 ⊆
[

V
k

]

are cross t-intersecting families with τt(F1) > τt(F2) > t + 1 and

(τt(F1), τt(F2)) 6= (t+ 1, t+ 1). Then |F1||F2| < (h1(n, k, t))
2.

Proof. We first show

|F1||F2| 6

[

t+ 1

1

][

t+ 2

2

][

k − t+ 1

1

]3[
n− t− 1

k − t− 1

][

n− t− 2

k − t− 2

]

. (2.4)

If τt(F2) = t+ 1, then τt(F1) > t+ 2. By [7, Lemma 2.5], we have

|F1||F2|
[

t+1
1

][

k−t+1
1

][

n−t−1
k−t−1

] 6

[

τt(F1)

t

][

k

1

]τt(F1)−t−2[
k − t+ 1

1

]2[
n− τt(F1)

k − τt(F1)

]

.
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This together with [7, Lemma 2.3 (ii)] produces (2.4). If τt(F2) > t+2, then τt(F1) > t+2.

We get

|F1||F2| 6
2
∏

i=1

[

τt(Fi)

t

][

k

1

]τt(Fi)−t−2[
k − t+ 1

1

]2[
n− τt(Fi)

k − τt(Fi)

]

from [7, Lemma 2.5]. This together with [7, Lemma 2.3 (ii)] also produces (2.4).

By n > 2k + 2t+ 5, (2.4) and Lemma 2.1, we have

|F1||F2|
[

k−t+1
1

]2[n−t−1
k−t−1

]2
6

qk−t−1 − 1

qn−t−1 − 1

[

t+ 1

1

][

t+ 2

2

][

k − t+ 1

1

]

6 q2k+2t+4−n <
3832

3842
.

This together with Lemma 2.3 yields the desired result. ✷

3 Proof of main results

In this section, we first show Theorem 1.1, and then based on this result prove Theorem 1.2.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We may suppose that F1,F2 are non-empty cross t-intersecting families of k-subspaces of

V with τt(Fi) > t+ 1 for each i, and |F1||F2| takes the maximum value. Observe that

|F1||F2| > max
i∈{1,2}

(hi(n, k, t))
2. (3.1)

We claim that τt(F1) = τt(F2) = t + 1. Indeed, if (τt(F1), τt(F2)) 6= (t + 1, t + 1), then

k > t+ 2. By Lemma 2.4, we have |F1||F2| < (h1(n, k, t))
2. This contradicts (3.1).

Denote the set of all t-covers of Fi with dimension t+ 1 by Ti for each i. Write

A1 = {F ∈ F1 : ∃S ∈ T2, S ⊆ F} , B1 = {F ∈ F1 : ∀S ∈ T2, S 6⊆ F}.

A2 = {F ∈ F2 : ∃S ∈ T1, S ⊆ F} , B2 = {F ∈ F2 : ∀S ∈ T1, S 6⊆ F}.
(3.2)

Observe that F1 = A1 ∪B1 and F2 = A2 ∪ B2. On the other hand, by [7, Lemma 2.7], T1

and T2 are cross t-intersecting, implying that t 6 τt(Ti) 6 t+1 for each i. In the following,

we investigate F1 and F2 in two cases.

Case 1. (τt(T1), τt(T2)) 6= (t+ 1, t+ 1).

If k = t + 1, then by the maximality of F1 and F2, we have T2 ⊆ F1 ⊆ T2 and

T1 ⊆ F2 ⊆ T1, implying that F1 = T2 and F2 = T1. So τt(T1) = τt(T2) = t + 1. This

contradicts the assumption that (τt(T1), τt(T2)) 6= (t+ 1, t+ 1). Consequently k > t+ 2.

For i ∈ {1, 2} and A ∈
[

V
t

]

with (Ti)A 6= ∅, let E be the space spanned by the union of

all memebers of (Ti)A. For S0 ∈ (Ti)A and F0 ∈ Fi \ (Fi)A, we have dim(S0 ∩ F0) = t and

dim(A ∩ F0) = t− 1. Then k + 1 = dim(A+ F0) 6 dim(S0 + F0) = k + 1. We further get

A+ F0 = S0 + F0 = E + F0, dim(A+ F0) = k + 1. (3.3)

5



Therefore

t+ 1 6 dimE 6 k + 1, |(Ti)A| 6

[

dimE − t

1

]

6

[

k − t+ 1

1

]

. (3.4)

Case 1.1. (τt(T1), τt(T2)) = (t, t).

Let M and L be the spaces spanned by the union of all members of T1 and T2, respec-

tively, and m = dimM , ℓ = dimL. By (3.4), we have m, ℓ ∈ {t+ 1, t+ 2, . . . , k + 1}.

Suppose (m, ℓ) 6= (k+ 1, k + 1). We may assume m 6 k+ 1 and ℓ 6 k. Since τt(T2) = t,

by (3.4), we obtain |T2| 6
[

ℓ−t
1

]

6
[

k−t
1

]

. Then

|A1| 6

[

k − t

1

][

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

This together with (3.2) and Lemma 2.2 produces

|F1| 6

([

k − t

1

]

+ qk−3t−1

)[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

Similarly, we derive

|F2| 6

([

k − t+ 1

1

]

+ qk−3t−1

)[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

Then by Lemma 2.1, we have

|F1||F2|
[

k−t+1
1

]2[n−t−1
k−t−1

]2
6

qk−t − 1 + qk−3t−1(q − 1)

qk−t+1 − 1
·

(

1 +
qk−3t−1(q − 1)

qk−t+1 − 1

)

6

(

1

q
+

1

q2t+1

)(

1 +
1

q2t+1

)

6
5

8
·
9

8
<

3832

3842
.

This together with Lemma 2.3 produces |F1||F2| < (h1(n, k, t))
2, which contradicts (3.1).

Therefore m = ℓ = k + 1.

Suppose that t-subspaces T1 and T2 are t-covers of T1 and T2, respectively. Assume

T1 6= T2. Observe that |T1| > 2. Then T2 6⊆ S1 for some S1 ∈ T1. Note that T1 and T2

are cross t-intersecting. It is routine to check that dim(T2 ∩ S1) = t− 1. For S2 ∈ T2, since

dim(S2 ∩ S1) > t, we have S2 ⊆ T2 + S1. Then k + 1 = ℓ 6 dim(T2 + S1) = t + 2, which

contradicts the fact that k > t+ 2. Thus T1 = T2 ∈
[

L∩M
t

]

.

Let F1 ∈ F1 \ (F1)T1
and F2 ∈ F2 \ (F2)T1

. We have dim(F1 ∩M) = dim(F2 ∩ L) = k

by (3.3). Therefore

F1 \ (F1)T1
⊆

{

F ∈

[

M

k

]

: T1 6⊆ F

}

, F2 \ (F2)T1
⊆

{

F ∈

[

L

k

]

: T1 6⊆ F

}

.

For F3 ∈ (F1)T1
, by dim(F2 ∩ F3) > t and T1 6⊆ F2 ⊆ L, we have dim(F3 ∩ L) > t+ 1. So

(F1)T1
⊆

{

F ∈

[

V

k

]

: T1 ⊆ F, dim(F ∩ L) > t+ 1

}

.

6



Similarly, we derive that

(F2)T1
⊆

{

F ∈

[

V

k

]

: T1 ⊆ F, dim(F ∩M) > t+ 1

}

.

Suppose that dim(L ∩M) 6 t + 1. Then {F ∈
[

M
k

]

: T1 6⊆ F} and {F ∈
[

L
k

]

: T1 6⊆ F} are

not cross t-intersecting. Consequently for some i ∈ {1, 2},

|Fi \ (Fi)T1
| <

∣

∣

∣

∣

{

F ∈

[

M

k

]

: T1 6⊆ F

}∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Then |F1||F2| < (h1(n, k, t))
2, which contradicts (3.1). So dim(L ∩M) > t+ 2.

Notice that H1(T1, L,M), H1(T1,M,L) are cross t-intersecting and F1 ⊆ H1(T1, L,M),

F2 ⊆ H1(T1,M,L). By the maximality of F1 and F2, we have F1 = H1(T1, L,M) and

F2 = H1(T1,M,L).

Case 1.2. (τt(T1), τt(T2)) 6= (t, t).

W.l.o.g., assume that (τt(T1), τt(T2)) = (t+1, t). SupposeT2 = {S}. Since T1 and T2 are

cross t-intersecting, we have T1 =
⋃

T∈[S
t
](T1)T . For each T ∈

[

S
t

]

, we have |(T1)T | 6
[

k−t+1
1

]

by (3.4). Then |T1| 6
[

t+1
1

][

k−t+1
1

]

. We further get

|A2| 6

[

t+ 1

1

][

k − t+ 1

1

][

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

This together with (3.2) and Lemma 2.2 yields

|F2| 6

([

t+ 1

1

][

k − t+ 1

1

]

+ qk−3t−1

)[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

Since |T2| = 1, we have |A1| 6
[

n−t−1
k−t−1

]

. This together with (3.2) and Lemma 2.2 produces

|F1| 6
(

1 + qk−3t−1
)

[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

Then by Lemma 2.1, we have

|F1||F2|
[

k−t+1
1

]2[n−t−1
k−t−1

]2
6

(

1 + qk−3t−1
)

(

qt+1 − 1

qk−t+1 − 1
+

qk−3t−1(q − 1)2

(qk−t+1 − 1)2

)

<
(

1 + qk−3t−1
)

(

1

qk−2t
+

1

qk+t+1

)

=
1

qk−2t
+

1

qt+1
+

1

qk+t+1
+

1

q4t+2
6

51

64
<

3832

3842

(3.5)

for k > 2t+ 1, and

|F1||F2|
[

t+2
1

]2[n−t−1
k−t−1

]2 6

(

1 +
1

qt+1

)(

(qt+1 − 1)2

(qt+2 − 1)2
+

(q − 1)2

qt+1(qt+2 − 1)2

)

6

(

1 +
1

qt+1

)(

1

q2
+

1

q3t+3

)

6
85

256
<

10232

10242

(3.6)
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for k 6 2t. By (3.5), (3.6) and Lemma 2.3, we get |F1||F2| < maxi∈{1,2}(hi(n, k, t))
2. This

contradicts (3.1). So |T2| > 2.

Notice that τt(T2) = t. Let S1 and S2 be members of T2 with dim(S1 ∩ S2) = t. Since

T1, T2 are cross t-intersecting and τt(T1) = t+1, there exists U ∈ T1 with S1 ∩S2 6⊆ U . By

dim(U ∩S1) > t and dim(U ∩S2) > t, we have dim(U ∩ (S1 ∩S2)) = t− 1 and U ⊆ S1 +S2.

Thus

T1 \ (T1)S1∩S2
⊆

{

U ∈

[

S1 + S2

t+ 1

]

: S1 ∩ S2 6⊆ U

}

.

Notice that dim(S1 + S2) = t+ 2. We obtain

|T1 \ (T1)S1∩S2
| 6

[

t+ 2

1

]

−

[

2

1

]

= q2
[

t

1

]

.

By (3.4), we have |(T1)S1∩S2
| 6

[

k−t+1
1

]

. Therefore

|T1| = |(T1)S1∩S2
|+ |T1 \ (T1)S1∩S2

| 6

[

k − t+ 1

1

]

+ q2
[

t

1

]

.

This together with (3.2) and Lemma 2.2 produces

|F2| 6

([

k − t+ 1

1

]

+ q2
[

t

1

]

+ qk−3t−1

)[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

For each S3 ∈ T2, since S1 ∩ S2 ⊆ S3, dim(S3 ∩ U) > t and S1 ∩ S2 6⊆ U , we have

S3 ⊆ (S1 ∩ S2) + U . Observe that dim((S1 ∩ S2) + U) = t + 2. We further get |T2| 6
[2
1

]

.

This together with (3.2) and Lemma 2.2 yields

|F1| 6

([

2

1

]

+ qk−3t−1

)[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

.

Then by Lemma 2.1 and q2−1
qt+2−1 6

q2−1
q3−1 6

3
7 , we have

|F1||F2|
[

k−t+1
1

]2[n−t−1
k−t−1

]2
6

(

q2 − 1

qk−t+1 − 1
+

1

q2t+1

)(

1 +
q2(qt − 1)

qk−t+1 − 1
+

1

q2t+1

)

6

(

q2 − 1

qt+3 − 1
+

1

q2t+1

)(

1 +
q2(qt − 1)

qt+3 − 1
+

1

q2t+1

)

6

(

1

qt+1
+

1

q2t+1

)(

1 +
1

q
+

1

q2t+1

)

6
39

64
<

3832

3842

(3.7)

for k > 2t+ 2, and

|F1||F2|
[

t+2
1

]2[n−t−1
k−t−1

]2 6

(

q2 − 1

qt+2 − 1
+

1

q2t+1

)(

1 +
q2(qt − 1)

qt+2 − 1
+

1

q2t+1

)

6

(

q2 − 1

qt+2 − 1
+

1

8

)(

17

8
−

q2 − 1

qt+2 − 1

)

6
2945

3136
<

10232

10242

(3.8)

for k 6 2t+1. By (3.7), (3.8) and Lemma 2.3, we obtain |F1||F2| < maxi∈{1,2}(hi(n, k, t))
2.

This contradicts (3.1).
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Case 2. (τt(T1), τt(T2)) = (t+ 1, t+ 1).

Case 2.1. T1 is t-intersecting.

By assumption and [5, Remark (ii) in Section 9.3], there exists Z ∈
[

V
t+2

]

such that

T1 ⊆
[

Z
t+1

]

. If there exists S ∈ T2 with dim(S ∩ Z) 6 t, then

dim(S′ ∩ S) = dim(S′ ∩ (S ∩ Z)) 6 t− 1

for some S′ ∈ T1. This contradicts the fact that T1 and T2 are cross t-intersecting. Therefore,

each member of T2 is also a subspace of Z, i.e., T2 ⊆
[

Z
t+1

]

.

If dim(H ∩ Z) = t for some H ∈ F1, then each member of T1 contains H ∩ Z. This

contradicts τt(T1) = t + 1. So dim(F ∩ Z) > t + 1 for each F ∈ F1, i.e., F1 ⊆ H2(Z).

Similarly, we have F2 ⊆ H2(Z). Notice that H2(Z) is t-intersecting. By the maximality of

F1 and F2, we have F1 = F2 = H2(Z).

Case 2.2. T1 is not t-intersecting.

We first show upper bounds of |T1| and |T2|. Let U1, U2 ∈ T1 with dim(U1 ∩ U2) < t,

and S ∈ T2. Note that dim(Ui ∩ S) > t for each i. We have

t+1 = dimS > dim(U1 ∩S) + dim(U2 ∩S)− dim((U1 ∩U2)∩S) > 2t− dim((U1 ∩U2)∩S).

Hence

t− 1 6 dim((U1 ∩ U2) ∩ S) 6 dim(U1 ∩ U2) 6 t− 1,

which implies that

dim(U1 ∩ U2) = t− 1, U1 ∩ U2 = (U1 ∩ U2) ∩ S ⊆ S.

We further obtain dim(U1 ∩ S) = dim(U2 ∩ S) = t and S = (U1 ∩ S) + (U2 ∩ S). So

T2 ⊆

{

W1 +W2 : Wi ∈

[

Ui

t

]

, U1 ∩ U2 ⊆ Wi, i = 1, 2

}

.

Then

|T2| 6

[

(t+ 1)− (t− 1)

1

]2

=

[

2

1

]2

.

If T2 is t-intersecting, then by discussion in Case 2.1, T1 is also t-intersecting, a contradiction.

Thus T2 is not t-intersecting. Similarly, we derive |T1| 6
[

2
1

]2
.

Assume that t = 1 and |T1| > 3. Note that U1 ∩U2 = {0}. Since T1 and T2 are cross 1-

intersecting, we have T2 ⊆
[

U1+U2

2

]

. Observe that there exist Y1, Y2 ∈ T2 with Y1∩Y2 = {0}.

Then T1 ⊆
[

Y1+Y2

2

]

⊆
[

U1+U2

2

]

.

Suppose that there exists U3 ∈ T1 with U3 ∩ U1 = U3 ∩ U2 = {0}, and Ui is spanned

by vectors αi and βi (i = 1, 2). Note that U3 ∈
[

U1+U2

2

]

. Then U3 is spanned by vectors

aiα1 + biβ1 + ciα2 + diβ2, where ai, bi, ci, di ∈ Fq (i = 1, 2). If a1b2 − a2b1 = 0, then

dim(U3 ∩ U2) > 1, a contradiction. Thus a1b2 − a2b1 6= 0. We may assume a1 = b2 = 1

and a2 = b1 = 0. Recall that S ∈ T2. Since dim(S ∩ U1) = dim(S ∩ U2) = 1, S is spanned
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by vectors r1α1 + s1β1 and r2α2 + s2β2 for some (r1, s1), (r2, s2) ∈ F
2
q \ {(0, 0)}. Note that

dim(S ∩ U3) > 1. There exists u ∈ F
∗
q such that

r1α1 + s1β1 + u(r2α2 + s2β2) = r1(α1 + c1α2 + d1β2) + s1(β1 + c2α2 + d2β2) ∈ S ∩ U3.

We further get r2 = u−1(r1c1 + s1c2) and s2 = u−1(r1d1 + s1d2), which imply that S is

spanned by r1α1 + s1β1 and (r1c1 + s1c2)α2 + (r1d1 + s1d2)β2. Hence

|T2| 6 |F2
q \ {(0, 0)}| = q2 − 1.

Next, w.l.o.g., suppose dim(U4 ∩U1) = 1 for some U4 ∈ T1. Note that dim(U1+U4) = 3.

This together with U4 ⊆ U1 + U2 and U1 ∩ U2 = {0} yields dim(U2 ∩ (U1 + U4)) = 1. If

U1∩U4 6⊆ S, then S ⊆ U1+U4 and S = W +(U2∩ (U1+U4)) for some W ∈
[

U1

1

]

\{U1 ∩U4}.

Consequently

|T2 \ (T2)U1∩U4
| 6

[

2

1

]

− 1 = q.

If U1 ∩ U4 ⊆ S, then by dim(S ∩ U2) = 1, we obtain |(T2)U1∩U4
| 6

[2
1

]

. Therefore

|T2| = |(T2)U1∩U4
|+ |T2 \ (T2)U1∩U4

| 6 q +

[

2

1

]

= 2q + 1.

Now we have |T2| 6 max{q2 − 1, 2q + 1}. Similarly, since T2 is not t-initersecting, when

t = 1 and |T2| > 3, we have |T1| 6 max{q2 − 1, 2q + 1}.

In a word, for each i, we have

|Ti| 6



















max{q2 − 1, 2q + 1} 6

[

2

1

]2

, if t = 1 and |T3−i| > 3,

[

2

1

]2

, otherwise.

(3.9)

If k = t+ 1, we have known that F1 = T2 and F2 = T1. Then by (3.9),

|F1||F2| 6























max

{

(q2 − 1)2, (2q + 1)2, 2

[

2

1

]2
}

< (h2(n, 2, 1))
2, if t = 1,

[

2

1

]4

<

[

4

1

]2

6

[

t+ 2

1

]2

= (h2(n, t+ 1, t))2, if t > 2.

This contradicts (3.1). So k > t+ 2.

By (3.2) and Lemma 2.2, we have

|F1| 6
(

|T2|+ qk−3t−1
)

[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

, |F2| 6
(

|T1|+ qk−3t−1
)

[

n− t− 1

k − t− 1

]

. (3.10)

Assume k 6 2t+ 1. Then

|F1||F2|
[

n−t−1
k−t−1

]2 6 |T1||T2|+ q−t(|T1|+ |T2|) + q−2t.
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Suppose t = 1 and |T1|, |T2| > 3. If q = 2, then by (3.9) and Lemma 2.3, we have

(h2(n, k, 1))
2 − |F1||F2|

[

n−2
k−2

]2 >
10232

10242

[

3

1

]2

− 52 − 5−
1

22
> 0. (3.11)

If q > 3, then by (3.9), n > 2k + 2t+ 5, Lemma 2.1 and

h2(n, k, 1) =

[

3

1

][

n− 2

k − 2

]

− q

[

2

1

][

n− 3

k − 3

]

,

we obtain

(h2(n, k, 1))
2 − |F1||F2|

[

n−2
k−2

]2 >

(

[

3

1

]

−
q(qk−2 − 1)

[2
1

]

qn−2 − 1

)2

− (q2 − 1)2 −
2(q2 − 1)

q
−

1

q2

>

([

3

1

]

−
q(q + 1)

q10

)2

−

(

q2 − 1 +
1

q2

)2

> 0.

(3.12)

Suppose t = 1 and |Ti| 6 2 for some i ∈ {1, 2}. By q2−1
q3−1 6

3
7 , (3.9) and Lemma 2.1, we get

|F1||F2|
[3
1

]2[n−2
k−2

]2 6
2
[2
1

]2

[3
1

]2 +
2 +

[2
1

]2

q
[3
1

]2 +
1

q2
[3
1

]2 6
18

49
+

1

49
+

9

98
+

1

196
<

10232

10242
. (3.13)

Suppose t > 2, then by (3.9) and Lemma 2.1 , we have

|F1||F2|
[

t+2
1

]2[n−t−1
k−t−1

]2 6

(

[2
1

]2

[

t+2
1

]

)2

+
2

qt

(

[2
1

]

[

t+2
1

]

)2

+
1

(qt
[

t+2
1

]

)2

6
(q2 − 1)4

(q − 1)2(q4 − 1)2
+

2(q2 − 1)2

qt(qt+2 − 1)2
+

(q − 1)2

q2t(qt+2 − 1)2

6
(q + 1)2

(q2 + 1)2
+

1

q3t−1
+

1

q4t+2
6

10041

25600
<

10232

10242
.

(3.14)

Now assume k > 2t + 2. Note that |T1||T2| 6
[

t+2
1

]2
by (3.9). This together with (3.9),

(3.10) and Lemma 2.1 yields

|F1||F2|
[

k−t+1
1

]2[n−t−1
k−t−1

]2
6

|T1||T2|+ qk−3t−1(|T1|+ |T2|) + q2k−6t−2

[

k−t+1
1

]2

6
(qt+2 − 1)2

(qt+3 − 1)2
+

2qk−3t−1(q2 − 1)2

(qk−t+1 − 1)2
+

q2k−6t−2(q − 1)2

(qk−t+1 − 1)2

6
1

q2
+

1

qk+t−2
+

1

q4t+2
6

25

64
<

3832

3842
.

(3.15)

By (3.11)–(3.15) and Lemma 2.3, we obtain |F1||F2| < maxi∈{1,2}(hi(n, k, t))
2. This con-

tradicts (3.1).

In summary, assuming k = t + 1, we have F1 = F2 = H2(Z) for some Z ∈
[

V
t+2

]

;

assuming k > t + 2, we have F1 = H1(T,L,M) and F2 = H1(T,M,L) for some T ∈
[

V
t

]
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and L,M ∈
[

V
k+1

]

with T ⊆ L ∩M and dim(L ∩M) > t+2, or F1 = F2 = H2(Z) for some

Z ∈
[

V
t+2

]

.

When k > t+2, by [6, Lemmas 2.6-2.9], we have (h1(n, k, t))
2 > (h2(n, k, t))

2 if k > 2t+1;

(h1(n, k, t))
2 6 (h2(n, k, t))

2 if k 6 2t + 1, and equality holds if and only if (k, t) = (3, 1).

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

We may suppose that F1, F2, . . . , Fr are non-empty r-cross t-intersecting families of k-

subspaces of V with τt(Fi) > t+ 1 for each i, and
∏r

i=1 |Fi| takes the maximum value.

Let d ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}. Assume that there exists a subspace F0 of V with dim(
⋂d

j=0 Fj) > t

for any Fi ∈ Fi, 1 6 i 6 d. For m ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , d − 1}, suppose that there exist F ′
1 ∈ F1,

. . . , F ′
m ∈ Fm such that dimF0 > dim(

⋂m
j=0 F

′
j) + m > t + m, where F ′

0 = F0. Since

τt(Fm+1) > t+ 1, there exists F ′
m+1 ∈ Fm+1 not containing

⋂m
j=0 F

′
j , which implies that

dimF0 > dim





m
⋂

j=0

F ′
j



+m > dim





m+1
⋂

j=0

F ′
j



+ 1 +m > t+m+ 1.

Note that dimF0 > t. By induction, we get dimF0 > t+ d.

Set d = r−2 and F0 = A∩B, where A ∈ Fr−1 and B ∈ Fr. Then dim(A∩B) > t+r−2.

Hence Fr−1 and Fr are cross (t+ r − 2)-intersecting. We further conclude that Fi and Fj

are cross (t+ r − 2)-intersecting for distinct i, j.

If τt+r−2(Fℓ) = t + r − 2 for some ℓ, then there exists a t-subspace contained in each

member of Fℓ, a contradiction to τt(Fℓ) > t + 1. Thus τt+r−2(Fi) > t + r − 1 for each i.

For distinct i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}, since k > t+ r− 1 and n > 2k+2t+2r+1, by Theorem 1.1,

we get

|Fi||Fj | 6 max{(h1(n, k, t+ r − 2))2, (h2(n, k, t+ r − 2))2}, (3.16)

which implies that

r
∏

i=1

|Fi| 6 max{(h1(n, k, t+ r − 2))r, (h2(n, k, t+ r − 2))r}.

We may suppose the equality holds. Then the equality in (3.16) holds for distinct i, j.

Suppose k > 2t + 2r − 3. By Theorem 1.1, we have F1 = H1(T,L,M), then Fi =

H1(T,M,L) (i ∈ {2, 3, . . . , r}) for some T ∈
[

V
t

]

and M,L ∈
[

V
k+1

]

with T ⊆ L ∩ M and

dim(L∩M) > t+r. Note that F2 and F3 are cross (t+r−2)-intersecting. Then H1(T,M,L)

is (t + r − 2)-intersecting. If p = dim(M ∩ L) 6 k, then since n > 2k + 2t + 2r + 1, there

exists Y ∈ H1(T,M,L) with

T ⊆ Y, dim(Y ∩M) = (t+ r − 2) + (k + 1− p), Y ∩ L = T.

For Y ′ ∈
[

L
k

]

with T 6⊆ Y ′, we have dim(Y ∩ Y ′) = dim((Y ∩ L) ∩ Y ′) < t + r − 2. This

contradicts the fact that H1(T,M,L) is (t + r − 2)-intersecting. So M = L, implying that

Fi = H1(T,M,M) for each i. On the other hand, if k 6 2t+ 2r − 3, then by Theorem 1.1,

we have F1 = Fi = H2(Z) (i ∈ {2, 3, . . . , r}) for some Z ∈
[

V
t+r

]

.
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To finish our proof, it is sufficient to show that neither dim(
⋂r

i=1Ai) nor dim(
⋂r

i=1Bi)

is less than t for any Ai ∈ H1(T,M,M) and Bi ∈ H2(Z), 1 6 i 6 r. By [7, Lemma 4.7], the

desired result follows.

Remark. Set d = r− 1 and F0 ∈ Fr. Then k = dimF0 > t+ r− 1. So r > k− t+1 implies

that there does not exist non-empty r-cross t-intersecting families of k-subspaces of V .
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