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Ajtai-Szemerédi Theorems over quasirandom
groups

Tim Austin

Abstract Two versions of the Ajtai-Szemerédi Theorem are consitleréhe Carte-
sian square of a finite non-Abelian groGp In caseG is sufficiently quasirandom,
we obtain strong forms of both versionsAfC G x G is fairly dense, ther® con-
tains a large number of the desired patterns for most indalidnoices of ‘common
difference’. For one of the versions, we also show that thiso§ good common
differences is syndetic.

1 Introduction

A classical result of Ajtai and Szemerédi [1] asserts thiefdng. For everyd > 0
there is anlVy < oo such that, ifG is a finite cyclic group withG| > Ny, and
E C G x G satisfies

|E| > 6|G)%, 1)
then there are, y € G andr € G \ {0} such that
E2 {(z,y), (@ +ry), (z,y+7)}. )

A set satisfying (1) is called-densein G x G. Subsets ofr x G of the kind on the
right-hand side of (2) are callefbelian corners.

Several proofs of this are now known, and it has been gemethlio subsets
of G x @G for arbitrary finite Abelian groupé:: see, for instance, the discussions
around [21, Propositions 10.47 and 11.28].
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All known proofs actually give a stronger conclusion: thatre is some > 0
depending only oid with the property that any-dense setl C G x G must satisfy

H(x,y,r) cG®: {(x,y), (x+ry),(z,y+r)}C E}‘ > G2 (3)

This paper considers two candidate generalizations ofethesults to non-
Abelian group<=. The most obvious non-Abelian analogs of Abelian cornees ar
triples of the form

{(@,9), (92,9), (z,9v)}, gF#e, (4)

wheree is the identity ofG. We refer to these a®ive corners A second possibility
is triples of the form

{(z,9), (97, y), (97,9y)}, g Fe. (5)

Triples of this second kind first appeared in [5] (in the rethsetting of infinite
amenable groups and their probability-preserving ac}ioss we refer to them
as Bergelson-McCutcheon-Zhang(‘BMZ’ ) corners. Solymosi [20] has studied
BMZ corners in finite groups in; he writes them as

{(z,9), (zg9,y), (z,9y)}, gF#e,

but these may be identified with BMZ corners by first writing@nms ofy, ¢ and
2’ := xg and then applying the transformation b) — (a1, b).

When G is Abelian, naive corners are Abelian corners, and BMZ ersrare
equivalent to them by a simple change of variables, but thisot true for non-
AbelianG. As discussed in [5], when searching for BMZ corners insidedgznse
subset of7 x G, some methods from the Abelian setting have useful gezatans
which do not seem to apply to naive corners.

Either of these patterns, and indeed many others, must apstde aj-dense
subset ofG x G for any sufficiently large finite group:. This is simply because
such aG must contain a fairly large Abelian subgroup [11], to whossats one can
apply the known results for Abelian groups.

Our first theorem states this result formally. Here and fertrst of the paper, we
also allowG to be a non-finite compact metrizable group, since our methaddle
these with little change. We generally refer to these singdycompact’ groups,
suppressing the assumption that they are metrizab(@.i¢fa compact group then
its Haar probability measure is denotediy;; if H < G is a closed subgroup and
g € G, thenm,g andm g, denote respectively the left- and right-translatesipf,
regarded as a measure Ghby the elemeng.

Theorem A. For anyd > 0 and anyk € N there is anNy < oo for which the
following holds. IfG is a compact group withG| > N, (in particular, if G is not
finite), andE C G* is Borel and satisfiesi« (E) > §, then there are

(x1,...,21) €G* and g€ G\ {e}
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such that
ED{(z],...,x) s (m,...,me) € {0,1}"},
where for each < k we setr? := z; andz} := gx;.

The analogous result in which we s€t:= z;¢ follows immediately, simply by
applying Theorem A to the set

{witsue ) (v, o) € B

The simple proof of Theorem A will be given in Section 2. Howg\the proof
does not give a generalization of the ‘counting’ result cédnality (3) to non-
Abelian G, because it counts only those patterns for which the paemdies
in some Abelian subgroup @f, which may be very small compareddbitself.

It seems important to begin this paper with Theorem A, butroain results are
of a different kind. These assert that(f is sufficiently quasirandom (as defined
in[13]) in terms ofy, andE' C G x G is §-dense, then there is a large set of possible
‘common differencesy such thatE must contain both many naive corners and
many BMZ corners with that specific choice@fln contrast to the Abelian setting,
the assumption of quasirandomness allows one to obtaimmebte and explicit
bounds. The current best bounds in the Abelian case are tfiGe&redov [18, 19].

Theorem B. Lete > 0 and suppose that is a D-quasirandom compact group.
Let E C G x G be Borel and set := mg«¢(E). Then the set

A={geG: maxc{(z,y): {(x,9), (92,v), (x,9y)} C E} > 6° — &}

hasmg(A) > 1 — 2v/3D~*/c. In particular, if D > (1/¢)* then A is most of
G.

This is proved in Section 4. As far as | know, this is the firsgute for naive
corners in non-Abelian groups, although the proof uses saifiye simple estimates
and classical representation theory.

Similar methods give an analogous result for BMZ cornethpaigh the bounds
we obtain are more complicated, and it seems unlikely they d@re optimal. In
formulating the results for BMZ corners, we no longer takeecaver the exact
values of constants: universal constants are simply ddrmté(1).

Theorem C. For anye € (0,1/2) thereis a
D = exp ((1/6)°W) (6)

for which the following holds. L&t be aD-quasirandom compact group, |&t C
G x G be Borel, and sef := mgxq(E). Then the set

B:={g€G: maxc{(x,y): {(x,9),(92,9), (97, 9y)} C E} > §* — ¢}

hasmg(B) > 1 —e.
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In the setting of Theorem C, a closely related argument gramether fact about
the setB of ‘good common differences’.

Theorem D. For anye € (0,1/2) thereis a

D =exp (exp ((1/6)0(1))) (7

for which the following holds. 1€ is a D-quasirandom compact group arfd C
G x G is Borel, then the seB defined in Theorem C i& -left-syndetic for some

K =exp ((1/)°W).

This gives a different sense in which the &gis ‘large’. We henceforth abbrevi-
ate ‘K -left-syndetic’ to ‘K -syndetic’.

Qualitative versions of Theorems C and D have recently beavep by Bergel-
son, Robertson and Zorin-Kranich [6]. Their work uses eigtiteory for actions
of certain ultraproducts of sequences of finite groups, Wwiaie of course highly
infinite; it gives no explicit control orD or K in terms ofs. Our proof below uses
only elementary inequalities and representation theorghsuld be simpler for the
reader not versed in non-standard analysis. In this resiecpresent paper relates
to [6] as did the earlier work [3] to [7]. We prove Theorems @ d&hin Section 5.

Theorems B, C and D together raise the following.

Question 1ls it true that, ifG is sufficiently quasirandom in terms efe (0,1/2),
then the setd from Theorem B isK -syndetic for somds depending only on? <

Intuitively, quasirandom groups are very far from Abeliarogps. Taken to-
gether, the Ajtai-Szemerédi Theorem for Abelian groups @ur Theorems B and
C make it natural to ask whether a lower bound of the kind inh@@yls for either
naive or BMZ corners and for all finite groupsthat are sufficiently large.

In fact, this is true for BMZ corners, since the original gnaheoretic proof of
Ajtai and Szemerédi generalizes fairly easily to those[26]. This observation has
a counterpart in ergodic theory, where related questionstainultiple recurrence
have been studied [5, 4, 10]. This is why the pattern (5) was ifitroduced into
ergodic theory by Bergelson, McCutcheon and Zhang in [5].

However, | do not see a way to apply that graph-theoreticraemi in looking
for naive corners, so for those the following question mayhinterest.

Question 2ls it true that for every > 0 there is a > 0 such that, wheneve¥ is
a compact group anfl C G x G satisfiesng2(F) > 4, one also has

mes{(z,y,9) € G*: {(x,y), (9,9), (x,9y)} C B} > c?
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2 Proof of Theorem A

Proof (Theorem A). Step 1: finite groupsThe theorem is well-known among
finite Abelian groups: see, for instance, [21, Propositidm28]. Fixs > 0 and

k € N, and letn be so large that, ifl is any finite Abelian group of order at least
nandF C A satisfiesn 4« (F) > ¢, thenF must contain a pattern of the kind in
Theorem A.

By a classical result of Erdds and Straus [11], we may nowsbd so large
that any finite grou~ of order at leastV contains an Abelian subgroup of order
at leastn (see also [15] for an essentially optimal estimateNdin terms ofn).
Suppose thak C G* hasmgx (E) > 6. Then

mar(B) = [+ [y g (B) man(A(Hg) -+ mm o (d(Hon),
so there are some coséfs)y, ..., H g for which

MHgy x Hga XX Hgy (E) > 0.
DefineF C H” by
EN(Hgy x Hgo X -+ X Hgg) = F - (g1,-- -, gi)-
Applying the Abelian case of the theoremiogives some
(z1,...,x) € H* and he H)\ {e}
such that
FO A, af) s (myeome) € {0,13F),

with the obvious analog of the notation in the statement aforem A. Translating

back toF, this gives

E 2 {((Ilgl)m U] (xkgk)nk) : (7717 s 77776) € {07 1}k}

Step 2: other compact Lie groupslIf G is a non-finite compact Lie group, then
it contains a nontrivial toral subgroup. This, in turn, cins finite cyclic subgroups
of arbitrarily large cardinality. LettindZ such a subgroup of cardinality at least
we may complete the proof as in Step 1.

Step 3: general compact groupsFinally, let G be an arbitrary compact group
which is not finite or a Lie group. As a standard consequendbefPeter-Weyl
Theorem [8, Section 111.3], there are a continuous surectiomomorphismr :

G — G to a compact Lie group such that the set

_ — —k Ck—
E = {(a:l,...,:ck) eG : mﬂ.fl{gl}x...xﬂ.—l{fk}(E) >1-27"% 1} (8)
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satisfies
mex(EA(m x - x 7)Y E)) < §/2,

and hencen_x (E) > §/2.

SinceG is not finite or a Lie group, we may choo&&to have cardinality as large
as we please (allowing infinity if necessary). Having donecsiier Step 1 or Step
2 gives some

(T1,. .., Tk) €G" and g€ G\ {e}

such that B
E2{@]",....7"): (m,...,m) €{0,1}"},

with the obvious analog of the notation in the statement afofam A.

Finally, consider liftsty, ..., 2 andg chosen independently at random from the
Haar measuresi -1z}, - .-, My-14z,} andm -1(7. Observe that eachr; is
then a random lift ofjz; with distributionm -1 7z,}. Define each:]" using these
lifts in the usual way. Then it follows from the definition (B)at each of the events

(", ...,xlF)e E for(m,...,m) € {0,1}’C

has probability at least — 2~ *~!. Therefore, by the first-moment bound, there is
some choice of1, ...,z andg for which all of these events occur simultaneously.
This completes the proof. O

3 Preliminary discussion of the results for quasirandom graips

The proofs of Theorems B, C and D have several common elemEmtssection
introduces some of those.

It will be convenient to use some simple notation and terhoigy from er-
godic theory. Given a compact grodp a probability (G x G)-spaceis a tuple
(Y, X, v,S,T)inwhich (Y, X, v) is a probability space anfl andT are two com-
muting, v-preservingG-actions on that space. Since they commtegnd 71" to-
gether define an action 6f x GG, hence the name. Given such a probabiliyx G)-
space, we will writex®, X7 and 25T for the o-subalgebras of sets il that are
invariant underS, T', or the whole(G x G)-action, respectively.

For example, lefX := G x G with the measure = myx, let X'x be the Borel
o-algebra ofX, and define

S9(z,y) == (gz,y) and T9(z,y) := (z,gy).

This turns(X, X'x, i, S, T') into a probability(G x G)-space. It will appear repeat-
edly below.

Now consider measurable functioffis f2, f3 : X — [—1, 1], and supposé&/
is highly quasirandom. For Theorems B, C and D we need to atgithe values
taken by
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either /.fl . fQSg . ngg dﬂ or /.fl . fQSg . fgSng d‘LL

for ‘typical’ group elementg. We ultimately need to do thisin cage= fo = f3 =
1g, but allowing more flexibility will be important for the pré& The strategy for
these estimates takes a form that has become well-knowrditiveedcombinatorics:
each of the functiong; will be decomposed as

fi=f2+ 8

in such a way that the functiong- contribute very little to the integrals of inter-
est for ‘most’ group elemenig while the functionsfy have some extra ‘structure’
which makes the estimate of that integral easier. In suctcardposition, the neg-
ligible terms £~ are often called ‘quasirandom’. Here, ‘most’ group elersemil
mean those lying in a very large subsetbin the case of Theorem B or C, or those
lying in a suitable syndetic subset in the case of Theorem DicA discussion of
this methodology can be found in [14].

Different decompositions are required for studying naind BMZ corners. For
the former, the required decompositions are fairly simpled will be introduced
within the proof of Theorem B. For BMZ corners we need a rathere complicated
construction, based on the regularity lemma of Frieze anthida [12]; this will be
explained separately in Subsection 5.1.

3.1 Estimates from probability

The following simple lemma plays the réle of the classiaah der Corput estimate
in the present paper. It will be the basis for several othémeses later.

Lemma 1.Let (Y, X, v) be a probability space, |et be a real or complex Hilbert
space with inner produgt, -) and corresponding norrfh - ||, and lety — «, be a
strongly measurable functioi — V. Letv be a unit vector in//. Then

[t w)ivay) < V [ V) viam vy

Proof. Define

P(y) = (v, uy) /[(v, uy)l,

using the convention that(y) = 1 if (v,u,) = 0. S0y takes values in the unit
circle, and more specifically ifi—1, 1} if V' is real. This is a measurable function
of y, and
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J1walvtan) = [ ot vy = (v [ ot van)

< H /cp(y)uy V(dy)H = \///<<p(y)uy7<p(y’)uyf> v(dy) v(dy')

< \/ [ Vs vian viay)

O

We will also need the following very general probabilist&timate. It can be
found as [9, Lemma 1.6], and then [6] cites it for a similargmge to ours.

Lemma 2. Let (Y, X, v) be a probability space, let, ..., X\ beo-subalgebras
of X7, and letf be a bounded non-negative measurable functiolr omhen

/f'f[E(ﬂEi)dVZ (/fdu)

k+1

3.2 Estimates from representation theory

All of the representation theory in this paper concernsegititary representations
on complex Hilbert spaces or orthogonal representatiomsalrHilbert spaces.

The results we need from representation theory are all atdndnd can be found
in many textbooks. A good reference for our purposes is [&p@drs Il and I11]; that
book actually focuses on compact Lie groups, but all thesfaet cite from it clearly
hold for arbitrary compact groups.

If m : G ~ V is a unitary or orthogonal representation, théh denotes the
orthogonal projection fronl onto the subspace af(G)-fixed vectors.

A unitary (resp. orthogonal) representation/isquasirandom if it has no ir-
reducible subrepresentations of complex (resp. real) mioe less tharD. Fol-
lowing [13], the group itself is D-quasirandom if and only if all its non-identity
irreducible unitary representations afequasirandom. Quasirandomness will be
exploited in this paper by way of the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.If G is a D-quasirandom compact group, : G ~ V is a unitary

representation, and, v € V, then
HP”®’T(u ®v) — PTu® PWUHV@V < D_I/QHuHVHvHV,

where|| - ||y denotes the norm ol and || - ||vgy denotes the Hilbertian tensor

product of that norm o @ V.
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Proof. This is a routine consequence of Schur’s Lemma: it can bed@am|3,
Lemma 2]. O

Unlike the above, the next lemma will be needed for both up#ad orthogonal
representations.

Lemma 4.If G is a D-quasirandom compact groug, : G ~ V' is a unitary or
orthogonal representation, and v € V, then

/|<u,w9v>v — (P™u, P"o)y[*dg < DM ul3[lv]3-

Proof. In the unitary case, this is [3, Corollary 3] (although thegrgiven there
contained an error, corrected in [2]).

Now suppose that is an orthogonal representation. Then its complexification
¢ : G ~ V ®g C is a unitary representation, which may also be regarded as an
orthogonal representation isomorphicted m (see, for instance, [8, Section 11.6]).

A simple calculation shows th@™ is simply the complexification oP™. Hence
the desired inequality far follows from its counterpart for. O

4 Naive corners

This section proves Theorem B. The key to this proof is thio¥ahg proposition,
which roughly asserts that ‘correlations’ across naiveers almost vanish unless
one starts with functions that have some nontrivial stmectu

Let (X, Y'x,u,S,T) be as in Section 3.

Proposition 1.1f fi, fo, f3 : X — [~1,1], and eitherE(f2|X5) = 0 or
E(f3| %) =0, then

/‘/fyfgSg.fBngM dg < vV3D~1/4,

Proposition 1 will in turn be deduced from a kind of ‘mixingstemate, formu-
lated in the next lemma. Before stating the lemma, it will leépful to have some
notation for representations of product groups. In thigisedhe representations
will all be unitary, even though the functions in Propositibare real-valued, since
we will need to make another direct appeal to the Schur Odhality Relations.
Given any two unitary representatian: G ~ V andf : G ~ W, one obtains a
representatioy x G ~ V @ W by defining

(rX 6‘)(9’h) =79 @ oM.

Itis a standard result thatX 6 is an irreducibléG x G)-representation if each af
andd is irreducible, and that all irreducibles 6fx G arise this way [8, Proposition
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11.4.14]. (On the other hand, as far as | know there is no stechdotation forr X 6.)
It follows at once that it7 is D-quasirandom, then so (s x G.

Lemma 5. Let G be D-quasirandom, lep : G x G ~ U be a unitary representa-
tion, and letu € U. Then

H /p<g,g*1>udg - Pruf < D7 ul.

Proof. By decomposing into irreducibles, it suffices to prove this wheis itself a
nontrivial irreducible. According to the discussion aba¥s means that = 7 X1 6
for some irreducible unitary representations G ~ V andf : G ~ W, not both
the identity.

In this case we will prove that

L (wev) fr=20

(9:97") — 9 g _ ) d@dm™)
/p (v®w)dg /(w vR09 w)dg {0 else 9)

foranyv € V andw € W. Sincer and# cannot both be the identity, if they
are equal thedim (V) > D, by the assumption of quasirandomness. Therefore (9)
implies that

H /p(g’gfl)udgH <D Mul| YueU.

To prove (9), it suffices to check the inner products of the $wes of this equa-
tion against another element Gf which can also be of tensor product form. Thus
the desired equality becomes

/<7TgU 209w ® w')dg = /(wgv,v’><9971w, w') dg

_ [ amy (w0 o) ifm =9,
0 else

This is now one of the standard Schur Orthogonality Relatizee [8, Theorem
11.4.5(ii)]. O

Corollary 1. If G is D-quasirandom andy, Iy € L%(G x (), then

_ 1 _
[| [ 5 Frose au- [ Fdu [ Faau|ag <2072l ol

Remark 1The use ofF; rather thanF, on the left-hand side here is only for the
sake of convenience. With this choice, the integrdf - F,T989 " duis the Her-
mitian inner product inLZ (G x G), which leads more easily to an application of
Lemmab. <

Proof. By replacing eacl; with F; — [ F; du, we may assume that they are both
orthogonal to the constant functions. In this case we withgthat
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. _ 2
/ \/ F - T80 dp| dg <2D7 Y| B2 R,

from which the result follows by the Cauchy—BunyakowksikBartz inequality.
__ This follows using a standard tensor-product trick. Ket= X x X, i := u®p,
S:= S x SandT :=T x T. Then the integral above is equal to

[ | FEfs diag= [ R( [ RIS ag)ap
GJX X

whereﬁ»(z, y, o', y') = Fi(x,y)F;(a',y"). Applying Lemma 5 to the inner integral
on the right here, this is at most

[ EE I SYEE ST i+ D Rz Pl oo

< HE(E | Z‘;’T)HL%@HE(E | E)S;T)HLg(ﬁ) + D7 Fy ||| .

Finally, in view of the product form of7; and the fact thaG x G is still D-
quasirandom, an appeal to Lemma 3 gives

E(F | Ef:f)HLm <D V2|F|? fori=1,2.

Substituting this into the bound above completes the proof.

Proof (Proposition 1)We give the proof in cas&(f, | ¥5) = 0, the other case
being analogous.
For eachy € G, let
Ug ‘= fQSg . ngg.

By Lemma 1, it suffices to prove that

//|<ug,ug/>|dgdg/://|<ug,uhg>|dgdhs3D*1/2.

The second integrand here may be re-written as
[{ug, ung)| = ‘/fgSg - foSM9 LTI T dﬂ’
- /f2 oS TSI T80 dy

- ‘/FM CFyT989 " du

)

Wherng,h = fg . fQSh anng,h = f3 . f3Th.
Both F; ;, andF; j, are real-valued and bounded bin absolute value, so Corol-
lary 1 applies to give
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[lwpunilag < | [ g2 15" au| [ - ga" au| + 207172

for any h. Now integrating oveh, and using again thafs - f37"| < 1, the right-
hand side above turns into the bound

/’/f2~f25hdu]dh+2D*”2 < (/(/fz'fQShdM)zdh)_1/2+2D*1/2.

By Lemma 4 and the fact th&( f» | X5 ) = 0, this is at mos8D~'/2. This com-
pletes the proof. O

Proof (Theorem B)We will prove that, for any functiorf : G x G — [0, 1], the
set

A={gec: [[ @i dedy= ([ ran) - e}

has measure at least- 2v/3D~1/4 /. Applying this tof = 1 gives Theorem B.
Define new{—1, 1]-valued functionsfs- and f;- by the decompositions

f=E(f|Z%)+ fs =E(f| %) + f5.

In the present setting, these are the decompositions 6 f and f3 = f into
‘structured’ and ‘quasirandom’ parts, as promised at thgiriveng of Section 3. It
turns out that no related decompositifih+ fi- is needed here.

Substituting the first decomposition into the middle positdf the relevant inte-
gral, and then the second decomposition into the last positve obtain

//f(%y)f(g:v,y)f(:vagy)dwdy
— [[ 1B 2500 wES | R0 gy) dody
+ [ H@) st tgr ) g dndy
+ [ HenEG 1500 . 90) do (10)

SinceE(f | X5 ) is S-invariantancE(f | X% ) is T-invariant, the first integral on
the right-hand side of (10) is equal to

/ / @ )E(f | 55) (@, )Ef | S5) (@, y) de dy

for anyg, and this is bounded below t(yf f du)3 by Lemma 2. Re-arranging (10),
it follows that
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AD A= {g €G: ‘//f(x,y)fi(gx,y)f(x,gy) da dy|
+ ‘ //f(x,y)E(fIE}S()(gx,y)f?f(x,gy) dxdy’ < a}.

On the other hand, sindg(f5- | X'5) = E(fi | ©%) = 0, two appeals to Propo-
sition 1 give

/‘//f(xvy)le(gaf,y)f(z,gy) dxdy‘dg
+/‘//f(a?,y)E(f|E)S()(gx,y)f?f(:c,gy)da:dy dg < 2v/3D~ /4.

Hencemg(A') > 1 — 2v/3D~1/4/¢, by Chebyshev’s Inequality, so the proof is
complete. O

5 BMZ corners

This section proves Theorems C and D. The two proofs have inudmmon. We
will explain the overarching structure of both proofs firghd then separate their
finer details.

In this section it now makes more sense to work with orthog@eal) represen-
tations than with unitary ones, since we will not need anyasentation theoretic
results beyond Lemma 4.

Again let(X, Xx, u, S, T) be as in Section 3.

5.1 Decomposition into structured and quasirandom functions

We now describe the decompositions into ‘structured’ an&random’ functions
appropriate to the analysis of the family of triple forms

/ Fi- f2S9 [289T9dp, g€ G. (11)

The functionsfi, f» andfs play differentrles here, so each will need its own notion
of ‘quasirandom’ and ‘structured’ summands, even thoughuttimate interest is
inthe casef; = fo = f3 = 1.

As is common in this area, the appropriate notions of ‘qaasiomness’ are
measured as smallness in certain norms. We introduce tlegte n

For a bounded functiofi : X — R, define
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1906, =0 { [ £ g()bu) i lglos Il < 1}-

This is a classical construction in Banach space theoryirtjeetive tensor norm
I Il 2 (me)oLr (me)- It OFiginates in Schatten’s work on tensor products of Réna
spaces, where it is referred to as the ‘bound cross-norng.[5& Section I1.3],
or [16, Chapter 3] for a more modern treatment. It has now imecpopular in
extremal combinatorics, where it is called the ‘box norm’.

Similarly, define

1flle, . = Sup{/f(x,y)g(y)h(x’ly) dpe: |glloos 1Allee < 1}

and
7ors = s { [ £l p)oa hla) dus gl Il < 1}

These may also be viewed as injective tensor norms, oncelmueses appropriate
‘coordinate axes’ oir x G.

For general functiong, f2 and f; on G x G, we will make use of Frieze and
Kannan's weak version of the Szemerédi Regularity Lemn®j ($ee also [14,
Proposition 2.11] for a formulation closer to the preserigzga The next propo-
sition gives the specific instance of this result that we n&stall that if P is a
partition of a setS ands € S, thenP(s) denotes the cell oP which contains.

Proposition 2 (Weak Regularity Lemma).Given a measurable functigh: X —
[—1,1], and alson > 0, there are partitions?; ; andP; 12 of G, each into at most
exp((1/1)°M) cells, for which the following holds.

Define a new partition off x G cell-wise by setting

Q1 (z,y) = P11(y) N P112(z"'y), (12)

and letE; : L*>°(u) — L°°(u) be the operator of conditional expectation onto
Q1. Then

1f—Eiflle, .. <
O

This is not the formulation of the Frieze-Kannan Reguldrgynma given in [12]
or [14], but it is an easy consequence. The methods of [12]1 4 dive instead a
function

Folay) = Amhl, ()hin(z7"y)
m=1
which approximateg in the sense that

1f = Fllor . <

and where
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o mo = (1/1)°0,
e each),, € [-1,1],
e and eachh/, andh!, is an indicator function oii.

For our purposes it is important to approximgtey a function that still takes values
n [0,1], hence our preference for approximating by a conditionakesation of
f itself. To obtain suitable partition®; ; andP; ;2 from the functionf° above,
one simply letsP; ; be generated by the level sets of all the functibfis m =
1,2,...,mg, and similarly forP; 12 usingh.,.

Inrecentyears, techniques for decomposing a functiorsimtatured and quasir-
andom parts have become quite sophisticated: see [14kdonge. A more careful
argument than ours might enable one to be more efficient ialloge proposition
and perhaps ultimately improve the bound in Theorem Ote- (1/)°™). How-
ever, it is not the purpose of the present paper to exploseihd of enhancement,
and we content ourselves with the partitions obtained above

We will also need two variants of Proposition 2 that are at®difrom it by sim-
ple changes of variables & x G. Given f andn as above, there are also partitions
P21, Pa2, P32 andPs 1o, all into at mosiexp((1/7)°M) cells, for which the fol-
lowing hold: defining two new partitions @f x G by

Qo (x,y) == P22(z) N P21(y) (13)
and Qg(x, y) = 733712($_1y) N 7)372(,@), (14)

and lettingkg; : L>°(u) — L*°(u) be the operator of conditional expectation onto
Q, fori = 2,3, 0ne has

IIf - |52f||®1)2 <n and |f- E3f|‘®12,2 <.

At some points below, we will need to write out the functidhg, i = 1,2,3
in terms of more elementary summands. Using the individeli$ of Q;, one may
always express

My

(E1f)(z,y) Z h11my (Y)ha12,m, (27 y) (15)
mi1= 1
Mo

(Exf)(@,y) = Y ho1my (y)ha,2,ms(2) (16)
mo= 1
Ms

and (Esf)(x,y) Z h3.2.ms () h3,12,ms (€~ "), 17)
m3= 1

whereM; = |Q;| for i = 1,2, 3, and eaclh, « « is @ measurable functiof —
[—1,1].
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5.2 Estimatesfor structured functions

This subsection analyzes the triple form (11) when efak replaced by a struc-
tured approximank; f; as given by Proposition 2. For these approximants, we can
exert very precise control over that triple form: it turng that it hardly depends on

g at all. This fact will result from the following.

Lemma 6.Let hy, ha, h12 : G — [—1,1] be measurable, and suppose tidais
D-quasirandom. Then

‘//hl(x)fm(y)hm(x_ly) dedy — (/hl)(/hz)(/hlz)‘ < D12,

Proof. This is essentially the implication (&= (iv) in [13, Theorem 4.5]. Lef?
be the left-action of7 on itself. The left-hand side above may be re-written as

’/hl(x)(/hg(y)hlg(a:_ly) dy — (/hQ)(/hu)) dx‘
_ ‘ /hl(x)(<h2,hmm”>m(c) _ (/hg)(/hlg)) dx‘.

By the Cauchy—Bunyakowski—Schwartz inequality, this isast

(f (a0~ (1) f ) a2)"

and Lemma 4 bounds this by—1/2. 0

Corollary 2. Suppose that: is D-quasirandom, and that

fil@y) = ha@hie@™ty),  fao(z,y) = hai(y)hoa (@)
and f3(x,y) = h3,2(5€)h3,12(517_1y)

for some measurable functiohs, : G — [—1, 1]. Then the quantity
o) i= [ 757 57174

satisfies
lp(g) — ¢(g')] <2D7'% vg,4' € G.

Proof. For this choice of functiong;, one has

v(g9) = //(hl,lhzl)(y) - (h1a2hs12)(x"y) - (ho2hs2)(gz) da dy.

Applying Lemma 6 to this integral, we find that it lies within—!/2 of
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(f s (f s [ 1)

for all g. O

Proposition 3.Lete > 0, and letQ;, « = 1,2, 3, be partitions as in (12), (13)
and (14). Assume that is D-quasirandom for some

D

2 210,12
> 16|91 719217 Qs3] .

= (18)

Let the setd” and B be as in Theorem C. Thdh contains the set
C = {g €G: pu(En(gte)-En(g g ") E)
2 /(EllE) . (EglE)Sg . (E31E)Sng d/L — 6/2}

Proof. According to the decompositions (15)—(17), the quantity
Y(g) = /(EllE) - (E21g)SY - (E3lg)S9T dp

is a sum of at mostQ; || Q|| Q3| quantities having the formp treated by Corol-
lary 2. Therefore, by that corollary,(g) varies by at most

2Q1/Q2]|Qs| D7V < /2
asg varies inG. Therefore
w(EN(g " e) En(g g ) E) > ¢(e) —e = /EllE ‘Eolp-E3lpdu—e

forallg € C.
Finally, an appeal to Lemma 2 gives

/E11E'E21E'E31EdﬂZ/1E'E11E'E21E'E31EdM2M(E)4-

Henceg € Bforallg € C. O

In the remainder of the proofs of Theorems C and D, we shovilieaet” from
the above corollary is large in the required senses, ratiagrtiandle the sd® from
Theorem C itself.
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5.3 Completed proof of Theorem C

In order to use the approximarksf; to the functionsyf; in estimating the triple
forms (11), we need to convert a bound on the norms sughjas , into some more
direct control on those triple forms. That control is givgntbe next proposition.

Proposition 4. Let f1, fo, f3 : X — [—1, 1] be measurable. Then

][50 g g5 aul ag

N e T N TA TN

This may be viewed as the analog of Proposition 1 for BMZ creni will be
deduced from the following intermediate estimates.

Lemma7.Foranyf : X — [—1, 1], the following inequalities hold:

/ IE(F- £S" | SD)Zh < DY2 4| f |5, . (19)
/ IEG- F(STY" | ST3dh < D2 4 | flls..  (20)
and [ 1B ST | SR < DV 4 s, (@D

Proof. We first prove (19). Define a new probabilitF x G)-space as follows: let
Y :=G x G x G, letv :== my, and let the two generating actions be

S9(x,y,2) = (gz,y,2) and T9(z,y,z2) = (z,9y,92).

(In ergodic-theory terms, this is the relative product obteopies of( X, p, S, T")
overX%.) Then a simple calculation shows that

I 18" S0 = [ F P8t av = (RFS)

where
F(w,y,z) = f(:v,y)f(:v,z)

Let H := E(F| 25). Applying Lemma 4 toF" and S, it follows that
JIE st =B dn = [(RFSY),L,, an
< [J(RFS") o) = (B HD g | bt (R

<D () |
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On the other handi/ is a function of only the coordinatesand = for a point
(z,y,z) € Y, and therefore

(P H Lz(,, ‘///f z,y)f(x,z)H(y, )dxdydz’
<[] [[ s s, 2) dw g =

S/||f||®1,2 dz = | flla,.

The proof of (20) is very similar. One uses the same auxili@gfyx G)-space
(Y,v, S, T) and functionF as before, but now one proceeds from the estimate

/ IE(F - (ST | 55|12 dh = / F . F(ST)" dvdh

= / (F,F(ST)") a(, dh < D712 4| / FoE(F| Z5T) |

The functiont’ := E(F | £5T) can be written as a function of only 'y andz ' z
for a point(x,y, z) € Y. Using this, the change of variables:= =~ 'z gives

’/F-Hldl/’ = ’///f(ac,y)f(:v,z)H'(:v_ly,:v_lz)dxdydz’
= | [[] 1m0 @ty 0 d dydu

<[] 1@ (ww) i@ty w) dody|
< [ 17l 0w = 1o,

Finally, inequality (21) is simply (20) with the rdles 6fand7 reversed. O

Proof (Proposition 4)We first prove the bound that uses eithgs| s, , or | f3llg,, ,-
Letuy := f259 - f35979. By Lemma 1, it suffices to prove that

[ 1twswnitagas = [ [ g uns)idgan

<207V 4 fmin{| fallg, , I fslle,. -

For anyg, h € G, one has
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|(ug, ung)| = ’/fQSg - 289 - f3.89T9 . fsShgThgdu‘

= ’/f2'f23h : fsTg'f?,ShThgdH‘
= |(Fn, F;,T9)],

whereFy, := fo- f2.8" andF] := f5- f3(ST)", both of which take values ij+-1, 1].
Therefore Lemma 4 and the Cauchy—Bunyakowski—Schwartpiaéy give

/ / (g tung)| dg dh < / (E(F | 50).E(F, | 5%))| dh + D172

< / |EE, | S0 |2 |E(F, | 5)[2 dh + D~/

< V JIE@ 0B an- [1EE SDBdn+ D2

Each of the integrals inside this last square root is cdytaithmostl. Therefore, by
Lemma 7, the last line above may be bounded by

either \/||f2||®1,2 +D—1/2 + D—1/2 < ||f2H®1Y2 + 2D_1/4
or y/Ifslley,, + D72+ D7 <[ sl , + 207V

Finally, the proof of the bound usingf: ||, ,, is exactly analogous to the case
of || fs]|s,, , once one makes the substitutign= g~' to write

/‘/fl~f259~f359ngu’dg:/’/f3-f2T9/ - 189 T du‘dg’.
O

Proof (Theorem C)Let f := 1z andn := £%/(4 - 6*). Then there are certainly
values ofD satisfying (6) for which

\/2D~V4 + \/n < £%/6. (22)

For this functionf and error tolerance, let the partitionQ,;, i = 1,2, 3, and
corresponding operatois be given by Proposition 2 and its two variants. Then
|Q;| < exp(2(1/1)°W) for eachi, and so there are values b¥ satisfying (6) for
which (18) also holds. Therefore Proposition 3 applies, smdt suffices to show
that the set” from that proposition has measure at lelaste. We will in fact prove
that

[| [ £-rs0-rsrran— [(Ea)- (€2p)s" - (Ear)S'T7 au|dg < 222,
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The desired lower bound an; (C) follows from this by Chebyshev’s Inequality.
Let f- = f — E; f for eachi. By the triangle inequality, the above estimate is a
consequence of the following:

[Ifses50 sisemsanfag<
/‘/f.fQLSg.(ng)SngdM’dQSEQ/G
e /‘/f%'(EQf)Sg'(Esf)S-"ngu‘ngEQ/&

These are all now implied by Proposition 4, together with) (22 O

5.4 Anti-neighbourhoods and syndeticity

The proof of Theorem D will be based on having a large supplfaioly syndetic
subsets of a quasirandom group ready to hand. These sulibéis ebtained from
a simple construction in terms of representations.

Letw : G ~ V be an orthogonal representation,det € V, and lete > 0. If
P™ = 0 (that is, 7 contains no copy of the identity representation), then let

A u,v,e) = {g € G : |(u,7%)| <&},
and call this ther, u, v, €)-anti-neighbourhood. For generatr, let
A(m,u,v,e) :={g € G: |(u,mv) — (PTu, PTv)| < €}.

If G is D-quasirandom for some largl, andw, v are unit vectors, then the
corresponding anti-neighbourhoods are quite large: Ledmad Chebyshev’s In-
equality imply that

D*l

mea(A(r,u,v,e)) > 1— SR

(23)

This is very intuitive. Ifr is irreducible with large dimensiafy then the orbit points
m9v should be fairly evenly spread around the high-dimensiandlsphere inl/,
and so most of them will be nearly orthogonal to any fixed dioecu.

The present section shows thatifs highly quasirandom, then anti-neighbourhoods
are also fairly syndetic. Moreover, one can intersect arotiatl number of anti-
neighbourhoods, and that intersection is still fairly sgtic This is not implied
solely by the largeness of those intersections, but it waillofv from some sim-
ple inner-product estimates. In the next section, the syeijeof the set in The-
orem D will be proved by showing that it contains such an sgetion of anti-
neighbourhoods.
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Let us begin with a rough sketch of why a single anti-neighthoad should
be fairly syndetic, before carefully proving the result weed about intersections.
The key point is that, it/ is very large and we choose a moderately large number
of group elementé, ..., h; independently at random, then with high probability
the image-points”:« will all be nearly orthogonal to one another. The intuition
here is the same as that above: each of the random peintsshould be fairly
evenly distributed around the high-dimensional unit spte#ri/, independently of
the others. However, having obtained somis for which the vectorsr™iv are all
nearly orthogonal, this then forces any other unit vectdsemearly orthogonal to
at least some of them. In particular, for apy G, there is an such thatr" v and
m9v are nearly orthogonal. This implies thais nearly orthogonal tarh 90, and
hence thay isin h; - A(m, u, v, €) for some smalk. Crucially, after fixing the right
choice ofhy, ..., hi, this argument works for every € G.

Such ‘near orthogonality’ will be deduced using the follogi

Lemma 8.LetV be a real Hilbert space and letandu?, ..., ™ be unit vectors
in V. Suppose that

[(u',u’)| < 1/m* whenevei # j.

Z(v,ui>2 < 2.

i<m

Then

Proof. Leta; := (v, u’) for eachi, so one always hds;| < 1, and let

w = E a;u’.

i<m

The assumed inequalities give

lwll? = Y aiaj(u’,vf) < Y af + (m* —m)/m* <y af +1,

ij<m i<m i<m
and hence

Yo al={vw) < ofllwl <[> e} +1.

i<m i<m
This implies tha~,_, a7 < 2. O

In order to study intersections of anti-neighbourhoodswilleactually need the
following crude corollary which concerns several Hilbgrases simultaneously.

Corollary 3. Let Vi, ..., Vi be real Hilbert spaces, and ley andu}, ..., u}" be
unit vectors inV/, for each?. Suppose that

|(ub,ul)| <1/m? whenevel < k, i # j.

Then there is some< m such that (ve, u})| < /2k/m forall £ < k.
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Proof. Summing the inequalities proved in the preceding lemmasgive
Z (Z(w,u@z) < 2k.
i<m (<k
O

Corollary 4. Letn > 0 andk > 1, and setk := [2k/n? + 1] andD := K5k + 1.
Letwm, : G ~ V, for £ = 1,2,... k be orthogonal representations that are all
D-quasirandom, and let,, v, € V; be unit vectors for each Then

k
A= A(W;“&Wﬂ?)
=1
is K-syndetic.
Proof. Let
k
A= ﬂ A, ug, ug, 1/K3?).
=1
Lethy,..., hx be aK-tuple of elements off drawn at random from the measure

m%K. Then the estimate (23) and a first-moment bound give
m&X{h;th; e A'Vi#£jin{1,2,....K}}

k
>1->> ma(G\A(ms, up, ug, 1/K%) > 1— KSkD™' > 0.
i =1

This implies that there exists E-tuple hy,..., hi in G witnessing the above
event, hence such that

[(mliug, 7w ug)| < 1/K?  whenevel < k, i # j.
Therefore, for any; € G, Corollary 3 promises some< K for which

-1
(g, 7800)| = |(ue, 7" Pv0)| < V2kJK <1 W<k,

sog € {h1,...,hi} - A O

5.5 Completed proof of Theorem D

The next step is the following rather technical proposition

Proposition 5. Lete > 0 andn € N. Setk := [4/?], and now set) := 1/(3k)®.
Suppose that is D-quasirandom for som® > 4k*/n*.
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For ¢ = 2,3, let ff, f5 and f§ be three[—1, 1]-valued functions, and suppose
that

13 lle,, <n and [Ifllg,,, <

Finally, let
Cri={geG: ‘/ff-ffsg-fgsgwdﬂ‘ <e}  fore=23

Thenthere are elements, . . ., by, € G and some auxiliary—1, 1]-valued func-
tions
F3i;, Fi.; F3,; and Fj,, forl<i<j<k

such that the set

E = m (A(Ta F22,i,_j7F32,i,jan) N A(Ta Fg’,i,ij?ii,jan))

1<i<j<k

satisfies
EC{hi' ... bt} (C2n Cs).

Remark 2Lettingm := [2k?/n*+1], the setF above isn-syndetic by Corollary 4
providedD large enough, and so the above conclusion implies that thesgction
Cy N Cs5 is (mk)-syndetic. However, this fact alone is not quite what we rieed
the proof of Theorem D: ultimately, that will require the shaticity of the smaller
intersectionC; N Cy N C3 for some other sef’;. In order to prove that, it will be
important to have an explicit ‘witness’ to the syndeticity@, N C5 in the form
of an intersection of anti-neighbourhoods, suchzaabove. This is why the above
proposition is formulated as it is. <

Proof. We will prove that ifhy, ..., hy are chosen independently at random from
the Haar measure., then with positive probability one obtains a tuple for whic
the remaining objects required by the proposition alsctexis

Step 1. For such a random choice éf;, ..., hi, each difference!zjh;1 for
1 # 7 is also a uniform random element@f and so Lemma 7 gives the estimates

//.../|\E(f22 Cf28Rih T ST 2 dhy - dhyy dhy < DY2 4

and
//"'/HE(f?fg?(ST)hjhf] | Z)3dhy - - dhg_y dhy, < D2 49

for eachi # ;.
Our assumptions imply thad—'/? < 5, and so the right-hand sides above are
all less thar2n. Therefore, ifhq, ..., h) are chosen randomly as described above,

then, by Chebyshev’s Inequality and a first-moment bouredetient that
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[ECFS - F38"" | SXI5 < Ve foralli#
and [[E(f3 - f3(ST) 2R3 < V2 forallij (24)
has probability at least
1—2k%/2n =1 —2Vv2k?/(3k)* > 0.

Therefore there exists a tuplg, ..., hy € G for which the inequalities in (24)
all hold simultaneously.

Step 2. We now define the required auxiliary functions as follows:

F3, ;= f38" - f38" and F§, ;.= f3S™Th . f35" T

Fy, 5= f38" - f38" and F3, = f38MiTh . fishirh
wheneven <i < j < k.

Step 3. Having chosen those auxiliary functions, lebe as as in the statement
of the proposition. Suppose that E. We must show thdi;g € C> N C5 for some
i<k

For eacly € G and/ = 2, 3, define

ub = 599 f5S979.
Forany: < jin{1,2,...,k} and/ = 2,3, we have
|<“£ig’ uijg>| _ ‘ /f;shig . fQZShjg . fgéshigThig . f:fshj!]Thjg d,u‘
= | / JES™ - gt - FLSTI - ST
= ‘/Ffu 'FB‘é,i,jngM"

Sincey € E, in particularg € A(T, F3, ;, Fy; ;,7), and so the above is at most

16,37
‘ /E(FQ{i,j | 2§)E(F§,i,j | %) dM’ +n.
If £ = 2 then this expression is bounded by

IE(FS ;| ZX)l2 + 1 = [E(fZ8™ - f38™ | ZX)ll2 +n
= |[E(f2 - £38™" 1 Z%)ll2 + 0 < /2040 < 3¢/ = 1/k?,
by (24). Similarly, if¢ = 3 then it is bounded by

1
IE(ES ;| Z5)l2 +n = [E(fF - f3(ST)" " | Z%)ll2 +n < 1/&%.
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Thus, we have shown that
[(f,, g0 )| < 1/K*  whenever # j, £ =2,3.
We may therefore apply Corollary 3 to the inner products
(fioup,g), i=12,...k =273
to conclude that, for any € E, there is at least one< k for which

[(fP i)l < Ak <e and [(ff,u},,)] <e.
For this choice of one hasi;g € Cy N Cs, as required. O

Proof (Theorem D)Let f := 1g. As for Theorem C, this proof will be based
on three different decompositions gfas given by Proposition 2. However, a new
complication here is that the partitiap; will need to be chosen aft&?, and Qs,
and considerably finer than those others.

In the course of the proof, we will meet three points at whiehrequire a lower
bound onD. All of these lower bounds will be satisfied for someas in (7), so
there is a choice ob of the form in (7) for which the whole proof can be carried
out.

Step 1. Setk := [36/¢%] andn = 1/(3k)%. Let Q; and Q3 be partitions as
given by the two variants of Proposition 2 for this error talecen, and consider
the resulting decompositions

f="fs+Eaf=fy+Esf.
Let
Cy = {geG: ‘/f-f;sg-fnggdu‘ <5/3}
and
Oy = {geG: ‘/f-(Ezf)sg-f;nggdu‘ <g/3}.

Given the above choice df andn, there is aD as in (7) which satisfie® >
4k* /n* (indeed, at this point (7) leaves vastly more room than weln&eerefore
Proposition 5 applies to givBy,...,h; € G and some auxiliary—1, 1]-valued
functions

F3, 5, Fi.; F3,; and Fj,, forl<i<j<k
suchthat? C {hy',...,h; '} - (C2 N Cs), where

E= ﬂ (A(Tv F22,i,ja Fiii,jv 77) N A(T7 F23,z',ja Fiii,jv 77))
1<i<j<k
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Let M; := |Q;| fori =2,3.

Step 2. Now setr) := ¢/6M>Ms5, let Q; be as given by Proposition 2 for this
error tolerancey’, and consider the decomposition

f=1t+Ef.

Let
O = {g €G: ‘/ff (Exf)SY - (Esf)SITI du‘ < 5/3}.

Observe that
' > (e/6)exp (—4(1/n)°W) > exp (- (1/2)°W)
fore € (0,1/2). Therefore

1601 2|Qaf Q52 _ 16exp (4(1/7)°1) + 8(1/3)°)
e2 - e2

< exp (exp ((1/5)0(1)))

for all ¢ € (0,1/2), and so there are values &f satisfying (7) for which (18)
holds for these partition®,, 9O, andQs. (This is the only point at which we need
the double exponential in (7).) Therefore Proposition 3liagpand so it suffices
to show that the sef’ from that proposition ig<-syndetic. Moreover, that sét
clearly containg”; N Cy N (3, so it suffices to show that this triple intersection is
K-syndetic.

Step 3. We now make use of the decompositions (16) and (17). Subistitu
these into the integral that appears inside the definitiafi,pfve obtain

S [ (@bt sz ) (o mahs2om)g2) dody.

ma,ms3

(25)
Let
1/Jm2,m3 (xa y) = flJ_(‘ra y)h271,m2 (y)h37127m3 (x_ly)a

let
Pmz,ms (‘T’y) = (h272,m2h372,m3)($)

(so depends only nominally o), and let

E/ = ﬂ A(S, ¢m2,m37<pm27m37n/)'

ma2,ms3

We will now show that” C C1, so suppose that € E’. Then the definition of
E’ and the expression (25) give
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[ ©nst- @anSTId < 3 | [ s Grams 57|
5 (st s o)
< Z ‘/wm%msdu‘—ks/&

ma2,ms3

Substituting from the definition ap,,,, ., this is

Z ’//fll(xay)hz,l,m2(y)h37127m3(a:71y) dxdy‘ +¢/6

m2,m3

< M2M3Hf1J'||®1112 + 6/6 < M2M37’]l + 8/6 = 6/3,

sog € Cf.

Step 4. Finally, letting

k k
E/I = m hi_lEl = m ﬂ A(S’ ¢m2,m3,<pm2,m35hi,n/),
i=1

1=1 ma,m3
it follows that
ENE"C{hi' .. .,h '} (CinCenCs) C{hyt,... b Y- C.

On the other hand,

En El/ = ﬂ (A(T7 F22,i,j7 F32,i,j7 77) N A(T7 F23,i,j7 Fi?,i,ju 77))

1<i<j<k

k
ﬂﬂ ﬂ A(Sﬂ/}mz,mw‘sz,msshi’n/)'

i=1ma,ms
Sinces < 1/2, this is an intersection of at most
2k% + kMyMs < 2k + kexp(4(1/7)°W) < exp ((1/5)0(1))
anti-neighbourhoods far € (0,1/2). On the other hand,
n > exp(—(1/e)°M).
Let
Ko = [2(2k? + kM>Ms)/ min{n,n'}? + 1] < exp ((1/¢)°W).

There is aD satisfying (7) for which
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D > K§(2k* + kM Ms) + 1.

Therefore Corollary 4 can be applied to deduce that thiggetaion is still K-
syndetic. Therefor€' is K-syndetic for

K = Kok = exp ((1/5)0(1)),
as required. O

Remark 3The above proof uses three different decompositions, aine for each
the three positions in the triple form (11). However, theseainpositions do not
have equal status: the decompositjors: fi- + E; f (corresponding to the first po-
sition) requires a much finer partitiad,, and depends on having already obtained
the partitionsQ, and Q3 corresponding to the second and third positions. This con-
trasts with the proof of Theorem C, where the three positiotise triple form (11)
have roughly equal status.

The reason for this difference can be seen in the proof of dditipn 4. First,
we proved the bound that uses the noffial|s, , or || fs]s,, ,: then, the bound
that useq|f1||s, ,, was obtained by the same argument upon changing variables

to ¢’ := g~'. However, this change of variables converts left-syndgtto right-
syndeticity, so we cannot use it in the same way to analyzed¢h@, in the proof

of Theorem D. Instead, we must first replatevith its structured approximations
E> f (in the second position) arigh f (in the third position), and then use the special
structure of those approximations to analyze the conidhwf f in the first position

of the triple form, without changing variables.

This discussion also suggests why our methods fail to anQuestion 1 from
the Introduction (about syndeticity in the setting of TherarB). The current version
of Theorem B involves an estimate of the triple form for matorners which uses
an integral of the kind appearing in Corollary 1. That insddeatures bott9
andS? . Once again, the appearanceyof converts left-syndetic sets into right-
syndetic sets, and so it is not clear how to obtain controlhis integral on any
particular anti-neighbourhood. N
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