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ADDITIVE ENERGIES ON SPHERES

AKSHAT MUDGAL

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study additive properties of finite sets of lattice points on
spheres in 3 and 4 dimensions. Thus, given d,m € N, let A be a set of lattice points
(x1,...,24) € Z% satisfying 23 + --- + 22 = m. When d = 4, we prove threshold
breaking bounds for the additive energy of A, that is, we show that there are at most
Oe(mE|A|2+1/371/2766) solutions to the equation a; + as = a3z + a4, with a,...,a4 € A.
This improves upon a result of Bourgain and Demeter, and makes progress towards one of
their conjectures. A further novelty of our method is that we are able to distinguish between
the case of the sphere and the paraboloid in Z*, since the threshold bound is sharp in the
latter case. We also obtain variants of this estimate when d = 3, where we improve upon
previous results of Benatar and Maffucci concerning lattice point correlations. Finally, we
use our bounds on additive energies to deliver discrete restriction type estimates for the
sphere.

1. INTRODUCTION

A classically studied object in additive number theory, harmonic analysis and incidence
geometry is the (d—1)-sphere, that is, the unit sphere in R?. Workers in the former areas are
often interested in finding additive properties of points on the (d—1)-sphere, including topics
like the behaviour of solutions to a given additive equation where all the variables lie in some
finite subset of the (d — 1)-sphere. Moreover, these relate, in a natural way, to moments of
exponential sums supported on finite subsets of the sphere, thus highlighting the connections
of this topic to restriction theory on curved surfaces. On the other hand, incidence geometry
involves studying bounds on the number of incidences between an arbitrary finite set of
points and an arbitrary set of varieties, which in this particular case, would entail a finite
collection of spheres. In recent times, this connection has been frequently exploited by
applying results of an incidence geometric flavour to improve estimates that are central to
number theory and harmonic analysis (for instance, see [2], [3], [3]).

In this paper, we bring techniques from arithmetic combinatorics into this blend, conse-
quently strengthening various known results on additive properties associated with subsets
of (d—1)-spheres, when d € {3,4}. Hence, given a natural number d and real number A > 0,
we define

Sd,)\:{.’BERd ‘ l‘%"“"l’z:)\}
Moreover, for natural numbers m, we use Sy, to denote the lattice points on the sphere
Sim, that is, Sgm = Sam N Z4. Since we are interested in studying additive equations over
the sphere, we define for every s € N and every finite, non-empty subset A of S, ., the
additive energy E;2(A), which counts the number of solutions to the equation

Tyt By = Top1 + o+ T, (1.1)
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such that @y, ..., xes € A. This quantity F;2(A) has been studied in various works (see [§],
[6]), and estimates involving this have close connections to problems of a harmonic analytic
flavour such as discrete restriction estimates for spheres.

We begin by studying bounds for Fs4(A) for subsets A of Sy,,. The best known result
in this direction was given by Bourgain and Demeter [5] who showed that

EQQ(A) < m5|A|2+1/3. (12)

In particular, they used ideas from incidence geometry to obtain the above bound, and fur-
ther noted that these techniques worked in a similar manner for lattice points on paraboloids,
consequently delivering the same bound as (L2]) even in the latter scenario. But in the case
of paraboloids, this bound is sharp, and so, they remarked that any further progress in
the spherical case should require some involved number theory to detect the non-uniform
distribution of lattice points on the sphere. Furthermore, they stated that, in the spheri-
cal setting, a much stronger bound than (L2 should hold true. In fact, this conjectured
estimate is equivalent to the four dimensional case of a well known problem in harmonic
analysis known as the discrete restriction conjecture for lattice points on the sphere.

Conjecture 1.1. Let A be a non-empty subset of Sa,,. Then, we have
EQQ(A) <<6 mG‘A|2.

In particular, this would imply that for every s > 2 and for every non-empty subset A of
Sym, we have E5(A) <. m|A|**~2. We now state our main result which provides threshold
breaking upper bounds for E;5(A) in this setting.

Theorem 1.2. Let s,m be natural numbers such that s > 2, let A be a finite, non-empty
subset of Sy and let ¢ = 1/461. Then

Eg2(A) <5 e me‘A|2572+1/6+(170).675+1.
When s = 2, this gives us the bound
Faa(A) <o me|A[2T1/3-1/2766

which obtains a power saving over the above-mentioned threshold bound in (L2]), thus
improving upon the work of Bourgain and Demeter and making progress towards their
conjecture. Moreover, noting Conjecture [[LT] and the discussion thereafter, we see that
Theorem [ misses the conjectured bounds by a factor of at most |A|/6+1-¢)67"

We utilise a variety of different incidence geometric results in our proof of Theorem [1.2]
and one of the crucial ingredients antecedent to these methods is the fact that any three
distinct translates of Sy, intersect in at most O (m¢) points of Z*. Moreover, this does not
hold true when S}, is replaced by the set P, ,, of lattice points on the truncated paraboloid,
that is,

Py = {(n1,n2,n3,n3 +n3 +n3) € Z* | —m < ny,ng,n3 < m}. (1.3)
We employ this fact in conjunction with results concerning point—hyperplane and point—
sphere incidences to obtain threshold bounds for E;2(A) whenever s > 2. We will then
use these bounds together with the higher energy method from arithmetic combinatorics as
well as various elementary combinatorial geometric arguments to obtain threshold breaking
bounds for Es3(A), which, in turn, combine with the aforementioned circle of ideas to
furnish threshold breaking bounds for E;2(A) whenever s > 2. Moreover, these bounds on
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additive energies are closely related to discrete restriction estimates, and in fact, our main
result delivers results of the latter flavour as well, see, for instance, Corollaries and
We point the reader to §2 for more details regarding this, as well as for the discussion on
discrepancies between the sphere and the paraboloid in the lattice point setting.

We note that our methods also supply upper bounds for £, 5(A) when A is a finite set of
lattice points on the sphere in three dimensions.

Theorem 1.3. Let s > 2 and let A be a non-empty subset of Ss,,. Then, writing n, =
271. 37572 we have
BalA) o m|AP 51200

As before, not only do the above bounds give rise to various discrete restriction type
results, but they can be further used to estimate other measures of additivity for a subset A
of S3,,. For instance, we see that additive energy is closely related to the number of ways
we could represent an arbitrary element of R?® as an s-fold sum of elements of A. Thus,
writing r5(A, n) to count the number of solutions to

T+ t+xs=m
with x; € A for each 1 <17 < s, we see that
E.o(A) = ) r(An), (1.4)
nesA

where sA is the set of all s-fold sums from A, that is,
sA={a1+---+as|a,...,as € A}.

Note that this is precisely the set of elements n for which r(A,n) > 0. Using our methods,
we also obtain non-trivial estimates for

rs(A) =suprg(A,n),

that is, the I, norm of the representation function rs(A, ).
Theorem 1.4. Let s > 4, let m € N, and let A C S5 ,,,. Then we have
ro(A) <5 me| AP+ /2 A
where Ay = 271379/22 when s is even, and Ay = 1071 - 3=6=D/243 yhen s is odd.

In the specific case when A = Ss,,, Benatar and Maffucci [2] called 75(S3,,, 0) the number
of 3-dimensional s-th lattice point correlations, and showed that upper bounds for these
objects contribute to understanding the variance of the so called nodal area of random
Gaussian Laplace eigenfunctions on T3. In this endeavour, they proved that whenever
s > 6, one has

TS(S3,m7 0) <<e mE|S3,m|S_3+2/37 (15)

and further asked about sharp estimates for 4(S3,,,0) (see [2, Question 1.5]). Thus, The-
orem [[.4] makes progress towards their question by providing bounds stronger than (L)
whenever s > 7. Likewise, we also produce some improvement for small values of s. We
note that Benatar and Maffucci [2] proved that

7n5(S3,m7 0) <<e m€|S3,m‘2+5/67
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while Theorem [I.4] implies that
75(S3,m,0) < 15(53.m) Ke m€|S3,m|2+4/5,

thus, improving upon the previous known bound.
In a similar vein, we also note that when s = 2p+1, for some p > 2, a standard application
of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality combined with our estimates from Theorem [L.3 gives us

TS(A, n) < Ep72(A)1/2Ep+172(A)1/2 <<s,5 |A|S_3+1/2+2_1(77p+77p+1)7
for any m. While these are already non-trivial bounds, we note that
27 (mp + Mpp1) =377 > 107137 =

thus indicating that Theorem [[.4] delivers stronger bounds than just a convexity estimate
combined with Theorem [[.3

Furthermore, even in three dimensions, while our results strengthen various previous
known bounds, they are still far away from the conjectured estimates. For instance, in view
of Lemma 2.l and Conjecture 2.3 we see that Theorem [I.3 misses the conjectured bound by
a factor of at most |A|"/ 24271377 Thege conjectured estimates can be justified via various
heuristics, the foremost of these being the discrete restriction problem for lattice points on
spheres in three dimensions; we point the reader to §2 for more details regarding this topic.

We now elaborate on the methods employed in this paper. As previously mentioned, we
use a combination of incidence geometric estimates, higher energy methods as developed
by Schoen and Shkredov [I4] in arithmetic combinatorics, and various other elementary
combinatorial arguments. We note that this set of ideas shares some similarity with the
techniques we used in [13], where we work with subsets o7 of the parabola instead of spheres,
but there are some crucial differences. The first one is that in [13], we were able to obtain
strong estimates for the so called higher energies of &7, that is, quantities counting solutions
to systems of equations of the form

s sk
i=1

i=sk—s+1

using incidence geometric and number theoretic ideas. We then utilised these bounds along
with the higher energy method to break the threshold bounds for four-fold energies. In this
paper, we are unable to employ this set of techniques to get as strong bounds for higher
energies as we require for the higher energy method. In fact, for any finite A C Sy ,,, our
methods show that Fj3(A), that is, the number of solutions to (L&) when s =2 and k = 3
and xq,...,xs € A, satisfies

E273(A) < m5|A|3, (]_7)
which does not seem to be strong enough to deliver estimates beyond the O,(m<|A[>*1/3)
threshold for Fs5(A). Moreover, this upper bound is sharp whenever A is a symmetric set,
by simply noting the solutions satistying «; = —x;,; for + =1, 3, 5.

Thus, in this paper, we do not focus on obtaining sufficiently strong bounds for higher
energies of the set A, but instead, our main argument concerns decomposing A into two
subsets, say, X and Y, each having distinct arithmetic properties. This decomposition
argument ensures that X does not exhibit extremally large number of solutions to equations
of the form @, + x5 = m for arbitrary values of n, which, in turn, makes additive energies of
X amenable to a combination of incidence geometric and higher energy methods. On the
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other hand, we are able to ensure that the set Y lies on a small number of slices of Sy ,,,, and
so, we treat this case with purely elementary arguments by studying additive interactions
amongst this collection of slices. We refer the reader to §7 for more details regarding this
argument.

Finally, we can also study this problem when A is chosen to be a finite, non-empty subset
of 83. This also forms a part of a larger inquiry regarding restriction theory for spheres,
an area which has seen some major contributions from the recent work of Bourgain and
Demeter [6]. In particular, we record the following result in this direction.

Theorem 1.5. Let A > 0 be a real number, let s > 2 be a natural number and let A be a
finite, non-empty subset of S3 x. Then

Foa(A) € |AP24237 40

The s = 2 case of this result was noted in [16], where it was remarked that one could
obtain non-trivial bounds for Es2(A) using point—circle incidences, and in fact, we extend
this to larger values of s via the means of point—sphere incidences. We point the reader to
§8 for further details regarding the history and known results associated with this topic.

We now provide an outline of our paper. We use §2 to record more applications of our
work, specially those related to discrete restriction type estimates, while also discussing the
sharpness of our results in context of various examples and conjectures. In §3, we record the
suitable incidence results that we will require for our results as well as record elementary
properties of lattice points on the sphere. We utilise §4 to set the the basic framework for
our techniques to work in three dimensions, and we then use §5 to prove our two main
results in this setting, that is, Theorems [.3] and [L4l Similarly, we dedicate §6 to proving
our first set of threshold results for F;5(A) and Es3(A) when A is a subset of Sy,,. We
then employ §7 to prove our main result of this paper, that is, Theorem Lastly, we use
§8 to record the proof of Theorem

Notation. In this paper, we use the Vinogradov notation, that is, we write X >, Y or
equivalently Y <, X, to mean |X| > C.|Y| where C., is some positive constant depending
on the parameter z. Moreover, if € has not been fixed, then whenever we write X <. Y,
it will mean that this bound holds for all ¢ > 0. For every natural number k£ > 2, we use
boldface to denote vectors & = (21,9, ..., 2;) € R¥ and given vectors x,y € R*, we write
T-y= Zle 7;y;. Additionally, for every 6 € R, we use e(f) to denote >, Next, given
a non-empty, finite set Z, we use |Z| to denote the cardinality of Z, and finally, whenever
we are working with a fixed set A, we will omit the parameter A from the function r4(A,-)
and simply write 7 to be the representation function associated with A.

Acknowledgements. The author is grateful for support and hospitality from University
of Bristol and Purdue University. The author would like to thank Trevor Wooley for his
guidance and encouragement. The author would also like to thank Cosmin Pohoata and
Joshua Zahl for helpful comments and discussions.

2. FURTHER DISCUSSION AND APPLICATIONS TO DISCRETE RESTRICTION ESTIMATES

We use this section to discuss various applications, examples and conjectures associated
with our results from §1. We will begin by producing some lower bounds for Fj»(A) and
related quantities, when A is chosen to be Sy, for d € {3,4}. We will then show that a well
studied problem in discrete harmonic analysis known as the discrete restriction conjecture
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for lattice points on the sphere implies that these lower bounds are expected to be sharp,
up to O(m°) factors. We will then demonstrate how to proceed conversely, that is, how our
own results on additive energies furnish various types of discrete restriction type estimates.
Finally, we record some discussion contrasting the case of spheres and paraboloids.

Thus, we now establish lower bounds for E;(A) and r,(A) in the case when A = Sg,,. In
this endeavour, it is worth noting the various estimates we have for |Ss,,|, and in particular,
it is well known that |Sg,,| <. m@?=1*¢_ As for lower bounds, work of Legendre implies
that the set S5, is non-empty if and only if n is not of the form 4*(8b+ 7) for non-negative
integers a and b. Moreover, if m # 0,4,7 (mod 8), then |Ss,,| >, m'/27¢ (see [7]). For our
purposes, it is also useful to know that for each odd natural number m, we have |Sy,,| > m
(see [IT, Theorem 386]). This naturally leads us to the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let m be a natural number satisfying m % 0,4,7 (mod 8). Then, for each
s > 3, we have

TS(S?),m) >>s,e |S3,m|s_3_6 G/ﬂd Es,2(S3,m) >>s,e |S3,m|2s_3_6'
Similarly, let m be an odd natural number, and let s > 2. Then
Eqo(Sum) s [Sum[* 2.

Proof. Noting the preceding discussion, we see that assuming m # 0,4,7 (mod 8) ensures
that m'/?7¢ < |Ss.m| < mY/?*¢. Moreover, we have 53, C Z3 N [—s+/m, sy/m]?, whence,
|595.m| < m*?. We put these together with a double counting argument to get

|SS3,m|Ts(S3,m) Z Z T5753,m (n) — |S3,m|87
'n,esSg,,m
and so, we obtain
TS(S?,,m) > |537m|5m_3/2 >>S76 |5«37m|s—3—e'

Similarly, combining our bounds for |Ss,,| and |sS;,,| along with a straightforward appli-
cation of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we find that

Es,Q(S&m) 2 |S3,m‘28‘383,m|71 > |537m‘28m73/2 >>s,e ‘Sg7m|257376,

Likewise, in the four dimensional case, we see that the sumset sS;,, satisfies

$Sym C Z* N [—sv/m, sv/m]*,

and consequently, we get |sS,,,| < m?. Combining this with another application of the

Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain the bound
E572(S47m> > ‘84,m|2s|ss4,m‘71 > \54,m|25m’2 >, ‘84,m|2872- H

The estimates provided by Lemma 2.1 are expected to be sharp, up to factors of m¢, and
in fact, the four dimensional estimates are known to be so, from a result of Bourgain and
Demeter (see [5, Theorem 5.1]). We describe these estimates as a part of the more general
phenomenon known as the discrete restriction conjecture for lattice points on the sphere.
This was originally studied by Bourgain [4], who noted its connections with eigenfunctions
of the Laplacian on T¢ and made the following conjecture.
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Conjecture 2.2. For every natural number d > 3, every complex number a, withm € Sq,,

every € > 0 and every p > %, we have
(d-2)
/ } Z ane(a - n)|[ do <, m df“%ﬂ( Z |an|2)p/2,
[0,1)d nESym Nl

When d = 3, we can choose p =6 and a,, = 1 for each n € A, where A is some arbitrary,
non-empty subset of Ss,,, and subsequently use orthogonality to derive the conjectured
upper bound Ej5(A) <. m¢|A|®. Likewise, when d = 4, Conjecture 22 allows us to set p = 4,
in which case, we may choose a,, = 1 for each n € A, where A is some arbitrary, non-empty
subset of Sy ,,. As before, applying orthogonality, we deduce that Es2(A) <. m¢|A> which
is the result conjectured in Conjecture [[LI. We note that both these conjectured estimates
can be extended to larger values of s by a simple application of the triangle inequality and
we record this as follows.

Conjecture 2.3. Let m be a natural number, let A be a non-empty subset of Ss,,, and let
s > 3. Then

Eyo(A) <5 m| AP, (2.1)
Similarly, let A be a non-empty subset of Sy, and let s > 2. Then
E.2(A) g mA[» 2 (2.2)

Moreover, noting Lemma 2.1 we see that the above estimates are expected to be sharp,
up to factors of O.(m¢). We remark that Conjecture has been a subject of major work
recently (see the discussion surrounding [6, Conjecture 2.6]), and the best known results for
this problem arise from the recent breakthrough work of Bourgain and Demeter [6] on the
decoupling conjecture. In particular, they show that whenever d > 4, Conjecture holds
for all p > 2(d —1)/(d — 3).

As for the conjectured bound (2.2]), whenever s > 3, the previous best known estimates in
this direction seem to arise from the aforementioned results of Bourgain and Demeter [5,6],
which imply that

E,o(A) <o memin{m]| A>3 | A|2-2H1/3)

Thus, Theorem performs provides a power saving over the above bound whenever we

have
|A‘ < ml/(1+6’1+(17c/2).675+1).

6
This, for example, includes the range when |A| < m7—*2. Furthermore, as mentioned
before, using much more involved number theoretic methods, Bourgain and Demeter [5]
showed that (2.2)) holds when A = Sy, which, in turn, gives us

Es2(A) < Eyo(Sim) e m*™.

Hence, in the case when s = 2, Theorem delivers a power saving over the above estimate
whenever |A| < m!/(1+1/6=¢/3) " This, for instance, happens whenever |A| < m%7. Lastly,
in the three dimensional case, Theorem presents the best known estimates towards the
conjectured bound (2.1)).

Through the preceding paragraphs, we have seen that discrete restriction estimates deliver
bounds for the corresponding additive energies in a straightforward manner (see also [12]
Proof of Theorem 1.4]). It has been noted in several works [5,6L[10] that this type of an
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implication can be reversed as well. We now use their results to convert our bounds on
additive energies into discrete restriction estimates. Thus, for each finite, non-empty subset
S of RY, we write F,2(S) to count the number of solutions to (L)) with @i, ..., s € S,
and with this definition in hand, we record the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let d, s be natural numbers such that s > 2, let S be some finite, non-empty
subset of R, and for each n € S, let a, be a complex number. Let 6y € [s,2s] and
C = Cs.5 > 0 be some constants such that one has Es2(X) < % for each X C S. Then
for any real number R > 0 that is large enough in terms of S, we have

Ca / 13" ane(a - n) da)ms <0 OV (log [S])/2 (3 g 28) /%
[0,R)d

nes nes

Proof. Given an element a = (ay)nes lying in C/°l) we consider the sublinear function
T :CI¥l = [0, 00) defined as

T(a)= <Rd/[oR}d | Z ape(o - n)’%da)l/%.

nes

Moreover, for each X C S, we define ax = (axn)nes by taking ax, =1 when n € X and
axn, =0 when n € S\ X. Note that, as in the proof of [0, Theorem 2.8], we have

T(ax)®” < |X[*R™'w™ + E,(X),
where \
v = mln{’ Z a,ZJrS :a; € S and Z(ai — Qiys) # O}
measures the “additive geometry of S. Thus using the illypothesis that | X|* < Ey(X) <
C|X % and taking R > |S|*1v~!, we find that
T(ax) <5 CY*|X|*
We can now use [I0, Lemma 3.1] to see that for all @ € C/*l, we have

T(a) <. OV (log| S22 (3 fan /7)™

nes
which delivers the desired result. O

We see that the conclusions of Theorems and [[.3] combine naturally with Lemma [2.4]
and periodicity of integrals to deliver the following discrete restriction estimates for S ,,

and Sy .

Corollary 2.5. Let s > 2 be a natural number and let a, be a complex number for each
n € Sym. Then, writing s =2s — 2+ 1/6 + (1 —¢) - 675" and ¢ = 1/461, we have

/[01)4’ Z ane(a~n)’25da Lse me( Z |an‘23/55)6s.

neESy,m neSym

Similarly, let s > 2 be a natural number and let a, be a complex number for each m € Ss .
Then, writing s = 25 — 3+ 1/2 +271- 37572 we have

/ | Z ane(a-n)}Qsda Lge m<( Z |, [2/7) ™
[0,1)3

nESg’m nESS,m
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Moreover, by replacing Theorem [[L.3 with Theorem [[.3], we can also obtain such estimates
in the case when Ss,, is replaced by arbitrary subsets of the more general surface Ss .

Corollary 2.6. Let A > 0 be real, let s > 2 be a natural number, let A be a finite, non-empty
subset of Sz x, and let a,, be a complex number for each n € A. Then for any real number
R > 0 that is large enough in terms of A, we have

R[S e e < A (Y el
[0,R

neA neA
where vy =25 — 2+ 2 - 3775,

In fact, Lemma 2.4l implies the standard heuristic that results akin to Conjecture can
be used to prove the d = 3 and d = 4 cases of Conjecture2.2] thus providing further evidence
towards the connection between additive energies and discrete restriction estimates.

We finally discuss the differences between the case of spheres and paraboloids in 4 dimen-
sions. Recalling definition (L3) of Py,,, we see that |Py,,| > m3, as well as that for every
s > 2, we have

$Pym C Z4 N ([—sm, sm]® x [=3sm?, 3sm?]).
This implies that |sP,,,| <, m® < |Py..|*/%, and so, we may apply the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to get
Es,2(P4,m> >>s ‘P4,m‘2872+1/37
whenever s > 2. Since (L2)) also holds for subsets A of P, ,, (see [5, Remark 3.2]), we deduce
that the above expression is sharp up to factors of O.(m¢). Thus, the methods involved in
proving Theorem are able to differentiate between the case of Sy, and Py .

We further elaborate on this fact by recalling that a crucial ingredient in our proof
is Lemma [3.4] which implies that any three distinct translates of Sy,, intersect in at
most O.(m¢) elements of Z*. Moreover, this is precisely what distinguishes the setting
of paraboloids and spheres for our purposes, since Lemma [3.4] does not hold true for Py ,.
In order to see this, let P, = Py, + (u,0,0,3u?) and P, = Py, + (0, v, 0, 3v?), where u and
v are natural numbers to be fixed later. We aim to show that for specific choices of u and
v, we have | Py, N Py N Py] > m. We note that

PiNPyy,={x € Py | x=2u} and BN Py, ={x € Py | x2 =20},
and so, choosing u =v =1, we get
P NPiNP={(2,2,n,8+n%) | —m<n<m}.
This yields the desired conclusion |Py,,, N Py N Py| > m > |Py |3,

3. PRELIMINARIES

We begin by recording some convenient notation. For every real number p > 0, finite set
Z and function w : Z — R, we write

lwll, = O [w(z)P)'7* and [[w]lo = suplw( )|
z€Z

Similarly, for any vector z € Z¢, we define ||z||, = (|]z21]P + -+ + |24|")V/? and ||z]|oc =
SUP;<i<q || Finally, we will use 65y to denote the set of hyperplanes H in R? such that
H is of the form ayzy + -+ + agrq = agy1 with aq,...,a441 lying in the set [—k, k] N Z.
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With this notation in hand, we commence by analysing the distribution of lattice points
over intersections of hyperplanes from %, and the sphere Sg,.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ > 0 be a real number. Then for every H € 63 ,,c, we have
|H N Ss| Kee mE.
Similarly, let Hy and Hs be two distinct hyperplanes in €y me. Then, we have
|Hy N Hy N Sy | e, e m©.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that whenever (z,y,2) € H N S;,,, then
the point (z,y) lies on the ellipsoid

a1 + asxy + asy® + asx + asy + ag = 0, (3.1)

for an appropriate choice of ai,...,as € Z satisfying |a,|, ..., |as] < mP"). We may then
follow [15, Proof of Lemma 3.2] mutatis mutandis to see that this curve contains at most
gOc(logm/loglogm) < m© elements of Z?, whence, we are done. In the four dimensional case,
we may assume that H; and Hs are not translates of each other, since otherwise we would
have H, N Hy = (). This implies that H; and H, intersect in a two dimensional plane, which
further intersects S4,, in a circle. Moreover, we see that every lattice point on this circle
corresponds to a distinct lattice point on an ellipsoid of the form (B.1), for some suitable
choice of ay,...,as € Z with |ai], ..., |ag] < mPM. We may now proceed as in the three
dimensional setting to obtain the desired bound. 0

We also present some preliminary definitions from incidence geometry. Thus, given a
finite set P of points and a finite collection V' of varieties of bounded degree in R¢, we write
that the incidence graph of P x V' is K ;-free to mean that any s distinct points in P can
simultaneously lie on at most ¢ —1 distinct varieties in V. In particular, we will be interested
in studying the number of incidences between P and V', and we will use I(P, V') to denote
this quantity. Thus,

I(P,V) :ZZ]lpev =H{(p,v) e PxV | penv}.
peEP veV

Moreover, we will also study weighted incidences between P and V', and so, given functions
w: P — Nand w :V — N, we write

Lo (P,V) =Y ) w(p)w'(v) e
pEP veEV
We now record the required incidence theorem from [9] as described in [2, Theorem B.1].

Lemma 3.2. Let P be a finite set of points in R and let V' be a finite collection of varieties

in RY of degree at most k, and let € > 0 be a real number. Assuming the incidence graph of
P xV is Kg4-free, we have

(d d

—1)s (s—1)
(P, V) Kpsae st(|P| &1 |V a=1 + |P|+|V]).

It is worth noting that in all of the cases where we intend to apply Lemmal[3.2] we will have
t <. mand |P| < m°M, and so, t|P|* <, m. Thus, we will often coalesce the t| P|¢ factor
in the above incidence bound into the O.(m¢) notation. In fact, because of these properties,
it would also have sufficed to use [16, Theorem 12.4], which is another quantitative version of



ADDITIVE ENERGIES ON SPHERES 11

Lemma 3.2l Furthermore, since we will often be working with weighted incidence sums, we
record the following lemma that applies a dyadic decomposition type argument to convert
incidence bounds, such as the one above, into weighted incidence estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let d be a natural number, let P be a finite, non-empty set of points in R?
and let L be a finite, non-empty set of varieties. Suppose there exist real numbers C > 0 and
a,b e (1/2,1) such that

I(P' L) < C(P["ILP + [P+ L)), (3.2)

holds for each non-empty P’ C P and L' C L'. Then, for every function w : P — N and
w': L — N, we have

Lo (P, L) < C([lwl57* ol * w57 1w/ 17 + Hlwlloo 'l + w1 [w'lloo).

Proof. Our argument proceeds via a dyadic decomposition argument. Thus, let J be the
largest natural number such that 27 < || P||s, and similarly, let K be the largest natural
number such that 2% < ||L||s. Furthermore, for each 1 < j < J and for each 1 < k < K,
we write

Pi={peP |2 <w(p) <2t} and Ly ={l € L | 2F <w'(l) < 2"}
We see that
J K J K
D2 L' (=233 3 3 Tew@w' () <Y Y 22y 3 e
peP €L j=0 k=0 peP; l€Ly j=0 k=0 pEP; I€L),

Applying (B2)) with P’ = P; and L' = Ly, we find that

S Lpew(p)w'(l) < CY Y 22| P|*|Lil* + | Py] + | L)) (3.3)

peEP leL j=0 k=0

We note that

ZZ2J2k|P\ = Z2J|P\ Z ") < llwlh2® < flwlhllw]l,

7=0 k=0
and
J K J K
SS9 L = (30 2) (3 2HL) < 27wy < Jfuwlloooe .
7=0 k=0 J=0 k=0

Furthermore, we observe that

J K J K
22 2HIRIILL = (3 2IAI) (3 211al)
j=0 k=0

J=0k

and so, noting (B.3)), it suffices to show that

J K
> 2B < | ]l and Y 2| Lil” < | 'l (3.4)
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Setting X = ||w||2|jw|;}, we write U ={0<j<J |22 < X}and V ={0,1,...,J}\U.

We note that
DR = Y (1P[2) 200 < gy 20,
jeU jeU jeu
and since a < 1, we have ZJEU 271-0) « X1 <whence,
D PP < w][i X = [l w5 (3.5)
jeu
Next, we consider the case when j € V', and so, we have
D 2P =) (15]122)277C ) < w3t Yy 270G,
jev jev jev
Since a > 1/2, we observe that ZjeV 2-1(Ra-1) « X ~(2=1)  whereupon, the preceding
inequality gives us
D PP < wll3X D = Jfw] 3 w5
jev

Combining this with (B8.5]), we find that
7
D 2B <l ]z
=0

which confirms the first inequality in (8.4]). We can prove the second inequality in (3.4)
mutatis mutandis, and so, we conclude the proof of Lemma 3.3 O

Since our aim will be to study additive energies for sets on the sphere, it is natural to
analyse, given a vector n € Z¢, the set C,, = Sam N (N — Sqm). We note that when n # 0,
the set C,, is contained in a unique hyperplane H,, which does not contain the origin. In
order to see this, observe that H,, is orthogonal to the vector m and contains the vector
n/2, and so, H, is defined by the equation x - n = 271||n||2.

Lemma 3.4. Let d € {3,4} be a natural number, let ¢ > 0 be a real number and let
ai,...,aq 1 € 7% be distinct vectors satisfying ||a;|lee < m¢ for 1 <i<d—1. Then

|(CL1 + Sd,m) n---N (ad,1 + Sd,m)| <<C,€ m°.

Proof. Since our intersection of interest is translation invariant, we may assume that a,_; =
0 and that aq,...,as o are distinct non-zero vectors. When d = 3, we need to show that
whenever a # 0, the set S3,, N (S3.m + @) has O (m¢) elements. In particular, note that
S3m N (S3m +a) € Ss,,, N Hy, whence, we use Lemma [B.1] to see that [Ss,, N Hgy| < e m©
and thus, we obtain the desired conclusion.

When d = 4, we study |Sym N (Sim + @) N (Ssm + b)| for distinet non-zero vectors a, b.
As in the preceding paragraph, we note that

S4,m N (54,m + a) N (S4ym + b) Q S4ym N Ha N Hb.
If b= Aa for some A € R\ {0}, then any u € H, N Hy, satisfies

a-u=2"al;and \a-u=2""\?||al5.
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This implies that A = A%, whence, A € {0, 1}, but either choice contradicts the fact that a, b
were distinct non-zero vectors. We may now assume that b # Aa for any A € R\ {0}, which
confirms that H, and Hj are distinct hyperplanes from % 2,,2c. We obtain the required
bound by using Lemma B.I] to deduce that |Sy., N H, N Hp| < e m°. O

This lemma allows us to obtain some control over how many translates of a sphere can
contain a fixed set of lattice points.

Corollary 3.5. Let d € {3,4}, let ¢ > 0, let P, X be arbitrary, finite sets of points in Z4
such that every p € P satisfies ||p|loc < m¢, and let V' be

V:{Sdm-f-ilt | x € X}.
Then the incidence graph of P XV is Kq_1-free for some t <. m*.

Proof. Let ay,...,a4-1 be fixed points in P and let u € X satisty a;,...,a4-1 € Sz + u.

Since aq,...,aq-1,u € Z%, we have a4, ...,a,1 € Sa,m +w. This implies that w € a; +Sg,
for each : = 1,...,d — 1, whereupon, we may apply Lemma [3.4] to deduce that there are
Oc.(m*) valid choices for u. O

As we previously mentioned, our strategy will involve applying higher energy variants of
the Balog-Szemerédi-Gowers type theorem. In particular, we will be using the following
result of Shkredov [I7, Theorem 1.3].

Lemma 3.6. Let A be a finite,non-empty subset of an abelian group, let K, M satisfy
Eys(A) = |A]P/K and BEy3(A) = M|A[*/K>.
Then there exists a set A’ C A such that
|A'| > M~ (log M) | A| and |2A" — A'| < M'%*(log M)*? K| A'|. (3.6)

4. SET UP FOR THE THREE DIMENSIONAL CASE

We begin this section by presenting some preliminary estimates for the additive energy
of finite subsets of S5, using a combination of Lemma [B.1] and elementary combinatorial
arguments. Thus, we fix a non-empty subset A of S3,,, and define the additive energy
FE,5(A) and the representation function r; = r5(A,-) as in §1.

Lemma 4.1. For any n # 0, we have r2(n) <. m¢, and r2(0) < |A|, and r3(0) <, m|A|.
Moreover, when s > 3, we have

ro(A) < m|A[F2

Lastly, when s > 2, we have
Eyo(A) < mf|A[»* 2

Proof. We note that r5(0) < |A] trivially, and that r5(n) # 0 if and only if n € sA C 555,
whence, ||n||sw <s m. Thus, when n # 0, we see that

ra(n) < |Cp| = |Hp N S5.m| e mS, (4.1)



14 AKSHAT MUDGAL

where the last inequality follows from Lemma Bl Furthermore, inequality (1)) delivers
the bounds r3(0) <. m¢|A|, and r2(n) <. m® whenever n # 0, in a straightforward manner.
When s > 3, we have

TS(O) = Z Lo+ tas=0 = Z Lo+ +as=0 + Z Loyt +as=0

ai,...,as€EA ai+-+as_o=0 al+-+as—2#0
< rs2(0)re(0) + |A\S_2 supra(—n) <, mE\A|S_2,
n#0

giving us the required conclusion. Similarly, letting s > 3 and n # 0, we get

ro(n) < |A]*72 :}1;2) ro(n') + rs_2(0)ra(n) + rs_o(m)re(0),

which gives us r,(n) <. m|A|*"2. Next, we use (L4)) to see that

Eop(A) =) ri(n)? < m AP ry(n) = m A2,

n n

whenever s > 3. Finally, when s = 2, we have
EQQ ZT’Q —|—7"2 ) <, m€|A\2. OJ
n#0

We will now record the specific incidence estimate that we will be using to prove Theorems

3 and T4l

Lemma 4.2. Let P be a set of points in Z3> with an associated weight function w : P — N,
and let L be a set of lattice point translates of the sphere Ss,, with an associated weight
function w' : L — N. Suppose that C > 0 satisfies ||p||sc < mC for every p € P. Then

2/5 3/5 4/5 1/5
Low (P, L) < m(Jwll3® w3 w3 w11 + w]1]|w [l + lJw]]oo]lw'[]1).

Proof. We see that |P|¢ < m3%¢, and so, we put together Corollary along with Lemma
applied with the parameters s = 2 and d = 3 and t <, m* to discern that for every
P’ C P and for every L' C L, we have

I(P', L) <o m*(IP'[*PILPP + | P + L)),

which, in turn, combines with Lemma to furnish the desired conclusion. O

5. PROOFS OF THEOREMS AND [ 4

We use this section to prove Theorems [[.3] and [[L4. We begin by recording a lemma that
estimates Es2(A) in terms of s,m, |A| and E,_1 2(A).

Lemma 5.1. Let s > 3. Then, we have
Bya(A) <5 m€(|A|<4S_3)/3ES_172(A)1/3 AP,
Proof. We write
Es,z(A) = Z ]1a2+---+as=as+1+---+a2ra1-

ai,...,a2s€A

We first count the contribution from solutions of the form

0O=ay+--+as=as1+ - -+a,—a, (5.1)
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with a; € A for 1 < i < 2s. In particular, this is bounded above by 75_1(0)7s41(0). Using
Lemma 7], we see that when s = 3, this is bounded above by O.(m¢|A|?), and when s > 4,
this is bounded above by O.(m¢|A|?*~3). In either case, we can bound the contribution from
solutions satisfying (5.1) by O.(m¢|A|*73).
Similarly, we consider contribution from solutions satisfying
0:a3+1+~-~+a,25:a1+a2—|—~-~+as, (52)

with a; € A for 1 < i < 2s. In particular, this is bounded above by 7’5(0)2. Using Lemma
1l we deduce that when s > 3, we have r,(0)? <. m¢|A|**~*, whence, we can bound the
contribution from solutions satisfying (5.2) by O (m¢|A[*™).

Thus, it suffices to prove that

Z ILCL2-|-~~~-|—as:aerH—'"-i-a2s—al <e m6(|A|(48_3)/3ES—1,2(A)1/3 + |A|28_3)' (53)

az+--+as#0,
as+1+"'+a257£0

Setting @ = a;, and u =as + ---+ a5 and v = a4y 1 + - - - + as,, the sum on the left hand
side of (B.3]) can be rewritten as

2 2 D rrnwle.
vEsA\{0} ue(s—1)A\{0} acA

Writing l, = v — Ss3,,, for each v € R?, we see that the above sum can be bounded above
by Ly (P, L), where P = (s —1)A\ {0} and w(n) = r,_1(n) for each n € P, and

L={l,|vesA\{0}}

and w'(l,) = r5(v) for each I, € L. Moreover, since P C (s —1)A C (s — 1)S5,,, we have
|P]|oe < sm!/? for every p € P, and so, we can use Lemma to deduce that

Loy (P, L) e (ol el el ' 13 + leella 0o + lleelloel ] 1).
We note that
lwlly = A7 and [Jw]|3 = Es-12(A) and [Jw[le <emA]7,
with the last inequality following from Lemma [l Similarly, we have
lw'lly = [A]* and [[w'[|3 = E;2(A) and [Jw']lo < me|A]"2.
Combining these estimates with our incidence bound, we obtain
Ey(A) e m(Byo1p(A)P|A|C BB (AP AP 4| A]72).
Upon simplifying the above bound, we find that
Bya(A) <5 m€(|A|<4S_3)/3ES_172(A)1/3 A3,

whence, we conclude the proof of Lemma [5.1 O

We will now present Theorem as a straightforward corollary of Lemma [5.11

Proof of Theorem[L.3. Our proof proceeds via induction. First, setting s = 2, we use Lemma
Tl to see that Fyo(A) <. m¢|A|?, in which case, we are done. We now move to the inductive
step, and so, letting s > 3, we assume that

Estz(A) <<S76 |A|2575+1/2+2_1-3—S+3'
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Applying Lemma 5., we get
E&Q(A) Lo ms(‘A|25/375/3+1/6+2—1.3—s+2‘A|(4573)/3 + |A‘2573>

< me|A|2s—3+1/2+2*1-3*5+2
S,€ .
This finishes the inductive step, and so, we see that Theorem holds for all s > 2. O

Our next goal is to prove Theorem [[L4] and this will be our main aim throughout the rest
of this section.

Proof of Theorem [L4l. Let n € sA. We first consider the case when s > 5 is an odd natural
number. Thus, writing s = 2p + 1 for some p > 2, we have

Ts(n) = E :[Lal+"'+ap:n_ap+1_"'_a2p_a2p+1'
ai,...,azp11€A

As before, we count the contribution of terms of the form
O:al—i-'“—l—ap:n—apﬂ—~-~—a,2p—a,2p+1,

with @; € A for 1 < i < 2p+ 1. This contribution can be estimated to be 7,(0)r,11(n).
Using Lemma [£1], when p = 2, this is bounded above by O.(m¢|A|?), and when p > 3, this
is bounded above by O.(m¢|A|?P=3). Thus, for all p > 1, we can estimate the number of such
solutions by O (m¢|A|**~2). Similarly, we consider the contribution of solutions satisfying
a,1+~-~+ap—n+a,2p+1 :—ap+1—~-~—a,2p:(),
with a@; € A for 1 <i <2p+ 1. We can bound this by 7,(0)r,,1(n), which, in turn, we can
estimate by O,(m¢|A|*P=2).
Since |A|?P=2 = |A|*73, it suffices to consider the sum

Z ]1al+---+ap=n*ap+1*---*O«Qp*O«Qp-H :
ai+--+ap#0,
ap+1+"'+a2p7é0
As before, we can now rewrite the above sum as
2 2 2 (W) lumnva
uepA\{0} vepA\{0} acA
whereupon, noting the fact that a € A C S, this can be further bounded above by
> > 2 r(wrp()lue,
u€pA\{0} vepA\{0} acA

where for each v € pA\ {0}, we define I, = n — v — Ss,,. In particular, this is a weighted
incidence count between the set of points pA \ {0} and the set L = {l,, | v € pA\ {0}},
where for every u € pA \ {0}, we have w(v) = r,(u) and ||ul, < pm*/? while for every
l,, € L, we have w'(l},) = r,(v). Thus, combining this with Lemma [£.2], we see that

rs(n) L me(Ep(A)3/5‘A|4p/5 + ‘A|2p72) Lo me|A‘2p—2+1/2+3np/5'
This gives us
re(m) <. me|A|s—3+1/2+/\s7

where A\, = 1071 - 3= (s=1/2+3
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In the case when s = 2p, we can proceed similarly as above to prove our result. Instead,
we will deduce bounds of the same quality in a more direct fashion using estimates for the
additive energy E,(A). In particular, using orthogonality, we can write

rs(n) = /[071)3 (Z e(a-u))Ve(—n - a)da.

ucA

Applying triangle inequality on the right hand side above and then using orthogonality
again, we find that

rs(n) < /[01)3 } Z e(a u)}deoc = E,2(A).

uceA

Combining the above bound with Theorem [[.3] we see that
ro(n) < Bpp(A) g mJAPP2

Since 2p = s and 1, = 27137%/%*2 = )\, we get the desired conclusion. O

6. INCIDENCE GEOMETRIC ESTIMATES FOR ADDITIVE ENERGIES WHEN d = 4

In this section, we obtain our first set of bounds for E,3(A) and E2(A) when s > 2
and A is some non-empty subset of Sy ,,,. Moreover, this would involve studying elements
n € R* that have many representations as a sum of two elements from our set A. Thus, for
each 7 > 1, we let

P.={n c R | 7 <ry(n) <27}

We see that for every non-zero n € P,, the set C,, and consequently, the hyperplane H,
contains at least 7 elements of A. Hence, we let H, = {H,, | n € P; \ {0}}.

We now use a variant of the hyperplane trick used by Bourgain and Demeter to derive
incidence geometric upper bounds for |P;| (see, for instance, [5], [16]).

Proposition 6.1. For each 7 > 1, we have
|Por < mS(|P;|7|A|T + | P + |A]).

Proof. We begin by noting that when |P.| < 1, Proposition holds trivially, and so, we
can assume that |P.| > 2. This, in turn, implies that |P,| < |P, \ {0} < |P,|, and as
a result, it suffices to prove the desired inequality for the set P, \ {0}. Furthermore, we
claim that there are at most O.(m¢) elements from A lying simultaneously in 2 distinct
hyperplanes from H.. In order to see this, let the 2 distinct hyperplanes be H,,,, Hy,. Since
ANH, CSymN(n+ Sym), we have

AN Hn1 N Hn2 Q S4ym N (n1 + S4ym) N (’I’I/Q + S4,m)>

for some non-zero, distinct ny,my € A+ A, whence, we can use Lemma [3.4] to deduce the
suitable claim.

With this in hand, we see that the incidence graph of A xH is K, o-free for some ¢t <, m*.
We now move to the dual space, that is, for any point a € A, we define the hyperplane

Go={xeR |z -a=1}
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Similarly, since no hyperplane H in H, contains the origin, we may write every H,, € H, as
z-u, = 1 for some u,. In this case, we define the point p,, = u,,. Note that 14cp, = 1,,.cq.,
and so, writing

P={pn|neP\{0}} and H ={G, | a € A},

D D taema =, D, lyncce

acA HpeHr PnEP GacM’
Moreover, since the incidence graph of A x H, is K o-free for some ¢ <, m*, we infer that
the incidence graph of P x H' is K -free for some t <, m*.
Thus, we may apply Lemma [3.2] with the parameters s = 2 and d = 4 and t <. m¢, along
with the fact that |P| = | P\ {0} < |A+ A| < m*, to obtain the inequality

S tacr =D Y pucca <em(IPFIH|F +|P|+ [H)).

we see that

Finally, since each H,, € H, contains at least 7 elements of A, we have
Z Z ]laeHn Z |H’T|T = |PT \ {O}|T
O.EA HnEH‘r

Combining this with the preceding inequality gives us the desired conclusion. 0

We will now use these incidence methods to obtain our threshold bounds for Es5(A) and
Es3(A), where

Eyi(A) = Y () < Y |Pyl27, (6.1)

ne2A 1<2i <|A]|

for i € N. Our main idea is to roughly divide into two cases, that is, when 27 < |A|% and
when 27 > |A\§. In the former case, we can use the trivial inequality

[Py |27 < A3 ) o) < AP,

fori € {2,3}. In the latter case, we will utilise Proposition [6.1] to obtain the required bound.
Lemma 6.2. Let A C Sy, be a finite set. Then
Eaa(A) < mf| A5, and Bys(A) < m (JAI*5 + |Al supry(m)?).

Proof. We begin by observing that whenever 7 <, m¢, then
|P.| " <. m*| Pt < m*|A|?,

for i = 2,3. Hence, noting (6.I)), whenever 27 <. m¢, the contribution of | P,;|27* to Es;(A)
is bounded above by O.(m?*|A|*log | A|), which is stronger than the required estimate. Thus,
we may assume that 27 > C.om¢ for some sufficiently large constant C.. In this case,
Proposition implies that

| Py| < m(|A|*2777 + |A]277). (6.2)
Thus, we have

[Py[2¥ <cme(JA["27% + A1) < m“ (A2 + |AP).
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We now let A = |A|'/3, and so, we see that
3Py |2¥ < JAPA = AP
2<A
Furthermore, the preceding discussion implies that
S IPul2¥ omt 3D (AIZ 4 |AR) < m (AT + AR log [A]) <. m| AP,
20>A 2i>A

where the last inequality follows from substituting the value of A. Putting this together
with the preceding set of inequalities, we get

SIPu6 < Y Pul2P+ Y P2+ Y [Pul2¥ < me AP,
J 2/ <Cems Ceme<2i<A Ceme,A<20

We get the required bound for E53(A) by combining the above estimate with (6.1)).
We begin our analysis of third energies now, and so, we note that

> |Pyl2¥ < |APA? < AP,
2i<A
Furthermore, we may use (6.2]) to infer that
D P27 <emt > (A2 4 |A2Y) < me(JA[* AT + Al supray(n)?).
2i>A 20>A "
Substituting A = |A|'/? in the above expression, we get
D |Pu[2 < (I + | A sup ra(n)?).
271>A "
As in the case of Ey2(A), we see that this is sufficient to prove that
En3(A) <eme (AP + Al supra(n)?),
n

and so, we are done with our proof of Lemma [6.2 O

We are now interested in obtaining upper bounds for E;»(A), when s > 3 and A C Sy ,,,.
We begin this endeavour by establishing the incidence bound that we will require. Thus,
given finite sets P, X C Z*, putting Corollary together with Lemma applied with
the parameters s = 3 and d = 4 and t <. m®, we get that

I(P,V) <ce mS(|P[|V]iT 4 [P+ |V]),

whenever every p € P satisfies ||p|loc < m€ and V = {x + S,,, | € X}. Furthermore, we
can combine this with Lemma 3.3 to see that

€ 4/11 7/11 6/11 5/11
Lo (P, V) e me(Jlwlly™ ol 7 15 w137+ wlla][w |l + llw]loollw!]1). (6.3)
Lemma 6.3. Let s > 2 and let A be a finite subset of S ,,. Then, we have

Eoo(A) oo m (JA] 75 By 12(A)7 + |A[>72),
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Proof. We begin by writing
Es,2(A> = Z ]1a1+---+as7as+1:as+2+---+ags Z Z Z 715 1 )]lvfa:u-
ai,...,azs€A acAvesAuc(s—1)A

The latter can be bounded above by an incidence bound, and so, we write P = (s — 1)A
and L = {l, | v € sA}, where [, = Ss,, + v for each v € sA. Thus, we have

E E E 7ﬂs 7ﬂs 1 ’LL v a= u,< E E 715 715 1 pelv-
acAvesAuc(s—1)A pEP l,E€L

We can bound the right hand side above using (6.3)) and the fact that ||p|e. <s m® for
every p € (s — 1)A, whence,

Eoo(A) €y mS(Ey g o(A)T La(A)T 252
Simplifying the above inequality furnishes the bound
B a(A) <o me( "By 15(A)T + | A]=2),
which is the desired conclusion. 0

Therefore, when s = 3, Lemmata and combine to deliver the bound
Es(A) e mE(|A[PBEyo(A)YVA 4 |A]Y) <o meJ A2,
We may now use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to see that
124 — A| > |A]°E55(A) ™" > m | AP, (6.4)

We end this section by mentioning that (6.4)) is a consequence of a combination of incidence
geometric ideas utilised along with Lemma [3.4], and it plays an important role in our proof
of Theorem (see proof of Lemma [T.5]). Moreover, as per our discussion in §2, inequality
(6.4) does not hold when A is replaced by the set Py .

7. PROOF OF THEOREM

We dedicate this section to proving Theorem [[L2] using our bounds for many-fold sumsets
along with the higher energy method. We begin by noting that it suffices to show that
Theorem holds in the specific case when s = 2, which we record as follows.

Theorem 7.1. Let A be a non-empty subset of Sy, and let 6 = 1/2766. Then
E2,2(A) <. m5|A|2+1/3_6.

Proof of Theorem [L2l. We prove our result inductively, and our base case will be s = 2,
which is handled by Theorem [[.Il Thus, we move to the inductive step, and so we suppose
that s > 3 and that

By 10(A) <. me| A5 1+1/6+1-0) 672
We substitute this in the conclusion of Lemma to get
Es,2(A) < me(|A|3s/2—7/8E5_1,2(A)1/4 + |A|2s—2) <. me|A|2s—2+1/6+(1_6).6—s+17

which concludes the inductive step, as well as our proof of Theorem [[.2 O
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Henceforth, we will now focus our attention towards proving Theorem [Z.J We commence
by introducing some useful notation, and thus, for each finite subset X of A and for each
n € R?*, we write

Cnx=XN(n-X). (7.1)
It is worth noting that Cy,, x C Sy, N (M — Sym) = Sam N (N + Sim), and that |Cy, x| =
T9 (X, n)
We also go through some necessary reductions. Thus, let £y = {0} and let Ey = (0, 00)
and let E3 = (—00,0), and for each 7 € {1,2,3}*, write
Ei = Eil X EZ‘2 X E'z‘3 X Ei4'
Note that we have R* = Ujeqq 234 ;. We further write A; = AN E; and S; = Sy, N E; for
each 4 € {1,2,3}*. Our main idea is to reduce to the case when A C E 229 and in this

endeavour, we record the following standard lemma from additive combinatorics (see, for
instance, [18, Exercise 2.3.20]).

Lemma 7.2. Suppose A is a finite, non-empty subset of R, and suppose A = A; U A,
where Ay and Ay are disjoint sets. Then Es3(A) < sup i<y Fa2(A;).

Note that when ¢ = (1,1,1,1), then A; = 0. Next, if ¢ has precisely three coordinates
being equal to 1, then F; is a line, and since a line intersects a sphere in O(1) points, we
have |A;| < 1. Similarly, when % has precisely two coordinates being equal to 1, the set A;
lies on a curve of the form

:vf + :v% =m.
Here, we can use a standard estimate to deduce that |A4;| <, m® (see [11, Theorem 338]),
and so, in both these two cases, we can use the trivial bound

Eao(A;) < A2 < me.
When ¢ has precisely one coordinate equalling 1, the set A; lies on a sphere of the form
x% + x% + :cg =m,
in which case, we can use Lemma 1] to show that
Eyo(As) < me| A2

Hence, combining this discussion with Lemma [7.2] we see that it is enough to prove Theorem
[71] for sets of the form A;, where ¢ has no coordinate equalling 1. Moreover, since the sets
S;, with 7 € {2,3}4, are equivalent up to rotation, we may assume without loss of generality
that A Q E(272’272).

Lemma 7.3. Let A C S9229), let N = |A|. Then there exist disjoint subsets X,Y of A
satisfying the following properties. Firstly, A= X UY . Then, whenever X # (), we have

(X, n) < N¥/3+9, (7.2)

for each n € X + X. Moreover, whenever Y # (), there exists a natural number 1 <r < N
and vectors ny, ..., n,_1 and sets A,_1 C --- C Ay C A, such that r < N3 aqnd

Y = U Chn, .4, (7.3)

where the sets Cp, a, are defined as in (L)) and are pairwise disjoint.
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Proof. We describe an algorithm that finishes in finitely many steps and provides us with
sets X,Y having the desired properties. Thus, we begin by writing Ay = A and By = 0,
and see that A = Ay U By. Now, given a natural number ¢ > 1, suppose that we begin the
i'" iteration, and so, let A;,_; and B,;_; be pairwise disjoint sets satisfying A = A;_, U B;_1.
If there exists m such that ro(A;_1, 1) > N?/3%9 let n;_; = n and let

Az‘ = Ai—l \ Oni—17Ai—1 and Bz = Bi—l U O’ni—l,Ai—l‘

If no such n exists, we end the algorithm.

Since we remove at least N%/?%9 elements from A; in each iteration, we can have at most
r < N'/379 iterations. Moreover, when A, is non-empty, we have that ry(A,,n) < N?/3+°
for each n € R*. Similarly, it is easy to see that when the set B, is non-empty, B, satisfies
the properties we desire of Y, and so, upon setting X = A, and Y = B,, we are done. [

Thus, it suffices to show that
Ey5(X) < mEN?P370 and B, o(Y) < mEN#F/379, (7.4)

since we can then use Lemma to obtain the required bound for E;(A). We begin by
focusing on the second inequality in (7.4]).

Lemma 7.4. Let Y C A be a set as in the conclusion of Lemmal[l.4. Then, we have
Eyo(Y) <emr|Y [,
Proof of Lemma[l4. Let y1,...,ys be elements of Y satisfying

Y1+ Y2 = Y3+ Ysa (7.5)

We may suppose that y; # y; for any 1 < i < j < 4, since solutions not satisfying this
condition contribute an amount O(|Y|?) to Fy2(Y). Thus, we have

Ys=y1+ (Y2 — y3).
We have O(]Y'|?) choices for ys,ys such that y, # ys. Moreover, we have r choices for i
satisfying y; € C, 4,. We can fix these parameters in O(r|Y|?) ways, and so, we must show
that there are O.(m¢) choices for y4. In particular, this would finish our proof, since each

choice of y, fixes y; as yu, ..., ys satisfy (7).
We note that

Y €Y N (Crya, + (Y2 —Y3) C Sum N (Sam +y2 —ys) N (Sam +1 +y2—1ys3), (7.6)

where the last inclusion follows from the fact that Cy,; a4, € S4,, N (S4m+mn;). We can ignore
the cases when y, — y3 = 0 or Yy, — y3 = —n,, since the former contradicts our assumption
that yo # y3, while the latter would imply that

Y €Y N(Chy —1) CSYN(Y —my) N (=Y) C Epao2 N(—FEp222),

contradicting the fact that Ep 209 N (—E222) = 0. But if y» —y3 ¢ {0, —n,}, then (Z0)
implies that y, lies in three distinct translates of Sy ,,,, whenceforth, Lemma 3.4l implies that
there are at most O,(m¢) choices for y,. Thus, we have proven that Fy»(Y) <. mer|Y]?. O

Note that Lemma [7.4] combines with the fact that » < N'/379 and |Y] < |A| = N to
deliver the second inequality in ([Z4]), whereupon, it is sufficient to prove the first inequality
in (Z4). As we previously mentioned, the properties that the set X satisfies makes it
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amenable to the higher energy method, and so, we present the following upper bound for
Es(X).

Lemma 7.5. Let X C A be a set as in the conclusion of Lemmal[l4, and let ¢ > 0. Then
E272(X) <<e mC€N2+1/3_6,
where C' > 0 is some absolute constant.

Proof. We assume that E,o(X) > N2+1/379 gince otherwise we are done. Moreover, Lemma
implies that
Ey3(X) < m (| X3 + | X |supry(X, n)?),

and thus, noting (7.2), we get "

By 3(X) < me(|X[PF/5 4 | X| N30, (7.7)
If the second term on the right hand side dominates, that is, when | X| < N4/5%6/5 then

Ey(X) <, me| X| NV,
which, in turn, combines with an application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to give us
Eaa(X) < | X|Eas(X)V? <, m|X[F2N?30 « me N#6+,

Moreover, since 6 < 1/12, we are done in this case.
Henceforth we may assume that the first term on the right hand in (7.7]) dominates, in
which case, we get
Ea3(X) < mf| X [PH23, (7.8)
We now apply Lemma for the set X. Thus, we see that
| XJP/K = Eyp(X) > N*T1/370,

whence,
K < |XPPN"23N9, (7.9)
Similarly, we have
M|X|"/K? = Ey3(X) < m|X[*F/3,
which gives us
M < mf | X|"VBR? <, mé| X BN ND < e N, (7.10)
The conclusion of Lemma implies that there must exist X’ C X such that
|X'| > M~%(log M)™"°|X| and |2X" — X'| < M'*(log M)®?K|X|.
As before, we may use (6.4 to discern that
12X — X'| 3> m~| X',
which, in conjunction with the preceding inequality, gives us
M~1(log M)~15| X|"9/2 | X'| < | X[ <, me M2 (log M)*2K| X
Simplifying the above, we see that
X192 <, me M2 (log M)PTK.
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We now insert our upper bounds (Z.9)) and (ZI0) for K and M respectively in the above
inequality to get
‘X|19/24 <, m1736N3446(10g M)267‘X|3N7271/3N6.
This, combined with the fact that
(log M)*" <. (logmlog N)*" <, m*,
delivers the bound
N1/873455 < m174e.

Now, since 3455 = 345/2766 < 1/8, we discern that N <. m“®, for some constant C' > 0,
but this yields the bound
EQ’Q(X) S N3 <<5 m3C€,

and so, we get the desired conclusion anyway. 0

Note that Lemma implies the first inequality in (7.4]) after we rescale € appropriately,
and so, we are done with the proof of Theorem [7.1]

8. ADDITIVE ENERGIES ON 837,\ AND POINT—SPHERE INCIDENCES

We end this paper by studying E,2(A) when A is some arbitrary subset of Ss 5, for some
fixed A > 0. Since the additive equation (L)) is invariant under affine transformations, we
may assume that A\ = 1 after a suitable dilation. In this case, we have two regimes of results,
as in the setting of the parabola. The first collection of results provide upper bounds for
E55(A) in terms of |A| and 04, where

da= inf |a; —asy

a1,a2€A
a1 #az

Here, the decoupling results of Bourgain and Demeter [6] imply that
Eao(A) < 511A%, (8.1)
which can then be extended to obtain the estimate
B a(A) <e 051417,

whenever s > 2. Moreover, (8) is sharp so long as 6;' < |A|°Y)] but when &' is large
in terms of |A|, say, 521 > 22‘A‘, these bounds become weaker than the trivial estimate
Fy5(A) < |AJP.

In the latter situation, the second regime of results becomes more efficient, which consists
of bounds for E;(A) that are independent of the spacing d4. For instance, Bourgain and
Demeter [6] showed that

Es(A) < AP, (8.2)
for any finite, arbitrary subset A of S3;. We recall that such additive energies are very
closely related to restriction estimates. Furthermore, since the restriction theory for the
paraboloid and the sphere are very similar, and since it is possible to utilise incidence
geometric methods to achieve the estimate

Ena(A) <c AT,

for each finite subset A of the truncated paraboloid (see [6l Theorem 2.8]), Bourgain and
Demeter [6] conjectured the analogous upper bound for additive energies on the 2-sphere.
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Conjecture 8.1. Let A be a finite, non-empty subset of Ss1. Then
Eyo(A) < |APT.

As in the previous sections, we can use point—sphere incidences to study this problem,
and so, we begin by recording such a result by Zahl [19, Theorem 1.2].

Lemma 8.2. Let P be a finite set of points in R® and let L be a finite set of spheres in R?
such that no three spheres intersect in a common circle. Then

DD La < [PPALPA + [Pl + L.

peEP leL

For our purposes, we will set L = {x + S5 | © € X} for some finite, non-empty set X.
With this specific description of L in hand, we can see that any three distinct spheres from
L can intersect in at most O(1) elements in R3, and so, the hypothesis of Lemma B2 is
satisfied. As in the previous sections, we can then combine the conclusion of Lemma
along with Lemma B.3] to attain a weighted incidence bound, which we can subsequently
utilise to obtain upper bounds for Ej,(A) in terms of E,_;5(A), whenever A is a finite,
non-empty subset of Ss;. In particular, we will get an inequality of the shape

E,o(A) < Eo_yo(A)Y3|A|W=D/8 1) 4272, (8.3)

whenever s > 2. Setting s = 2 in the above expression recovers the bound (82), that is, the
aforementioned result of Bourgain-Demeter. We further remark that upon adapting our
argument from §7 in this situation, we would be able to improve upon (8.2)) and obtain the
estimate

E272(A) < |A‘2+1/3_1/1030,

for every finite, non-empty subset A of S3;. This can then be amalgamated with (83)) to
obtain the threshold breaking bounds

E,(A) < |APs~2H(1-3/1030)3

—s+1
)

whenever s > 2.

It was noted by Sheffer in [16] that one should be able to obtain stronger bounds than
(B2) by utilising point—circle incidences in R®. In order to see this, we first record the
precise point—circle incidence result which we intend to employ (see [1]).

Lemma 8.3. Let P be a finite set of points in R and let L be a finite collection of distinct
circles in R3. Then

DO lpa < PP LM 4+ |PPRILYE 4 | Pl + |L).
peP leL

As before, we can then combine this with Lemma B.3to attain a weighted incidence bound
between points and circles in R3.

Lemma 8.4. Let P be a finite set of points in R® and let L be a finite collection of distinct
circles in R3 and let w : L — N be a weight function. Then

€ 4/11 7/11 2/3 1/3
SN e < [PI(PI M w]ly wll 7+ [P wlf3 ]y + wlls + | Pllw]|oo).
peP leL
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With the relevant incidence result in hand, we begin our analysis of E2(A). Thus, we

write
EQ,Q(A) - Z IL6'11-1-6'12—0'3104 = Z Z T2(n)1n—a:b‘

ai,...,as€EA ne2A a,be A

We may assume that n # 0, since the case when n = 0 contributes at most O(]A|?) solutions
to Ea2(A). Moreover, note that for a fixed n € 24\ {0}, the expression n — a = b implies
that b € AN(n—A) C D,,, where D,, is the unique circle described by the set S3 1N (n—3S831).
Furthermore, since fixing the values of b and n also fixes a, we deduce that

Z 1 a=p = Z ﬂbEAﬂ(an) < Z lleDna

a,beA beA beA

whence,

Fyo(A) < Z Z?‘z(n)]lbeDn + O(|A]?).

ne2A\{0} beA
We can estimate the sum on the right hand side above using Lemma [8.4] and so, we get

€ 4/11 7/11 2/3 1/3
Baa(A) < JAI(AL  rally ™ 2l T 4 1A roll3 2 rallt® + lrally + [AlIr2lloo) + AP

As before, we see that ||r2|3 < Fao(A) and ||rol; < |A]? and |72« < |A], and consequently,
the preceding inequality gives us

Ey5(A) < [A[ (AP Byo(A)YM + AP Epa(A)° + |AP).
Simplifying the above yields the bound
By p(A) < JA[PFOF,

which can subsequently be combined with the inductive estimate (83) to deliver Theorem
L5 and so, we are done.
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