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FACTORIZATION LENGTH DISTRIBUTION FOR AFFINE
SEMIGROUPS IV: A GEOMETRIC APPROACH TO WEIGHTED
FACTORIZATION LENGTHS IN THREE-GENERATOR NUMERICAL
SEMIGROUPS

STEPHAN RAMON GARCIA, CHRISTOPHER O’'NEILL, AND GABE UDELL

ABSTRACT. For numerical semigroups with three generators, we study the as-
ymptotic behavior of weighted factorization lengths, that is, linear functionals
of the coefficients in the factorizations of semigroup elements. This work gen-
eralizes many previous results, provides more natural and intuitive proofs, and
yields a completely explicit error bound.

1. INTRODUCTION

In what follows, Z>g and Z.( denote the sets of nonnegative and positive
integers, respectively. Let

S = (m,ny, n3) = {x11my + xonp + X313 : X1, %2, X3 € Z>0}

denote a numerical semigroup (an additive subsemigroup of Z() with three gen-
erators ny,np,n3 € Zo [29]. We do not assume that the generators are given in a
particular order; on rare occasions, we even let them coincide. Although uncon-
ventional, these generous conventions eliminate the need for some special cases
and permit a few interesting and unusual applications.

A factorization of n € S is an expression n = xynj + xp1p + x3n3 in which
x = (x1,x2,x3) € Z3>0. The set of all factorizations of n is denoted

Zs(n) ={x € ZBZO in = x11q + Xonp + X313}

A factorization functional is a linear functional of x. For example, the length x1 +
xp + x3 of x is a factorization functional. Other examples are x; and x1 — 2xp + 3x3.
Values of factorization functionals are weighted factorization lengths. Combinato-
rial descriptions of maximum and minimum weighted factorization lengths are
obtained in [25]]; the present paper pushes this work in new directions.

In this paper, which complements the previous papers in the series [15-17], we
answer many questions about the asymptotic behavior of weighted factorization
lengths for three-generator numerical semigroups. We recover and extend [17], in
which the asymptotic behavior of the mean, median, and mode of (unweighted)
factorization lengths are described. Our Theorem [1] is more general and more
precise than the main results of [17]], and its proof is shorter and more transparent.
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The paper [16], which subsumes [17], treats numerical semigroups with ar-
bitrarily many generators. However, the approach uses tools outside the main-
stream of numerical semigroup theory, such as algebraic combinatorics, harmonic
analysis, measure theory, and functional analysis. In contrast, our results here are
geometric and transparent, only invoking analysis (of an elementary sort) at the
final stage. The results of this paper, although presented only for three-generator
numerical semigroups (but for general weighted factorization lengths), may pro-
vide a clearer path to the results of [16] and their generalizations via polyhedral
geometry techniques.

As convenience dictates, we denote (column) vectors in boldface, or as ordered
pairs or triples. A superscript T denotes the transpose. We let |X| denote the
cardinality of a set or multiset X. Here is our main result.

Theorem 1. Let ny,ny, n3 € Z~q be distinct with ged(nq, ny, n3) = 1; let my, my, mz €

Z. be such that
m m m
3 < 2 < 71,
ns np ni

with at least one inequality strict; let S = (nq,ny, n3); and let
A(x) = myxqy + mpxy + m3x3
for x € Z3. Define the multiset (set with multiplicities)
Aln] = A x € Zs(n) ).

Then for « < Band n € Z>,

AR P ) g

n?/ (2nynynz)

2 d 2d 2d
S w |:5+1’l+ (ﬁ—a-f—n) (1+dmax{n1,n3}) ,

n np
in which
0 ift< ';—33
_tnz—my <o m
F(t) _ 2n1nons Mmon3 — Ms3Hy, 3 2
myng — msng my — nqt

ey m
miny — mpnq

0 ift >3,

is a (possibly degenerate) triangular probability density function, and
d= ng(mzng, — M3ny, MmNz — MmMany, MmNy — T’I’lzl’ll).

The rate of convergence to the triangular density is explicit, a huge improve-
ment over [17]. Moreover, the error estimate can be improved at the expense
of introducing a more complicated, but still explicit, expression; see Remark
Modifications of our Lemma 23 below should also permit us to recover the mod-
ular results of [15] in the three-generator setting, with the added bonus of explicit
bounds on the rate of convergence in [15, Thm. 3a].
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The motivation for Theorem [1|stems from its centrality to the study of numeri-
cal semigroups. Non-unique factorization has long been studied in commutative
algebra, both for more general families of semigroups [1}/12}[13,22}23),30] and for
numerical semigroups specifically [7,8,24,28]. The study of length sets (as op-
posed to multisets) is well-established territory [2}[14}[19,21,]26] and similar ques-
tions have been studied in both number-theoretic [5,6,/11] and algebraic [3}/4}]20]
contexts. Our explicit asymptotic theorem on weighted factorization lengths and
multisets breaks new ground in the three-generator setting.

This paper is structured as follows. We first consider examples and applica-
tions in Section 2} after which we move into the proof of Theorem [I}in Section

2. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

Throughout this section we consider pairs of vectors m = (my,my, ms3) € 73
and n = (n1,ny,n3) € Z3>0 which satisfy the conditions of Theorem [I| In each
such context we define S = (ny,ny,13),

AM(x) = myx1 + maxy + m3xs,
and
Aln] = {A(x) : x € Zg(n) }
as in the statement of Theorem [1I We also define
Z(m,n) = {x € Zs(n) : A(x) = m}. )

Our first application of Theorem [1|is to swiftly obtain general weighted ver-
sions of the main results of [17], in which the asymptotic mean, median, and
mode (unweighted) factorization lengths are computed for three-generator nu-
merical semigroups. In what follows, f ~ ¢ means that lim,_, f(1)/g(n) = 1.

Example 3. Let S = (nq,ny,n3), in which ged(ny, np,n3) = 1. Apply Theorem
with o = %’ and = 'Z—]] and obtain [27, Thm. 3.9]:

2
n

|A(n)| = [Zs(n)| ~ iy (4)
For « < B, Theorem [IJand (4) ensure that

|Aln] N [an, pn]| /ﬁ

~ F(x)dx
[A[]] uc
as n — oo. Since the support of F is [%, "1:—11] and its peak is at %2, we have
Min An] ~ ﬂn, Mode A[n] ~ @n, and max An] ~ My,

Symbolic integration and computer algebra reveals the unique y € ['2—33, ';—11] such

that [7 F(t)dt = 1. This yields the asymptotic median:

ms 1(@,@) (@,@) M2 s
ns 2 nq ns np ns np
my L (m ma\ (my mpooma
ny 2 nq ns nq np np

m m
ny ns
m m
ny ns

N[ —

Median Afn] ~ n-

NI —
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Consider the absolutely continuous probability measure v defined by

p
v(lo p)) = [ Flx)dx
for &« < B. Define the singular probability measures

1
V}’l - Z 5@/
|ZS(n)| xeZg(n) "

in which J; is the unit point measure at x € R. Use (4) to deduce that
A(n) N [an, P
lim vy ([a, B]) = lim [ ACn) 0 e, prl] / F(x)dx = v([a, B)).
43

n—oo n—oo ‘ZS (n) |
If g : R — R is bounded and continuous, then [9, Thm. 25.8] ensures that

Jim s Zn)g(Aff)) = lim [ gdv= [ g@)F()ax

xeZg(

The integral on the right-hand side can be evaluated explicitly for g(x) = x and
g(x) = x2. From here one obtains the asymptotic mean and variance of A[n]:

Mean A[n] ~ g (7:111_'_7:112_'_23),
1 2 3

n? m% ﬂ% mf% _ mq My _ moms3 _ msmy
18 ’

VarAn] ~ — | —&
[[ n2  nd  nd  mny  mpnz mam

Asymptotic formulas for the higher moments, skewness, harmonic and geometric
means, follow in a similar manner; see [16, Sec. 2.1] for definitions. For m; =
my = m3 = 1, we obtain the asymptotic formulas for factorization-length statistics
obtained in [17]. Thus, Theorem recaptures the results of [17], generalizes them
to the weighted setting, and provides explicit error bounds in some instances.

Example 5. In [16, Tab. 1, Fig. 2], a special case of Theorem [I| was illustrated
for factorization lengths in the McNugget semigroup S = (6,9,20). Here we
explore a different weighted factorization length on S. Table [1| gives the actual
and predicted values of several statistics pertaining to A[n] for m = (4,7,2),
n = (9,20,6), and n = 10°. The components of m and n are ordered to comply
with Theorem [I} in particular 4/9 > 7/20 > 2/6. If one charges $2 for a box of
6 McNuggets, $4 for 9 McNuggets, and $7 for 20 McNuggets, then A[n] is the
multiset of prices corresponding to all the ways to fill an order of n McNuggets.

Statistic ‘ Actual Predicted H Statistic ‘Actual Predicted
MeanA[[lOS]] 37591.84 37592.59 ModeA[[lOS]} 35000 35000

Median A[10°] | 37200  37200.89 || StDev A[105] | 2446.32  2446.27
Min A[105] | 33334  33333.33 || maxA[10%] | 44440 4444444

Table 1. Actual versus predicted statistics (rounded to two decimal places) for
A[10°] with n = (9,20,6) and m = (4,7,2)
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The next example illustrates another use of Theorem

Example 6. Let S = (6,9,20) as in the previous example. We now letn = (1,1,1)
and m = (20,9,6). Then |A[n] N [an, fn]| is the number of possible orders of n
boxes of McNuggets that contain between an and fn McNuggets. For example,
when 1 = 100, « = 8, and p = 15, we have |A[100] N [800,1500]| = 3785; that is,
there are 3785 ways to order between 800 and 1500 McNuggets using 100 boxes.
Table P]illustrates predictions and error bounds afforded by Theorem [T]and (30).

n a B w / f F(x)dx  Error  Theorem[bound Eq.[0]bound
100 8 15 0.757 0.742424  0.014576 0.3812 0.151286
1000 8 15 0.743884 0.742424  0.001460 0.038012 0.015056

10000 8 15 0.742570 0.742424  0.000146 0.003800 0.001505
100 7 71 0.0058 0.005 0.0008 0.1052 0.01
1000 7 71 0.00509 0.005 0.00009 0.010412 0.000927

10000 7 7.1 0.005009 0.005 0.000009 0.001040 0.000092

Table 2. Error analysis (rounded to 6 decimal places) for m = (20,9,6) and n =
(1,1,1).

% versus 7 (in blue) overlaid

with F(x) versus x (in red). These make sense to plot together because Lemma

|Z(m,n)] . sils . 21110 m .
Tn/@mnyry) 18 within =223 of F(™). Since

|Z(m,n)| gives the multiplicity of m in A[n], we refer to this sort of plot as the
scaled histogram of A[n]. These plots illustrate the convergence of the distribution
of A[n] to F(x).

In the following examples, we plot

and equation 22| below imply that

Example 7. Figure[l| gives the scaled histograms of A[100] and A[1000] for m =
(20,9,6) and n = (1,1,1).

0.05F 0.05F

(a) n =100 (b) n = 50000

Figure 1. Scaled histograms of A[n] withn = (1,1,1) and m = (20,9,6).

Example 8. Theorem (1| does not require mj,my, m3 to be positive. Figure
demonstrates the theorem when m; < 0.
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0.4 0.4

(a) n = 5000 (b) n = 50000

Figure 2. Scaled histograms of A[n] with m = (—9,20,6) and n = (4,5, 3).
25r 25r

201 201

(a) n = 1000 (b) n = 30000

Figure 3. Scaled histograms of A[n] with n = (5,17,8) and m = (3,9,4); here
d=2.

Example 9. The error bound in Theorem 1| and the definition of the scaled his-
togram involve the quantity d = ged(mans — many, myng — many, myny — mony).
For d = 1, the scaled histogram of A[n] approximately coincides with the plot
of F(x) at each point. For d # 1, Lemma (15 says that there is a ¢ = ¢, such
that Z(m,n) is empty unless m = ¢ (modd). If Z(m,n) is nonempty, Lemma
implies that its cardinality is d times larger than what we would expect for d = 1.
This is accounted for in the definition of the scaled histogram so that d — 1 out
of every d points of the scaled histogram of A[n] are 0, but the remaining points
approximately lie on the plot of F(x); see Figure

Example 10. The proof of Theoremdeﬁnes p1 = mpynz — mgny and p3 = myny —
myony. Although these are denominators in the formula for F, we permit one
of them to be 0. Figure E| illustrates the case n = (6,9,20) and m = (1,0,0),
for which p; = 0. Here A(x) = x7 is the number of 6s in the factorization
6x1 + 9x2 + 30x3 = n. Since p; = 0, the “left side” of the triangle is degenerate.

Theorem |[I| concerns large-n asymptotic behavior. On the other hand, Propo-
sition [12| below identifies a curious exact phenomenon even for small n. We first
illustrate this with an example.

Example 11. Let m; = (2,3,1), n; = (2,6,3), my = (3,1,2), and n; = (3,2,6);
note that n; and n, generate the same semigroup. Figure [5 shows the scaled
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0.05 0.10 0.15 0.05 0.10 0.15

(a) n = 5000 (b) n = 50000

Figure 4. Scaled histograms of A[n] with n = (6,9,20) and m = (1,0,0).

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

(@ m; =(2,3,1),n; = (2,6,3) (b) my = (3,1,2) and np = (3,2,6)

Figure 5. Different values of m and n can produce scaled histograms that are
translations of each other. In the context of Proposition (a,b,¢) =(1,2,3).

histograms of the multisets Aj[n] and Ay[n] corresponding to mj,n; and to
mjy, ny, respectively. The histograms are the same up to a horizontal translation.
To be specific, there is an r, which depends depends only upon 7, such that the
multiplicity of x in A4[n] equals the multiplicity of x 4 r in Aj[n]. In Figure
we have n = 75 and r = 2. Observe that the probability density F depends only
upon mq/ny, mp/ny, and ms3/ny, so Theorem [I| predicts the same asymptotic
distribution for Aq[n] and A;[[n] because

mo_ 2 m 3y o 3 mp 1o g 1 my 2

n 2 nj 3 np 6 1y 2 ns 3 ny 6
However, this only implies that A1[#n] and A;[n] should appear similar for large #,
not that they should be translations of each other.

Proposition [12|says that two different weighted lengths on the same numerical
semigroup yield nearly the same (translated) statistical behavior. This is consis-
tent with Theorem [1] since

ac ab bc ac ab bc
{a/brc}{a/blc}{cla/b}/

so the asymptotic distribution functions in the two cases are equal. The numerical
semigroups in Proposition 12| are called supersymmetric [[10].
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Proposition 12. Let a,b,c € Z~ be distinct, and let my = (b,a,c), my = (a,c,b),
and n = (ab, ac, bc). Define

m¥ m;
A= T €EMy3(Z) and Ay = T € Max3(2),

along with

Zy(m,n) = {x € 2320 tAIx = [7:11] } and Zp(m,n) = {x € 2320 P Apx = [Tﬂ } .
Forall n € Z>, there exists an 1, € Z such that for all m € Z

|Z1(m,n)| = | Z2(m + 1y, n)|.
Moreover, ty, = 1,1 gy for all n € Z>.

Proof. Let S = (ab,ac,bc) and fix n € S. We can write n = qabc +r withr € S and
r —abc ¢ S. By [18| Prop. 1, Thm. 12], we have |Zs(r)| =1,
Zs(qabc) = {(z1c,22b,z3a) € 2320 tz1+20+23 =¢q},
and
Zs(n) = Zs(gabe) + Zs(r).
For any z1, 2,23 € Z>( with z1 + z2 4+ z3 = g, we have
(z1¢, 22D, z3a) - m1 = z1bc + zpab + zzac = (z3¢,z1b,zpa) - my,
which implies | Z1(m, gabc)| = | Z,(m, qabc)| for all m € Z. Writing Zs(r) = {x},
linearity then implies
Zy(m+ (mq -x),n) = Z1(m,gabc) + x and Zp(m + (my - x),n) = Z,(m, gabc) + x
for all m € Z. This yields the desired claim upon letting r, = (my —mj) -x. O

3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [I]

The proof of Theorem [1]is geometric: the limiting distribution arises from the
projection of a simplex with one vertex on each axis, with each vertical value
in the distribution being the volume of a cross section. This yields a piecewise-
polynomial function; the transition between each polynomial piece occurs when
the cross section contains a vertex. Making this general and precise, with explicit
error bounds, adds to the complexity of the argument.

3.1. Setup. Let m = (mq,my, m3), n = (n1,ny,n3), and
T

. mq my ms o m
A= |:1’11 1y Tl3] = [IIT:| S |V|2><3(Z).

The hypotheses on the ratios m;/n; imply that

mong — mzny > 0, ming —mzny >0, and myny, — mong > 0. (13)
R % .
Observe that
p1=0 <= M _ M and p3=0 <= @:@,

nz np np n
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so at most one of py, p3 can be zero, since otherwise p, = 0 and m3/nz = my/ny =
my/ny. Treat the corresponding interval [, 72] or [32, 7] as degenerate in these

cases. This also means that at least two of the three inequalities in are strict.
The one-dimensional subspace {m}+ N {n}* of R? is spanned by

mpnz — mM3ny 01
r=mxn= |[mgn] —mnz| = | —pP2
03

miny; — mony
By construction, Ar = 0. Define A(x) and A[n] as in the statement of Theorem
and note that A(x) = m - x.

e 73\ {0}.

3.2. The sets Z(b) and Z(b). We adjust the notation (2) to permit vector argu-
ments: for b = (m,n) € Z2, let

Z(b)={x€Z3): Ax=b} = {x € Zs(n) : A(x) = m}. (14)
Similarly, define

Z(b) = {xeZ®: Ax=Db}.

We may denote these as Z(m,n) and Z(m, n), respectively, as convenient. Both
Z(b) and Z(b) may be empty; the following lemma gives some crucial insight
on when Z(b) is empty. Although the lemma is a special case of [25, Thm. 3.2b],

we provide another proof since the three-dimensional setting permits the use of
the cross product and geometric reasoning to simplify the argument.

Lemma 15. Lft d = ged(py, p2, p3). Foreachn € Z, there is some c € {0,1,2,...,d —
1} such that Z(m,n) # @ if and only if m = c (mod d).
Proof. The definition of d ensures that, p; = 0 (mod d) for i = 1,2,3. Thus,
min; = min; (mod d)
fori,j=1,2,3. For any x = (x1,x2,X3) € Z3and i€ {1,2,3}, it follows that
m;(ny1xq + noxp + n3x3) = n;(myxq + moxy + maxz) (modd);
that is,

mi(n-x) = n;(m-x) (modd).

(=) Suppose there is an x € Z(m,n). Since ged (11, 12, 13) = 1, Bézout's identity
provides ay,ay,a3 € Z such that ajny + axny + azng = 1. Let ¢ denote the least
nonnegative residue of (a1my + aymy + azms)n modulo d. Then

m=m-x
= (ayny + ayny + aznz)(m - x)
= (aymq + aymy + azmz)(n - x) (mod d)
(aymq + apmy + azmz)n (mod d)
= ¢ (mod d).

(<) Since d = ged(p1, p2, p3), Bézout's identity provides a v € Z3 such that
r-v=(01,—p2,03) v=d.
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Let w = n x v and observe that
n-w=n-(nxv)=(nxn)-v=0
and
m-w=m-(nxv)=(mxn)-v=r-v=d.
Fix n € Zx. Since ged(ny,n,n3) = 1, there is a z = (z1,22,23) € Z> such that

n-z=n Lets =m-z so that z € Z(s,n). The first half of the proof ensures
that s = ¢ (modd). If m = ¢ (mod d), then d | (m — s) and hence

m z—i—m_sw =m z—i—Em w—s—i—m_sd—m
d o d o d o

Therefore,

z—f—md_sw62<s+md_sd,n> = Z(m,n). O

Lemma 16. Let b € Z2 Ifz € Z(b), then Z(b) = {z +sr/d : s € Z} where
d = ged(p1, 2, 03)-

Proof. Since Ar = 0, we have A(z + sr/d) = b. Additionally, r/d € Z3 because
d = ged(p1,02,03). Therefore, {z +sr/d : s € Z} C Z(b). Suppose that x €
Z(b). Then A(x —z) = Ax— Az = 0, 50 x — z = sr/d for some s € R. Then
st/d = x —z € Z3, and hence s € Z because gcd(p1,02,03) = d. Thus, ZN(b) C
{z+sr/d:seZ}. O

3.3. Some geometry. Fory = (y1,12) € R?, let £(y) denote the length of the line
segment

L(y)={x¢€ ]R320 Ax =y}
if it is nonempty; let ¢(y) = 0 otherwise. On occasion, we may write £(y1,2)
and ¢(y1,y>) instead. The line £(y) is contained in the plane {x € R3 : n-x = y,}
which, owing to the positivity of the components of n, has compact intersection
with R2 . Thus, {(y) is finite. Observe that for n € Z,~,

nl(5,1) = L(x,n). (17)
Lemma 18. Let d = ged(pq, 02, 03) and b € Z2. If Z(b) # @, then
40b) 4 <z < ) g
Il I
Proof. Suppose that Z(b) # @. Then Lemmaprovides a z € Z3 such that

Z(b)=Z3yN{z+sr/d:s € Z}.

Define
a:inf{selR:z+sr/d€]R320} and b:sup{selR:z+sr/d€1R320}.
Then z + sr/d € R if and only if s € [2,b]. Consequently,

[Z(b)| = |[a,b] N Z| = [b] — [a] +1.

Since
b—1<|b] <b and —a—1<—[a] < —a,
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it follows that
b—a—-1<|Z(b)|<b—a+1. (19)
The length of L(b) is
b
{(b) = |(z+br/d) — (z+ar/d)|| =
Substitute b —a = d¢(b)/||r| in (19) and obtain the de51red inequalities. O

3.4. The triangle emerges. Recall that f : I — IR is Lipschitz on a (possibly infi-
nite) interval I with Lipschitz constant C if |f(x) — f(y)| < C|x —y| forall x,y € I.

Lemma 20. Suppose that p1,p3 # 0. For t € R,

0 ift<i2
” ” M me3 <t§%
(1) = P1 ;
Prom—ml jem oy om
p3 2 1
: m
0 ift> 3.

is a “triangular” function of t with base [’::—33, %1], peak at t = ',%2, and height

(220) = ';'

Furthermore, £(t,1) is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant

[[x] {na nl}
—max<{ —,— p.
02 P1 P3

Proof. If it is nonempty, the line segment £(t,1) lies in R3 ; its endpoints each lie
on one of the coordinate planes. Solve the corresponding equations and obtain
the points of intersection with the three coordinate planes:

e pi(t) = pl’l(O, ngt — ms, my — npt), hence p1(t) € IR320 = tc [%3, %2},
e pa(t) = p; ' (n3t —ms, 0, my —nyt), hence po(t) € Ry, <= te€ 15, 5l
e p3(t) = p3 ' (nat —my, my —nit, 0), hence p3(t) e R, <= te€ (52, il

since p1, 2,03 > 0. In particular, if p; = 0 or p3 = 0, then £(t,1) does not meet

the corresponding coordmate plane in R? 2o (recall that pp > 0).
Fort < 72 ort > 71, we have £(t,1) = 0. For t € [72, 72], we see that L(t,1)
is the line segment from pi(t) to p2(t). A Computatlon confirms that

(t,1) = [lp1 () = pa(t)l| = =2 .

For t € [12 m] we see that £(t,1) is the line segment from py(t) to p3(t), so

((t,1) = llp2(t) — pa(t)[| = p2p3 ML

via another computation. This yields the desired piecewise-linear formula for
£(t,1). An admissible Lipschitz constant is the maximum of the slopes of ¢(t,1)
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on [m3, mz] and [™2 m—ll}, so long as the corresponding interval is nondegenerate.

ny’ n
Elementary computations confirm the remainder of the lemma. g

Remark 21. If p; = 0 or p3 = 0 (the conditions are mutually exclusive), then the

corresponding interval in the definition of ¢(¢,1) and term in the maximum above

are omitted. Moreover, £(t,1) is Lipschitz on [72,c0) or (—co, 71], respectively.
Lemma 20| states that ¢(x,1) is a triangular function with base [%3, %1] and

height 7~ Hr“ . Since the base width is

mp  mgz  ming —mmg P2

np N3 ning nyng’
the area of the triangle is

1o e el il
/]Ré(x,l)dx—i =

ning mpppy  2nynanz’

In particular,
0t 1)
Il

F(t) = 2ninpnz——— (22)

is the probability density from Theorem

3.5. A technical lemma. The next lemma permits us to approximate a discrete
sum by an integral with a completely explicit error estimate.

Lemma 23. Suppose that
(@) g : R — R satisfies |g(x)| < Cy for x € R;
(b) g is Lipschitz on some closed interval I with Lipschitz constant Cy;
(c) n,c,d € Z>pand c < d;
(d) f:Z — Z satisfies

‘f(c—l—kd)/d—ng(ctlkd)‘ <1

fork € Z; and

(e) f(x) =0 for x # c(modd).
Then for real « < B such that [, p] C I,

1 (B—a+22)(14dCy) +d(5C; + 1)
Lor s [ama < A .,

keZn|an,Bn)
Proof. Since the proof is somewhat long, we break it up into several pieces.

An auxiliary function. Let G(x) = % f(c + |nx/d]d). Then
%Lﬁn—c+1J Lﬁn—c
/ ! G(x)dx = ! —G(gu) du
Akl Rl

| B2 ”+1
_/M : + |u)d) du
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= L fle+k)

kezn [ and—c , ﬁ”d_c ]

= Y [k (24)

keZn[an,Bpn)

For k € Z, condition (d) ensures that
G(kd/n)  cc+kdy| _|5f(c+[nka|d)  (c+kd
S _(e3ih)| - M)

n2 n n

_ |f(c+kd)/dng(c+nkd)

n
1
< —.
< (25)
We also need a bound afforded by (a) and (d):
)| _ Wex nx/dld)l 1, ‘g(” L”x/djd)‘ <C+i 6
n dn n n n

A Lipschitz estimate. Observe that G(x) = G(|nx/d|d/n) and
—d < c+nx—d < c+ |nx/d|d < ct+nx

n n n n
If x and (¢ + |nx/d]d)/n are both in I, condition (b) and imply that

G(x)

x <

SR

U o) < ‘G(Lnxé;ijd/n) _g(c—i— Ln:/djd)’
g () o)
< 1+dC2' 27)
- n

A containment. We claim x and (c + [nx/d|d)/n belong to [«, B] C I whenever

et s s ]

n n d
Suppose that the inequality above holds. Then

de(Dm_C—i-l):zx—i-d_Csz
n d

and

Next observe that
d — —
c+ | 5x])d Lot |GG +1])]d e+ ¥ +1]d Scfan—ctd

n - n n n
and

ot [gxld _ et [FGIETDI et [PEE)d _crpn—c

n - n n - n

B.
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This completes the proof of the claim.

An observation. Since
d|pn—c dlan—c c d—c d
— R < R — g — —_ —
n { d J n { d + 1-‘ SP n (“ + n ) pon n

dlan—c d|pn—c 2d —¢ cy 2d
" “W‘A J<“ () =

and

n d d

we conclude that

d|pgn—c dlan—c

4 _4 1
|5l ]
Small intervals. Consider the intervals [, £[%.=¢ +1]] and [¢ L’g =1, B]. Since

0<d—c: (zxn—c )
d(omd—c 2)—o¢

+ 1} —a<
the first interval is nonempty with length at most (2d — c¢)/n. Similarly,

o= =py (M) <o
<'8_d<ﬁnc_1)_c+dl

§max{[3—a—fla—ﬁ+2d}. (28)

n

so the second interval has length at most (¢ +d)/n. In summary,

dlan—c 2d — d|pn—c c+d
Z — <B—-= .
O<n{ 7 —i—l-‘ o< and 0<p n{ 7 J< " (29)

Conclusion. We conclude that

1 B
5 Tt [ s
keZn(an,pn)
418 g B
= /’(“‘ dﬂ TE;C) dx—/’x g(x)dx by (24)
d
d[acn c+1 % pn—c
:‘/ G(x dx+/£dJ G(f)dx
ouz c %"w_«_ﬂ n
S G(x p
+/¢U‘”‘¢J n(z)dx—/ g(x)dx
nld «
_ /z(“nchrﬂ G( ) i . %Lﬁn C+1J G(x) o
— Jdran—c n2 d|pn—c n2
n’— d -‘ nL d
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4, pn—c
al= ] G(x) p

dx — d
Jyrat oy S e [ s

n2

%[ﬁnd_':] G(x) %[M €41
< — _
< ‘/Z(”‘”d“rﬂ ( 2 g(x)) dx A g(x)dx

d 1
_ i orme (x)dx +— <C1+n> by (26)
n d

%L.B”_CJ % an— c+1
< / ! G( ) _ dx —|—/ x)|dx

%(mndfc+l“

g 2d 1
+/2L’3’;CJ| glx)ldx + - <C1+n>

< Z{ﬁnd— cJ _;l[umd—c +1—‘ <1 +ndC2> by @)
n (2d—nc)C1 4 (c —I—nd) 2: (C n 1) by (@),
gmax{ﬁ—a—z,a—ﬁ—i—znd} <1+ndC2) by 28)
+3dnc1 2nd <C1+ 1>

_(B-a+t 20)(1+dCy) +d(5C; + 2)

O

n

3.6. A simplification. If x = (x1,x2,x3) and A(x) € A[n], then

mq my ms
A(X) 2 mixy +mpxy + 13Xz = —=myxy + - =naXy + - =H3X3
2 3

ms3 ms3
> —(n1x1 + npxp + n3xz) = —n.
n3 n3

Thus, A[n]N[—o0 m33 n] = @ and, in a similar manner, A[n] N [m1 n,00] = &. Since
F is supported on 72, 7], we may assume that [«, B] € [72, 'le} In particular,

we can assume that the function ¢(x, 1) of Lemma [20|is Lipschitz on [«, f].

3.7. Conclusion. We now conclude the proof of Theorem I} Fix n € Z> and let
£(x,1)
el
Let d = ged(p1, p2, p3) and deduce from and Lemmas |15|and (18| that there is
anc € {0,1,...,d — 1} such that
‘f(chkd) g <c+kd _ ‘ |Z(c+kd,n)|  ne(<tk 1)
d n Il
B ‘ |Z(c+kd,n)|  £(c+kdn)
Il

f(m) =1Z2(m,n)| = {x € Zs(n) : A(x) =m}  and  g(x) =

<1
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for all k € Z; moreover, f(x) = 0if x # ¢ (mod d).
Suppose that p1,03 # 0. Apply Lemma 23] to the functions f and g and the
parameters c, d, n defined above, and to the constants

1:L and Cz—lmax{na,nl}
1202 02 P1 pP3
provided by Lemma [20}
1 B (B—a+2)(1+dCy) +d(5C; + 2)
= Y fm— [eax < —— 2.
meZN|an,Bn] ®
Since

Y. f(m)=|Aln] N [an, pn]|

meZN|an,Bn]
and p1, 02, 03 > 1, it follows that

A0 ] gt

d
2 A

(B—a+2)(1+dCy) +d(5C; + 2)

<
n
d d
(B—a+ 3+ Fmax{Z 2} +d(5 +7) 0)
- n
_ (Bt A +dmax{m,ns}) +d(E +7)
< . .

To complete the proof of Theorem [I] in this case, multiply by 213113 and use
@2). If py = 0 or p3 = 0, the corresponding term in the maximum in is
omitted by virtue of Remark and the restriction of [«, f] in Subsection U

Remark 31. The bound implied by (B0) is better, but more complicated, than the
bound in Theorem (I} The two bounds are compared in Table
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