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Abstract: We present a nonstandard simple elementary proof of Szemerédi’s theorem by a
straightforward induction with the help of three levels of infinities and four different bounded
elementary embeddings in a nonstandard universe.
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1 Introduction
This article is strongly influenced by Terence Tao’s notes [9].

Theorem 1.1 (van der Waerden, 1927) Given any k,n € N, there exists I'(k,n) € N called van der
Waerden number, such that if {Uy,Ua,...,U,} is a partition of {1,2,...,I'(k,n)}, then there isau <n
such that U, contains a k—term arithmetic progression.

Theorem 1.2 (E. Szemerédi, 1975 [8]) If D C N has a positive upper density, then D contains a k—term
arithmetic progression for every k € N.

Szemerédi’s theorem confirms a conjecture of P. Erd6s and P. Turdn made in 1936, which implies van
der Waerden’s theorem.

Nonstandard versions of Furstenberg’s ergodic proof and Gowers’s harmonic proof of Szemerédi’s
theorem have been tried by T. Tao (see Tao’s blog post [10]). In the workshop Nonstandard methods in
combinatorial number theory sponsored by American Institute of Mathematics in San Jose, CA, August
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2017, Tao gave a series of lectures to explain Szemerédi’s original combinatorial proof and hope to
simplify it so that the proof can be better understood. He believed that Szemerédi’s combinatorial method
should have a greater impact on combinatorics.

During these lectures Tao challenged the audience to produce a nonstandard proof of Szemerédi’s
theorem which is noticeably simpler and more transparent than Szemerédi’s original proof. The current
article is the result of Tao’s challenge and inspiration. However, in his later blog post [11], Tao commented
that “in fact there are now signs that perhaps nonstandard analysis is not the optimal framework in which
to place this argument.” We disagree. The current article is our effort to show that with the help of a
nonstandard universe with three levels of infinities, Szemerédi’s original argument can be made simpler
and more transparent.

The main simplification in our proof of Szemerédi’s theorem compared to the standard proof in [8, 9]
is that a Tower of Hanoi type induction in [9, Theorem 6.6] and in [8, Lemma 5, Lemma 6, and Fact 12]
is replaced by a straightforward induction (see Lemma 5.1 below), which makes Szemerédi’s idea more
transparent. To achieve this, we work within a chain of nonstandard extensions Vo < V| <V, < V3
which supply three levels of infinities, plus various bounded elementary embeddings from V; to V for
some 0 < j < j <3.

The paper is organized in the following sections. §2 is a brief introduction of logic foundation
for constructing the nonstandard extensions Vg < V| <V, < V3 and bounded elementary embeddings
including i, i, i1, and i, to the reader who does not have logic background. The reader who is only
interested in applications can familiarize with the notation, Property 2.7, Proposition 2.14, and Proposition
2.15, safely skip the proof, and return to it at a later time. In §3 we translate the density along arithmetic
progressions in standard setting to strong upper Banach density in nonstandard setting as well as translate
some consequences of the double counting argument in standard setting to nonstandard setting. The
reader who is only interested in applications can familiarize with the notation, Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4,
and Lemma 3.5, safely skip the proof, and return to it at a later time. In §4 we re-write, in a nonstandard
setting, the proof of a so—called mixing lemma in [9] based on a weak regularity lemma. This section
does not offer new idea but is included only for self-containment. §5 is the main part of the paper where
we present the proof of Szemerédi’s theorem. In §6 we pose a question whether the presented proof of
Szmerédi’s theorem can be carried out without the axiom of choice.

2 Construction of Nonstandard Extensions
The notation we use here should be consistent with some standard textbooks. Consult, for example,

[1, 4, 7] for more details. If f : A — B is a function, then f(a) denotes the image of a as an element in B
and f[C] :={f(a) | a € C} for some C C A.

§2.1 Superstructure Let o be the set of all standard non-negative integers used at the meta-level and X
be an infinite set of urelements, i.e., elements without members. The superstructure on X (cf. [1, page
263]), denoted by V(X), is composed of the base set V (X) and the membership relation € on V (X) where

V(X):=JV(X,n)
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and V (X, n) is defined recursively by letting
V(X,0):=X and V(X,n+1) :=V(X,n)UL(V(X,n))

for every n € @ where & is the powerset operator. For notational convenience we often write V(X) also
for its base set V(X ). Hopefully, this will not cause confusion. One can define a rank function for every
a € V(X) recursively. Set rank(a) = 0 iff (the abbreviation of “if and only if”’) a € X and

rank(a) = 1 + max{rank(b) | b € a} (1)

for any a € V(X) \ X. Notice that rank(a) =niffa € V(X,n)\V(X,n—1).

Let Ny be the set of all standard positive integers and R be the set of all standard real numbers. By
the standard universe we mean the superstructure Vy := V(Rg) on X = Ry. Notice that all standard
mathematical objects mentioned in this paper have ranks below, say, 100. For example, an ordered
pair (a,b) of standard real numbers can be viewed as the set {{a},{a,b}} € V(R,2) and a function
f:No — Ry can be viewed as a set of ordered pairs in V(Ry,2). Hence f € V(RRy,3).

§2.2 Logic and model theory Before introducing nonstandard universe we should mention briefly,
without rigor, some concepts in model theory. For simplicity we consider only model theory on finite
relational languages. We call a set .Z of finitely many symbols P;, P>, ..., P, with arity m; € @ for each
P; a (relational) language. An .£—model M is a structure composed of a nonempty base set M and an
m;-nary relation P,-M C M™, called the interpretation of P; in M, for each symbol P; € .Z. For notational
convenience we sometimes write M for the base set of M.

We can define (first-order) .Z—formulas recursively starting from atomic formulas. If x and x” are
variables, then x = x’ is an atomic formula. If P, € £ and X := (x1,x2, . ..,%y,) is an m;-tuple of variables,
then P;(X) is an atomic formula. The word “first-order” means that these variables are intended to take
only elements of some .Z-model as their values. All formulas mentioned in this paper are first-order.
We will use the symbol @ to represent an m-tuple of elements with some suitable generic number m € .
When X is intended to be substituted by a, we assume implicitly that they have the same length.

If @ and y are .£—formulas and x is a variable, then =@, QA Y, @V ¥, @ — Y, @ < Y, Vx@, and
Jx@ are also .Z—formulas. The symbols —, A, V, —, and <> are called logic connectives, and V and 3 are
called universal and existential quantifiers. An occurrence of x in @ is called bounded if it occurs in a
sub-formula of the form Vxy or 3xy in ¢. An occurrence of x in @ is called free if it is not bounded. A
formula without free variable is called a sentence.

Let M be an .Z-model. For any .#—formula ¢(X), where X is an m-tuple of variables containing
all free variables in @, and any a € M™, called parameters, we can define M = ¢(a), meaning ¢(a) is
true in M, recursively by (a) M |= a = d’ iff a and &' are identical elements in M and M = P,(a) iff
ac P,-M; (b) for any -£~formulas ¢ and y with all free variables X being substituted by @ in M, M = —¢
iff M [~ ¢ (— means “not”), M = @V y ift M = @ or M = v (V means “or”), M = ¢ Ay iff M = ¢
and M = v, (A means “and”), M |= ¢ — y iff M |= =@ V y (— means “imply”), and M = ¢ > y iff
ME (¢ — ) A (¥ — @) (+» means “if and only if”); (¢) for any .Z—formulas ¢(y,X), M = Vy ¢(y,a)
iff M = @(b,a) for every b € M (V means “for all”’) and M |= Jye(y,a) iff M = @(b,a) for some b € M
(3 means “there exist”). From the truth definition above, for every .#—formula ¢(x) there is another
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Z—formula y(x) using only logic connectives — and V, and only quantifier 3, such that M = ¢(a) iff
M [= y(a) for any .Z—model M and any a € M™.

We sometimes call a formula with all free variables being substituted by parameters a sentence.
Clearly, the truth value of a sentence with parameters from M is determined in M. When we write ¢ (X,a),
we mean implicitly that all free variables in the formula are among X and all parameters from model M
are among d.

Suppose M and N are two .Z—-models. A function i : M — N is called an elementary embedding
from M to N if for any .Z—formula ¢(X) and any m-tuple a = (ay,az,...,a,) € M™ we have

M= ¢(a) iff N = ¢(i(a)) 2

where i(a) := (i(a1),i(a2),...,i(an)) € N". An elementary embedding is necessarily injective. If there
exists an elementary embedding i : M — N, we can view M as an elementary submodel of N and call N
an elementary extension of M, denoted by M < N. We sometimes write M < N to emphasize that i is
not surjective.

If M is an .Z-model, &' := L U{Py11,...,P}, and P C M™ for n < i < k, the .#’'~model M’ by

adding the relations P to M is denoted by (M;P)L,,...,PM"). We call M a model expansion of M.

§2.3 Ultrapower construction Next we construct an elementary extension of a model using ultrapower
construction (cf. [1, §4]).

Definition 2.1 Let X be an infinite set. A set F C P (X) is a non-principal ultrafilter on X if it satisfies
the following:

1. X€Fand F ¢ F forany F € P (X) where P ,(X) is the collection of all finite subsets of X,
2. VA,Be Z(X)(A,B € F implies ANB<€ JF),

3. VA, Be Z(X)(A€F and ACB imply Be J),

4. VAe Z(X)(A€T or (X\A) € T).

It is well known that the existence of non-principal ultrafilters on X follows from ZFC.

Definition 2.2 Let M be an £—model and F be a non-principal ultrafilter on an infinite set X. Let MX
be the set of all functions from X to M. For any f,g € MX define

frygiff{neX| f(n)=gn)}ed.

It is easy to check that ~ is an equivalence relation. Denote [f]5 for the equivalence class containing f.
The ultrapower of M modulo F, denoted by M* /T, is an —model which is composed of the base set

{[flz | f € M*}

and the interpretation of P; by

PMX/S: =

i {([fl]’fa [fZ]?a"'7[fmi]?) ‘ {n exX | (fl(l’l),fz(l’l),,fml(l’l)) GPiM} € 3’}

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2023:15, 27pp. 4


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

A SIMPLE PROOF

for every P, € Z. Notice that

P

1

={[fls | f is a function from X to RM}
The right side above is the ultrapower of PlM modulo F.

For an element ¢ € M denote ¢ : X — M for the constant function with value c. Let i : M — MX /F

be the natural embedding, i.e., i(c) = [@.]5. The following is often called £.0s’s theorem. (cf. [1, Theorem
4.1.9, Corollary 4.1.13].)

Proposition 2.3 For any Z—formula ¢(x) and any [a]; € M* /F it is true that

MY /5 = () iff {ne X | M= pa(n) | € 7.
The proof of Proposition 2.3 is done by induction on the complexity of ¢.

Corollary 2.4 The natural embedding i : M — MX /F with i(c) = |95 is an elementary embedding.
Furthermore, if M = (M;R) is a model expansion of M, then i is also an elementary embedding from

M 10 MX /F = (MX /F;RY /).

So, the model M can be viewed as an elementary submodel of M* /F via the natural embedding i
and MX /T is an elementary extension of M.

§2.4 Construction of V| Fix a non-principal ultrafilter &y on Nj.

¢: From now on let . = {€}. The ultrafilters which will be used are Fy, the tensor product of Fy’s,
and nonstandard versions of them.

Recall that V) represents the standard universe, which is an .Z—model. Let V(I?“ /Fo be the ultrapower
of Vo modulo Fy and ¥ : V() — V(R; ° /Fy be the natural embedding. Denote *€ for the interpretation of €
in VONO /Fo. Notice that a € b iff i°(a) *€ i®(b) for any a,b € Vj. One can define the rank function rank(b)
for every b € VONO /Fo according to (1) with € being replaced by *€. Notice that some elements [f] in
V(I?IO/S'“O may not have a finite *€-rank. For example, if f(1) =0and f(n+1) = {f(n)} for every n € Ny,
then [f]g, € VON" /Fo does not have a finite *€-rank. Let

V= {b e V0 /F) | *€ -rank(b) € w} .

The set V) is just the ultrapower of Vy modulo Fj truncated at *€-rank ®. Notice that € -rank(a) = *¢€
-rank(i®(a)) for every a € Vo and V| = U, ©°(V (Ro,1)).

Let Ry := i°(Ro) and N; := i®(Np). Assume that every element in R; is an urelement and identify
i°(r) by r for every r € Ry. Then Ry C R;. Since the natural order < on Ry, addition + and multiplication
x on Ry can be viewed as elements in V, we have that i(<) is a linear order on R; extending <, i’(+)
is the addition on R extending -+, and i®(x) is the multiplication on R; extending x. For notational
convenience we write <, +, and x for i%(<), i%(+), and i(x), respectively. By the elementality of i’

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2023:15, 27pp. 5


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

RENLING JIN

the structure (R;;+, x,<,0,1) is an ordered field containing the standard real field (Ro;+, x,<,0,1) as
its subfield. Notice that if Id(n) = n for every n € Ny, then [Id]5, € i°(Ny) = N; and [Id]5, > r for every
r € Ry, i.e., N contains natural numbers such as [Id], which are infinitely large relative to real numbers
in Ro.

Let .# be the Mostowski collapsing map on V}, i.e., # (a) = a for every a € Ry and

M(b) := {M(a)|a*€ b}

for every b € Vi \R;. Then .# is an injection and a*€ b iff .# (a) € .# (b). If one identifies V| with
the image of V| under .#, one can pretend that *€ is the true membership relation and consider V; as a
subset of the superstructure V(IR;). Hence, we can pretend that *€ is the true membership relation € and
drop * for notational convenience. The purpose of the truncation of VONO /Fo at *€-rank @ is to make sure
A is well defined in the standard sense.

Let V| := (V1;€). We call V| a nonstandard universe extending V. We will extend V further later.
Notice that due to the truncation, V is no longer an elementary extension of V¢ from the model theoretic
point of view. However, V| is a so-called bounded elementary extension of V.

An Z—formula 0 has bounded quantifiers if every occurrence of quantifiers V and 3 in 6 has the form
Vx€y and dx€y. Notice that Vx €y ¢ is the abbreviation of Vx(x€y — @) and Ix €y @ is the abbreviation
of Ix(x€y A ¢@). Similar to (2), it is easy to show that for any .Z—formula ¢(X) with bounded quantifiers
and any a € V we have

Vo |- 0(@) iff Vi = o(°(@)). 3

So, the map i is called a bounded elementary embedding from Vj to Vi. It is a common abuse of
notation to write Vg =< V; to indicate the existence of the bounded elementary embedding (instead of
just elementary embedding) i® and Vo < V; to emphasize that ¥ is not surjective. The property (3) is
sometimes called the transfer principle in nonstandard analysis. Notice that if A € V, then i°(A) can be
viewed as the ultrapower of A modulo F, i.e., i°(A) = {[f]s, | f € ANo}.

Each io(a) for a € V is called Vy—internal (or “standard” in some literature) and each b € V; is called
Vi—internal. Hence Vy—internal set is also a V—internal set. For example, R; = iO(RO) and N; = iO(NO)
are Vo—internal sets. Some V;—internal sets are not Vo—internal. For example, the set {1,2,...,[Id]5,}
is Vi—internal subset of N; but not Vy—internal. Some subsets of a V{—internal set are not V;—internal.
For example, Ny as a subset of N; is not V—internal because it is bounded above in N; and has no
largest element. Notice that i[Ny] = Ny and i®(Ng) = N;. The following proposition says that a subset
of B € V| defined by an .¥—formula with parameters from V; is V;—internal. The proposition is an easy
consequence of Proposition 2.3.

Proposition 2.5 Let ¢ (a,X) be an .i”—foimula with bounded quantifiers, and parameters a and B™ being
Vi~internal. Then {b € B™ | V| |= ¢(a,b)} is a Vi~internal set. (cf. [1, Theorem 4.4.14].)

The following is called the overspill principle in nonstandard analysis. Notice that Ny is an infinite
initial segment of Nj.

Proposition 2.6 Let U C Ny be an infinite proper initial segment of N1 and not V—internal. Let A be an
Vi—internal subset of Ni. If ANU is upper unbounded in U, then AN (N1 \U) # 0.
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The proof of Proposition 2.6 is easy. If AN (N; \ U) = 0, then U can be defined by a formula with
bounded quantifiers and parameter A. Hence U is V—internal.

§2.5 Construction of V, and V; We now extend V; further to V, and V3 to form a nonstandard
extension chain
Vo<V <V, <V3

using ultrapower construction and show the existence of bounded elementary embeddings iy, i, i1, and ip
besides the natural embeddings i' 1V, =V, and i2 : V, — V3. The chain and embeddings will satisfy
the following properties. Let Ny = i/(N;) and R;4; = i/(R;) be the set of all positive integers and the
set of all real numbers, respectively, in V; for j = 1,2.

Property 2.7 1. For j=0,1,2, Njy is an end—extension of Nj, i.e., every number in N1 \N; is
greater than each number in N;.

2. There is a bounded elementary embedding i, from the £'-model
(Va;Rg,Ry) to the £'-model (V3;R1,Ry), where &' := £ U{Py, P, } for two new unary predicate
symbols Py and P> not in L. Furthermore, the map iy := i, [V is a bounded elementary embedding
from (V1;Rg) to (V2;Ry). Notice that ii(a) € Ny \ N for each a € N \ N.

3. There is a bounded elementary embedding iy from V, to V3 such that i | Ny is an identity map and
ir(a) € N3\ N, for each a € N, \ Nj.

We are now going to work towards establishing this property in this section.

4: From now on, let VI;I" always represent, for notational convenience, the set of all functions f from
N; to V; such that {rank(f(n)) | n € N;} is a bounded set in ®.

Notice that F := i%(F,) € V| satisfies Part 1-4 of Definition 2.1 with X, Z_4,(X), and Z(X)
being replaced by N := i®(Ny), i(Zn,(No)) = {ACN; |A €V, and |A| € Ny}, and (2 (Np)) =
V1N Z(Ny), respectively. We call F; a V—internal non-principal ultrafilter on Nj.

Definition 2.8 Let F| := i°(Fy). Denote V; for the model (Va; €5) such that
Vo= (V' NV))/F) and

[flg, €2 [gly, iff {n€ Ny [ f(n) €g(n)} €T
forall f,g € Vlﬁl NV. Let i' : V| — V; be the natural embedding that i' (c) = [¢.], for every c € V.

We call V, a V—internal ultrapower of V| modulo the V;—internal ultrafilter F.

Proposition 2.9 If ¢(X) is an £~formula with bounded quantifier and
alg, € Vs, then

Va b= 9(dls,) iff {n €Ny | Vi = p(a(n)) } € F.

Corollary 2.10 The natural embedding i' : Vi — V5 is a bounded elementary embedding from V to V.
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The proof of Proposition 2.9 is almost the same as the proof of Proposition 2.3 except one step
that shows {n €N, | V) E=3xeB(n) (p(a(n),x)} € J; implies V, |= 3x € [B]y, (p([cT]gl ,x). Let M, =

i°(V(Ro,z)) € Vi with z € ® such that B,a@ € M,. By the axiom of choice there is a well-order <1 on
V(Ro,z). So, every nonempty set A € M, has a i(<1)-least element by the transfer principle. Suppose that

{n eN| |V, = EIxGB(n)q)(a(n),x)} =X € J. Foreachne Ny, ifn ¢ X, let f(n) =0and if n € X, let

f(n) be the i°(<1)-least element in the nonempty set {x € B(n) | Vi |= ¢(a(n),x)}. Since B,a,i’(<1) are
in Vy, so does the function f by Proposition 2.5. Hence [f], € V, N [B]g,. By the induction hypothesis
we have that

{neNi | Vi E@(a(n). f(n))} 2 X € Ty implies V> = ¢([alg,, []5,),

which implies V, = 3x € [B]y, ¢([a]5,,x).
Let

o0, 4)

lp=1
Then iy is a bounded elementary embedding from V( to V,, which will be used in Theorem 5.4.

Same as for V; we can assume by Mostowski collapsing that V, is a subset of the superstructure
V(R,) and €, is the true membership relation €. Notice that i' [ Ry is an identity map. The element
a € V, is called Vo—internal, i' (b) is called Vi—internal for any b € V1, and iy(c) is called Vo—internal
for every ¢ € V. Notice that Ny and N, as subsets of N, are not V,—internal.

If f € V; is a function from N to [n] for some n € Ny, then [f]5, = m for some m € N; by (3) with
Vo, Vi, i© being replaced by V, V5, i'. Hence N, is a proper end-extension of Nj.

By the same way, we can define V3 as a V,—internal ultrapower of V, modulo i' (7).

Definition 2.11 Let F, := i' (F) be the Vy—internal ultrafilter on N,. Let V3 be the model (V3; €3) such
that
V3= (V2N2 ﬂVz)/sz and

[f]s, €3 [gls, i {neN2 | f(n) € g(n)} € T2
forall f,g € VI;]z NVy, and define the natural mebedding i* : Vo — V3 by i%(c) = [@c], for every ¢ € V5.

Generalizing the arguments above, we have that the map i* is a bounded elementary embedding from
V, to V3. We say that V3 is a nonstandard extension of V5. It is also easy to see that N3 := iz(Nz) is an
end-extension of Nj.

We have completed the construction of Vy < V| <V, < V3 and verified that Part 1 of Property 2.7 is
true.

§2.6 Bounded elementary embeddings i., i;, and i, To verify Part 2-3 of Property 2.7 we have to
view the construction of V; for j = 2,3 from a different angle. For a set A C Ny x Ny and n € Ny, let
A, :={m e Ny | (m,n) € A}. Let Fy and F, be two non-principal ultrafilters on Ny. The tensor product
of Fy and JF is defined by

§0®§6iz{AgN0XN0‘{m€N0|Am€f}~()}€3~/0}.
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It is easy to check that Fy ® F is a non-principal ultrafilter on Ny x Ny. For simplicity we assume that
Fo and F, are the same ultrafilter.

Lemma 2.12 Let V) := (Vg™ /Fo @ Fy; €') where [fl5,e5, €' 8z iff
{(m,n) € Ngx Ny | f(m,n) € g(m,n)} € Fo@F,. Then

A% %V/Z.

Proof Let m range over the first copy of Ny and n over the second copy of Ny in Ny x Ny. Given
a €V, thereis an f, € VII\I‘ NV, such that a = [f,]7,. Since the ranks of all image of f, is bounded, the
range of f,, is in a Vo—internal set i(B). So, by identifying f, with its graph, we have f, C Ny x i®(B).
Since f, € Vi, thereisa g, € VONO such that f, = [g,]5, Where g,(n) C Ny x B is the graph of a function
ga(n) : Ng — B for all n € Ny. Now let F, : Ny x Ny — B be such that F,(m,n) = g,(n)(m) € B. Then
F, e Vyoto,

We view a — [Fy]g5,cg, as a relation between V; and V5. Notice that [X]5, € 7 iff {n € No [ X (n) €
Fo} € F|. Notice also that for any a,b € V,, we have

a=>b iff
{ay €M1 | fulldoy) = i) | € T iff
(

{1sy € N1 eulsy () = lgnly () } € 57 i

{1, € N1 | 8am) (0], = [80(m) (x(n)) ], } € 51 it
{n€No | {m=ux(n) € No | ga(n)(x(n)) = gs(n)(x(n))} € Fo} € F iff
{neNo|{meNo|ga(n)(m)=gy(n)(m)} € Fo} € F iff
{neNy|{meNy|F,(m,n) =F,(mn))} € Fp} €T iff
{(m,n) € Ng x Ny | F,(m,n) = Fy(m,n))} € Fo@F, iff
[Fal 5y, = [Folgyem,-

Hence, the relation a — [Fa]%@% is an injective function from V; to V7.

On the other hand, given [F|g, s, € VONOXNO/S'“O ®F, letg(n) € VONO be such that g(n)(m) = F (m,n).
Let /Ny =y be such that f([¥]s,) := (sl (¥ls,) = [eln) (x(n))l,. Then f = [gls, € V. So,
a = [flg, € Vais such that [F,]5,cg, = [Flg,eg,. This shows that a — [F,]5,eq is surjective.

Notice also that for any a,b € V,,

a € b iff
{[x]"fé €Ny | fa([x]5) Efb([x]fﬂ’))} € gy iff

{¥lg, € N1 | [galy (Wl € [l (¥l } € T ifE
{3 € N1 | ) (x0)) I € () (x0)) ] } € i
{neNy | {m=x(n) € Ny|ga(n)(x(n)) € g»(n)(x(n))} € Fo} € F, iff
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{neNy|{meNy|gu(n)(m) € gp(n)(m)} € Fo} € F iff
{neNy|{meNy|F,(m,n) € F,(m,n))} € Fo} € F iff
{(m,n) € Ny xNg | F,(m,n) € F,(m,n))} € Fo@F iff

[Fa]50®36 6/ [Fb]?()@ff{)'

This completes the proof of V, = V7. ]

If we identify each of V;, and V, with its image of Mostowski collapsing, then V; and V/, can be
viewed as the same model.

Lemma 2.13 Let V! := ((vé“@ /Fo)No /3"6;6") where [[f)5, )5 €" 18]z )a iff
{neNy|{meNy| f(m,n) € g(im,n)} € Fo} € F,. Then

Vy=V;
forany f,g:Ngx Ny — V.

The proof of Lemma 2.13 can be found in [1, Proposition 6.5.2]. We call V) the external ultrapower
of V| modulo ff"{). By Lemma 2.12 and Lemma 2.13 we can view V; and V’Z’ as the same model and write
€ for €”. To summarize, we have that

V3 = (Vo /Fo) /T = Vo N /Fo @ Fy = (V' NV /F) = Vs ©)

The term on the left side is the two-step iteration when we take the ultrapowers by using Fy first and F,
second. The term on the right side is when we use 9’(’) first so that Vé\] % becomes Vi, Ny becomes Ny, and
Fy becomes F.

However, the bounded elementary embedding from V; to V, induced by the V—internal ultrapower
modulo J; and the bounded elementary embedding from V; to V/ induced by the external ultrapower
of V| modulo J are different. Leti; : V| — V) = Vll\h’/fr"{) be such that i;(¢) = [q)c]% for each ¢ € V;.
If ¢ € Ng C Ny, then clearly we have [¢:]; = c. If ¢,c’ € Nj \Ng with ¢ = [f]5 and ¢’ = [g]y; for

some f,g € NON", then ¢ > g(n) for every n € No. Hence ii(c) = [¢]5; > [g]5; = ¢’. This shows that
i1(c) € Ny \ Nj. The map i; will be i, [ V; for a bounded elementary embedding i, defined below. Notice
that above arguments still work if the ultrafilters ¥ and F, are different.

Generalizing the construction further and with the help of Mostowski collapsing, we have that

V= (Vo [F0) /F0)™ /56 = V3" 15 (©)
= Vo Moo 50 0 5 0 Ty
= (Vi NNy /F 0 = (Vi nY) /T =V, (7

= (Vi M AV /T @F) = (V32 NV,)/Fr = Vs,

Leti,:V, — Vg’ = VIZ\IO / 3"6’ be the bounded elementary embedding determined by (6) with i,(c) =
[¢c]y for every ¢ € V5. Since RONO/CT”’ =R and ]RIFO/?” = (RII\]‘ NVy)/F1 =Ry we conclude that the
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map i, is also a bounded elementary embedding from model expansion (V,;Rg,R;) to (V3;R},Ry).
Since V, = VII\IO /F0, we have that i, [ V; coincides with i; mentioned above when V7 is constructed, and
is a bounded elementary embedding from (V;;RRg) to (V2;R;). Hence Part 2 of Property 2.7 is verified.
Letir:V, =V, = (V?‘ NV)/F] be the bounded elementary embedding determined by (7) with
i2(c) = [¢c|g; for every ¢ € V,. Since every Vi—internal function from Nj to [n] for some n € N; is
equivalent to a constant function modulo F| we conclude that i, [ N; is an identity map. Similar to the
argument for ij, we have i>(c) € N3 \ N, for every ¢ € N, \ Nj. This verifies Part 3 of Property 2.7.

The following propositions are V j—versions of Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.6. Let 0 < j < 3.

Proposition 2.14 Let ©(a,x) be an Z~formula with bounded quantifiers, and parameters a and B" be
V j~internal. Then {b € B™ | V; = ¢(a,b)} is a V j~internal set.

Proposition 2.15 Let U be an infinite proper initial segment of N; and not V j—internal. Let A C N; be
V j—internal. If ANU is upper unbounded in U, then AN (N; \U) # 0.

We would like to mention that V;, V,, and V3 are ultrapowers of Vy modulo the ultrafilters F,
Fo @ F, and Fo @ F @ Fy, respectively. Hence, they are all countably saturated (cf. [1, Corollary 4.4.24])
although the countable saturation is not used in this paper. The proofs of Proposition 2.14 and Proposition
2.15 are the same as Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.6. Notice also that V; and V3 are V—internal
ultrapowers of V| modulo the V—internal ultrafilters ¥ and F; ® 971, respectively.

The ultrafilters JFy, 3"6, and 3"6’ do not have to be on the countable set Ny and do not have to be the
same. The only restriction is that they have to be in V.

Iterated nonstandard extensions were used in combinatorial number theory before, e.g. in [2, 3, 6]. But
we will use them in a new way by exploring the advantages of various bounded elementary embeddings
between V; and V; (see Property 2.7). For most of the time we work within V. The nonstandard
universe V3 is only used for one step in the proof of Lemma 5.1.

3 Nonstandard Versions of Some Facts

The Greek letters o, B, 1, € will represent “standard” reals unless specified otherwise. Let 0 < j <
J' <3 in this paragraph. An r € R3 is a Vj—infinitesimal, denoted by r ~; 0, if |r| < 1/n for every n € N;.
By an infinitesimal we mean a Vo—infinitesimal. Denote st; for the V j—standard part map, i.e., st;(r) is
the unique real number ' € R; such that r — ' ~; 0 when r € R3 N (—m,m) for some m € N;. Notice that
st; and N; are definable by a formula with bounded quantifiers and parameters in (V ;R ;). Sometimes,
the subscript 0 will be dropped. For example, ~ means ==y and st means sty. For any two positive integers
m,n € N3 we denote m < nform € N;andn € Ny \N;. Hence m > 1 means m € N3\ Ny. Notice that
if r € Ry N (—m,m) for some m € Ny and st(r) = a, then st(i;(r)) = o where i is in Part 2 of Property
2.7. This is true because ij (@) = &, i1(1/n) = 1/n, and |r — a| < 1/niff |i;(r) — i1 (a)| < i;(1/n) for
each n € Ny. Similarly, we have st| (iy(r)) = st;(r) for r € R; in the domain of st;.
Capital letters A, B, C, ... represent sets of integers except H, J, K, N which are reserved for
integers in N3 \ Ny. The letter k > 3 represents exclusively the length of the arithmetic progression in
Szemerédi’s theorem and / represents an integer between 1 and k. All unspecified sets mentioned in this
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paper will be either standard subsets of Ny or V ;—internal sets for some j = 1,2,3. For any n € N3 let
[n] :={1,2,...,n}.

For any bounded set A C N and n € N denote 0, (A) for the quantity |A|/n in V; where |A| means
the internal cardinality of A in V ;. Denote Ui(A) == stj(6,(A)) for j < j'. Notice that §, is an internal
function while ,u,{ are often external functions but definable in (V;;R;) for j > j, i.e.,

. 1
u,{(A) = o iff Vn ENj/ﬁRj (’5[{(14)-(1’ < I’l) .

We often write ,, for u0. If A C Q and |Q| = H, then pz(A) coincides with the Loeb measure of A in Q.
The term &y is often used for an internal argument.

4: The abbreviation a.p. stands for “arithmetic progression” and n—a.p. stands for “n-term arithmetic
progression.”

The length of an a.p. p is the number of terms in p which can be written as |p|. The letters P, Q,R
are reserved exclusively for a.p.’s of length >> 1, and p, g, r for a.p.’s of length k or other standard length.
When we run out of letters, we may also use X,y for k—a.p.’s. If 1 <1 < |p|, then p(l) represents the [-th
term of p. We denote p C A for p(l) € A forall 1 <[ < |p|. We allow the common difference d of an
a.p. to be any integer including, occasionally, the trivial case for d = 0. If p and ¢ are two a.p.’s of the
same length, then p & g represents the |p|-a.p. {p(I)+q(l) |l =1,2,...,|p|}. If pisan a.p. and X is an
element or a set, then p @ X represents the sequence {p(/)+X | 1 <1 <|p|}. By pC ¢®X we mean
p(l) € q(1) +X forevery 1 <1 < |p[ = q|.

IfX CRjand X € V; let sup; (X) be the supremum of X in the sense of V, i.e., the unique least
upper bound of X in R, or e if X is unbounded above in R ;.

Let1 < j<j <3.Forany A C Nj_; and any collection of a.p.’s P € V;_;, there exists X € V( with
X C Ry (because every subset of Ry is in V() such that x € X iff there exists a P € P with |[P| € N;y_;\ Ny
and up|(ANP) =x. By the elementality of i. in Part 2 of Property 2.7 we have that for any A C N
and any collection of a.p.’s P € V, there exists X € V; with X C R; such that x € X iff there exists a

P € P with |P| € Ny \N; and /J,‘]P| (AN P) = x. Therefore, the operator sup; and hence SD/ below are well

defined. Similarly, SD§ below is also well defined.

Definition 3.1 For 0 < j < j' <3 and A C N with |A| € N\ N; the strong upper Banach density
SD/(A) of A in'V is defined by

D/ (A) ::Supj{,ué,‘(AﬂP) | |P| eer\Nj}. )

The letter P above always represents an a.p. If S € N has SD/(S)=mn € R; and A C Nj, the strong
upper Banach density SDg of A relative to S is defined by

SD}(A) = sup; {u{}‘ (ANP) | |P| € Ny \N;, and p, (SNP) = n}. )

When SD'é(A), defined in (9), is used in this paper, the set A is often a subset of S although there is no
such restriction in the definition.
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Definition 3.2 IfA C Ny, then the strong upper Banach density of A is defined by SD(A) := SD(ip(A))
where SD° is defined by (8) and iy is defined by (4).

We would like to point out that for standard sets A C Ny,

SD(A) = lim sup{d,(ANp)||p|>n}.

neNy,n—eo

This equality will not be used. The purpose here is to give the reader some intuition because the right
side is a standard expression.

The superscript 0 in SD° will be omitted. Notice that the upper density of a set A C N is less than or
equal to the upper Banach density of A, which is less than or equal to the strong upper Banach density of
A. The strong upper Banach density of A is the nonstandard version of the density of A along a collection
of arbitrarily long arithmetic progressions satisfying the double counting property in [9]. Of course, if
we know that Szemerédi’s theorem is true, then SD(S) = 1 > 0 implies that n = 1. Also SD(S) = 1 and
SDs(A) = a > 0 imply that o = 1.

Suppose that the strong upper Banach density of A C Ny is a positive real number . Instead of
looking for k—a.p.’s in A we will look for k—a.p.’s in ip(A) N P for some infinitely long a.p. P such that
the distribution of ip(A) N P in P is very uniform, i.e., the measure and strong upper Banach density of
io(A) NP in P are the same value ¢. The uniformity allows the use of an argument similar to the so called
density increment argument in the standard literature. The next lemma is the beginning of this effort.

Lemma 3.3 For0<j<j <3letACSCNjwith|A|eNy\Njanda,n e Rjwith0<a<n<1.
Then the following are true:

1. SD/(S) > 1 iff there exists a P with |P| € N; \N; and u‘{p‘ (SNP)>n;
2. If SD/(S) =1, then there exists a P with |P| € Ny \ N; such that u‘;' (SNP)=SD/(SNP)=n;

3. Suppose SD’(S) = 1. Then SDé(A) > a iff there exists a P with |P| € Ny \ N}, uﬁ,‘ (SNP)=n,
and /.Lﬂ,,‘ (ANP) > oy

4. Suppose SD’(S) = 1. IfSDé(A) = «, then there exists a P with |P| € Ny \N; such that “\i"l (SNP) =
N and ph (ANP) = SD{ p(ANP) = .

Proof Part 1: If SD/(S) > 1, then there is a P, with |P,| € N; \ N; such that §p (SN P,) > 1 — 1/n for
every n € Nj. Let

A:={neNy|IPCNy(|P|>nA8p(SNP)>n—1/n)}.

Then A is V y—internal and ANN; is unbounded above in N;. By Proposition 2.15, thereisaJ € A\ N;.
Hence there is an a.p. Py C Ny such that |P;| > J € Ny \Nj and dp,|(SNPy) >n —1/J = n. Therefore,
u‘jpj‘ (SN Py) > 1. On the other hand, if ”\jPI (SNP) >, then SD/(S) > n by the definition of SD/ in (8).
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Part 2: If SD/(S) = n, we can find P with |P| € N; \ N; such that [.L‘;l(SﬂP) =1’ > by Part I.
Clearly, n = SD/(S) > SD/(SNP) > ,uh (SN P) = n’ by the definition of SD/. Hence = 1’.

Part 3: IfSD'é(A) > o, then there is a P with |P| > n such that |0p|(SNP) —n| < 1/nand §p (ANP) >
o —1/n for every n € N;. By Proposition 2.15 as in the proof of Part 1 there is a P; for some J € Ny \ N;
with ‘PJ‘ > J such that ’6|pj‘ (SﬂPJ) — T]’ < 1/.] and 5‘pj|(A ﬂPJ) >0 — 1/], which implies u{m (SﬂP) =N
and u‘igj‘(A NPy > a. On the other hand, if wp (SN P) =N and ,ul‘;,‘ (ANP) > a, then SDé(A) > o by
the definition of SDY in (9).

Part 4: If SD}(A) = a, then “\JA (SNP) =7 and ”ljﬂ(A NP)= o > o for some P with [P| € N; \N;
by Part 3. Clearly, a = SDg(A) > SDY-p(ANP) > ,u‘/P‘ (ANP) = o by the definition of SDY. Hence
o=c0ao. [ |

The following lemma is the internal version of an argument similar to so-called the double counting
property in the standard literature. Let 1 < H < N/2. Roughly speaking, if C is very uniformly distributed
in [N] with measure @, then for almost all x € [N — H| the measure of C N (x+ [H]) inside x + [H] is a.
Since the measure {y is not an internal function we use dy instead and require |8y (C N (x+ [H]) — o] <

1/J for some infinite J instead of uy(C N (x+ [H]) = a. The lemma is stated in a more general case with
V; being viewed as the “standard” universe in V .

Lemma34 LertN,H € N;\N;, H <N/2, and C C [N] with u,(C) = SD/(C) = ¢ € R, for 0 < j <
j' < 3. Foreachn € Nj let

D = {xe IN—H] | [84(C (x+ [H])) — o] < 1} (10)

Then there exists a J € Nj \ N; such that ,u]{FH (Dyuc) =1

Notice that D, g c C Dy ycifn>n'.

Proof Fix N, H, and C. The subscripts H and C in D,, iz ¢ will be omitted in the proof. If st;(H/N) > 0,
then for every x € [N — H| we have u}; (x+ [H]) = a by the supremality of ¢@. Hence the maximal J with
J < H such that |6y (AN (x+ [H])) — o < 1/J forevery x € [N—H]isin Ny \N;. Now D; = [N — H]
works.

Assume that st;(H/N) = 0. So, i}, ,, and j; coincide. If 8y(D,) ~; 1 for every n € N, then the
maximal J satisfying |8y(D;) — 1| < 1/J must be in N\ N; by Proposition 2.15. Hence ,ul{,(DJ) =1.
So we can assume that ,LL,{,(Dn) < 1 for some n € N; and derive a contradiction.

Notice that for each x € [N — H], it is impossible to have ,LL/;(CH (x+ [H])) > a = SD’(C) by
the definition of SD/. Let D, := [N — H]\ D,. Then u},(D,) = 1— u}(D,) > 0. Notice that x € D,
implies 8y (CN (x+[H])) < a — 1 /n. By the following double counting argument, by ignoring some
V j—infinitesimal amount inside st;, we have

1 H 1 H N
o = st <Hy ISN(C_y)> = S§t; (MZZ%C(X‘i‘y))

= y:]x:]
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which is absurd. This completes the proof. |

Suppose 0 < j < j <3, N>H>1inNy,UC[N,ACSC[N],0<a<n<1,andx € [N]. For
eachn € Njlet §(x,a,n,A,S,U,H,n) be the following internal statement:

6 (x+[H])NU) = 1] < 1/n,
|65 ((x+[H])NS)—n| < 1/n, and (11)
|6g((x+[H])NA)—a| < 1/n.

The statement & (x, a,n,A,S,U,H,n) infers that the densities of A,S,U in the interval x + [H] go to
a,n, 1, respectively, as n — oo in N;. The statement & will be referred a few times in Lemma 5.1 and its
proof.

The following lemma is the application of Lemma 3.4 to the sets U, S, A simultaneously.
Lemma3.5 LetN €Ny \N;, UC[N], and A C S C [N] be such that w,(U) = 1, u,(S) = SD(S) = 7,
and 1},(A) = SD{(A) = a for some ), € Rjand 0 < j < j' < 3. For any n,h € N let

Gup={xe[N-h]|V; =&(x,0,n,A,S,U,h,n)}. (12)
(a) For each H € Ny \N; with H < N /2 there exists a J € Ny \N; such that l’Lj{lfH(Gij) =1;

(b) For each n € Nj, there is an h, € Nj with h, > n such that Oy(G,,) > 1—1/n.

Proof Part (a): Applying Lemma 3.4 for U and S we can find J;,J> € N\ N; such that u]{,f Dy HY) =
land uy, (D, ms) =1 where Dy, j, ¢ is defined in (10) and ¢ is replaced by 1 for U and 7 for S. Let
G :=Dy, yuNDy, us. Foreach n <min{J;,J»} let

1/

G, := {xe [N—H]|éu(AN(x+[H])) >OH—;}, and

Gl = {xe [N—H]|éu(AN(x+[H])) <Ot1}.

n

Notice that both @Z and G, are V y—internal. If “1{17 H (@Z) > 0 for some n € Nj, then 5:1/ NG #0. Let
xo € G, NG'. Then we have Ui (SN (xo+[H])) = and uf, (AN (xo+[H])) > ot + 1/n, which contradicts
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SDé(A) = o.. Hence 8y_y(G,) ~; 0 for every n € N;. By Proposition 2.15 we can find J; € Ny \N;
such that [.L]{FH(6Z) =0forany n <J,. If UXFH(QZ) > 0 for some n € Nj, then ,I,L/\'LH(GZ) > 0 for
some m € N; by the fact that ,uj{,fH(A) = a. Hence 8y_p(G)) =; 0 for every n € N;. By Proposition
2.15 again we can find J_ € N\ N; such that /,L{,_H (GI) =0 for any n < J_. The proof is complete by
setting J := min{J;,J2,J+,J_} and

Gju:=DjuuNDyus)\ (67 uGh).

Part (b): Suppose Part (b) is not true. Then there exists an n € N; such that Sy_,(G, ) < 1—1/n
for any 4 > nin N;. By Proposition 2.15 there is an H € N\ N; such that 6y (Gn ) < 1—1/n. By
Part (a) there is a J > n such that ﬂ]{u 1 (GyH) = 1. We have a contradiction because n < J and hence
Gyn CGupy. [ ]

Notice that for a given n one can choose /, to be the least such that 8y(G,, ,) > 1 —1/n in Lemma
3.5 (b). So we can assume that 4, is an internal function of n. Hence we can assume that G,, ;,, is also an
internal function of #n.

4 Mixing Lemma

We work within V for 0 < j/ < 3 in this section. Any unspecified sets are V y—internal. The letter
V will sometimes be used for a set other than the standard/nonstandard universes in §2. Hopefully, no
confusion will arise. The following standard lemma is a consequence of Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma
in [8]. The proof of the lemma can be found in the appendix of [9].

Lemma 4.1 Let U,W be finite sets, let € > 0, and for eachw € W, let E,, be a subset of U. Then there
exists a partition U = Uy UUp U ---UU,, for some ng € Ny, and real numbers 0 < c¢,,, < 1 in Rq for
u € [ng] and w € W such that for any set F C U, one has

e
IFNE,| = Y cuwFNU|| <e|U|
u=1

for all but e|W| values of w € W.

The following lemma, the nonstandard version of so—called mixing lemma in [9], can be derived from
Lemma 4.1. We present a proof similar to the proof in [9] in a nonstandard setting. Part (i) and Part (ii) of
the lemma are used to prove part (iii) and only Part (iii) will be referred in the proof of Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 4.2 (Mixing Lemma) LetN €Ny \Ny, ACSC|N], 1 <H<N/2 andR C [N —H] be an
a.p. with |R| > 1 such that

pn(S) = SD(S) =n >0, uy(A) = SDs(A) = o > 0, (13)
pr((x+[H)NS) =n, and py((x+[H]))NA) = & (14)

for every x € R. Then the following are true.
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(i) For any set E C [H] with ug(E) > O, there is an x € R such that
Ha(AN (x+E)) = apu(E);

(ii) Let m > 1 be such that the van der Waerden number I (3" ,m) < |R|. For any internal partition
{U, | n € [m]} of [H] there exists an m—a.p. P C R, a set I C [m] with ug(U;) = 1 where Uy =
U{U. | n € I}, and an infinitesimal € > 0 such that

[0p(AN(x+U,)) — ady(Uy,)| < €0y (Uy)
foralln €l and all x € P;

(iii) Given an internal collection of sets {E,, C [H| |w € W} with |W| > 1 and uy(E,;) > 0 for every
w € W, there exists anx € R and T C W such that Wy (T) = 1 and

UH (A N (X + EW)) = Uy (Ew)

foreveryw € T.

Proof Part (i): Assume that (i) is not true. For each x € R let r, be such that Sy(AN (E +x)) =
(ot — ry)0y (E). Then r, must be positive non-infinitesimal. We can set r := min{r, | x € R} since the
function x — ry is internal. Clearly, the number r is positive non-infinitesimal. Hence 8y (AN (E +
x)) < (a—r)ou(E) for all x € R. Notice that by (13) and (14), for uy—almost all y € [H] we have
Mg (SN (y+R)) = n which implies that for uy—almost all y € [H] we have g (AN (y+R)) = «. So

(X‘UH(E) ~ i Z

H & ZXA x+y) = ]R| Z Z%Aﬂ E+x)(Xx+Y)

’R| XER xeR =1

< ;?] z;e(a — 1)y (E) = (00— r)8y(E) ~ (ot — st (r))uz (E) < aug(E),
which is absurd.

Part (ii): To make the argument explicitly internal we use 0y instead of . Foreacht € Ny, x € R,
and n € [m] let

1 if Sy((x+Uy) NA) > (a+ 1) 8u(U,),
dx)=4 0 if (a—1)8u(U,) < Su((x+Uy)NA) < (a+1)8u(U,),
—1 if Sy((x+U,)NA) < (a—1) 8u(Uy).

and let ¢’ : P — {—1,0,1}" be such that ¢ (x)(n) = ¢!, (x). For each t € Ny, since the van der Waerden
number I['(3™ m) < a.p. P, C R such that ¢/ (x) = ¢/ (x') for any x,x” € P,. For each

x € P let
IF o= {neml|d(x)(n) =1},
T = {nem|d®m=—1}, and
I = [m]\(Ul"), and
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U = UUlnel'y,
U~ = UlUnlnel}, and
U = [H]\ (Ut+ ;).

Clearly, oy ((x+U; )NA) < (o —1/t)8u(U;") because U, is a disjoint union of the U,’s for n € I;".
Since ¢ € Ny we have that uy (U, ) = 0 by (i) with B, in the place of R and U, in the place of E. Notice
that (AN (x+U,")) > (o +1/t)8u(U;T). Since & > up (AN (x+UT)) > (o0 +1/t)uy (UT), we have
that py (U;F) < 1, which implies uy (U;) > 0. If gy (U;7) > 0, then 8y (AN (x+U;")) > (o +1/t) 8y (U
implies py (AN (x+U;)) < aug (U;) for all x € P, which again contradicts (i). Hence g (U,;7) = 0 and
therefore, Oy (U;) > 1 — 1/t is true for every ¢ € Np.

Since the set of all # € N with 6y (U;) > 1 — 1/t is V y—internal, by Proposition 2.15 thereis a J > 1
such that 8y (U;) > 1 — 1 /J = 1. The proof of (ii) is completed by letting P := Py, [ :=I;, and U; := Uj.

Part (iii): Choose a sufficiently large positive infinitesimal € satisfying that there is an internal
partition of [H] = UpUU; U---UU,, and real numbers 0 < c,,, < 1 for each n € [m] and w € W such that
the van der Waerden number I'(3”,m) < |R|, and for any internal set F C [H| there is a Tr C W with
|W\ Tr| < g|W]| such that

<eH (15)

m
|[FNE,|— Z Cnw|F N U,|

n=1

for all w € Tp. Notice that such € exists because if € is a standard positive real, then m = n, is in Nj.
From (15) with F being replaced by [H| we have
m

|Ew|— Cn,W|Un‘

n=1

<eH (16)

for all w € Tjy). By (ii) we can find a P C R of length m, a positive infinitesimal &;, and I C [m] where,
for some x € P,

I'={ne[m]||0u((x+U,)NA) — adu(U,)| < €06u(U,)}
(1 is independent of the choice of x), and V := | J{U, | n € I} with ug(V) =1. Let I’ = [m]\ I and
V! =[H]\V. Then for each w € T := Tiyy) N T(4_y)(m) We have

’5H(Aﬂ (X+EW>) — QSH(EW)‘

1
<
<

AN (x+E,)| — Z CawlAN (x+U,)|

nem|
+ Z CawlAN(x+U,)| — Z Cnw 0| Un|
ne(m] ne(mj
o Y cawlUn| — alEy| )
ne(m]

1
<e+ i Y cuwel|Un| +284(V') + ae
nel

<e+&by(V)+28u(V')+ ae~0.
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Hence ug(AN (x+Ey)) = oy (E,) for all w € T. Notice that y((T) = 1 because € ~ 0 and
) (Tir) = ) (Tipna—x) = 1. u

The set S in Lemma 4.2, although seems unnecessary, is needed in the proof of Lemma 5.1.

5 Proof of Szemerédi’s Theorem

We work within V5 in this section except in the proof of Claim 1 in Lemma 5.1 where V3 is needed.
Szemerédi’s theorem is an easy consequence of Lemma 5.1, denoted by L(m) for all m € [k]. For an
integer n > 2k + 1 define an interval C, C [n] by

Cn= szkﬂ ’ V;l:rlinﬂ 17

The set C, is the subinterval of [n] in the middle of [n] with the length |n/(2k+1)|+1 fort =0or 1. If
n>> 1, then u,(C,) = 1/(2k+ 1). For notational convenience we denote

D:=3k* and 1y := -L (18)
D
¢: Fix a K € Nj \ Ny. The number K is the length of an interval which will play an important role
in Lemma 5.1. Keeping K unchanged is one of the advantages from nonstandard analysis, which is
unavailable in the standard setting.
There is a summary of ideas used in the proof of Lemma 5.1 right after the proof. It explains some
motivation of the steps taken in the proof.

Lemma 5.1 (L(m)) Givenany a >0, 1 > 1o, any N € N, \Ny, and any A C S C [N] and U C [N] with
un(U) =1, un(S) = SD(S) =1, and pun(A) = SDs(A) = a, (19)
the following are true:

Li(m)(a,n,N,A,S,U,K): There exists a k—a.p. X C U with X® [K] C [N] satisfying the statement
(VneNg)&(X(D),a,n,A,S,U,K,n) for | € [k], where & is defined in (11), and there exist T; C Cg
with W, (Tr) = 1 where C is defined in (17) and V; C [K] with ug(V;) = 1 for every | > m, and
collections of k—a.p.’s

P = U{Py |t €T and 1 > m} and
Q = W{QY,|veV, and | > m} such that
By C {pC @B K]) MU |V < m(p(l) € A) and pl1) = (1) +1} 0)

satisfying ug(P;;) = " Jkforalll >mandt € T, and
Q,={qCxX®[K]|VI' <m(q(l') €A) and q(I) = X(I) + v} (21)

satisfying ug(Q;,) < o™ foralll > mandv €V,
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Ly(m)(o,m,N,A,S,K): There exist a set Wy C S of min{K, |1/D(1 — n)|}—consecutive integers
where D is defined in (18) and a collection of k—a.p.’s R = {r,, | w € Wy} such that for each w € W
we have r,(l) € A for l <m, r,(l) € S for | > m, and r,,(m) = w.

Remark 5.2 (a) Ly(m) is an internal statement in V,. Both Li(m) and L,(m) depend on K. Since K
is fixed throughout whole proof, it, as a parameter, may be omitted in some expressions.

(b) IfH>1and T C [H] with ug(T) > 1 —¢€, then T contains | 1/€| consecutive integers because
otherwise we have ug(T) < (|1/e]—1)/|1/e] =1—-1/[1/e| <1—-1/(1/e)=1—¢.

(¢c) The purpose of defining Ck is that if t € C, then the number of k—a.p.’s p TX® [K] with p(l) =
X(I) +1 is guaranteed to be at least K /(k—1).

(d) It is not essential to require specific constant ¢ = 1/k for ux(P1,;) = ca™ ' in Li(m). Just
requiring that ug(P;;) > ca™ ! for some positive standard real c is sufficient. We use more
specific expression “Ug(P;,) = a™ 1 /k” for notational simplicity.

(e) Some “bad” k—a.p.’s in P in Lj(m) will be thinned out so that R in Ly(m) can be constructed from
P. The collection Q is only used to prevent P from being thinned out too much. See the proof of
Lemma 5.3.

(f) It is important to notice that in Li(m) the collection Py, is a part of the collection at the right side
of (20) while the collection Q; ,, is equal to the collection at the right side of (21).

Lemma 5.3 L,(m)(a,n,N,A,S,U) implies Ly(m)(a,n,N,A,S) for any a,n,N,A,S,U satisfying the
conditions of Lemma 5.1.

Proof Assume we have obtained the k—a.p. X C U with X@® [K]| C [N], sets T} C Ck and V; C [K] with
Hyicy|(Tr) = 1 and ug (Vi) = 1, and collections of k—a.p.’s P and Q as in L; (m).

Call a k—a.p. p € Py :=U{ P |t € T, } good if p(l) € SN (¥(1) + [K]) for I > m and bad otherwise.
Let Py, C P, be the collection of all good k—a.p.’s and ?ﬁl =P\ P& be the collection of all bad
k=a.p.’s. Let Ty := {p(m) —X(m) | p € P,}. Then T C T, N (S —X(m)) NC. We show that ¢, (T) >
1-D(1—mn).

Let Q:={gCX®[K] | q(l') € A for I’ < m}. Notice that

PhC | J{geQlqll) ¢S}

>m

and foreachv eV, g € Q;, iff g € Q and ¢(1) = X(I) +v.

Hence, |P%| < Z Y HaeQlql)=x1)+w}

I=mwe[K|\(S—X(1))

k
52( Y, HeeQla)=3)+wi+ ) ())!Qz,v\>

I=m (KI\V: veV\(S—X(

<KZ K\ Vil + [V \ (S = %(1))|a™ ).
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k
S0 98] = [Pl ~ P51 = X [Pns| K Y (IK]\ Vil + VI \ (S—F0))]a ).

tely, I=m

Notice that ug ([K]\ V;) = 0. Hence we have |[K]\ V;|/|Ck| =~ 0 and

o o 1 1 1 .
W (T3) - i @ZEW’"”’ > st mw)ﬂ

teTs
s Ly Lp -y v 5= e
B |Ck| €Ty Ko |Ck| I=m Z
am—l -
> Wy (Tn) - —(2k+1)k(1-7m)-o

= (llc — (2k+ 1)k(1 n)) o

which implies ¢, (T;§) > 1 — (2k+ 1)k*(1—1) > 1—D(1 —n). Recall that T C Cx. Hence ¥(m) + Ty
contains a set Wy of | 1/D(1—n)| consecutive integers. So, Ly(m) is proven if we let R := {r,, | w € Wp}
where r,, is one of the k—a.p.’s in Py, such that r,,(m) = X(m) +w. [ |

The idea of the proof of Lemma 5.3 is due to Szemerédi. See [9].

Proof of Lemma 5.1 We prove L(m) by induction on m. By Lemmas 5.3 it suffices to prove L (m).
For L(1), given any a > 0, 1 > 19, N € N, \ Ny, A, S, and U satisfying (19), by Lemma 3.5 (b)

we can find a k—a.p. X C [N] such that (Vn € Ny) & (X(1), a,n,A,S,U,K,n) is true for [ € [k], where & is
defined in (11). Foreach/ € [k] let T, = Cxk N (U —X(1)) and V; = [K]. Foreach [ € [k|,t € T, and v € V]
let

P = {pCXOK])NU | p(l) =x({1) +1}

Uy = {gEXO[K]) |q(l) =x(1)+v}.
Clearly, we have ug(%P;,;) > 1/(k—1) > 1/k. By some pruning we can assume that pg (P;,) = 1/k. Itis
trivial that ux(9Q;,) < 1 and g € Q;, iff ¢(I) = X(I) +v for each ¢ T X @ [K]. This completes the proof of
L;(1)(et,n,N,A,S,U). Ly(1)(a,n,N,A,S) follows from Lemma 5.3.

Assume L(m — 1) is true for some 2 <m <k.

We now prove L(m). Given any o >0 and n > 1o, fix N€ N, \N;, U C [N], and A C S C [N]
satisfying (19). For each n € N; \ Ny, by Lemma 3.5 (b), there is an , > n in Ny and G, ;,, C [N] defined
in (12) such that d,, := 8y_p,(Gnp,) > 1 —1/n. Notice that d,, =~ :uzluh,,(Gn‘,hn) > 1Mo because n > 1 and
UN—p,(Gnp,)) = 1. Let n) = N/l/—h,,(Gn,hn) and fix an n € Ny \ Ny.

Claim 1 The following internal statement 6 (n,A,N) is true:

AW C [N]IR(W isan a.p. A [W| > min{K, [1/2D(1 —d,)|} A R={r, | w € W} is a collection of
k—a.p.’s such that

YweW (VI >m) (ry(l) € Gup,) Arw(im—1)=wA (VI,I' <m—2)
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(AN (D) + [ha])) = (D) = (A0 (1 (1) + [1a])) = 1o (1))

Proof of Claim 1 Working in V; by considering V| as the standard universe, we can find P C [N] with
|P| € N2\ N; by Lemma 3.3 and Part 2 of Property 2.7 such that

SD' (Gup,) = Hp| (PN Gpp,) = SD (G, NP) = 1,

For each x € PN G, let T, = ((x+ [h,]) NA) —x. Since there are at most 2 e Ny different 7,’s and
|P| > 2", we can find one, say, T, C [h,] such that the set

B, :={x€PNGyy, | & =1}

satisfies fjp (By) > 1,/ 2h > 0. Notice that uﬁj‘(Bn) could be 0.
Let P/ C P with |[P'| =N’ € N, \ Nj be such that iy, (G, , NP') =1, and

B = wy(B.NP)=5Dg,, p(BiNP)
— SDIGWQP, (BuNP') > Wp(By) >0

by Part 4 of Lemma 3.3 and Part 2 of Property 2.7. Let d be the common difference of the a.p. P’ and
¢ : P — [N'] be the order-preserving bijection, i.e.,

¢(x):=1+ (x—minP’)/d.

Let B' := @[B,NP'| and §' := @9[G,, 4, N P']. We have that B',S',N" and B}, n,} in the place of A,S,N and
a,n satisfy the Vi—version of (19) with i, SD and SDs being replaced by !, SD!, and SD;,.

Let N" =ip(N'), B = i(B'), and 8" = i»(S’) where i, is in Part 3 of Property 2.7. Recall that i | V;
is an identity map. Since N’ € N, \ Ny, we have N” € N3 \ N,. Notice also that iy, (") = SD'(S”) = n,
and , (B") = SDL,(B") = B,}. By the induction hypothesis that L(m — 1) is true we have

(V2:Ro,R;) k= Var,n € RygYN € N, \ N, VA, S C [N] (22)
(@>0An>nAACSAUN(S) =SD(S) =nAun(A) =SDs(A)
—Ly(m—1)(a,n,N,A,S)).

Since (V;Ro,R;) and (V3;R;,R;y) are elementarily equivalent by Part 2 of Property 2.7 via i.., we have,
by universal instantiation, that
(V3:R1,Ry) = Lo(m—1) (B!, n},N",B",S"). (23)

no

Notice that the right side above no longer depends on R; or R,. So, we have
Vi b= La(m—1)(i2(By),i2(ny ), i2(N'), i2(B'), 2(S")) (24)
because i>(B,!) = B! and i»(n,!) = n,. Since i, is a bounded elementary embedding, we have

Va2 | Ly(m—1)(B,,n,,N',B.S"),
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which means that there is a set W' C [N] of min{K, | 1/D(1—n,!)] }-consecutive integers and a collection
of k—a.p’s R’ = {r), | w € W'} such that for every w € W’ we have v (I) € B forl <m—1,r,,(m—1) = w,
and 7),(1) € §' for I > m. Notice that "'[[N/]] C [N]. Let W = ¢~ ![W’] and R = {r,, | w € W}, where
T = (pfl[rip(w)], such that for each w € W we have r,,(I) € 9" [B'] C B, forl <m—1, r,(m—1) = w,
and r,,(1) € 9 ![S'] C G, for I >m. If n} =1, then [W| > K. If n} < 1, then 2(1 —d,) > 1—n,.
Hence |W| > min{K, |1/2D(1 —d,)|}. B (Claim 1)

The following claim follows from Claim 1 by Proposition 2.15.

Claim 2 There exists aJ € N, \ Nj such that the 6(J,A,N) is true, i.e., IW C [N]IR (W is an a.p. A
|[W| > min{K, [1/2D(1 —d;)|} AN R={r, |w e W} is acollection of k—a.p.’s such that Yw € W ((¥I >
m) (ry(l) € Gyp,), re(m—1) =w, and (VI,I' <m—2)((AN (r,(1) +[h])) —rw(l) = (AN (re(") +
[111) = (1))

For notational convenience let Wy := W and Ry := R be obtained in Claim 2 and rename H := hy,
St :=Gyp,, T = (AN (rw(l) +[hy])) — rw(l) for some (or any) w € Wy and [ <m— 1. Let {w, | 1 <
s < |Wg|} be the increasing enumeration of Wy. Notice that H € N, \ N;. We now go back to consider
Vo as our standard universe. Notice that uy_g(Sg) =1, |[Wy| > 1, and (Vn € Ny) &E(x, @, 1,A,S,U,H,n)
is true for every x € Sy where & is defined in (11).

Claim 3 For each s € Ny we can find an internal U; C [H] with uy (Us) = 1 such that for each
y € Uyand each I € [k], r,,(I) +y € U and (Vn € Ng) & (ry, (1) +y,a,1,A,S,U,K,n) is true.

Proof of Claim 3 For each [ € [k] we have & (r,,(I),@,n,A,S,U,H,n) is true because r,, (I) € Sy. By
Lemma 3.5 (a), we can find a set G; C r,, (/) + [H] with uy(G;) = 1 such that
E(rw,(l) +y,00,m,A,S,U,K,n) is true for every r,, (/) +y € G;. Set

k
U = ﬂ((UﬂGl) —rw,(1)).
I=1
Then we have U C [H] and pg (Us) = 1. B (Claim 3)
Notice that 8y ((}_; U;) > 1 — 1/s. By Proposition 2.15 we can find 1 < I < |Wy| and
U'=({Us|1<s<1}

such that 6y (U’) > 1 —1/I. Hence ug(U') = 1. Applying the induction hypothesis for L;(m —
1)(a,1,H, 1y, [H],U’), we obtain a k—a.p. ¥ C U’ with y& [K] C [H], T} € Cxk N U’ with pc, (T) = 1
and V/ C [K] with ug(V/) =1 for each [ > m — 1, and collections of k—a.p.’s

Po= U{P,lteT)and I >m—1} and
o = U{Q,lveV/ andl>m—1}

such that (i) for each [ > m — 1 and 1 € T/ we have pg(P],) = & */k and for each p € P}, we have
pC (Yo [K)NU', p(I') € 1y for I" <m—1, p(I) = (1) +1¢, and (ii) for each / > m—1 and v € V] we
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have ug(Q) ) < a2, and for each ¢ C ¥ [K] we have g € Q) iff ¢(I') € ty for every I’ < m— 1 and
q(l)=y¥(I)+v. Foreachl > m,t € Tj,and v € V} let

Ey:={p(m—1)|peP,}and F,:={q(m—1) g€ Q) }.

Then Epy, Fip C ¥(m—1) + K], px(Er,) = ux(P),) = & /k, and px (Fiy) = px(Q;,) < ™2, Since
y C U’ we have that for each € [k], (Vn € No)&(;’ws(l) +%(1),a,n,A,S,U,K,n) is true.

Applying Part (iii) of Lemma 4.2 with R := {w;+¥(m —1) | 1 <s <[} and H being replaced by K
we can find s € [I], T; C T with ¢, |(T}) = 1 and V; C V/ with ug(V;) = 1 for each I > m such that for
eacht € T; and v € V; we have

te ((wsy +E1,) O ((wsy +¥(m — 1) + [K]) N A))

(25)
= aug(E,) = a(a"2/k)= o™ /k and

tie ((wsy + Fi0) N ((wso +¥(m — 1) + [K]) NA)) 26)
— auK(F},t) < a_am—Z — am—l‘

Let ¥ := ry, @Y. Clearly, we have ¥® [K] C [N]. We also have that X C U, ux((X(1) + [K])NS) =,
and pix ((X(1) +[K]) NA) = & because 1y, € Sy and y C U' C Uy,. Foreach ! >m, t € T}, and v € V] let

Prs:={rw, ©p|p € P}, and
p(m—1) € Ej; N (((wsy +Y(m—=1)+[K])NA) —wy,) },
Q= {rw, ©qlq€Q, and
gm—1) € iy (1 (50 = 1) +K)14) — )}
Then ug(Pr,) = a™ ! /k by (25). If § = X [K], then there is a ¢ C y@ [K] such that § = Fw,, ©q. If
g(lI"y € Afor '’ <mand v €V, for some [ > m such that g(I) = X(I) + v, then g(I') € 1y forI' <m—1,
v €V/,and q(I) = y(I) +v, which imply g € Q; , by induction hypothesis. Hence we have g(m—1) € F,,.
Clearly, g(m—1) = wg, +q(m—1) € A implies g(m — 1) € F;, N (((wy, +Y(m — 1)+ [K]) NA) — wy,).
Thus we have G € Q;,. Clearly, ux(Q;,) < a™ ! by (26).
Summarizing the argument above we have that for each Twyy @ P € P

* 1wy, (') +p(l') € 1y, (I') + Ty C A for I <m— 1 because ry, (I') € B,

o 1y, (m—1)+p(m—1) =ws, +p(m—1)
€ (wsy +E11) N (wyy +¥(m—1)+ [K])NA CA,

* 1wy, (I')+p(I") € X(I") +[K])NU C U for I > m because of p CU’,
o Ty, (1) +p(1) = rw, (1) + (1) +1 =X(1) +1.
Foreachg C X® (K], g € Q;, iff thereisa ¢ C y @ [K]| with § = Fw,, & ¢ such that

* 1w, (1) +q(l') € ro, (I') + 4 CAfor I’ <m—1because r, (I') € By,
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* Iy, (m—1)+q(m—1) =wy +q(m—1) € A which is equivalent to
Wy, +g(m—1) € (wgy +F,) N (wgy +¥(m— 1)+ [K])NA CA,

* Ty (D) +4(1) = ru, () +5(1) +v = X(I) +v.

This completes the proof of L; (m)(a,n,N,A,S,U) as well as L(m) by Lemma 5.3. [ |

Summary of the ideas used in the proof of Lemma 5.1: ~ We want to use Ly(m — 1) to create a
sequence Ry of k blocks r,, @ [H] of size H that are in arithmetic progression such that (a) the set A in
the first m — 2 blocks r,, (1) + [H| for I < m — 2 are identical copies of 7y in [H], (b) the initial points
{rw(m—1)|w e Wg} of all (m— 1)-st blocks form an a.p. of infinite length which should be used when
applying Part (iii) of Lemma 4.2, (c) the initial points of the rest of the blocks satisfy an appropriate
version of (11) for some infinite n = J, i.e., r,, C Sy. Then we work inside [H], using L; (m — 1) to create
collections of k—a.p.’s P" and Q' in [H] instead of [N]. For applying Part (iii) of Lemma 4.2 we want
to make sure, if we can, that the (m — 1)-st terms of all p € P}, form a set of positive measure and the
(m—1)-st terms of all ¢ € Q] form a set of positive measure. Then mixing one r,, for some w € Wy with
P and Q' at (m — 1)-st terms yields P and Q validating Ly (m).

Unfortunately, using L; (m — 1) to create collections P’ and Q' of k—a.p.’s in [H] cannot guarantee
that the set E;, of the (m — 1)-st terms of all p € P}, and the set F, of the (m — 1)-st terms of all g € Q; ,
have positive measures in [H] (the positive measures can be guaranteed when k < 4 but not for k > 4). So,
instead of getting the sets E;; and F; , to have positive measures in [H] we make sure that the set E;; and
F;, have positive measures in some subinterval y(m — 1) + [K] of length K in [H], where K is fixed and
could be much smaller than H. This is achieved by requiring ¥y C U’. When we use the mixing lemma we
want to make sure that A in all of these relevant intervals (r,,, & ¥)(m — 1) + [K] of length K has measure
o. This requirement is again achieved by requiring r,,, C Sy and ¥ C U’ after shrinking Wy to its initial
segment {wy | s € [I]}.

Since we want K to be significantly smaller than N we assume that N and K is at least one universe
apart. Hence N must be at least in N, \ Ny. If we want to apply L (m — 1) for H instead of N, then H must
also be at least in N, \ Nj. If we want By to have a V,—standard positive measure, N’ must be in Ny in
order to use the V4—version of L(m — 1) with V; being considered as the “standard” universe. But N’ can
only be guaranteed one universe apart from H by Definition 3.1 even though N is assumed to be at least
two universes apart from H. Therefore, we use h, € N (instead of H) which leads to N € N, \ N; and use
i to lift N/ to N” € N3 \ N, while keeping A, € Ny. This allows the use of V3—version of L, (m — 1) with
V| being considered as the “standard” universe. Then spill &, over to H € N \ Ny and apply L; (m — 1)
with N,A,S,U being replaced by H, 7y, [H],U’ to obtain desired collections P’ and Q' of k—a.p.’s. All
these steps rely on the fact that Ly(m — 1) is an internal statement with internal parameters.

Theorem 5.4 (E. Szemerédi, 1975) Let k € Ny. If D C Ny has positive upper density, then D contains
nontrivial k-term arithmetic progressions.

Proof It suffices to find a nontrivial k—a.p. in io(D). Let P be an a.p. such that |[P| > 1 and pp) (io(D) N

P) =SD(D) = o. Then a > 0 because « is greater than or equal to the upper density of D. Let
A = ip(D) N P. Without loss of generality, we can assume P = [N] for some N > 1. We can also assume
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that N € N, \ N; because otherwise replace N by i1 (V) and A by i1 (A). Then we have uy(A) = SD(A) = .
Set U = S = [N]. Trivially, uy(S) =SD(S) =n=1,A CS, and SDs(A) = SD(A) = a. To start with
k" = k+ 1 instead of k, we have many nontrivial k'—a.p.’s p € P such that p(/) € Afor <k'—1 =k in
L;(k"). So there must be many nontrivial k—a.p.’s in A C io(D). By V < V,, there must be nontrivial
k—a.p.’sin D. |

6 A Question

The construction of the nonstandard universes above requires the existence of a non-principal ultrafilter
Fo on Ny and a well-order <1 on some V(Ry, z), which is a consequence of ZFC. Notice that ZF cannot
guarantee the existence of Fy although ZF plus the existence of Fy and < is strictly weaker than ZFC.
However, assuming the existence of Jy and <i may be avoided by the axiomatic approach of nonstandard
analysis developed in [5]. In [5] two systems of axioms SPOT and SCOT are introduced. Roughly
speaking, SPOT contains ZF plus some primitive tools for nonstandard analysis and SCOT contains ZF
plus the axiom of dependent choice and some primitive tools for nonstandard analysis. It is shown in [5]
that SPOT is a conservative extension of ZF and sufficient for developing basic calculus while SCOT is
a conservative extension of ZF plus the axiom of dependent choice and sufficient for developing basic
calculus and Lebesgue integration.

Question 6.1 Can the nonstandard proof of Szemerédi’s theorem in §5 be carried out in SCOT or even
in SPOT?
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