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Abstract

We observe that an old theorem of Graham implies that for any positive integer r, there exists some pos-
itive integer 7'(r) such that every r-colouring of Z? contains a monochromatic pair of points (z, y), (z', y')
with (x — 2)? — (y — y')? = T(r). By scaling, this implies that every finite colouring of R? contains a
monochromatic pair of points (x, ), (z’,y') with (x — 2)? — (y — y')? = 1, which answer a problem of
Kosheleva and Kreinovich on a pseudo-Euclidean analogue of the Hadwiger-Nelson problem.

The proof of Graham’s theorem replies on repeated applications of van der Waerden’s theorem, and so
the resulting function T'(r) grows extremely quickly. We give an alternative proof in the weaker setting of
having a second spacial dimension that results in a significantly improved bound. To be more precise, we
prove that for every positive integer r with 7 =2 (mod 4), every r-colouring of Z* contains a monochro-
matic pair of points (z, y, 2), (', 9/, 2') such that (z—a')>+(y—y')% — (2 —2')? = (5" =2)/4(8.5(r=2)/2)1)2,
By scaling, this implies that every finite colouring of Q3 contains a monochromatic pair of points
(r,y,2), (2',y,2") with (x —2")2 + (y — y/')? — (2 — 2’)? = 1, and we further conjecture that every finite
colouring of Q? contains a monochromatic pair of points (z,y), (z',y’) with (x — 2")? — (y —y/)?> = 1.

1 Introduction

The Hadwiger-Nelson problem asks for the minimum number of colours required to colour R? so as to avoid
any monochromatic pair of points at unit distance apart. The upper bound of 7 was observed by Isbell in
1950 (see [10]), and the lower bound of 5 is a recent breakthrough of de Grey [3] and independently Exoo and
Ismailescu [4]. For more on the history of the Hadwiger-Nelson problem and many of its relatives, see [10].
In 2009, Kosheleva and Kreinovich [7], proposed the study of the analogue of the Hadwiger-Nelson
problem for pseudo-Euclidean spaces. For positive integers p, ¢, they define x(RP'?) to be equal to the
minimum number of colours required to colour RP™¢ so that there is no monochromatic pair of points
(@1,...,ap1q), (b1,...,bprq) With Z?Zl(aj —b;)? — Z?igﬂ(aj —b;)? = 1. They asked to determine the
value of y (RP'?), and in particular, whether or not x (RP'?) is finite. We observe that one can use an old theo-
rem of Graham [6] to show that x(R!!) = co. Thus, y(RP*) = oo for all pairs p, g > 1. Graham [6] proved
that every finite colouring of the plane contains a monochromatic triple of points forming a triangle of unit

area. We require a strengthening proven by Graham [6].

Theorem 1 (Graham [6, Theorem 1]). For any positive integer r, there exists a positive integer T'(1) so that in
any r-colouring of 72, there is always a monochromatic triple (z,y), (x +a,y), (x,y +b) € Z? withab = T(r).

Theorem 2. For any positive integer r, there exists a positive integer T'(r) so that in any r-colouring of 7.2, there

is always a monochromatic pair (x,y), (z',y') € Z with (x — 2')? — (y — y)? = 4T(r).

Proof. Consider some 7-colouring of Z2. By Theorem 1, there exists a monochromatic triple of points
(s,t),(s,t) + a(1,1),(s,t) + b(—1,1) € Z[(1,1),(=1,1)] C Z* with ab = T(r). Then, observe that
(@ + b)2 — (a — b)? = 4ab = 4T(r). Therefore, (z,y) = (s,t) + a(1,1), (z/,9') = (s,t) + b(—1,1) is a
monochromatic pair of points in Z? with (x — 2')? — (y — y)? = 4T(r), as desired. O

By scaling, Theorem 2 then implies the following, which answers Kosheleva and Kreinovich’s [7] problem.

Theorem 3. Every finite colouring of R? contains a monochromatic pair of points (z,y), (z',y') with
(x —2")2 — (y — )% = 1. In particular, x(R!) = oo.
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For every positive integer d, there is a finite colouring of R? avoiding monochromatic pairs of points at
unit distance apart [8]. So, Theorem 3 highlights a subtle but significant difference between the geometry
of Euclidean spaces and certain pseudo-Euclidean spaces. This also answers a question of Geelen [5], who
independently asked whether or not y (R??) is finite.

Graham’s [6] proof of Theorem 1 relies on repeated applications of van der Waerden’s theorem [11], and
thus the value of 7'(r) in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 grows extremely fast. We give an alternative proof of a
weakening of Theorem 2 where there is a second spacial dimension. Although this theorem is in a weaker
setting, we obtain significantly improved bounds.

Theorem 4. Letr be a positive integer withr =2 (mod 4). Then, every r-colouring of Z* contains a monochro-
matic pair of points (x,y, 2), (z',y, 2') with (x — 2')? + (y — y/)? — (2 — 2/)? = (5=2/4(8 . 5(r=2)/2)1)2,

By scaling we obtain the following from Theorem 4.

Theorem 5. Every finite colouring of Q3 contains a monochromatic pair of points (x,v, z), (z',y', 2') with
(=2 +@y-y)-(-2)P =1

We remark that R2 cannot be replaced with 72 in Theorem 3, since one can avoid such monochromatic
pairs by 2-colouring the points (, y) € Z? according to whether x +y is odd or even. However, it seems likely
that R? could be replaces with Q? in Theorem 3. This would be a common generalization of both Theorem 3
and Theorem 5.

Conjecture 6. Every finite colouring of Q2 contains a monochromatic pair of points (x,vy), (x',y'") with
(w—a)?=(y-y) =1

Our proof of Theorem 4 uses the method recently introduced by the author [1] to show that every finite
colouring of R? contains a monochromatic pair of points whose distance is an odd integer. With McCarty and
Pilipczuk [2], we also very recently extended these methods to prove that every finite colouring of R? contains
monochromatic prime and polynomial distances. This method is applied to subgraphs that are Cayley graphs
of Z%. Given a set I C Z%, its upper density is

. I N[-R, R%|
§(I) =limsup ——————
(1) = limsup =y

For a positive integer 7, we let D, = {(z,y) € Z? : 22 + y*> = r2}. In other words, D, is the set of points
contained in both the integer lattice Z? and the circle of radius 7 and centre (0,0). We prove the following.

Theorem 7. Let r be a positive integer. If I C 73 has upper density greater than then there is a pair

1
1+|Dy|/2°
of points (. 2), (', y/,2') € L with (z — 2')2 + (y — /)2 — (= — )2 = (r(82)))2

As a consequence, every (|D,|/2)-colouring of 73 contains a monochromatic pair of points

(z,y,2), (@9, &) with (z — 2')? + (y —¢/)* = (= = 2')* = (r(8r*)})*.

If r has prime factorisation r = 2% [ | p?i [14;* wherep; =1 (mod 4) and ¢; =3 (mod 4), then |D,| =0if
some c; is odd, otherwise | D,.| = 4 [(2b; + 1). Therefore, by Theorem 7 with r = 5°, every (4b+2)-colouring
of Z3 contains a monochromatic pair of points (z,y, 2), (', ', 2') with (z — 2')? + (y — /)2 — (z — 2)? =
(5°(8-5%%)!)2. Theorem 4 then follows from this. We remark that one could of course obtain slightly stronger
bounds in Theorem 4, but we choose to provide a simple explicit bound.

In Section 2 we introduce some preliminaries for proving Theorem 7. This includes an analogue of the
Lovasz theta bound [9] for Cayley graphs of Z¢ [1], which shall be our main tool. Then, in Section 3, we prove
Theorem 7 (and thus Theorem 4).

2 Preliminaries

The chromatic number x(G) of a graph G is equal to the minimum number of colours required to assign each
vertex a colour so that no two adjacent vertices receive the same colour. An independent set in a graph G is a
set of pairwise non-adjacent vertices.



We say that a set C' C Z< is centrally symmetric if C = —C. Similarly, a function w : C' — R is centrally
symmetric if w(z) = w(—x) for all 2 € C. For a centrally symmetric set C' C Z%\ {0}, we let G(Z?, C) be the
Cayley graph of Z¢ with generating set C. In other words, G(Z?, C) is the graph with vertex set Z¢ where
two vertices u, v € Z? are adjacent if u — v € C. For a Cayley graph G(Z%, C), we let

a(G(z4,C)) = sup{d(I) : I is an independent set of G(Z%, C)}.

Notice that x(G(Z¢,C)) > 1/a(G(Z%,C)). To see this 1nequahty, note that if V(G) can be partitioned into
k independent sets I, ..., Iy, then ka(G) = 6(11) + -- -+ 6(Ix) 2 §(V(G)) = 1.

For o € R, we let e(« ) = e?™@ Since e(a) = e(a + 1), for a € R/Z we can also define e(a) to be equal
to e(b), where 0 < b < 1 is such that b = a (mod 1). For z,y € Z¢, we write 2 - y for the dot product.

The following is a slightly simplified version of the ratio bound given in [1, Theorem 3], which was used
to show that the odd distance graph has unbounded chromatic number. This is our main tool and is essentially
an analogue of the Lovasz theta bound [9] for Cayley graphs of Z.

lleolelll 8 (DaVieS [1, Iheorem 3])_ let C C Zd\{o} l w C . ; ll . l Wlt
Z$EC U}(fE) POSitive. Then 0 lé centraily symmeitric h
inqu(R/Z)d @(u)

SUPye(r/z)d W(u) — inf, e g z)a ©(u)’

a(G(zt,C)) <

where
D(u) =Y wx)e(u - x).
zeC

Note that inf ¢ (g /z)¢ W(u) = inf,cga @(u), and sup, ¢ g /zys W(u) = Sup,cga W(u).

To apply Theorem 8 effectively, we need good estimates for the exponential sums that shall appear. The
supremum will be straightforward to estimate, while the infimum is trickier. The rest of this section is dedi-
cated to proving three lemmas that will be used to estimate the infimum (which is done in Lemma 14).

The first two straightforward lemmas shall allow us to estimate two simpler exponential sums that will
appear in our proof. Similar statements appear in [1].

Lemma 9. Let (a,,)02 4, (bn)22, be sequences in R /7 such thatlim,,_, a, =limy, oo by, =0 (mod 1). Then,

1 ¢ 1—j
liminf = > == (e, + jba) + e(—an — bn)) > 0

n—oo 1N 4 n-+1
J=1

Proof. By the identity e(6) + e(—6) = 2 cos(27#), it is enough to show that

n—oo n

le-n+1 -7
lim inf — ]Z; Tarl cos(2m(an + jby)) =0

Since limy, o @y, =0 (mod 1), we have that

I R . B R .
hnnilgf - ]Z; le cos(27(ay, + jby)) = hnrggf - jz: le cos(27mjby,).
For eachn > 1,let 0 < 0, < 1 be such that §,, = b,, (mod 1). If ,, = 0, then observe that

le—n+1—7j len+1—3j 1
-y —— Los(2mjl,) ==Y ——L ==->0.
nz: n+1 cos(2mj6n) n; n+1 2

So, we may assume that 6,, # 0.
Observe that

. 1 e-n +1—3
nlgr;() E;T—HCOSQW]H i / < )cos(27rt) dt| =0.



Therefore,

1 1—j I t

So, let us evaluate the above integral.

1 nbn t 27l t
— 1— — 2
nby, /0 < n9n> cos(2rt) d 27Tn9 / < 27rn9n> cos(t) dt

27l 1 276y
= (1) dt — ———= tcos(t) dt
anen /0 cos(t) dt = a5z /0 cos(t)

sin(27mnf,)  sin(27wnb,) 1 /2”"9" in(t) dt
- — sin
270, 270, 472n262
1 —cos(2mnb,)
 4n2n262
The lemma now follows since 1=¢25(2m6») > Oforall 6, # 0. O

27,202
4m2n202

Lemma 10. Let (a,)52 ¢, (by)52 , be sequences in R /7 such that lim,,_,o an, = a (mod 1), andlim,,_, by, =

b# 0 (mod 1). Then,

N Ry :
lim —Z lee(an +]bn) =0

Proof. Observe that

n . lvn]—1 (m+1)|vn] ) n .
1 n+1—75 . _ 1 n+l—3 ,. n+1—35 .
S REI D Sl Y = MIRERS S L NS
=1 m=0 " j=m[vn]+1 j=lvn)*+1
lvn]=1 (m+1)|vn] .
1 n+l—-3 . 1
B S Sl |
1
Pl m2o jemivan T v
V)1 (m+1) v/
1 n— (m+1)|v/n) _ N
P > eliba)| + VAl =
1 1
n| = n+ Py (n+1)  Vn
/)1 (m+1) v/
<1 T n—(m+1)[vn] 3 e(jb)Jri
~X 1 n
" m=0 n j=ml[/n]+1 v

VA1 |[va)-1

1 2
_ 6('bn)—{——
) ellyilt)| | 2
— vl [ SEG -
2 2

S VAl = el T Vm
2 1
‘%(u—ewn)r “)'

Since lim,, o0 b, = b # 0 (mod 1), we have that |1 — e(b,,)| is eventually bounded away from 0. So then,

el e( ol + 1 is bounded. Therefore,



n—oo [N n+1 n—00 [N, 4 n+1
=1 7=1
<1 2 1 +1 0
X hm =Y,
S AN TN
as desired. |

The exponential sums that we must examine to prove Theorem 7 are more complicated than those given
Lemma 9 and Lemma 10. However, the following key lemma will allow us to reduce the examination of these
more complicated exponential to those given in Lemma 9 and Lemma 10.

Lemma 11. Let r be a positive integer, let (x1,y1), (x2,y2), (x3,y3) € D, be distinct, and let a,b € R be such
that (z1,y1) - (a,b) = (z2,y2) - (a,b) = (x3,y3) - (a,b) (mod 1). Then, there exists integers pa, qa, P, b SUch
that a = 2_2’ b= %, and 1 < qq, qp < 82

Proof. We will argue that there exists such integers p,, g, since the existence of such integers py, g, follows
similarly.

Since (z1,41) - (a,b) = (z2,y2) - (a,b) = (x3
(a,b) =0 (mod 1), and ((x3,y3) — (z1,91)) - (a,
a(zz — 21) + b(y2 — y1) and ((z3,y3) — (21,91)) -
(y3 —y1) (al(z2 — x1) +b(y2 —y1)) — (2 — 1) (@
x1)(y2 — y1)) is also an integer.

Since (z1,y1), (2,y2), (x3,ys) are all distinct, and all lie on a circle, we have that (zo — x1,y2 — y1) and
(v3 — 21,93 — y1) are independent in Z2. Additionally, 31, y2, y3 are not all equal, so at most one of y3 — 1
and y2 — y1 is zero. Therefore, (y3 — y1)(z2 — 21,92 — y1) — (Y2 — y1)(x3 — 21,93 — Y1) = (w2 — 1) (y3 —
y1) — (z3 — x1)(y2 — y1),0) is non-zero. So, (2 — x1)(y3 — y1) — (z3 — x1)(y2 — y1) is non-zero. Note that,
since (z1,91), (x2,Y2), (z3,y3) € Dy, we have that |z1], |z2|, |3], |y1], |y2|, |y3| < 7. So, we further have that

,Y3) - ( b) (mod 1), we have that ((z2,y2) — (z1,¥1)) -
b) =0 (mod 1). So, both ((z2,y2) — (x1,91)) - (a,b) =
(a,b) = a(xs — x1) + b(ys — y1) are integers. Therefore,
(z3 — 21) + b(ys —y1)) = a((w2 —21)(ys —y1) — (23—

(w2 = 21)(ys = y1) = (23 = 21)(y2 = y0)| < (Jwal + [o1)) (s + [y1]) + (Jos] + [oa]) (y2| + [ya]) < 8%

As a((z2 —21)(y3 — 1) — (z3 — 21)(y2 — y1)) is an integer, and (z2 — 21)(y3 — y1) — (23 — 21)(y2 — Y1)
is a non-zero integer, it now follows that there exists integers pg, g, such that a = Z e and 1 < g, < 8r2. We

can argue that there exists integers py, g, such that b = Z b and 1 < g < 8r2 similarly. ]

3 Proof

In this section we prove Theorem 7, and thus Theorem 4.

For d € D,, we let d be the element of Dy, such that the clockwise angle from dto dis equal to /2. In
other words, if d = (,y), then d = (—y, x). For each positive integer 7, we define the following subset of
73\{0}, which shall be the generating set of our Cayley graph;

C, = {£((87*)!d + jd,jr) : d € D,,j € N}.
Now we show that G(Z3, C,.) is a suitable distance graph in Z3.

Lemma 12. For every positive integer r, G(Z3,C,.) is a subgraph of the graph on the same vertex set 7, where
(z,y,2), (@',y/,2) € Z? are adjacent if (v — ') + (y — /) — (2 = 2)% = (r(8r*))).

Proof. By transitivity, it is enough to show that if (z,y,2) € C;, then 22 + y? — 22 = (r(8r2)!)%. Observe
that for each (x,y, z) € C,, there exists a triple 0 € {1, -1}, d = (d1,d2) € D,, j € N such that (z,y, z) =



o((8r2)\d + jd, jr) = (a((872)!dy — jda), o ((8r%)\dg + jdy), ajr). Since d = (dy, ds) and d = (—da, d; ) are

orthogonal, we have that

(o ((8r%)ldy — jd2))* + (0((87%)ldz + jd1))* — (ojr)* = ||(8r?)ld + jd|}5 — j*r*

8r2)d|f3 + 7dl3 — 5°r?

87“2)') Hde +J Hde —] 22

= (87272 + 522 — j%¢2

= (r(8r?)1)?,

as desired. U

To apply Theorem 8, it is convenient to consider finite subsets of C,.. For each pair of positive integers
r,n, let 3
Crn = {((8r*)d + jd, jr) : d € Dy, 1 < j <},

and let w,.,, : Cy.,, = R be such that for each ¢ € C,.,, of the form ¢ = £(d + ja?,jr), we have w; ,(c) =
"t1=J Then as in Theorem 8, for u € (R/Z)? we have that

n(n+1)"
()= 3 }j”“ (o((8r2)d + jd, jr) - u).
(n+1) ’

deD, o=%1 j=1

To obtain good bounds from Theorem 8, we need good estimates for sup,er,z)3 Wy n(u) and
inf, e (r/z)3 Wrn(u). We begin by evaluating sup,,e (g /z)s Wrn(u)-

Lemma 13. For positive integer r,n, we have that sup,c(r z)s Wy p(u) = |Dy.

Proof. Clearly sup,¢ (g /z)3 Wr,n(u) = Wy, (0) = 2|D; |Z] 1 Z(ﬁl |Dy|. O

Now, we bound lim sup,,_,, inf, ¢ (r/z)3 Wrn(u) using the three lemmas from Section 2.
Lemma 14. For each positive integer r, we have that lim sup,,_, . inf,e(r/7)s Wrn(u) = —2.

Proof. Since (R/Z)? is compact, for each positive integer n, there exists some (ay, by, c,) € (R/Z)? such
that inf ¢ (g /7)3 Wy p (1) = Wy (an, by, ¢n). By the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem, there is a strictly increasing

sequence of positive integers (nf)?:l such that the sequence ((anf, by cnf)) converges to some point

o
=1
(a,b,c) € (R/Z)3. Fix such a, b, ¢ € R. It is enough now to show that lim supfjoo Wy @y bpyyCny) = —2.
Let D’ be the elements of D, such that d - (a,b) = —rc¢ (mod 1). In other words, D/, is the elements of D,
such that (jd, jr) - (a,b,¢) =0 (mod 1) for all integers j. Let D* = D, \ D’..
Ford € D} and 1 < j < n, observe that

((8rH)\d + jd, jr) - (Ang by, cny) = (8r2)\d - (any,bn,) +j(d- (@npybny) = TCnp).

Then, lim o, (87%)!d - (ang,bn,) =a® (mod 1) for some a* € R/Z. Also, limy d- (angsbn,) —1Cn, = b
(mod 1) for some b* € R/Z with b % 0 (mod 1), (because d - (a,b) # —rc (mod 1) for d € D?). Since D}
is a finite set, by Lemma 10, it now follows that

lim Z Z Z nf+1 (o(d + jd, jr) - (angsbngycn,)) = 0.

fﬂoodeD*o il nf ng+ 1
So, it remains to examine the summation over D, = DT\D:.

If | D| < 2, then the lemma now follows since -7 i1 nr;f(:; +{)
may now assume that |D)| > 3.

Since |D!| > 3, there exists distinct dy, d2,ds € D, such that d; - (a,b) = ds - (a b) =ds- (a,b) = —rc
(mod 1). Then by Lemma 11, there exists integers pq, qa, Db, » Such that a = p a b = and 1< qa, qp < 812,

= % for every positive integer f. So, we



So, both (872)!/q, and (8r2)! /gy are integers. It follows that (8r2)!d- (a,b) = d- (pa(87%)/qa, Ps(87%) /qs) =0
(mod 1) for each d € D, In particular, for each d € D, we have that lims_, . (87%)!d- (ay,bs) =0 (mod 1).
For each d € D!, we also have that lim; ., d - (Angybn;) —ren, =0 (mod 1). Since Dy is a finite set, by
Lemma 9, it now follows that

+1-—
lim sup Z Z Z npro T (d+]d jr) - (a’nf’bnf?cnf)) 2 0.

f—)oo dGD’U :l:l] 1nf 'I’Lf—{—l

Therefore, in the case that [ D;| > 3, we have lim sup _, o W, (Gn;, bny,Cny) = 0, as desired. O
We are now ready to show that the Cayley graphs G(Z3, C,) have large chromatic number.

Proposition 15. For each positive integer v, we have a(G(Z3,C,)) < er\/?' As a consequence,
X(G(Z?,Cr)) > 1+ |Dy|/2.

Proof. By Lemma 13, we have that sup,c(r/zys Wr,n(u) = |D;| for every positive integer n. By Lemma 14,
we have that lim sup,,_, . inf,¢(r/z)s Wrn(u) > —2. Observe that for every positive integer n, we have that
inf e z)3 Wrn(u) <0, since f[o 1t Wyn(u) du = 0. For every positive integer n, G(Z3, C,.,,) is a subgraph
of G(Z3, C,). Therefore, by Theorem 8, we have
a(G(z?,C,) < liminfa(G(Z*, Cy.)
n—oo
< liminf _ infue(R/Z)S D)
n—00 Supue(R/Z)3 wr n(u) — infue(R/Z)?’ @r,n (u) ’
- lim sup,,_, o infye(r/z)3 Wrn(u)
|Dy| = limsup,,_, o, infy,em/z)s Wrn(w) ’
< 1
S 1+ |Dy|/2

As a consequence, x(G(Z3,C,)) > 1/a(G(Z3,C,) = 1+ |D,|/2. O

Theorem 7 (and thus Theorem 4) now follows from Lemma 12 and Proposition 15.
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