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Abstract

We investigate pseudo-polynomial time algorithms for Subset Sum. Given a multi-set X
of n positive integers and a target ¢, Subset Sum asks whether some subset of X sums to ¢.
Bringmann proposes an O(n + t)-time algorithm [Bringmann SODA’17], and an open question
has naturally arisen: can Subset Sum be solved in O(n+w) time? Here w is the maximum integer

in X. We make a progress towards resolving the open question by proposing an 5(n—i— Vwt)-time
algorithm.

1 Introduction

Given a multi-set X of n positive integers and a target ¢, Subset Sum asks whether some subset of
X sums to t. Subset Sum is among Karp’s 21 NP-complete problems [Kar72|, and is a hard special
case of many other problems, e.g. Knapsack, Interger Programming, and Constrainted Shortest
Path.

It is well known that Subset Sum admits pseudo-polynomial time algorithms: the textbook
dynamic programming [Bel57] solves Subset Sum in O(nt) time. In recent years, there has been
growing interest in searching for more efficient pseudo-polynomial time algorithms. Pisinger pre-
sented an O(nt/logt)-time algorithm [Pis03], as well as an O(nw)-time algorithm [Pis99], where w
refers to the largest input integer. Koiliaris and Xu [KX17]| showed a deterministic O(y/nt)-time
algorithm, which has been simplified by the same authors [KX18]. Bringmann [Bril7] proposed an
O(n + t)-time randomized algorithm that solves Subset Sum with high probability. Later Jin and
Wu [JW19] presented an alternative O(n +t)-time randomized algorithm. In the meantime, there is
a conditional lower bound of (n 4 w)*~°()) implied by the Set Cover Hypothesis [Bril7| and Strong
Exponential Time Hypothesis [ABHS22]. An important open question that has been repeatedly
mentioned in a series of papers [ABJT19, BW21, PRW21, BC22, Jin23] is whether Subset Sum can
be solved in O(n + w) time. There are a few attempts in resolving the open problem. Polak, Ro-
hwedder and Wegrzycki [PRW21] showed an O(n +w®/?)-time algorithm, which was later improved
to an 5(71 + w?/?)-time algorithm by Chen, Lian, Mao and Zhang [CLMZ24b|. These algorithms
outperform the 5(71 + t)-time algorithm only when w is significantly smaller than ¢.

We remark that the complexity of Subset Sum can be fairly complicated when we further take
into consideration of the relationship among the parameters n,t,w (see, e.g. [Cha99, CFG89a,
GMO91, BW21]). In particular, Bringmann and Wellnitz [BW21] showed that if all x;’s are distinct,
then an 5(n)—time algorithm exists if w ", x;/n? <t <Y, 2;/2, where < hides a polylogarithmic

*chenlin198662Q@gmail.com. Zhejiang University.
tiayilian@zju.edu.cn. Zhejiang University.
fmaoyc@zju.edu.cn. Zhejiang University.
$2gc@zju.edu.cn. Zhejiang University.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.14493v1

factor. Note that n can be significantly smaller than w, but the condition w Y, z;/n* < Y, z;/2
enforces a nontrivial region of the parameters, and thus the algorithm does not contradict the lower
bound.

Very recently, Chen, Lian, Mao and Zhang [CLMZ24a| obtained an O(n + 1/¢)-time FPTAS
(fully polynomial time approximation scheme) that weakly approximates Subset Sum. A crucial
ingredient in their algorithm is an additive combinatorics theorem by Szemerédi and Vu [SV05]
(see Theorem B.1). Roughly speaking, this theorem states that given some sets Aj, Ay, -+, Ay of
positive integers, if their total size ), |A;| is large compared to the largest integer in these sets,
then there must exist a long arithmetic progression in the sumset Ay + Ay + - - - + Ay. Our paper is
inspired by their work, and in particular, the above-mentioned additive combinatorics theorem.

1.1 Our Result

Our main contribution is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Subset Sum can be solved in 6(11 + Vwt) time by a randomized, one-sided-error
algorithm with probability 1 — (n + )~

Note that w is always smaller than ¢. This is the first improvement upon the 5(71 + t)-time
algorithm [Bril7|. We remark that, although the algorithm we present in this paper only solves the
decision version Subset Sum, it can be modified to return a solution (that is, a subset that sums to
t if exists) using a technique similar to that in [CLMZ24a].

Combining our algorithm with the result for dense subset sum [BW21], we can show that, when
the input is a set (rather than a multi-set), Subset Sum can be solved in O(n + w!?%) time.

Corollary 1.2. When the input is a set, Subset Sum can be solved in 6(71 + wh?9)

randomized, one-sided-error algorithm with probability 1 — (n + t)_Q(l),

time by a

When n = O(y/w), since t < nw < O(w"®), the O(n + Vwt)-time algorithm will run in
O(n + w®) time. Now suppose that n = Q(yw). If t = O(w?/n), again, the O(n + Vwt)-
time algorithm will run in O(n + w'23) time. It remains to consider the case that n = Q(y/w) and
t = Q(w?/n). This case can be solved in O(n) time according to the dense subset sum result [BW21].
Note that this argument only holds when the input is a set.

1.2 Technical Overview

Our algorithm builds upon the dense-or-sparse framework developed by Chen, Lian, Mao and
Zhang [CLMZ24a| on approximation algorithms for Subset Sum (see Algorithm 1 for a sketch
of the framework).

Basically, the framework performs a tree-like computation. In every iteration, it constructs a
new level of the tree by computing the sumset of every two sets in the previous level. Before it
computes a new level, it estimates the total size of sets in this new level: if this total size is small,
then the new level can be computed efficiently using sparse convolution algorithm; otherwise, the
additive combinatorics theorem by Szemerédi and Vu [SV05] guarantees the existence of a long
arithmetic progression, which can be used to approximately solve Subset Sum directly (without
continuing the tree-like computation). However, their algorithmic framework is highly tailored to
approximation algorithms. When applied to exact algorithms, it will encounter several technical
challenges as we elaborate below.



Algorithm 1 Dense-or-Sparse Framework (A Sketch)

Input: a multi-set X of nonnegative integers

1: S? = {:Ei,O} for z; € X
2: for j:=1,...,logn do

3:

4
5:
6:
7
8

: return 5]

J._ gl J
Define SZ: = Sy, + S,
if >°.|S7] is small then >
sparse case: compute all sets S using sparse convolution
else

dense case: stop the computation and apply additive combinatorics tools.
logn

e Maintaining a small threshold for being dense. To apply the additive combinatorics theorem

by Szemerédi and Vu [SV05], the total size of sets in a tree level should exceed the maximum
integer in these sets, and the overall running time of the dense-or-sparse framework is almost
linear in this threshold. Clearly this threshold grows as we construct new levels, it becomes
©(nw) at the end. In approximation algorithms, one can force this threshold to be O(1/¢) by
scaling. Scaling is, however, not allowed in exact algorithms. To address this issue, we utilize
the technique of random permutation. The crucial observation is that, when we randomly
permute the input integers and feed them to the dense-or-sparse framework, the contribution
of each set S to t is close to its expectation. Therefore, for each S/, there is no need to
consider the entire set; it suffices to consider the part within a small interval of length roughly
O(v/wt). This method of random permutation (partition) has been used in several recent
pseudo-polynomial time algorithms for knapsack (see, e.g. [BC23, HX24|). It is interesting
that this method complements well the additive combinatorics theorem.

Utilizing a long arithmetic progression. For approximation algorithms, the existence of a long
arithmetic progression, say, aj,as,--- ,ax already implies that every integer within [aq,a]
can be approximately hit provided that the common difference is O(et). For exact algorithms,
such an error is not allowed. In other word, we need an arithmetic progression with unit
common difference. We handle this issue by using the idea from the dense Subset Sum
algorithms [BW21, GM91]. Roughly, we will strategically select a subset of integers to form
a “residue set” R, and apply the dense-or-sparse framework to the remaining integers. If the
framework ends with a dense case, then we can get an arithmetic progression ay,as, - ,ag,
and we shall use this progression together with R to produce a new arithemetic progression
with unit common difference. Here it is important to ensure the followings. First, |R| should
be small, so that, without knowing the contribution of R to t, it is still possible to carry
out the random permutation argument on the remaining integers. Second, |R| cannot not
be too small. Its subset sums should span the whole residue class of any small prime. It
is an interesting coincidence that the probabilistic and number theoretic arguments meet at

B = O(\/t/w).

Note that the above discussion is based on several simplifications and requires that t = ©(3_, ;).

When t is significantly smaller than ), x;, we need to further incorporate the color coding technique
from Bringmann [Bril7|. And random permutation technique has to be adjusted so as to work well
with color coding.



1.3 Further related works

A more general problem, Bounded Subset Sum, has also been studied in the literature. In Bounded

Subset Sum, each input integer x; can be used up to u; times. Polak, Rohwedder and Wegrzycki

[PRW21] showed an O(n + w®3)-time algorithm, which was later improved to an O(min{n +
w2, nw})-time algorithm by Chen, Lian, Mao and Zhang [CLMZ24b].

Another closely related problem is Unbounded Subset Sum where each input integer can be
used arbitrary many times. Bringmann [Bril7| showed an 5(71 + t)-time algorithm, followed by an
O(n+ w)-time algorithm by Jansen and Rohwedder [JR23|. It is worth mentioning that Unbounded
Subset Sum also admits an w?, /2208 wain)'?_time algorithm by Klein [K1e22], where wy;, refers
to the smallest integer in the 1nput

In addition to pseudo-polynomial time algorithms for Subset Sum, there is also a line of research
on approximation algorithms [IK75, Kar75, KPS97, BN21b, MWW19, DJM23, WC22, CLMZ24a).

Pseudo-polynomial time algorithms for Knapsack have also been studied extensively in the
literature [Bel57, Pis99, Tam09, BHSS18, AT19, BHSS18, PRW21, BC22, BC23, CLMZ24b, Jin23,
Bri23].

Our algorithm leverages sparse Fast Fourier Transform, see, e.g., [CH02, AR15, CL15, Nak20,
BFN21, BN21a, BFN22|. It also utilizes some additive combinatorics results [Alo87, Sar89, Sar94,
SV05, SV06]. It is worth mentioning that a long line of research works used these additive combina-
torics results to design algorithms for dense cases of Subset Sum [Cha99, CFG89b, GM91, BW21].
Notably, most research works assume that the input is a set, and only recently this work has been
generalized to multi-sets [BW21]|, and adopted to obtain faster algorithms for Subset Sum and
Knapsack [MWW19, BN20, BW21, WC22, DJM23, CLMZ24b, Jin23, Bri23|.

1.4 Paper Outline

In Section 2, we introduce all the necessary terminologies and known facts. In Section 3, we present
a lemma that is key to proving our main theorem. Section 4 tackles the dense part of the key lemma
using additive combinatorics tools, while Section 5 tackles the sparse part using color-coding, random
permutation, and sparse convolution.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we distinguish multi-sets from sets. Only when we explicitly use the term
multi-sets do we allow duplicate elements. The subset of a multi-set is always a multi-set, unless
otherwise stated. All logarithms in this paper are base 2.

2.1 Notation

Let Z be a multi-set of non-negative integers. We use max(Z) and min(Z) to denote the maximum
and minimum elements of Z. The diameter of Z is defined to be dm(Z) = max(Z) — min(Z). We
write Y .,z as 0(Z). We define S(Z) to be the set of all subset sums of Z. That is, S(Z) =
{c(Y):Y C Z}.

For any integer a, we define the multi-set aZ = {az : z € Z}. If every integer in Z is divisible
by some integer d, we define the multi-set Z/d = {z/d : z € Z}. Similarly, we define the multi-set
Zmodb={zmodb:ze€ Z}.

Given any two integers a and b, we use [a, b] to denote the set of integers between a and b, i.e.,
[a,b] ={z€Z:a<z<b}.



2.2 Subset Sum

Given a (multi-)set X of n non-negative integers and a target ¢, Subset Sum asks whether there is
a subset of X that sums to t. We always assume ¢ < o(X)/2. This is without loss of generality:
when ¢t > o(X)/2, we can let t' = o(X) — t and solve the instance (X,t’). Let w be the maximum
element of X. We assume that n,t,w are greater than any constant appearing in this paper since
otherwise the instance can be solved in O(n) time by known algorithms. We further assume that
t > 10v/wt log w, since otherwise, the instance can be solved in O(n++v/wt) by Bringmann’s O (n+t)-
time algorithm [Bril7].

Subset Sum can be reduced to a more general problem of computing S(X): a Subset Sum
instance (X,t) can be solved by simply checking whether ¢t € S(X).

2.3 Sumsets and Sparse Convolution

Let A and B be two sets of integers. Their sumset A + B is defined as follows.
A+B={a+b:ac Abec B}

It is well-known that the computing sum set is equivalent to computing the convolution of two
vectors, which can be solved by Fast Fourier Transformation.

Lemma 2.1. Let A and B be two non-empty sets of integers. We can compute their sumset A+ B
in O(ulogu) time where u = max{dm(A),dm(B)}.

There are also sparse convolution algorithms that are efficient when the output (that is, the
sumset) has small size. The state-of-art is due to Bringmann, Fisher, and Nakos [BFN22|. They
proposed a deterministic algorithm whose running time is almost linear in the size of the sumset.

Lemma 2.2 ([BFN22|). Let A and B be two non-empty sets of integers. We can compute their
sumset A+ B in O(|A + Blpolylogu) time where v = max{dm(A),dm(B)}.

Due to the sparse convolution algorithm, if we have some sumset to compute, we can either
compute them quickly or tell that they have a large total size.

Lemma 2.3. Let Aq,..., Ay be non-empty sets of integers. Let u be the mazimum diameter of all
sets A;. Given any positive integer k, in O((k + u) polylogu) time, we can either

(i) compute {Bu, ..., By}, or
. ¢
(ii) tell that 352 |By| > k,
where By = Agj—1 + Ao fori € [1,£/2].

Proof. If k < £/2, then fol |B;| > k. Assume k > ¢/2. Fori=1,2,...,¢/2, we compute B; via
Lemma 2.2. If, at some point, we find that the total size of all sets B; already exceeds k, then we stop
immediately. See Algorithm 2 for details. Let B;+ be the last B; that is computed by the algorithm.
Since the diameter of B;~ is at most 2u, its size |B;«| < 2u + 1. Therefore, 22*:1 |Bi| < k+2u+1.
Therefore, the running time of the algorithm is O((k + u) polylog u).




Algorithm 2 Sum-If-Sparse(Aj,...,Ay)
Input: non-empty subsets Ay, ..., Ay of integers.
Output: {Bi,..., By} or tells that fol |B;| > k, where B; = Ag;j—1 + Aqg;
1: totalSize := 0
2: fori:=1,...,¢/2 do
3: B; = A1 + Ay > compute via Lemma 2.2
4 totalSize := totalSize + |B;|
5: if totalSize > k then
6
7

We know Zfi 21 |B;| > k. Stop immediately
return {B1,..., By}

3 A Key Lemma

Recall that Subset Sum can be reduced to computing the set S(X) of all subset sums of X. Instead
of computing the entire S(X), we compute a subset S C S(X) such that, if there is any Z C X
with o(Z) = t, then with high probability, o(Z) € S. This allows us to solve Subset Sum with high
probability.

We first partition X via the following lemma. The lemma is implied by the results for dense
subset sum [BW21]|. We defer its proof to Appendix A.

Lemma 3.1. [Preprocessing Lemma| Given a multi-set X of n positive integers from [1,w] and a
positive integer t, in time O(n + \/w) time, we can compute an integer d > 1 and partition X into
G U RU D such that the followings hold.

(i) 0(G) < Vwtlogw and o(R) < 4vwt logw.
(ii) Ewvery integer in R U D is divisible by d.
(i) S(R/d) mod b = [0,b — 1] for any b € [1,\/t/w]. That is, for any b € [1,\/t/w], the set R/d

can generate all the reminders modulo b .
Our key lemma is the following.

Lemma 3.2. Let (X,t) be a Subset Sum instance. Let d and G U RU D be as in Lemma 3.1. In

O(n + vwt) time, we can obtain one of the following results.

e Sparse case: we can obtain a set S C S(D) N [t — 5v/wtlogw,t| containing any s € S(D) N
[t — 5v/wt log w, t] with probability 1 — (n + )~ or

e Dense case: we can tell that S(R U D) contains every multiple of d within the interval [t —

Vwtlogw, t].
The proof of our main theorem follows straightforwardly by the lemma.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (X,t) be a Subset Sum instance. Let w be the maximum integer of X.
We first partition X via the preprocessing lemma (Lemma 3.1). Let d and GURUD be the resulting
integer and partition, respectively. Then we apply Lemma 3.2. The time cost so far is 6(11 +Vwt).

Suppose that we are in the sparse case of Lemma 3.2. Let Sp be the set we obtain. For any
7Z C X with 0(Z) = t, the set Sp contains o(Z N D) with probability 1 — (n 4 t)~2() since

t>0(ZND)>o(Z)—0(G) —o(R) >t—5/wtlogw.



Recall that o(G) < vwtlogw. Using Bringmann’s O(n + t)-time algorithm [Bril7], in O(n + v/wt)
time, we can compute a set Sg C S(G) containing any s € S(G) with probability 1 — (n + £)~ 0,
Similar, in O(n + v/wt) time, we can compute a set Sg C S(R) containing any s € S(R) with
probability 1 — (n + ¢)~%1), N

Now consider S = S + Sg + Sp. The set S has a diameter of O(v/wt) and can be computed
in O(v/wt) time via Lemma 2.1 since the diameters of Sg, Sg, and Sp are all O(v/wt). One can
see that S C S(X), and for any Z C X with o(Z) = t, the set S contains o(Z) with probability
1—(n+t)~2%0, We solve the instance by checking whether ¢ € S. These steps cost O(vwt) time
since S has a diameter of O(v/wt).

Suppose that we are in the dense case of Lemma 3.2. Recall that every integer in R and D is
divisible by d. Therefore, S(RU D) N [t — vwt log w, t] consists of exactly the multiples of d within
this interval. Let Sgp = [t — vwtlogw,t]NdN. Similar to the sparse case, we can solve the instance
by computing S = Sg + Srp and checking whether ¢t € S.

Section 4 and Section 5 are devoted to proving Lemma 3.2.

4 The Dense Case

In this section, we use additive combinatorics tools to characterize the condition under which S(RU
D) contains every multiple of d within the interval [t — /wtlogw,t]. This section is completely
structural, and hence, does not depend on the algorithm.

Definition 4.1. Let (X,t) be a Subset Sum instance with w being the mazimum integer of X. Let
D C X be as in Lemma 3.1. We say D is dense if there exist a positive integer p, a partition
Di,...,Dy of D, a set S; C S(D;) for each D;, and a weight function f : {S;}'_, — N such that
the followings are true.

(i) S35, 186 = €+ 4C,ppu' logu! for some v/ > 1+ u + 5v/wtlogw, where u is the mazimum
diameter of the sets S; and Cgp is the constant in Lemma 4.2.

(il) max(S;) < f(S;) < a(D;) for all i € [1,4].
(i) ¥ <> f(S) < &

We shall prove that, if D is dense, then S(RU D) contains every multiple of d within the interval
[t — Vwtlogw,t]. We first show that S(D) has a long arithmetic progression. The following lemma
simplifies and generalizes a similar result in [CLMZ24a|. We defer its proof to Appendix B.

Lemma 4.2. There exists some constant Cqp, such that the following is true. Let Ai,...,A; be
non-empty subsets of integers. Let u be the maximum diameter of all the A;’s. If Zle |A;| >
0+ 4Cppu'logt for some u' > uw+ 1 and some p > 1, then we can select a collection of sets
A; such that the sumset of the selected sets contains an arithmetic progression of length at least

u'. Let I be the set of the indices of the selected sets A;. If we are also given a weight function

f{AY_, = N, then
¢

(A < 3 ()

el i=1

Lemma 4.3. Let D C X be as in Lemma 3.1. If D is dense, then D has a subset P such that the
followings hold.



(i) The set S(P) contains an arithmetic progression (a1, ...,ar) with k > 5v/wtlogw and aj <
t/2.

(i) o(D) — o(P) > t.

Proof. Let D1,...,D; and Sy,...,S; be as in Definition 4.1. Due to property (i) of Definition 4.1,
the sets S; satisfy the condition of Lemma 4.2, and hence we can select a collection of sets .S; such
that the sumset of the selected sets contains an arithmetic progression of length at least u/. Let I
be the set of the indices of the selected sets S;. Let (aq,...,ax) be the arithmetic progression. We
already have k > u/ > 5v/wtlogw. Let f be defined as in Definition 4.1. Lemma 4.2 also guarantees
that

N | o+

¢
Zmax(S,') < Zf(sz) < %Zf(SZ) <
i=1

iel el
The first inequality is due to property (ii) of Definition 4.1 while the last inequality is due to property
(iii) of Definition 4.1. Since ay, € Y, S;, we have aj, < ),y max(S;) < t/2.
Let P = J;c; D;. Clearly, S(P) contains (ar,...,ax). By Definition 4.1, we also have

t
——=1.

o | Y
N |

l
o(D) —o(P) =) o(Di) =Y f(S) =D f(S) ) f(S)=
i=1

il igl icl

Next we will show that we can use R and D (in particular, the arithmetic progression in S(D))
to generate all the multiples of d within the interval [t — v/wtlogw,t]. Recall that every integer in
R and D is divisible by d (due to Lemma 3.1). Let R’ = R/d and D’ = D/d, it suffices to show
that the entire interval [% — é\/ﬁlog w, é] C S(R'UD"). The following lemma is implied by the
results of dense subset sum [BW21]|. Its proof is deferred to Appendix A.

Lemma 4.4. Let R, D be two multi-sets of non-negative integers from [1,u]. Suppose that for
some subset P C D, the set S(P) contains an arithmetic progression with common difference A and
that S(R) mod A = [0, A — 1]. If we further have the length of the arithmetic progression at least
u+o(R)+ 1, then

[0(R) + ¢,0(D) —o(P)] € S(RUD),

where @ is the largest term of the arithmetic progression.

Theorem 4.5. Let (X,t) be a subset sum instance. Let d and GU RU D be as in Lemma 3.1. If
D is dense, then S(RU D) contains every multiple of d within the interval [t — v/ wtlogw,t].

Proof. Recall that every integer in R and D is divisible by d. Let R = R/d and D' = D/d.
The preprocessing lemma (Lemma 3.1) guarantees that o(R') < W% and that S(R') mod b =

[0,b—1] for any b < \/t/w. Since D is dense, Lemma 4.3 implies that D" has a subset P’ such that
S(P’) contains an arithmetic progression (aq, ..., ax). Moreover, the common difference A < /t/w,
as k > 5v/wtlogw and ay < 5. Therefore, S(R') mod A = [0, A — 1]. One can verify that R’ and
D’ satisfy the condition of Lemma 4.4. We have

[o(R") 4+ ay,0(D") —o(P")] CS(R'UD). (1)

Recall that

- 4v/wt log w . t - t—\/wtlogw.
- d 2d — d

O’(R/) + ag

8



The last inequality is due to our assumption that ¢ > 10y/wtlogw. Lemma 4.3 also guarantees that
o(D') — o(P') > 2. Therefore, (1) implies that

LR L s(riu D),

or equivalently,

[t — Vwtlogw,t] NdN C S(RU D).

5 The Sparse Case

This section is devoted to proving the following theorem. Throughout the section, we denote |D|
as m.

Theorem 5.1. Let (X,t) be a Subset Sum instance with w being the mazimum integer of X. Let d
and GU RU D be given as in Lemma 3.1. Let m = |D|. In O(m + vwt) time, we can either

(i) compute a set S C S(D) N [t — 5vwtlogw,t] containing any s € S(D) N [t — 5v/wtlog w, ]
with probability 1 — (n + 1)~ or

(ii) tell that D is dense (see Definition 4.1).

Our algorithm has two phases. In the first phase, it computes a partition Dy,..., Dy of D a set
S; € 8(D;) for each D; using color coding technique and sparse convolution. In the second phase,
it computes (a subset of) S =), S; using random permutation technique and sparse convolution.

5.1 Sparse Convolution with Color Coding

The intuition of standard color-coding is simple: if we randomly throw k balls into k? bins, then
with probability at least 1/4, every bin contains at most one ball. In context of Subset Sum, it can
be summarized as the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let D be a multi-set of integers. Let Dy, ..., Dy2 be a random partition of D. For
any Z C D with |Z| = k, with probability at least 1/4, every D; contains at most one element from
Z. In other words, for any Z C D with |Z| = k, with probability at least 1/4, we have

k‘2
o(Z)e) Sy,
=1

where SZQ s a set obtained from D; by removing duplicate elements and adding 0.

The probability in the above lemma can be boosted to arbitrary ¢ < 1 if we repeat the process
for logy/3(1/q) times and take the union of the resulting sets S.

On a high level, we follow the two-stage coloring coding schemes proposed by Bringmann [Bril7].
In the first stage, we throw k balls into k bins, then with high probability, every bin contains roughly
a logarithmic number of balls. In the second stage, we apply the standard color coding to each bin.
Since each bin has only a logarithmic number of balls, so the standard color coding needs only a
small number of bins. The difference is that we combine the second stage with the dense-or-sparse
framework.



Algorithm 3 First-Stage-Color-Coding(D)
Input: a multi-set D of integers
Global Parameters: the Subset Sum target ¢ and w := max(X)
Output: A partition of D

1. m:=|D|

2 DV:={zeD:2 <z <2 for j €[0,logw]

3: a; := min{gzr, | D[} for j € [0,log w]

4: for j =0,1,...,logw do

5: if oj :=|D7| then

6: Partition D7 into aj subsets D’ Yo ,Déj of size 1
7 else ‘ ‘
8: Randomly partition D7 into aj subsets Dl ... ,Déj
9: while Dg = () and \Dg,] > 2 for some i and ¢ do
10: Move an element from Df, to Dg

11: return the collection of all subsets Dlj we have obtained.

The first stage In the context of Subset Sum, the first stage of color coding is as follows. We
first partition D into 1 + logw subsets D°, D', ..., DI°%% where

Di={zeD:% <z<2T}

Define o := min{5;%5, [D|}. Let Z be an arbitrary subset of D with o(Z) < ¢. We immediately
have |Z N D’| < «;. We further partition each D7 randomly into a; subsets. We can show that
each subset has only a logarithmic number of elements from Z. For technical reasons, we require
each subset to be non-empty, and this can be done by rearranging elements to empty subsets. See
Algorithm 3 for details.

Lemma 5.3. Let D be as in Lemma 3.1. Let m = |D|. In O(m) time, Algorithm 3 partitions D
into non-empty subsets {D1,..., Dy} such that the followings are true.

(i) £<m.

(ii) for each j € [0,logw], at most 7= sets D; have 2/ < max(D;) < 27+,
(i) & < Zle max(D;) < 5tlog w.
(iv) For any Z C D with o(Z) <t, for any 0 < ¢ <1,

Pr[|Z N D;| < 6log(m/q) for alli] > 1 —q.

Proof. Let «y, D7, Dg be defined as in Algorithm 3. Property (i) is straightforward since
€:Zaj SZ\DH <m.
J J

Property (i) also implies the O(m) running time since jth iteration of the for loop costs O(c;) time.
Property (ii) is also straightforward since each D/ is partitioned into aj subsets and o < w%l
Consider property (iii). We first show that every D/ is non-empty. If a; = |D7|, then each D;-

t

contains exactly one element and hence is non-empty. Suppose that a; = 57=r. Note that a; < | D7|

10



in this case. Therefore, although D; may be empty after the random partition (in line 8), it is

guaranteed to get an element in line 10. The non-emptyness of Dg implies maX(Dg ) > 2/. Now we
are ready to prove (iii). The upper bound is easy as

logw o ' logw logw
Z ZmaX(Dg) < Z 20 = Z(4t) < 5tlogw.
j=0 i=1 §=0 j=0

For the lower bound, it is either the case that o; = 23%1 for some j = j* or o = |D7] for all 5. In

the former case,

logw oy ' aj* _
Z Zmax(Dg) > Zmax(Df ) > 207 e =2t
j=0 i=1 i=1

In the latter case, every Dg contains exactly one element from D, so

logw o

> Y max(D!) = (D) > o(X) - o(G) — 0(R) > o(X) — 5v/wtlogw > 5

j=0 i=1

The last inequality is due to the assumption that o(X)/2 > ¢ > 10v/wtlogw.
We complete the proof by proving property (iv). Consider an arbitrary D;. If a; = |D’|, then

the stated probability bound holds since ]Df | =1 in this case. Suppose a; = 2%1 Fix an arbitrary

Z C D with 0(Z) < t. Let k = |Z N D’|. We have that k < 35 < a;. Consider the Dg immediately
after the random partition (in line 8). The set Df is among the «; subsets that forms a random
partition of D. Therefore, |Z N Dg | can be viewed as the sum of k independent Bernoulli random
variables with success probability 1/;. Since E[|ZNDJ|] = k/aj < 1 < log “, a standard Chernoff

bound gives that '
Pr(|Z N D!| > 6log(m/q)] < q/m.

Lines 9 and 10 of the algorithm only increase the size of empty sets Dg , and hence do not affect the

probability bound. Recall that the numbers of subsets Dg is at most Y ;& < m. By union bound,
we have

Pr[|Z N D;| < 6log(m/q) for all i] > 1 —Pr[|Z N D;| > 6log(m/q) for some i| > 1 — q.

The second stage Let D,...,D; be the partition of D given by Lemma 5.3. For any Z C D
with 0(Z) < t, we have |ZND;| < 6log m/q (with probability at least 1 —¢q). Let k = 6logm/q. One
can tackle each D; using standard color coding: partition D; into k% subsets, add 0 to each subset,
and compute the sumset S; of these subsets in a tree-like manner. In order to fully utilize the dense-
or-sparse framework, we shall tackle all subsets D; in parallel. More precisely, instead of computing
each S; independently, we compute all sumsets 5; simultaneously in a forest-like manner. If all
levels of the forest have a small total size, then we can compute efficiently using sparse convolution.
If some level of the forest has a large total size, then we can show that D is dense. See Algorithm 4
for details.

Lemma 5.4. Let k be a positive number. Let Dy,..., Dy of D be given as in Lemma 5.3. Let
m = |D|. In O(k*m + k'w + k?v/wt) time, Algorithm 4 either

11



Algorithm 4 Second-Stage-Color-Coding(Dy,..., Dy, k)
Input: a partition Dq,..., Dy of D and a positive integer k
Global Parameters: the Subset Sum target ¢ and w := max(X)
Output: a set S; C S(D;) for each D;

1. m:= ‘D’

2: ¢ := k? rounded up to the next power of 2

3: fori=1,...,4do

4: Randomly partition D; into g subsets D;1,...,D; 4

5: Dg ;= D;j for each j € [1,g] > kept only for analysis
6: Sy ;= D; ;U {0} (removing duplicate elements) for each j € [1, g].

7. u' := 1 4 max{gw, 5v/wt log w}

8 p:= 10glogw

9: for h=1,...,logg do
10: Define Sffj = Slhz_]l_1 + Sffz_jl for all i € [1,/4] and j € [1, 5F]
11: foj = Df-‘;jl_l U D?Q_jl for all i € [1,4] and j € [1, 5] > kept only for analysis
12: if >, ]Slhj\ > S—Z +4Cppu’logu’ then > Via Lemma 2.3
13: Stop immediately. > D is dense
14: else

15: compute Sffj for all ¢ and j
16: S; == Si%9 for i € [1,(]

17: return Si,...,.S5

(i) tells that D is dense, or
(ii) computes a set S; C S(D;) for each D; such that the followings hold.

(a) max(S;) < 2k? max(D;) for any i
(b) For any Z C D; with |Z| < k, for any S;,

Pr[o(Z) € Si] > 1/4.

Proof. Let all the variables be defined as in Algorithm 4. Recall that ¢ < m. The first for loop costs
O(fg) = O(k*m) time. Note that the diameter of every ngj is at most gw. The second for loop has
log g iterations, and each iteration costs 5(gw + 5—% +4C,,pulog ') time. One can verify that the
total running time is O(k2m + k*w + k2v/wt).

If the algorithm returns Si,..., Sy, then by Lemma 5.2, for any Z C D; with |Z| < k, for any
Si, Prjo(Z) € S;] > 1/4. Moreover, S; = §=1 ng and max(ng) < max(D;). It follows that
max(S;) < gmax(D;) < 2k? max(D;).

Suppose that the algorithm stops at line 15. That is, >, ; |S£fj| > % + 4Cppu’log v’ for some
h. We shall show that D is dense. Note that {Dgfj}i,j form a partition of D and that Sffj C S(Dgfj).

Condition (i) of Definition 4.1 is satisfied. Let f(SZhJ) = max(S{fj). We immediately have that, for
all 7 and j,
h h h
maX(Si,j) < f(Si,j) < U(Di,j)-

The second inequality is due to that Siffj cs (Dlhj) Therefore, condition (ii) of Definition 4.1 is

12



Algorithm 5 Color-Coding-With-Sparse-Convolution(D)

Input: a multi-set D of integers and an error probability ¢
Global Parameters: the Subset Sum target ¢ and w := max(X)
Output: A partition Dq,..., Dy of D and a set S; C S(D;) for each D;

1. m:=|D|

2: Dy,...,Dy:= First-Stage-Color-Coding(D)

3: S =0 forie[l,/]

4: k :=6log sz

5 forr=1,...,log,/3 2Tm do

6: run Second-Stage-Color-Coding(Dy,..., Dy, k)
7: if Tt returns a result S7,...,S) then

8: Si:=5;USlforiel

9: else
10: D is dense; Stop immediately

—_
—_

: return (Dy,...,Dy) and (S1,...,S)).

also satisfied. It remains to verify condition (iii). That is,

3t
= <) max(S!

t
5 ') < % = 5¢tlog w.

2

We prove by induction on h. When h = 0, we have maX(ng) = max(D; ;). Since {D;;};; are
obtained by randomly partition each D; into g subsets, we have

ZmaX(Di) < ZmaX(Di’j) < meaX(Di).

Recall that Dq,..., Dy are given by Lemma 5.3. So % <, max(D;) < 5tlogw, which implies

3t
5 < ZmaX(Di,j) < bgtlogw.
Z?]

Hence, the stated inequalities hold for h = 0.
Suppose that the inequalities hold for h. It is easy to prove that it also holds for i + 1 since one

can observe that
h+1 h
Zmax(Sij ) = Zmax(5i7j).
,J ,J

Combining the two stages We summarize this subsection by combining the two stages of
color coding. We partition D using Algorithm 3 and then process the subsets we obtained using
Algorithm 4. Moreover, Algorithm 4 will be repeated for logarithmic times to reduce the error
probability. See Algorithm 5 for details.

Lemma 5.5. Let g be as 0 < q < 1. Let D be as in Lemma 3.1. Letm = |D|. Let g = 72log> 277”. In

O((m+ v wt)polylog(m,t, %)) time, Algorithm 5 either tells that D is dense or computes a partition
{D1,..., Dy} of D and a set S; C S(D;) for each D; such that the followings hold.

13



(i) £

(ii) for each j € [0,logw], at most 7= sets D; have 2/ < max(D;) < 27+,
(iil) max(S;) < gmax(D;) for any i

(iv) 2 < Z _, max(S;) < bgtlogw

(v) For any Z C D with o(Z) < t,

Prio(ZND;) e S; foralli] >1—q.

Proof. The running time and properties (i) — (iv) simply follow by Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4.
Consider property (v). Let k& = 6log 277”. Let Z be an arbitrary subset of D with o(Z) < t.
Lemma 5.3 guarantees that

Pr[|ZND;| <kforalli >1

e 1\3'|@

Since the second state is repeated for log, /3 =% time, by Lemma 5.4,

q
P Z sl ZND;l <kl >1— —
rlo(Z) € S;:|ZND;| <k 5
Recall that £ < m. By union bound,

Prio(Z) e S;foralli:|ZND;| <kforalli>1-

N[

Therefore,
Prioc(ZND;) e S; foralli >1—gq.

5.2 Sparse Convolution with Random Permutation

Let (Dy,...,Dy) and (S1,...,S¢) be obtained as in the previous subsection. The task in this
subsection is to compute (a subset of) S =Y. S;. There is, however, a trouble with the dense-or-
sparse framework. As the sets S; are merged, the their diameters (and the size threshold for them
to be dense) can be as large as ©(mw), As a consequence, we need O(mw) time per level in the
tree-like computation, which is too much for our target running time.

We shall use a random permutation technique, which is inspired by a similar random partition
technique for knapsack [BC23, HX24]. The intuition is the following. If we randomly permute all
the sets .S; (and their associated sets D;), then with high probability, the contribution of D; to any
Z C D with o(Z) € [t — 5v/wtlogw, ] is around the mean value. This property holds even when
the sets 5; are merged. As a result, in the tree-like computation, we can cap each intermediate node
(i.e., sumset) with an short interval around the mean value, and hence reduce the diameters of the
nodes.

Some probability bounds We first formalize the above intuition. The following lemma is an
application of Bernstein’s inequality. (Although the original Bernstein’s inequality is only for sum of
independent random variables, a result in Hoeffding’s seminal paper [Hoe63, Theorem 4] implies that
it also works for sampling without replacement.) We defer the proof of the lemma to Appendix C.
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Lemma 5.6. Let A be a multi-set of k non-negative integers. Let Aq,..., Ay be a partition of A.
Let B be a multi-set of s integers randomly sampled from A without replacement. For any ¢ > 1,

Pr (‘O‘(B) - %O‘(A) > 4c-logl - Z |A;] maX(Ai)> < exp(—c).

Lemma 5.7. Let (Dy,...,Dy), (S1,...,5¢), and q be as in Lemma 5.5. Let m = |D|. Let D’ be
the union of s sets D; that are randomly sampled from {Dy, ..., Dy} without replacement. For any
Z C D such that o(Z N D;) € S; for every i, we have
2
Pr ‘O'(Z NnD") — fU(Z) > 2304v/wt - log? w - log® mille) I
l q 2m

Proof. Let Z be an arbitrary subset of D such that o(Z N D;) € S; for every i. Define a multi-set
A={o(ZND;):iecl,/l}. Let B be a multi-set of s numbers randomly sampled from A without
replacement. One can see that 0(Z) = o(A) and that o(B) shares the distribution with o(D" N Z).

It suffices to prove the stated probability bound with o(Z N D’) and o(Z) replaced by o(B) and
o(A), respectively. We partition A into 1+ logw subsets Ay, ..., Ajog, Where

Aj ={o(ZND): 97 < max(D;) < 2j+1}‘

23%1. Let g = 72log? 2Tm' By property (iii) of
Lemma 5.5, we have o(Z N D;) < gmax(D;), which implies max(A;) < g-2/*1. Therefore, for any

Js

By property (ii) of Lemma 5.5, we have |A;| <

t ; -
|Aj| max(A;) <4/ 51 g < 4gV2i-1t < 4gvwt.

By Lemma 5.6,

Pr <‘O'(B) — %O’(A)‘ > 4c-log(1 + logw) - Z |A;] max(A,-)) < exp(—c).

i

Note that >, \/|A4;| max(A4;) < 4(1 + logw)gvwt < 8gvwtlogw. Let ¢ = log 27". We have

2
Pr <‘O'(B) — %O’(A)‘ > 32g - Vwt - log?w - log 7m> < %

Recall that g = 72log? 2Tm' This completes the proof.

The algorithm Recall that we only care about Z C D with o(Z) € [t—5vwtlogw,t]. Lemma 5.7
implies that for an intermediate node (sumset), we can cap it using an interval of length roughly
5(@) After capping, each intermediate node (sumset) has small diameter, and we can use the
dense-or-sparse framework. See Algorithm 6 for details.

We first analyze the running time of Algorithm 6.

Lemma 5.8. Algorithm 6 runs in O((m + v wt)polylog(n,t, %)) time.

Proof. Let the variables be as in Algorithm 6. The first 5 lines cost O(m) time. The running time of
the rest is dominated by the log ¢ < log m iterations of the for loop, and each iteration costs O(n +
{;+pu'logu') time. One can verify that the total running time is O((m+ v wt)polylog(n, t, %))
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Algorithm 6 Random-Permutation-and-Sparse-Convolution
Input: Sy,...,S,and Dq,..., D, and ¢ be as in Lemma 5.5
Global parameters: w = max(X), m = |D|, and the Subset Sum target ¢
Output: aset S C S(D)
Randomly permute {Si,...,S;} (and the associated D1, ..., Dy)
S9:=S; and DY := D; for each i € [1,/]
n := 2304wt - log? w - log® 2Tm + 5v/wt log w
ui=4n+1
g := T2log? 2m
p = 10glogw
for j := 1,...,log€ do
lj = 23
Define S/ := S%Z 1 —|— ngl for i € [1,¢;]
DZ]- = D%i_ll U DZi Yorie [1,45] > only for analysis
if Zfil 1S7| > €; + 4C ppu logu/ then
D is dense. Stop immediately.
else
compute Sj .. ,ng.

15: SJ'—SJ [——77,4 +n] for each i € [1,4;]

,_.
e

e T

16: return Slog m

Next we prove the correctness of Algorithm 6.

Lemma 5.9. If Algorithm 6 returns a set S, then |S| = O(v/wtpolylog(n, —)) and for any Z C D
with o(Z) € [t — 5v/wtlogw, ],
Prio(Z) e S| >1—2q.

Proof. Let the variables be defined as in Algorithm 6. Let Z be an arbitrary subset of D with
o(Z) € [t — 5/wtlogw,t]. Assume that o(Z N D;) € S; for all i. Lemma 5.5 guarantees that the
error probability of this assumption is at most q. Now consider an arbitrary Dg . Due to the random
permutation of {S1,...,S¢} (and the associated Dy, ..., Dy), the set Dlj can be view as the union
of the 27 sets D; that are randomly sampled from D1, ..., D,. By Lemma 5.7, we have

Pr |

Since ¢(Z) € [t — 5v/wtlogw, t], for n = 2304v/wt - log? w - log? 2Tm + 5vwt log w, we have

|

Note that there are at most 2/ < 2m sets Df We assume that o(Z N Df) € [ZL -1, % + ] for all
J J

1
—O’(Z)‘ 32¢g - Vwt - log? w - log—} < 4

ZnDY) -
U( 2) gj _2m

4

t
Z D] - —
o(Zn D) l; 2m’

J

)

Dg . The error probability of this assumption is at most 5L - 2m = ¢. Since the cap operation in
line 14 of the algorithm does not lose o(Z N Dg ), we have 0(Z) € Siog ‘. The total error probability
is 2q.

Moreover, |S1%¢¢| < 21 = O(v/wtpolylog(n, t, %))
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Lemma 5.10. If Algorithm 6 stops in line 11, then D is dense.

Proof. Suppose that the algorithm stops when j = j*. Then D{*, e ,DZ; and Y *, e ,SZ; already
satisfy the condition (i) of Definition 4.1. We still need to show that there is a function f satisfying
condition (ii) and (iii) of Definition 4.1. We define the a function f recursively as follows.

F(87) = max(5;)
JST™) = F(S5io0) + F(S5)
To satisfy condition (i) and (iii) of Definition 4.1, it suffices to show that 2 < 3 f(Sf) < Hgtlogw

and U(Dg) > f(SZJ) for any j. We prove by induction on j. When j = 0, we have f(S?) = max(S;).
Since Sy,...,.5 is given by Lemma 5.5, we have

— < max(S;) < bgtlog w.

Moreover, max(S;) < o(D;) since S; € S(D;). So the two inequalities hold for j = 0. Suppose that
the two inequalities hold for j. We show that it holds for j + 1. By the definition of f, we have
SO F(S7TY = 52 £(S7). By the inductive hypothesis,

3t j+1
7 < Zf(SZ- ) < 5gtlogw.

Moreover, D{H = D), ,UDJ and f(SZ-jH) = f(8). )+ f(S%,). By the inductive hypothesis, we
also have

F(SIY < o(DIT).

We summarize this subsection by the following lemma, which simply follows by Lemma 5.8,
Lemma 5.9, and Lemma 5.10.

Lemma 5.11. Let S1,...,5; and D1,...,Dy and q be as in Lemma 5.5. Algorithm 6 runs in
O((m + vwt)polylog(n,t, %)) time, and it either

(i) tells that D is dense, or

(ii) computes a set S of size O(v/wtpolylog(n,t, %)) such that for any Z C D with o(Z) € [t —

5v/wt log w, t],
Prjo(Z) € S| >1—2q.

We are now able to prove the main theorem for the sparse case.

Theorem 5.1. Let (X,t) be a Subset Sum instance with w being the mazimum integer of X. Let d
and GU RU D be given as in Lemma 3.1. Let m = |D|. In O(m + vwt) time, we can either

(i) compute a set S C S(D) N [t — 5v/wtlogw,t] containing any s € S(D) N [t — 5y/wtlog w, t]
with probability 1 — (n + 1)~ or

(i) tell that D is dense (see Definition 4.1).
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Proof. Set ¢ = (n + t)_Q(l). We first process D via Lemma 5.5. If it tells that D is dense, we are
done. Suppose that Lemma 5.5 gives a partition Dy,..., Dy of D and a set S; C S(D;) for each D;.
We process via Lemma 5.11. It either tells that D is dense or returns a set S of O(v/wt) size such
that for any Z C D with o(Z) € [t — 5v/wtlogw, ],

Prio(Z) e S| >1— (n+t)~%W).

Then we can cap S as S := SN[t —5v/wt logw,t]. We have that S C S(D)N [t — 5v/wt logw, t] and
that S contains any s € S(D) N [t — 5y/wt log w, t] with probability 1 — (n + ¢)~2(1)

Both Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.11 cost O(m + Vwt) time. Capping S costs O(vwt) time as
|S| = O(v/wt). The total running time is O(m + Vwt).

Our key lemma (Lemma 3.2) simply follows by Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 5.1.

6 Conclusion

We obtain an 6(11 + vwt)-time algorithm for Subset Sum, which gives the first improvement upon
the 5(71 + t)-time algorithm by Bringmann [Bril7]. It remains open whether Subset Sum can be
solved in 6(11 + w)-time. It is worth mentioning that when the input is a set, we can obtain an
5(71 + w!2%)-time algorithm. However, when the input is a multi-set, in the regime of ¢ > w? the
O(n + w'5)-time algorithm by Chen, Lian, Mao and Zhang [CLMZ24b| remains the best so far. It
is interesting if one can get an algorithm for Subset Sum in 5(71 +w!5~¢)-time for a fixed constant

e > 0.
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A Some Results Implied by Dense Subset Sum

Almost all the results in this section are implied by [BW21], although some definitions — almost
divisor, for example — are slightly changed and some lemmas have additional requirements. For
completeness, we provide proofs for some of them.

Definition A.1. Let X be a multi-set of positive integers. Let X (d) be the multi-set of all integers
in X that are divisible by d. Let X(d) = X \ X (d) be the multi-set of all integers in X that are not
divisible by d. We say an integer d > 1 is an a-almost divisor of X if | X (d)| < a.

Lemma A.2 ([BW21, Theorem 3.8]). The prime factorization of n given numbers in [1,w] can be
computed in O(n + /w) time.

Lemma A.3 ([BW21, Theorem 4.12]). Given a > 0 and a multi-set X of n positive integers from
[1,w], in O(n 4+ yJw) time, we can decide whether X has an a-almost divisor, and compute an
a-almost divisor if it exists.

Lemma A.4 (implied by [BW21, Theorem 4.1]). Given a > 0 and a multi-set X of n positive
integers from [1,w], in time O(n + y/w) time, we can compute a divisor d > 1 such that the
followings hold.

(i) X(d)/d has no a-almost divisor.
(ii) [X(d)| < alogw.

Proof. We can check whether X has an a-almost divisor in 5(11 + y/w) time via Lemma A.3. If X
has no almost divisor, we let d = 1.

Suppose that X has an almost divisor. Starting with X; = X, we iteratively find and remove
almost divisors via Lemma A.3. That is, if X; has an almost divisor d;, we continue with X;,; :=
Xi(d;)/d;. We stop when the multi-set X has no almost divisor, and let d :=dy - - - dj_1.

It is easy to see that X (d)/d = X}, so it has no almost divisor. Since d = d; -+ - di—1 < w and
d; > 2 for all 4, the number of iteration is bounded by log w. Then

k

Z \<Za<alogw

=1

Since there are at most log w iterations and each costs 5(71 + /w) time, the total running time is

O(n + /w) time.

Lemma A.5 (implied by [BW21, Theorem 4.20]). Given a > 0 and a multi-set X of n positive
integers from [1,w], if X has no a-almost divisor, in O(n + Jw) time, we can extract a subset
R C X such that the followings hold.

(i) |R| < 4alogw.

(ii) for any 1 < d < «, the multi-set R contains at least d integers not divisible by d. That is,
[R(d)| > d.

Proof. Pick an arbitrary subset R’ C X of size 2a. Let P be the set of primes p with p < a and
R (p)| < a.

Claim A.6 (|[BW21, Claim 4.21]). |P| < 2logw.
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P can be computed in 5(a+ Vw) by Lemma A.2. For any p € P, let R, C X(p) be an arbitrary
subset of size . Since X has no almost divisor, R, always exists and it can be found in O(n) time.
Let R=R'U U]De p . For the first property, note that

IR < |R|+ > |Ryl <20+ |P|- o < dalogw.
peEP

For any integer 1 < d < «, we have |R(d)| > |R(p)| > 2, where p is an arbitrary prime factor of d.
So R satisfies the second property.

Lemma A.7 (|[BW21, Theorem 4.22]). Given o > 0 and a multi-set R, if |[R(d)| > d for any
1<d<a, then Sg modd=[1,d] for any 1 < d < a.

The following corollary follows by Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.7.

Corollary A.8. Given a > 0 and a multi-set X of n positive integers from [1,w], if X has no
a-almost divisor, in O(n + y/w) time, we extract a set R C X such that the followings hold.

(i) |R| < dalogw.
(i) Spmod d = [1,d] for any 1 < d < a.

Lemma 3.1. [Preprocessing Lemma| Given a multi-set X of n positive integers from [1,w] and a
positive integer t, in time O(n + \/w) time, we can compute an integer d > 1 and partition X into

G U RU D such that the followings hold.
(i) 0(G) < Vwtlogw and o(R) < 4vwt logw.
(ii) Ewvery integer in RU D is divisible by d.

(iii) S(R/d) mod b= 1[0,b— 1] for any b € [1,\/t/w]. That is, for any b € [1,\/t/w], the set R/d
can generate all the reminders modulo b .

Proof. Let a = \/t/w. We first compute d via Lemma A.4. Let G = X(d) and X' = X(d)/d.
Since X’ has no a-almost divisor, we can extract a set R’ from X’ via Corollary A.8. Let R = dR’
and D = d(X’\ R'). The total time cost is O(n + y/w). All the stated properties can be easily
verified.

Lemma 4.4. Let R, D be two multi-sets of non-negative integers from [1,u]. Suppose that for
some subset P C D, the set S(P) contains an arithmetic progression with common difference A and
that S(R) mod A = [0, A — 1]. If we further have the length of the arithmetic progression at least
u+o(R)+1, then

[0(R) +¢,0(D) —o(P)] € S(RUD),

where  is the largest term of the arithmetic progression.

Proof. Let {a1,...,ar} be the arithmetic progression in S(P). Note that ¢ = a, and k > o(R) +
u+ 1. Let y be an arbitrary integer in [20(R) + ax, 0(D) — o(P)]. We shall prove y € S(RU D) by
showing y = o(R') + o(P’) + o(D’) for some R C R, P’ C P, and D' C D\ P.

We determine D’ first. Consider y — a,. We have

0<o(R)+ar—ar <y—xp <o(D)—oc(P)=oc(D\P).
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Therefore, there is some D’ C D\ P such that y — ay < o(D’) <y — ag + u. Or equivalently,
a1 +o0(R)<a,—u<y—o(D)<a.

The first inequality is due to that ay —u = a1 + (kK — 1)uA —u > a1 + o(R).

Next, we determine R'. Let R’ be a subset of R with o(R') =y—o0(D’') —a; (mod A). R must
exist since Sgp mod A = [0, A —1]. Now consider y—o(D’) —o(R'). We have y —o(G')—o(R') = a1
(mod A) and

a1 <a;+0o(R)—oc(R)<y—o(D)—a(R) < ay.

Therefore, y — o(D’) — o(R’) is a term in the arithmetic progression {aq,...,a;}; there must be a
set P' C P with o(P') =y —o(G') — o(R').

B Arithmetic Progressions

This section simplifies and extends the approach in [CLMZ24a].

Theorem B.1 (Corollary 5.2 [SV05]). For any fized integer d, there are positive constants ¢1 and
¢y depending on d such that the following holds. Let Ay,..., A be subsets of [1,u] of size |A|. If
(Y A| > ciu, then Ay + -+ Ay contains an arithmetic progression of length at least col)A|Y/<.

The above theorem is directly taken from [SV05]. Although not explicit in the statement, the
above theorem actually assume that |A| > 2.

Corollary B.2. There ewists a sufficiently large constant Cy, such that the following holds. Let
Ay, ..., Ay be subsets of [1,u] of size at least |A|. If |A| > 2 and ¢|A] > cu for some v > u, then
Ay + -+ + Ay contains an arithmetic progression of length at least u'.

Proof. Let c; and cy are two constants for d = 1 in Lemma B.2. Assume that Cg,, > ¢; and that
Capca > 1 since Cp is sufficiently large. Since ¢|A| > Cypu’ > ciu, by Lemma B.1, Aj +--- + Ay

contains an arithmetic progression of length at least col|A| > caCopu’ > 0.
Lemma B.3. There exists some constant Cy, such that the following is true. Let Ay,..., A, be

non-empty subsets of [1,u] for some positive integer u. If Zle |A;| > £+ 4C,pu’log ' for some
u' > w and some p > 1, then we select a collection {A;}ier such that Zie] A; contains an arithmetic
progression of length at least u'. If we are also given a function f that maps each A; to a non-negative
integer, we can also guarantee that

Do fA) <

1
iel P

Proof. When u = 1, the proof is trivial. Assume that v > 2. Let ¢ denote Cy,. We claim that for
some k € [2,u], at least 2%% sets from {Aj,...,A;} have size at least k. Assume that the claim
holds. We select [CT“,] such A;’s greedily in the sense that we always prefer those with small f(A;).
Let I be the index of the selected A;’s. Clearly, {A;};cs satisfies the condition of Corollary B.2, and
hence, }~..; A; contains an arithmetic progression of length at least /. Since we select [CT“,] out of

2epu’ sots A’s and we prefer those with small f(A4;),

Sier FA) _ [9] _ %E
Yo f(A) TR T R

1
<.
P
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The second inequality is due to that CT“I > % >c>1.
We prove the claim by contradiction. Let £; be the the number of sets from {Aq,..., Ay} that

have size at least k. Suppose that ¢, < 201’;“, for any k € [2,u]. Then

l u u u
2 !/
Z |A;| = Z k(b — lri1) < ka <l + Z ot <L+ 2cpu/ (1 + logu) < £+ 4epu’ log .

; k

i=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
Contradiction. (The last inequality is due to our assumption that u > 2.)
Lemma 4.2. There exists some constant Cgy, such that the following is true. Let Ay, ..., A be

non-empty subsets of integers. Let u be the maximum diameter of all the A;’s. If Zle |A;| >
0+ ACqppu'logu’ for some v’ > u+ 1 and some p > 1, then we can select a collection of sets
A; such that the sumset of the selected sets contains an arithmetic progression of length at least

u'. Let I be the set of the indices of the selected sets A;. If we are also given a weight function

fo{A}_, =N, then )
> 40 < 3 ()
i=1

i€l
Proof. For each A;, we define A, = A; — min(A;) + 1. Then we have the each A} is a subset of
[1,u + 1]. By Lemma B.3, we can a collection {A}};c; such that >, ; A’ contains an arithmetic
progression of length at least u’. This implies that ), ; A; contains an arithmetic progression of

length at least u/. Moreover, if we define f(A}) = f(4;), then Lemma B.3 guarantees that

l
DO F(A) <= f(A).
il

i=1

=

C Some Probability Results

Lemma C.1. Let A be a multi-set of k non-negative integers. Let B a multi-set of s integers
randomly sampled from A without replacement. Then for any n > 0,

Pr <‘O‘(B) - %a(A)‘ > 77) < 2exp <— mi”{4g(A)iax(A)’ 2ma2<(14) }>

Proof. Tt is easy to see that E[o(B)] = so(A)/k. We shall use Bernstein’s inequality to bound the
probability. Although Bernstein’s inequality was only for sum of independent random variables,
a result in Hoeffding’s seminal paper [Hoe63, Theorem 4| implies that it also works for sampling
without replacement. Therefore, for any n > 0,

2

Pr (|o(B) - 2o(4)] 2 1) < 2exp (—War[a( B T A)>

< 20xp (- min {wa:[if(B)] ) @

It is known that

2 2
Var|o(B)] = % > <a — %) <> <a - %) <> a® < max(A)o(A).

acA acA acA
Replacing the Var[o(B)] in (2) with max(A)o(A), we obtain the target inequality.
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Lemma C.2. Let A be a multi-set of k non-negative integers. Let A* be a subset of A. Let B be a
multi-set of s integers randomly sampled from A without replacement. For any ¢ > 1,

Pr (‘O‘(B NA*) — %O‘(A*)

> deq/ | A max(A*)) < exp(—c).

Proof. When A* = (), the target inequality trivially holds. Assume that A* is non-empty. The
integers not in A* never contribute to o(B N A*), so they can be view as 0. Let A’ be the multi-set
obtained from A by replacing each integer not in A* with 0. Let B’ be a set of k integers randomly
sampled from A’. Tt is easy to see that o(B’ N A*) has the same distribute as o(B N A). It suffices
to show that the target inequality holds for o(B’ N A*). By Lemma C.1, for any n > 0,

Pr (‘J(B/) - %J(A’)

> 77) < 2exp <— min { 40(A/)7Zjlax(A/)’ 2ma7>7<(A’) })

Since all integers in A’ are 0 except for those in A*, the above inequality is equivalent to

Pr (‘U(B/QA*) - %J(A*) > 77) < 2exp <—min{40(A*)iaX(A*), 2maZ(A*)}>'

Let n = 4¢y/|A*| max(A*). One can verify that this probability is bounded by exp(—c).

Lemma 5.6. Let A be a multi-set of k non-negative integers. Let Aq,..., Ay be a partition of A.
Let B be a multi-set of s integers randomly sampled from A without replacement. For any ¢ > 1,

Pr (‘O‘(B) - %O‘(A)‘ > 4c-logl - Z |A;] maX(Ai)> < exp(—c).

Proof. By Lemma C.2, we have that, for each A;,

Pr (‘O’(B NA;) — %O‘(Ai)

> 4dc-logl - /| A, maX(AZ-)) < exp(—c)/L.

Note that o(B) = ), 0(B N A;) and that 0(A4) = ", 0(A;). Then

Pr ((U(B) - %J(A)( > 4c - log - Z A maX(AZ-))

< ZPI’ ((U(B nA;)— %a(Ai) > 4¢-log £ - \/]A]] maX(AZ-)>

<exp(—c).
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