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INTEGER-VALUED O-MINIMAL FUNCTIONS

NEER BHARDWAJ, RAYMOND MCCULLOCH!, NANDAGOPAL RAMACHANDRAN,
AND KATHARINE WOO?

ABSTRACT. We study Ran,exp-definable functions f : R — R that take integer

values at all sufficiently large positive integers. If | f(z)| = O (2“*1075)”), then
we find polynomials Pi, P> such that f(z) = P1(x)+ P2(x)2* for all sufficiently
large . Our result parallels classical theorems of Pélya and Selberg for entire
functions and generalizes Wilkie’s classification for the case of | f(x)| = O(C®),
for some C < 2.

Let k € N and v, = Z?:l 1/j. Extending Wilkie’s theorem in a separate
direction, we show that if f is k-concordant and |f(z)| = O(C%), for some
C < e’k 41, then f must eventually be given by a polynomial. This is an
analog of a result by Pila for entire functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [13], Wilkie studies functions f : R — R definable in the o-minimal structure
Ran,exp With the property that f(a) € Z for all sufficiently large positive integers a.
If there is a constant C' < 2 such that |f(z)| < C* for all sufficiently large x, then
[13, Theorem 5.1] shows that f is eventually given by a polynomial. This parallels
a special case of the following seminal theorem by Pdlya for entire functions [10].

Theorem 1.1. Let g : C — C be an entire function which satisfies g(a) € Z for all
positive integers a. Suppose there is M € N such that

l9(2)] = O(z[™2")  as |2] = oo
Then there are polynomials Py, Py such that g(z) = P1(z) + P2(2)2% for all z € C.
We show that a similar characterization holds for R,y cxp-definable functions under a
slightly more lenient restriction on growth. Our statement can be seen to correspond

to Selberg’s extension of Theorem [[Tlin [IT], which covers all entire functions that
have growth bounded by e("(2)+1/1500) 2]

Theorem 1.2. Let f : R — R be definable in Ranexp. Suppose f(a) € Z for all
sufficiently large positive integers a and that

1f(z)] = 021077y 45 3 0.
Then there are polynomials Py, Py € Q[X] such that f(z) = Pi(x)+ Pa2(x)2% for all
sufficiently large x.
The proof of this theorem broadly follows Wilkie’s strategy for the aforementioned
result from [13]. This approach relies on the important fact, established in [13],

that an R,y oxp-definable function on the reals is closely approximated by a complex-
analytic function in an appropriate right half-plane. We use this ingredient without
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change, and our main technical contribution lies in the more extensive reworking
of Langley’s generalization of Theorem [Tl where the same characterization is
achieved for functions analytic in a right-half plane [6].

In fact, our adaptation can be used to obtain a minor improvement to the primary
theorem of Langley; see Remark 3.4l This small upgrade would certainly not be a
novel result, and indeed more comprehensive classifications are known for integer-
valued complex-analytic functions, but via different methods ([2,[14]). At the end of
[13], an extensive analog of these classifications is conjectured for Rap exp-definable
functions of exponential type, and we view Theorem as a step towards this
larger goal; see Conjecture

Our second main theorem is a direct analog of a result by Pila, which studies entire
functions satisfying a strong interpolative property. For k € N, we say that a
function f : R — R is k-concordant if for each tuple my, ..., my of sufficiently large
positive integers, there is a polynomial P € Z[X] such that P(m;) = f(m,) for all
1=0,...,k. Set vy = 2?21 1/4, and ~y = 0 by convention.

Theorem 1.3. Let f : R = R be definable in Ry oxp. Suppose f is k-concordant
for some k € N, and that there is C < "% + 1 such that

|f(x)] < C°

for all large enough x. Then there is a polynomial P € Q[X] such that f(x) = P(z)
for all sufficiently large x.

Pila’s theorem [8, Theorem 1.3] shows that a similar statement holds for entire
functions. For k = 0, Theorem [[3] is exactly [I3, Theorem 5.1], and for the case
of k = 1, our result corresponds to a theorem by Perelli and Zannier [7] for entire
functions; see Remark (.5

The present paper fits into the larger theme of interactions of o-minimality with
diophantine issues, and we view [12, Corollary 2.2] as the starting point for the
particular trajectory pursued in this article. The results in [I2] were succeeded
also by the celebrated Pila-Wilkie theorem [9], a specific variant of which is used
in fact by Jones, Thomas, and Wilkie in [5] to obtain a precursor to Theorem
Moreover, Jones and Qiu [4] obtain similar results for Ran exp-definable functions
which are either close to being integer-valued or take integer values on a sufficiently
dense subset of the natural numbers.

Notations and conventions. Throughout we work with the conventions that
w,vyi, g,k € N==1{0,1,...}, a,m,n, B, K, N € N*! p is prime, ¢,c¢,C € R>", and
r € R. Any symbol with an added subscript will denote an object in the same
domain as the plain symbol. So B; € N1, py is a prime, C, € R>°, and so on.

The variable x varies always over the real numbers and e denotes Euler’s number.
For any r € R, we set H(r) := {z € C: Re(z) > r}; so H(0) denotes the standard
right-half plane.

We will work with a difference operator A given as follows. For any f: R — R,
set Af(x) = f(x+1) — f(z). We let A™ denote the n*I-iterate of the A operator,
and by a straight-forward induction we have for all « that

A"f(@) = Y H e b 0

0
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which can also be seen in [I3]. We shall also work with the A — 1 operator, given
by (A —=1)f(z) = f(z +1) — 2f(x), and we consider iterates of this operator as
well. If f(x) = 2%h(z), then for all z we have that (A — 1)"f(z) = 2*t"A"h(z).

Acknowledgements. We are deeply grateful to the organisers of the Arizona
Winter School 2023 for bringing us together, and making this project possible.
We thank Gabriel Dill and Jonathan Pila for introducing us to the problem which
evolved into Theorem [[L3} and extend a very special thanks to Gabrielle Scullard,
who was part of our working group at the AWS. We express our gratitude also to
Gal Binyamini, Gareth Jones, Yuval Salant, and Alex Wilkie for helpful discussions
during the preparation of this article.

2. TECHNICAL PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we record some important ingredients to be used in the proofs of
Theorems and [[L3 in §3] and §4] respectively.

Suppose f : R — R be given by f(z) = Pi(x) + Py(x)2%, for some polynomials
Py, P,. Then A"(A—1)kf =0 for any n > deg P, +1 and any k > deg P, + 1. The
following sharp converse will be crucial for us; the statement may be viewed as an
appropriate [I3, Lemma 5.2] type analog of [0, Lemma 3].

Lemma 2.1. Let a function f : N — R be given. Suppose there are B, K such that
for all a > B we have that

A"(A — 1) f(a) =0

for all n satisfying Ka < n < K(a+1). Then there are polynomials Py, Ps such
that f(a) = Pi(a) + Pa(a)2* for all a > B. If moreover, f(a) € Z for all a > B,
then we get that P, P, € Q[X].

Proof. Let f: N — R be given, and suppose B, K are such that for all a > B, we
have that A" *(A — 1)*f(a) = 0 for all n satisfying Ka < n < K(a+1). Let P,
be a polynomial of degree at most (K — 1)B — 1 and P, be a polynomial of degree
at most B — 1 such that

Py(m) + Py(m) - 2™ = f(m)
foral B<m< KB+ B—1. Let h: N— R be given by
h(m) = Pr(m) + P2(m)2™ — f(m).

If n—a > (K —1)B, then A" *P;(m) = 0 for all m. Similarly, a > B implies
(A =1)*(Py(m)2™) = 2mTA*Py(m) = 0 for all m. So we have for all a > B that

A"HA = 1)*(Pi(a) 4+ P2(a)2%) =0
for all n > Ka. Then by the linearity of A, the definition of h, and the starting
assumption on f, we have for all ¢ > B that
A"Y(A =1)%h(a) =0

for all n satisfying Ka < n < K(a+ 1).
We shall show that h(a) = 0 for all @ > B, which clearly proves the first assertion
of the lemma. To achieve this goal, we prove by induction on a that

h(m)=0 forall B<m<Ka+a-—1.
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We have the base case a = B by the definition of h. Fix a > B and assume the
desired statement holds for a. It remains to prove the statement for a 4 1, i.e.

h(m)=0 forall Ka+a<m<K(a+1)+a

For all n satisfying Ka < n < K(a+1), we have that A" %(A—1)%h(a) = 0, which
gives that

h(a+n) = a linear combination of h(a),h(a+1),...,h(a+n—1).
If n = Ka,thena+j <a+ Ka—1forall j =1,...,n—1. By the inductive
assumption we get h(a) = ... = h(a+Ka—1) = 0, and it follows that h(a+Ka) = 0.
Proceeding in the same manner, we immediately conclude that h(m) = 0 for all
m < a+ K(a+ 1), and the proof of the first part of the lemma is complete.

For the second assertion in the lemma, we need only observe that f(a) € Z for
all a > B gives that the polynomials P, and P, above have rational coefficients. [

The following simple fact will help handle the approximation error induced from
deploying Proposition

Lemma 2.2. Let K > 2, and suppose H : R — R is such that |H(z)| < exp(—Kx)
for all sufficiently large x. Then for all sufficiently large a, we have that

A"~ (A - 1)*H(a)| < 1/2
foralla<n< K(a+1).

Proof. Let B be such that |H(z)| < exp(—Kz) for all z > B. Fix an a > B and
an a < n < K(a+1). Then we have that

a al

|A""(A - 1)*H(a)| < jgo m -|A" 7 H(a)]

- 76” "~Jexp(—Ka
< ;j’(a—ﬂ’)’a p(—Ka)
< 27 (3/2)" - exp(—Ka)
< 25 (25 (3/2) - exp(—K))",

using that n < K(a+ 1). Since K > 2, we have that (3/2) - (2/e)®X < 1. Hence for
all sufficiently large a, we get that |[A""*(A—1)*H(a)| < 1/2for alln < K(a+1),
as desired. 0

O-minimality. In this paper, as in [13], we work only with a particular o-minimal
structure— Rap exp. A rich class of sets and functions are definable in Rap exp, and
this structure appears ubiquitously in applications of o-minimality to diophantine
geometry. See [3] for a description of sets definable in Ran exp-

We shall use an immediate consequence of the defining axioms of o-minimality;
see [1, Appendix A].

Fact 2.3. Let f,g : R — R be definable in Ruy, exp. Suppose f(a) = g(a) for all
sufficiently large a, then f(z) = g(x) for all sufficiently large x.

This immediately gives the following improvement to Lemma 211
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Corollary 2.4. Let f : R — R be definable in Rap cxp. Suppose there is K such
that all sufficiently large a, we have that f(a) € Z and

AO(A — 1) f(a) = 0
for all n satisfying Ka < n < K(a+ 1). Then there are Py, P» € Q[X] such that
f(z) = Pi(x) + Py(x)2* for all sufficiently large x.

Our next result is a version of [I3] Corollary 4.8], and is a key ingredient which
allows access to the complex-analytic realm; see also [4, Theorem 3.1]. Set

Rsubexp = {f : R = R definable in Ry exp : Ve 3r such that |f(z)] < e, Vo > r}.

Recall that H(B) C C denotes the right-half plane comprising complex numbers
with real part greater than B.

Proposition 2.5. Let f : R — R be definable in Ran.exp and suppose there are
c>0 and C > 1 such that
|f(z)| <c-CF

for all sufficiently large x. Then for any positive reals € and R, there is B and an
analytic function g : H(B) — C such that

(i) |f(z) — g(z)| < e”F* for all x > B,

(i) lg(2)] < |1 for all = € H(B).
Proof. Let f be as above, and let ¢, R € R”? be given. Then [13, Corollary 4.8]
gives N, s1,...,88y €R, f1,..., N € Rsubexp, and By such that, for all z > By,

N
f(z) — ij(:v) -C%% < exp(—Rz).
j=1

We can and do assume that the s; are distinct, and then the growth condition
on f implies that s; < 1 for all j = 1,...,N. For each j € {1,...,N}, set
gi(z) == f;(z) - C%®. Since f; € Rsubexp, |13 Lemma 5.3] gives B; and a complex
analytic continuation f; : H(B;) — C of f; that satisfies |f;(z)| < C°I*I/N for all
z € H(B;). By the identity theorem, the function § : #(B;) — C given by
9j(2) = fi(2)C%*

is an analytic continuation of g; and |g;(2)| < |C*+<I*I|/N.

Observe that B := max{By, B1,...,Bn}and g .= §1+...+Jn are as desired. [

3. INTEGER-VALUED FUNCTIONS DEFINABLE IN Rup exp
We begin this section by revisiting the function G(k,z,y) from [6, Lemma 6].
Lemma 3.1. For fized a, and k =0,...,a, set

Gy = [ G+z+a) J] -,
0<g<k—1 k<g<a—1

with the convention that a product over an empty range of q is 1. Let A, , denote
the coefficients of A*G(0,x,y), so we have that

A*G(0,z,y) = ZAMUx“y”

usa,
v<a

Then for allp < a andv <a, Ay, =0 if p+2v <a, and |A,,| < 6%a”.
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Proof. For each k € {0,...,a}, G(k,x,y) is a polynomial

Gk, z,y) = Z By, (k)zty”.
usa,
v<a
Fix some pt < a and v < a — 1. Then [6] Lemma 6 (ii)] implies that A, , = 0 if
w+2v <a.
Towards the second assertion, note that |B, . (k)| < 3%a” for all k& < a. Then
the formula () gives

- a!

A*G(0 =) (-1 ———G(k :
(0,2,9) 1;)( ) Fla ] (k,2,y)
It follows that |A,,..| < 3¢_o grrer [ Bu.v (F), and hence [4,,, | < 6% O

Next, we have a detailed reworking of [0, Lemma 5.

Lemma 3.2. Forn and any positive real s < n, let C,, s be the contour consisting of
the arc Qs of the circle |z] = 2n from —s—iv4n? — s to —s+ivV4n? — s? described
once counter-clockwise, followed by the line segment T), s from —s + iv/4n? — s2 to
—s —iV4n? — s2. Then there are positive integers b,d such that for all n > 4,
2<s<n/2, and p < s we have that

nl2l=l
In,s :/
s lz| ... |z — n]
J”l S

/ n!
Y S P Py

n,s

In fact, the choice of b= d = 100 suffices.

z—2n

w
ldz| < d-(bs/n)"?,

z—2n

m
|dz| < d-(bs/n)*t

Proof. Fix n > 4 and s with 2 < s < n/2. We follow the proof of [6 Lemma 5]
with the aim of getting more explicit estimates.

First consider I,, ;. The arc Q,, s is parameterized by z = 2ne?, —d,, <6 < d,,
where d,, < 2 since s < n/2. So 1 —cos(0) > %92 for all 0 satisfying —d,, < 0 < d,,.
This gives for all z € ,, s and 0 < k < n that

k6?2
|z — k> = (2n— k)2 + 4nk(1 — cosf) > (2n—k)*exp (m) .
It follows for all z € §2,, 5 that

n

H |z — k| > exp(nf?/36)- H(Qn — k). (2)
k=0

k=0
Also, we have for z € Q,, ; that

I
< 200k (3)

z—2n

|z —2n| < 2nl6|, and
n
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Using @), @), Stirling’s approximation, and a substitution z = 1/nf/6, we get that

(2n)n!22" /7r 9
In EES a -2 o —nh*/36) db
’ 2n(2n—1)...(2n —n) 0 exp(—n6”/36)
< 221 4y/n - (36/n)H/2HL/2. / x" exp(—x?) dx
0

48 - 9F . (36/71)“/2 . (#/g)uﬂ
48 - (720 /n)"2.

VASV/A

Here we used that [ 2 exp(—a?) dz = T'(u/2 4+ 1)/2 < (n/2)"/2.
This finishes the proof for the first part of the lemma and we turn our attention
to Jns. For z € T, 5, we have z = —s + iy for —v4n? — s2 < y < V4n? — s2, and

|z — kP =(s+ k) +9°
for 0 < k < n. It follows that
o0 !
s <2-4M-/ T d
0o Ilico V(s+k)2+y?
Next we observe that for D in [6, Equation 24], we have that D < 2s and this gives
n! 3nn+1/2e—n(s2 +y2)(s—1)/2enes
[Theo V(s + k) +y? (n+s)%+y?) (nt2)/2 exp(yarctan ((n + s)/y))
< 3s+1 . nn+1/2n7(n+s) . (82 + y2)(571)/267y/47

using the simple inequality arctan(u) > 1/4 for all u > 1/2. Now p < s and n > 4
give us that

T € 243 o) [ ) e ay,
0

Splitting the integral gives

/00(82+y2)(s—1)/26—y/4 dy < 2 [/Oo S(5—1) g—u/4 dy+/oo y=Vev/4 gy
’ < 2714 .08571 + (481 ’
Finally using s > 2 we arrive at
Jns < 3%-4-2-(96s/n)" L,
The proof is complete. O

Fixing K. Throughout the rest of this section we set K := 10°. Hence K = 103b,
where b is the positive integer given by Lemma [3.2]

Proposition 3.3. Let g : H(—1) — C be analytic and suppose we have for all
z € H(—1) that

lg(2)] < 252K,
Then there is C, < 1 such that for all sufficiently large a, we have that
A" (A =1)%(a)] < CF
for all n satisfying Ka <n < K(a+1).
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Proof. Suppose we are given an analytic function g : H(—1) — C such that
l9(2)] < 272K

for all z € H(—1). For all positive integers a, we consider the translations g, of g
given by complex analytic functions

ga(2) =gla+2) : H(—a—1)— C.
So we have for all a that |g,(2)| < 20+2/K)a . |22+2I21/K| "and that g, is analytic on
an open set containing the contour €, , from Lemma[32l Fix an a > 4, and an n
such that Ka < n < K(a+1). We will obtain small asymptotic upper bounds for
Dapn = [A""*(A=1)%(a)] = |A""*(A =1)"ga(0)]-
Following [6], Section 4], equation (31) there together with Lemma [B.1] gives

a—1

Do Tl < ¥l [ sl

Cra 12l 12— 1]

m

-2
ETE ).

Jj=0 usa,
v<a

So we have for all p < a and v < a that
Apy=0 if p+2vr<a and |A, .| <6%”.

We have that |z| < 2n for all z € €, ,. Now using a > 4 and n < K(a+1), we note
that [g.(2)| < 2792/l for all z € Q,, 4, and |ga(2)| < 26° for all 2 € T}, ,. Combining
these observations with an application of Lemma for s = a we get

Doy - (1=a/n)* < 276 > (a/n)"  (Ina + Jn.a)
psa,
v<a,
p+2v>a

< 768°d Y (a/n)"(ba/n)"* + (a/n)" (ba/n)" ",

Hsa,
v<a,
pt2v>a

where b, d are the constants from Lemma 321 Now using a/n < 1/K < 1, we get
Dyp < (1—1/K)"*-768%-d-a®- (b/K)" !
< e (800b/(K — 1)),
for a constant c¢. Since K = 1000b, we get for all a > 4 that
Doy < c-(6/5)7H!
for all n satisfying Ka < n < K(a+ 1), and the proof is complete. (|

With modest modifications, one can obtain variants of Lemmas and 3.3 which
can be used together with Lemma 2] to slightly liberalize the growth condition in
[6, Theorem 2] (and hence also in Theorem [I.1]). We do not pursue this relatively
minor increment here, and record it merely as an observation as follows.

Remark 3.4. There is an ¢y such that the following holds. Let g : H(r) — C be
analytic for some r, and that g(a) € Z for all positive integers a. Suppose we have
for all z € H(r) that |g(z)| = O(2(1T<0)I2). Then there are polynomials Py, P, such
that g(z) = P1(z) + P2(2)27 for all z € H(r).

We are ready to finish the proof of our first theorem.
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Proof of Theorem [ Let f : R — R be as in the statement of the theorem, and
let ¢, By be such that f(a) € Z and f(z) < 20710772 = 2(+1/K) for 4]l ¢ > By,
Apply Proposition 5] for C = 20+1/K) ¢ = 1/K, and R = K to obtain B; > By
and an analytic function g : H(By) — C with

(i) |f(x) — g(z)] < e E% for all z > By,

(ii) |g(2)| < [2*F2=/ K| for all z € H(By).
Then applying Proposition [3.3] to an appropriate translate of g, we get By > B
such that for all a > Bs,

[A"THA = 1)%g(a)] < 1/2
for all n satisfying Ka < n < K(a+1). Then by the linearity of A and Lemma 2.2

we obtain B3 > Bs such that for all @ > B3 and n satisfying Ka < n < K(a+1)
we have that

[A"TYA = 1)*f(a)] < 1, and hence [A"" YA =1)*f(a)| = 0.
We use here the simple observation that since f(a) € Z for all a > By, also

A" YA = 1)*f(a) € Z for all a > By. The theorem now follows immediately
by Corollary 2.4 O

Connection to a conjecture of Wilkie. We want to draw attention to the
following broad conjecture made at the conclusion of [I3].

Conjecture 3.5. Let f : R — R be definable in Ray exp. Suppose that f(a) € Z for
all sufficiently large positive integers a and there is v > 0 such that | f(x)| < exp(rz)
for all sufficiently large . Then there is a polynomial P(x,y1,. .., Ym) with rational
coefficients, and positive real algebraic integers aq, ..., au, such that

f(@)=P(z,0f,...,0p)
for all sufficiently large x.

Wilkie’s result [I3] Theorem 5.1] settles the case of r < In(2), and Theorem
upgrades the classification to all 7 < In(2)(1 4 10~°). Here we remark also that our
choice of K earlier in the section is not optimal, and hence micro-improvements in
this exponent In(2)(1 + 107°) may be easily achieved.

4. CONCORDANT INTEGER-VALUED FUNCTIONS DEFINABLE IN Ry exp
We begin with a basic Corollary 2.4 type result.

Fact 4.1. Let f : R — R be given.

(i) Suppose there is B such that A™f(B) = 0 for all sufficiently large n. Then
there is a polynomial P such that f(a) = P(a) for all a > B.
(ii) If moreover, f(a) € Z for all a > B, then we get that P € Q[X].
(iii) If furthermore, f is definable in Ry exp, then f(z) = P(z) for all large .

Proof. Ttem (i) is a classical fact observed by Pélya, and we sketch a proof as follows.
Let N be such that A™f(B) =0 for all n > N. Let P be a polynomial of degree at
most N — 1 such that f(a) = P(a) for all B< m < B+ N —1. Then AN P(B) = 0,
and using AN f(B) = 0, we get that f(B + N) = P(B + N). Proceeding in the
same manner, we get that f(a) = P(a) for a > B, as desired.

If moreover f(a) € Z for all a > B, then the polynomial P above has rational
coefficients; and (iii) follows by direct application of Fact 2.3 O
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We shall use the following purely combinatorial fact; the statement is perhaps of
some independent interest as well.
Lemma 4.2. Let k > 1 and p be given. For all £ € N we have that
i (K
Z(—l)“’( i ) (jp)* = 0 mod p",
= Jp

and also for any i € {1,...,p— 1} that

k—1
P O d .
j= <JP + Z) Up+4) motr

Proof. We fix a primitive root of unity (,. By a mod p reduction of the binomial
coefficients we readily observe that

(1- Cp)p71 = py for some y € Z[(,]. 4)

For any a € Q({p), we let Tr(a) denote the trace of a with respect to the algebraic
field extension Q(¢,)/Q.
Observe for any M € N and ¢t € Z that

p—1 p—1
Te(G1-G)M) = D Gra-g)™ = > ¢ra-gM
i=1 i=0
p—1 M
- ZZ(—U“<M) s
i=0 pu=0 H
M p—l
o)
pn=0 K =0
For all 4 € N, we have that
p—1 p—1
DG =0 if prp+t  and Y (G =p if p|p+t,
i=0 i=0

which gives, for t > —p, that
[(M+t)/p] ‘ M
Tr((1-¢)™M) =p > (1) (jp - t)' (5)
j=max(0,[t/p])

Note this implies, by the linearity of the trace operator, that p | Tr((1 — ¢,)My/)
for any M € N2 and ¢/ € Z[(p].
We now work out the first assertion. Applying (@) for M = kp and t = 0 gives

w04 - o33 (%)

Then the identity (@) implies that

k
T (L G)RY) = p> (-1 ("?p).

= Jp
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Then by the remark just after (@),

k
. (k
p| Tr((1 —&)*y*)  and hence Z(—l)“’( .p> = 0 mod p*.
; Jp
7=0
Hence we have the first assertion for the case £ = 0.
Note that this claim is immediate for £ > k. For any 1 < ¢ < k, consider
k

(RPN - ) N ey
> (") amn ... o o= g2 3 ) (=)

By @) for M = kp — ¢ and t = ¢, and ({]) we see that

k
. (kp—1{ _ _
D DRCH é(jp_g) = Tr(G(1—G)"™) = p* Tr(G(1 - G) "),
J=[¢/p]

Then as before we use the remark just after (&) to conclude

k ke
S (M) ntip = 1) G £41) = 0 mod
= Jp
From the above equation, the first assertion follows for £ = 1. For £ > 1, note we
have integers by, ..., be—1 such that

gp(p=1)...(p—L+1) = (p)* +bi(p) ™" + .+ bica(p),
and hence a simple induction on ¢ completes the proof of the first assertion.
We follow a similar process for the proof of the other claim as well, and consider
first the case of £ = 0. Fix i € {1,...,p — 1}. Then applying (@) for M = kp and
t = —i, we get that

k—1
. o kp
Tr(C M (1 — ¢)P) = _llﬂp<» )
Gra=ar) = o (T,
Then the same arguments as before imply the desired result. We leave the general
? > 1 case of the second assertion as an exercise to the reader. O

This lemma will be used to obtain a strong divisibility implication of concordance.
Recall the following definition from the introduction.

Definition 4.3. A function f : R — R is k-concordant if for each tuple my, ..., mg
of sufficiently large positive integers, there is a polynomial P € Z[X] such that
P(m;) = f(m;) for all i =0, ..., k. Note we do not require the my, ..., my in the
statement above to be distinct.

Remark 4.4. Clearly, f : R — R is 0-concordant if and only if f(a) € Z for all
sufficiently large a. Note that 1-concordance is equivalent to the condition that
f(m1) = f(m2) mod (my —meg) for all sufficiently large my, mo. For all k, it follows
directly from definition that k + 1-concordance implies k-concordance, and hence
k-concordant functions take integer values for all sufficiently positive integer inputs.

Remark 4.5. In [7], Perelli and Zannier consider functions satisfying a weaker
form of 1-concordance. For an integer-valued entire function f : C — C, they show
that if f(a+p) = f(a) mod p for all positive integers a and large enough primes p,
then |f(2)| = O(CF!), for some C' < e + 1, implies that f must be a polynomial.
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We remark that the conclusions of the following lemma and Theorem for the
case of k = 1 hold even when the function f : R — R satisfies only this weaker form
of 1-concordance. The details are left to the reader.

Recall v, = E;C:l 1/j. The following corresponds to [8, Theorem 3.5, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 4.6. Let f : R — R be k-concordant, with k > 1. Then there are ¢, B such
that for all a > B and all n we have that

A f(a)] > enwnmen/losn)  op AMf() = 0,

Proof. Let a k-concordant f : R — R be given. Fix a B such that for all
mo,...,mp € NZB_ there is a polynomial P € Z[X] with P(m;) = f(m;) for
allt =0,...,k. We claim that for any ¢ > B and prime p that

A f(a) =0 mod p*. (6)

To show this, we fix a p and use ([0 to get that

kp
AR f(a) = (1) Z<—1>i<’“?’> flati).

- 1
=0

This can be rearranged as follows

k p—1k—1
(“1) AR f(a) = Z(—l)jp@ﬁ)f(aﬂp)+ZZ<—1W< kD )f(a+jp+i)-

j=0 i=1 j=0 Jp+

Consider the first sum on the right hand side. Since a > B, the k-concordance of f
gives a polynomial P € Z[X] such that P(jp) = f(a+ jp) for all j =0,..., k. Now
the first assertion of Lemma implies that

k

S0 (30) sta+ i) = i(—l)jﬁ(’“’)mm = 0 mod p*.

= = Jp

A similar argument, now involving the second assertion of Lemma [£2] gives for
eachi e {1,...,p— 1} that

k—1
. k
Z<—1>“’“(jpii)f<a+jp+z’) = 0 mod p,
j=0

and we have proved the claim set forth in (@]).
So we have for any p < % that A" f(a) =0 mod p¥, and hence we get for all
(=1,2,... k

10 | A"f(a),
P<Y
with an empty product being 1 by convention. In other words,
I[TII» 1 af@.
<k p<?
The prime number theorem gives a constant ¢ such that

> > log(p) = ykn —cn/log(n)

1<k p<t
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for all n. Thus we get for all n that either
|A"f(a)| > e’ykn—cn/ log(n) or A"f(a) _ O,
and the proof is complete. O

Lemma 4.7. Let analytic g : H(—2) — C and k > 1 be given. Suppose there are
€ <1, and C such that

l9(2)] < |C=FI]
for all z € H(=2). If C'*¢ < e 4+ 1, then there is C, < e such that for all
sufficiently large n we have that

|A"g(0)] < CF.

Proof. Let an analytic function g : H(—2) — C, and positive integer k be given.
Let ¢, C be such that |g(z)| < |C*T<l| for all z € H(—2), and also C1+¢ < e 4 1.
If C < 1, then |A™¢(0)| < 2™ and we are done. Hence we assume that C' > 1.

Fix an n, and let C,, be the contour formed by traversing once counter-clockwise
the boundary of the region inside {z € C: Re(z) > —1} that is bounded by the
circle |z] = (1 + 1/€™)n and the vertical line Re(z) = —1. We denote by T;, the
part of €, that is contained in the vertical line, and let €2,, denote the rest of the
contour, so €, = Q, UT,. Then Cauchy’s integral formula and () gives that

1 nlg(z)
A"¢g(0) = — dz.
( 270 Je, 2(z—1)...(2 = n) :
For all z € Q,, [g(2)] < (CYH)AFVe™ ) and |z — k| > |2| —k= (1 4+ 1/e™)n — k
for all £ = 0,1,...,n. A straightforward application of Stirling’s approximation
gives c; such that

n! cy - eVEN

(1+1/em)n((1+1/emw)n—1)...((1+1/eM*)n —n) < (e 4 1)(A+1/eMk)n’

Then changing c; as required, we get for Cp := e - (C1+¢ /(e + 1)) T that

|
/ n!lg(2)| dz < ¢1-nCY;
Q. 121z =1]---]z = n

note that C7 < €. We now turn our attention to the integral over T;,. For
all z € T,, we have that [g(z)] < (C)HY/e™)" and |z — k| > k + 1 for all
k=0,1,...,n.

Using C'7¢ < e’ + 1 and € < 1 it follows that C?¢ < ¢ + 1. Then since
zt > (x+1)° for all z > e, we get that Cy = (C€)(1F/e™) < C3¢/2 < ¢, So there

is ¢ such that
nllg(2)] / -1
< N0 - Ch.
/Tn Pl Je =1 e—n] g, 2T 2

Hence it is immediate that the desired conclusion follows for any choice of Cy
satisfying max(C1,Cy) < Cy < eV*. O

Proof of Theorem[L.3. Let k-concordant Ry, xp-definable f : R — R be given, and
suppose there is C' < e + 1 such that |f(x)| < C* for all sufficiently large . The
case is k = 0 follows by Theorem (or [I3l Theorem 5.1]). So we assume k > 1
and apply Lemma [£.6] to obtain ¢, By such that

AT f(@)] > ewnmen/lEm or  ATf(a) = 0 (7)
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for all @ > By and all n. Fix any € < 1 such that C1*¢ < ¢7* + 1. Proposition 2.5
to gives B > By and an analytic function g : H(B — 2) — C with

(i) [f(z) —g(z)| <1 forall z > B,

(ii) |g(2)| < |C*=F<I#| for all z € H(B — 2).
This implies the easy estimate |A™ (f(B)—g(B))| < 2" for all n. Then the linearity
of A, and Lemma L7 applied to an appropriate translate of g, gives C, < e”* such
that for all large sufficiently large n we have that

A"f(B) < CF.

This together with (7)) implies that A" f(B) = 0 for all sufficiently large n, and
finally the theorem follows by Fact {11 d
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