
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

06
21

4v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

N
T

] 
 1

1 
Ju

n 
20

24

Solutions to some problems on unique representation bases

Yuchen Ding∗

Abstract. In this note, three 2003 problems of Nathanson and two 2007 problems
of Chen on unique representation bases for the integers are resolved.

1. Introduction

Let N be the set of natural numbers and A a subset of N. For any n ∈ N, let

rA(n) = #
{
(a, a′) : n = a + a′, a ≤ a′, a, a′ ∈ A

}
.

One of the most attractive unsloved problems in additive combinatorics is the Erdős-
Turán conjecture on additive bases [2] posed in 1941, which states that if rA(n) ≥ 1 for
all sufficiently large n, then rA(n) cannot be unbounded.
However, things get changed if one replaces the natural set N by the integer set Z. A

set A is called a unique representation basis of Z if rA(n) = 1 for all n ∈ Z. In a fairly
original article, Nathanson [4] showed that there is a unique representation basis of Z.
Nathanson further proved that a unique representation basis can be arbitrarily sparse.
In addition, Nathanson proved that every unique representation basis A for the integers
satisfies A(−x, x) ≤

√
8x, where A(y, x) =

∣∣A ∩ [y, x]
∣∣. Nathanson himself constructed

a unique representation basis A such that

A(−x, x) ≥ (2/ log 5) log x+ 0.63.

Based on the results above, Nathanson asked whether there exists a number θ < 1/2 so
that A(−x, x) ≤ xθ for every unique representation basis A and for all sufficiently large
x? Nathanson [4] also posed the following three open problems:

Problem 1. For each number c > 2/ log 5, does there exist a unique representation

basis A such that A(−x, x) > c log x for all sufficiently large x?

Problem 2. Does there exist a unique representation basis A such that

lim
x→∞

A(−x, x)

log x
= ∞?

Problem 3. Does there exist a number θ > 0 and a unique representation A such that

A(−x, x) ≥ xθ for all sufficiently large x?

As was already shown by Chen [1], the classical results on finite Sidon sets (see e.g.
[5]) can be used to construct unique representation basis A with large growth of the
number of its elements infinitely often. Precisely, Chen proved that for any ε > 0
there is a unique representation basis A for the integers such that A(−x, x) ≥ x1/2−ε

for infinitely many positive integers x, which gave a negative answer to the problem of
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2 Y. DING

Nathanson mentioned above. Chen [1] then posed some open problems. Two of them
are as follows:

Problem 4. Does there exist a real number c > 0 and a unique representation basis A
such that A(−x, x) ≥ c

√
x for infinitely many positive integers x?

Problem 5. Does there exist a real number c > 0 and a unique representation basis A
such that A(−x, x) ≥ c

√
x for all real numbers x ≥ 1?

In this article, we shall solve the Problems 1 to 5 above.

Theorem 1. There exists a unique representation A such that A(−x, x) ≥ 1

8
x1/3 for all

sufficiently large x.

Theorem 1 answers affirmatively Problems 1, 2 and 3 from Nathanson.

Theorem 2. Let ε > 0 be an arbitraily small number. Then there is a unique repre-

sentation basis A such that A(−x, x) ≥
(√

2

2
− ε
)√

x for infinitely many x.

Theorem 2 answers affirmatively Problem 4 of Chen.

Theorem 3. Let A be a unique representation basis. Then

lim inf
x→∞

A(−x, x)√
x/ log x

≤ 4
√
7.

Theorem 3 answers negatively Problem 5 of Chen.
At present, I cannot solve the following problem of Chen [1].
Does there exist a real number θ < 1/2 such that for any unique representation basis

A there are infinitely many positive integers x with A(−x, x) ≤ xθ?

Now, let A be set of all unique representation bases A such that there exists some
real number c > 0 so that A(−x, x) > cx1/2 for infinitely many x. For any A ∈ A , let

cA := lim sup
x→∞

A(−x, x)√
x

and cA := sup
A∈A

cA.

It is clear from Theorem 2 that A is nonempty and

cA ≥
√
2

2
.

As we mentioned above, Nathanson’s result implies that

cA ≤ 2
√
2.

Thus, it would be of some interests to ask ‘what is the exact value of cA ’ ? It seems safe
to guess cA ≥ 1.

2. Proofs

The idea leading to the solutions of Nathanson’s problems benefits from an application
of the greedy algorithm together with the inductive process of Chen [1].

Proof of Theorem 1. Firstly, we will construct by inductive process a series of sets

A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ai ⊂ · · ·
satisfying the following five requirements
I. rAh

(n) ≤ 1 for any n ∈ Z,
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II. rAh
(n) = 1 for any n ∈ Z with |n| ≤ h− 1,

III.
∣∣a∗h
∣∣ <

∣∣a∗h+1

∣∣ ≤ 64
∣∣a∗h
∣∣,

IV. Ah

(
−
∣∣a∗h
∣∣,
∣∣a∗h
∣∣) ≥ 1

2

(∣∣a∗h
∣∣)1/3,

V. 0 6∈ Ah

for any positive integer h, where a∗h is the element of Ah with maximum absolute value.
Let A1 = {−1, 1} and x1 = 1. Clearly, A1 satisfies I, II, IV, V. Assume that we have

already constructed the sets A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ah satisfying conditions I to V. Let m
be the integer with minimum absolute value so that rAh

(m) = 0. Then by inductive
hypothesis II and the definition of m we have

h ≤ |m| ≤ 2
∣∣a∗h
∣∣ + 1. (1)

Take

b = 4
∣∣a∗h
∣∣+ |m| (2)

and

B = Ah ∪
{
− b, b+m

}
.

Note that m = (b+m) + (−b) ∈ B +B and the following four sets

2Ah, Ah − b, Ah + b+m,
{
m,−2b, 2b+ 2m

}

are disjoint, where

Ah − b :=
{
a− b : a ∈ Ah

}

and

Ah + b+m :=
{
a+ b+m : a ∈ Ah

}
.

So, we have rB(n) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ Z, rB(m) = 1 and 0 6∈ B. If rB(−m) = 0, then take

b̃ = 4b+ 5|m| (3)

and

B̃ = B ∪
{
− b̃, b̃−m

}
.

It can be seen that rB̃(n) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ Z, rB̃(−m) = 1 and 0 6∈ B̃ via similar
discussions above. Let

Dh+1 =

{
B, if rB(−m) = 1;

B̃, otherwise.

Then we know that
∣∣a∗h
∣∣ <

∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣ ≤ 64
∣∣a∗h
∣∣ from (1), (2) and (3), where d∗h is the element

of Dh+1 with maximum absolute value. Now, we will add a few new elements into Dh+1

to form Ah+1, making it satisfied with the dense condition, i.e., inductive hypothesis
IV. This can be done via a greedy algorithm which will be put in the next paragraph.
If

∣∣Dh+1

∣∣ ≥ 1

2

(∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣)1/3, (4)

then we stop here and let Ah+1 = Dh+1. Clearly, we have
∣∣a∗h
∣∣ <

∣∣a∗h+1

∣∣ =
∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣ ≤ 64
∣∣a∗h
∣∣

and hence

Ah+1

(
−
∣∣a∗h
∣∣,
∣∣a∗h
∣∣) =

∣∣Dh+1

∣∣ ≥ 1

2

(∣∣a∗h
∣∣)1/3.
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Therefore, the inductive hypotheses I to V are satisfied with this Ah+1. Now, suppose
the contrary of (4), we consider the following set

Wh+1 :=

{
d1 + d2 − d3,

d4 + d5
2

: dj ∈ Dh+1, 1 ≤ j ≤ 5

}
.

We add integers |n| ≤
∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣/2 step by step. First, we choose a nonzero integer n1 with
minimum absolute value which does not belong to Wh+1 and add it into Dh+1 to form
a new set D1

h+1
. We claim that D1

h+1
satisfies rD1

h+1
(n) ≤ 1 for any n ∈ Z. Actually, if

rD1
h+1

(n) ≥ 2 for some n, then we must have

n1 + d3 = d1 + d2 or 2n1 = d4 + d5

for some dj ∈ Dh+1 (1 ≤ j ≤ 5) which contradicts the selection of n1. Next, we consider
the following set

W 1

h+1 :=

{
d1 + d2 − d3,

d4 + d5
2

: dj ∈ D1

h+1, 1 ≤ j ≤ 5

}
.

Again, we choose a nonzero integer n2 with minimum absolute value which does not
belong to W 1

h+1
and add it into D1

h+1
to form a new set D2

h+1
. We continue this process

and stop it until the g-th step when we have

∣∣Dg
h+1

∣∣ ≥ 1

2

(∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣)1/3.

This can be done because otherwise
∣∣W g

h+1

∣∣ ≤
∣∣Dg

h+1

∣∣3 +
∣∣Dg

h+1

∣∣2 ≤ 1

8

∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣ + 1

4

∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣2/3 < 1

2

∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣,

which can be continued again by the process above. Suppose now that the process stops
at the g-th step, then we take Ah+1 = Dg

h+1
. We still have

∣∣a∗h
∣∣ <

∣∣a∗h+1

∣∣ =
∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣ ≤ 64
∣∣a∗h
∣∣.

Moreover, we have
∣∣Ah+1

∣∣ =
∣∣Dg

h+1

∣∣ ≥ 1

2

(∣∣d∗h+1

∣∣)1/3.
It is clear from the constructions above that the new set Ah+1 satisfies the inductive
hypotheses I to V.
Let

A =
∞⋃

h=1

Ah

By the inductive hypothesis I and II, we have rAh
(n) = 1 for any n ∈ Z, which means

that A is a unique representation basis for the integers. Let x be a sufficiently large
number. Then there exists some h so that

∣∣a∗h
∣∣ ≤ x <

∣∣a∗h+1

∣∣ < 64
∣∣a∗h
∣∣,

from which it follows that

A(−x, x) ≥ Ah(−x, x) ≥ Ah

(
−
∣∣a∗h
∣∣,
∣∣a∗h
∣∣) ≥ 1

2

(∣∣a∗h
∣∣)1/3 ≥ 1

8
x1/3,

where the last but one inequality comes from inductive hypothesis IV. �
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Before presenting the proof of Theorem 2, we introduce an important object from
additive combinatorics.
A set

S = {s1 < s2 < · · · < st} ⊂ {1, 2, · · · , n}
is called a Sidon set if all the sums

si + sj (i ≤ j)

are different. Let F2(n) be the largest cardinality of a Sidon set in {1, 2, · · · , n}. The
second lemma is a standard result involving Sidon sets [5, Theorem 7, page 88].

Lemma 1. We have

F2(n) = n1/2 +O
(
n1/3

)
.

The error term in Lemma 1 is not the best known one at present (see e.g. [3]), but
the relation F2(n) ∼ n1/2 is actually applicable enough for our purpose.

Proof of Theorem 2. We will firstly construct by inductive process a series of sets

A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ai ⊂ · · ·
and a series of positive integers

x1 < x2 < · · · < xi < · · ·
satisfying the following four constraints
I. rAh

(n) ≤ 1 for any n ∈ Z,
II. rA2h

(n) = 1 for any n ∈ Z with |n| ≤ h,

III. A2h−1(−xh, xh) ≥
(√

2

2
− ε
)√

xh,

IV. 0 6∈ Ah

for any positive integer h.
Let A1 = {−1, 1} and x1 = 1. Assume that we have already constructed the sets

A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ A2h−1 and x1 < x2 < · · · < xh satisfying conditions I to IV. Let
m be the integer with minimum absolute value so that rA2h−1

(m) = 0. We claim that
|m| ≥ h. In fact, if h = 1, then |m| = 1 = h. For h > 1, we have rA2h−2

(m) = 0 since
A2h−2 ⊂ A2h−1. Then by inductive hypothesis II we have |m| ≥ h. Similarly to the

constructions of B and B̃ in the proof of Theorem 1, we let

B = A2h−1 ∪
{
− b, b+m

}
and B̃ = B ∪

{
− b̃, b̃−m

}
,

where b = 4
∣∣a∗

2h−1

∣∣+ |m| and b̃ = 4b+ 5|m|. Next, we let

A2h =

{
B, if rB(−m) = 1;

B̃, otherwise.

Then, the set A2h satisfies inductive hypotheses I, II and IV. It remains to construct a
set A2h+1 and an integer xh+1 > xh so that A2h ⊂ A2h+1 and the hypotheses I, III, IV
hold. Improving the former one given by Chen [1, Lemma 2], we shall make use of the
full strength of Lemma 1 and we will put it in the next paragraph.
Denote by a∗

2h the element of A2h with maximum absolute value. Now, let y be a
(positive) parameter to be decided later. By Lemma 1 there is a set S ⊂

[
0,
(
1/2−ε/2

)
y
)
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with

∣∣S
∣∣ ≥

√
(1/2− ε/2) y +O

(
y1/3

)
>

(√
2

2
− ε

2

)
√
y +O

(
y1/3

)
(5)

such that rS(n) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ Z, where ε is a sufficiently small number. Let

S̃ = S + y/2 :=
{
s+ y/2 : s ∈ S

}
.

Then S̃ ⊂
[
y/2,

(
1− ε/2

)
y
)
satisfies rS̃(n) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ Z and

∣∣S̃
∣∣ =

∣∣S
∣∣ ≥

(√
2

2
− ε

2

)
√
y +O

(
y1/3

)
(6)

from (5). Noting that
A2h − A2h ⊂

[
− 2
∣∣a∗2h

∣∣, 2
∣∣a∗2h

∣∣],
we know that the number of pairs s1 6= s2 ∈ S̃ so that

s1 − s2 ∈ A2h − A2h

is not exceeding 4
∣∣a∗

2h

∣∣ since rS̃(n) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ Z. Now, we remove all such pairs

s1, s2 from S̃ to form a new subset S∗ ⊂
[
y/2, (1− ε/2) y

)
. Clearly, from (6) we have

∣∣S∗∣∣ ≥
(√

2

2
− ε

2

)
√
y +O

(
y1/3

)
− 8a∗2h ≥

(√
2

2
− ε

)
√
y, (7)

provided that y is sufficiently large (in terms of ε and a∗
2h). From now on, suppose that

y > xh is a sufficiently large given number (in terms of ε and a∗
2h), then both of the

following two equations

a1 + a2 = s1 + s2, (a1, a2 ∈ A2h, s1, s2 ∈ S∗)

and
a1 + a2 = a3 + s1, (a1, a2, a3 ∈ A2h, s1 ∈ S∗)

have no solutions. Note further that we have

s1 + s2 − s3 ≥ y/2 + y/2−
(
1− ε/2

)
y = εy/2 > a

for any s1, s2, s3 ∈ S∗ and any a ∈ A2h, which clearly means that

s1 + s2 = s3 + a, (a ∈ A2h, s1, s2, s3 ∈ S∗)

has no solutions. Now, let

A2h+1 = A2h ∪ S∗ and xh+1 = y.

Then we have rA2h+1
(n) ≤ 1 for all n ∈ Z and xh+1 > xh from the discussions above.

Moreover, from (7) we have

A2h+1

(
− xh+1, xh+1

)
√
xh+1

>

∣∣S∗
∣∣

√
y

≥
√
2

2
− ε.

Thus, so far we have finished the constructions of {Ah} and {xh}.
Let

A =

∞⋃

h=1

Ah
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By the inductive hypotheses I and II, we have rAh
(n) = 1 for any n ∈ Z. Hence, A is a

unique representation basis for the integers. By inductive hypothesis III, we have

A(−xh, xh) ≥ Ah(−xh, xh) ≥
(√

2

2
− ε

)
√
xh,

which completes the proof of Theorem 2. �

The proof of Theorem 3 is motivated by the idea of Erdős [6], where he communicated
to Stöhr the argument for an old claim of Erdős and Turán [2] on infinite Sidon sets.

Proof of Theorem 3. Let n be a sufficiently large integer. For any positive integer ℓ, let
Nℓ (resp. Mℓ) be the number of elements of A in the interval

(
(ℓ− 1)n, ℓn

] (
resp.

[
− ℓn, (−ℓ+ 1)n

))
.

Suppose that Nℓ ≥ 2 and a, a′ ∈ A ∩
(
(ℓ− 1)n, ℓn

]
with a < a′, then

0 < a′ − a < n.

Since A is a unique basis, the differences a′ − a are all different. Thus,
∑

1≤ℓ≤n, Nℓ≥2

(
Nℓ

2

)
< n,

which means that
∑

1≤ℓ≤n, Nℓ≥2

N2

ℓ ≤ 4
∑

1≤ℓ≤n, Nℓ≥2

(
Nℓ

2

)
< 4n, (8)

Moreover, we clearly have
∑

1≤ℓ≤n, Nℓ=1

N2

ℓ =
∑

1≤ℓ≤n, Nℓ=1

1 ≤ n. (9)

Hence, from (8) and (9) we get
∑

1≤ℓ≤n

N2

ℓ < 5n. (10)

Similarly to the proof of (10), we have
∑

1≤ℓ≤n

M2

ℓ < 5n. (11)

Now, we make a further observation which would be the main novelty of the proof. For

a ∈ A ∩
(
(ℓ− 1)n, ℓn

]
and b ∈ A ∩

[
− ℓn, (−ℓ+ 1)n

)
,

we have
−n < a + b < n.

Since A is a unique basis, the sums a + b are all different. So we obtain

NℓMℓ < 2n. (12)

Collecting together (10), (11) and (12), we get
∑

1≤ℓ≤n

(Nℓ +Mℓ)
2 < 14n. (13)
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It is clear that( ∑

1≤ℓ≤n

Nℓ +Mℓ

ℓ1/2

)2

≤
( ∑

1≤ℓ≤n

1

ℓ

)( ∑

1≤ℓ≤n

(Nℓ +Mℓ)
2

)
< (1 + logn)14n (14)

from the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. By partial summations, we have
∑

1≤ℓ≤n

Nℓ +Mℓ

ℓ1/2
=
∑

1≤ℓ≤n

(
A
(
− ℓn, ℓn

)
− A

(
− (ℓ− 1)n, (ℓ− 1)n

)) 1

ℓ1/2

=
∑

1≤ℓ≤n

A
(
− ℓn, ℓn

)( 1

ℓ1/2
− 1

(ℓ+ 1)1/2

)
+

A
(
− n2, n2

)

(n + 1)1/2

≥ min
1≤ℓ≤n

A
(
− ℓn, ℓn

)
√

ℓn/ log(ℓn)

∑

1≤ℓ≤n

√
ℓn

log(ℓn)

(
1

ℓ1/2
− 1

(ℓ+ 1)1/2

)

> min
1≤ℓ≤n

A
(
− ℓn, ℓn

)
√

ℓn/ log(ℓn)

√
n

2 logn

∑

1≤ℓ≤n

1

2(ℓ+ 1)
, (15)

where we used the estimates
√
ℓ

(
1

ℓ1/2
− 1

(ℓ+ 1)1/2

)
=

√
ℓ+ 1−

√
ℓ√

ℓ+ 1
=

1√
ℓ+ 1(

√
ℓ+ 1 +

√
ℓ)

>
1

2(ℓ+ 1)

in the last inequality. Inserting (15) into (14), we clearly have

min
1≤ℓ≤n

A
(
− ℓn, ℓn

)
√

ℓn/ log(ℓn)
<

4
√
7
√

(1 + log n) logn∑
1≤ℓ≤n

1

ℓ+1

< 4
√
7 + δ (16)

for any δ > 0 providing that n > nδ, from which our theorem clearly follows. �
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