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SIMULTANEOUSLY SMALL FRACTIONAL PARTS OF
POLYNOMIALS

CHEUK FUNG (JOSHUA) LAU

ABSTRACT. Let fi,...,fr € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d with

f1(0) =+ = fr(0) = 0. We show that there is an n < x such that ||f;(n)| <

g~ 1/10.5kd(d=1)+0o(1) for all 1 < 4 < k. This improves on an earlier result of

Maynard, who obtained the same exponent dependency on k but not on d.

1. INTRODUCTION

The question of how small the fractional part || f(n)|| of a polynomial f(n) (with
f(0) = 0) can be made has been investigated since the early 20th century, with the
current record being

(1.1) m<in IIf(n)] <a g~ 1/2d=1)Fo(1)

which is due to[Bakex [2016] (for d > 8). Here ||-|| denotes the distance to the nearest
integer. We impose the condition f(0) = 0 so as to avoid examples like f(n) =
n+1/2, which clearly doesn’t attain arbitrarily small fractional parts. Note that the
bound depends only on x and d, and is otherwise completely uniform over all such
polynomials f. The exponent 1/2d(d — 1) is based on proving Vinogradov’s Mean
Value Theorem for k > 4 by [Bourgain et a 2ﬂld] This bound is not expected
to be tight, and it is conjectured Baker, M] that this should be improvable to
1+ o0(1).

One of the first results of this kind is from [Heilbronn M], who obtained for any
real a, ¢ > 0 and sufficiently large = > 0,

min|an?|| < =1/,
n<z

For the problem of a general polynomial f € R[X] vanishing at the origin,
obtained

m1n||f(n)|| <4 21/ (8+o(1))d* logd

l 2] improved the exponent to —1/4d(d — 1) for d > 2, and as noted

| improved it to —1/2d(d — 1) for d > 8.

We can ask the same question, but instead for k polynomials fi,..., fi € R[X] of
degree at most d with f1(0) = --- = fx(0) = 0, the current record due to
is for some ¢4 > 0 depending only on d,

(1.2 ney g Aol < 2o

1
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This refines the work of Baker |[1980], where he obtained a hybrid bound

. 1
(1.3) min max 1)l ka7 o
A heuristic based on choosing the coefficients of fi,..., fx uniformly at random
shows that one could only expect
1.4 i ; 1
(1.4) glglgrgggl\fz(n)ll < 7

Our main result is to establish a bound for (L2 with an exponent of the form
1/10.5kd(d — 1) + o(1). By comparing this with (L4) and (II)), we see that this
bound is best in the k and d aspect, apart from hybrid bounds and the constant
10.5. More precisely, our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let k,d € ZT, ¢ > 0, and M € R* satisfy

1 loge!
M > 4, - .
—max{ T 21og2}

There is a constant Cqj > 2 depending only on d, k (and e,M ) such that the
following holds.

Let f1,..., fr € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d such that f1(0) = --- =
fe(0)=0. Leteq,...,e € (0,1/100], and put A = Hle ;. Define

co = 10.5 + 9%/ (2k)M + ¢

IfATL < gl/e2dd=1) gnd o > Ca.x, then there is a positive integer n < x such that

|fi(n)|| <ei forallie{l,... k}.

By taking e; = --- = g, = 2~ /24d=Dk and for any ¢ > 0 letting M large such
that 2M > ¢~! we arrive at the following;:

Corollary 1.2. Let f1,..., fr € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d such that
f1(0) = -+ = fx(0) = 0. Then there is a positive integer n < x such that for all
e>0,

Hfl(n)H Ldke x—l/(10.5+a)kd(d—1)

foralli=1,2,... k.

The proof of Theorem [[Tlis obtained by following the argument of Maynard [2021],
but making more careful choices of constants in the proofs. If we follow strictly the
argument based on Weyl differencing in [Maynard [2021], ¢4 would be of the form
1/d?. To improve on the d-quantification, one can use arguments based on the
Vinogradov Mean Value Theorem such as [Wooleyl |2012], which gives ¢4 to be of
the form 1/2¢. The main improvement made is found in Lemma [6.2] which allows
us to take cq to be of the form 1/d>.
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2. OUTLINE

In this section we outline the main improvement in this paper. The main method
follows closely the argument of Maynard [2021], where in Section [ we prove a
version of [Maynard [2021, Proposition 5.1], in Section [f] we prove a version of
Maynard [2021, Proposition 5.2], and in Section [7] we prove a version of [Maynard
[2021, Proposition 5.3]. Sections Bl and [1 are very similar to the corresponding
sections in [Maynard [2021]. To emphasize on the improvement made in Section [6]
we first review the arguments in the proof of |Maynard, 2021, Lemma 7.3].

Given f;(X) = Z?:l fi;X7 € R[X], Fourier analysis shows that, given any inter-

vals Iy, ..., I of length € > 0 (for some small ¢ > 0) and = > g7#Ca  either there
is an n < z such that the vector of fractional parts v(n) = (||fi(n)l, ..., /()|
lie in Iy x --- x Iy, or there are at least Q'/°4=1) integer tuples (h1,..., hy) with

hi < e~t=°() guch that

(2.1) hlfl,j""'""hzkfkd%ﬂfor alll1 < j<d,
J

for some a; € Z and @ < g—ckd(d=1) with q; < Q<4 Maynard [2021] proved that,
given any § > 0 small, r € Z* and S C Z x Z x ZF set of triples (a,q,h) with
ged(a,q) = 1 and g < Q¢4 such that #S > Q°, then one of the following holds:

(1) At least #S'/? of triples (a, ¢, h) have the same g = gq.
(2) There are at least #S"™/® distinct values of a1 /q1 + - - - + a, /¢, amongst all
(a”ia qi, h(Z)) €S.

Indeed, if (1) is false, then one can find an integer mo and a subset of the ¢s such
that they are all multiples of mg, and not too many of them are multiples of mg/
for ¢ > 1. Letting b = ¢/my for such mg, one can prove that the size of the set
of all tuples (by,...,b,) with pairwise small ged is not small. Focusing on these
tuples, one can prove that there are many distinct values of a3 /mob1 +- - -+a,. /mob,..

Therefore, if we are in the case of (2]), we can focus on the case j = 1 to prove
there are many possible values of 3 a1/q:, hence there are at least Q'/2¢d(@—1)
triples (a,q,h) € Z9 x Z% x Z* satisfying (21), with q; being identical amongst
all triples. Doing this procedure d times, there are at least Q1/2°cd(d=1) triples
(a, q, h) satisfying (21)) with q identical amongst all triples. This eventually leads

to an exponential dependence on d in the final exponent.

To get around this issue, we consider a multi-dimensional argument, instead of
iterating a 1-dimensional argument d times. We prove that given S C Z¢ x Z4 x Z*
set of triples (a, q,h) with ged(as,q;) = 1 and ¢; < QY (for i = 1,2,...,d) such
that #S > Q?, then one of the following holds:

(1) At least #S'/? of triples (a, q,h) have the same q = q(%).
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2) There are at least #S"/° distinct values of
(

1 r 1 T

¢\ a”" g ¢y

amongst all (a?,q? h(®) e 8.

Indeed, if (1) is false, then one can find an integer tuple m®) and a subset of the
(0)

gs such that all g; are multiples of m,’, and not too many of them are multiples

of mz(-o)&, where £ # (1,...,1). Letting b; := qi/mz(-o) for such m(®, one can prove
that the size of the set of all tuples (b("), ..., b(") with pairwise small gcd (at all
entries) is not small. Focusing on these tuples, we can prove that there are many
distinct vectors of the aforementioned form.

Therefore, if we have (2.1]), we can prove there are many possibilities of (3" a1/q1, ..., > ad/qd),
hence there are at least Q'/2¢4(4=1 triples (a, q,h) € Z¢ x Z¢ x Z* satisfying (1)),

with q identical amongst all triples. This multi-dimensional argument avoids the

2¢ cost in the exponent, which eventually allows a quadratic dependency on d in

the final exponent.
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4. NOTATION

Throughout the paper we assume that we have polynomials f1,..., fi € R[X] of

degree at most d with f1(0) = --- = f,(0) = 0. We let these polynomials be given

by fi(X) = E;l:l fi;X7. Furthermore, we have reals e1,...,e; € (0,1/100], and
k

we put A =[] &.

We often use Vinogradov’s notation, where X < Y denotes |X| < CY for some
constant C. If the implied constant depends on ¢ say, we write X <. Y. We also
use Landau’s Big O notation, where X =O(Y) if X < Y.

5. SMALL FRACTIONAL PARTS OR MANY RELATIONS

Throughout this paper, we follow closely the arguments of [Maynard [2021]. For
the sake of clarity, we include the proofs for statements that are not identical to
the analogous ones in [Maynard |2021], whereas for identical results we just state
without proof.

Lemma 5.1. Let f(X) = Zle fiX" € R[X] be a polynomial of degree d > 2 with
f(0) =0 and e > 0. If there is some Q € [2,'/2Ud=1)=¢] sych that

> elf(n)

x
267
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then there is an integer ¢ < x°Q% and integers ay, ..., aq such that

a; Q°
B=tro(5)

for 5 =1,2,...,d. The implied constant only depends on d and €.

Proof. Follows immediately from [Bakern [2016, Theorem 4]. O

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ > 0,M > 4, f1,..., fr € R[X] be real valued functions, and
€1,...,&k € (0,1/2] be real numbers, with A := Hle ;. Suppose x is sufficiently
large in terms of €. Then at least one of the following holds:

(1) We have
#{n<z:|filn)| <e Vi} >0.
(2) There is a quantity Q > 2 of the form Q = 27 such that there are at least
QY +9) distinct values of h € ZF\{0} with |h;| < sflAfl/(zk)M such that

k
2
% < ge (; hifi(”)) < g

Proof. The proof is nearly identical to that of IMaynard [2021, Lemma 6.3]. We
fix a smooth function ¢ : R — [0, 1] with ¢(¢) supported on [¢| < 1, which is 1 on

It| < 1/2. Let

meZ
which is clearly 1-periodic, smooth, and supported on ||t]| < ;. By Poisson sum-
mation,

—512(25 gih hfz )

heZ
Since ¢ is fixed and smooth, ¢)(t) <; 1, so |(u)| <; w7 for j > 0. Thus we see
that the terms with |h| > aflA_l/(2k)NI contribute O(A%), and so
Pi(f(t) = e > eih)e(hfi(t)) + O(AM).
h|<e; ta-1/ @M
Thus we find that

k
#n<az:|fin)| <eviy =Y [[®ifi(n)

n<zi=1

k
IS (Haami))z (ZM%) Oa®)
hi,....hg i=1 n<zx
|hi|<e ta—1/ @M

k
=zAs(0)F +0 | A > de (Z hifi(n)> + O(zA%).
heZ*\ {0} n<w i=1

|hi|<erta—t/ @M
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For A sufficiently small, we see that Ad(0)* + O(A%) > A, and so either
#{n <z:|fil(n)| <eVi} >0,
or
k
Z Z e (Z hlfl(n)> > .
i=1

heZ*\ {0} n<wz
|hi|<erta—1/ oM

In the latter case, by pigeonhole principle (or more specifically [Bloom and Sisask
[2020, Lemma 2.1]), there is some @ = 27 such that there are at least Q' choices
of h in the outer summation satisfying

k
x 2x
6 < E € (;_1 hzfz(”)) < 6

n<z

O

Using this, we can prove the analogous version of [Maynard, 12021, Proposition 5.1].
Proposition 5.3. Let fi,..., fi € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d such
that f1(0) = -+ = fi(0) = 0. Put fi(X)=Y0_, fi;X7. Letey,... e € (0,1/100],
and put A = Hle g;. Lete >0, M > 4. Define constants

co=14e, c1=1+k/2)M +10s, co=241/(2k)" ! 4 20e.

Then provided A=<= < gz at least one of the following holds:

(1) We have
#{n <z :|fi(n)|] <e; Vi} > 0.
(2) There is some Q@ < A=14d=1) gych that there are at least Q1/(t+e)cod(d—1)
triples (a,q,h) € Z9 x 74 x 7F satisfying:
(a) i = =qq and 1 < g; < 2°QY/0d=1 for 1 < j <d.
(b) hi < e 'ATYEOY for 1 < i< k.
(¢) For each j =1,2,...,d, we have

k ) 1/d

a Q
Stufiy =240 (942,
i=1 4 .

All implied constants depend only on d,k,e and M ..

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Maynard [2021, Proposition 5.1]. Suppose
condition (1) does not hold. Then, by Lemma [52] there is 1 > 2 such that there

are at least Q') distinct values of h € Z*\{0} with |h;| < &7 'A=1/@0™ guch
that

k

n<zx
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Letting Q = Qi”d(d_l), there are at least Q'/(1+e)c0dd=1) Jistinct values of h €
ZF\{0} with |h;| < e; 'A=Y/2P™ such that

k
Z e <; hifi(”)) z Q1/cod(d—1)

n<zx

Note that @1 < A(_l_k/(%)M)(l"’a), so we have Q‘iod(d*l) =Q < A~ dd=1) gince
c1 > co(1+k/(2k)M)(1 +¢€), and

Qy = QU/eotd=1) < A=(1+k/(2K)M)(142) < A~(e426)d(d=1)/2d(d=1)  1/2d(d—1) <
since cg > 2+ 1/(2k)M~1 4 20e. Therefore applying Lemma 5.1l to @i, there

are integers qi,...,qq < °Q¢ = 2°QY/<(@=1 and integers ay,...,aq such that
ged(ay,q;) =1forall j=1,2,...,d and

_ 1/d
fi = % + 0 (Q_ )
qj e

for j =1,2,...,d. O

6. MANY RELATIONS HAVE SAME DENOMINATOR

The proof of the following lemma can be found in the proof of [Maynard, 2021,
Lemma 7.1]. We state it below for sake of clarity.

Lemma 6.1. Let B> 1,6 >0, and r € Z*. For by,...,b, € Z satisfying
B<b; <2B, ged(bi,b;) < B>/ forall1<i<j<r,
define the set R(by,...,by) consisting of b, ..., b € Z satisfying

(1) B <b; < 2B, ged(bl,b;) < B/ forall1 <i<j<r
(2) there exists ay,...,ar,a},...,a. € Z such that
(a) ged(ay, d(al,bf) =1 for all1 <i<r,

1) 7
’

bi), C
(b) Z_i—i_"'—'—z_::(lj_il—’—"'—"z_{'
Then #R(by,...,b,) < B

Proof. For any choice of a1, ..., a, with ged(a;, b;) = 1, the denominator of a1 /b1 +
---+a, /b, is a multiple of p* if p’ divides exactly one of by, ..., b,, and p’*! divides
none of them. Let ged(b, p*°) denote the largest power of p dividing b > 1, and
ged(b;, by, p™) the largest power of p dividing both b; and b;. Define

— H::l gcd(b“poo)
H1§i<j§r ged(bi, by, p>)?
We see that if p’ divides exactly one of by, ..., b, say by, and p**! divides none of

them, then g, < p’ since ged(bs, b, p>°)? > ged(bj, p™) for all 1 < j < r. Similarly,
if p* divides at least 2 of the b; but p**! divides none of them, then gp < L.

gp :
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Therefore, for any ay, ..., a, with ged(a;, b;) = 1, the denominator of a; /by +--- +
a, /by is of size at least Hp gp by considering the prime factorisation of b;. However,

Hr—l bi —262
gp = = > B" .
1;[ g H1§i<j§r ged(bi, bj)?

Clearly any such denominator is of size O(B"), so there are 0(3252) possible de-
nominators of a; /b1 + -+ + a,/b,. Given such a denominator ¢ > BT’QJQ, if it is
also the denominator of a}/b} + - -+ + a./b.., then ¢ divides [],_, b..

i=1"¢"

As [T;_, b, < B, this implies there are O(B**) choices of [}_, b}, so O(B°+o(1)

i=1 "%

choices of b}, . .. ,br using the divisor bound. Therefore given (b1, ...,b,) satisfying
the above requirements, there are at most B choices of (b},...,b.) in total, so
#R(by,...,b,) < B 0

We prove a generalisation of [Maynard, 2021, Lemma 7.1]. In [Maynard [2021],
Lemma 7.3 was proven with induction, which introduced extra factors of d on the
exponent. We directly prove a generalisation which avoids this issue.

Lemma 6.2. (Expansion or Same Denominators) Let 6, € (0,1), r a positive
integer, d > 2, and X € R>1. Let Q > 0 be sufficiently large in terms of r, d, §
and g, and let S C 7% x Z4 x ZF be a set of triples (a,q, h) with gcd(a;, q;) = 1 and
¢ < XQYW=Y (fori=1,2,...,d) such that #S > Q°.

Then one of the following holds:

(1) There is a q'° such that at least #S*/? of the triples (a,q,h) € S have

q=q®.
(2) The set
e ORI -
A::{<%+”'+%"“’ T ) Y, b €2 ot (a(l)7q(’),h“))ESforlﬁiST}
qq q1
(where a?) = (agi),. (Z)) d @) = (q(-) ,qy))) has cardinality at

least XﬁEJdT/4O*5652d/T#S 1)

Proof. The proof is a generalisation of Lemma 7.1 found in[Maynard [2021]. Through-
out the lemma we will assume that @ is large enough in terms of €, and r. We
first restrict our attention to a suitable subset of the q's appearing in S. For
91572, - -5 Ja € No, let

d
Bj,..., {q € H [29:,29iF1) . J(a, h) € Z x ZF with ged(ai, ¢;) = 1 Vi and (a,q,h) € S} .
=1
Clearly Bj, .., = 0 if j; > 2log(X Q% ?) for some i. Note if
#{q:3(a, h) €2 x Z¥F with (a,qh) € S} = > #Bj, j, < #S'?
205 <Q1/4 Vi

then by pigeonhole principle, there is a q € Z4 N1, XQQ/d]d such that there are at
least #S8'/2 choices of (a,h) with (a,q,h) € S. Thus condition (1) is satisfied in
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this case.
Therefore we may assume that

Ji

and so there is some ji,...,jq < 2log(XQ?%?) such that #Bi . . > #S%_El,
where ; = £/20. Note we must have 21T > Q%3 from the trivial bound
#Bj < it tia,

For convenience, we define the following terminology. We say m € Z¢ divides
q € Zif m; | ¢; for all 1 <i < d, and define mq := (m1qu, ..., maqq).-

5/2
le /2 elements

.....

we restrict our attention to this subset. By performmg this repeatedly,

we méy éds’sume there is a fixed d-tuple m and a set B} s C Bj,.....j, such that
#B, > #B o /mS e mS? m divides all elements of B), ., and
there isno d-tuplem’ # (1,...,1) such that m'm divides at least #B8}, _,; /(m]--- m!y)e0/2
elements of B}, . Since m; < 27it1 < 2X Q% ?, we have
S%_El 1
# i1 eenid 2 (2);?215—‘1/262515 2 X_€15d/2#85—3€1'

Since B; ., C{be€ Hi:1[2ji, 27iT1) tmy,; | b;} is aset of size O (21T Fid /g -+ -my),
we see this also implies m; - - -mg < 201+ Hia /Q/4 We let

B:= {b : (mlbl, . ,mdbd) S B;hm)jd} R

and note B C H?Zl[BiﬂBi), where we set B; := 2Ji /m;. Let B = max; B;, and
note that #B > (2X)~19%/24832e1 and B < X Q4.

Consider the graph G = (V, ), where the vertex set V is taken to be B, and the
edge set £ is defined by

&= {b,b?) e B rexists 1 <i < d st ged(d[”,p) = B/

We consider separately two cases.

Case 1: #& > e1#V? /212,

In this case, there are many pairs with a gcd of some size. If we pick a vertex v
in G at random, then the expected number of vertices connected to v is at least
£1#V/2r2, and so (by the pigeonhole principle) there is some b(®) € Band 1 <1i < d
such that there are at least £1#8/2r2d elements b € B with ged(b;, b)) > B8 /67,

Since there are at most B°() divisors of bgo), there must be a divisor m > B8 /6

of bgo) such that ml|b; for at least e,#B/2r?dB°1) > #B/m=1%/2 clements b € B.
But this contradicts the fact that B is constructed to have no such integers. Thus
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we must instead have #& < e1#V?/2r2.

Case 2: #& < e1#V? /212,

Picking r distinct vertices in GG uniformly at random, then the expected number
of edges between these vertices is less than €. In particular, the probability that
there are no edges between any of the r chosen vertices is at least 1 — ;. Thus, if
we define

c= {(b<1>,...,b<’“>) € B ged(d,b9)) < B/ for 1 <i<j<r 1<s< d},

then #C >, #B". Given (bM ... bM) € C, let

RO b)) ={(b,.... b)) €€ Fal,....al, a2 s,
1) (r) e ()’
(J) (4) (J) (9 az I R T
ged(a;”,miby”’) = ged(a;” ,mib;”’ ) = b(l) +o 4 S0~ 50 +o b(r)/ , Vi, j}

Abusing notation and defining R the same as in Lemma [ we have

d
#R(bW, . b") < [ #RGY, ... b)) < Bo="/6,
i=1
For each b € B, let a(b) be an integer tuple where each entry is coprime to that of
mb, and such that (a(b), mb,h) € S for some b. Thus,

a b(l) i a b(r) ; )
#A = # ( (12 tooot ( (Tz W bMyec
mib; m;b;
1
> )
2> : _
i Sy FRIU B0
#C #Br

Z B5de6?/6 = X'5de52/6()(5+55)=0% /6

where we recall r > 1 > ¢ and #B > X‘El‘;d/Q#S%_3El > X‘El&de(%_%l)‘s. This
gives condition (2), and we are done. O

Using this, we obtain an improvement to [Maynard, 2021, Lemma 7.3].

Lemma 6.3. Lete >0, § € (0,1) and € R>1. Let M € R satisfy

1 loge!

M > =
+ 2log2’
Let k,d > 2 be positive integers and let oy ; € [0,1) for 1 <i <k, 1
reals. Let Q be large enough in terms of §,d, k,e, and let e1,...,e, € (0,1] be such
that A = Hle e; satisfies Q198 < A—1 < Q0™

Let S C 7% x 7% x 7ZF be a set of triples (a, q,h) satisfying:

(1) ged(aj,q;) =1 and ¢; < z2QY4=Y for j € {1,2,...,d}.
(2) hi <a*15A V@Y forie {1,2,... k}.
(3) #8 > Q°.
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(4) For each j € {1,2,...,d}, we have

k
<z ¢ (H €
i1

Then there is a qo € Z% such that at least #S'/? of the triples (a,q,h) € S have
q = qo-

.
hiaj+ -+ hion — q—J_

(2+k/ (2k)™M +200e) /6
J )

Proof. The proof is similar to that of |Maynard, [2021, Lemma 7.2]. Choose an
integer r such that Qér/(2+k/(2k)M+105) S g€ Hle Ei_l > Qér/(2+k/(2k)M+1005). A
computation shows r must exist and satisfy

r € [(2+k/(2k)™ +10e)(1+elogy x+¢), (2+k/(2k)™ +100¢) (e log, =+ (2k)™) /4].

Therefore we may assume that @ is sufficiently large in terms of r.
If (2, qM hM), ... (a"), q"), h() € S, then we have for 1 < s < r such that for
all j =1,2,....,d,

< k ) (2+k/(2k)M 4-200¢) /5 (s)

[]=
i=1

() . _ 4 - _ % —(1+€/1000)r
> hPa; =210 27F = Ho@™* ).
Adding these together and observing rQ~¢"/1090 < 1 for Q sufficiently large gives

i=1 9 q )

o o) L
%.'...._'_ zr) +O(Q*7“) :Zai’jhi’
q; 4q; i=1
7 T (s) : . alM al™ .
where h; = >, h;”’. Since the denominator of - + --- + =45 (when written as
q; qj

J J
a single fraction) is at most Q", we see that this fraction is uniquely determined by

the integers hq, ..., hy. Note |iLJ| < Tsle_l/(2k)NI, so we have

af" a” e’ ay’ M (") M 1) B (1) () )
# %+---+%7...7W+-~+ ) :3ht, .. h 7 st (2,9, hY), .. (av, 9", h) e S
q1 q; qq qq

< #{(il177ilk) S VAR |iLz| < TE;lAil/(Qk)M for i = 1727...7143}

k 1+k/(2k)M +¢/1000
i=1
14+k/2)M 42 /1000

< x7(1+k/(2k)M+5/1000)5Qm6T < x’(”k/@’“)M*f/lOOO)EQ%*5

Here we used the fact that r < 6~ !log Hle e; ' and g=eQOT/ (2+k/(2k) M +100¢) <
Hle 5717 followed by Hk el < x*EQér/(2+k/(2k)jw+105).

i=1%1

Note our assumptions satisfy all hypotheses of Lemma [6.2] so by the lemma and
also the above bound, (1) must hold, so there must be a qg € Z? such that at least
#S8'/2 of the triples (a,q,h) € S have q = q. O

Therefore, we can prove a proposition akin to [Maynard, 2021, Proposition 5.2].



12 CHEUK FUNG (JOSHUA) LAU

Proposition 6.4. Lete > 0, and f1, ..., fr € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most
d such that f1(0) = --- = fr(0) = 0. Put f;(X) = Zc-l:l fijX7. Letey,...,ef €
(0,1/100], and put A = Hle ;. Define constants

co=1+¢e, c1=1+k/2k)M +10e, ¢ =2.5+1/(2k)™ 1 + 500¢,

and let M € R satisfy

1 loge™!

M>= .
_2+210g2

Let Q < A=14d=1) pe sych that there are at least QY1 HE)0dd=1) tripleg (a,q,h) €
74 x 74 x 7F satisfying:

(1) g = =gqq and 1 < g; < 2°QY =Y for 1 <j <d.
(2) hi < e ' ATYEROY for 1 <i<k.
(8) For each j € {1,...,d} we have

k ) 1/d
a Q
g hifij = —J +0 (xj—5> )

i=1 9

Then provided A= 4=1) < g there is some positive integer ¢ < x€Q/<(@=1) gnd
at least Q1/2(1+e)erdd=1) pairs (a,h) € Z¢ x ZF such that:

(1) hy < e 'A~2/@OY forie {1,... k}.
or each 53 € 11,..., we have
2) F hje{l,....d} weh

k . 1/d
> hifij= Y40 <Q_8> :
i=1 q 7

All implied constants depend only on d, k,e and M.

Proof. The proof is nearly identical to [Maynard, 2021, Proposition 5.2]. By as-
sumption, there is some Q < (Hf:1 g; 1)14(d=1) such that there are at least Q1/2c14(d—1)

triples (a,q,h) € Z¢ x Z x ZF with gcd(cﬂz/jj,qj) =1 and ¢; < 2°Q'/ =1 for
j=1,2,...,d, and with |h;| < g; "ATY R for § = 1,2,..., k and with

k ) 1/d
E hifij =240 (Q.E> :
i=1 4 !

IfQ < A‘l/(%)M, then we just take one such triple (a,q,h). In this case the
triple (ja, jq,jh) for j = 1,2,...,Q then give @Q relations of the desired type
Cl, > 2d(d — 1) + 1, since jh; < Qa;lA_l/(%)M < EflA_Q/(2k)NI. Thus we may
assume Q(%)M > AL

We now apply Lemma [6.3] with § = ((1 + €)c1d(d — 1)) L. Provided ¢y = 2.5 +
1/(2k)M=1 + 500¢ and ¢; = 1+ k/(2k)M + 10e, we see that the bounds Q <
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(Hk Efl)cld(dfl) and (Hk Efl)C2d(d71) < z imply

i=1%1 =117

Qi & c2(1—2¢)d(d—1)—cq (d—1) k (2+k/(2k)™M +200e) /6
por <x ¢ (H 51-) <z ° (H £i>
i=1 i=1

for 1 <i < d, since

ca(1 =28)d(d—1) —cy(d —1) > (2+ k/(2k)M +200¢)(1 4 €)crd(d — 1)
is implied by the fact that

1+k/(2)M + ¢
2.5+ 1/(2k)M=1 4 500¢)(1 — 2¢) — (2 + k/(2k)M 4 200¢)(1 + k/(2k)M + 10)(1 +¢)’

dz(

and so all hypotheses of Lemma are satisfied. Therefore, there is some qo € Z%
such that at least Q%/2 of the triples (a,q,h) have q = qp. These all give rise to a
rational a;/q due to the condition ¢; = - -+ = ¢q, and so we are done. ([

7. DENSITY INCREMENT

We also need to alter [Maynard, 2021, Lemma 8.3] slightly.

Lemma 7.1. Let f1,..., fx € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d with f1(0) =
o= fu(0) = 0. Put fi(X) =0 i X0,

Let ¢ >0, By,...,Bpy > 1, Q € Zsg, and 1 < qo < 2°Q*%. Let € [0,1/100] be
such that
Ql/d

rl—e’

n <

Letr € {1,...,k} and h® ... ' h(") € ZF and a®V), ... a") € Z¢ satisfy:

(1) hl(-é)SBiforlgigkandlgﬁgr.
(2) For 1 <{<r and1l<j<d we have

)

i at 4
Son i - =] <.
i=1 do

(3) Put Bl(-é) = hg)/Bi for1<f<randl<i<k. We have

Hfl(l) A AR®

- Hfl(l) ’fl(r)

‘ o0 ‘ oo

and

HflmH Hfl(r)

1
- < Qi/cd@=1)"

Then there is an integer k' < k, real polynomials g1,...,gr € R[X] of degree at
most d with g1(0) = --- = gx(0) = 0 and quantities B, ..., B}, > 2 and y < x such
that:



14 CHEUK FUNG (JOSHUA) LAU

(1) If there is an integer n’ <y such that
1
llgi (n))| < o forall1 <i<FkK
3
then there is an integer n < x such that

1
Il fi(n)]] < o foralll <i<k.

2

(2) We have

1—¢

Y z
(B:/l L. BI/C/)d(d*l)(4.56+1.571/k,3) >> (B )d(d*l)(4.5c+1.571/k471/k4) :

1+ By

Proof. The majority of the proof is identical to the corresponding proof in Maynard
[2021]. Due to the proof being quite long, we only include the parts where it differs.
The following is a modified version of the proof, bottom half of Page 24 of Maynard
[2021] onwards.

We see that g; are polynomials of degree at most d with g;(0) = 0 since fz are. Fi-
nally, we put y = 62~ min;||h;|| s /qoQ"/%Ds, and note that since n < Q/?/a1~¢,
we have y < 6 min, ||hy||oo /g0 D2. Putting everything together, we see that there
is an n’ < y such that

1
los()l <

for 1 < < k' = k — r, then there is an n = n’gpDy with n < z and n <
d min, ||h;||eo /7 such that

1
i < =
15l < 3
for 1 < ¢ < k. Thus we are left to verify the size estimates with this choice of
Bi,...,B}_, and y. We have

k— k k

HTB’ ezl - llzk—rlloc [Timpyy Bi Dillic, 11 Bi
i .
i=1

52(k—r) < l)2

This implies that (with C a constant depending only on d chosen later)
y o' ming|[hy]|o 2" =22 DS ming || hy |
k—r - k—r k :
(IT;Z7 B2 qoQY4Dy(I1;Z, Bj)©: Q3/lec2(Hi:r+l B;)c:

Recall that Dy = det(H1) < [hilse - |[hy]oc < By B, /QYM4=D" and that
min; ||h; s > [Ti—; || hilloc > D1/(Bi - - - B). This gives

y pl—2e D2Cz*1
k—r nnC > k C Ca—1 3/d
(IL= B)“ (ITimy 41 Bi)“2 Dy Q% %By -+ - By
> al % L QO 1) /ed(d=1)*=3/d [y a1
52 .

(I B
Finally, we choose Cy = d(d — 1)(4.5¢ + 1.5 — 1/(k — r)3). Since D2,Q > 1 and
(Cy—1)/cd(d—1)*—3/d >0,
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which gives

y xlfs

> 7 .
(Hf;{ B})d(d=1)(4.5¢+1.5-1/(k—r)?) ([Ti—, B;)#d=1)(45c+1.5=1/(k=)?)

Since k > r > 1, we have 1/(k —r)3 > 1/k3 + 1/k*, and so we are done. O

There are minimal changes to the proof of Maynard [2021] from here onwards. For
completeness, we include the remaining statements and proofs.

Lemma 7.2. Letn > 0 be sufficiently small in terms of k and d. Let By,...,Br > 1
satisfy Hle B; <0~ Y2 and Bij ER for1 <i<k,1<j<d. LetR be the region
in Rt defined by

R={(h1,...,hx,a1,...,aq) € RF:

k
> hibiy - a
=1

and assume that #(R N ZFT1) = N is sufficiently large in terms of k and d. Then
I <r<kandh®, . . . h") eZF anda®, . . . a" eZ such that:

< V1<j<d, |h]| <B; V1<i<k},

() vie{l,...,rt, B, 2D oY) e RNz
(2) B0 A+ AR =g [0 o B0 o
(3) bW - ||| oo Kp.q By - B/ NY/@+D),

All implied constants depend at most on k and d.

Proof. This is [Maynard, 2021, Lemma 8.1]. O
Proposition 7.3. Let fi1,..., fr € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d > 2
such that f1(0) = --- = fr(0) = 0. Put fi;(X) = 2?21 fi;X7. Let er,...,ex €

(0,1/100], and put A = Hle ;. For any e > 0,M > 4, define constants
co=1+¢e, c1=14+k/2k)" +10e, ¢ =25+1/(2k)" 1 +500e.

Suppose A=2Hd=1 < g and let Q < A=4d=1)  Let q be a positive integer
with ¢ < 25QY/°d=1)_ Let S be the set of pairs (a,h) € Z x ZF such that for
je{l,...,d}, we have

<

k
)
;hm,g .

and such that |h;| < EzlA_W(%)M. Assume that #8 > Q1/2(+e)erd(d=1)

Then there is an integer k' < k, polynomials ¢1,..., g1 € R[X] of degree at most
d > 2 with g1(0) = --- = gw(0) = 0 and quantities €,... e}, € (0,1/100] and
y < x such that for c = 9(1 +¢€)ey + 1.5:

1) If there is an integer n' < y such that for all 1 <i < k'
g Y

lgi(n)]l < &
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then there is an integer n < x such that for all 1 <i <k,
[fi(n)ll < &
(2) We have

(el - el JHADE1/K?) 5 pime (oL g ydd=1)(e=1/K)

All implied constants depend only on k, d and €.

Proof. Taking B;; = fij, 1 = QY%/z and B; < &, ' A~2/@R" | Lemma T2 shows
that we can find a subset of essentially orthogonal generators, and we can apply
Lemma [T 1] It suffices to verify the density estimates. Indeed,

1o o Nd(d—1)(e—1/K"®) _ Yy
y(er - ew) (Bi,,,B;,)d(d_l)(c—l/kﬂ)
X
> (Br-- By)d@ D(e /17K

= 2o - ep A2/ R yd(d=1) (=1 /K -1 /K
>> ./L'(El P Ek)d(dil)(cil/ks)_

Note here M > 4 is required for the last step. ([l

8. PUTTING EVERYTHING TOGETHER
As in Maynard [2021)], combining Propositions 53] [6.4] [73] we obtain the following
version of [Maynard, 2021, Proposition 5.4].
Proposition 8.1. Let € > 0, and d, k be positive integers. Define constants
co=1+¢e, co=25+1/(2k)M"1 +100e,
and let M € R satisfy

—1
M >max et o8 |
2 2log2

Let co = 2.5+ 1/(2k)M =1 4+ 100e, and Cq be a constant depending only on d, k
(and implicitly on e, M ) such that the following holds.

Let f1,..., fr € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d such that f1(0) = --- =
fx(0) = 0. Put fi(X) = Z;l:l fi; X3, Let e1,...,er € (0,1/100], and put

A= Hle ;. Let A=1 < gl/e2d(d=1)

If there is no positive integer n < x such that for all i =1,2,... k,

[fi()]l < e,
then there is a positive integer k' < k and polynomials g1, ..., g € R[X] of degree
at most d, with g1(0) = --- = gi (0) = 0 and reals €}, . ..,¢},, € (0,1/100] andy € R

with y < x such that both of the following hold:
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(1) There is no positive integer n’ <y such that for alli=1,2,... kK,
llgs(n))I| < €.
(2) We have
_ c— 13 1 _ _ c— 3
d(d—1)(e=1/K"7) > mxl (g1 -+ - g ) U= D 1/ET)

where ¢ = 9(1 + ¢)(1 + k/(2k)M + 10¢) + 1.5.

y(er - ew)

All implied constants depend only on k, d and €.
Theorem 8.2. Let k,d € ZT, ¢ >0, and M € R satisfy

-1

M > max 471+10g€ .
2 2log2

There is a constant Cqj > 2 depending only on d, k (and e,M ) such that the

following holds.

Let f1,..., fr € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d such that f1(0) = --- =
fe(0)=0. Leteq,...,er € (0,1/100], and put A = Hle ;. Define

co = 10.5+ 9k/(2k)M +¢.

IfFATL < gl/e2dd=1) gnd o > Ca.x, then there is a positive integer n < x such that
lfitn)|| <e; forallie{l,...,k}.

Proof. The proof is essentially identical to |Maynard, 2021, Theorem 1.1]. Assume
for a contradiction that there is no positive n < x such that || f;(n)|| < ¢; for all
i=1,2,...,k Let Cyy be the constant in Proposition BIl Let Co = sup;;, Ca;-

Define a System to be a tuple (k, g, d,y) consisting of

(1) A positive integer k.
(2) A k-tuple g of real polynomials (g1,...,gx) of degree at most d satisfying
91(0) = -+~ = gx(0) = 0.
(3) A k-tuple 9 of reals (1, ...,d;) with ¢; € (0,1/100] for all ¢ € {1,2,...,k}.
(4) A real y such that there is no positive integer n < y satisfying
lgs(n)ll < &
foralli=1,2,... k.

Let ¢ = 9(1 +¢)(1 + k/(2k)™ 4+ &) + 1.5. Given a system (k,g,d,y), let A(d) =
Hle 6;. By Proposition 811 if a system (k;, g;, 7, y;) satisfies A(d;)~¢24d=1) < 4.
then there is a system (kj41,8;41,0 +1,Y;+1) such that kj1 <kj, yj11 < y;,

1—e Nd(d—1)(c—1/k2)
yj+1A(5j+1)d(d’l)(cfl/kﬁl) > Yj A(JJ)C i |
0

Note that if
(8.1) Yyl mhiE A (8;) WAV 1/ > ok

J
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then we have

1—¢ \d(d—1)(c—1/k?)
, ks VAN(] i
yl—k;+18A(6j+l)d(d—l)(c—l/k?+1) > yjfiﬂayj ( J)CO

J+1
Therefore, if () holds, we can find infinite systems with k; a strictly descending
list of positive integers, which is impossible. Therefore, there does not exist a sys-

tem satisfying (81]).

>chit > o

Therefore, given an integer k, polynomials f = (f1,..., fx) € R[X]*¥ of degree at
most d satisfying f1(0) = --- = fx(0) = 0, quantities € = (1, ...,ex) € (0,1/100]*
and a real x satisfying pl—ke Ad(d=1)(c=1/k?) > C{f, (k,f,e,x) cannot form a system,
so there must exist some n < x such that || fi(n)|| <e; foralli=1,2,...,k. O
By taking e; = --- = g, = o~ /2dd=Dk_and for any ¢ > 0 letting M large such
that 2™ > ¢=1 we arrive at the following;:

Corollary 8.3. Let f1,..., fr € R[X] be polynomials of degree at most d such that
f1(0) = -+ = fx(0) = 0. Then there is a positive integer n < x such that for all
>0,

HfZ(TL)H Ldke Ifl/(10.5+s)kd(d71)
foralli=1,2,... k.
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