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ON THE SIZE OF SETS AVOIDING A GENERAL STRUCTURE

RUNZE WANG

ABsTRACT. Given a finite abelian group G and a subset S C G, we let Ng, s be the smallest
integer N such that for any subset A C G with N elements, we have g+ S C A for some g € G.
Using the probabilistic method, we prove that
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where Hg(S) is the stabilizer of S.

Problems about avoiding structures, especially avoiding arithmetic progressions, are well-
known and have been extensively studied. For example, the famous Roth’s theorem, which
is about avoiding three-term arithmetic progressions, was proved in [3] and has been refined in
[1, 2, 4, 5]. In this succinct paper, we take the avoided structure to be a general set.

For a finite abelian group (G,+), an element g € G, and a subset S C G, we define g + S to
be {g + s: s € S}, and define the stabilizer of S to be

He(S)={d€eG: ¢d+5=5}

It is easy to check that Hg(S) is a subgroup of G, and S is the union of some cosets of Hg(S5).
Given a finite abelian group G and a subset S C G, we let Ng, g denote the smallest integer
N > |S| such that for any subset A C G with N elements, we have g + S C A for some g € G.
Thus, for any M < Ng g—1, there exists a subset B C G with M elements, such that g+5 ¢ B
for any g € G. Roughly speaking, this means the additive structure of S is avoided in B.
Firstly we prove the following bounds on Ng, g, and the lower bound will be improved later.

Theorem 1. We have
|Ha(S)| -1
|Ha(S)|

S| -1
5]

\G\+1§NG7S§{ yGyJH.

Proof. For the lower bound, we can construct a subset B C G with %]G! elements by

excluding one element from each coset of Hg(S), then we will have g+ S ¢ B for any g € G.
For the upper bound, let us assume for some subset A C G with USI'T_‘I]G ]J + 1 elements, we

have g+ S ¢ A for any g € G, which means (g + S) N (G \ A) # 0 for any g € G. For each

a € G\ A, we have
{geG: aeg+ 5l =HgeG: gea—-S}=a-S5=|5],
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which implies

HgeG: (g+S)N(G\A) A< D HgeG: acg+S}
aeG\A

=[G\ A][S]

= (1e1- (|Bigrien| +1) st

<16,

contradicting the assumption that (g + S) N (G \ A) # 0 for any g € G. So for any subset
A C G with US]'T_\IIG’J + 1 elements, we can find g + S in A for some g € G, and thus Ng, g <

WT"HGW Y 0
We have a direct corollary.

Corollary 2. If S is a coset of some subgroup of G, then

Sl—1
NG75:| ||S| |G| + 1.

Proof. If S is a coset of a subgroup, then |Hg(S)| = |S|, and the equalities in Theorem 1 will be
attained. 0

Let Tg(S) be a transversal of G/Hg(S), which means T¢(S) contains exactly one element

from each coset of Hg(95), so |Ta(S)| = % For a subset A C G, it is easy to see that the

following two statements are equivalent.

e There exists g € G, such that g+ 5 C A.
e There exists ¢’ € T(S), such that ¢’ + S C A.

Using the probabilistic method, we prove another lower bound on Ng, 5. We will use this

result as a lemma to prove a better lower bound in Theorem 4, which is our final goal.
Lemma 3. We have
Na, s > |Ta(S)|"VI9G| = |Ha(8) Y9G /18]

Proof. Suppose N > |S| is an integer such that for any subset A C G with N elements, there
exists g € G such that g +.5 C A. We randomly choose a set X from all N-element subsets of
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G, then
PEgeGst.g+SCX)=P3g €Tg(S)st. g +5CX)
< Y P¢+SCX)

9'€Ta(S)

(Vo)

('%)
< 1T6(S)| (%)S'.

If N < |[Tg(S)|"YI5l|G|, then P(3 g € G s.t. g+ S C X) < 1, which means there is some
N-element set A C G such that g+S ¢ A for any g € G, contradiction. So N > |T¢(S)|~/I¥l|G],
and thus Ne, s > [Ta(S)| /5G| = [He(S)15 G151, y

= |Ta(9)

Combining the ideas in Theorem 1 and Lemma 3, we prove the following result. In the proof,
we take G' := G/Hq(S) and S’ := S/Hg(S), then He(S’) will be trivial, and by Lemma 3, we
have Ngv g1 > |G'|*=1/15°l. And because N¢r, s is an integer, we know Ngr g > HG’|1_1/‘S/W.

Theorem 4. We have

|Ha(S)] — 1 G| 1—|Hg(9)I/S]
Ne. s 2 Ty 191 Rrﬂaw)\) | O

1=[Hg(S)|/IS]
Proof. We shall construct a subset B C G with %\G\ + R%) ¢ w -1

elements, and show that g+ .S ¢ B for any g € G.
By Lemma 3, we know that there is a subset B’ C G’ with [|G'|*~Y/I5l] — 1 elements, such
that ¢’ + 5" ¢ B’ for any ¢’ € G'. We let

Bi={beG: b+ Hg(S) € B'},
|Bi| = ([IG"'""191] = 1)|Ha(S)).

Then, there are |G'| — |B’| cosets of Hg(S) which are not in B’, we denote these cosets by
Hy, Ha, ..., Hig g In each H;, we randomly pick an element h;, and let K; be H; \ {h;}.
We let By be the union of K, so
|G'|—|B'|
B,= |J K,
i=1

and

|Ba| = (1G] = |B')(|Ha(S)] = 1) = (¢ = ([|¢"""V191] = 1)) (| He(S)] - 1)
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Now, we take B to be By U By, then

|B| = \G’\(\HG< >\ 1)+ HG'P VIS —
_ |He(9)| -1 yGy 1 [Ha(5)|/19]
_ ‘H

And we need to show that g+ S ¢ B for any g € G.

e If for some g € G, we have g+ S C By, then ¢’ := g+ Hg(S) € G' and ¢’ + S’ C B,
contradicting the definition of B’.

o If for some g € G, we have g+ S C B and (g + S) N By # (), then again we have a
contradiction, because g + S is a union of Hg(S) cosets, but By is a union of Hg(S5)

cosets with punched holes.

Sog+ S ¢ B for any g € G. O

We need to check the lower bound obtained in Theorem 4 is better than the one in Lemma
3. Although this is intuitive, we have a formal verification given by the following proposition,

where g, h, and s play the roles of |G|, |Hg(S)|, and |S| respectively.

Proposition 5. Let g, h, s > 1 be three real numbers with g > h, then

== J >h /s 1 1/5‘
ot (R) =

Proof. We can fix g and h, and take s as a variable. Note that actually we should have h < s < g,
but for calculation convenience, let us take 1 < s < co. Let f(s) = &= 1g+( Yi=hls —pt/sgl=1/s,
It turns out f/(s) <0, so f(s) is decreasing on [1, co). And if s is taken to be oo, then f(oc0) = 0.

So we always have f(s) > 0, and thus %g + (%)1—h/s > pl/sgl=1/s, 0

Note that if S is a coset of some subgroup of G, then the lower bound in Theorem 4 is the
same as the one in Theorem 1; if |[Hg(S)| = 1 or Hg(S) = S = G, then the lower bound in
Theorem 4 is the same as the one in Lemma 3.

We finish this short paper with an example.

Let us take G to be Capas, the cyclic group of order 2024 = 23 - 11 - 23, and take S to be the
union of n cosets of the subgroup of order eight. So |S| = 8n, and if we restrict n to be in [1, 10],
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then |Hg(S)| must be eight. Then by Theorem 1, Corollary 2, and Theorem 4, we have

= 1772 ifn=1,
€ [1787, 1898] if n=2,
€ [1812, 1940] if n =3,
€ [1835, 1961] if n =4,
€ [1855, 1974] if n =5,
Ng, s
€ [1872, 1982] if n =6,
€ [1886, 1988] if n=717,
€ [1898, 1993] if n =38,
€ [1908, 1996] if n =9,
€ [1917, 1999] if n = 10.
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