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ON SOLUTION-FREE SETS FOR SIMULTANEOUS DIAGONAL
POLYNOMIALS

MATTHEW L. SMITH

ABSTRACT. We consider a translation and dilation invariant system consist-
ing of k diagonal equations of degrees 1,2,..., k with integer coefficients in s
variables, where s is sufficiently large in terms of k. We show via the Hardy-
Littlewood circle method that if a subset A of the natural numbers restricted
to the interval [1, N] satisfies Gowers’ definition of uniformity of degree k, then
it furnishes roughly the expected number of simultaneous solutions to the given
equations. If A furnishes no non-trivial solutions to the given system, then we
show that the number of elements in AN[1, N] grows no faster than a constant
multiple of N/(loglog N)~¢ as N — oo, where ¢ > 0 is a constant dependent
only on k. In particular, we show that the density of A in [1, N] tends to 0 as
N tends to infinity.

1. INTRODUCTION

Having considered the problem of solution-free sets for a system consisting of
a quadratic equation and a linear equation in [I2], we now consider the system of
k > 2 equations

(1) Li(z1,...,x5) = Mad +--+ Azl =0 (1<j<k).
The coeflicients A1,...,A\s € Z are fixed and satisfy
MA A =0,

ensuring that the system (Il is translation and dilation invariant with respect to
the x;, as the reader may easily verify. For any set A C N, we define

AN:AQ[]‘?N]? 5N:|AN|/N

As in [12], we are interested in the upper density limsupy_, ., oy of a set A fur-
nishing no non-trivial solutions to the system (), and in particular whether or not
this upper density is zero for such a set.

As in the case k = 2, for any N € N, we may obtain solutions to () in A% by
setting 1 = x5 = ... = x,. If further the set of coefficients {\1,..., As} may be
partitioned into r non-intersecting sets

{)\i,17"'7)‘i,p(i)} (1 <i ST)a
such that p(1)+ ...+ p(r) = s and
(2) >‘i,1+~-~+/\i,p(i) =0 (1<i<r),
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then we may generate additional solutions by setting ;1 = ... = x; ;) for 1 <
i < r. We refer to such solutions as trivial solutions. We note that as the set of
coefficients may be partitioned into at most s/2 sets of two or more elements, and
that at most [s/2]! such partitions exist such that each subset satisfies the criterion
@), the number of trivial solutions is at most [s/2]!|An]|*/2.

As in [I2], our goal is twofold. First, we wish to find an upper bound for the
density d of a maximal subset Ay C [1, N] which furnishes no non-trivial solutions
in A% to the system (). Second, if instead Ay does furnish non-trivial solutions to
the system (), then we seek to obtain a lower bound for the number A of solutions
which is consistent with the anticipated product of local densities.

We first define

3 so(k) = 2k [k(log k + 21oglog k)] + 10k? + 6.
(3) ( g glog

We note that the quantity so(k)/2 is the minimum number of variables currently
required to establish the asymptotic bound in Vinogradov’s mean value theorem
(see, for example, §3 of [18§]).

We also define a non-singular solution to the system () to be a solution a =

(a1,...,as) such that there exists at least one subset {i1,...,4;} of the indices
{1,..., s} such that
oL,
4 NG zdet< J) 40,
(@ in o) = det (52 )]
that is, the Jacobian associated to the variables z;,, ..., x;, is non-zero when eval-

uated at a. We note that since

A(ll,,lk)zk')\“)\zk H (l‘iu —LL‘iU),
1<u<v<k

the solution a is non-singular if the a; take on at least k different values.

Theorem 1. Suppose that s > so(k), and that A* contains no non-trivial solutions
to the system (). Suppose further that the system (1) possesses both a non-singular
real solution and a non-singular p-adic solution for all rational primes p. Then for
N sufficiently large in terms of the A;, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 dependent on
k such that dn < (loglog N)~°.

We show in our proof of Theorem [] that we may take ¢ = 9-2"",

Theorem 2. Suppose that s > so(k), and suppose that the system (1) possesses
both a non-singular real solution and a non-singular p-adic solution for all rational
primes p. There exists a constant K, dependent at most on the \;, with the following
property. Suppose the set Ax has cardinality SN and is a-uniform of degree k,
where the parameter a obeys the upper bound

(5) a < Ko (o2

Then for N sufficiently large in terms of the X;, the set A% necessarily contains
non-trivial solutions to the system Ly = ... = L1 = 0, and the number N of
solutions in Ay, satisfies the lower bound

(6) N> 5Jstsfk(k+1)/27

where the implicit constant is dependent at most on the \; and k.
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We note that if 5y < N~1HEE+1/5 then one can show that the trivial solutions
alone contribute more than the lower bound given in (@). We note also that if
s is sufficiently large in terms of k, then we anticipate that, in the presence of
suitable conditions on the A;, the local solubility hypotheses may be removed from
the statements of Theorems [I] and

We recall that Erdés and Turdn [5] conjectured in 1936 that a set A C N with
positive upper density necessarily contains arbitrarily long arithmetic progressions,
or, equivalently, solutions in AF to the system of k& — 2 translation and dilation
invariant linear equations

,Tj—2$j+1+$j+2:0 (1§]§k_2)

for any & > 3. In 1953, Roth [II] used a variation of the Hardy-Littlewood cir-
cle method to prove that a set A containing no three-term progressions satisfies
Sy < (loglog N)~1. The methods of Roth’s proof have been successively refined
by Heath-Brown [9], Szemerédi [15], and Bourgain [3], [4], the latter of whom has
obtained the current strongest bound of 6 < (loglog N)?(log N)~2/3.

Szemerédi proved the Erdés-Turdn conjecture for the case k = 4 in 1969 [13] via
a combinatorial argument. He followed this result with an elementary proof of the
conjecture for general k in 1975 [14], although neither proof resulted in a reasonable
explicit upper bound for  as N — oo. It was not until 2001 that Gowers [7], using
the method of exponential sums, was able to give the first explicit upper bound of
dn < (loglog N)~¢, where ¢ is a positive constant dependent on k. The crucial new
device in Gowers’ proof is a new notion of pseudorandomness based on polynomial
uniformity of degree d. Gowers showed that a set which is sufficiently pseudorandom
under this new definition necessarily contains an arithmetic progression of length
k, while a set which is not sufficiently pseudorandom may be shown to be unusually
dense in some long arithmetic progression P.

As well as obtaining an upper bound on dy when A%, contains no non-trivial
solutions to the system (I), we are also interested in obtaining a lower bound on
the number of solutions N in A% to the system (IJ) when the uniformity parameter
a is sufficiently small in terms of the density dy. To this end, we employ some
of the same techniques used by Vinogradov [17] and Hua [10] to show that when
s is sufficiently large in terms of k, the number of solutions A in [1, N]?* to the
translation and dilation invariant system

=yl 4yl (1<j<k)

satisfies N < N2s—k(k+1)/2 where the implied constant depends on k and s. This
problem is associated with Vinogradov’s mean value theorem. We also use some of
the same methods used to find integer solutions (x1,...,Zs) to the system

(7) o4l =N, (1<j<k),

where Ny, ..., Nj are integers satisfying certain size conditions. The problem of
establishing a lower bound on s in terms of k such that the system (7]) possesses
solutions in N* for Ny,..., Ny satisfying appropriate conditions is known as the
Hilbert-Kamke problem.

Our proof broadly combines the Hardy-Littlewood circle method approach to
counting three-term arithmetic progressions as described in [I1], and the approach
of Gowers to the general case of Szemerédi’s theorem in [7]. We first assume that the
set Ay is a-uniform of degree k according to the definition in [7] for a appropriately
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bounded in terms of §x. In §2, we approximate the number of solutions to () in
A3 by considering instead the number of solutions in [1, N]°. We use the methods
developed by Gowers in [7] to estimate the error involved in this approximation
in §3. After introducing some definitions and technical results from the Hardy-
Littlewood circle method and Vinogradov’s mean value theorem in §4, we apply
Vinogradov’s result directly to complete our error estimate in §5, while in §6 we
apply the translation and dilation invariance of the system () and the Hardy-
Littlewood method to count the number of solutions in [1, N]*. We then combine
the resulting estimates in §7 to obtain a lower bound for N in the uniform case for
a suitably bounded above in terms of dy. If the set Ay fails to be a-uniform of
degree k for a suitably bounded above, we show the set is concentrated in a long
arithmetic progression. By iterating the concentration process, we obtain the upper
bound for dn given in Theorem [II

In this paper, < and > denote the familiar Vinogradov notation, and we use
the familiar shorthand e(z) for the exponential function exp(2mix) and e, (z) for
exp(2miz/q), while T denotes the unit interval [0, 1). Unless otherwise indicated, a
boldface character denotes a k-dimensional vector, such as « for (ag,...,a7). All
statements involving the variable € are assumed to hold for all values of € > 0.

2. SETUP AND NOTATION

Our basic approach to counting solutions to the system (I) with € A% is by
means of the Hardy-Littlewood circle method. With this in mind, we define

fla)= > elara" +.. . +owx),  fila) = f(hia).
TzEAN

It will often be convenient to write simply f; for f;(a). By orthogonality, the
number N of solutions to () in A% may be written as

(8) szjri[lfuia>da=/wf[lfida.

Our aim is to establish a lower bound for A of the form N > §% N5~ *(F+1/2,
where dy is the density of Ay. In order to obtain an asymptotic approximation to
the integral in () with the expected main term, we require the definitions

gla) = Z elapz® + ... +a1z), gi(a) = gha),
1<a<N

v(e) = dng(a), vi(a) = Ongi(a),

Ela) = v(a)-f(a), Ei(a) = wvi(a) - fi(a).

As in the case of f;, it will usually be convenient to omit the input variables for
functions g;, v;, and E; in subsequent discussion.

To estimate the integral in (§]), we approximate the generating functions f; with
the exponential sums v; and estimate both the new integral and the error involved
in this approximation. If we define

(9) Iz/ Hgida,
T+ =1
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then it follows by the triangle inequality that

S S
[[oi-117
i=1 i=1

|03 - I — N| <</
'ﬂ‘k

do <Y I,
j=1

where
L = / (o1 = f1) - [Jvi| dex,
T* =2
Jj—1 s
I; = / wj—f)- [Jvi I[ £ilde (@<ji<s—1),
T* =1 i=j+1
s—1
Is = /,c (Us_fs)'Hfi do.
T i=1

It is convenient at this point to introduce the notation
J(©)= | |8(a)]" da
Tk
for the (s — 1)%" moment integral of a function ©. Now, by the trivial inequality
lay -+ as] < Jar|t + ... + |a¢|t, we obtain

a€eTk

n< sup B3 [ ol da < sup [B()]- ),
a€cTk i—o J Tk

where the implied constant depends on the )\;. Similarly,

acTk Tk

s—1
I, < sup IESI-Z/k |filP " da < sup |E(a)] - J(f).
i=1 7T

Meanwhile, for fixed 2 < j < s — 1, we have

Jj—1 s
Iy < sup IEk|/ Sl T+ D AT da
a€cTk N

i=j+1
< sup [E(a)|- (J(v) + J(f))-
aeTk
We therefore infer that
(10) 0% - I —N| < (suqrr)k |E(a)|> (J)+ J(f)).
oc
Now, by the trivial estimates,
J() < (yN) 0 ® [ y(a) ™ dea
'H‘k
and
J(f) < (On N0 ()™ day,
'H‘k

where so(k) is as defined in (@). By the underlying Diophantine equations, we
observe that

[ 1@ da < [ gl da
Tk Tk
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It follows that if we define
7= [ late)® da.
Tk
then by the preceding discussion and the definition of v(a), we have
J() +J(f) < @uN) 700
Substituting this expression into () yields

(11) oy - I —N| < (sup |E(a)|> Gy N)TImW g

acTk

To obtain a lower bound for A/, we therefore require an upper bound for the
error E(a), an upper bound for the moment integral J, and a lower bound for the
approximation integral I.

3. THE ERROR E(a) VIA UNIFORMITY OF DEGREE k

We begin our analysis of the error F(a) by assuming that the set Ay is a-uniform
of degree k according to the definition in [7] for a suitably bounded in terms of dy.
We then use the method of Weyl differencing to obtain an exponential sum which
may be estimated using the method developed in [7].

Lemma 1. If the set Ay is a-uniform of degree k, then
g—k—1
(12) |E(a)| < 2a N
uniformly in c.
Proof. We begin by defining A(z) to be the characteristic function of Ay and

| v —A(x), whenl<z <N,
En(r) = { 0, otherwise,

the balanced function of the set Ap. This allows us to write
N

E(a) = Z&v(x)e(akxk + ...+ alx),
=1

To estimate this sum for general a, we use the method of Weyl differencing (see,
for example, §2.2 in [16]). It is convenient at this point to introduce the following
shorthand notation for the associated difference operators. For any function f, we
define the first forward difference operators A; by

Ay (f(z);w) = f(2)f(z —w).
For higher order forward difference operators, we define Ay recursively by
Ap(f();wr, .o wi) = A (Ag—1 (f(2);w1, .0 we—1), W) -
Under this notation, we recall from §3 of [7] that a set Ay C [1, N] of cardinality
OnN is said to be a-uniform of degree k for a parameter a if
(13) > D Appr (En(z);w) < aNFF2,
|wil,..., w1 |<SN—12€1w
where the interval I,,, which may be empty, is defined by
(14) Ly = [LNIN({L,N+w)n...n(,N]+wi + ...+ wkt1)-
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Here [1,N] 4+ w denotes the right translation of the interval [1, N] by w. The
statement of this definition differs slightly from that in [7], in which the set Ay
is taken to be a subset of Z/NZ rather than Z, and so the sum is taken instead
over x,wi,...,wgtr1 € Z/NZ. However, an elementary computation reveals that
the definition above is equivalent to that in [7], as the definition of I, ensures that
the quantities

T — €W — ... = €Epp1WE+1 (61,...,6k+1) S {0,1}k+1

all lie in the interval [1, N] for a given (k + 1)-tuple w.
If we now apply k+ 1 iterations of Weyl differencing to the sum F(a), we obtain

k+1 k+1_ 4.
[B()]” < (@N)* A > Y Awr (En(a)w),
[wil,- o Wk | SN—1z€lw
where we retain the definition of I, from (I4]). We note that after k + 1 iterations
of Weyl differencing, the exponential factor e(ayz® + ...+ ajz) is reduced to 1.
Now, if the set Ay is a-uniform of degree k, then it follows by ([I3]) that
B(a)[*™ < (2N)2 k2 ka2 = g2t ezt
By raising both sides to the power 27%~1 we obtain
g—k—1
|E(a)| < 2a N,
which is precisely the bound stated in (I2)). O

4. HARDY-LITTLEWOOD METHOD PRELIMINARIES

To estimate both the moment integral J and the approximation integral I in
(), we apply the classical Hardy-Littlewood circle method by subdividing the
k-dimensional unit cube T* into the appropriately defined major arcs 9t and the
corresponding minor arcs m and then estimating the contribution of the integrals
over each set. To obtain these estimates, we require several definitions and technical
lemmas.

We first define the dissection of T* into the major and minor arcs. Let

(15) o(k)™t =8k* (logk + (loglogk)/2 + 2), §(k) = ko(k).
For q € N, a € ZF, we may define an individual major arc (g, a) by

Mg a) = {a € [0,1)" : lga; — a;] < N°B1 < j <k},
This allows us to define the major arcs 9t and the minor arcs m to be

(16) M = U M(q,a), m=][0,1)F\M.
0<ay,...,a1 <g<N°®
(g,a1,...;a1)=1
It follows that the integral of any function over T* is the sum of the integrals over
M and m.
Our estimates of the minor arc contributions require the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let o(k) and 6(k) be as defined in (I3). Suppose that N is sufficiently
large in terms of k and that |g(a)| > N*=9(). Then there exist ¢ € N and a € ZF
such that 1 < ¢ < N°®) and lga; — a;| < NOF)=I for 1 < j < k.
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Proof. This is a special case of Theorem 4.4 in [2]. O

We note that if we define @ = (q,ax,...,a1) and ¢* = ¢/Q, aj = a;/Q for
1 < j < k, then it follows by Lemma B that |g(a)| > N'=(®) necessarily forces
a € M. The contrapositive of this result implies that sup,e,, |9(a)| < N1=7F).

To estimate the contribution of integrals over the major arcs 9, we require the
definitions

a
S(¢g,a) = Z eq (wem® +...+aim), Si(g,a)
m=1

S(qu )‘ia)u

N
w(B) = /0 e(Bey* 4. +B1y) dyv,  wi(B) = whpB).

We also require the following lemma, which we state in the generality necessary for
use in estimating both the moment integral J and the approximation integral I.

Lemma 3. Suppose that (q,ak,...,a1) = 1. Then the series S;(q,a) and the
integral w;(B) satisfy

(17) Si(g,a) < ¢ 71/t

and

(18) wi(B) < N(L+[B1|N + ...+ B[ N*) ~H/E.
Moreover, if o € M and we define B; = oj — aj/q for 1 < j <k, then
(19) gi(a) = q'Si(q, @)wi(B) < q(1+ |B1|N + ...+ B N*).

The implied constants in each case depend on \;.

Proof. These results all follow from the discussion in Chapter 7 of [16]. In particu-
lar, the bounds in (7)) and (I8]) follow respectively from Theorem 7.1 and Theorem
7.3, while the error estimate in (9] follows from Theorem 7.2. O

To estimate the main term in the major arc contribution for the approximation
integral I, we require the following lemma on the sums S;(g, a).

Lemma 4. Suppose (q,ag,...,a1) = (r,bg,...,b1) = (q,7) = 1. Then
S’i(qTa agT + kaa ce, 01T+ le) = S’L(qv Ay e - vy a’l)S’i(Tv bk7 R bl)
Furthermore, the function S(q) defined by

(20) Sio= >, ¢°]][Siea)
=1

is multiplicative.

Proof. The first result is essentially a generalisation of Lemma 2.10 in [I6], while
the second result follows from the first and from Lemma 2.11 in [16]. O

The later steps of our analysis of the major arc contribution to our estimate
for the approximation integral I rest on establishing the existence of non-singular
real solutions to the system () in (0,1)® and non-singular p-adic solutions for all
rational primes p.

Lemma 5. The system () possesses a real, non-singular solution in (0,1)%.
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Proof. That the system ({I]) possesses a real, non-singular solution y = (y1,...,¥ys)
is a hypothesis of Theorems [ and 2l If y ¢ (0,1)%, then we may generate a real,
non-singular solution in (0,1)* as follows. Define

Y = max |y

1<i<s
Then the vector (11, ...,7s), where
) 1 )
771':4y—{/+§ (1<i<s),
lies in the s-dimensional cube (0,1)® and is also a non-singular solution to the
system () by translation and dilation invariance. O

Before considering the existence of p-adic solutions, we let ¢ be any natural
number and define M, (g) to be the number of solutions to the system of congruences

(21) Mzl 4. 4 Aa? =0 (mod q) (1<j<k)

with @ € (Z/qZ)*. We also require the following version of Hensel’s Lemma, which
is essentially Proposition 5.20 in [8].

Lemma 6. (Hensel’s Lemma) Suppose that L1(X1, ..., Xk),..., Lg(X1,..., Xy) €
ZypX1,..., Xi] and (21,...,21) € ZE. Define

oL;
AO = det (8X1)

)
(1,005 xy)

where the partial derivatives are formal derivatives. Suppose that Ay # 0 and that

2
max {12;(@, w0l < Al

Then there exists a unique vector y = (y1,...,Yk) € Z’; such that L1(y) = ...
Li(y) =0 and

oy < p 1. .
max {[e; —yl, | <p~*- |8,

Lemma 7. For every rational prime p there exists a number u = u(p) < oo such
that
My(pf) 2 6D

for all t > u.

Proof. Suppose that (a1,...,as) is a non-singular solution in Z3 to the system of
congruences (2I)). That such a solution exists is a hypothesis of Theorems [Tl and
By suitable re-numbering, we may assume that A(1,...,k) # 0, where A(1,...,k)
is the Jacobian determinant defined in ().

For an (s — k)-dimensional vector z = (zg41,...,2s), we define

Aj(z) = Miprz) g+ H A2 (1<) <E).

Suppose |A(1, ..., k)|12) =p!=" > 0. We choose zj41,...,2s so that

(22) zi=a; (mod p") (t > u).

Then _ _
Aaj + ...+ Mal, +Aj(z) =0 (mod p*) (1<j<k).
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It follows that

max {‘z\la{ —|—...—|—/\kaf€—|—Aj(z)‘ } <p U< AL, R
p

1<j<k .
and by Lemma [0 there exists a unique (by,...,b;) € Z’; such that
M+ MDA (2) =0 (1<j<Ek).

And since by (22)) we have p*~“ choices for each of zx11,. .., zs, it follows that there
are at least p(*=*)(5=k) solutions to the congruences in (ZI)) with ¢ = p*. Lemma [7]
follows immediately. O

5. THE MOMENT INTEGRAL J

As the moment integral J is identical to the integral at the heart of the Vino-
gradov mean value theorem for degree k, an upper bound for J follows almost
immediately from Vinogradov’s result. We need only establish that the associated
singular integral J(J) and singular series &(J) are absolutely convergent.

Lemma 8. The moment integral J satisfies the bound J < N®o(F)—k(k+1)/2,

Proof. We first define the singular series and singular integral for J respectively by

S(J) = Z Z g=so® |S(q,a)|5°(k),

g=1 0<ag,...,a1<q
(g,ak,...,a1)=1

g = [ lue)® ds.
R
The proof of Theorem 3 in [I8] states that
|g(a)|so(k) do — G(J)j(J) & NS()(k)fk(kJrl)/QfT
Tk

for some 7 > 0. We therefore need only prove that &(J)J(J) < N30k —k(k+1)/2
By (@8, the singular integral 7 (J) obeys the bound

JI) < NS“““)/ (14 |B1|N + ... || N*)~®/* ap
Rk
E oo ‘ ]
< NSO“‘C)H/ (1 + 8| N9) =50 W/% g3,
j=177%

k
< Nso(k)HN*j — Nso(k)—k(k+1)/2
j=1

It follows that J(J) converges absolutely. Meanwhile, by (IT), we have

&) = > > g*®IS(ga)"

g=1 0<ag,...,a1<q
(¢,ak,--5a1)=1

< qu.qﬁo(k)'(*l/’“rf) < 1.
q=1
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This establishes the absolute convergence of G(J). We have therefore shown that
J < S(J)T(J) < Nk —kk+1)/2

which is precisely the bound in Lemma [8 (I

6. THE APPROXIMATION INTEGRAL [

Our estimate the approximation integral I is obtained by means of the Hardy-
Littlewood circle method. We dissect the k-dimensional unit cube T* into the major
and minor arcs and then estimate the contribution of each region in turn.

We first define the singular series and singular integral for I respectively by

sn=Y. Y o I[s@a

g=1 0<ay,...,a1<q
(¢;ak5..,a1)=1

= [ T[wie)ds.

where S;(¢q,a) and w;(3) are as defined in §4.4. We establish in the next lemma
that the error involved in approximating I by the product &(I)J(I) is of smaller
magnitude than the expected main term.

Lemma 9. For s > so(k), we have
I-6(NJ(I) <« N*-kktD/2=4
for some A > 0.
Proof. We retain the definitions of 9t and m from (I@). Define

A = max |\i].
1<i<s

By suitable re-numbering, we may assume that

(g )] = s o).

If we apply Holder’s inequality, we see that the integral over the minor arcs m is
bounded by

s 1/(s—1)
[ s da < (sup |gl<a>|) 11 ( / |gz-|s-1da) |
m,_q acm 2<i<s Tk

Now, by replacing o(k) with o(k)/2 in the statement of Lemma 2] we see that
if [g1(c)| > N'=7()/2 then there exist ¢ € N, ¢ < N°(%)/2 and a € Z* such that
(¢,an,-..,a1) =1 and |gh1o; — a;| < N°)/277 for 1 < j < k. We now define

Q = (quva’kv .. '7a’1)
and let sgn(A;) = A1 /|A1] denote the signum function of A\;. We further define

¢ =qlM|/Q,  dj=sgn(\)-a;/Q (1<j<k).
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If we assume that N is sufficiently large that A < N°*)/2 then we have ¢/ < N°®*),
0<ay,...,ay <q, (¢,ap,...,a)) =1, and |¢'a; —af| < NOF)=7 for 1 <j<k. It
follows by (I6) that c € 9, and therefore,

sup |g1(a)| < Ni=ok)/2,

acm

Meanwhile, since s — 1 > sg(k), we have by Lemma [ and the trivial estimate
lg(a)| < N that

/(s=1)
(/ lgil* ! da) < / lg(a)]P ! da <« N3—17R(E+D/2)
2<i<s T*

where the implied constants depend on the A;. Hence,
* / H |gi| dow < N3—k(E+D/2=7
m =

for some 7 > 0.
On the major arcs 9, we retain our previous definitions of S;(¢,a) and w;(8),
where 3; = a; — aj/q for 1 < j < k. It therefore follows by (I9) that

/ 19 —a ] Si(g; 0)wi(B)| d
M ;=1 i=1

< / g+ 81N + ... 4 B NO)N*"Tda < N37OFE) mes().
m

And since
N

mes(M) < Z Z g R NFS ()R (k1) /2

g=1 0<ag,...,a1<q
(g,a1,..,01)=1
Q)

< Z NFOR)—k(k+1)/2 o N O1S(R)—k(k+1)/2

we obtain the bound

(24) /zm :1

19— a ] Si(a, a)wi(B)] dex
' =1
« N5-1H(k) L NSk —k(k+1)/2 o ps—h(k+1)/2—7"

for some 7/ > 0, where the implied constants depend on the \;. That 7" > 0 follows
by observing that (k +2)d(k) < (k+2)/8k < 1 for k > 2.

We now define the truncated singular series and truncated singular integral for
I respectively by

NG

N‘s(k) Z Z q® ﬁS’i(q,a)
i=1

PR GIORL g AN s

. / T w3

SINS()=1 S

J(I,N°®) q) = /

—g—1Ns(k)—k
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By the definition of the truncated singular integral, we have
(25)

/im = _H S:(q, a)w:(8) dex

N —1N6(k) k q—1N6(k)—1 s
—S8
-y 3 / - ¢~ [ Si(a a)wi(8) dB
g=1 0<ay,.. ,a1<q TNtk —qT NI i=1

(g,a1,...,a1)=
N

Zs T, N gy,

where S(q) is as defined in (20]).
Now, by [I8),

JI) <« NS/ (1+|61|N+"'+|Bk|Nk)_s/kdﬁ
Rk

k
s i\—s/k?
(26) < N IIA(1+IBjINJ) IR dp
=
k
< N[N =Neohtz,
j=1

It follows that the singular integral J(I) converges absolutely. Moreover,
(27)
|T(1) = T (LN g

< NSZ/

A+ 18N ag; - ] / (1 + [8IND)~/* dp,

1 NS(k)—j

1<i<k
i#j
k
< NSZqN j—o(k H N7t « qstk(k+1)/275(k)7
7j=1 1<i<k

i#j
where the implied constants depend on the );.
It remains to analyse the singular series. By (I7),

(28) S(q) < § : qfs . qs(lfl/kﬁ’é) < qk . qfs/kﬁ’Sé < q79k,
0<ag,...,a1<gq
(g,a1,...,a1)=1

provided that s > so(k) > 10k? and e is chosen to be sufficiently small. Therefore,
by the multiplicative nature of S(q),

Soads@l< ] <1+Zpl]S(pl)]><< [T a+cp>
=1

gSNO® pSNS®) pSNS®)
for some constant C. Hence,

S ds@)l <1,

g< N3k
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where the implied constant depends on the A;. Combining this result with (21
gives
(29)

> S (J(I)—J(I,N‘S(H,Q)) < > |S(g)] - gNTTRERD2ZW)

g< N3(k) q<N6(k)
< Ns—k(k+1)/2=6(k)

Meanwhile, by (28],
(30) |8 -SUNW) = 3 s < D g <N,

gz N g=No®)

where the implied constant depends on the \;. Moreover,
o0
6 <> %<1
qg=1

We have therefore demonstrated the absolute convergence of the singular series
GS(I). By combining this bound with (28), 29), and [B0), we have established

> ST, N® q) - &(1)T ()

g<No(k)

< 3 IS@ITD) - TUNG,q)| + |7 (1) |[8(1) - &(1, N°®)
g<N3(k)
< stk(k“t’l)/?f(s(k)+stk(k+1)/2_N75(k) < Ns—k(k+1)/2=6(k)

Lemma [ follows by combining this result with ([23)), 24)), and (25). O

Lemma 10. For some constant C > 0 dependent at most on the \;, we have
._7(]) _ CNS_k(k+1)/2.

Proof. By the change of variable N-; for +;, we obtain
1
0

and by the changes of variable ;N7 for 3; (1 < j < k), we deduce that J(I) =
C(N) - Ns=k(E+1)/2 where

e = [ [ @ bt B ) avas

We know by Lemma [l that there exists a non-singular real solution (&1,...,&) €
(0,1)* to the system (). By the Implicit Function Theorem (see, for example,
Theorem 13.7 in [I]), there is an (s — k)-dimensional subspace S C [0, 1)® of positive
volume containing the solution (&1, ..., &) in which every point satisfies the system
@). Therefore, by applying k iterations of the Fourier integral formula in the form

T 0
lim / / F(t)e(tw) dw dt = F(0)
Q— o0 _rJ_@Q
to the integral C(INV), we deduce that
C(N)= / dS = mes(S) > 0.
s

Setting C = mes(S) gives the desired result. O
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To prove that &(I) = & > 0 for some constant &, we require the following
lemmas.

Lemma 11. For each prime p, define
T(p)=>_S(p").
h=0

Then T (p) and [, T(p) converge absolutely, and &(I) =[], T(p). Moreover, there
is a positive constant py depending at most on A1,...,\s such that

Proof. The absolute convergence of T'(p) follows from the upper bound on S(g) in
([28). The other results follow from Theorem 2.4 of [16]. O

Lemma 12. For any q € N, we have

> S(d) = 4" My ().

dlq

Proof. Recalling (Z1]), this is a slight modification of Lemma 2.12 in [16]. O
By Lemma [[2] and the definition of T'(p), we have
_ 1 (k—s)t t
T(p) = lim p"~*" M, (p"),
provided this limit exists. It follows by Lemma [7 that
T(p) 2 p @6 > 0,

and so by Lemma [[I] we have & > 0. Combining this result with Lemmas @ and
I, we deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 13. The approzimation integral I satisfies the lower bound
I> CGNS—]C(]C+1)/27

where C and & are positive constants depending at most on the \;.

7. PUTTING EVERYTHING TOGETHER

In the previous sections, we obtained an upper bound for the error E(a), an
upper bound for the moment integral J, and a lower bound for the approximation
integral I. We are therefore ready to combine these estimates to obtain a lower
bound on the number of solutions A in A% to the system (1) when the k-degree
uniformity parameter a is suitably bounded in terms of the density dn. If a does not
obey this bound, then we show that we may find a proper arithmetic progression
P C [1, N] such that the density of A in P is larger than dy. We show that we
may iterate this process until either we reduce to the uniform case or the densities
of the new sets approach 1.
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We begin by combining the results of Lemmas Il [, and to re-write the
inequality in (] as

(31) CSENFEHD/2 _ N « 202 """ .5]5\]*1*50(’6)Ns—k(k+1)/2'
Suppose that a < (C(‘Séf\})(k)+2/4)2k+l. Substituting this bound into &) yields
665%Ns—k(k+1)/2 N« 6766}9V+1Ns—k(k+1)/27

or, equivalently,
C&I3N*—FEFD/2 (1 55 /2) < N.
We note that, as 0 < dy < 1, we have 1/2 < 1 —0n/2 < 1, and therefore

? . 5vasfk(k+l)/2 < N.
Theorem 2 now follows by taking K = (C&/4)%""" in ().

The contrapositive of this result implies that if A%, contains no non-trivial solu-
tions to the system (), then the set Ay is not a-uniform of degree k for a satisfying
the bound stated in Theorem 2l We note that since the uniformity parameter a is
bounded above by 1, we may assume henceforth that

S —1/(s0(k)+2)

We observe that this bound is trivial if the right-hand side exceeds 1.
We now recall the following result from [7].
Lemma 14. If Ay is not a-uniform of degree k for a given value of a, then there

k+8
is a proper arithmetic progression P of cardinality at least N°, where b = a2’ ,

such that
[An NP| > |P|(6n +b).

Proof. We first embed the set Ax C [1,N] into Z/NZ, calling the new set A%.
Recalling the discussion of uniformity of degree k surrounding the definition ([3),
we note that the hypothesis that Ay is not a-uniform of degree k for a given value
of a implies that A}, is not a-uniform of degree k in the sense of Gowers. We may
therefore suppose that A} is not a-uniform of degree k for the given value of a.

By the proof of Theorem 18.2 in [7], we know that if A% is not a-uniform of
degree k for some value of a, then there exists a proper arithmetic progression P*
of cardinality at least N° such that

Ay NPT = |P*[(6n +b).

As P* is a proper arithmetic progression, it may be associated to an identical
arithmetic progression P C [1, N] such that

AN NP = |P|(6n +b).
This P is the progression we seek. (Il
Define
CG

FH5 (k)
A =2k = () = i) + 2
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It follows by Lemma [T4] that if the set Ay fails to be a-uniform of degree k for any
value of a < (CG(S;‘,’(k)H/ZL)?kH, then there exists a proper arithmetic progression
‘P1 such that the cardinality of P; obeys the lower bound

|7)1| 2 N’C(sga
and such that the density of Ay in P; obeys the lower bound
|.AN n 731|
P4
Let Ng = N and N; = |P1|. Since P; is a translation and dilation of the interval
[1, V1], we may map P; to the interval [1, N7] by reversing the translation and

dilation. This process maps the intersection An, N P; to a subset Ay, of [1, Nq],
the density dn, of which is

> 0N + /C5]C\;.

_ M| AN NPy
SN P

We now iterate this process. After r + 1 iterative steps, we are concerned with
the set Ap, C [1, N,], which has density dn, = |An,.|/Ny. If Ap, is not a-uniform
of degree k for any value of a satisfying the upper bound

N,

S . ok+1
o< (To)

then we may find a proper arithmetic progression P11 C [1,N,] of cardinality
N, 41, where
K
Nr+l 2 NT Nra

such that the density dn,,, of An, in P41 obeys the lower bound

r41
5N7‘+1 > 5N’r + ’C(S%}T
Since dy,, > dn, for all r > 0, it follows that
SN,y = 0N, + KOS, > dn + 1KY,

where we recall that we have defined No = N. We may therefore perform at
most (K65) ! iterations of the concentration process before the density reaches 1.
Moreover, at each step of the iterative process, the size of the ambient set is raised
to a power of at least K6§;.

Let

Y =inf (max yz) ,
y 1<i<s

where the infimum is taken over all non-trivial solutions y € N® to the system ().
We note that if Y = 1, then the system () has no non-trivial solutions, while
if Y = 2, then any set containing more than two elements necessarily furnishes
non-trivial solutions to the system () by the property of translation and dilation
invariance. We may therefore assume that ¥ > 3.

Now, if the densities of the sets Ay, in the iterative process reach 1 before
the size of the ambient sets [1, N;| becomes less than Y, then the original set Ay
necessarily furnishes a non-trivial solution to the system (II). Define

D = K65.
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We note that by our assumption [B2)) on the size of dy, we must have D < 1.
Suppose that

1 1/C

so that D > 1/2. Then after two iterations of the concentration process, we obtain
an arithmetic progression P, of length at least N'/4 such that the density of Ay in
P, is 1. Hence, if N > Y* and 0 satisfies the bound in ([B3), the set Ay necessarily
furnishes a non-trivial solution to the system ().

We now suppose that (B3] does not hold, so that D < 1/2. We will obtain a
non-trivial solution in A%, to the system (Il) provided that

NPT sy,
or, equivalently,
_p—1
N>YP " .
Taking the logarithm of both sides twice, we obtain
log D log D
loglog N > — o8 +loglogy > — Olg) ,

where the second inequality follows from the assumption that Y > 3. As we have
assumed that D < 1/2, we have

1
loglog N > —.
og log >2D

By the definition of D, this is equivalent to
loglog N > 5;,0,

where the implied constants depend on the A; and k.
The contrapositive of this result implies that if Ax does not furnish any non-
trivial solutions to the system (), then dy must satisfy

on < (loglog N)~1/€,

We may verify by a straightforward computation that C' < 22k+9, whence we have
_g—2k+o

dn < (loglog N)
Theorem [ therefore follows by taking ¢ = 2-2""".
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