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Schlichting’s Theorem for Approximate Sub-
groups
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Abstract. We prove Schlichting’s theorem for approximate subgroups: if
X is a uniform family of commensurable approximate subgroups in some
ambient group, then there exists an invariant approximate subgroup
commensurable with X .
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1. Introduction

Schlichting’s Theorem was first introduced in [1] and was rediscovered and
generalized by Bergman and Lenstra in [2]. It was further generalized to a
wide class of structures including vector spaces, fields and sets by Wagner
in [3] with the right notion of commensurability in each case. We state the
group case here:

Fact 1.1. ([4, Theorem 4.2.4]) Let G be a group and F be a family of subgroups

of G. Let N>0 be the set of positive natural numbers.1 If there is some n ∈ N>0

such that [H : H ∩ H ′] < n for all H,H ′ ∈ F , then there is a subgroup HF

which is commensurable with every member of F , and invariant under all

automorphisms of G which stabilize F set-wise.

Moreover,
⋂

F ≤ HF ≤ 〈F〉 and HF is a finite extension of finite

intersections of groups in F . In particular, if F is a family of definable groups,

then HF is also definable.

Approximate subgroups are subsets in an ambient group which are al-
most stable under products. They have a certain subgroup-like behaviour.

This author is supported by the China Scholarship Council and partially supported by
ValCoMo (ANR-13-BS01-0006).
1In this paper, we assume 0 ∈ N.
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The study of approximate subgroups has gained more attention since the
work of Breuillard, Green and Tao around 2010 who gave a powerful struc-
tural description of finite approximate subgroups in [5].

We recall the definition of an approximate subgroups given in [6].

Definition 1.2. Let K ∈ N>0 be a parameter, G be a group and A ⊆ G. We
say that A is a K-approximate subgroup, if

• 1G ∈ A,
• A is symmetric: A = A−1; and
• there is a set X ⊆ G with |X | ≤ K such that AA ⊆ XA.

We can also consider a family of K-approximate subgroups which are
uniformly “close” to each other and wonder if there is an invariant object.

Definition 1.3. Let G be an ambient group, X,Y approximate subgroups and
N ∈ N>0. We say X is N -commensurable with Y if there are Z0, Z1 ⊆ G
with max{|Z0|, |Z1|} ≤ N such that X ⊆ Z0Y and Y ⊆ Z1X .

A family X of approximate subgroups of G is called uniformly N -

commensurable if X is N -commensurable with Y for all X,Y ∈ X .
We call X a uniform family of commensurable approximate subgroups if

there are K,N ∈ N>0 such that X is a family of uniformly N -commensurable
K-approximate subgroups.

Let X ,Y be uniform families of commensurable approximate subgroups
and H be an approximate subgroup. We say X (or H) is commensurable
with Y, if one/any member of X (or H respectively) is commensurable with
one/any member of Y.

Thus, Schlichting’s theorem for approximate subgroups would state:

Main Theorem. If X is a uniform family of commensurable approximate sub-

groups in an ambient group G, then there is an approximate subgroup H ⊆ G
such that H is commensurable with X and invariant under all automorphisms

of G stabilizing X set-wise.

We will prove this theorem in this paper. Indeed, suppose X is a family of
uniformly N -commensurable K-approximate subgroups. We give an explicit
construction of H which is a KH -approximate subgroup NH -commensurable
with X . Moreover, KH and NH only depend on K and N but not on X .
However, we cannot get an explicit bound on KH and NH based on K and
N . In conclusion, we have the following:

Corollary 1.4. Let K,N ∈ N>0. There is L ∈ N>0 such that for any family

X of uniformly N -commensurable K-approximate subgroups, there is an L-
approximate subgroup H which is L-commensurable with X and invariant

under all automorphisms of G stabilizing X set-wise.

2. Examples and Preliminaries

Let us first look at an example.
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Example. Let U be a non-principal ultrafilter on N and define the ultrapower
(Q∗,≤,+) :=

∏
n∈N

(Q,≤,+)/U . Let E be the set of infinitesimals together
with 0, i.e.

E := {ǫ ∈ Q∗ : −
1

n
< ǫ <

1

n
, for all n ∈ N>0}.

As U is non-principal, E is an infinite set. For m, ǫ, η ∈ Q∗ let

Xm,ǫ,η := [−m− ǫ− 1,−m− η] ∪ {0} ∪ [m+ η,m+ ǫ+ 1] ⊆ Q∗.

Let X := {Xm,ǫ,η : m ∈ N, ǫ, η ∈ E}. Then X is a family of uniformly
5-commensurable 5-approximate subgroups of (Q∗,+). For any ǫ ∈ E , the
group automorphism σǫ which maps x to (1 + ǫ) · x stabilizes X set-wise.

Claim 2.1. I :=
⋃
{[−1 − ǫ, 1 + ǫ] : ǫ ∈ E} is an approximate subgroup

commensurable with X and is invariant under all automorphisms of (Q∗,+)
which stabilise X set-wise.

Proof. It is easy to see that I is an approximate subgroup of (Q∗,+) com-
mensurable with X . Let σ be an automorphism of (Q∗,+) stabilizing X .
We claim that for any ǫ ∈ E , there is η ∈ E such that σ([−1 − ǫ, 1 + ǫ]) =
[−1 − η, 1 + η]. Suppose not, then there are m ∈ N and η′, ǫ′ ∈ E such that
m+ η′ > 0 and σ([−1 − ǫ, 1 + ǫ]) = Xm,ǫ′,η′ . Let r ∈ [−1− ǫ, 1 + ǫ] such that
σ(r) = m + η′. Note that r

2 ∈ [−1 − ǫ, 1 + ǫ] and σ( r2 ) ∈ Xm,ǫ′,η′ . However,

σ( r2 ) = σ(r)
2 = m+η′

2 6∈ Xm,ǫ′,η′ , a contradiction. �

Before we go to the technical details, we want to explain briefly the idea
of the proof of the Main Theorem first. Basically, we will follow the strategy
of the group case, see [3] or [4, Theorem 4.2.4]. Given a uniform family of
commensurable approximate subgroups X , we will first build a semilattice by
taking finite unions. We will associate each finite union with a commensurable
approximate subgroup where we reverse the order of the semilattice. Let I
the family of approximate subgroups associated to finite unions. In the group
case, one can find a unique minimal object in I, hence get an invariant object.
However, in the case of approximate subgroups, it is possible that the minimal
object is the infimum of the whole semilattice I and it is not clear that we
can control the size of the infimum. It can be shown that I is also a uniform
family of approximate subgroups and moreover, unlike X , elements in I have
large finite intersections. We therefore do a dual construction. Starting from
I, we build another family of approximate subgroups Y which is closed under
finite unions. It turns out that Y is uniformly upper-bounded, thus

⋃
Y is

the invariant object that we are looking for.
In the following, we will present some lemmas that are repeatedly used

in the proof of the Main Theorem. They are straightforward generalisations
of classical results from additive combinatorics (for example Lemma 2.4 is
from Rusza’s covering lemma).

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a family of uniformly N -commensurable K-approximate

subgroups in an ambient group G. Let T :=
∏

0≤i<nXi with Xi ∈ X and

n ≥ 1. Then T is at most (NK)n−1N -commensurable with X for any X ∈ X .
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Proof. Fix X ∈ X . By assumption, there are N0,K0 ⊆ G with |N0| ≤ N and
|K0| ≤ K such thatX0 ⊆ N0X1 andX1X1 ⊆ K0X1. Therefore,

∏
0≤i<nXi ⊆

N0K0

∏
1≤i<nXi. Similarly, there are N1,K1, . . . , Nn−2,Kn−2 ⊆ G such that∏

0≤i<nXi ⊆ (
∏

0≤i<n−1NiKi)Xn−1. By assumption Xn−1 ⊆ Nn−1X for

some |Nn−1| ≤ N . Therefore, T =
∏

0≤i<nXi ⊆ (
∏

0≤i<n−1NiKi)Nn−1X.

We have |(
∏

0≤i<n−1NiKi)Nn−1| ≤ (NK)n−1N .
On the other hand, as X is N -commensurable with X0 ⊆ T , there is

some Z with |Z| ≤ N such that X ⊆ ZX0 ⊆ ZT . Hence, T is (NK)n−1N -
commensurable with X . �

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a group and X,Y ⊆ G. Suppose Y −1 = Y and there is

a finite set Z ⊆ G such that X ⊆ ZY . Let X0 ⊆ X be maximal such that the

family (x0Y : x0 ∈ X0) is disjoint, that is x0Y ∩ x′0Y = ∅ for all x0, x
′
0 ∈ X0

with x0 6= x′0. Then |X0| ≤ |Z|.

Proof. Suppose, towards a contradiction, that |X0| > |Z|. Then there are
xi, xj ∈ X0 with xi 6= xj and z ∈ Z such that xi ∈ zY and xj ∈ zY . Now
we can see that z ∈ xiY

−1 = xiY and z ∈ xjY
−1 = xjY , contradicting that

xiY ∩ xjY = ∅. �

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a group and X,Y be N -commensurable K-approximate

subgroups. Then there is some E ⊆ G such that |E| ≤ KN and XX ⊆
E(XX ∩ Y Y ).

Proof. By definition, there is Z0 ⊆ G with |Z0| ≤ N such that X ⊆ Z0Y . Let
X0 ⊆ X be maximal such that (x0Y : x0 ∈ X0) is a disjoint family. Then by
Lemma 2.3 we have |X0| ≤ |Z0| ≤ N .

As (x0Y : x0 ∈ X0) is maximal disjoint, xY ∩X0Y 6= ∅ for any x ∈ X ,
whence x ∈ X0Y Y

−1 = X0Y Y . Therefore, X ⊆ X0Y Y . Note that

X = X0Y Y ∩X =
⋃

x∈X0

(xY Y ∩X) =
⋃

x∈X0

(xY Y ∩ xx−1X)

⊆
⋃

x∈X0

(xY Y ∩ xXX) =
⋃

x∈X0

x(Y Y ∩XX) = X0(XX ∩ Y Y ).

By assumption, there is some X1 ⊆ G with |X1| ≤ K and XX ⊆ X1X .
Therefore, XX ⊆ X1X ⊆ X1X0(XX ∩ Y Y ). Let E := X1X0. Then |E| ≤
KN and XX ⊆ E(XX ∩ Y Y ). �

Remark 2.5. If X,Y are commensurable approximate subgroups, it is possible
that their intersection is empty, as shown by the example in Section 2.

3. Proof of the Main Theorem

We now proceed to prove the Main Theorem. Let G and X be given as in
the Main Theorem. We may assume that X is a family of uniformly N -
commensurable K-approximate subgroups. We define two new families. Let
X 2 := {XX : X ∈ X} and Z := {

⋃
i∈I Xi : Xi ∈ X 2, I finite.}
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Remark 3.1. It is easy to see that X 2 is a family of uniformlyNK-commensurable
K3-approximate subgroups. Moreover, X 2 is commensurable with X .

Notation: for X ⊆ G, we write Xk for the k-fold product of X .
In the following, we will generalise the notion of index of a subgroup to

arbitrary subsets in an ambient group. Let H be a subgroup of G. Then the
index of H in G, [G : H ], is the number of disjoint cosets of H that covers G.
Let X,Y be two subsets of a group G. Following the definition of subgroup
index, there might be two ways to define the relative size of Y in X . One is
that the minimal number of X-translates of Y (that is {xY : x ∈ X}) which
covers X . And the other is the maximal number of disjoint X-translates of
Y . It turned out that the latter is easier to handle because of disjointness.
Moreover, there is a connection between these two definitions by Rusza’s
covering lemma, that is, if (xY : x ∈ X0) is a maximal disjoint family of X-
translates of Y then X is covered by X0Y Y

−1. This also partially explains
that in the following proof, instead of working with elements in X 2, we need
to go to some higher-fold products. As has been explained in the main idea
of the proof, we want to reverse the order of semilattice (Z,⊆), and this is
not possible without going to the higher-fold products (see Lemma 3.3).

Definition 3.2. Let X,Y ⊆ G with 1G ∈ X . Define

[X : Y ] := sup{|X0| : 1G ∈ X0 ⊆ X and (xY : x ∈ X0) is a disjoint family},

where we denote ∞ as the supreme of an unbounded set in N.

Fix k and Z =
⋃

i∈I Xi ∈ Z. Let X ∈ X 2. By Lemma 2.4 we have
X ⊆ E(X ∩ Xi) ⊆ E(X ∩ Z) for some i ∈ I and |E| ≤ KN . Note that

E(X∩Z) ⊆ E(X∩Z)2
k

for any k ∈ N. By Lemma 2.3, [X : (X∩Z)2
k

] ≤ KN ,

and max{[X : (X ∩ Z)2
k

] : X ∈ X 2} exists for any k ∈ N. Note that

max{[X : (X ∩ Z)2
k

] : X ∈ X 2} is non-increasing when k increases. Hence,

mink∈N max{[X : (X ∩ Z)2
k

] : X ∈ X 2} exists and there is a minimal kZ
such that max{[X : (X ∩Z)2

kZ ] : X ∈ X 2} reaches this value for Z ∈ Z. Let

m := min
Z∈Z

min
k∈N

max{[X : (X ∩ Z)2
k

] : X ∈ X 2}.

Let Zm := {Z ∈ Z : mink∈N max{[X : (X ∩ Z)2
k

] : X ∈ X 2} = m}. Then
Zm is non-empty. Moreover, for any Z ⊆ Z ′ ∈ Z if Z ∈ Zm, then

max{[X : (X ∩ Z ′)2
kZ

] : X ∈ X 2} ≤ max{[X : (X ∩ Z)2
kZ

] : X ∈ X 2} = m.

Hence, mink∈N max{[X : (X ∩ Z ′)2
k

] : X ∈ X 2} ≤ m, and they are equal by
minimality of m. Thus, Z ′ ∈ Zm. We can also see that kZ′ ≤ kZ .

Let k0 := min{kZ : Z ∈ Zm}. We call Z ∈ Zm strong if kZ = k0. It is
easy to see that for Z and Z ′ ∈ Z, if Z ′ ⊇ Z and Z ∈ Zm is strong, then so

is Z ′. For strong Z, define η(Z) := {X ∈ X 2 : [X : (X ∩ Z)2
k0+1

] = m} and

N(Z) :=
⋃

X∈η(Z)X ∩ (X ∩ Z)2
k0+1

.

Lemma 3.3. If Z ⊆ Z ′ are both strong, then N(Z) ⊇ N(Z ′).
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Proof. If Z ⊆ Z ′ are both strong then η(Z ′) ⊆ η(Z). Let X ∈ η(Z ′) and

x1 = 1G, x2, . . . , xm ∈ X be such that the family (xi(X ∩ Z ′)2
k0+1

: i ≤ m)

is disjoint. Note that (xi(X ∩ Z)2
k0

: i ≤ m) is also disjoint. As max{[X ′ :

(X ′ ∩ Z)2
k0

] : X ′ ∈ X 2} = m by definition of k0, (xi(X ∩ Z)2
k0

: i ≤ m) is a

maximal disjoint family in {x(X ∩ Z)2
k0

: x ∈ X}. Therefore,

X ⊆
⋃

1≤i≤m

xi(X ∩ Z)2
k0+1

⊆
⋃

1≤i≤m

xi(X ∩ Z ′)2
k0+1

.

As xi(X∩Z)2
k0+1

⊆ xi(X∩Z ′)2
k0+1

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m and (xi(X∩Z ′)2
k0+1

:
i ≤ m) is a disjoint family,

X ∩ xi(X ∩ Z ′)2
k0+1

= X ∩ xi(X ∩ Z)2
k0+1

,

for each i ≤ m. In particular, we have X ∩ (X ∩Z ′)2
k0+1

= X ∩ (X ∩Z)2
k0+1

.
Therefore, N(Z) ⊇ N(Z ′). �

Lemma 3.4. Let Z ∈ Z be strong. Then N(Z) covers any X ′ ∈ X 2 with at

most (KN)2-translates.

Proof. Suppose Z =
⋃

i≤nZ
Xi where Xi ∈ X 2. Note that X∩(X∩Z)2

k0+1

⊇

X ∩ X0 covers X by KN -translates for any X ∈ η(Z) . As X 2 is KN -
uniformly commensurable, N(Z) covers any X ′ ∈ X 2 with at most (KN)2-
translates. �

Lemma 3.5. Let Z0, . . . , Zn be strong. Then
⋂

i≤nN(Zi) ⊇ N(
⋃

i≤n Zi).

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, N(Zi) ⊇ N(
⋃

i≤n Zi) for each i ≤ n. �

For any Z =
⋃

i∈I Zi ∈ Z, define n(Z) = |I| (we regard Z as a formal

family of finite unions of members in X 2). Let n0 := min{n(Z) : Z strong.}

Lemma 3.6. Let Z be strong and n(Z) = n0. Then there is M ∈ N depending

on n0, k0, K and N such that Z2k0+1

isM -commensurable with any X ∈ X 2,

and Z2k0+2

is M2-commensurable with any X ∈ X 2.

Proof. Suppose Z =
⋃

i∈I Xi with Xi ∈ X 2. Then

Z2k0+1

=
⋃

f : 2k0+1→I

∏

i<2k0+1

Xf(i).

X is at most (K4N)2
k0+1−1KN -commensurable with each

∏
i<2k0+1 Xf(i) by

Lemma 2.2 and the remark before Definition 3.2. Therefore, X covers Z2k0+1

with at most M := n2k0+1

0 K2k0+3+1N2k0+1

translates. As any Xi ⊆ Z covers

X with at most KN -translates, so does Z2k0+1

. Similarly, Z2k0+2

is at most
M2-commensurable with any X ∈ X 2. �

We define

I := {N(Z ′) : Z ′ strong and there is Z ⊆ Z ′ with Z strong and n(Z) = n0},

and define a subclass I ′ := {N(Z) : Z strong and n(Z) = n0}.
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Lemma 3.7. I is a uniform family of commensurable approximate subgroups

and is commensurable with X .

Proof. Note that any N(Z ′) ∈ I is symmetric and contains the identity.
Moreover, as Z ′ ⊇ Z for some strong Z with n(Z) = n0, we conclude that

N(Z ′) ⊆ N(Z) ⊆ Z2k0+1

is M -commensurable with any X ∈ X 2 by Lemma

3.6. Since Z2k0+2

is M2-commensurable with any X ∈ X 2 and N(Z ′) covers
X with at most (KN)2-translates by Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.4,

N(Z ′)2 ⊆ N(Z)2 ⊆ Z2k0+2

⊆ T0X ⊆ T0T1N(Z ′),

where T0, T1 ⊆ G with |T0| ≤M2 and |T1| ≤ (KN)2. Therefore, N(Z ′) is an
(MKN)2-approximate subgroups.

Suppose N(Z ′′) ∈ I. Then since Z2k0+1

is M -commensurable with any
X ∈ X 2 and N(Z ′′) covers X by (KN)2-translates,

N(Z ′) ⊆ N(Z) ⊆ Z2k0+1

⊆ T ′
0X ⊆ T ′

0T
′
1N(Z ′′)

for some |T ′
0| ≤M and |T ′

1| ≤ (KN)2.
We conclude that I is a family of uniformly M(KN)2-commensurable

(MKN)2-approximate subgroups.
By the above argument, we know that N(Z) is M -commensurable with

any X ∈ X 2. Hence I is commensurable with X 2. As X 2 is commensurable
with X , I is commensurable with X . �

Note that I is also invariant under all automorphisms of G stabilizing
X set-wise.

If I has a unique minimal element H , then H is commensurable with
any X ∈ X and invariant under all automorphisms stabilizing X set-wise,
and the proof is done.

Otherwise, we do a dual construction with the family I to get another
family of uniformly commensurable approximate subgroups which is closed
under finite unions.

Remark 3.8. In the example X := {Xm,ǫ,η : m ∈ N, ǫ, η ∈ E} discussed in
Section 2, every Z ∈ Z is strong and N(Z) =

⋃
{[−1 − ǫ, 1 + ǫ] : ǫ ∈ E}.

Hence, I has a unique minimal element, which is exactly the one we found
in Claim 2.1.

Now we start the dual construction.
Since I is uniformly M(KN)2-commensurable, [I : J ] ≤ M(KN)2 for

all I, J ∈ I by Lemma 2.3. Define m′ := minI∈I max{[I : J ] : J ∈ I ′}, and
Im′ := {I ∈ I : max{[I : J ] : J ∈ I ′} = m′}. If I ⊆ I ′ with I ′ ∈ Im′ and
I ∈ I, then

max{[I : J ] : J ∈ I ′} ≤ max{[I ′ : J ] : J ∈ I ′} = m′.

By minimality of m′, max{[I : J ] : J ∈ I ′} = m′. Hence, I ∈ Im′ .
Fix I ∈ Im′ . Let T ∈ I ′ with [I : T ] = m′. Let (x1T, . . . , xm′T ) be a

maximal disjoint family in {xT : x ∈ I}. For any J ⊇ I and J ∈ Im′ , we have
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(x1T, . . . , xm′T ) must also be maximal disjoint in {yT : y ∈ J}. Therefore,
J ⊆

⋃
1≤i≤m′ xiT

2 and
⋃
{J ⊇ I, J ∈ Im′} ⊆

⋃
1≤i≤m′ xiT

2.

Let Y := {
⋃

i≤n Ji : Ji ∈ Im′ and n ∈ N}. For any n ∈ N and

J0, . . . , Jn ∈ Im′ , there is some I ∈ I such that
⋂

i≤n Ji ⊇ I by Lemma

3.5. As Ji ∈ Im′ we have I ∈ Im′ . Therefore,
⋃

i≤n Ji ⊆
⋃
{J ⊇ I, J ∈ Im′}.

Lemma 3.9. Y is a uniformly commensurable family and any Y ∈ Y is com-

mensurable with X .

Proof. Let Y, Y ′ ∈ Y. Suppose Y =
⋃

i≤n Ji and Y ′ =
⋃

i≤n′ J ′
i . By the

argument before, there are I ∈ Im′ , T ∈ I ′ and M ⊆ G with |M | ≤ m′

such that Y ⊆
⋃
{J ⊇ I, J ∈ Im′} ⊆ MT 2. Since I is a family of uniformly

M(KN)2-commensurable (MKN)2-approximate subgroups, T ∈ I ′ ⊆ I and
J ′
0 ∈ I, there are M1,M2 with |M1| ≤ (MKN)2 and |M2| ≤ M(KN)2 such

that T 2 ⊆M1T and T ⊆M2J
′
0. Thus,

Y ⊆MT 2 ⊆MM1T ⊆MM1M2J
′
0 ⊆MM1M2(

⋃

i≤n′

J ′
i) = MM1M2Y

′.

Let NY := m′M3(NY )4. Then Y is uniformly NY -commensurable.
By the above argument, for any

⋃
i≤n Ji = Y ∈ Y there is T ∈ I ′ ⊆

I such that Y is contained in m′(MKN)2-translates of T . As Ji ∈ I ′ is
commensurable with T and Ji ⊆ Y , Y is commensurable with T . Hence, Y
is commensurable with I. As I is commensurable with X by Lemma 3.7, Y
is commensurable with X . �

Note that any Y =
⋃

i≤n Ji ∈ Y is symmetric and contains the identity.

Moreover, as I is a family of uniformly M(KN)2-commensurable (MKN)2-
approximate subgroups,

Y 2 =
⋃

i,j≤n

JiJj ⊆
⋃

i,j≤n

Tij(Jj)
2 ⊆

⋃

i,j≤n

TijTjJj ⊆ (
⋃

i,j≤n

TijTj)Y

where |Tij | ≤ M(KN)2 and |Tj | ≤ (MKN)2 for i, j ≤ n. Therefore, Y is an
approximate subgroup. We conclude that Y is a family of approximate sub-
groups which are uniformly commensurable and closed under finite unions.

For any X = X−1 ⊆ G define 〈X〉 :=
⋃

k∈N
Xk, that is the group

generated by X .

Lemma 3.10. There is no NY + 1-chain 〈Y1〉 � 〈Y2〉 � · · · � 〈YNY +1〉 with

Yi ∈ Y.

Proof. Suppose, towards a contradiction, that there is such a chain. Then for
each 1 ≤ i ≤ NY there is some yi ∈ Yi+1 \ 〈Yi〉. Therefore, yi〈Yi〉 ∩ 〈Yi〉 = ∅.
Let y0 := 1G. We claim that (yiY1 : 0 ≤ i ≤ NY ) is a disjoint family.
Indeed, for any i < j, we have yj〈Yj〉 ∩ 〈Yj〉 = ∅ and yiY1 ⊆ 〈Yi+1〉 ⊆ 〈Yj〉.
Therefore, yjY1∩yiY1 = ∅. By assumption, Y1 should be NY -commensurable
with

⋃
i≤NY

Yi ∈ Y. This contradicts Lemma 2.3. �

By Lemma 3.10, the family {〈Y 〉 : Y ∈ Y} has a maximal element
Gmax := 〈Ymax〉 for some Ymax ∈ Y. By maximality, Gmax ⊇

⋃
Y ∈Y Y .
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Lemma 3.11. There is some n1 ∈ N such that Y ⊆ (Ymax)n1 for all Y ∈ Y.

Proof. Suppose not, then there is some Y0 ∈ Y and a0 ∈ Y0 such that a0 6∈
Ymax. As Gmax = 〈Ymax〉 ⊇ Y0, there is ℓ0 with a0 ∈ (Ymax)ℓ0 . By assumption,
there is some Y1 ∈ Y and a1 ∈ Y1 with a1 6∈ (Ymax)ℓ0+2. Since Y1 ⊆ 〈Ymax〉,
we have a1 ∈ (Ymax)ℓ1 for some ℓ1 > ℓ0 + 2. Repeating this procedure,
(Yi)0≤i≤NY

, (ai)0≤i≤NY
and ℓ0 < ℓ1 < · · · < ℓNY

such that Yi ∈ Y and
ai ∈ Yi, and moreover: ai ∈ (Ymax)ℓi and ai 6∈ (Ymax)ℓi−1+2.

Consider {aiYmax : 0 ≤ i ≤ NY }. For any i < j, if aiYmax ∩ ajYmax 6= ∅,
then aj ∈ ai(Ymax)2 since Ymax is closed under inverses. As ai ∈ (Ymax)ℓi ,
aj ∈ (Ymax)ℓi+2 ⊆ (Ymax)ℓj−1+2, a contradiction. Therefore, (aiYmax : 0 ≤
i ≤ NY ) is a disjoint family. Let Y ′ :=

⋃
0≤i≤NY

Yi, then Y ′ ∈ Y but is not
NY -commensurable with Ymax, which contradicts our assumption. �

Now we will consider a subfamily of Im′ which is invariant under all
automorphisms of G stabilizing X set-wise.

Let

n2 := min{n(Z) : N(Z) ∈ Im′},

and

Y ′ := {N(Z) ∈ Im′ : n(Z) = n2}.

Note that Y ′ ⊆ Y.
Let H :=

⋃
Y ′ ⊆

⋃
Y ⊆ (Ymax)n1 . Then H is invariant under all auto-

morphisms stabilizing X , since Y ′ is. Moreover, as Ymax is an approximate
subgroup commensurable with any X ∈ X , H is commensurable with X . It
is also an approximate subgroup as Ymax is. This ends the proof of the Main
Theorem.

4. Uniform Bound

The aim of this section is to prove Corollary 1.4. The strategy is that if we
assume the bound does not exist, then we can build a counterexample using
ultraproducts. To do this, we need some basic first-order logic and definability
of H constructed from X in the Main Theorem.

Lemma 4.1. Let L be a first-order language which contains the group lan-

guage. Let M be an L-structure expanding a group G. Suppose that X is a

uniform family of commensurable approximate subgroups in G and that X is

uniformly definable in M by a formula φ(x; ȳ). That is,

X = {φ(G, b̄) : b̄ ∈ M|ȳ|}.

Let H be the invariant approximate subgroup obtained by the Main Theorem.

Then H is also definable by a formula ψX ,φ(x).

Proof. By assumption X is uniformly definable. Hence, so is X 2, but neither
are Z or Zm. However, knowing m, k0 and n0, the family of strong Z with
n(Z) = n0 is uniformly definable. Given m, k0 and a strong Z, we have that
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η(Z) is definable, hence N(Z) is also definable. Therefore, I ′ is uniformly de-
finable. Similarly, knowing m′ and n2 additionally, Y ′ is uniformly definable,
thus H is definable by a formula ϕX ,φ(x).

�

Remark 4.2. Unlike the case of groups, H is not obtained by finite opera-
tions. The defining formula for H involves additional existential and universal
quantifiers. As shown by the example in Section 2, the existential or universal
quantifier is necessary.

Proof. (Proof of Corollary 1.4) Fix K and N . Suppose that Corollary 1.4
fails. Then for any n ∈ N, there is a group Gn and a family of uniformly N -
commensurable K-approximate subgroups Xn such that there is no H which
is an n-approximate subgroup n-commensurable with Xn invariant under all
automorphisms stabilizing Xn set-wise.

Let L be the language ((G, 1G, ·), I, R) which contains two sorts G and
I and a relation R ⊆ G× I where G is equipped with a group language. We
interpret (Gn,Xn) as L-structures by:

• Interpret the first sort as Gn with the group operation;
• Let In be an index set such that there is a bijection τ : In → Xn.

Interpret the second sort as In and R : Gn × In as R(g, i) if and only if
g ∈ τ(i).

Let (G,X ) :=
∏

n∈N
(Gn,Xn)/U be an ultraproduct of {(Gn,Xn) : n ∈

N} (seen as L-structures) where U is a non-principal ultrafilter over N. Note
that X is a family of uniformly N -commensurable K-approximate subgroups
in G, and X is uniformly definable by R(x, i). By the Main Theorem, there
is an L-approximate subgroup H that is M -commensurable with X and in-
variant under all automorphisms stabilising X set-wise. By Lemma 4.1, H
is definable. By  Los’s Theorem H is an ultraproduct of {Hn : n ∈ N} along
U , and the set J := {n ∈ N : n > max{N,L}, Hn is an L-approximate sub-
group M -commensurable with Xn} is in the ultrafilter U . For any n ∈ J ,
as n > max{N,L}, Hn is also an n-approximate subgroup n-commensurable
with Xn. Therefore, there is an automorphism σn of Gn which fixes Xn set-
wise, but σn(Hn) 6= Hn. For n ∈ N \ J define σn := id, that is the identity
automorphism on Gn. Let σ be the ultraproduct of {σn : n ∈ N} along U .
Then σ is an automorphism of G fixing X set-wise, but σ(H) 6= H , contra-
diction.

�
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