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DISCREPANCY OF ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS IN GRIDS

JACOB FOX, MAX WENQIANG XU, AND YUNKUN ZHOU

ABSTRACT. We prove that the the discrepancy of arithmetic progressions in the d-dimensional grid

{1,... ,N}d is within a constant factor depending only on d of NTEIH. This extends the case d = 1,
which is a celebrated result of Roth and of Matousek and Spencer, and removes the polylogarithmic
factor from the previous upper bound of Valké from about two decades ago. We further prove similarly
tight bounds for grids of differing side lengths in many cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a finite set €2, a coloring of Q is a map x : @ — {1, =1}, and x(A) = > . 4 x(z). For a family
A of subsets of €2, the discrepancy of A is defined to be

disc(A) := minmax |x(A)],
(A) = min mas [x(A)
where the minimum is over all colorings of Q2. Let A; be the family of arithmetic progressions contained

in [N]:={1,...,N}. Roth [9] showed using Fourier analysis that there is an absolute constant ¢ > 0
such that

=

disc(Ay) > cN1.
In the other direction, Beck [2] proved that

disc(A;) < CNi(log N)3

for some absolute constant C, thereby showing that Roth’s lower bound is sharp up to a polylogarithmic
factor. Finally, Matousek and Spencer [8] removed the polylogarithmic factor and resolved this problem
of determining the discrepancy up to a constant factor.

It is natural to study the generalization of this problem to higher dimensions. An arithmetic
progression in d dimensions is a set of the form

AP4(a,b,l) :={a+ib:i=0,1,...,l -1}

where a,b € Z%¢ with b # 0, and | € N. Here b is the common difference of the arithmetic progression.
Let A, be the set of arithmetic progressions in d dimensions that are subsets of [N ]d. The quantity
we are interested in is

di = i A
isc(Aq) i e IX(A)],

where x(A) = > 4 x(x). Valké [10] proved that there exist constants ¢ = ¢(d),C' = C(d) such that

ot

cNFEE < disc(Ag) < CNﬁ(log N)z.

Valké’s proof of the lower bound extends Roth’s proof, while the upper bound adapts Beck’s proof.
The problem of estimating the discrepancy of higher dimensional arithmetic progressions is further
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discussed in [5]. In this paper, we remove the polylogarithmic factor in the upper bound and thus
determine the quantity up to a constant factor dependent on d.

Theorem 1.1. For all positive integers N and d, we have
disc(Ay) = @d(N#i?).

The general proof strategy is similar to that in the paper by Matousek and Spencer [8]. However,
new ideas are needed to make the strategy work. In particular, we need to overcome some difficulties
arising from geometric aspects which requires delicate analysis and tools like Minkowski’s theorem and
the Lenstra-Lenstra-Lovasz basis reduction algorithm.

It is natural to study the generalization of the problem to the discrepancy of arithmetic progressions
in grids of side lengths that are not necessarily equal. Given positive integers Ni,..., Ny, let Q =
[N1] x -+ x [Ng] € Z% and An be the set of arithmetic progressions in d dimensions that are subsets
of Q, where N = (N, ..., Ny). The discrepancy is defined in a similar way,

di = i A)l.
isc(An) olin | max Ix(A)|

In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we shall see that we will have to consider more generally grids with side
lengths of comparable size (see (1.1)).

Theorem 1.2. For any positive integer d and positive integers Nu,..., Ny, if 6 > 0 satisfies that

d+1-6
Nl"'NdS <min Nz) s (11)

1<i<d

then there exist positive constants cq, Cyq such that for N = (Ny,..., Ny),
1
a (N1 -+ Ng) 7072 < disc(An) < Cq- 5 (N1 -+ No) 72

We remark that Theorem 1.2 implies Theorem 1.1 by choosing d =1 and Ny = Ny =---= Ny = N.

The lower bound in Theorem 1.2 holds even without condition (1.1). Theorem 1.3 gives a more
general lower bound, and a matching upper bound up to a sub-logarithmic factor for general grids of
differing side lengths. The lower bound in Theorem 1.3 implies the lower bound in Theorem 1.2 by
taking I = [d] in the maximum. The proof of lower bound uses Fourier analytic tools.

Theorem 1.3. For any positive integer d and N = (Ny,..., Ny) where the N;’s are positive integers
whose product is at least three, there exist positive constants cq, Cq such that

1
2[11+2 log(NlNd) 2[1]+2
; < di < . i . .
L) s e < G (LY )
el %

Here by convention if I =0 then [[;c; N; = 1.

Remark. Since disc(An) does not depend on the order of the N;’s, we may assume without loss of
generality that N;y > Ny > --- > Ny. In this case

1 1
2[T1+2 k 2k+2
max HNi = max HNi .
IC(d] el 1<k<d
1

i=1

Organization. In Section 2, we show how to efficiently decompose arithmetic progressions into
“canonical” arithmetic progressions and provide an upper bound on the number of such canonical
arithmetic progressions with a given size. This implies that a coloring which has low discrepancy in
canonical arithmetic progressions of each possible size also achieves low discrepancy for all arithmetic
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progressions (see Lemma 2.1 for details). We prove the upper bound in Theorem 1.2 in Section 3 by
showing the existence of a coloring which has low discrepancy in canonical arithmetic progressions
of each possible size. In the proof we use an improved bound on the number of canonical arithmetic
progressions with each given size, the proof of which is deferred to Section 4. We finally study the
case of grids with different side lengths in the last three sections. We prove the lower bound of
Theorem 1.3 in Section 5 and the upper bound of Theorem 1.3 in Section 6. Finally, we have some
concluding remarks in Section 7, including a conjecture that the lower bound for the the discrepancy
for grids in Theorem 1.3 is tight up to the constant factor.

Notations. Throughout the paper, all logarithms are base e unless specified. We generally assume that
d is fixed, except in Section 4 where the proof relies on an induction argument on d. We use symbols
¢, c1,c2,Co, C, C* to denote positive absolute constants, and ¢4, Cyq to denote those that only depend
on d. We use notation f = Oy(g) if there exists a positive constant Cy so that f < Cyg.

2. DECOMPOSITION

Let Ny,..., Ny be positive integers, Q = [N1] x --- X [Ny], and N = (Ny,..., Ny).

To find a coloring giving low discrepancy, the general idea is to apply a partial coloring lemma
(specifically Lemma 3.1, whose proof uses the entropy method) to repeatedly partially color Q until
we get a full coloring of Q with low discrepancy. At each stage, we color a constant fraction of the
remaining uncolored elements, until we get a full coloring of 2 with low discrepancy. To accomplish
this, we show that for any X C ), there is a partial coloring of X with low discrepancy. Once we have
this statement, we may apply this with X as €2 in the initial iteration to get a partial coloring of €2,

and then pick X as the set of uncolored elements of €2 in later iterations. Hence more generally the
set family we need to consider is (X, Ax) where Ax := {ANX: A€ Ax}.

The family of sets Ax is too large if we want to apply Lemma 3.1 on (X, Ax) directly. Instead we
apply it to a small subfamily Cx C Ax so that any set in Ax can be efficiently decomposed into sets
in Cy. For each b € Z?\ {0}, we may partition elements in X into congruence classes modulo b. For
each congruence class [ = {x € X : x = a (mod b)}, since distinct elements in I differ by nonzero
multiples of b, and their dot products with b differ by nonzero multiples of ||b||? # 0, we may order
elements in I by their dot products with b. Write I = {x1,x2,...,%;}, where the subscripts respect
the ordering and [ = |I|. Now any set in Ax can be written as {x, : ¢ < u < j} for some (b, I,i,7).
We use the following decomposition. For each b € Z4\ {0} and congruence class I modulo b, we
consider sets of the form {x, : (j —1)s+ 1 < u < js} where s = 2! is a power of 2, and 1 < j < |I/s].
Let Cx be the collection of such sets for all (b, I). All sets in Cx are of sizes powers of 2.

Lemma 2.1. Let b: N — (0,00) be a function. If x is a partial coloring of X so that

IX(S)| < b(]S])
for all S € Cx, then
IX(A)] <2 > b(s)
s5:5=2t

forall A e Ax.

Proof. For any A € Ax, we know that it can be written as Ag N X for some arithmetic progression
Ag € An. Let b be the common difference of Ag, and let I be intersection of X and the congruence
class mod b containing Ag. Then A is a subset of I. Moreover, as we describe in the procedure
above, if we order elements in I = {x31,X2,...,%;} by their dot product with b, we know that A
must be in the form {x, : i < u < j}. We write A = Ay \ Az where A; = {x, : 1 < u < j} and
Ay ={xy :1 <u<i—1}. Then we know that A; can be written as a disjoint union of sets in Cx of
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different sizes A; = 51 U Sy U --- U S; using the binary representation of j, where t is the number of
digits 1 in the representation. Also note that all sets in Cx are of sizes powers of 2, so we have

t t
DX <D XS < Y b(s).
k=1 k=1 s:5=2¢
We may prove the similar inequality for x(As) by replacing j with ¢ — 1. Combining them we get
X(A)] = [x(A1) = x(A2)| <2 > b(s).

s:8=21

Ix(A1)] =

O

To apply the partial coloring lemma, Lemma 3.1, to (X,Cx), we need to estimate the number of
sets of each size, and pick each Ag appropriately. Let s = 2! be any power of 2, we define f(s, X) to
be the number of sets of size s in Cx. Note that f(1,X) = |X|.

For a positive integer s, a finite set X C Z¢ and a vector b € Z%\ {0}, let U%(X, b, s) denote the set
of all x € X, whose residue class mod b contains at least s elements in X, or formally {2’ € X : 2/ =«
(mod b)} is of size at least s. The following inequality shows how these sets U relate to the quantity

f(s, X).
Lemma 2.2. Let X C (), and s be a power of 2. Then
1
X)< = U%(X,b,s)|. 2.1
fsX) <~ 3 X b)) 21)

bezd\ {0}

Proof. We would like to estimate the number of sets in Cx of size s. For each b € Z4\ {0}, we partition
X into the congruence classes modulo b which we denote by Iy,...,I;. By definition, U%(X,b,s) is
the disjoint union of all I} that contains at least s elements. Each set of size s in Cx lies entirely in
some I}, for some appropriate choice of b and I. The number of such sets in I} is at most ||Ix|/s].
Therefore if we sum over all congruence classes, the number of sets in Cx of size s for any fixed b is

t . .
Sl < Yo o DL

s
k=1 k:| L >
Summing over all possible common differences b € Z¢\ {0}, we obtain (2.1). O

Hence we need to estimate the sum of the numbers of elements in these U? sets. We have the
following simple upper bound.

Lemma 2.3. For any s > 2 and X C [Ny] x -+ X [Ng], we have
d

> Ui bs) < X <4§ + 1> .

bezd\{0} i=1

Proof. We focus on those b for which U%(X, b, s) is nonempty. If U%(X,b,s) is nonempty, then we

know that for each i, the i-th coordinate of b is in the interval (— Sjiil, SJX i). Therefore, the number of

d d
2N; N;
1) < 4—+1).

Applying the trivial bound |U%(X, b, s)| < |X| = m, we get the desired inequality. O

nonempty U%(X, b, s) is at most
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By combining Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 above, the following upper bound on f(s, X) holds.

Corollary 2.4. For any 1 < s <minj<;<q N;, we have

f(5,X) < gaN1- - Na

i

Proof. When s = 1, we have f(1,X) = |X| and the inequality clearly holds. In the remaining cases,
2 < s < miny<j<q Vi, we would like to apply Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3. As s < N; for each 1 <7 <,
it follows that
d
1 N, ANy Ny
]

We remark that in Section 4 we prove Lemma 3.5 which, together with Lemma 2.2, gives a better
upper bound on f(s, X) than Corollary 2.4 for a certain range of s.

3. PROOF OF THE UPPER BOUND IN THEOREM 1.2

We use the following version of the partial coloring lemma which was first proved by Matousek and
Spencer in [8], to show the existence of a partial coloring that colors a constant fraction of elements
of a set system with low discrepancy.

Lemma 3.1 (Section 4.6 in [7]). Let (2,C) be a set system on n elements, and let a number Ag > 0
be given for each set S € C. Suppose that

Ag n
— — 3.1
P <¢|S|> <3 )

) = 10e~A*/4 ifA> 2,
PV =V 1010g(1 +207Y) if0 <A <2

Then there exists a partial coloring x that assigns +1 to at least n/10 variables (and O to the rest),
satisfying |x(S)| < Ag for each S € C.

where

(3.2)

We apply Lemma 3.1 to the set system (X, Cx) defined in Section 2. In (3.2) we intentionally choose
g to be monotonically decreasing. We further show the following property of g.

Lemma 3.2. Let d € N and ¢ = 10d + 2400. Let K be a positive real number, and let b : N — (0, 00)
be defined as
1\ 1 1
/5 - (sK‘m> if s> K@
b(S) = 1 \—0.1 1 (33)
/s - (SK d+1> if s < K@+
Then for g as defined in (3.2), we have
oo

K b(2%)
2 ! <27> =t

7=

. . 1
Proof. Let s; = 2" and 7; = 2° K~ 4+1, where ¢ takes nonnegative integer values. Now we may rewrite

b(2i) {cri_l if > 1

2i/2 CTi_O'l ifr <1
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Since the right hand side only depends on 7;, we denote it as A(7;). Therefore we have

= K b(2° =~ 4 e _ - _
Z 21(d+1) <%> = ZTz' a 19()‘(7'1')) = Z Ti ¢ 19(07'2‘ 0'1) + Z Ti ¢ 19(07'@' 1)- (3.4)
=0 =0 ;<1 Ti>1

We bound two terms on the right hand side of (3.4) separately. For the first term, note that {r; < 1}
can be seen as a geometric sequence with ratio 1/2. For any = > 0 and positive integer ¢, we have
e’ > "” . Thus by setting x = 7, ~92 and ¢t = 5d + 10 we get that the series

Z e < ST (5d + 10)07) O = (5d 41000 7 < 2(5d + 10)1.
<1 <1 <1

We denote ¢; = 2(5d + 10)!. Note that ¢ = 10d + 2400 satisfies ¢?/4 > 1 + log(20c1). For 7 < 1, we
have 701 > 2, s0 g(cr=01) uses the branch g(\) = 10e~**/4. Therefore

CQT—OAQ —0.2 —0. 1 —0.
g(CT—O.l) =10 "1 < 106—(1+log(20c1))7—i < 10e7 0-2_log20c1 _ T 02.

201
Using this, we may bound the first term on the right hand side of (3.4) as following

1 —0.2 1 1
§ —d— 1 —0 1 § —d—1 -7, -
7; )< T; c—e ¢ <£'Cl— 5 (35)

<1 <1

with ratio 2 and log(1 + 27;) < 37, when 7, > T > 1, we have for T = 240,

Zlelogl—i—ZT, ZT -3Ti:3ZT;d§3ZT;1§%:%-

7 >T 7i>T i>T 7i>T

Now we bound the second term on the right hand side of (3.4). As {7 > 1} forms a geometric sequence

For any ¢ = ¢(d) > 1 and 7 > T, as g is monotonically decreasing, we have g(cr™!) < g(77!) =
101log(1 + 27) where we use the branch g(\) = 10log(1 4+ 2A~!) as 77! < 2. Hence

1 1
Z T g(er ) < Z 7 10log(1+27) <10 — = . (3.6)

40 4
;. 2T 72T

Finally, for 7; < T, we have g(ct™') < g(c¢T™!). As g(10) < § and ¢ > 2400 = 10T, g(cT ') < 3

Consequently,
Z 7'1-_d_1 Z T,

1< <T 1gn<T

1
<7 (3.7)

oo|»—t

Here in the last inequality we use that {r; : 1 < 7; < T'} forms a geometric series with ratio 2 and the
initial term is at least 1.

Substituting the bounds (3.5), (3.6), and (3.7) into (3.4), we obtain the desired inequality.
(]

We choose the function b of the form specified in Lemma 3.2 as it has a good summation property
over powers of 2. This is illustrated by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let d be a positive integer, and ¢, K be positive real numbers. Let b: N — (0,00) be the
function defined in (3.3). Suppose that u < v are positive real numbers. Then

0.4 —0.5
> o) < sercmin ( (o 7)Y (ur) ).

s:s=2t€[u,v]
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Proof. Here we assume that s takes value over powers of 2. Note that

b(5) = min (e (s577) e (s ).

1

-0.1
Using that b(s) < c¢y/s - <5K_d_+1> , we get

@D 4.1 ; 1 1\ 0.4
Z b(s) < cK 10@+D) Z $04 < K a0 220.4] < BeK s <vK’ﬁ) .
u<s<v u<s<v <0

Similarly using b(s) < ¢y/s - <3K_d+r1> , we have

j —0.5
Z b(s) ch# Z 405 ch#u*M 2270.5] < 5ok 7 <uK_d+r1> .

u<s<v u<s<v 7>0

O

Combining the lemmas above with Corollary 2.4, we derive below Proposition 3.4, which is slightly
weaker than what we need to prove Theorem 1.1. Indeed, if we iteratively apply Proposition 3.4 to

the remaining uncolored elements, we get disc(Ay) = Og(N 22 log N).

Proposition 3.4. Let d € N and ¢ = 500d + 10°. For any X C [N]¢, there exists a partial coloring
X : X —{—1,0,1} that assigns +£1 to at least | X|/10 elements in X such that

d
max Ao N X)| < eN2d+2,
max [(AonX)| <

Proof. Here we treat d as a constant. Suppose that |X| =m. Let b: N — (0,00) be determined later.
We want to apply Lemma 3.1 to the set system (X,Cx) to find a partial coloring x : X — {0,+1}
that assigns 1 to at least m/10 elements, and that |x(S)| < b(|S]) for any S € Cx. By Lemma 3.1,
it suffices to ensure that b satisfies the inequality

Z f(s,X)g <&\/S§)> <m/5. (3.8)
s5:8=2t<N

By Corollary 2.4, we know that f(s, X) < 57 ]s\;ﬁl. It now suffices to show

Nim  [b(s
> 5 ) (%) < m/5. (3.9)

s5:8=2t<N

Let K = 51 N9 By Lemma 3.2, if we set b as in (3.3) with ¢; = 10d + 2400

cl\/§-<sK7#)il istK#
b(s) = , (3.10)

__1\—01 1
c1y/3 - <5K d+1) if 5 < K

then (3.9) is satisfied. Therefore by Lemma 3.1, we know that there exists a partial coloring x that
assigns 1 to at least m/10 elements, and that |x(S)| < b(|S]) for any S € Cx. By Lemma 2.1, we
know that for any A € Ax, |x(A4)] <2 ... o b(s). Now we have

2 Y sy <2 Y b(s)+2 3 b(s) < 20¢; K ¥

S=2A<N 1 1
ST s:5=2t€[1,K 1] s:5=2t€[K TFT N+1]
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In the second inequality above we use Lemma 3.3 for (u,v) = (1,K%H) and (u,v) = (Kﬁ,N)
1 d+1 d d

respectively. Note that K2d+2 = 52d+2 N2a+2 = /5N 2d+2, Hence we conclude that we can always find

partial coloring x that assigns 41 to at least m /10 elements in X, and satisfies

d
AN X)| = A)| < eNzirz
Anolgfdlx( 0N X)| /{relgélx( I <c ,

where ¢ = 20v/5¢; < 500d 4 109. O

Not surprisingly, to improve on the bound above, we need to improve on Corollary 2.4. In particular,
we will show in Section 4 that the following holds.

Lemma 3.5. There exists an absolute constant Cy such that the following holds. Let d be a positive
integer. Given positive integers Ni, Na, ..., Ng satisfying Ny --- Ng < (minj<i<g N0 for some
d € (0,1], suppose that X C [N1] x --- x [Ny| is of size m. Letting p = ﬁ, if integer s satisfies

5
(Ny - Nd)d_Jlrlp4d(d+1) < 5 < (minj<j<q Ni)p? for some B € (0,1/2), then

min(5.0)
5d%de - pAT @)l (3.11)
S

Z |Ud(XabaS)| S C'()Qd3
beZd4\{0}

Assuming Lemma 3.5, we prove the following improvement on Proposition 3.4.
Proposition 3.6. Let d be a positive integer. There exist constants Cyq and cq such that the following
holds. Let Ni,Na,...,Ng be positive integers satisfying Ni---Ng < (minj<;<g Ni)d“*‘S for some
d € (0,1]. For any nonempty X C [Ny] X --- x [Ng], there exists a partial coloring x : X — {-1,0,1}
that assigns +£1 to at least | X|/10 elements in X, and

A XY < O N 2d12 |X| cqd
2o — .
max [x(Ao N X)| < Ca(Ny -+ No) Ny N,

Proof. The general proof strategy is the same as in the proof of Proposition 3.4. Without loss of
generality we may assume N1 < -+ < N, We would like to find a function b : N — (0, 00) such that

> fsx0 (M) <1x1 (3.12)

5:8=2t< Ny

Here we sum only over s < Ny as there is no congruence class of X C [Ny] X --- X [Ny] of length greater
than N4. To estimate f(s, X)/|X|, we know that Corollary 2.4 gives an upper bound for 1 < s < Nj.
For Ny < s < Ny, we apply Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 and get that

d d—1
f(s,X) 1 N; 1 Ny N;  5iN;---Ny 1
<_|| 42 411 <_.5_.||5—:7-—. 3.13

|IX| ~ s ST\s = s s L M N 52 (3.13)

Here we use the inequalities 4% +1< 5% as s < Ny, and 4% +1< 5% as s > Ny and N; > Nj.

Now combining with Lemma 3.5 applied with 8 = m, we derive the following inequality:
S%Sd]]\\;b:—.lNd if Ny <s< Ny

f(87 X) 1 ' . [ R R __ &

X S\ 2 hNL - Ny if 1 <s<(Nyp--Nyg)@pa?a+)) or Npp4d+D)? < s < Ny

ﬁchl...Ndpm if (Nl...Nd)d—ilpm <s< Nlpm
(3.14)
for p := Njﬂ\fd' Here we applied (3.13) on the first range, Corollary 2.4 on the second, and Lemma 3.5
on the third with C' = (Z’o2d3 5¢ for some absolute constant Cj.
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[}
We denote K, = 1552M1=Na  jro — 15. 54N, ... Ny, and K3 = 15CN; - - - Nyp @ L@t D2 @20 for

Nd—l

simplicity. Applying Lemnia 3.2 three times, if we define with ¢; = 2410 and ¢ = 10d + 2400

1\t 1
1/ - (SKl 2) if s > K}
bl(S) = 1 —-0.1 10
c1/s - <3K1 2> if s < K¢
and for 4 = 2 and 3

_1\ L 1
c2\/5 <3Ki d“) if s > K™

bi(s) = 1\ 01 1
c2v/s - <SKZ- d“) if s < K

)

then as s taking values in powers of 2, we have the following three inequalities:

N1<s<Ngq
KQ <b2(8)> KQ <bg(8)>
—a=19 + 919 <1,
Zl s Sd+1 \/g QZ sd+1 \/g
1§8<(N1,,,Nd)d_+1p4d(d+l) Nipd<s<Ni

K bs(s
> e (B2) <1
1 : s Vs
(N1---Ng) T+ pA4(d+1) <s< Ny p1

59

If we apply (3.14) to (3.17), (3.18), and (3.19), we derive that

3 f(&f)g <51(8)> < 1%

N1<s<Ngq \/5
f(st) 62(3) f(st) 62(3)
X welE) X Se(E)e
1§s<(N1~~~Nd)d_+1p4d(d+1) Nlp4(d+1)2 <s<N;
f(s,X) (bs(s)
2 e (7)<t

R 5 _
(N1 Ng) T p 4%+ << Ny p 4+ 1)

Therefore, we may define b in terms of by, be, b3 as following so that (3.12) is satisfied:

bl(s) if N1 <s< Ny
_ & )
b(S) = bQ(S) ifl1<s< (Nl R Nd)%ﬂp‘ld(fﬂrl) or N1p4(d+1)2 <s<Njp.
[ )
bs(s) if (Ny--- Nd)ﬁp‘ld(‘i“) < 5 < Nypia+n)?

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

(3.23)

Hence by Lemma 3.1, we conclude that there exists x : X — {—1,0,1} that assigns +1 to at least
|X]/10 elements in X such that [x(S)| < b(|S]) for any S € Cx. By Lemma 2.1, we know that
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IX(A)] <27, b(s) for any A € Ax. We shall estimate ) b(s) on five intervals using Lemma 3.3:

S i) 5PN Y (3.24)
N1 <s<Ng
Z ba(s) < 5C2K210dﬁ (Ny--- Nd)ﬁpﬁzﬂ), (3.25)
1§s<(N1~~~Nd)d+Hpm
S bas) S 5eKETN Gy R, (3.26)
Nlpmqgm
> ba(s) < Bea KT, (3.27)
(Nl---Nd)#lpm §s<K3d%
> bs(s) < er K (3.28)

1 Y
KT <s<Nyp(d+1)?

1
Note that N3 > (Ny--- Ng)d+1=5. As X is nonempty, we have p > ﬁ

7 For (3.24) we have

_1
2

1
51 KN,

(M]IoH

< 53420 (N, - Np)2(ma715) < 53420 (N, - - - Ny) 372 p 2 Dasi=5) (3.29)

Here in the first inequality we use V15 -5 < 52+1 and Ny > (Ny--- Nd)d+%—5, and in the second
we use p > ﬁ Similarly we can estimate the right hand sides of (3.25), (3.26), (3.27), (3.28) as
follows:

2 2

1 s s
502[(21001“0 = bHey - (5d15) 102510 (Ny--- Nd)ﬁp&m(dﬂ) < 10ca(Ny - - Nd)ﬁps-ﬂi(d-ﬁ-l) , (3.30)

1

11 =4 1 1 =5 _
502K2d+1 N1 2 ps(d+1)2 < 5002(N1 R Nd) 2d+2 (Nl - Nd)m*mpsmﬂ)?

< 5OCQ(N1 ce Nd)ﬁ[)?(d-ﬁ-l)(éd-ﬂ—é)_g(di1)2 (3.31)
s
< 50cy (N - - - Nyg) 542 paa+? |
5ire s
5CQK32d+2 < 1OCQC2dlﬁ(N1 ... Nd)ﬁp2'4d+l(d+l)3-(d+2)! . (3.32)

Now we define ¢y = 2-4d+1(d+11)3-(d+2)!' The exponents of p in (3.29), (3.30), (3.31) and (3.32) are at

least ¢gd. Putting (3.29) into (3.24), (3.30) into (3.25), (3.31) into (3.26), and (3.32) into (3.27) and
(3.28) and summing them together, we derive that

Y b(s) < (5%“01 +10¢s + 50¢5 + 10c,C'Z72 4 10cQCT1+2) C(Ny -+ - Ng)7aez peas,
S

Hence if we set Cy = 2 <5%+2cl + 60cy + 20020ﬁ>, then for any X there exists x : X — {-1,0,1}
that assigns £1 to at least | X|/10 elements in X such that

(XN
AoNX)| = ADAl<Cy Ny ---Nj)ad+z | — 1
g, o X)) = o (W) < Car - Ny ()

as desired. O

Remark. The argument gives Cy = 20(@) and cq = 27 Odlogd)
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Corollary 3.7. Let d be a positive integer. There exist constants Cyq and cq such that the following
holds. Let Ny, Na,...,Ng be positive integers satisfying Ni---Ng < (minj<;<g Ni)d“*‘S for some
5 € (0,1]. For any nonempty X C [Ny] X -+ x [Ny4], there exists a coloring x : X — {—1,1} with

m AynX)<cC Ny)2asz X\
.. 2442 « [ ——— .
ax (Ao N X)) dé( ) Ny - Ny

ApeAN

Proof. Let C!, ¢}, be the constants in Proposition 3.6. Then we set ¢ = min(c/;, 1). Starting from X; =
X, for each ¢ > 0, we partially color X; by using Proposition 3.6 and let X;;1 be the set of uncolored
points. Suppose that we do this for K iterations such that Xx.; = . Since |X;| < (0.9)"71|X]| it
follows that the total discrepancy of this coloring is at most

K

Z X\ (XN 2 5\
N 2d 2 [ — <(N;y---Nj)2a+2 [ ——— . < .9)¢d >
Ca(N a) % <N1---Nd < (M a) 2% Ni--- Ny Ca (0.9)

i=1

Finally noting that § < 1, we have 1 — (0.9)%% > %d(]é as c¢qg0 € (0,1]. Therefore we have

s syinl 1 10
Z ((0.9) d5> < - (0—.9)%5 < %

i=1

We may set Cy = uifd to get the desired inequality. U

Proof of the upper bound of Theorem 1.2. By using Corollary 3.7 and taking X = [N1] x -+ X [Ny],
1

we have disc(An) < de for some Cy = 20(@) which proves Theorem 1.2. O

4. A BETTER ESTIMATE ON THE NUMBER OF SETS IN THE DECOMPOSITION

In this section, we prove Lemma 3.5, which improves upon Lemma 2.3. Recall that U d(X ,b,s) is
the set of elements in X for which there are at least s elements of X in the same residue class mod b.

To prove Lemma 3.5, we induct on d. We need the following two results regarding lattice points.
Lemma 4.1 (Minkowski’s theorem, see e.g. Section I11.2.2 in [4]). Let X C R? be a point set of

volume V(X)) which is symmetric about the origin and convex. Let T' C RY be a d-dimensional lattice
of determinant det(T). If V(X) > 2¢det(T), then X NT contains a pair of distinct points +x.

Lemma 4.2 (Lenstra-Lenstra-Lovasz Basis Reduction [6]). Let I' C R? be a d-dimensional lattice of
determinant det(I"). There exists a basis X1, ...,xq of I such that

det(T <Huxz||2 ().

Remark. The inequality above is true for any reduced basis (see [6, Proposition 1.6]); the existence
of which is guaranteed by an algorithm which transforms any given basis to a reduced one (see [6,
Proposition 1.26]). It will not be important for us what the definition of a reduced basis is.

Corollary 4.3. Let T' C R? be a d-dimensional lattice. Suppose that Vg > 0 is a real number such that
the following holds: for every set P C R?® of volume Vy(P) > Vj that is symmetric about the origin
and convex, PN 1T contains a nonzero point. Then there exists a basis x1,...,xq of I' such that

Hllxz\lz <
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Proof. Let yi1,...,yq be a basis of I'. Note that the fundamental parallelepiped of I' defined as
{a-y:ac(0,1)9'} where y := (y1,...,yq) contains no nonzero vector of I'. By translation, there
is no nonzero vector of I'in P := {a-y : a € (—1,1)%"!}, and from the condition we know that
Va(P) < V. Note that Vy(P) = 2%det(I"), so det(T') < 279V;. By Lemma 4.2, there exists a basis
X1,...,Xq such that

1)
HHXzII2 (1) < 25 iy,

which completes the proof. O

Before we start to prove Lemma 3.5, we introduce some standard notation. For a map ¢ : X — Y
and subsets A C X and B C Y, let ¢(A) be the set of images {¢(a) : a € A} CY, and let $~(B) be
the set of preimages {x € X : ¢(z) € B} C X.

We next prove a geometric lemma which shows that, given a vector b € Z% whose coordinates have
greatest common divisor 1, there is a linear map from Z? to Z%~! which has full rank with null space
generated by b, and maps a grid into another grid with similar size.

Lemma 4.4. Let d > 2 be a positive integer, and Ny, No, ..., Ny be positive integers. Suppose that
b = (by,...,by) € Z% is a nonzero vector satisfying that gcd(by,...,bg) = 1 and |b;| < N; for all
1 <1i<d. Then there exists a linear map fp : Z¢ — Z% 1 so that the following two conditions holds.

(1) For any x1,x9 € Z%, fu(x1) = fu(x2) if and only if x| — x3 = kb for some k € Z.

(2) There exist positive integers Ni, N5, ..., Nj_ | > minj<;<q N; so that
SR maxu <N Ni <2TNy-- Ny — (4.1)
2 1<i<d - T 1<i<d N;

and fo([N1] > - -+ x [Na]) C [Ni‘] X o X [Ng 4]

Proof. We may write fp(x) = Mx + v for some M € Zd=1xd and v € Z% ! to be chosen later.
Condition (1) says that M is full rank, with null space generated by b.

We regard the rows of M as vectors ri,...,rg_; € Z% For each 1 < j < d — 1, if we write
rj = (rj1,...,7;4), then we define r; = (rjiN1,...,7;aNq) € A where A := N1Zx---x NyZ. Condition
(1) is equivalent to saying that the vectors r; in Z% for 1 < j < d — 1 are linearly independent and

rj-b=0foralll<j<d-1 Interms of r}, this is equivalent to r} - b* = 0 for b* := (N ,...,]Iz/—‘fi),
and rj,...,r;_; are linearly independent vectors. The following Clalm allows us to find these vectors

whose product of £o-norms is small.

Claim 1. There exists linearly independent vectors r7,...,r}_; € A that satisfy r;-b* =0 for each
1<5<d-1, and

(d=1)d=2)
H [rjll2 < 2 bt 2N N - Ny, (4.2)

Proof of Claim 1. Consider the subspace of R? defined by (b*)* := {x € R?: x - b* = 0} which has
dimension d — 1. The intersection A* := AN (b*)* is a lattice in (b*)*. As b € Z% is a nonzero vector
with integer entries, there exist linearly independent vectors ri,...,rqs_1 € Z¢ that satisfy ri-b=20

for each 1 < j < d—1. Hence we can find d — 1 linearly independent vectors r; € AN (b*)L defined by

r’ = (rj1N1,...,rjqlNg) where r; = (751, .. r]d) for 1 < j < d—1. The linear 1ndependence of {r}} -1

J
follows from the linear independence of {rj = 1, whilerj-b* =r;-b=0 foreach 1 < j <d-1. Thus
we conclude that A* is a (d — 1)-dimensional lattice.
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We next consider some geometric properties of A* as a subset of the (d — 1)-dimensional Euclidean
space (b*)1. Let P be a subset of (b*)! that is symmetric about the origin and convex. Now we
consider the set X := {p+ab*:p € P,a € (—1/|/b||3,1/|b||3)}. We could equivalently phrase this as:
X contains all the point x that satisfies x - b* € (—1,1), and the projection of x onto the hyperspace
(b*) is in P. Therefore from this geometric interpretation we know that Vy(X) = ”b” Va—1(P) where

Vy denotes the d-dimensional volume. Meanwhile, we see that as P and {ab* : a € (—1/||b||3,1/||b||3)}
are both convex and symmetric about the origin, their Minkowski sum X is also convex and symmetric
about the origin. By Minkowski’s theorem, Lemma 4.1, if Vy(X) > 2¢det(A), then there is a nonzero
point x € AN X. Note that any point x € A satisfies that x - b* is an integer, while any point
b € X satisfies that b-b* € (—1,1), we know that if x € AN X, then x € (b*)*. Note that A* =
AN (b*)*+ and P = X N (b*)*, this means x € A* N P. In summary, if V;_1(P) > 2¢71|b||z det(A) =
24=1||b||a Ny - - - Ny, then P N A* contains a nonzero point.

Therefore we may apply Corollary 4.3 with dimension d — 1, lattice ', and Vg = 297 1||b||oNy - - - Ny,

and we obtain that there exists a basis r7,...,r}_; such that
H [ ll2 < 2T b o NNy - Ny,
so we have these linearly independent vectors as expected. O

From the set of vectors {r*}d_1 whose existence is guaranteed by Claim 1, we obtain the set of
vectors {rj ,1, which are the row vectors of M. Then condition (1) is satisfied, since they are d — 1

linearly 1ndependent vectors in Z% and satisfy that r* - b* =0 for each 1 < j < d — 1.
For each 1 < j < d — 1, we know that for any x = (21,...,24) € Z%, (Mx); = r; - x. Note that

rj = (7j1,...,7jqa). We have that whenever x € [N7] x - -+ x [Ny],
d d
e x| = > | < |rNil = [Ie |- (4.3)
i=1 i=1
Let N; = 3|r}[l; and v = (2”1‘3‘\\1)?;} Observe that this choice of parameters together with (4.3)

ensures that fi,([N1] x -+ x [Ng]) € [Nf] x - x [N3_,]. For each 1 < j < d—1, as rj € Z% is nonzero,
we have 7;; is nonzero for some i, and hence N; > ||rj||1 > |rjiNs| > N; > minj<ij<q N;.

Also by condition (1), elements in f; '(x*) differ by multiples of b. Note that there are at most
1< ” such elements in [N1] x --- x [Ng] for each fixed x* € [N]] x --- x [N]_;]. We have

2
bl
It remains to show the other half of the inequality in (4.1). With N} as above, we have

IIb*I

Nd 12> Ny--- Ng.

N7 Npy = T8Il < T 3Vl ll: < 3% (Va2 =5 b [Ny Ny - Ny,
j=1 J=1
Using that ||b*||z < v/d||b*||ee, we have
_ (d—1)(d—2) 2 %
3971 (V)12 T b |, Ny Ny -+ Ny < 2P NNy -+ Ny [b*| o,
so condition (2) is also satisfied. Here we use that 391 (v/d)? o= < 2% for d > 2. O

For any b = (by,...,by) € Z\ {0} whose entries are not coprime, we may apply the lemma above
to b/ ged(by, ..., by) instead. This gives the following corollary.
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Corollary 4.5. Let d > 2 be an integer, and N1, Ns,..., Ny be positive integers. Suppose that b =
(b1,...,by) € Z% is a nonzero vector satisfying that A = \(b) := maxj<i<d W < 1. Then

(d—1)xd '

there exists a linear map fy, € Z so that the following two conditions holds.

(1) For any x1,Xs € Z%, fi(x1) = fu(x2) if and only if x; — x3 = kb for some k € Q.
N*...N*
(2) There exist positive integers Ny, N3, ..., Ni_| > minj<;<q N; so that & < SN S 24 and

follN1] % -+ x [Ng]) © [N{] x -+ x [Nj_,]- B

The linear map in the corollary above is the main tool for reduction from Z¢ to Z%~!. We have the
following simple relation between fi, and U%(X,b, s).

Lemma 4.6. Let d > 2 be an integer, and Ny, ..., Ny be positive integers. Let X C [N1] X -+ x [Ng],
let b = (br,...,ba) € Z4\ {0} with A = A(b) := maxi<i<d gy, < 1. Let s < min; N; be a
positive integer. Suppose that fy : Z% — 797 is a linear map satisfying (1) in Corollary 4.5. Then
each element in fi(U%(X,b,s)) has at least s and at most % preimages under fy in UY(X, b, s).

Proof. as fy satisfies (1), we know that if f,(x1) = fp(x2), then x; —x9 is a multiple of b/ ged(by, . . ., by).
From the definition of )\, we see that each element in Z?! has at most % +1< % preimages in
Ud(X,b, S) - [Nl] X e X [Nd]

Note that each element in U?(X,b,s) is in a residue class mod b of size at least s. Again by
condition (1), elements in the residue class mod b get mapped to the same element by fi,. Therefore,
every element in f,(U%(X,b,s)) has at least s preimages. O

Using Lemma 4.6 we derive the following lemma, which bounds the size of the intersection of two
U? sets.

Lemma 4.7. Let d > 2 be a positive integer, and N1, ..., Ny be positive integers. Let X C [N1]x---x
[Ng], let b = (by,...,bg) € Z9\{0} with A = A\(b) := maxj<;<q m < 1. Let s* < s < min; N;
be positive integers. Suppose that fi, : Z¢ — 7971 satisfies condition (1) in Corollary 4.5, and b’ € 74
satisfies that fp(b") # fp(0). Then

s*—1

|UYX, b, s)NUL(X, b, s)| < -

UK, ) 4 S0 (U, b, ), fi (D)~ (0), 7)) (4.4)

Proof. For simplicity let X; = U%(X, b, s). Note that f,,(X1) is a subset of Z%~1.

Partition the set U%(X,b’,s) into nonempty residue classes mod b’. By definition, we know that
each such residue class contains at least s elements, so there are at most %\U 4(X,b',s)| such residue
classes. For each such residue class, there are two cases:

e the residue class contains at most s* — 1 elements in X; N U%(X, b/, 5);
e the residue class contains at least s* elements in X; N U(X, b/, s).

We next upper bound the size of X; N U%(X,b’,s). The number of elements in X; N U(X, b, s)

contained in a residue class of the first case is at most 8*3_1 |U%(X,b’,s)|. It remains to estimate the

number of elements contained in a residue class of the second case.

We first show that, if x is an element of X; N U%(X,b’,s), whose residue class mod b’ contains at
least s* elements in X; N U%(X, b, s), then

fo(x) € UM (fo(X1), fo (b)) = fi(0), 5%). (4.5)

Let I = {x1,...,x;} be the residue class mod b’ of X; N U%(X,b’,s) with x = x;. Suppose that
I contains at least s* elements. Note that if x; = tb’ 4+ x; for some integer ¢ # 0, then fp(x;) =
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fo(x;) +t(fo(D') — fb(0)). As fo(b’) # fu(0), we know that fp(I) = {fb(x;) : 1 <4 < k} consists of
k > s* distinct elements, whose pairwise differences are multiples of (fp(b’) — fb(0)). In particular,
there are at least k > s* elements in f,(X7) that are congruent to fi,(x) mod (fp(b’) — fp(0)). This
proves (4.5).

Note that by Lemma 4.6, each element in U%~1(f,(X1), fo(b’) — fp(0), s*) has at most 2 preimages
in X;NU%(X,b/,s). Therefore, the number of elements contained in a residue class of the second case
is at most 3|U%(fp(X1), fo(b') — fb(0),s*)|. Putting these together, we have (4.4). O

Lemma 4.8. Let d > 2 be a positive integer and N1, ..., Ng, s be positive integers with miny<;<q N; >

s>2. Let X C[Ny] x---x [N, ])\06(,ﬁ)anng[—s]Xll,sji—ll]x---x[ ;le,sN—dl]suchthateach

(b1,...,bq) € B is a nonzero integer point satisfying that g < maxj<;<q W. Let b be an

integer point in B, and fy, : Z¢ — 797! be a map satisfying condition (1) in Corollary 4.5, and s* < s
be a positive integer. Then we have

> UNX, b, s) NUHX, Y, 5)| < —\Ud(X b, s (X,b',s

b’eB b’eB

12 .
+—= > U (f(UYX, b, s5)),b", 7).
U brezd-1\{0}

(4.6)

Proof. Let us denote b = (by,...,by). We first give an upper bound on the number of elements b’ € B
with fp(b’) = fp(0). By condition (1), we know that all such b’ are given by kb/ged(by,...,b,) for

k € Z. If kb/ ged(by, . .., by) is contained in B C [~ M) s [ D Ja ) then we know that

% < S]X—'l for all i. Hence each choice of k with kb/ ged(by,...,by) € B satisfies that

Ni ng(bl, oo ,bd) 1 2

i < < —.
S92 ils—1) = (s—Dro — sho

Therefore, the number of such b’ € B is at most % (noting that & # 0). Thus we have

4
> UHX,b,s) NULX,b,s)| < > U(X,b,s)| < T\Ud(X,lo,s)\. (4.7)
S
b/€B: fi (b') =1 (0) b/€B: fu(b') = (0) 0

Now we consider the summation over all b’ € B with f,(b’) # fp(0). For each such b’, by
Lemma 4.7,

*

UYX, b, s)NUY(X, b, )] < 2

LB 5) 210 (UK b, 5)), Fo )~ fu(0),5°)]. (4.8)

Observe that

> UH(X,bs) < UK, D, 5).

b/ € B: iy (b') £ (0) b'eB

Now, note that b’ € B C [—S]X—ll, %] X oee X [—%, %] Thus, by a similar argument as above, for

each b* € Z4=1\ {0}, the number of b’ € B with f,(b’) — fp(0) = b* is at most =y ))\ +1<
Therefore we have

> U (fo(U(X, b, 5)), fio(b)) = f(0),5™)| <

S
b/ € B: iy (b') £ fir (0) 0 brez\o

— s)\o
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We sum (4.8) over all b’ € B with f,(b’) # fp(0). Combining it with (4.7), we have

> UYX, b, s) NUHX, D, s)| = > U4(X,b,5) NUYX, D, )]
b'eB b’€B: fp(b’)=fr(0)
+ > U4X,b,s) NUYX, b, s)

b’€B: fy,(b')# fb(0)

< L pax b s) 4+ St 3 XY, )] 9
sk o 5 weB o
2 S U (UK, b, 5)),b", 5.
520 b*€Zd—1\{0}
This establishes the desired inequality (4.6). O

Lemma 4.8 is a useful bound for those b for which A(b) (as defined in Lemma 4.7) is not too small.
The following lemma shows that there are not many choices of b for which A(b) is small.

Lemma 4.9. Let d > 2 be a positive integer, ny,...,ng € N and € € (0,1). If% <n; foralll <i<d,
then there are at most 6%ny - --ng nonzero points (by,ba,...,bg) € [=n1,n1] X --- x [=ng,ng] with
|b;/ ged(by, ..., bq)| < en; forall1 <i<d.

Proof. For each i, the number of tuples with b; = 0 is given by

1
H(an +1) < 3y - ng - — < 3%n; - ng.
Py
J#i ’
Hence the number of such tuples with at least one zero entry is at most 3%den - - - ng.

We may next only consider the tuples with nonzero entries. Suppose that ged(by,...,bq) = k. For
any given k, we know that b, = b; /k satisfies that |b}| < n;/k. From the problem condition, we further
know that [bi| < en;. Hence when k is fixed, the number of such tuples is at most (2¢)%n; ---nq if
k< %, and (2/k)%ny ---ng if k > % Thus summing over k, we know that the number of such tuples
(b1,ba,...,by) is at most

n - .. n
Z 2d6dn1 e ng + Z Qd% < 2d€d—1n1 e Ng + 2d . 26d_1n1 g =3 2d€d—1n1 c Ny
1<k<i 1<k
Therefore the total number of such tuples is at most
3%deny - -ng+3-2% " ng - ng < 6%nq - ny.

O

If s > 2 and U%(X, b, s) is nonempty, then b € [—%, %] X e X [—S]X—dl, %] In the lemma above
N.

we pick n; = -=5. Then the lemma above gives an upper bound on the number of nonzero points b
whose A value (as defined in Lemma 4.7) is at most —%5.

Finally, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Let X be a set of size m > 0. Let {A;}icr be a family of subsets of X over indices

i€ 1. Then we have
2
1
S il & (Tiar)

i,j€1 el
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Proof. We count the number of tuples in T' = {(x,4,j) € X xI x I : x € A;N A;}. Note that if we fix
i and j, the number of choices for x is exactly |A; N Aj|. Hence we have |T| =}, ./ [A; N Aj].

For each z € X, let m, = [{i € I : x € A;}|, the number of sets A; that contain x. First we see

that Y . xmaz = Y ;c;|As|. Moreover, when counting X, once we fix x € X, the number of choices

2

2, 50 we have [T =" m2. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

o 3 10 i =1 ( St ) (zm) . (Z\Ai\)Q.

ijel zeX zeX icl

for (i,7) is m

This gives the desired inequality. O

We next prove Lemma 3.5. The proof is by induction on d. The following proposition handles the
base case d = 1 and is due to Matousek and Spencer [8].

Proposition 4.11 (Proposition 4.1 in [8]). There ezists an absolute constant C' such that the following
holds. For positive integers N and m, if X C [N] is a subset of size m and s > 5\/m, then

1 3
3 UMb s)| < oNzm?
beZ\{0} 5

Now we have all the tools to set up the proof of Lemma 3.5. We first describe the proof idea. Let us
consider a fixed d > 2 with the induction hypothesis that the statement holds for d—1. Since we are to
run an induction, the crux of the proof is to apply the induction hypothesis. Corollary 4.5 enables us to
project the d-dimensional set X C [N1]x---x[Ng] to a (d—1)-dimensional set X* C [N{]x---x [N]_,]

Njﬂ\fd and p* = NN be the densities
of the sets in the grids that they are subsets of. Fix € = p? where « is chosen to be the exponent of p in
(3.11). As Lemma 4.9 says that only Og(e)-fraction of b’s satisfy A(b) < £, it allows us to only focus
on b with A(b) roughly 1, off by a factor of at most Og(e) = Oq(p?). It follows that we can estimate
both N{---Nj ; and X* = fo(U%(X,b,s)) within a factor of p@4?) by applying Corollary 4.5 and
Lemma 4.6 respectively. Thus we can estimate p* within a factor of p@4(?). Finally we would like to
apply Lemma 4.8 and combine that with Lemma 4.10 to get the desired bound. Together these two
lemmas give us an upper bound on the sum of the sizes of the U%(X,b,s) over all b in a carefully
chosen set B C Z? in which the i-th coordinate is at most N;/(s — 1) in absolute value for each i.

In the bound in Lemma 4.8, it is not hard to see that the first term on the right hand side is of
lower order. By choosing s* = sp?, we can save a factor of p7 in the second term. For the third
term, we apply the induction hypothesis to save a factor of (p*)?" (where the bound is expressed in
terms of | X*|, Ni--- Nj_; and p*). Since we can estimate each of them within a factor of PP we

[ X

for some set X* and integers NJ’-‘ for1<j<d-—1. Let p=

conclude that we save a factor of p?" =940 in the third term. We can make ~ small enough so that
v = Og4(v) > . In summary we save a factor of O4(p?) in all three terms, which is exactly what we
need in Lemma 3.5.

We next recall the statement of Lemma 3.5 and prove it.
Lemma 3.5. There exists an absolute constant Cy such that the following holds. Let d be a positive
integer. Given positive integers Ni, Na, ..., Ng satisfying Ny --- Ng < (minj<i<g N0 for some
0 € (0,1], suppose that X C [N1] x --- x [Ny| is of size m. Letting p = ﬁ, if integer s satisfies
I
(N -+ Ng) @ pad@+D) < s < (miny<;<q N;)p? for some B € (0,1/2), then
gmMNiNy--- Ny min(.d)
e

S U bys)] < Co2 Pty (3.11)

beZd4\{0}
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Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let Cy > 1 be an absolute constant that satisfies Proposition 4.11. We prove by
induction on d that the statement holds for C' = Cp - 5% - 2¢° We may assume N1 = minj<;<q IV;.

Ifm=0orif Ny =-.-- = Ny =1, then the statement trivially holds. Hence we may assume that

m>1and Ny---Ng> 1. Therefore noting that =5 +1 % > 0, we have that s satisfies

)

) 1 ) ) 1
52 (N - Ng) T piest) = (N - Ng) T 7050 ) > (N -+ Ng) 1 a7, (4.10)

It follows that s > 2. Also note that p < 1. We know that 2 < s < minj<;<q N;. Hence we have

d d
N; N; Ny ---N,
Y ix,bs) < X]-]] (4? + 1> <m-[[5= = 5d% (4.11)

beZ4\{0} i=1 i=1

min(3,6) min(3,6)
by Lemma 2.3. Therefore the statement holds if C'p*?@+2! > 59, Hence we may assume that p4?(@+2)! <
57 _ odd &3 . _ (dr2)radad
5 =29Co < 2%, or equivalently p <2 =i =: pg.

min(8,0)

< 1/8 and Taror <

We prove the base case d = 1 using Proposition 4.11. Note that 4d(d+1)

1/24. As we assumed that p < pg = 2~ (55 <57 3 we have /N p4d(d+1> > /Nipp~ : > 5y/m. If
s >+/N; p4d(d+1) > 5y/m, then by Proposition 4.11 we have the desired inequality for d = 1

min(5.5)
Nlp% <o Nl pAd-(@+2)

Z \UN(X,b, )] < Co
beZ\{0}

We next show the desired bound for d > 2, assuming the induction hypothesis for d* = d — 1. Let

v = E%I(lﬁ’g)), and € = p7. As |U4(X,b,s)| is zero if b is not a nonzero integer point in [, ML x
X [—%, %], we may ignore these points in the summation. Let By be the set of nonzero integer
points in [—SN—ll, %] X oo X [— SNdl, T] Let By be the set of points b = (by,...,bq) in By for which

i/ ged(by, ..., ba)| < € 1 for all 1 <1i < d. Let By be the set of nonzero integer points b in By \ By
for which |Ud(X,b, s)]| § em. Let B = By \ (B1 U By). Therefore

Ut s = Y IUNX bys)[ 4+ > UK b, s) + > UK, b, ). (4.12)

bez\{0} beB; beB2 beB
We estimate each term on the right hand side of (4.12). As s < Nlpﬁ < Nl-pﬁ, we have n; := SNil >
p B >p 7= % Hence we may apply Lemma 4.9 and conclude that
Ny Ny N N, N N,
|Bi| < 6%eny - ng = 6% < qode T qpd yy LT
(s —1)d s s
For each b € By, we have U(X,b,s) C X, so |U4(X, b, s)| < m. It follows that
Ny--- N
3 UUX, b, s)| < |Bilm < 12457 T (4.13)
beB; 5
As By C | Lll,sji—ll] X +oe X [—%,SN‘H and s < N1pP < Nj, we have
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Therefore as By C By, we have that

Ny---N Ny--- N
3 UUX, b, s)| < | Byl em < 51 ey = 50 LA (4.14)
s s
beBs
Observe that B C By, and it follows
Ny - Ny
|B| < |Bo| < 5dT- (4.15)

Here (4.14) gives an upper bound on the second term in (4.12). Finally we bound the third term. By
Lemma 4.10, noting that {U%(X, b, s)}pep is a family of subsets of X, we have

2
SO ST 09X, b,s) N UL, )| > % <Z (X, b, s)> . (4.16)

beBb'cB beRB
We next give an upper bound on Yy, 5 |[U%(X,b,s) N U4X, b/, s)| for fixed b € B by Lemma 4.8.
Before we can apply it, we need to make a few preparations to ensure that the conditions are satisfied.

Since we have excluded elements in Bj, for any b = (by,...,bs) € B there exists some index i for
which |b;/ ged(by, ..., bq)| > en; = esjiil. This implies that
|b; | € €

Ap = > -.
b 112?3}{(1 ged(by, ..., bg)N; — s—1 > s

(4.17)

Meanwhile, as |b;| < i for each i, we know that A, < -5 < 2. Therefore Ay, € (£, 2] for all b € B.

s— 1 —
Hence B satisfies the conditions in Lemma 4.8 for A\g :=

Cnlm‘

We fix an arbitrary b € B. By Corollary 4.5 there exists a linear map fy, : Z% — Z~! that satisfies
conditions (1) and (2). Let s* = [es]. Now we know that b, f, and s* satisfy the conditions in
Lemma 4.8. We apply it and get

4U4(X,b f—1
> UNX,b,s) NUYX, Y, 5)| < | (SA; o)l 8 — D X b5

b’eB b’eB

12
=5 Y UMUK b)) b))
U brezd-1\{o0}

(4.18)

For the third term on the right hand side of (4.18), we would like to apply the induction hypothesis.
To do this, we need to verify the various conditions in the statement by proving following claims.

As fp, satisfies condition (2) in Corollary 4.5, there exist positive integers Ny,..., Nj_; such that
So([N1] x -+ x [Na]) © [NT] >+ [Ng_y],

1
gAML Ng < Nj oo N < 2PN\ Ny -+ - Ny, (4.19)
Let M :=minj<j<q—1 Nj > Ni. As A € (5, %], we have
€ 2d2+1
N - Ng< NP N < Ny - Ny (4.20)

2s
Let X* = f,(U4(X,b,s)). As fp satisfies (2) in Corollary 4.5, we have X* C [Nj] x - -+ x [Nj_,]. Let
m* := | X*| and p* :=m*/(Ny--- Nj_,).

The following claims allow us to apply the induction hypothesis to (N ;)?;%, X*, and s*.

Claim 2. Ny ---Ni | < Md=9/3,
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Proof of Claim 2. Note that N1 < M, so we have that

Ny Ng < N¢HI=0 < ppd+i=s, (4.21)
. dil 1 M 16(d+2)d3 12(d2+1)
Since m > 1, we know that M > Ny---Ng > 5> 2 min(8,9) and so M > 27 > 27 3

Combining (4.21) with (4.10) and (4.20), we have

NE oo No < 2P ANy - Ny < 2B H (N - N 31 i < o1 " (@) (4.22)
For the exponent of M on the right hand side in (4.22), we know that
d+1-90 § 5 d+ % § 6 P
(1) g < i

Therefore, we can simplify (4.22) and get

2 55 s
12(d241)

as expected, where in the last inequality we use that M > 2~ &5 . O

By Claim 2, we can apply the induction hypothesis to X* C [N{] x --- x [N7_;] and 0* = /3. It
remains to show that s* is also in the desired range.
5/3

Claim 3. (N ---Ni_,)a(p*)a-1a < s* < M(p*)®.

Proof of Claim 3. By Lemma 4.6, we have

A 1
7b|Ud(X,b,s)| <m* < =|U4X,b, s)|. (4.23)
S
Note that € = p7 and that p = "5~ As |U%(X,b,s)| <m, combining with (4.20), we have
* m 2
PA—.L < s LR ] (4.24)

NN = QLSNI"'Nd_ENl"'Nd

Recall that v = E%?éi’g))! < 12~id 5 and so

(1 ) > 0 0 . 0 S d+1 1) ot

3.40-1q V7341 VT qdg T3 4dg 7= g dd+1) T 6-4dd
5

As a result, raising both sides of (Ny - -- Nd)%p‘ld(dﬂ) < s to the d%l—th power, we have

dtl_s P s _ s [od+l E s
Y ( Ni---Ng| (2p'7)5aTa.

Note that s* > es = p7s. By (4.24), we have p* < 2p'~7. Combining these with (4.20), we have

d2+1 5

) [ [
§* > sp? > 27 e et (N7 - NGy ) (p") 5T > (N] - Ny )i (p")awdta, (4.25)

s y1y 5
Here in the last inequality we use that p 649a > p_27 > 92d° > 2 d *524-14, Note that from our
choice of b € B, [U4(X,b,s)| is at least em. Therefore combining with (4.23) we have m* > $Apm.
Combining this with (4.19) and € = p?, we have

*

m %)\bm 27d271 )
Nf---Nx | = 2d2)\bN1--'Nd -

*

Pt = ep = 27d271,01+7. (4.26)
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By (4.10), we know that es > p? - (m/p) @+ > p (d+1) .Asm+’y<mand
p < 1, we have es > 1, so s* = [es]| < 2es. Note that s < N1 p? < MpP. Therefore, we have
§* < 2es < 2p"MpP = 21+5(d2+1)p“’*ﬁ“’M(QfdQ*lpH“’)ﬁ < M(p*)?, (4.27)

where in the last inequality we use (4.26) and that p= 757 > p1/2 > 2d°/2 5 l+B(@*+D) for ¢ > 2. O

We conclude that the conditions for the induction hypothesis are satisfied by d* =d — 1, (N, *)f L

)

5 =46/3, p* =B, X* = f,(U4X,b,s)), and s* = [es]. Applying the induction hypothesis we get

N N* m min(3,6/3)
Y. U U b,s)), b, 57| < C*fﬁ(f)*)“d_l(d““, (4.28)
b*ez4=1\{0}
where C* = Cp - 5971 - 20@=D% Using (4.20), (4.23), (4.24), and that s* > p7s, we have
NP NG me L N Na - d
min(53,6/3) min(5,9) (d+2)

where for simplicity we denote v* := ~. Note that exponent of p on

47-T.(d41)] = 349-T.(d+1)! —
the right hand side of (4.29) satisfies (1 —)y* — (d — 1)y =~v* — (d —14~*)y > 3vy. Combining this
with the inequalities (4.28) and (4.29), we have

N
Z U (fo(UY(X, b, 5)),b*,5%)| < 2d2+1C*p3“’17|Ud(X b, s)|. (4.30)
b*eZd-1\{0}
Put this into (4.18). Note that Ao = £ = p7/s and that £=1 < < = 7. We have

> X, b,s)N Ud(X, b, s)| < 4p—VyUd(X,b, $) 407 ) [UUX, B, 9)]
b’eB b’eB (431)

N+---N
12 280 T (X b, s).

We sum (4.31) over b € B. Recall that v = mn(lc(lig)) < . We have

N Np N

i > —dp > p_Q'Y

S sd =

and it follows that p~7 < p”f%. Using this and (4.15), we have

Ny---N
> UK, b, s) NUKX, D, 8)] < <4p”+p”\B! +12-2d2“0*p“Td> > Uh(X, b, s)|
b,b’eB beB

Ny---N
< (4 +54 412 2d2+10*) p Y U by ).
beB

Combine this with (4.16), we have

Ny--- Ny
—m

= (4.32)

S0 b,s)| < (14504122840 7
beB
Substituting in the bounds (4.13), (4.14), and (4.32) into (4.12), we have

mNy -+ Ny

3 UUX,b,s)| < (12d+5d+4+5d+12-2d2+10*) L

bezd\{0}

S
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Finally, we show that the sum of the additive constant above is at most C. Recall that C* =
00,5(1—1.2((1—1)3 and C = CO-Sd-Qda, we know that 24 -2 C* < 3 .5 .23 =3d+1ow — % as d > 2. For
other terms, we have 4 < 5 < 1274 < od® — 5d% <3 C and it follovvs that 12d—|—5d—i—4—i—5d—|—12-2d2+10* <
21‘50 + %C < C. Thus the statement holds for d. Therefore we conclude that the statement holds for
all positive integer d. O

5. A PROOF OF THE LOWER BOUND IN THEOREM 1.3

We prove the following result, which is the lower bound on the discrepancy in Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 5.1. For any positive integer d, there exists a constant cq > 0 such that the following holds.
For positive integer Ny, ..., Ng, letting N = (Ny,...,Ng), we have

B
disc(An) > N; .
isc(AN) > ¢q4 ?éag <H )

Here by convention if I =0 then || =1.

ZEI

Roth [9] proved the case d = 1, and Valké [10] proved the case that the N;’s are equal. Similar to
these previous results, our proof uses Fourier analysis. We first set up some notations. Let f,g : Z¢ —
C be two functions that each has finite support. The Fourier transform f : [0,1]% — C is given by

f(r) =3 eza f(x)e"?™*T_ The convolution fxg: Z? — C is given by f*g(x) = > .cza f(r)g(x—1),
which also has finite support. With these notations, we have the convolution identity f * g = f-g and
Parseval’s identity

> fxgx) = [ fr)g)dr

x€Z4 [0,1]¢
In the proof of Theorem 5.1 below, for a vector x € Z¢, we let x; denote the i*® coordinate of x.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We take cg = © = [Ny] x --- x [Ng] € Z%. Fix any x : Q — {1,—1}.
1
Let T = maxaec 4y [X(A)]. It suffices to show that T > cq max;cig (IT;eg Ni) 271+2.

For x : @ — {1, —1}, we may extend it to a function x : Z¢ — {—1,0,1} by assigning 0 to Z<\ Q.
Clearly x takes nonzero values on Nj --- Ny points. Hence we may apply Parseval’s identity and get

/ X(r)X(r)dr = Z X(x)x(x) = Ny -+ Ng. (5.1)
[Ovl}d erd

Let L be a positive integer and D, ... Dy be nonnegative integers to be determined later. For each
b € 7%\ 0 satisfying that b; € [-D;, D;] for 1 <4 < d, let g, : Z? — C be the indicator function of
the set {0,b,...,(L —1)b}. Now we have for each x € Zd,

gb * x(x Zxx—tb XQN{x—tb:0<t<L}).

Since QN {x —tb : 0 <t < L} is an arithmetic progression contained in €, it is a set in An;, so
lg * x(x)| < T. This is true for all x € Z?. Also note that |gy, * x(x)| is nonzero only when x —tb € Q
for some 0 <t < L. In this case we have x; € [1 — LD;, N; + LD;] for each 1 < i < d. Therefore,
gb * X is nonzero on at most H?Zl(Ni + 2LD;) points in Z%. We have
d
Z gb * X(X)gp * x(x) Z lgb * x(x)]? < T2 1_[(]\7Z +2LD;). (5.2)
xez4 x€ezZd i=1
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By the convolution identity and Parseval’s identity, we have

> b+ X(X)gb * X (%) = gb ¥ X(r)gp * X(r) dr = / 9b(r)X(r)gp(r)X(r) dr (5.3)
XEZd [071]d [071]d

Combining (5.2) and (5.3), we get that for any nonzero b € [—Dy, Dq] X - -+ x [=Dg, Dy]

d
. ) RO de < 2 [T+ 220, (5.4

i=1
Let A be the set of integer points in [0, D1] X - -+ x [0, D4] and B be the set of nonzero integer points
n [—Di1,Dq] X -+ x [=Dg, Dg]. Clearly any two distinct points in A have their difference in B. The
number of points in B is at most H?:1(2Dz‘ + 1). Hence if we sum over b € B in (5.4), we get

d
/[0 ” (Z \§E(r)12> X(@X(@) dr < T*[[(N; + 2LD;)(2D; + 1) (5.5)

beb i=1

Fix any r € [0,1]?. By the pigeonhole principle, there exists two distinct a,a’ € A such that the
fractional parts of a-r and a’ - r differ by at most 1/|A|. Hence for any r we can find b’ € B
(we shall take b’ = a—a’ or b’ = a’ — a) such that the fractional part of b’ - r is in [0,1/|A]. If

L< ‘A| = 1TIL ,(D; + 1), then for any r € [0,1]¢,

L—-1
— _ ol 4
S g 2 g ) = > e = S
beB t=0

Put this into (5.5) and combine with (5.1). We conclude that for any positive integer L and nonnegative
integers D1, ..., Dy such that L < M then

d d
4
T2 [[(Ni + 2LDy)(2D; + 1) > PL2 11 (5.6)
=1 =1

Let R = max;ciq) (HleIN)Q\”“ If R < 2, the statement is trivial as ¢g = & &/

we may assume that R > 2 and the maximum in the definition of R is achieved by some nonempty
1

I C [d]. For each j € I, we have R > (Hiel\{j} Ni) 2\1\, so Nj > R?. With these properties, we may

now choose the values of L and Dy, ..., Dy. We set L = |R?/2|, D; = L%J for i € I, and Dj = 0 for
each j ¢ I. Since

(D1 +1)---(Dg+1) S [Licr NVi _ R_2 ST
2 — 2R 2 -
we can apply (5.6) to these variables. For j ¢ I, as D; = 0, we have (N; +2LD;)(2D; +1) = Nj. For
i € I, since N; > R%, we have N;/R?> > D; > 1, so

R? N; N; N?
(¥ + 28D 2Dy +1) < (Mot 20 3 ) 5 =

Put these into (5.6). Note that L > %2. We have

N; = R211+2 We conclude that T > & L}

Also note that [[,;.;
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6. A PROOF OF THE UPPER BOUND IN THEOREM 1.3

In this section, we aim to generalize the upper bound in Theorem 1.2 to all grids of differing side
lengths. The following lemma allows us to remove dimensions of short side lengths.

Lemma 6.1. Let d > 2 be a positive integer and N1, ..., Ny be positive integers. Then for N =
(N1,...,Ng) and N' = (Ny,...,Ng_1), we have

disc(An) < max (disc(.AN/), V/6N4log(2N7 - - - Nd)> .

Proof. Firstly we may choose an optimal coloring x’ for the grid [Ni] x --- X [Ng_1] that achieves
discrepancy disc(Any).

We extend this coloring to a coloring y : [N1]x -+ x[Ng4] = {1, —1} by the following procedure. Take
Ny iid. Rademacher random variables v(i) for 1 < i < Ny (i.e. Pr(v(i) = 1) = Pr(v(i) = —1) = 1).
Now we set x(x1,...,24) = X (21,...,24-1)v(xq) for any (x1,...,24) € [N1] X -+ X [Ng].

Now we analyze x(S) for S € An. Let (ki,...,kq) be the common difference of arithmetic progres-
sion S. If kg = 0, then all elements in S share the same d-th coordinate x4, so we may write S as
S’ x {xq}, where S’ is also an arithmetic progression with common difference (k1,...,kq_1). By our
construction of x, we have |x(S)| = |x'(5")v(zq)| < disc(An).

Otherwise if ky # 0, then all elements in S have distinct d-th coordinates, and |S| < Ng4. Since x/
is deterministic, we know that x(S) is a summation of |S| i.i.d. Rademacher random variables. Now
by the Chernoff bound (e.g. see Theorem A.1.1 and Corollary A.1.2 in [1]), we have

6N log(2Ny---Ny) 1
2[9]

Pr(|x(8)| > v/6Nalog(2Ny -+ Ng)) < 2¢ < 7 (Vi N ™ < (Ni-- Na) ™7,

where in the last inequality we use that |S| < Ny. Finally we apply the union bound on all S with
kq # 0. Clearly there are Ny --- Ny ways to pick the first element in the arithmetic progression, and
at most Np - - - Ng ways to pick the last element, and at most Ny ways to choose |S| (as 1 < |S| < Ny).
Once these are chosen, then clearly S is determined as the common difference in the last coordinate
is determined. Hence the total number of distinct S in An with kg # 0 is at most (Ng --- Ng)®. By
union bound, we conclude that there exists a choice of v such that |x(9)| < /6N4log(2N; - - Ny) for
all S € AN with distinct d-th coordinates.

In summary, we conclude that there is a choice of x : [IV1] x - -+ x [Ng] — {1, —1} so that

Jnax Ix(S)| < max <disc(AN/), V/6Nylog(2N; - - Nd)) .

Note that disc(An) is defined as the minimum over all y, so we have the desired inequality. O

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.3. Suppose that Ny > Ng > --- > Ny > 1 =: Ngy1. Assume
that N7 is sufficiently large to avoid triviality.

Bl
Let R; = <H}:1 Nj> " for 1 <i < d. Clearly

1
[I]+1
max HNi = max R;.
IC[d] el 1<i<d
(3

Now we take ¢ to be the first index 1 < ¢ < d such that R; >
Lemma 6.1, for N’ = (Ny,..., N¢), we have

Nit1

——1— By repeatedly applyin
(log(N1--Na)) Y Y e

ol

disc(An) < max (disc(AN/), 44/ Ny 41 log(Ny - - - Nd)> . (6.1)
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By our choice of ¢, we have 41/ Nyi11og(Ny - -+ Ny) < 4y/Ry(log(Ny - - - Nd))%.

Also we have N; > R;_1(log(Ny - -~ Ny))2, so Ny > Ry(log(Ny - - - Ny))Z#D > Ry (log(Ni - - - Ny))i.

log(Nq---N _
M) so that N/F170 = RI*1 By Theorem 1.2 we have

: _ log(Ny - -+ Ng)
dise(An) = O <\/R_tloglog(N1 . ..Nd)> '

This completes the proof by invoking (6.1). O

Consequently, we may pick § = O <

Remark. The above proof gives that we can take Cy = 20(@) in Theorem 1.3.

7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Theorem 1.3 determines disc(.AN) up to a constant factor for many N’s. However, even when d = 2,
there is a regime where the upper and lower bounds are not within a constant factor. As a special case,

let N = (N, v N(log N)¥) for k > 2 and large N. Theorem 1.3 yields a lower bound of Q(Ni (log N)%)
and an upper bound of O(Ni(log N)%H(log log N)~1). If we apply Lemma 6.1 and the Matousek-

Spencer theorem in one dimension [8], we get a weaker upper bound of O(N %(log N )%) In some
other regimes, such as when 0 < k£ < % in the above example, Lemma 6.1 and [8] gives a better upper

bound than Theorem 1.3, yet it is still not within a constant factor from the lower bound.
It is interesting to know if the sub-logarithmic factor in the upper bound of Theorem 1.3 can be
removed or not. We conjecture that it can be and the lower bound is tight.

Conjecture 7.1. For any integer d > 1, let N = (N1, Na,--- ,Ng) where Ny,..., Ny are positive
integers. Then

e
disc(AN) = ©4 | max N;
IC(d g '
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