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Abstract

We prove an asymptotically tight lower bound on |A + AA| for A C C and alge-
braic integer A. The proof combines strong version of Freiman’s theorem, structural
theorem on dense subsets of a hypercubic lattice and a generalisation of the contin-
uous result on tight bound for the measure of K 4+ 7K for a compact subset K C R¢
of unit Lebesgue measure and a fixed linear operator 7: R? — R?, obtained by the
authors in [7].

1 Introduction
For a subset A C R and a real number A\ € R we define the set A + AA to be
A+ NA = {CLl + Aas : ai,as € A}

The question of finding the asymptotically minimal possible size of A+ AA in term of the
size of A and A has received considerable attention over recent years.
When A\ = p/q is a rational number with coprime integers p, ¢, Bukh [2] proved that

[ A+ ZAI = (Il + lal) - [A] = o(A),

and the error term was later improved to a constant C' = C(p,q) in the work of Balog
and Shakan [1]. This is the best possible up to the dependence of C' on p, gq.

For transcendental A\ (it is easy to see that the bound does not depend on A in this
case) the lower bound is no longer linear. Indeed, Konyagin and Laba [6] showed that

Al log | 4]

A+ M| 2 C————
4+ A4 C’loglog|A|

for an absolute constant C'

This bound was then improved by Sanders [8] to |A]log*~°M |A|, then by Schoen
[10] to (log|A|)¢'oelel4l| A| and again by Sanders [9] to €'°¢°14l|A| for some ¢ > 0. All
these bounds relied on the quantitative refinements of Freiman’s theorem. Very recently
Conlon and Lim [4] improved the bound to e“V!°¢l4l| A| for an absolute constant ¢ > 0,
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using much more elementary methods. This bound is tight up to value of the constant
¢ > 0, as follows from a construction from [6].

For the case of algebraic A we formulated a conjecture |7, Conjecture 1] about the
value of liminf |A + AA|/|A| and proved the upper bound, see Conjecture 2 below. We
also proved the conjecture for the specific case A = v/2. For the case A := (p/q)"/? this
conjecture was proved by Conlon and Lim [3]. In this paper we prove the conjecture for
all algebraic integers A.

To formulate the conjecture for arbitrary algebraic A we need the following

Definition 1.1. For an irreducible polynomial f(z) € Z[z] of degree d > 1 (irreducibility
in particular means that the coefficients of f do not have a common integer divisor greater

than 1) denote
d

H(f) = H(‘az| + [bil),
i=1
where f(x) = H?Zl(aix + b;) is a full complex factorization of f.

For arbitrary polynomial f(x) € Clz] we define H(f) to be equal to ming s H(g), where
the minimum is taken over all irreducible polynomials g(x) € Z[x] such that g divides f in
Clx]. In the case when f has no non-constant divisors with integer coefficients we define
H(f) = .

For a linear operator T € End(R?) we define H°(T) to be equal to H(f), where f is
the characteristic polynomial of T .

We also define, for a linear operator T € End(R?), H(T) to be equal to Hf:1(1+ IA]),
where \;’s are the eigenvalues of T .

Clearly, the value of H(f) is well-defined, i.e. does not depend on the factorization.

Remark 1.1. We note that H(T) is not in general equal to H°(T'). The former corre-
sponds to the continuous problem of bounding the measure of Q2+ TQ for a set  C R4
of measure 1, whereas the latter conjecturally corresponds to discrete problem of bounding
A+ TA for large sets A of fized size. In the case when T € End(Z?) has no invariant
subspaces we have H(T) = H°(T), see Proposition 1.

With this definition, |7, Conjecture 2| reads as
Conjecture 1. Let T € End(R?) be a linear operator. Then

. |A+ TA
lim inf T
|A|—o0, ACRE | A|

= H°(T).
This conjecture yields the following result for the behaviour of liminf |A + AA|/| A| for
algebraic A, see |7] for details.

Conjecture 2. Let A € C be an algebraic number with minimal polynomial f € Z[x].

Then At Al
. +
il Sy~ HO)
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The main goal of the paper is to prove Conjecture 1 for the case of 7 € End(Z%)
and as a corollary, prove Conjecture 2 for the case of algebraic integer \. We prove the
following

Theorem 1. Let T € End(RY) be a linear operator such that T (Z4) C Z2. Then

- |A+ TA]
liminf ———
|Aj—o0, ACR | A|

= H°(T).

Theorem 2. Let A € C be an algebraic integer number with minimal polynomial f. Then

%:HUFH(HM, )

lim inf
|A] =00, ACC

where \;’s are all algebraic conjugates of \.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we relate H°(T) to H(T)
for T € End(Z%), deduce Theorem 2 from Theorem 1, and prove the upper bound in
Theorem 1. Then in Section 3, we reduce Theorem 1 to the special case when the set
A is a subset of a Z" N [0, N)" of density at least ¢ = ¢(7). This reduction relies on a
cirtain refinement of Freiman’s theorem. Finally, in Section 4, we complete the proof of
Theorem 1 by using a structural lemma on the dense subsets of a hypercube, see Lemma
4.2, together with the continuous version of Theorem 1.

2 Preliminary observations

In this section we establish a relation between H°(7) and H(T) for endomorphisms of
the Z< lattice, deduce Theorem 2 from Theorem 1 and also prove an upper bound in
Theorem 1.

Proposition 1. Let T € End(Z?) then

H° = min H

(T) = spin, H(Tie).

where the minimum is taken over all invariant subspaces a of Q% and T, as well as Tias
1s 1dentified, with a slight abuse of notation, with its extensition to a linear operator on

Q¢ and RY.

Proof. Let f be the characteristic polynomial of 7. We first show that the minimum is at
least H°(T). Take any invariant subspace a, and let g be the characteristic polynomial
of Tjo. Clearly g is a divisor of f, and taking rational basis of a and writing the matrix
of 7 in this basis one sees that ¢ has rational coefficients. Moreover, since +¢ is monic
and all its roots are algebraic integers, it, in fact, has integer coefficients. So we have

min H(7,) > min H(g) =: H°(T).

aTaCa alf
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In the other direction, let g be an irreducible divisor of f of degree m with integer
coefficients. In particular, ¢ is monic. Take the subspace 8 := Ker(g(7T)) of Q% which
is non-trivial since ¢g(7) is singular. Then take an arbitrary non-zero vector v € § and
consider the subspace 3’ := (v, Tw,...,T™ 'v) which is an invariant subspace of T, as
follows from the fact that g(7)v = 0. Note that the characteristic polynomial of 7jg is
+g since any eigenvalue of 7y is a root of g, the dimension of 73 is at most m, and g is
monic. Hence, we have

H°(T):=minH(g) > min H(T).

glf a:TaCa
U

Remark 1. Since H(7|,) is non-decreasing in « under the partial ordering given by
inclusion of subspaces, the invariant subspace o of minimal possible dimension among
those with the minimal value of H(Ta) additionally does not have any non-trivial invariant
subspaces of Tjq.

Proof of Theorem 2 given Theorem 1. The observation made in |7, Lemma 2.1] implies
that we may work with subsets of Q[A], namely, that

o |A+ M\A| L |A+ A\A| o |A+ M\A|
liminf —— = liminf ——0w = inf ————,
|A|so0,ACC | A| |A|»o00, ACQ[N] | A |Al—soo,ACZ[N] | A|

where the last equality follows by dilating A. Since A is an algebraic integer, the linear
operator Ty defined by = — Az is an endomorphism of Z[A]. Furthermore, 7, does not
have invariant subspaces and its characteristic polynomial is equal, up to a sign, to the
minimal polynomial f of A. So by Theorem 1 we have

. |A+ AA|
liminf ——
|Al=oo, ACZN | A

= H°(T\) = H(f),

as desired. O
Recall that a very similar argument is used in |7, Proposition 1].

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1. Using Remark 1, choose a T-invariant subspace
o C Q7 satisfying H°(T) = H(T}.), and such that « has no non-trivial invariant subspaces
of Tjo. Again, with some abuse of notation we identify o with a subspace of R?. It then
suffices to construct large sets A C « such that |A + T, Al = H(T.) - |A] — o(JA)]),
since 7 and 7}, coinside on «. So passing to 7|, if needed, without loss of generality
we may assume that the operator 7T itself has no non-trivial invariant subspaces and so
He(T)=H(T).

Fix some small € > 0. As explained after the proof of |7, Theorem 2|, the inequality
ps(Q 4+ TQ) /() > H(T) is sharp and we can consider a convex compact set  C R?
which satisfies u(Q +7Q)/u(Q) < H(T) + . Take M large enough and consider the set
Qur == ZNM-Q. We have [Qy| = pu(Q)-M940(M?), and since Qp+T Q0 C (Q+TQ)NZ4
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we have |Qn + TS| < pu(Q + TQ) - M4 + o(M?), where we used the fact that both Q2
and Q4 T2 are convex to approximate the number of integer points in their dilates. This
immediately implies that |Qy + T Q| /|| < H(T) + €+ op(1), and since we can take
€ to be arbitrary small, the upper bound follows. O

3 Reduction to the case of a dense subset of a box

To prove the lower bound in Theorem 1 we first want to reduce the problem to the case
of a set A which forms a dense subset of a cube, i.e to the following statement

Lemma 3.1. Let T : Z¢ — Z% be a linear operator and ¢ > 0. For any subset A C
{0,1,...,N — 1}% of size |A| > & - N¢ we have

|A+TA| = H*(T) - |A] = o(|A]),
where the implied constant in o(-) may depend both on T and €.
To deduce Theorem 1 from Lemma 3.1 we need a strong version of Freiman’s theorem

which we now state and prove.

3.1 Freiman’s theorem

Definition 3.1. Let (G,+) be an abelian group. A set P C G is a generalised arithmetic
progression! (GAP) of dimension d > 1 if it has the form

P={vg+ bty + -+ Ly : 0< ;< Ly}, (2)

where v, vy, ...,0q € G, Ly, Lo, ..., Ly € Z,. The generalised arithmetic progression P
is said to be proper if all sums in (2) are distinct (in which case |P| = (L1 + 1)(Ly +
1)...(Lg+1)). We say that P is k-proper if

k-P:={vg+ v+ +Lqvg : 0<L; < kLY, (3)
has all elements on the RHS distinct, i.e. if P is proper and |k - P| = H?Zl(ij +1)).

It will be convenient for us to work with GAPs which are (almost) symmetric with
respect to the origin. So we use the following

Definition 3.2. Let (G,+) be an abelian group. We call a set P C G is a centered
generalised arithmetic progression (¢-GAP) of dimension d > 1 if it has the form

P={lv+---+lvg : —L; <{; < Lj}, (4)

IStrictly speaking, a generalised arithmetic progressions is not just a set but the collection of data
(G; P;d;vg,v1,...,04; L1, ... Lg) but this would be cumbersome to write so with some abuse of notation
we just write P to denote this collection of data.



where vy, vy, ..., va € G, Ly, Lo, ..., Lg € Z,. For k > 1 and a centered GAP P we write
kxP = {fl'Ul + 4 gdvd . —k'L] < Ej < k‘L]} . (5)
We say that P is k-proper if all elements on the RHS of (5) are pairwise distinct.

Remark 3.1. Note that any centered GAP P can be seen as a GAP with v = — ) Ljv;
and in this case k- P # k% P for k > 2. Howewver, the notion of being k-proper coincides
for these two points of view, and this slight ambiguity should hopefully cause no confusion.

The following result is taken from [5, Theorem 1.1].

Lemma 3.2. For every K > 0 there exist constants d = d(K) and f = f(K) such that
for any abelian group G and any subset A C G with doubling constant at most K (i.e.
such that |A+ A| < K|A|) there exists a proper arithmetic progression P C G containing
A which has dimension at most d(K) and size at most f(K)|A|.

We need the following strengthening of this theorem, which ensures that not only P
itself is proper but also its large multiple is proper. Note that in this case we require the
group G to be torsion-free.

Lemma 3.3. Let v : N x N — N be an arbitrary function. For any K > 0 there exist
constants d = d(K) and F = F(K,~) such that for any torsion-free abelian group G and
any subset A C G with doubling constant at most K (i.e. such that |A+ A| < K|A|) there
exists a generalized arithmetic progression P C G containing A which has dimension at
most d(K), size at most F(K,v)|A|, and is k-proper with k := ~v(||P|/|A||, d(P)), where
d(P) is the dimension of P.

Proof. We use [11, Theorem 3.40] which states that any d-dimensional GAP P in a torsion-
free abelian group G can be embedded in a proper GAP P’ of size at most dCOdS\P | for
fixed constant Cy, and that if P is non-proper, then P’ can be taken to have dimension
at most d — 1. Note a caveat that in [11, Theorem 3.40] this latter statement about the
decrease in the dimension is stated for any abelian group G but it, in fact, only holds,
and is proved, for the torsion-free case.

Now, we prove the lemma with the same d(K) as in Lemma 3.2. First, consider a
proper arithmetic progression Py of dimension dy < d(K') and size at most f(K)|A| which
contains A. If Py is ko-proper with ko := v(||FPo|/|Al], d) we stop. Otherwise, consider
a GAP P, D kg - Py of dimension d; < dy — 1 and size at most d00d3|k0P0|. Again, if P,
is ki-proper with ky = ~([|P1|/|Al], d1) we stop, otherwise we consider P D k; - Py of
dimension dy < dy—1 and size at most d°°% |ky Py|, etc. After some s < d(K) steps we stop
and obtain a GAP P of dimension dy < d which is ks proper with kg := (|| Ps|/|A]], ds)-
Moreover, | P;|/|A] is bounded by a function which only depends on d(K), F(K) and ~.
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3.2 Lemma 3.1 implies Theorem 1

Recall that it only remains to prove the lower bound in Theorem 1. Before proving the
reduction to the case of a dense subset of a cube, we observe that we may assume that
A C Q% see Lemma 3.4, and then show that if |[A + TA| < |A| then the set AU T A
can be embedded in a centered generalised arithmetic progression P which is k-proper for
some large k, see Lemma 3.5. We also prove a simple lemma which is then used in the
proof of the reduction.

Lemma 3.4. The lower bound in Theorem 1 follows from the lower bound in the special
case when A C Q<.

Proof. Take an arbitrary finite set A C R? write all relations of the form a+7b = c+Td
for (a,b,c,d) € A* which are satisfied in coordinates. This gives a system of homogeneous
linear equations over Q. Together with all conditions ensuring that all points of A are
distinct (for any two points a # b € A we take a condition of non-equality type a; # b;
for certain coordinate index j) this gives us a system of equalities and non-equalities that,
since solvable over R (by elements of A) is also solvable over Q giving us a set A’ C Q for
which |A"+ TA| < |A+TA|.

O

So from now on we assume that A C Q¢ and using induction we further assume that
the statement has been proved for all operators in dimensions 1,2,...,d — 1.

Lemma 3.5. For any function v : N x N = N, an operator T € End(Z%), and K > 0
there exist constants ng = no(T,K) and F = F(~, T, K) such that the following holds.
Assume that A C 7% satisfies |A+TA| < K - |A|. Then there exists a centred generalised
arithmetic progression P in Z of dimension n < ng which has size at most F - | A,
contains (A — x) UT (A —x) for some x € Z¢, and is k-proper with k := (|| P|/|A|],n).

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that  is increasing in each variable.
By Pliinnecke inequality the set B := AU T A satisfies |B + B| < (2K*+ K) - |B| and so
by Lemma 3.3 we can embed both A and T A in some GAP P of dimension n = Og(1)
and size Ok (|A|) which is 7/([|P|/|A]],n) :=2-~(2" - ||P|/|A|],n) proper.

Take arbitrary z € A and consider A" := A — x. Since A, TA,{z},{Tz} C P, we
have A', TA" C P — P =: P’ which is a centred GAP. Also P’ has size at most 4"|P|
and is k/2 proper whenever P is k-proper. It remains to note that ~v([|P’|/|A|],n) <
v (L|P|/]A||,n)/2 by the definition of 7. O

Lemma 3.6. Let vy,...,v4,v € Z"™ be vectors such that v € (vq,...,vq). Assume that all
coordinates of all v; are bounded, in absolute value, by some constant C'. Then there exist

integers s, sy, . ..,Sq such that
d
SU = E 5505
=1

where s; = Ocp(||v]|1e) for each j=1,...,d and s = Oc,(1).
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Proof. Take some minimal subset S of vectors among vy, ..., v which linearly span v.
Then vectors from S are linearly independent and so we can augment them with several
vectors of the standard basis of Q™ to form a basis S’ of Q™. It then remains to consider
the unique linear combination of vectors in S” giving v. All vectors that we added to
S will come with zero coefficients and so we will obtain a linear combination of vectors
in S giving v in which all coefficients are rational numbers with denominators of size
Oc¢.n(1) and numerators of size O¢,,(||v] =) as changing one basis to another multiplies
the vector of coefficients by some fixed matrix with entries having bounded numerators
and denominators. 0

Proof of Theorem 1 given Lemma 3.1. By Lemma 3.4 and dilating A if necessary, we as-
sume that A C Z% We also induct on the dimension d assuming that statement has
been proved for all smaller dimensions. Note that for the base case d = 1 equivalence of
Theorem 1 and Lemma 3.1 immediately follows from Freiman’s theorem.

For a large finite set A C Z¢ we want to show that

|A+TA| > H°(T) - |Al +o(|A]).

In proving this we may assume the contrary, so |[A+TA| < K-|A| with K = K(T) =

H°(T). Since |[A+TA| = [(A—2)+T(A—=x)| for every x € Z4, using Lemma 3.5 we may
assume that both A and T A are inside some centred generalised arithmetic progression P
of dimension n which is k-proper with & := k([|P|/|A|],n) with function k to be defined
later, and such that |A|/|P| > e =¢e(k,T).

Let w be the basis vector of P corresponding to the largest L;. For this vector we
know that w,2w,...,Lw € P where L := L; > |A]Y™ Since L > |A|Y" we may
assume that L is large enough in terms of 7 for our argument to work. Consider vectors

wo = w,wy = Tw,wy :=T2w, ..., we :=T%w. We consider two cases depending on
whether these vectors are linearly independent or not.
Case 1: Vectors wy, wy, . .., wq_q are linearly dependent in Q¢. Then the hyperplane

« spanned by these vectors has dimension smaller than d and is such that the set A lies in
at most O(JA|/L) = O(|A|'"'/") translates of a. So we may write A = A, U AyLI--- LA,
where A; C x; + «, and m < C(T) - |A]'"Y/". We may assume that A\ = —1 is not an
eigenvalue of 7T, as otherwise H°(7) = 2 and the inequality |[A+ TA| > H°(T) - |A| -1
follows from the torsion-free version of Cauchy—Davenport theorem. Note that for i # j
we have (4; + TA;) N (A; + TA;) = 0 as otherwise we would have [Id +7](z; — z;) € «
and since Id +7 is invertible and 7o C « this would imply x; — x; € a contradicting the
fact that translates z; + a and z; + o are distinct.

For the sets B; := A; — x; C o we have |A; + T A;| = |B; + ToB;| and so the lower

bound for the operator 7|,, which has dimension smaller than d, and sets B, ..., B,, gives
us
AL SRR TR SERUSHETEN b oitt) Bt
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where the last term comes from all the sets B; of constant size. Since ) |B;| = |A| and
m < |A]*"Y" this immediately implies the result for the operator 7 since H°(Tj,) <
H°(T) by Proposition 1.

Case 2: Vectors wg,ws,...,wq_1 are linearly independent in Q4. We proceed in
several steps:

Step 1: We show that there exist some constants A = A\(7,d, n,e) and k' = k'(T,d, n, )
such that all vectors fAw; with ¢ € {0,1,...,d — 1} and £ € [0... L] are going to be in a
multiple &' x P of P.

It suffices to show the existence of such A; and k; for each w; separately and then take
A =[] Aj and &' := X-max;{k;}. We induct on j. For wy := w this follows from the con-
struction as we took w to be the basis vector with the largest coordinate L. Now, assume
that for w;_; we have some values A\;_1, k;_1. Then \;,_qw;_1,2\;_qw;_1, ..., LAj_qw;j_y
are all in k;_; x P. We want to show that there exist some \;, k; such that \;sw; € k; x P
for any s € [1,...,L]. To prove this, note that it is sufficient to find A;, k; such that
Ajsw; € kj* P holds for any s € [1,...,dL] with some constant § = §(\;_1, k;_1,€,n) >0
and then multiply k; by [1/0] to cover all s € [1,..., L]. Indeed, this follows from a trivial
observation that any s € [1,... L] can be written as a sum of at most [1/§] summands,
each of which is in [1,...,dL], and the fact that we have L large enough. We now show
how to construct such A;, k; for § := ¢/(k;—1 +1)", where we recall that ¢ is a lower bound
for |A|/|P)|.

To this end, choose arbitrary s € [1,...,0L] and let w = w(s) := sw;_;. Consider the
following shifts of A:

(kja+1)"

A,A+>\j_1w,A+2>\j_1w,...A—|— -

. )\j_lw.

Since A C P, by induction hypothesis and the fact that s - M < L, all these sets
are in P+ k;_1 « P. As each of these sets has size |A| > ¢|P| and the set P+ k;_1 x P
has size smaller than (1+k;_1)"|P|, by Dirichlet’s principle two of the sets must intersect
and so we have, for some ¢ = ¢(s) < M, that cA\;_jw € A — A. Since T(A—A) =
TA—-TAC P — P C 2% P, this implies that ¢ - sA\;_jw; = T (cA\j_jw) € 2% P. Which

kj_1+1)"
[ )

implies that for C':=lem(1,..., we have

C- S)\j_le €20 % P.

Since s € [1,...,0L] was arbitrary, we can take \; := C\;_; and k; := 2C. As mentioned
above, to cover all s € [1,...,L] it is then sufficient to multiply k; by [1/d]. This
completes the proof of the induction step.

Step 2:  We show that, for A and &’ as above, all A - w;’s (which are in &' x P)
have only small coordinates in the basis of P, and all non-zero coordinates correspond
to dimensions with L; > L. Indeed, write \w; = >, zsv,, where vy € [—k'Lg, k'Ly).
Then with t := 1+ ming &’ - Ls/|vs| (where the minimum is taken over the coordinates
with vy # 0) we have tAw; € (2k') * P\ k' x P by the fact that P is at least 2k’ proper.
This implies that we must have ¢ > L which in turn implies that |k'Lg/vs| > L for each
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" and

coordinate s where v, # 0. Since L = max L;, this is only possible if |vs| < k
Ls > L/K', proving the claim.

Step 3: Now, consider a natural embedding ¢ of P into Z" C Q™ (i.e. ¢ maps basic
vectors of P to the standard basis of Z"™) which by properness can be extended to k x P,
and consider a linear subspace a C Q" spanned by {tAwy, ..., tAwg_1}. Split tA C P
into subsets given by the intersections with shifts of this linear subspace. We claim that
the corresponding subdivision A := A; U --- U A,, satisfies (A4; + TA;) N(A; +TA;)=0
for i # j.

Indeed, arguing from contradiction, we assume that y; + Tx; = y; + Tz, for certain
z,y; € A; and z;,y; € A;. Then ((Id+T)(z; — x5) = o(x; —y; — x; +y;) € a and
vz, —z;) & a.

Since z;,z; € A C P and also TA C P, we have z := (Id+7)(x; —z;) € P+
P—P—P =4xP. We also know that 1z € o and ¢z has all coordinates in Z" at
most 4L in absolute value. Since tAw; € Z" has all coordinates of size O (1) for each
j=0,1,...,d—1 by the argument in the second step of the proof, we can apply Lemma

3.6 to deduce that (\'z = Z?;é sjuw; with s; = O7 (L) and N = O7(1). Since ¢ is well

defined on k x P, choosing the function k correctly this ensures that Mz = Z;.l;é SW;.

Now, as (Id+7)~! can be written as a polynomial of 7 with integer coefficients of
size O7(1), call it f(T), we have

N(wi — ;) = F(DINAd+T) (i — z;)] = F(T)NZ]

Reducing f(x)- (32, s;27) modulo the minimal polynomial of 7, we can rewrite the latter
expression as a linear combination of wy, . .., wg—; with integer coeflicients of size O (L).
Again, assuming function k was chosen large enough, this linear combination is in kx PN
., and so this implies that «(z; — x;) € «, giving a contradiction. This completes the
proof of the fact that A; NT A; are pairwise disjoint.

Step 4: Second step in this proof ensures that in the representation A := A;U---UA,,
we have m = O .(|P|/L?), and so it suffices to prove that |A;+T A;| = H°(T)-|A;|—o(L?)
for each j = 1,2,...,m and then sum all these inequalities. After shifting A; by some
x; € A; we have L(A —xj) CanN[=2L,2L]" C Z™ and by Lemma 3.6 and the argument
in the second step of this proof we know that for some constants A" = O7.(1) and
Ly = O7.(L) we have that

)\// —LL’] {kawk | mg € [ Lo,Lo]},

which gives us a natural linear map ¢ : \"(A; —x;) — [—Lo, Lo]? C Z¢ such that /T = T
with the operator 7 acting on the standard basis {eq,...eq_1} of Z¢ as e; — e;41 for
1 =0,...,d — 2 and e4_; — Zz;é ayep, where " — Zz;é axz”® is the characteristic

polynomial of 7. Let B; be the image of A; — z; in Z% under /. Since H°(T) = H°(T)
we have, by Lemma 3.1,

|Aj + TA;| = IN'(A; — 2;) + TIN'(4; — 2))]| = |B; + T Bj| = H*(T)|By| + oL,
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where we note that the last inequality is trivially true if | B;| = o(L?).

4 The case of a dense subset of a box

In this section we prove Lemma 3.1. In order to do so, we approximate a discrete set

A C [0, N)¥NZ* by a continuous density function and then use the following generalisation
of [7, Theorem 2|

Lemma 4.1. Let T € End(R?), and K C R? be a compact set. Assume that measurable
non-negative functions f : K — R, and h: K +TK — R, satisfy, for any xz,y € K, the
inequality h(z + Ty) > f(x). Then one has

/ h(z) dp(z) > H(T) - / £ () dulz),
K+TK K

where H(T) = Hle(l + |N\i|) with \;’s being eigenvalues of T, and p is the Lebesque
measure on RY.

Remark 4.1. [7, Theorem 2] bounds the volume of K+T K from below as H(T) times the
volume of K. In other words, it exactly coincides with the case f = 1 and h = 1 7.

Proof. Consider the set Ky C R defined by K; := {(z,t) : x € K,0 <t < f(z)},
and the operator 7' € End(R%™!) defined by T'(z,t) := (T (z),0). Then the inequality
h(x + Ty) > f(z) implies the inclusion

Kf+T/(Kf) C (K+TK)h,

and so it suffices to apply [7, Theorem 2| to the set Ky of measure equal to [, f(z) du(x)
and the map 7’ which satisfies H(T") = H(T). O

To approximate a discrete set A by a continuous density function, we need the following
structural result. In the following, for an integer M by an M -cube we mean a cube [0, M )¢
shifted by an element of (MZ)?.

Lemma 4.2. For any €, > 0 and d > 1 there exists By = By(e,6,d) such that the
following holds. Let P := [0, N)NZ% be a cube and let A C P be a set of size at least
e|P|. Then there exist B < By and a collection {Py, ..., Ps} of disjoint N/B-cubes such
that the set A’ :== AN (UP;) satisfies

o |A=(1-0)lA|

o A’ is topologically §-dense in each P;, in the sense that Vx € P;dy € A NP; :
|z — yjlree KON/B forj=1,...,d.
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Proof. In the following we tacitly assume 1/6 to be an integer. For £ > 0 let B, := 6%
For each ¢ split P into BY equal parts and let P := Ufilpi(é) be the union of parts which
contain at least one point of A. By construction we have P c P¢=1.

Notice that |P¥| > |A] > - |P| and so for some ¢ < bg&% we must have

[PED| > (1 — §4+1¢)|PY)|. This means that at least 1 — 8 fraction of P\?s are subsets
of P+1 (ie. we kept all §~¢ smaller parts of them). Let Q) € P be the union of such
Pi(g)’s and define A’ := AN QY. Then the second condition of the lemma is satisfied and
we also have

A = Al = PO\ QY] > |A] =6+ [PY] > |A] - 0P| = (1 - 5)|Al.

Moreover, by construction we have B = §~* < exp {%} O
Remark 4.2. By throwing away additionally at most €|A| points from A" we could ask
the density of A’ to be at least €2/2 in each of the P;.

We now turn to proving Lemma 3.1 which we restate for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 3.1. Let T : Z¢ — 79 be a linear operator and ¢ > 0. For any subset A C
{0,1,..., N — 1}¢ of size |A] > - N% we have

|A+TA|l = H(T) - |A] — on(|A]),
where the implied constant in on(-) may depend both on T and ¢.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Let 6 > 0 be small enough. Since A C [0, N)¢, we have TA C
[~CN,CN]¢ for some C = C(T). Using Lemma 4.2 we construct TA" C TA of size
at least (1 — 0)|A| and a collection {Qy,...,Qs} of cubes of size N/B, where B <
By(e,6,d,C), such that T A’ is topologically -dense in each of Q;’s.

Now, consider a set 7! (UQ;) and approximate it with a collection of ¢’ N/B-cubes
{P1,..., Py} by taking all 6’ N/B-cubes inside each of the sets 7 1Q;. For any ¢’ small
enough in terms of 7 we can ensure that

19, \ (U5, Py)| < Cu(T) - 6+ |Qy1,

with some constant C(7) depending only on 7.

We now consider the set K := U$_,P; and a piece-wise constant function f : K — R
defined on it by f(z) :=|ANP; |/|73| for each x € P;. We then cover K +TK by 8’ N/B
cubes {R4,...,Rs} and consider a piece-wise constant function h : K + TK — Ry
defined by h(z ) = [(A+TANR|/|Ri| +(1+3/5)% —1 for each z € R;.

Claim: Functions f, h satisfy the assumption of Lemma 4.1, i.e for any = € K and
y € K one has h(z + Ty) > f(z).

Proof of the claim: Indeed, consider a ¢’N/B-cubes P; containing x and R,
containing x + Ty. For some yy € (8 N/B - Z)* we have R;» = yo + Pj. Since = + Ty
lies both in P; + Ty and R;» = yo + Pjs, we must have |lyg — Ty| = < I N/B.
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By construction we have TK C UQ;, so there exists some j € [1,...,s| such that
Ty € Q;. The fact that yo € (' N/BZ)? and |lyo — Tyllz~ < & N/B implies that yo
also lies in (the closer of) Q;. Since T A" is d-dense in Q; there exists y' € A’ such that
|17y — yol| < ON/B. We then have

(A4+TANRy = |[((ANPy)+ Ty )N Rl = |[ANPy| — [Py +Ty)\R;»|  (6)
Since Rj» = yo + P and || Ty — yol|| < 6N/B we can bound the last term by
(0'N/B+6N/B)* — (' N/B)* < [Rjn|- (1+46/8")" —1).

Dividing (6) by |Rj»| = |P;/| we infer that h(z + Ty) > f(x). This concludes the proof
of the claim.

Now by Lemma 4.1 we know that

/ M) ) T [ fa)dnte (7)

Recalling the definition of A we can upper bound the LHS by
[A+TA 4+ ((1+6/8) = 1) |[K+ TK| <|A+ TAl + (1 +06/8)" = 1) - |A] /e - Co(T).
Whereas for the integral on the right we have a lower bound of
[A'| = [T HUQ) \ (UPy)| = (1 =)A= Cu(T) - 8"/ |U Q]
> |A| = 0| A| = Cy(T) - (|Al/e) - 6™/°,

where for the last inequality we used the fact that |A|/e > N¢ and that all cubes Q;
are inside [-C'N,CN]? for C = C(T). It then remains to choose first § small enough in
terms of 7 and ¢ and then 0 small enough in terms of &', ¢, T to conclude that (7) implies
that

|A+TA| > H(T) - |Al — o(JA]).
U
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