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TWO-POINT POLYNOMIAL PATTERNS IN SUBSETS OF

POSITIVE DENSITY IN R
n

XUEZHI CHEN AND CHANGXING MIAO

Abstract. Let γ(t) = (P1(t), . . . , Pn(t)) where Pi is a real polynomial
with zero constant term for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We will show the ex-
istence of the configuration {x, x + γ(t)} in sets of positive density ǫ

in [0, 1]n with a gap estimate t ≥ δ(ǫ) when Pi’s are arbitrary, and in
[0, N ]n with a gap estimate t ≥ δ(ǫ)Nn when Pi’s are of distinct degrees
where δ(ǫ) = exp

(
− exp

(
cǫ−4

))
and c only depends on γ. To prove

these two results, decay estimates of certain oscillatory integral opera-
tors and Bourgain’s reduction are primarily utilised. For the first result,
dimension-reducing arguments are also required to handle the linear de-
pendency. For the second one, we will prove a stronger result instead,
since then an anisotropic rescaling is allowed in the proof to eliminate
the dependence of the decay estimate on N . And as a byproduct, using
the strategy token to prove the latter case, we extend the corner-type
Roth theorem previously proven by the first author and Guo.

1. Introduction

It was conjectured by Lovász that a set A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , N} with no non-
zero square differences has size o(N). Furstenberg [13] proved this conjecture
using ergodic theory. Almost at the same time, Sárközy [21] obtained a
stronger result for such an A with a quantitative bound

(1.1) |A| = O

Ç
N(log logN)2/3

(logN)1/3

å
= o(N)

using the Hardy-Littlewood circle method elaborated by Roth [20]. We
refer this result as the Furstenberg-Sárközy theorem. Pintz, Steiger and
Szemerédi [18] improved the bound (1.1) and recently Bloom and Maynard
[5] got the best upper bound so far, saying

(1.2) |A| = O

Å
N

(logN)c log log logN

ã

for some absolute constant c > 0.
Besides strengthening the upper bound, it is also an interesting problem to

extend the square differences to more general differences. For studies in this
area, one can refer to Sárközy [22], Balog, Pelikán, Pintz and Szemerédi [2],
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Rice [19], etc. By combining the methods in [19] and [5], Arala [1] gained the
Bloom-Maynard bound (1.2) for arbitrary intersective polynomial difference∗

with the constant c only depending on the degree of the given polynomial .
Note that for a set A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , N}, considering whether A has non-zero

square differences, i.e. (A − A) ∩ ({t2 : t ∈ Z} \ {0}) 6= ∅, is equivalent to
searching for the patterns {x, x + t2} in A with t 6= 0. The Furstenberg-
Sárközy theorem can be viewed as a special case (i.e. of length 2) of the
polynomial Szemerédi theorem proven by Bergelson and Leibman [4] using
ergodic theory. However, using their result, one can only get the o(N)
bound as in [13] for the special pattern {x, x + t2}. Peluse and Prendiville
[17] derived that a subset of {1, 2, . . . , N} lacking of nontrivial triples {x, x+
t, x+ t2} has size

(1.3) O

Å
N

(logN)c

ã

with c = 2−150, which is the best bound at present but still worse than the
bound in (1.2). It is natural that for the shorter pattern {x, x+ t2}, Bloom
and Maynard [5] were able to obtain a better upper bound than (1.3).

Kuca, Orponen and Sahlsten [16] considered a continuous analogue of this
problem for sets of fractional dimension. They proved that there exists an
absolute constant ǫ > 0 such that if K ⊂ R

2 is a compact set with Hausdorff
dimension dimHK ≥ 2 − ǫ, then there exist x ∈ K and z 6= 0 such that
x+(z, z2) ∈ K. Bruce and Pramanik [7] extended this result to more general
curves in higher dimensions.

In the Euclidean setting, let γ : R → R
n be a continuous function with

γ(0) = 0. Assume that E ⊂ R
n has positive Lebesgue measure. It is trivial

to show that E contains the pattern {x, x + γ(t)} for some t 6= 0 or more
general finite patterns. Indeed, we have

ˆ

Rn

1E(x)1E(x+ γ(t)) dx > 0

holds for all sufficiently small t by the continuity. Bourgain [6] consider the
existence of the patterns {x, x+t, x+td} for fixed d ≥ 2 with an explicit gap
estimate of t in the positive density subset of [0, N ]. Later Durcik, Guo and
Roos [11] and the first author, Guo and Li [9] extended Bourgain’s result to
general polynomial patterns and recently Krause, Mirek, Peluse and Wright
[15] studied the polynomial Szemerédi-type problem in topological fields.
For higher dimensions, Christ, Durcik and Roos [10], and the first author
and Guo [8] studied the corner-type configurations of the form {(x, y), (x+
P1(t), y), (x, y+P2(t))} in subsets of [0, 1]2 in the plane. And Durcik, Kovač
and Stipčić [12] proved the existence of {(x, y), (x+ t, y+atβ)} in a positive
measure subset in the plane with a in a whole interval I and a uniform point
(x, y) for positive β 6= 1.

∗A polynomial P (t) ∈ Z[t] is called intersective if for any positive q, the congruence
P (n) ≡ 0 (mod q) has an integer solution.
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In this paper, inspired by the comments in [12], we first consider a con-
tinuous variant of the Furstenberg-Sárközy theorem in the unit cube of Rn

for general polynomial curves. Throughout this paper, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
we let Pi : R → R be a real polynomial with zero constant term, denoted by

(1.4) Pi(t) =
∑

σi≤β≤di

ai,βt
β,

where ai,σi , ai,di are nonzero, 1 ≤ σi ≤ di. We also let γ : I → R
n be a

polynomial curve defined by

(1.5) γ(t) = (P1(t), . . . , Pn(t)),

where I is an interval with nonempty interior. The main result of this paper
can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 1 be an integer, and let Pi(t), γ(t) be defined by
(1.4), (1.5) respectively. Then for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1/2), there exists a constant
c > 0 only depending on γ such that for all E ⊂ [0, 1]n with |E| ≥ ǫ, there
exist

x, x+ γ(t) ∈ E

with t > δ, where

(1.6) δ = δ(ǫ) = exp
(
− exp

(
cǫ−4

))
.

Remarks 1. Note that when n = 1, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is trivial since
the equation P (t) = cǫ is solvable in R with P (0) = 0 and sufficiently small c.
When n = 2 and P1, P2 are linearly independent, as pointed out in [16] and
[12], Theorem 1.1 can be derived by the corner-type Roth theorem proven
in [8]. Indeed, we have the observation that

(x, y + P2(t)) = (x− P1(t), y) + (P1(t), P2(t)),

and in [8], we showed the existence of triple

(x, y), (x − P1(t), y), (x, y + P2(t))

in E for some t > δ(ǫ) = exp
(
− exp

(
cǫ−6

))
which is a little worse than the

bound (1.6). The novelty of this paper is that we get a better bound of δ(ǫ)
for arbitrary polynomial curves in any dimension.

Remarks 2. We prove the theorem for general real polynomial curves γ
only requiring that Pi(0) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. When the Pi’s are linearly
independent, Theorem 1.1 can be obtained by Bourgain’s reduction and
the decay estimate of a certain oscillatory integral operator. When these
polynomials are linearly dependent, the proof relies on two basic geometric
observations:

(1) If the polynomials {Pi}1≤i≤n are linearly dependent, the curve γ(t)
defined by (1.5) lies in a lower dimensional subspace;

(2) If E ⊂ [0, 1]n has positive Lebesgue measure, i.e. |E| ≥ ǫ, and V ⊂
R
n is a linear subspace of dimension k, then there is a point x ∈ R

n

such that the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure Hk((V +x)∩E) & ǫ.
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Then we can use the results of Theorem 1.1 proven in the linear independent
case and lower dimensions. Note that the second observation may not work,
and certain restrictions in the curvature of γ(t) are crucial in the proof of
[16] and [7].

It is an interesting problem whether the similar results of Theorem 1.1
still hold for the subset in [0, N ]n of positive density with the gap estimate

t > δN1/d. When n = 1, the question is trivial since it is equivalent to
searching solutions of the equation P (t) = y−x where y, x ∈ E. For general
n, we also expect a positive result of this question since there is a general
theorem proven by Bergelson, Host, McCutcheon and Parreau [3, Corollary
3.8] using ergodic theory. They proved that for given ǫ > 0, k, n ∈ N and
Pi,j(t) ∈ R[t] with Pi,j(0) = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ n, there exists a
δ = δ(ǫ) > 0 such that if E is a measurable subset of [0, N ]n with N ≥ 1
and |E| ≥ ǫNn, then there exist x ∈ R

n and t ∈ R with t > δN1/d such that

{x, x+P1(t), . . . , x+Pk(t)} ⊂ E,

where we write

Pi(t) = (Pi,1(t), . . . , Pi,n(t))

and

d = max
1≤i≤k,1≤j≤n

degPi,j .

However, their theorem does not give an quantitative estimate of δ(ǫ) as
in (1.6). The second result of our paper is a quantitative version of this
theorem in the special case where k = 1 and the related polynomials are of
distinct degrees.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 1 be an integer, and let Pi(t), γ(t) be defined by
(1.4), (1.5) respectively. If we additionally assume that the polynomials have
distinct degrees and d = max1≤i≤n di, then for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1/2) there exists
a δ = δ(ǫ, γ) defined the same as in (1.6) for some constant c > 0 only
depending on γ such that for all E ⊂ [0, N ]n with |E| ≥ ǫNn, there exist

x, x+ γ(t) ∈ E

with t > δN1/d.

Note that Theorem 1.2 cannot be derived directly from Theorem 1.1 by
simply rescaling arguments. We will prove a stronger result instead and then
an anisotropic rescaling is allowed in the proof to eliminate the dependence of
the decay estimate on N . Applying this trick, we can also give an extension
of the corner-type Roth theorems proven in [8, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 1.3. Let P1, P2 : R → R be two linearly independent polynomials
with zero constant term and degP1 < degP2 =: d. Then for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1/2),
there exists a δ = δ(ǫ) with

(1.7) δ(ǫ) = exp(− exp(cǫ−6))
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for some constant c > 0 only depending on P1, P2 such that, given any
measurable set S ⊂ [0, N ]2 with measure |S| ≥ ǫN2, it contains a triplet

(x, y), (x + P1(t), y), (x, y + P2(t))

with t ≥ δN1/d.

In [10], an observation was noted that if E ⊂ [0, N ]2 with |E| ≥ ǫN2

and ‹E = {(x, y) ∈ [0, N ]2 : x − y ∈ E}, we have |‹E| ≥ ǫN2. Then the
one-dimensional bipolynomial Roth theorem obtained in [9] can be regained
by Theorem 1.3.

Remarks 3. It is also an interesting problem whether the gap estimate (1.6)
can be improved to exp(−δ−C) for some constant C depending only on γ as
in [12, Theorem 1].

Notations. For real X and nonnegative Y , we use X . Y to denote
|X| ≤ CY for some constant C. We write X .p Y to indicate that the
implicit constant C depends on a parameter p. If X is nonnegative, X & Y
means Y . X. The Landau notation X = Op(Y ) is equivalent to X .p Y .
The notation X ≍ Y means that X . Y and Y . X. We let N0 = N ∪ {0}
and e(x) = exp(2πix). The Fourier transform of f is f̂(ξ) = F(f)(ξ) =
´

R
f(x)e(−ξx) dx. a ≫ (≪) b means a is much greater (less) than b. 1E

represents the characteristic function of a set E. For positive integer n ∈ N,
denote [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we let ρ be a nonnegative radial smooth bump
function on R

n which is compactly supported and constant on [−1, 1]n. We
normalize it such that ρ̂(0) = 1 and denote ρℓ(x) = 2nℓρ(2ℓx). Let τ be a
non-negative smooth bump function supported on [1/2, 2] with

´

τ dt = 1.

Set τℓ(t) = 2ℓτ(2ℓt).
We need several lemmas below. The first lemma is a generalization of [6,

Lemma 6].

Lemma 2.1. For a nonnegative function f supported on [0, 1]n, and for
s ≥ 1, k1, k2, . . . , ks−1 ∈ N0, we have

(2.1)

ˆ

Rn

f
s−1∏

j=1

(f ∗ ρkj ) dx ≥ c

Åˆ
Rn

f dx

ãs

for some c > 0 depending on s and ρ.

In this paper, we only need the case s = 2. One can refer [14] for the
proof of this lemma.

Let Pi(t), γ(t) be defined by (1.4), (1.5) respectively. For s ∈ Z, set

γs(t) = (2−d1sP1(2
st), 2−d2sP2(2

st), . . . , 2−dnsPn(2
st)).
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Define

(2.2) Ts,ℓf(x) =

ˆ

R

f(x+ γs(t))τℓ(t) dt.

We can obtain some estimates of Ts,ℓ as bellow.

Lemma 2.2. Let n ≥ 1 be an integer, and let Pi(t) and γ(t) be defined by
(1.4) and (1.5) respectively. If we additionally assume that the polynomials
have distinct degrees and d = max1≤i≤n di, then there exist a sufficiently
large integer Γ ≫ 1 and a constant b > 0 only depending on γ such that for
any s ∈ Γ(2N0), ℓ ∈ Γ(N0 \ 2N0)

† it follows that

(2.3) ‖Ts,ℓf‖2 . 2bℓ2−k/d‖f‖2

for all measurable functions f on R
n such that supp f̂ ⊂ {ξ ∈ R : 2k ≤ |ξ| <

2k+1}.

Proof. Let ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R) be a bump function supported on [1/2, 4] and be

equal to 1 on [1, 2]. By the Fourier inversion theorem, we can write Ts,ℓf as

(2.4)

ˆ

Rn

e2πix·ξ f̂(ξ)mk,s,ℓ(2
−kξ) dξ,

with

(2.5) mk,s,ℓ(ξ) = ψ(|ξ|)
ˆ

R

e2πi2
kγs(t)·ξτℓ(t) dt

We will show that

(2.6) ‖mk,s,ℓ‖∞ . 2cℓ−k/d

holds for any s ∈ Γ(2N0), ℓ ∈ Γ(N0 \2N0). Applying the Plancherel theorem
to (2.4) and using the estimate (2.6), we obtain that

(2.7) ‖Ts,ℓf‖2 = ‖mk,s,ℓ(2
−k·)f̂‖2 . 2cℓ2−k/d‖f‖2.

It remains to prove (2.6). For fixed ξ with |ξ| ∈ suppψ ⊂ [1/2, 4], we have

(2.8) |ξi| ≤ 2, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

And by the pigeonhole principle, there exists 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n such that

(2.9) |ξi0 | ≥
1√
2n
.

We can rewrite (2.5) as

(2.10) ψ(|ξ|)
ˆ

R

e2πiλφs,ℓ(t,ξ)τ(t) dt,

†Here Γ(2N0) = {0, 2Γ, 4Γ, . . .} and Γ(N0 \ 2N0) = {Γ, 3Γ, 5Γ, . . .}.
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where λ = 2k−dℓ and the phase function φs,ℓ(t, ξ) has the form

(2.11) φs,ℓ(t, ξ) =
∑

1≤β≤d

Ü
∑

1≤i≤n
σi≤β≤di

ai,β2
−sdiξi

ê

2sβ+(d−β)ltβ.

Note that for any α ∈ N0, we have

(2.12)

∣∣∣∣
∂αφs,ℓ
∂tα

(t, ξ)

∣∣∣∣ . 2cℓ

for some c ≥ 0.
Since Pi(t)’s have distinct degrees and changing the order of the axes is

not important to the final result, we may without loss of generality assume
that 1 ≤ d1 < d2 < . . . < dn = d. When s ∈ Γ(2N0) \ {0}, combining (2.11),
(2.8) and (2.9), we can compute directly to show that

(2.13)

∣∣∣∣∣
∂di0φs,ℓ

∂tdi0
(t, ξ)

∣∣∣∣∣ = di0 ! · 2(d−di0 )ℓ|ξi0 | (1 + o(1)) ≥ 1

2
√
2n

≍ 1

for any t ∈ supp τ and ℓ ∈ Γ0(N0 \ 2N0). By (2.12), (2.13) and integration
by parts or the method of stationary phase, we get

|mk,s,ℓ(ξ)| . 2c
′ℓmin{1, λ−1/di0 } ≤ 2c

′ℓλ−1/d = 2c
′′ℓ−k/d.

When s = 0, we can actually derive (2.6) for all linearly independent poly-
nomials. We will show this result in Lemma (2.3) below. �

Lemma 2.3. Let n ≥ 1 be an integer, and let Pi(t) and γ(t) be defined by
(1.4) and (1.5) respectively. If we additionally assume that the polynomials
are linearly independent, then there exist a sufficiently large Γ ≫ 1 and a
constant b ≥ 0 only depending on γ such that for any ℓ ≥ Γ it follows that

(2.14) ‖T0,ℓf‖2 . 2bℓ2−k/d‖f‖2
for all measurable functions f on R

n such that supp f̂ ⊂ {ξ ∈ R : 2k ≤ |ξ| <
2k+1}.
Proof. Plugging s = 0 into (2.5) gives

mk,0,ℓ(ξ) = ψ(|ξ|)
ˆ

R

e2πi2
kγ(t)·ξτℓ(t) dt

= ψ(|ξ|)
ˆ

R

e2πiλφℓ(t,ξ)τ(t) dt,(2.15)

where λ = 2k−dℓ and the phase function

(2.16) φℓ(t, ξ) = 2dℓγ(2−ℓt)ξ,

and

(2.17)

∣∣∣∣
∂αφℓ
∂tα

(t, ξ)

∣∣∣∣ . 2cℓ
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for any α ∈ N0 and some constant c ≥ 0. It is suffices to show that

(2.18) ‖mk,0,ℓ‖∞ . λ−1/d = 2ℓ−k/d.

We first consider a toy model

γ(t) = (td1 , td2 , . . . , tdn),

where d1, . . . , dn are distinct positive integers with 1 ≤ d1 < d2 < . . . <
dn = d. Then the phase function

(2.19) φℓ(t, ξ) = 2(d−α1)ℓtα1ξ1 + . . . 2(d−αn)ℓtαnξn.

For fixed ξ with |ξ| ∈ suppψ ⊂ [1/2, 4], we have

(2.20) |ξi| ≤ 2, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

And by the pigeonhole principle, there exists 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n such that

(2.21) |ξi0 | ≥
1√
2n
.

Combining (2.19), (2.20) and (2.21), we have

(2.22)

∣∣∣∣∣
∂di0φℓ

∂tdi0
(t, ξ)

∣∣∣∣∣ = di0 ! · 2(d−di0 )ℓ|ξi0 | (1 + o(1)) ≥ 1

2
√
2n

≍ 1,

for t ∈ supp τ and sufficiently large ℓ depending on γ. By (2.17), (2.22) and
integration by parts or the method of stationary phase, we get

|mk,0,ℓ(ξ)| . 2c
′ℓmin{1, λ−1/di0 } ≤ 2c

′ℓλ−1/d = 2c
′′ℓ−k/d.

For the general case, let

γ(t) = (P1(t), . . . , Pn(t)),

where the Pi(t)’s, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, are linearly independent polynomials with
Pi(0) = 0. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n we can write

Pi(t) =
∑

1≤β≤d

ai,βt
β

with d = max1≤i≤n degPi and ai,β = 0 for β < σi or > di. Denote

A = (ai,j)n×d the coefficients matrix. Then A has rank n and γ(t)T =

A · (t1, . . . , td)T .
For ξ ∈ suppψ, we rewrite the phase function as

φℓ(t, ξ) = 2dℓξ · γ(2−ℓt) = ξA · (2(d−1)ℓt1, . . . , td)T .

Since rank(A) = n, there exists a subset J ⊂ [d] with |J | = n such that the

matrix Ã = (ai,j)i∈J,j∈[n] is invertible. Denote Ã−1 the inverse matrix of Ã.

Then for any fixed ξ ∈ suppψ, we have‡

1/2 ≤ |ξ| = |ξÃÃ−1| ≤ ‖Ã−1‖ · |ξÃ|,
‡For a matrix A ∈ Mm×n, ‖A‖ denotes its operator norm if A is viewed as a linear

transform from R
m to R

n defined by ξ 7→ ξA.
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which means that |ξÃ| has a lower bound 1/(2‖Ã−1‖) > 0. On the other

hand, |ξÃ| has an upper bound 4‖Ã‖. Then (2.18) follows by the similar
argument as in the monomial case.

�

3. Proof of theorem 1.1 and theorem 1.2

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 by Bourgain’s
reduction and the lemmas proven in Section 2.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first assume that

γ(t) = (P1(t), . . . , Pn(t)),

where the Pi’s are linearly independent polynomials with Pi(0) = 0. To
prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to show that for each ǫ > 0 , there exists a
δ = δ(ǫ) satisfying (1.6) such that

I =

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)f(x+ γ(t)) dtdx ≥ δ

holds for all measurable functions f with supp(f) ⊂ [0, 1]n, 0 ≤ f ≤ 1 and
´

Rnf dx ≥ ǫ. Indeed, Theorem 1.1 follows by taking f = 1E .
For any 1 ≪ Γ ≤ ℓ′ ≪ ℓ≪ ℓ′′, we have

2ℓI &

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)f(x+ γ(t))τℓ(t) dtdx

= I1 + I2 + I3,(3.1)

where

I1 =

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)f ∗ ρℓ′(x+ γ(t))τℓ(t) dtdx

I2 =

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)(f ∗ ρℓ′′ − f ∗ ρℓ′)(x+ γ(t))τℓ(t) dtdx

I3 =

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)(f − f ∗ ρℓ′′)(x+ γ(t))τℓ(t) dtdx.

For the term I2, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(3.2) |I2| ≤ ‖f ∗ ρℓ′′ − f ∗ ρℓ′‖2.
For the term I3, by the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, for k0 ∈ Z to be

determined later,

(3.3) I3 =
∑

k≥k0

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)gk(x+ γ(t))τℓ(t) dtdx,

where

”gk0(ξ) = (f − f ∗ ρℓ′′)∧ (ξ)1{|ξ|<2k0+1}(ξ),
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and for k > k0

“gk(ξ) = (f − f ∗ ρℓ′′)∧ (ξ)1{2k≤|ξ|<2k+1}(ξ).

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the mean value theorem, we have
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)gk0(x+ γ(t))τℓ(t) dtdx

∣∣∣∣∣
≤‖f‖2‖ (f − f ∗ ρℓ′′)∧ ‖L2({|ξ|<2k0+1})

.2k0−ℓ′′ .(3.4)

For any fixed k > k0, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 2.3 imply
that

(3.5)

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)gk(x+ γ(t))τℓ(t) dtdx

∣∣∣∣∣ =
ˆ

f(x)Tℓgk(x) dx . 2bℓ−k/d.

By (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and choosing proper k0, we get

(3.6) |I3| . 2k0−ℓ′′ +
∑

k>k0

2bℓ−k/d . 2b1ℓ−b2ℓ′′ .

For the term I1, let

I ′1 =

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)f ∗ ρℓ′(x)τℓ(t) dtdx

=

ˆ

[0,1]n
f(x)f ∗ ρℓ′(x) dx.

Applying Lemma 2.1 gives that

(3.7) I ′1 ≥ c

Ç
ˆ

[0,1]n
fdx

å2

≥ cǫ2.

And by the mean value theorem, we get

|I1 − I ′1| ≤
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x) [f ∗ ρℓ′(x+ γ(t))− f ∗ ρℓ′(x)] τℓ(t) dtdx

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0

Ç
ˆ 1

0
|∇ (f ∗ ρℓ′) (x+ sγ(t)) · γ(t)| ds

å
τℓ(t) dtdx

.n 2ℓ
′−ℓ.(3.8)

By (3.1),(3.2),(3.6),(3.7) and (3.8), we could conclude that

2ℓI + ‖f ∗ ρℓ′′ − f ∗ ρℓ′‖2 ≥ cǫ2,

in particular

(3.9) 2ℓ
′′

I + ‖f ∗ ρℓ′′ − f ∗ ρℓ′‖2 ≥ cǫ2
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for 1 ≪ Γ = Γ(n) ≤ ℓ′ ≪ ℓ ≪ ℓ′′. If we choose an appropriate sequence
Γ = ℓ1 < ℓ2 < . . . < ℓk < . . . (independently of f) such that for each k ∈ N

we have ℓk+1 ≍ Ck log(ǫ−1) and that either

(3.10) I > 2−ℓk+1−1cǫ2

or

(3.11) ‖f ∗ ρℓk+1
− f ∗ ρℓk‖2 ≥ cǫ2/2.

By using the Plancherel theorem and the fast decay of ρ̂ we have

(3.12)

∞∑

k=1

‖f ∗ ρℓk+1
− f ∗ ρℓk‖22 ≤ Cρ.

We leave its proof in Appendix 4. Thus the case where (3.11) holds can
only occur finite times, and then (3.10) must holds for some k = k0 with
1 ≤ k0 ≤ K := ⌈8c−2Cρǫ

−4⌉+ 1. Therefore, we have

I > 2−ℓk0+1−1cǫ2 ≥ 2−ℓK+1−1cǫ2.

Using this and the estimate of ℓk, we can obtain the expression of δ(ǫ).
Next we consider the case where the polynomials are linearly dependent.

Without loss of generality we may assume that {Pi(t)}1≤i≤n0
is a basis

of {Pi(t)}1≤i≤n with 1 ≤ n0 ≤ n − 1. Then there exists a matrix L ∈
Mn0×(n−n0) such that

(Pn0+1(t), . . . , Pn(t)) = (P1(t), . . . , Pn0
(t))L.

Consider the linear maps

L1 : R
n0 → R

n, x̄ = (x1, . . . , xn0
) 7→ x = (x̄, x̄L)

L2 : R
n → R

n0 , x = (x1, . . . , xn) 7→ x̄ = (x1, . . . , xn0
).

Note that V = image L1 is a n0-dimensional linear subspace of Rn, the map
L1 : Rn0 → V is an isomorphism and L1 ◦ L2|V = idV . For E ⊂ [0, 1]n and
|E| ≥ ǫ, we claim that there exists a point x0 ∈ R

n such that

Hn0((x0 + V ) ∩ S) & ǫ,

where Hn0 denotes the Hausdorff measure of dimension n0 and the implicit
constant only depends on the map L1. Then the set Ē := L2((x0+V )∩E) ⊂
[0, 1]n0 has Lebesgue measure |Ē| & ǫ. By the previous result, we have that
there exist

x̄, x̄+ γ(t) ∈ Ē

with t > δ(ǫ). Note that L2|x0+V : x0 + V → R
n0 is bijective. There exist

x, y ∈ (x0 + V ) ∩ E such that x̄ = L2(x) and x̄ + γ(t) = L2(y). Then
y − x ∈ V and

y − x = L1 ◦ L2(y − x) = L1(γ(t)) = γ(t).

Therefore, we have x, x+γ(t) ∈ E with t > δ(ǫ), which completes the proof.
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3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Without loss of generality we may assume
that 1 ≤ d1 < d2 . . . < dn = d and N = 2sd for some s ∈ Γ(2N0) with Γ a
sufficiently large constant depending only on γ.

Observe that for each E ⊂ [0, 2sd]n with density ǫ, there is a rectangle
R of size 2sd1 × . . . × 2sdn contained in [0, 2sd]n such that the density of E

in R is also greater than ǫ, i.e. |E ∩ R| ≥ ǫ|R| = ǫ2s(d1+...+dn). Therefore
the problem is reduced to prove that for any ǫ > 0, there exist a constant
c > 0 only depending on γ and a δ = δ(ǫ) satisfying (1.6) such that for all

E ⊂ [0, 2sd1 ]× . . .× [0, 2sdn ] with |E| ≥ ǫ2s(d1+...+dn), there exist

x, x+ γ(t) ∈ E

with t > δ2s = δN1/d. Indeed, we only need to show that

(3.13)

ˆ

[0,2sd1 ]×...×[0,2sdn ]

ˆ 2s

0
f(x)f(x+ γ(t)) dtdx ≥ δ2s(d1+...+dn+1)

holds for all measurable functions f with supp(f) ⊂ [0, 2sd1 ]× . . .× [0, 2sdn ],

0 ≤ f ≤ 1 and
´

Rnf dx ≥ ǫ2s(d1+...+dn).
Recall that

γs(t) = (2−sd1P1(2
st), . . . , 2−sdnPn(2

st)).

By rescaling, to prove (3.13) is equivalent to prove that

(3.14)

ˆ

[0,1]n

ˆ 1

0
f(x)f(x+ γs(t)) dtdx ≥ δ

holds for all measurable functions f with supp(f) ⊂ [0, 1]n, 0 ≤ f ≤ 1 and
´

Rnf dx ≥ ǫ. Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1, we can prove Theorem
1.2 by following Bourgain’s reduction again and using Lemma 2.2.

4. Application: the corner-type Roth theorem in [0, N ]2

For arbitrarily fixed ℓ ∈ Z with |ℓ| > Γ, we denote

(4.1) ‹Pj,ℓ(t) = 2rjℓPj

Ä
2−ℓt
ä

for j = 1, 2,

where we define rj = σj if ℓ > Γ and rj = dj if ℓ < −Γ. Note that when

t ≍ 1 and Γ is large, ‹P1,ℓ(t) and ‹P2,ℓ(t) behave like monomials a1,r1t
r1 and

a2,r2t
r2 respectively.

Let ζ be a smooth function with compact support in R
2×[1/2, 2]. Consider

a bilinear operator (associated with ‹P1 and ‹P2)

(4.2) T̃l(f1, f2)(x, y) =

ˆ

R

f1
Ä
x+ ‹P1,ℓ(t), y

ä
f2
Ä
x, y + ‹P2,ℓ(t)

ä
ζ(x, y, t) dt.

In [8, Theorem 1.6], the first author and Guo proved the following decay
estimate.
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Theorem 4.1. Let P1, P2 be two linearly independent polynomials with
zero constant term denoted by (1.4) respectively. If Γ is sufficiently large
(depending only on P1, P2), then there exist constants b ≥ 0 and σ > 0 such
that for all |ℓ| > Γ and λ > 1 we have

(4.3)
∥∥∥T̃ℓ(f1, f2)

∥∥∥
1
. 2b|ℓ|λ−σ‖f1‖2‖f2‖2

for all functions f1, f2 on R
2 so that “fj(ξ1, ξ2) is supported where |ξj| ≍ λ

for at least one index j = 1, 2. Moreover, if we assume r1 6= r2 in addition,
then b = 0 and σ is an absolute constant.

In the rest of this section, to derive Theorem 1.3, we will modify the proof
of [8, Section 5] by following the strategy used in Subsection 3.2.

We can still assume that N = 2sd with s ∈ Γ(2N0). It suffices to show
that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1/2), there exist a constant c depending only on P1, P2

and a δ = δ(ǫ) satisfying (1.7) such that
ˆ

[0,2sd1 ]×[0,2sd2 ]

ˆ 2s

0
f(x, y)f(x+ P1(t), y)f(x, y + P2(t)) dtdxdy

> δ2s(d1+d2+1).

for all measurable functions f on R
2 with supp(f) ⊂ [0, 2sd1 ] × [0, 2sd2 ],

0 ≤ f ≤ 1 and
´

[0,2sd1 ]×[0,2sd2 ]f dxdy ≥ ǫ. By changing variables x 7→ 2sd1x,

y 7→ 2sd2y and t 7→ 2st, the inequality above can be reduced to prove that
for all measurable functions f on R

2 with supp(f) ⊂ [0, 1]2, 0 ≤ f ≤ 1 and
´

[0,1]2f dxdy ≥ ǫ, we have

(4.4)

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f(x+ P1,s(t), y)f(x, y + P2,s(t)) dtdxdy > δ,

where
Pj,s(t) = 2−sdjPj(2

st)

for j = 1, 2.
Let

I =

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f (x+ P1,s(t), y) f (x, y + P2,s(t)) dtdxdy.

For any ℓ′, ℓ, ℓ′′ ∈ Γ(N0 \ 2N0) with ℓ
′ < ℓ < ℓ′′ we have

2ℓI &τ

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f (x+ P1,s(t), y) f (x, y + P2,s(t)) τℓ(t) dtdxdy

= I1 + I2 + I3,

where§

I1 =

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f (x+ P1,s(t), y)ρℓ′∗2f (x, y + P2,s(t)) τℓ(t)dtdxdy,

§For a function f on R
2 and a function φ on R, partial convolutions are given by

φ∗1f(x, y) =
´

R
f(x− u, y)φ(u) du and φ∗2f(x, y) =

´

R
f(x, y − u)φ(u) du.
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I2 =

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f (x+ P1,s(t), y)(ρℓ′′ ∗2f − ρℓ′∗2f) (x, y + P2,s(t))

τℓ(t)dtdxdy,

I3 =

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f (x+ P1,s(t), y)(f − ρℓ′′ ∗2f) (x, y + P2,s(t)) τℓ(t)dtdxdy.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is easy to get

|I2| ≤ ‖ρℓ′′ ∗2f − ρℓ′∗2f‖2.
To estimate I1, we set

I ′1 :=

ˆ

[0,1]2
f(x, y)ρℓ′∗2f (x, y)

Åˆ
R

f (x+ P1,s(t), y) τℓ(t) dt

ã
dxdy.

Then by the mean value theorem, we have

I1 − I ′1 = OP2

Ä
2ℓ

′−ℓ
ä
.

Notice that the inner integral

(4.5)

ˆ

R

f (x+ P1,s(t), y) τℓ(t) dt

is in fact over t ≍ 2−ℓ. Since |ℓ − s| ≥ Γ, the size of P1,s(t) is dominated

by its monomial a1,r12
−sd1(2st)r1 , where, from now on, we define rj = σj if

s < ℓ and rj = dj if s > ℓ. We use the substitution

ω = |P1,s(t)|
to rewrite the integral (4.5) as a convolution. We may assume that a1,r1 < 0
while the case a1,r1 > 0 is the same up to a reflection. Hence

(4.5) = τ̃ ∗1f(x, y),
where

τ̃(ω) = τℓ(t(ω))t
′(ω).

Let ςs,ℓr1 = |a1,r1 |2−s(d1−r1)−r1l and ρ
ςs,ℓ
r1

(x) = (ςs,ℓr1 )−1ρ((ςs,ℓr1 )−1x). Then

∥∥∥∥τ̃ ∗1f − ρ
ςs,ℓ

′

r1

∗1f
∥∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥∥ρςs,ℓ′′

r1

∗1f − ρ
ςs,ℓ

′

r1

∗1f
∥∥∥∥
2

+

∥∥∥∥τ̃ − τ̃ ∗ ρ
ςs,ℓ

′′

r1

∥∥∥∥
1

+

∥∥∥∥τ̃ ∗ ρςs,ℓ′
r1

− ρ
ςs,ℓ

′

r1

∥∥∥∥
1

=

∥∥∥∥ρςs,ℓ′′
r1

∗1f − ρ
ςs,ℓ

′

r1

∗1f
∥∥∥∥
2

+O
Ä
2ℓ−ℓ′′

ä
+O
Ä
2ℓ

′−ℓ
ä
.

The last two bounds follow from rescaling and the mean value theorem. We
thus have

∣∣I ′1 − I ′′1
∣∣ ≤

∥∥∥∥ρςs,ℓ′′
r1

∗1f − ρ
ςs,ℓ

′

r1

∗1f
∥∥∥∥
2

+O
Ä
2ℓ−ℓ′′

ä
+O
Ä
2ℓ

′−ℓ
ä
,
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where

I ′′1 :=

ˆ

[0,1]2
f(x, y)ρℓ′∗2f (x, y) ρςs,ℓ′

r1

∗1f(x, y) dxdy.

By [10, Lemma 5.1], an analogue of Bourgain’s [6, Lemma 6],

I ′′1 ≥ cρ

Ç
ˆ

[0,1]2
f

å3

≥ cρǫ
3.

To estimate I3, we consider a dyadic decomposition

f − ρℓ′′ ∗2 f = S
(2)
⌊k0⌋

(f − ρℓ′′ ∗2f) +
∑

k>k0

∆
(2)
k (f − ρℓ′′ ∗2f)

with a parameter k0 > 0 to be chosen below. Then we write I3 as

I3 = I4 +
∑

k>k0

I3,k,

where

I4 =

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f (x+ P1,s(t), y)S

(2)
⌊k0⌋

(f − ρℓ′′ ∗2f) (x, y + P2,s(t))

τℓ(t)dtdxdy

and

I3,k =

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f (x+ P1,s(t), y)∆

(2)
k (f − ρℓ′′∗2f) (x, y + P2,s(t))

τℓ(t)dtdxdy.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Plancherel theorem, we have

|I4| ≤ ‖f‖2
∥∥∥S(2)

⌊k0⌋
(f − ρℓ′′∗2f)

∥∥∥
2
. 2k0−ℓ′′ .

For each k > k0, let gk = ∆
(2)
k (f − ρℓ′′ ∗2f). Then we can rewrite

I3,k =

ˆ

[0,1]3
f(x, y)f

Ä
x+ P1,s(2

−ℓt), y
ä
gk
Ä
x, y + P2,s(2

−ℓt)
ä
τ(t)dtdxdy.

Denote Aj = 2(dj−rj)s+ℓrj and ‹Pj(t) = AjP1,s(2
−ℓt) for j = 1, 2. By rescaling

and adding a partition of unity we have

|I3,k| ≤A−1
1 A−1

2 ·
∑

R∈Rs,ℓ

ˆ

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

f̃(x+ ‹P1(t), y)g̃k(x, y + ‹P2(t))ζR(x, y)τ(t) dt

∣∣∣∣ dxdy,

where

f̃(x, y) = f
(
A−1

1 x,A−1
2 y

)
, g̃k(x, y) = gk

(
A−1

1 x,A−1
2 y

)
,

Rs,ℓ is the family of almost disjoint unit squares that form a partition of the
set [0, A1]× [0, A2] and, for each R ∈ Rs,ℓ, ζR is a nonnegative smooth bump
function supported in a neighborhood of R such that

∑
R∈Rs,ℓ

ζR(x, y) = 1

on [0, A1]× [0, A2].
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In fact, ‹Pj(t) is exactly equal to ‹Pj,s−ℓ(t), where ‹Pj,ℓ is defined by (4.1)
for j = 1, 2. Since |ℓ− s| ≥ Γ is sufficiently large, we can apply Theorem 1.3
(with λ = A−1

2 2k) gives that

|I3,k| . A−1
1 A−1

2

∑

R∈Rs,ℓ

2b|s−ℓ|2−σkAσ
2

∥∥∥f̃
∥∥∥
2
‖g̃k‖2

. 2b|s−ℓ|2−σkA1A
1+σ
2 .

Note that if s < ℓ, rj = σj and 2s ≤ 2ℓ; if s > ℓ, rj = dj and b = 0. There

exists a uniform constant b
′ > 0 such that |I3,k| . 2b

′ℓ−σk. To sum up, by
choosing a proper k0, we thus get

|I3| . 2k0−ℓ′′ + 2b
′ℓ−σk0 . 2b1ℓ−b2ℓ′′

for some fixed constants b1, b2 > 0.
After obtaining the estimates of I1, I2 and I3, the proof follows Bourgain’s

reduction procedure, as displayed in Section 3.1. We will omit it.
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Appendix A: Proof of (3.12)

Observe that
∞∑

k=0

‖f ∗ ρℓk − f ∗ ρℓk+1
‖22 =

∞∑

k=0

ˆ

|f̂(ξ)|2|ρ̂(2−ℓkξ)− ρ̂(2−ℓk+1ξ)|2 dξ

=: J1 + J2 + J3,

where

J1 =
∞∑

k=0

ˆ

|ξ|≤2ℓk/2
|f̂(ξ)|2|ρ̂(2−ℓkξ)− ρ̂(2−ℓk+1ξ)|2 dξ,

J2 =
∞∑

k=0

ˆ

2ℓk/2<|ξ|<2ℓk+1/2
|f̂(ξ)|2|ρ̂(2−ℓkξ)− ρ̂(2−ℓk+1ξ)|2 dξ,

J3 =
∞∑

k=0

ˆ

|ξ|>2ℓk+1/2
|f̂(ξ)|2|ρ̂(2−ℓkξ)− ρ̂(2−ℓk+1ξ)|2 dξ.

For the term J1, by the mean value theorem, we have

|J1| =
∞∑

k=0

ˆ

|ξ|≤2ℓk/2
|f̂(ξ)|2

Ä
‖∇ρ̂‖∞ 2−ℓk |ξ|

ä2
dξ
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≤ ‖∇ρ̂‖2∞ ‖f‖22
∞∑

k=0

2−ℓk

. ‖f‖22.
For the term J2, it is trivial that

|J2| ≤ ‖ρ̂‖2∞
∞∑

k=0

ˆ

2ℓk/2<|ξ|<2ℓk+1/2
|f̂(ξ)|2 dξ . ‖f‖22.

For the term J3, the fast decay of ρ̂ and the choice of ℓk imply that

|J3| .
∞∑

k=0

ˆ

|ξ|>2ℓk+1/2
|f̂(ξ)|2 1

(1 + 2−ℓk |ξ|)N dξ

≤
∞∑

k=0

1

(1 + 2ℓk+1/2−ℓk)N

ˆ

|ξ|>2ℓk+1/2
|f̂(ξ)|2 dξ

. ‖f‖22.
Thus, we have

∞∑

k=0

‖f ∗ ρℓk − f ∗ ρℓk+1
‖22 ≤ Cρ‖f‖22.
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