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Matrix Formulation of Moreira Theorem

Sayan Goswami ∗

Abstract

In a celebrated article, Moreira proved for every finite coloring of the set of naturals, there exists a

monochromatic copy of the form tx, x ` y, xyu, which gives a partial answer to one of the central open

problems of Ramsey theory asking whether tx, y, x ` y, xyu is partition regular. In this article, we prove

the matrix version of the Moreira theorem. We prove that if A and B are two finite image partition

regular matrices of the same order, then for every finite coloring of the set of naturals, there exist two

vectors
ÝÑ
X,

ÝÑ
Y such that tA

ÝÑ
X,A

ÝÑ
X `B

ÝÑ
Y ,A

ÝÑ
X ¨B

ÝÑ
Y u is monochromatic, where addition and multiplication

are defined coordinate-wise.

1 Introduction

Arithmetic Ramsey theory deals with the monochromatic patterns found in any given finite coloring of
the integers or of the natural numbers N. Here “coloring” means disjoint partition and a set is called
“monochromatic” if it is included in one piece of the partition. A collection F of subsets of N is called
partition regular if, for every finite coloring of N, there exists a monochromatic element F P F . Similarly an
equation F px1, . . . , xnq “ 0 over N is called partition regular if, for every finite partition of N, there exists a
monochromatic solution of the equation F. One of the longstanding open problems in Ramsey theory that
appeared in literature is the following.

Question 1.1. ([3, Question 3], [5, Page 58], [8, Question 11]) Is the pattern tx, y, x ` y, xyu partition

regular?

This question was studied at least as early as 1979 by Hindman [7] and Graham [6] by brute force com-
putation, where they found affirmative answers for 2-coloring. Recently in [4] Bowen found a combinatorial
proof of this result. However, for any finite coloring, the question is still open. In [10], Moreira proved for
any finite coloring of N, there exists x, y P N such that tx, x ` y, x ¨ yu is monochromatic. Later Alweiss
found a short proof in [2]. Recently in [1], we proved a set-theoretic version of Moreira’s theorem.

For any nonempty set X, denote by Pf pXq, the set of all nonempty finite subsets of X , and by P we
denote the set of all polynomials with no constant term. The following result follows from the [10, Proof of
Theorem 1.4].

Theorem 1.2. For any r P N, F P Pf pPq and for any r- coloring N “
Ťr

i“1
Ci there exists i P r1, rs and

y P N such that

tx : tx, xy, x ` fpyq : f P F u Ă Ciu

is infinite.

In particular tx, xy, x ` yu is partition regular.

A matrix A is said to be an image partition regular matrix if, for any finite colorings of N, there exists
ÝÑ
X such that the entries of A

ÝÑ
X are monochromatic. Many Ramsey theoretic results can be formulated in

terms of images of matrices. For example, van der Waerden’s theorem [11] which guarantees the existence
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of monochromatic arithmetic progressions can be formulated as the images of the matrix Al “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

1 0
1 1
...

...
1 l

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

,

where l P N. Similarly Hindman’s Finite Sum Theorem can be formulated as the image of the infinite matrix
each of whose rows consists of all zeros but finitely many 1. In this article, we prove the following theorem.
Before that note addition and multiplication are defined coordinate-wise.

Theorem 1.3. If A and B are two finite image partition regular matrices of same order, then for every

finite coloring of the set of N, there exists
ÝÑ
X,

ÝÑ
Y such that tA

ÝÑ
X,A

ÝÑ
X ` B

ÝÑ
Y ,A

ÝÑ
X ¨ B

ÝÑ
Y u is monochromatic.

Although our original result is little stronger. Our proof confirms that the set ta, a ` b, ab : a P A
ÝÑ
X, b P

B
ÝÑ
Y u is monochromatic.
Letting A “ B “ p1q, from Theorem 1.3 we have tx, x ` y, xyu is monochromatic.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

We will use the following lemma to prove Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 2.1. If A and B are two finite image partition regular matrices then for every finite coloring of the

set of N, there exists
ÝÑ
X,

ÝÑ
Y such that tA

ÝÑ
X,B

ÝÑ
Y ,A

ÝÑ
X ¨ B

ÝÑ
Y u is monochromatic.

Let us first prove Theorem 1.3 assuming the above lemma.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 assuming Lemma 2.1. By a compactness argument, let R P N be such that for any
r-coloring of r1, Rs, there exists a monochromatic copy of the form tA

ÝÑ
X,B

ÝÑ
Y ,A

ÝÑ
X ¨ B

ÝÑ
Y u. Define the rR

coloring ω1 of N by choosing

ω1pαq “ ω1pβq if and only if ωpiαq “ ωpiβq for all i P r1, Rs.

For every P P P, and r P Q, define a new polynomial Pr P P by Prpxq “ P prxq. Define

F1 “

"

1

y
P z

q
: P P F, and y, z P r1, Rs

*

P Pf pPq.

Now from Theorem 1.2, there exists y P N and infinitely many x P N such that tx, x ¨ y, x ` P pyq : P P F u
is monochromatic under the coloring ω1. We say C to be this collection of such x1s. Define

P “ tx, x ¨ y, x ` P pyq : P P F, x P Cu .

Now ω1pxq “ ω1px ¨ yq “ ω1tx ` P pyq : P P F u induces a r-coloring χ over r1, Rs as

χpmq “ ωpm ¨ Pq.

Now from the choice of R there exists a, d P r1, Rs such that

ω
´!

A
ÝÑ
X,B

ÝÑ
Y ,A

ÝÑ
X ¨ B

ÝÑ
Y

)

¨ P
¯

“ constant.

Denote
D “ tA

ÝÑ
X,B

ÝÑ
Y ,A

ÝÑ
X ¨ B

ÝÑ
Y u ¨ P .

Fix x, y P N such that tx, xy, x ` P pyq : P P F u Ă P . Now for each a P A
ÝÑ
X and b P B

ÝÑ
Y , we have

a ¨

ˆ

x `
b

a
y

˙

“ ax ` by
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is a member of A
ÝÑ
xX ` B

ÝÑ
yY . Hence A

ÝÑ
xX ` B

ÝÑ
yY Ď D. Again for a P A

ÝÑ
X and b P B

ÝÑ
Y , we have

pabq ¨ pxyq “ paxq ¨ pbyq

is a member of A
ÝÑ
xX ¨ B

ÝÑ
yY . And also A

ÝÑ
xX Ă D. But the set D is monochromatic. So after we redefine

ÝÑ
xX

by
ÝÑ
X and

ÝÑ
yY by

ÝÑ
Y , we have tA

ÝÑ
X,A

ÝÑ
X `B

ÝÑ
Y ,A

ÝÑ
X ¨B

ÝÑ
Y u is monochromatic. This completes the proof.

Now we prove Lemma 2.1. We need some technical facts about ultrafilters to prove Lemma 2.1. Let βN
be the collection of ultrafilters and for any two p, q P βN let A P p ¨ q ðñ tx : x´1A P qu P p, where
x´1A “ ty : xy P Au. Then pβN, ¨q forms a compact right topological semigroup with the right action is
continuous. Let KpβN, ¨q be the minimal two-sided ideal. Each member of the idempotents of KpβN, ¨q is a
minimal idempotent ultrafilter and its members are called Central sets. From [9, Exercise 15.6.2], it follows
that if A is a finite image partition regular matrix and p P KpβN, ¨q, then for every C P p, there exists

ÝÑ
X

such that A
ÝÑ
X Ă C.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Let p be a minimal idempotent ultrafilter and C P p. Then the set C‹ “ tn P C :
n´1C P pu P p, and so from the [9, Lemma 4.14], we have for each m P C‹, m´1C‹ P p. As p is minimal,
from [9, Exercise 15.6.2] we have

ÝÑ
X such that each element of A

ÝÑ
X lies in C‹. Hence

D “ C‹ X
č

mPA
ÝÑ
X

m´1C‹ P p.

Now from [9, Exercise 15.6.2] there exists
ÝÑ
Y such that tn : n P B

ÝÑ
Y u Ă D. Hence all elements of

A
ÝÑ
X,B

ÝÑ
Y ,A

ÝÑ
X ¨ B

ÝÑ
Y are members of C. This completes the proof.

However, we don’t know if Theorem 1.3 is true for infinite image partition regular matrices A and B.
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