arXiv:2311.18796v1 [math.CO] 30 Nov 2023

ON PRODUCT SCHUR TRIPLES IN THE INTEGERS

LETÍCIA MATTOS, DOMENICO MERGONI CECCHELLI, AND OLAF PARCZYK

Abstract. Schur’s theorem states that in any k-colouring of the set of integers [n] there is a monochromatic solution to a + b = c, provided n is sufficiently large. Abbott and Wang studied the size of the largest subset of [n] such that there is a k-colouring avoiding a monochromatic a + b = c. In other directions, the minimum number of a + b = c in k-colourings of [n] and the probability threshold in random subsets of [n] for the property of having a monochromatic a + b = c in any k-colouring were investigated. In this paper, we study natural generalisations of these streams to products ab = c, in a deterministic, random, and randomly perturbed environments.

1. Introduction

We say that integers a, b and c (not necessarily distinct) are a Schur triple if a + b = c. The Schur number S(k) is defined as the minimum n ∈ N such that for every k-colouring of the integers [n] := {1, . . . , n} there exists a monochromatic Schur triple. In 1917, Schur [18] proved that 3^k + 1 2 ≤ S(k) ≤ ⌊k!e⌋. These bounds have been improved since then, (see [1, 5, 13, 19]); however, determining the exact asymptotics of S(k) has proven to be a notoriously difficult problem.

In 1977, Abbott and Wang [2] introduced a natural problem related to Schur numbers. For this we say that a set A is k-Schur if every k-colouring of A contains a monochromatic Schur triple. In [2], Abbott and Wang posed the question of determining the size of the largest set A ⊆ [n] which is not k-Schur, denoted by g(k, n). They conjectured that g(k, n) = n − ⌊ n S(k) ⌋

for all k ∈ N. A straightforward exercise shows that g(1, n) = ⌈n/2⌉, which proves the conjecture for one colour. For two colours, the following construction shows that g(2, n) ≥ ⌈4n/5⌉. Let A be the set of all numbers in [n] which are not divisible by 5. In A, colour the numbers congruent to 1 or 4 mod 5 red and the remainder blue. One can check that A is a set of size ⌈4n/5⌉ and that there is no monochromatic Schur triple in A. In 1980, Hu [12] showed that this is best possible, and hence established

During most of this work, L. Mattos and O. Parczyk were supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy – The Berlin Mathematics Research Center MATH+ (EXC-2046/1, project ID: 390685689). D. Mergoni Cecchelli has been partially supported by The London Mathematical Society with Grant Scheme 7, Ref No: SC7-2122- 01. 1

the Abbott–Wang Conjecture for two colours. For three or more colours, the problem remains open.

In this paper we study natural generalisations of the Abbott–Wang conjecture and Schur’s theorem for product Schur triples in both deterministic and random settings. We say that integers a, b and c (not necessarily distinct) are a product Schur triple if ab = c. Observe that if n is large enough, then every k-colouring of [2, n] contains a monochromatic product Schur triple. One may see this, for example, by looking at powers of two in [n] and applying Schur’s theorem in the exponents.

1.1. The deterministic setting. Define g_∗(k, n) to be the size of the smallest set A ⊆ [2, n] for which every k-colouring of A contains a monochromatic product Schur triple. Our first result provides upper and lower bounds on g_∗(k, n). Our bounds depend on Schur numbers and on what we call the double-sum Schur number. We define the doublesum Schur number S^′(k) to be the minimum n ∈ N such that for every k-coloring of [n] there exists a monochromatic solution of a + b = c or a + b = c − 1.

Theorem 1.1. Let ε > 0 and k and n be positive integers. For every n > (^2_ε )^{S(k)2} we have n − n^{1/S′(k)} ≤ g_∗(k, n) ≤ n − (1 − ε)n^{1/S(k)}. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 2. As S^′(k) = S(k) for k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, Theorem 1.1 is optimal for these values. For four colours we have S^′(4) = 41 < 45 = S(4) and for more colours we already do not know precise values of S^′(k).

What if, instead of seeking the minimum set in [n] for which any k-colouring contains a monochromatic Schur triple, we consider k-colourings in [n] which minimise the number of monochromatic Schur triples? This was first investigated in 1996 by Graham, Rödl and Ruciński [11], who used Goodman’s result to show that there are at least n^2/38 + O(n) monochromatic Schur triples in any 2-colouring of [n]. In the late 1990s, Schoen [17] and, independently, Robertson and Zeilberger [14] improved this bound to n^2/22 + O(n). This is best possible, as the colouring [n] = R ∪ B given by R = (^{4n}_{11} ,^{10n}_{11} ] and B = [n] \ R contains n^2/22 + O(n) monochromatic solutions for a + b = c. Similar results for larger values of k are not know and would be of great interest.

In the same vein as the results of Schoen [17] and Robertson and Zeilberger [14], our next theorem provides a lower bound on the number of monochromatic product Schur triples in any 2-coloring of [2, n].

Theorem 1.2. For every ε > 0 there exists n_0(ε) ∈ N such that the following holds for all n ≥ n_0(ε). Every 2-colouring of [2, n] contains at least n^{1/3−ε} monochromatic product Schur triples.

Whilst writting the paper, it came to our attention that Aragão, Chapman, Ortega and Souza [4], in an upcoming paper, have shown, among other results, that any 2- colouring of [2, n] has at least (2^{−3/2} − o(1))n^{1/2} log n monochromatic integer solutions to ab = c. In general, we believe that the number of monochromatic Schur triples in any 2

k-coloring of [2, n] should depend on Schur numbers. We observe that the colouring on [2, n] which provides the lower bound on g_∗(k, n) in Theorem 1.1 yields O(n^{1/S′(k)} log n) monochromatic Schur triples. See Section 2 for more details.

1.2. Product Schur triples in random sets. The maximum sets in [n] which does not contain a Schur triple have size ⌈n/2⌉. Moreover, the extremal sets are very structured. In 1992, Freiman [10] showed that the set of the odd numbers in [n] and the set (n/2, n]∩N are the only extremal sets. Therefore, a ‘typical’ set of size n/2 contains a Schur triple. From a probabilistic point of view, it is natural to go one step further and investigate when a typical sparse random set contains a Schur triple. In order to formalise what we mean by this, we first need some preparation.

For a set A ⊆ N, let A_p be the random set that is obtained by including each element of A independently at random, each with probability p. For a collection P of subsets of N, usually referred to as a property, we say that a function p̂ : N → [0, 1] is a threshold for P in A if P (A_p ∈ P) → 0, if p ≪ p̂; 1, if p ≫ p̂. Above, the notation p ≪ p̂ stands for p = o(p̂). It is well-known that thresholds exist for non-trivial monotone properties, see [7]. Moreover, if p̂_α and q̂_α are both thresholds for a property P, then p̂_α = Θ(q̂_α). For this reason, we abuse notation and refer to a threshold function as the threshold function, where usually A is clear from the context.

A routine application of the first and second moment method shows that the threshold in [n]_p to contain a Schur triple is n^{−2/3}. It is natural to expand this result and ask about the threshold for [n]_p to contain solutions for certain equations. In 1997, Rödl and Ruciński [15] determined the threshold for [n]_p to contain a solution for certain types of systems of linear equations. Their result was later extend by Schacht [16], who developed a powerful theorem to bound the independence number of random subhypergraphs which are contained in roughly regular hypergraphs.

Unfortunately, we do not expect the techniques developed in [15] and in [16] to work in the product Schur setting. This is because the number of product Schur triples in [2, n] is extremely sparse. Nevertheless, we were able to overcome this problem and find the threshold for [2, n]_p to contain a solution for ab = c. This is the first result on solutions of nonlinear equations in random sets that we are aware of.

Theorem 1.3. The threshold for [2, n]_p to contain a product Schur triple is (n log(n))^{− 1}3 .

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is given in Section 3. The lower bound is simply an application of the first moment method. The main challenge is to show the corresponding upper bound.

1.3. Product Schur triples in randomly perturbed sets. One may also ask how much we need to randomly perturb a set in order to obtain a given property. The origin of this type of question dates back to the work of Bohman, Frieze and Martin [6]. They 3

investigated the number of random edges that must be added to an arbitrary dense graph in order to make the resulting graph Hamiltonian with high probability^1.

In 2018, Aigner-Horev and Person [3] initiated the study of randomly perturbed structures in additive combinatorics. They showed that if A ⊆ [n] is a dense set and p ≫ n^{−2/3}, then with high probability any 2-coloring of A ∪ [n]_p contains a monochromatic Schur triple. This is best possible, since [n]_p does not contain a Schur triple with high probability if p ≪ n^{−2/3}. In a recent development, Das, Knierim, and Morris [8] refined the work in [3] by randomly perturbing sets whose sizes range between √ n and εn. Inspired by the work in [3] and [8], we initiate the study of product Schur triples in randomly perturbed sets. For a function α : N → (0, 1), let p̂_α : N → (0, 1) be a function such that the following holds:

(1) There exists a sequence of sets (C_n)_{n∈N} with C_n ⊆ [2, n] such that |C_n| ≥ (1 − α(n))n and such that for all p ≪ p̂_α we have

lim_{n→∞} P (C_n ∪ [2, n]_p contains a product Schur triple) = 0.

(2) For all sequences of sets (C_n)_{n∈N} with C_n ⊆ [2, n] and |C_n| ≥ (1 − α(n))n and for all p ≫ p̂_α we have

lim_{n→∞} P (C_n ∪ [2, n]_p contains a product Schur triple) = 1.

We refer to p̂_α as a threshold for the α-randomly perturbed product Schur property. Observe that if α = 1, then p̂_α can be taken to be a threshold for [2, n]_p to be p-Schur. If α ≤ 1/ √ n, then C_n has a product-Schur triple and hence p̂_α can be taken to be p̂_α = 0 (note that (1) is a vacuos statement in this case). In general, p̂_α is known to exist for every non-increasing function α, see [7]. Similar to the standard threshold function, if p̂_α and q̂_α are functions that satisfy both items (1) and (2), then p̂_α = Θ(q̂_α). For this reason, again we slightly abuse notation and refer to a function p̂_α satisfying (1) and (2) as the threshold function for the α-randomly perturbed product Schur property.

Define

δ = 1 −

1 + log log 2 log 2

= 0.086071... (1)

Defining this constant may seem unnatural, but it appears naturally in our problem, as it is related to the number of integers in [n] with some divisor in a given interval. See [9] for more details.

Our first result on the randomly perturbed setting can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let β > δ be a constant and α = (log log n)^{3/2+β} (log n)^{−δ}. Then, we have

p̂_α(n) = n^{−1/2} polylog(n).

1An event that occurs with high probability is one whose probability depends on a certain number n and goes to one as n goes to infinity. 4

We have also obtained the behaviour of the threshold for the α-randomly perturbed product Schur property for a wide range of α. Our result depends on two functions f : (0, 1) → R and β : (0, 1) → R defined as f(α) = α^1δ 4 ( log(^1_α )

) 3_{2δ} and β(α) = f(α) 1 + 2f(α) . Our general theorem in the randomly perturbed setting can be stated as follows. Observe that α varies from a logarithmic-like range to a constant range.

Theorem 1.5. Let^{(log log n)3/2+δ}_{(log n)δ} ≪ α ≤ f^{−1}(4^{−1}). Then, the following holds:

(i) There exists a sequence of sets (C_n)_{n∈N} with |C_n| ≥ (1 − Ω(α))n such that for all p ≪ n^{− 1}2^{+β(α)} we have

lim_{n→∞} P (C_n ∪ [2, n]_p contains a product Schur triple) = 0.

(ii) There exists a constant γ > 0 such that for all sequences of sets (C_n)_{n∈N} with |C_n| ≥ (1 − γα)n and for all p ≫ α^{−1}n^{− 1}2^{+β(α)} we have

lim_{n→∞} P (C_n ∪ [2, n]_p contains a product Schur triple) = 1.

If α = (log log n)^{3/2+β} (log n)^{−δ} for some β > δ, then Theorem 1.5 directly implies Theorem 1.4. On the other side, if α = f^{−1}(4^{−1}), then β(α) = 1/6, and hence Theorem 1.5 says that p̂_α is approximately n^{−1/3}. Recall from Theorem 1.3 that the threshold for [2, n]_p to contain a product Schur triple is (n log n)^{−1/3}. Therefore, when α is as big as f^{−1}(4^{−1}), there is practically no advantage in using the deterministic set C_n to find a product Schur triple in C_n ∪ [2, n]_p.

The rest of this paper is divided as follows. In Section 2 we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2; in Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.3; in Section 4 we prove Theorem 1.5; and in Section 5 we state some open problems.

2. Product Schur in deterministic sets

We begin this section with the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first prove the upper bound. Let ε > 0 and k, n ∈ N. Assume for a contradiction that we can find a set A ⊆ [2, n] of size at least n − (1 − ε)n^{1/S(k)} which can be partitioned into k product-free sets A_1, . . . , A_k. Fix A^′ = [^1_2 εn^{1/S(k)}, n^{1/S(k)}] which has size (1 −^1_2 ε)n^{1/S(k)}.

Importantly, we have that for distinct a, b ∈ A^′ and for any choice of i, j ∈ [S(k)] we have a^i ≠ b^j . Indeed, without loss of generality we have j > i and it suffices to show that for all b ∈ A^′ we have b^ji > n^{1/S(k)}, because this implies b^ji ∉ A^′ and therefore a^i ≠ b^j for all a ∈ A^′. Because^1_2 εn^{1/S(k)} ∈ A^′ and for any b in A^′ we have b^ji > (^1_2 εn^{1/S(k)})^ji our statement is equivalent to showing that (^1_2 εn^{1/S(k)})^ji > n^{1/S(k)} for any choice of j > i in [S(k)]. The only case to check is j = S(k), i = S^′(k) − 1 and a short calculations shows that this holds because (^1_2 ε)^{S(k)2} > n^{−1} by assumption. 5

Next, we show that there is an element a in A^′ such that P (a) := {a^i : i = 1, . . . , S(k)} is contained in A. Indeed, notice that for all a in A^′ we have P (a) ⊆ [2, n]. Moreover, if a, a^′ ∈ A^′ are distinct, then P (a) and P (a^′) are disjoint. Therefore, if for each one of the elements of A^′ a different element of [2, n] was missing from A, we would get |A| ≤ n − |A^′| = n − (1 −^1_2 ε)n^{1/S(k)} . Now fix an a ∈ A^′ such that P (a) ⊆ A. By applying log_a(·) to the elements of P (a), the partition A_1, . . . , A_k of A restricted to P (a) induces a partition S_1, . . . , S_k of [S(k)]. As the partition A_1, . . . , A_k is product-free, the partition S_1, . . . , S_k is sum-free, in contradiction to the definition of S(k).

It remains to give the construction of a colouring for the lower bound. For an integer k let χ : [S^′(k)−1] → [k] be a k-colouring of [S^′(k)−1] without monochromatic a+b = c and a+b = c+1. We colour each integer a ∈ (n^{1/S′(k)}, n] with colour χ(⌈S^′(k)·log_n(a)⌉−1). For a contradiction assume that there is a monochromatic product ab = c in this colouring. Then let a^′ = ⌈S^′(k) · log_n(a)⌉ − 1, b^′ = ⌈S^′(k) · log_n(b)⌉ − 1, and c^′ = ⌈S^′(k) · log_n(c)⌉ − 1 and note that log_n(a) + log_n(b) = log_n(c) implies a^′ + b^′ = c^′ or a^′ + b^′ = c^′ − 1. But as ab = c was monochromatic we have χ(a^′) = χ(b^′) = χ(c^′), a contradiction. □

In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we need the following supersaturation lemma. This lemma is sharp up to a logarithmic factor, since the number of product Schur triples in [n] is of order n log n.

Lemma 2.1. For sufficiently large n and A ⊆ [2, n] a set of size at least n −^1_2 √ n, there are at least^1_8 n solutions in A to ab = c.

Another tool needed in the proof of Theorem 1.2 and also to prove Lemma 2.1 is the following consequence of a result of Wigert [20] on the number of divisors of an integer.

Lemma 2.2. Every integer n contains at most O

(_{log n}

log log n ) divisors.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Let us write B = A ∩ [ √ n] and note that |B| ≥^{√n}_2 . We want to count the size of the set A of triples (a, b, c) ∈ B^2 × A such that ab = c. Note that we have at least^n_4 such products (a, b, c) in B^2 × [2, n]. Moreover, because each number in [n] has at most n^ε divisors by Lemma 2.2, of these^n_4 products, at most √ n · n^ε are not contained in A. This means that the size of A is at least^n_8 , as claimed. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let us fix ε, take n large enough, and fix a red-blue colouring of [2, n]. We denote with R^′ the set of numbers in [n^{1/3}] coloured with red, and similarly B^′ for the ones coloured in blue. We can assume |R^′| ≥ |B^′| ≥^1_2 n^{1/6}, because otherwise we could use Lemma 2.1 to obtain enough monochromatic ab = c.

Denote by P^′_R the set P^′_R = {ab : a, b ∈ R^′} of products of two elements in R^′ and note that |P_R′ | ≥ n^{1/3−ε/2} by Lemma 2.2. We get that P_R′ contains at least^1_2 n^{1/3−ε/2} blue elements and analogously we obtain the same number of red elements in P_B′ .

Let a_1, b_1 ∈ R^′ with a_1b_1 blue and a_2, b_2 ∈ B^′ with a_2b_2 red. If a_1b_1a_2 is blue or a_1b_1a_2 is red, we found an associated monochromatic solution to {a_1, b_1, a_2, b_2}. Otherwise, a_1b_1a_2 6

is red or a_2b_2a_1 is blue. Then a_1a_2 can not be red, because then (a_1a_2)b_1 = a_1b_1a_2 is a red solution and also not blue, because then (a_1a_2)b_2 = a_2b_2a_1 is a blue solution.

For any two tuples (a_1, b_1) and (a_2, b_2) as above we get a monochromatic solution with c = a_1b_1a_2 or c = a_1b_1a_2. Any of these solution appears at most |R^′| times and, therefore, we get ( 1 2 n^{1/3−ε/2} )_2 /|R^′| ≥^1_4 n^{1/3−ε} monochromatic product Schur triples. □

3. Product Schur triples in random sets

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. To lower bound the threshold we want to estimate the expected number of product Schur triples. In [2, n] there are at most √ n triples a, b, c of the form ab = c, where a = b. We denote the remaining triples by T_n and note that |T_n| is exactly the number of ordered pairs (a, b) of elements of [2, n] such that a < b and a · b ≤ n. Moreover, if ab = c and a < b ≤ c ≤ n, then we have a ≤ ⌊ √ n⌋. Thus, we can write |T_n| = ⌊^√n⌋∑ a=2 |{b ∈ [2, n] : a < b, a · b ≤ n}| = ⌊^√n⌋∑ a=2 |{b ∈ [2, n] : a · b ≤ n} \ [a]| . As |{b ∈ [2, n] : a · b ≤ n}| = ⌊_n a ⌋ , it follows that |T_n| = ⌊^√n⌋∑ a=2 (⌊n a ⌋ − a ) = ⌊^√n⌋∑ a=2 ⌊n a ⌋ + O(n) = ⌊^√n⌋∑ a=2 n a + O(n). As the harmonic numbers H_x = ∑_x i=1 1 i asymptotically behave like log x, it follows that |T_n| = (^1_2 + o(1))n log n.

Now let X be the random variable which counts the number of product Schur triples in [2, n]_p. We have

E (X) = ∑ {a,b,c}∈T_n P (a, b, c ∈ [2, n]_p) + O(p^2 √ n) = O(p^3n log n + p^2 √ n). Thus, if p ≪ (n log n)^{−1/3}, then E (X) ≪ 1. By Markov’s inequality^2, it follows that P (X ≥ 1) → 0 if p ≪ (n log n)^{−1/3}. This implies that p̂(n) ≥ (n log n)^{−1/3}.

In order to prove that p̂(n) ≤ (n log n)^{−1/3}, we consider two independent copies of a random set. Let p ≫ (n log n)^{−1/3} and let p_1, p_2 ∈ [0, 1] be such that (1−p_1)(1−p_2) = 1−p. Note that p_1 and p_2 are asymptotically equal to p/2. Let A := [2, n]_{p1} and B := [2, n]_{p2} to be two independent random sets and set C = A ∪ B. Observe that p_1 and p_2 were chosen so that C has the same distribution as [2, n]_p.

To show that C contains a product Schur triple with high probability, we claim that it suffices to show that | |A2 ∩ [2, n] | | ≫ 1/p with high probability. Indeed, set Y = | |A^2 ∩ B ∩ [2, n] | |. Observe that Y ≥ 1 if and only if there exist x, y ∈ A (not necessarily

2Markov’s inequality states that if X is a non-negative random variable and t > 0, then P (X ≥ t) ≤ E (X) /t. 7

distinct) and z ∈ B such that xy = z. If | |A2 ∩ [2, n] | | ≫ 1/p, then E_B (Y ) ≫ 1, and hence by Chernoff’s inequality^3 we have P_B ( Y = 0 ) ≤ e^{−ω(1)}. Thus, Y ≥ 1 with high probability as long as | |A2 ∩ [2, n] | | ≫ 1/p with high probability.

As containing a product Schur triple is a monotone property, we can assume that p = f(n)(n log n)^{−1/3}, where f(n) → ∞ as n → ∞ but f(n) ≤ log n. Next, we show that typically a number c ∈ [2, n] should not have more than two representatives (a, b) ∈ A×A such that a ≤ b and ab = c. Indeed, for each c ∈ [2, n] consider the set of representatives of c given by P_c = {(a, b) : a, b ∈ [2, n], a ≤ b and ab = c}. Let ε ∈ (0, 10^{−1}) be a constant. If n is sufficiently large, then number of divisors of c is at most O(n^ε), for all c ∈ [n] by Lemma 2.2. Thus, |P_c| = O(n^ε) and hence P_c has at most O(n^{3ε}) subsets of size three. For each {(a_i, b_i) : i ∈ [3]} ⊆ P_c, the probability that (a_i, b_i) ∈ A × A for all i ∈ [3] is at most p^5, as one of the elements can be repeated in case c is a perfect square. Thus, we have

P (|P_c ∩ (A × A)| ≥ 3) = O(n^{3ε}p^5) (2)

for all c ∈ [2, n]. By (2) combined with the union bound, it follows that the event that there exists a c ∈ [2, n] for which |P_c ∩ (A × A)| ≥ 3 has probability at most O(n^{1+3ε}p^5). This tends to 0 as n tends to infinity, and hence |P_c ∩ (A × A)| ≤ 2 for all c ∈ [2, n] with high probability.

From the discussion above, it follows that | |A^2 ∩ [2, n] | | ≥ 1 2 | | | { (a, b) : a, b ∈ A, a ≤ b and ab ≤ n }| | with high probability. In other words, we have | A^2 ∩ [2, n] | = ∑ a∈A∩[ √ n] | [a, n/a] ∩ A | = ∑ a∈[2, √ n] | [a, n/a] ∩ A | 1_{a∈A} with high probability. Now, note that by Chernoff’s inequality we have | |[a, n/a] ∩ A | | = (1 ± 2^{−1})p (n a − a ) ≥ pn 4a for every a ≤ √ n/2 with high probability. This implies that |A^2 ∩ [2, n]| ≥ pn 4 ∑ a∈[2, √ n/2] 1_{a∈A} a (3) with high probability.

3Chernoff’s inequality states that if X is a binomial random variable and t ≥ 0, then P (|X − E (X) | ≥ t) ≤ 2e^{−t2/(2E(X)+t)}. 8

Now we bound the right-hand side of (3). We decompose almost the whole interval [2, √ n/2] into disjoint sub-intervals of size 1/p. Note that [2, √ n/2] ⊇ ⌊p √ n/4⌋ ⋃ i=1 (i/p, (i + 1)/p] . Then, we have ∑ a∈[2, √ n/2] 1_{a∈A} a ≥ ⌊p √ n/4⌋ ∑ i=1 p i + 1 1_{A∩(i/p,(i+1)/p]≠∅}. (4) As the size of the interval (i/p, (i+1)/p]∩N is of order 1/p and A = [2, n]_{p1} with p_1 ∼ p/2, we have P ( A ∩ (i/p, (i + 1)/p] = ∅ ) ∼ (1 − p/2)^{1/p} ∼ 1/ √ e . (5)

By simplicity, denote

S := ⌊p √ n/4⌋ ∑ i=2 J_i i , where J_i := 1_{A∩(i/p,(i+1)/p]≠∅} for every i. Note that (J_i)_i are independent and identically distributed Bernoulli random variables with constant probability, see (5). By combining (3), (4) and (5), it follows that

|A^2 ∩ [2, n]| ≥ p^2nS/4 (6)

with high probability.

Now, our problem is reduced to bounding S. Observe that

Var(S) = ⌊p √ n/4⌋ ∑ i=2 Var(J_i) i^2

= Θ(1) and E (S) = Θ(log n).

By Chebyshev’s inequality^4, it follows that S = Θ(log n) with high probability, and hence it follows from (6) that

|A^2 ∩ [2, n]| = Ω(p^2n log n) ≫ 1/p.

This concludes our proof. □

4. Product Schur triples in randomly perturbed sets

For an interval I ⊆ [2, n], define H(n, I) = { x ≤ n : x = d · y, for some d in I } . The main tool behind Theorem 1.5 is the following result of Ford.

4Chebyshev’s inequality states that if X is a random variable and t > 0, then P (|X − E (X) | ≥ t) ≤ Var X/t^2. 9

Theorem 4.1. Let n ≥ 10^5, 100 ≤ y ≤ z − 1, y ≤ √ n and suppose that 2y ≤ z ≤ y^2.

Define u = log z log y − 1. Then, we have |H(n, (y, z))| = Θ ( nu^δ ( log 2 u )_{−3/2}) . Proof of Theorem 1.5. Set y = n^12^{−β(α)} and z = n^12^{+β(α)}. We start by proving item (i). Note that 2y ≤ z ≤ y^2 if and only if √ 2 ≤ n^{β(α)} ≤ n^{1/6}, which are satisfied by our choice of α. Moreover, we have 100 ≤ y ≤ z − 1 and y ≤ √ n, and hence we can apply Theorem 4.1. Set u = log z log y

− 1 = log(z/y) log y = 4β(α) 1 − 2β(α) = 4f(α). By Theorem 4.1, it follows that |H(n, (y, z))| = Θ(αn). Now, we set

C_n := [ n^{1−2β(α)}, n ] \ H(n, (y, z)). As α ≫ n^{−2β(α)}, we have |C_n| ≥ (1 − Ω(α))n.

Let c ∈ C_n and 2 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n be such that ab = c. As c ∈ C_n, and hence c /∈ H(n, (y, z)), both a and b do not belong to the interval (n^12^{−β(α)}, n^12^{+β(α)}). Moreover, as n^{1−2β(α)} ≤ c ≤ n, we must have a ≤ n^12^{−β(α)} and b ≥ n^12^{+β(α)}. In particular, a do not belong to C_n. Solutions of the form c^′a = c with c, c^′ ∈ C_n require that a ≤ n^{2β(α)} ≤ n^12^{−β(α)} and solutions of the form cc^′ = a with a ≤ n do not exist. As p is much smaller than the threshold for [2, n]_p to contain a product Schur triple, the only chance that C_n ∪ [2, n]_p has is if [2, n]_p contains an element of [n^12^{−β(α)}]. As p ≪ n^{− 1}2^{+β(α)}, it follows that

P (C_n ∪ [2, n]_p contains a product Schur triple) ≤ P (| |[n^12^{−β(α)}]_p| ≥ 1 ) → 0. For item (ii), let γ > 0 be such that |H(n, (y, z))| ≥ 2γαn and let (C_n)_{n∈N} be any sequence such that |C_n| ≥ (1 − γα)n. Then, we have that the set C^′_n := C_n ∩ H(n, (y, z)) has size at least γαn. Now, let G be a graph with vertex set [2, n^12^{+β(α)}] and edge set E(G) = {{a, b} : ab ∈ C^′_n}. Let d be the average degree of G, that is, d = 2e(G)/v(G) and set X = {v ∈ V (G) : d(v) > d/2}. Note that |X|v(G) + v(G)d/2 ≥ |X|v(G) + (v(G) − |X|)d/2 ≥ dv(G). This implies that |X| ≥ d/2. As e(G) ≥ |C^′|, it follows that |X| ≥ γαn^12^{−β(α)}.

Let p_1, p_2 ∈ [0, 1] be such that (1 − p_1)(1 − p_2) = 1 − p. Note that p_1 and p_2 are asymptotically equal to p/2. Let A := [2, n]_{p1} and B := [2, n]_{p2} to be two independent random sets. Observe that p_1 and p_2 were chosen so that A ∪ B has the same distribution as [2, n]_p. Now, note that as p ≫ α^{−1}n^{− 1}2^{+β(α)}, we have

P (A ∩ X = ∅) = e^{−Ω(|X|p)} = o(1). (7)

Therefore, with high probability we have at least one vertex in v ∈ A∩X. Now, in order to have an edge captured by A ∩ B, it suffices to have B ∩ N(v) ≠ ∅. As |N(v)| ≥ γαn^12^{−β(α)} for all v ∈ X, it follows that

P (B ∩ N(v) = ∅) = e^{−Ω(|N(v)|p)} = o(1). (8)

Therefore, with high probability there exists {a, b} ⊆ [2, n]_p such that ab ∈ C^′_n. This concludes our proof. □

5. Concluding remarks

In this paper we presented what it seems to us a natural, but not yet explored, variation of some well known results at the intersection of algebra, number theory and combinatorics. While sum-free sets received a lot of attention in the last century, this is not true for the product-free case; hoping to amend this, we studied the product-free case in the deterministic, probabilistic and randomly perturbed scenarios.

Besides the novelty and naturality of this project, we hope that finding new parallelisms between the sum-free and the product-free cases might help to give new energy to the study of Schur sets. Indeed this is an area which contains many extremely interesting open questions, such as determining whether it holds g(n, 3) = n −^n_{14} as conjectured (g(n, 2) = n −^n_5 was proved in half a page by Hu [12] more than 40 years ago). Many other open questions arise directly from our work.

In the deterministic setting, we introduced some new definitions to bridge known results of the sum-free case in our setting. In particular, we introduce double-sum Schur numbers S^′(k), which we showed to be interesting for the construction of large productfree sets. However, we did not focus on determining bounds for S^′(k), as the problem seems reminiscent of finding bounds for S(k), which has proved to be difficult. However the following question might be approachable.

Problem 1. Is there an ε > 0 such that for all k large enough we have S^′(k) < (1−ε)S(k)?

Also, for the case k = 2 we try to determine the minimum number of monochromatic products guaranteed in any 2-colourings of [n]. We obtain the lower bound of n^13^{−ε} but we conjecture that this is not tight. In particular we think of interest the following question.

Problem 2. For given k positive integer, which k-colourings of [2, n] contain the minimal number of monochromatic products, and what is this number?

In the probabilistic setting, we analysed the probability threshold of the property of containing a product Schur triple. However, this question can be extended to multiple colours. In particular we propose the following problem, which is already interesting in the case k = 2.

Problem 3. For k a fixed positive integer, what is the threshold in [2, n]_p for the property that any k-colouring contains a monochromatic product. 11

For any of the problems studied in the sum-free case, we can consider an equivalent question in the product-free setting. We hope that this line of questioning can bring a new perspective to the study of Schur triples and other equations.

Acknowledgements

This project began when D.M.C. visited the other two authors at Freie Universität Berlin. We express our gratitude to Freie Universität Berlin for their warm hospitality and the London Mathematical Society for its financial support that allowed the visit to take place. We would also like to thank Oliver Roche–Newton for presenting the problem of counting monochromatic product Schur triples in the integers at the British Combinatorial Conference 2022.

References

[1] H. Abbott and D. Hanson. A problem of schur and its generalizations. Acta Arithmetica, 2(20):175– 187, 1972.

[2] H. L. Abbott and E. T. H. Wang. Sum-free sets of integers. Proc. of the Amer. Math. Soc., 67(1):11– 16, 1977.

[3] E. Aigner-Horev and Y. Person. Monochromatic schur triples in randomly perturbed dense sets of integers. SIAM J. on Discr. Math., 33(4):2175–2180, 2019.

[4] L. Aragão, J. Chapman, M. Ortega, and V. Souza. On the number of monochromatic solutions to multiplicative equations. preprint, 2023.

[5] L. D. Baumert. Sum-free sets. JPL Research summary, 36(10):16–18, 1961. [6] T. Bohman, A. Frieze, and R. Martin. How many random edges make a dense graph hamiltonian?

Random Structures & Algorithms, 22(1):33–42, 2003.

[7] B. Bollobás and A. G. Thomason. Threshold functions. Combinatorica, 7(1):35–38, 1987. [8] S. Das, C. Knierim, and P. Morris. Schur properties of randomly perturbed sets. Europ. J. of Comb., pages 1–25, 2023.

[9] K. Ford. The distribution of integers with a divisor in a given interval. Ann. Math., 168(1):367–433, 2008.

[10] G. A. Freiman. On the structure and the number of sum-free sets. Astérisque, 209:195–201, 1992. [11] R. Graham, V. Rödl, and A. Ruciński. On schur properties of random subsets of integers. J. of Number Theory, 61(2):388–408, 1996.

[12] M. C. Hu. A note on sum-free sets of integers. Proc. of the Amer. Math. Soc., 80(4):711–712, 1980. [13] R. Irving. An extension of schur’s theorem on sum-free partitions. Acta Arithmetica, 25(1):55–64, 1973.

[14] A. Robertson and D. Zeilberger. A 2-coloring of [1, n] can have n^2/22 + O(n) monochromatic schur triples, but not less! Electr. J. of Comb., 5:1–4, 1998.

[15] V. Rödl and A. Ruciński. Rado partition theorem for random subsets of integers. Proc. of the London Math. Soc., 74(3):481–502, 1997.

[16] M. Schacht. Extremal results for random discrete structures. Ann. Math., pages 333–365, 2016. [17] T. Schoen. The number of monochromatic schur triples. Europ. J. of Comb., 20(8):855–866, 1999. [18] I. Schur. Über kongruenz x...(mod. p.). Jahresbericht der Deutschen Mathematiker-Vereinigung, 25:114–116, 1917.

[19] W. D. Wallis, A. P. Street, and J. S. Wallis. Combinatorics: Room squares, sum-free sets, Hadamard matrices, volume 292. Springer, 2006. 12

[20] C. S. Wigert. Sur l’ordre de grandeur du nombre des diviseurs d’un entier. Almqvist & Wiksell, 1907.

Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, Illinois 61801, USA (L. Mattos)

Email address: lmattos@illinois.edu

London School of Economics, Department of Mathematics, Houghton Street, London WC2A 2AE, UK (D. Mergoni Cecchelli)

Email address: d.mergoni@lse.ac.uk

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, Freie Universität Berlin, Arnimallee 3, 14195 Berlin, Germany (O. Parczyk)

Email address: parczyk@mi.fu-berlin.de