arXiv:2405.07019v3 [math.CO] 11 Jun 2024

Monocromaticity of additive and multiplicative central sets and Goswami’s theorem in large Integral Domains

Pintu Debnath^∗ Sourav Kanti Patra^†

Abstract

In [6] A. Fish proved that if E1 and E2 are two subsets of Z of positive upper Banach density, then there exists k P Zz0 such that k ¨ Z Ă pE1 ´ E1q ¨ pE2 ´ E2q. In [8], S. Goswami proved the same but a fundamental result on the set of prime numbers P in N and proved that for some k P N, k ¨ N Ă pP ´ Pq ¨ pP ´ Pq. To do so, Goswami mainly proved that the product of an IP^‹-set with an IP^‹_r -set contains kN. This result is very important and surprising to mathematicians who are aware of combinatorially rich sets. In this article,

• we extend Goswami’s result to large Integral Domain, that behave like N in the sense of some combinatorics.

• we prove that for a combinatorially rich (CR-set) set, A, for some k P N, k ¨ N Ă pA ´ Aq ¨ pA ´ Aq. • we provide a new proof that if we partition a large Integral Domain, R, into finitely many cells, then at least one cell is both additive and multiplicative central, and we prove the converse part, which is a new and unknown result.

Keywords: IP^‹-set, IP^‹_r -set, Large Integral Domain, Central set, CR-set, Algebra of the Stone-Čech compactifications of discrete semigroup. MSC 2020: 05D10, 22A15, 54D35

1 Introduction

Let P be the set of prime numbers in N. The famous conjecture of J. Maillet [15] is that every even number can be written as the difference of two primes i.e., 2N Ă P ´ P. In [14] Huang and Sheng proved a surprising result in support of Millet’s conjecture. To state this, we need some definitions. Let pS, `q be a commutative semigroup and A Ď S.

• The set A is IP -set if and only if there exists a sequence tx_nu^8_{n“1} in S such that F S ` tx_nu^8_{n“1} ˘ Ď A. Where F S ` tx_nu^8_{n“1} ˘ “ # ÿ nPF x_n : F P P_f pNq + .

• The set A is called IP^‹-set, when it intersects with all IP -sets.

• Let r P N. The set A is IP_r-set if and only if there exists a sequence tx_nu^r_{n“1} in S such that F S ptx_nu^r_{n“1}q Ď A.

Where

F S ptx_nu^r_{n“1}q “ # ÿ nPF x_n : F Ď t1, 2, . . . , ru + . • Let r P N. The set A is called IP^‹_r -set, when it intersects with all IP_r-sets.

• Let r P N. A set A Ă N is said to be a Δ_r-set if there exists a set S Ă N with |S| “ r such that A “ ts ´ t : s ą t and s, t P Su .

• Let r P N. The set A Ă N is called Δ^‹_r-set, when it intersects with all Δ_r-set.

In [14] Huang and Sheng proved the following:

Theorem 1.1. There exists r P N such that P ´ P is Δ^‹_r -set.

∗Department of Mathematics, Basirhat College, Basirhat-743412, North 24th parganas, West Bengal, India. pintumath1989@gmail.com †Department of Mathematics, GITAM University Hyderabad Campus, Hyderabad, Telangana- 502329, India.

spatra3@gitam.edu

Let A be a subset of N with positive upper Banach density, then it is very well known result that A ´ A is an IP^‹_r -set for some r P N. The set of prime numbers P has zero upper Banach density, but a simple consequence of the above theorem is that P ´ P is IP^‹_r -set in N. Now 2N is IP^‹_2 -set. So we may claim that the result of Huang and Sheng is a partial answer to Maillet’s conjecture on P ´ P.

Let A be a CR-set, introduced by Bergelson and Glasscock in [1]. The upper Banach density of A may be zero. In spite of that, in Section 3, we prove that for some r P N, A ´ A is an IP^‹_r -set for some r P N.

In [6] A. Fish proved that if E_1 and E_2 are two subsets of Z of positive upper Banach density, then there exists k P Zz0 such that k ¨ Z Ă pE_1 ´ E_1q ¨ pE_2 ´ E_2q .

Despite being the zero upper Banach density of P, in [8, Theorem 1.2] , S. Goswami proved the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2. [8, Theorem 1.12] There exists k P N such that

k ¨ N Ă pP ´ Pq ¨ pP ´ Pq .

The main thing S. Goswami did to prove the above theorem is the following:

Theorem 1.3. (Goswami’s theorem [8, Theorem 2.1]): Let r P N and let A, B Ď N be IP^‹ set and IP^‹_r sets respectively. Then there exists k P A such that k ¨ N Ď A ¨ B.

In Section 4, We will extend the above theorem for large Lntegral Domain and as a consequence we will prove that for a CR-set A in N, kN P pA ´ AqpA ´ Aq for some k P N.

Now it is essential to give a brief review of algebraic structure of the Stone-Čech compactification of a semigroup pS, ¨q, not necessarily commutative with the discrete topology to present what we want to do at remaining sections.

The set tA : A Ă Su is a basis for the closed sets of βS. The operation ‘¨’ on S can be extended to the Stone-Čech compactification βS of S so that pβS, ¨q is a compact right topological semigroup (meaning that for each p P β S the function ρ_p pqq : βS Ñ βS defined by ρ_p pqq “ q ¨ p is continuous) with S contained in its topological center (meaning that for any x P S, the function λ_x : βS Ñ βS defined by λ_xpqq “ x ¨ q is continuous). This is a famous Theorem due to Ellis that if S is a compact right topological semigroup then the set of idempotents E pSq ‰ H. A nonempty subset I of a semigroup T is called a left ideal of S if T I Ă I, a right ideal if IT Ă I, and a two sided ideal (or simply an ideal) if it is both a left and right ideal. A minimal left ideal is the left ideal that does not contain any proper left ideal. Similarly, we can define minimal right ideal and smallest ideal.

Any compact Hausdorff right topological semigroup T has the smallest two sided ideal

KpT q “ ď tL : L is a minimal left ideal of T u “ ď tR : R is a minimal right ideal of T u.

Given a minimal left ideal L and a minimal right ideal R, L X R is a group, and in particular contains an idempotent. If p and q are idempotents in T we write p ď q if and only if pq “ qp “ p. An idempotent is minimal with respect to this relation if and only if it is a member of the smallest ideal KpT q of T . Given p, q P βS and A Ď S, A P p ¨ q if and only if the set tx P S : x^{´1}A P qu P p, where x^{´1}A “ ty P S : x ¨ y P Au. See [13] for an elementary introduction to the algebra of βS and for any unfamiliar details.

Let A be a subset of S. Then A is called central if and only if A P p, for some minimal idempotent of βS and A is called central^‹ if and only if A intersects with all central sets. From [13, Corollary 5.21.1], We know the following theorem:

Theorem 1.4. Let r P N and N “ C_1 Y C_2 Y . . . Y C_r. Then there exists i P t1, 2, . . . , ru such that C_i is both additive and multiplicative central.

In Section 5, we will prove that for an integral domain R, the above theorem is true if and only if R is a large Integral Domain.

2 Large Integral Domain and IP^‹-sets

Definition 2.1. Let R be an integral domain. Then R is called large Integral Domain, if for any non-trivial ideal of R is of finite index.

The following theorem can easily explain why we consider Integral Domain instead of arbitrary commutative ring with all non-trivial ideals are of finite indices. We think, this is a very well known result in algebra but we don’t have a specific reference, so we present the proof.

Theorem 2.2. Let R be an infinite ring and any non-trivial principal ideal of R is of finite index. Then R is an Integral domain i.e., large Integral Domain.

Proof. Suppose a, b P R, with ab “ 0. Let I “ aR and J “ bR. As R “ Y^k_{i“1} pb_i ` bRq for some k P N. Now consider the set A “ tb_i : i “ 1, 2, . . . , ku. Now we claim that aR is a subset of tay : y P Au and so I is finite. As R{I is also finite, it will then follows that R is finite.

Proof of claim: Let ax P I. There exists y in A such that x ´ y P J. So there exists z P R such that x “ y ` bz. Hence, ax “ ay and so ax is in tay : y P Au.

It is easy to prove that any non-trivial principal ideal of a large Integral Domain is IP^‹-set. And it is interesting and surprising result that our well familiar ring Zrxs is not large Integral Domain. If we consider the ideal xZrxs which is not IP^‹-set in Zrxs. The following question comes naturally to our mind:

Question 2.3. What is the class of Integral Domains where all nontrivial principal ideals are IP^‹-sets?

Before answering this question, we will prove two consecutive lemmas.

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a group and H be a finite index subgroup of G i.e., rG : Hs “ r for some r P N. Then H is IP^‹_{r`1}-set in G.

Proof. As H be a finite index subgroup of G with rG : Hs “ r . Then G “ Y^r_{i“1}g_iH for tg_1, g_2, . . . , g_ru Ă H. Let tx_nu^{r`1}_{n“1} be a finite sequence in G. We have to establish that F P ´ tx_nu^{r`1}_{n“1} ¯ X H ‰ H. From “pigeon hole principle” , there exists i P t1, 2, . . . , ru such that, at least two elements of tx_1, x_1x_2, . . . , x_1x_2 ¨ ¨ ¨ x_{r`1}u belong to g_iH. So, let ś_{k1}

i“1 x_i P g_iH and ś_{k1 `k} i“1 x_i P g_iH for some k_1, k P t1, 2, . . . , r ` 1u. Then, ś_{k1}

i“1 x_i “ g_ih_1 and ś_{k1 `k} i“1 x_i “ g_ih_2 for

some h_1, h_2 P H. Now,

´ś_{k1} i“1 x_i ¯_{´1} ´ś_{k1 `k} i“1 x_i ¯ “ h^{´1}_1 h_2 P H. Hence, we get ś_{k1}

i“1 x_{i`k1} P H, which is desired.

Lemma 2.5. Let G be a group and H be an infinite index subgroup of G i.e., rG : Hs “ 8. Then H is not an IP^‹-set in G.

Proof. As H is an infinite index subgroup of G , we can find out a sequence tx_nu^8_{n“1} in G, such that F P ptx_nuqXH “ H, Where,

x_1 P GzH x_2 P GzH Y x_1H x_3 P GzH Y x_1H Y x_2H Y x_1x_2H . . As, rG : Hs “ 8,we can find out a sequence tx_nu^8_{n“1} in G, such that F P ptx_nuq X H “ H, Where,

x_n P GzH Y ď xPF P ptx_k u^{n´1}_{k“1} q xH for all n P N. Hence H is not an IP^‹-set in G.

Combining Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 together we get the following theorem which is algebraically and combinatorially very important and nice result.

Theorem 2.6. Let G be a group and H be a subgroup of G. Then H is an IP^‹-set in G if and only if rG : Hs ă 8.

As a consequences of the above theorem, we get the following corollary, which characterizes the family of all Integral Domain , where nontrivial principal ideals are IP^‹-sets. And we get the answer of the question of this section.

Corollary 2.7. Let R be an Integral Domain. Every principal ideals of R are IP^‹-sets, if and only if R is large Integral Domain.

3 Difference of J-sets and CR-sets

Definition 3.1. (Følner sequence) Let S be a countable semigroup. A Følner sequence in S is a sequence tF_nu^8_{n“1} where each F_n is a finite subset of S and such that for any s P S the set sF_n :“ tsx : x P F_nu satisfies

lim_{nÑ8}

|gF_n X F_n| |F_n|

“ 1.

Definition 3.2. (Upper Banach density) Let S be a countable semigroup admititing a Følner sequence tF_nu^8_{n“1}. Then for any subset A Ă S we definie its upper density ( with respect to tF_nu^8_{n“1}) by

d_{tFnu} pAq “ lim sup_{nÑ8}

|A X F_n|

|F_n| . and upper Banach density is defined by

d^‹ pAq “ sup � d_{tFnu} pAq : tF_nu^8_{n“1} is a Følner sequence ( . Here are some properties of density that we will use later in this article: Let S be countable semigroup admitting a Følner sequence and A abd B are subsets of S. Let s P S, define s^{´1}A “ tt P S : st P Au. Then

• d^‹ pSq “ 1,

• d^‹ pAq “ d^‹ psAq “ d^‹ ` s^{´1}A ˘ @s P S and

• d^‹ pA Y Bq “ d^‹ pAq ` d^‹ pBq if A X B “ H.

It is well known result that if A ia a positive upper Banach density set of S, then A^{´1}A is an IP^‹-set. For commutative semigroup S, if d^‹ pSq ą 0 then A ´ A is an IP^‹-set. A combinatorially rich subset of N is P, set of prime numbers, which has a fundamental interest in all branch of number theory. The density of P is zeo, but there is a surprising result is that P ´ P is an IP^‹-set by [8] and [14]. Also, the stronger result P ´ P is an IP^‹_r -set for some r P N. Now, we concentrate on some combinatorially rich sets which have some properties like set of prime numbers P. To do so, we state the following definition.

Definition 3.3. Let pS, `q be a commutative semigroup and let A Ď S. A is J-set if and only if for every F P P_f

`_N S ˘ , there exist a P S and H P P_f pNq such that for each f P F , a` ÿ nPH fpnq P A. The set of prime numbers, P contains arithmetic progression of arbitrary length and also J-sets in N and there exists a J-set in N with upper Banach density zero. From this and above discussion, two question arise naturally.

Question 3.4. Let A be J set in N.

(a) Is the set of prime numbers P is a J-set in N?

(b) Is the set A ´ A is an IP^‹_r -set for some r P N?

(c) Does the sum of reciprocals of A diverse, i.e., ř nPA 1 n “ 8?

We strongly believe that the answer of Question 3.4 (a) and (c) are very difficult and we present a partial answer of the Question 3.4 (b).

Theorem 3.5. Let A be a J-set of a commutative semigroup S. Then show that A ´ A is an IP^‹-set in S.

Proof. Let tx_nu^8_{n“1} be a sequence in S and also take two sequences ty_nu^8_{n“1} and tx_n ` y_nu^8_{n“1}. Let two function f, g : N Ñ S, defined by f pnq “ y_n and g pnq “ x_n ` y_n for all n P N. Then there exist a P S and H Ă P_f pNq, such that a` ř nPH x_n P A and a` ř nPH x_n ` y_n P A. So, we get ř nPH x_n P A ´ A. Hence A ´ A is an IP^‹-set.

In [1], V. Bergelson and D. Glasscock introduced a new notion of large sets in commutative semigroup pS, `q. They used matrix notation. Given a r ^ k matrix M we denote by m_{i,j} the element in row i and column j of M.

Definition 3.6. Let pS, `q be a commutative semigroup and let A Ď S. Then A is combinatorially rich set (denoted CR-set) if and only if for each k P N, there exists r P N such that whenever M is an r ^ k matrix with entries from S, there exist a P S and nonempty H Ď t1, 2, . . . , ru such that for each j P t1, 2, . . . , ku, a` ÿ tPH m_{t,j} P A.

In [12], authors established an equivalent definition of CR-set, which is compatible with the definition of J-set.

Definition 3.7. Let pS, `q be a commutative semigroup, let k P N, and let A Ď S. Then A is a k ´ CR-set if and only if there exists r P N such that whenever F P P_f

`_N S ˘ , with |F | ď k, there exist a P S and H P P_f pt1, 2, . . . , ruq such that for all f P F , a` ÿ tPH fptq P A. Note that a set is a CR-set if and only if for each k P N, it is a k ´ CR-set. Using the technique of the Theorem 3.5, we get

Theorem 3.8. Let A be a 2 ´ CR-set of a commutative semigroup S. Then show that A ´ A is an IP^‹_r -set in S for some r P N.

Corollary 3.9. Let A be a CR-set of a commutative semigroup S. Then A ´ A is an IP^‹_r -set in S for some r P N.

Proof. Follows from the fact that CR-set is 2 ´ CR-set.

Using the above corollary with Goswami’s Theorem 4.1, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3.10. Let A be a CR-set in N. Then for some k P N, kN Ď pA ´ Aq pA ´ Aq . A question naturally arises as to whether the above results are true for non-commutative semigroup. For this curiosity, we first need to state definition of J-set in arbitrary semigroups.

Definition 3.11. Let pS, ¨q be an arbitrary semigroup. A set A Ď S is said to be a J-set if and only if for each F P P_f `_N S ˘ there exists H P P_f pNq such that H “ ttp1q, tp2q, . . . , tpmqu with tp1q ă tp2q ă . . . ă tpmq for some m P N such that for each f P F ,

ap1q ¨ f ` tp1q ˘ ¨ ap2q ¨ f ` tp2q ˘ ¨ ap3q ¨ ¨ ¨ apmq ¨ f ` tpmq ˘ ¨ apm ` 1q P A.

Let A be a J-set in a non-commutative semigroup. Intuitively, it is clear that for a non-commutative semigroup S, A^{´1}A may not be an IP^‹-set.

Example: Let F be a free semigroup with two generators a and b. If we take A “ F a, then A is a J set but A^{´1}A is not an IP^‹-set in F , as A^{´1}A does not intersect with the IP -set, generated by tb^nu^8_{n“1}.

4 Product of IP^‹_r -sets

In [8, Corollary 2.3], S. Goswami proved that, for the set of prime numbers P in N, there exists k P N, such that kN Ď pP ´ PqpP ´ Pq which is a very surprising and fundamental result in prime numbers. And this result coming from the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. (Goswami’s theorem [8, Theorem 2.1]): Let r P N and let A, B Ď N be IP^‹ set and IP^‹_r sets respectively. Then there exists k P A such that k ¨ N Ď A ¨ B.

Some questions naturally come up.

Question 4.2. Let A be an IP^‹-set and B be an IP^‹_r -set in N for some r P N.

(a) Does the product of two IP^‹-set contain kN for some k P N?

(b) Can we get some extra result in the product BC, where C is an IP^‹_s -set in N for some s P N?

(c) Can we extend the Theorem 4.1 for large Integral Domains ?

In this section, we present an affirmative answers of the Question 4.2 (c). Before discussing the upcoming results of this section, we want to clear that t0u is not IP^‹ set in pR, `q. If t0u is IP^‹ set in pR, `q, then being large Integral Domain, R is finite.

Lemma 4.3. Let R be a large Integral Domain and A be an IP^‹-set in R. Then for any r P Rz t0u, rA is an IP^‹-set in R.

Proof. Let be tx_nu^8_{n“1} be a sequences in G. As xry is finite index, for some k P N,

G “ Y^k_{n“1}r_i ` xry.

Atleast two elements of tx_1, x_1 ` x_2, . . . , x_1 ` x_2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` x_{k`1}u, belong to r_i ` xry, for some i P t1, 2, . . . , ku. So, there exists H_1 Ă P_f pNq, such that y_1 “ ÿ x_i P xry.

Now if we, consider a new sequence tx_nu^8_{n“max H1 `1}, we get H_2 Ă P_f pNq, such that

y_2 “ ÿ iPH_2 x_i P xry with max H_1 ă min H_2.

In this process, we can construct a sequence ty_nu^8_{n“1} in R, where all y_n are belong to xry and

y_n “ ÿ iPH_n x_i with max H_n ă min H_{n`1}.

As y_n P xry for all n P N, we can take y_n “ rz_n for some z_n P R. Now, as A is an IP^‹-set, there exists a set K P P_f pNq, such that ř nPK z_n P A, which implies ÿ nPK y_n “ ÿ nPK rz_n P rA. If we take H “ Y_{nPK} H_n, then ř iPH x_i P rA. Hence rA is an IP^‹-set in R.

Theorem 4.4. Let s P N. Let R be a large Integral Domain and A be an IP^‹-set and B be an IP^‹_s -set in R. Then there exists an IP^‹-set D, such that xryz t0u P AB for all r P D.

Proof. As, t0u is not an IP^‹-set in R, then there exist b_i P R for i “ 1, 2, . . . , s, such that F S ptb_iu^s_{i“1}q X t0u “ H. Let D “ A X č yPF Sptb_i u^s_{i“1}q yA,

which is an IP^‹-set in R. Let x P Rz t0u, R being an Integral Domain, F S ptxb_iu^s_{i“1}q X t0u “ H. As, B be an IP^‹_s -set, ř iPHpxq xbi P B for some Hpxq Ď t1, 2, . . . , su. Let r P D, then

r P ¨ ˝ ÿ iPHpxq b_i ˛ ‚A ùñ rx P ¨ ˝ ÿ iPHpxq xb_i ˛ ‚A Ă AB,

which completes the proof.

From the above theorem with Corollary 3.9, we get the following corollary:

Corollary 4.5. Let A be a CR-set in the large Integral Domain R. Then for some r P Rz0, rR Ď pA ´ Aq pA ´ Aq . 5 Multiplicative and additive central sets

It is famous and well known result [13, Corollary 5.21.1] that if we partition N into finitely many cells, then atleast one cell is both additive and multiplicative central. We will prove the same result for large Integral Domain, motivated by the result in additive and multiplicative IP -sets in [3]. To do so, we start this section by calling the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. [1, Lemma 4.6] Let pS, ¨q and pT, ¨q be semigroups, ϕ : pS, ¨q Ñ pT, ¨q be a homomorphism, A Ď S. If A is central in S and ϕ pSq is piecewise syndetic in T , then ϕ pAq is central in T .

For a large Integral Domain, pR, `, ¨q, ϕ : pR, `q Ñ pR, `q be a homomorphism defined by ϕ pxq “ rx. Here ϕ pRq is IP^‹-set for r P Rz t0u. So from the above lemma it is clear that, ϕ preserve additive central set in R.

Another important point is that t0u is not additive J set, hence not additive central set in R.

Lemma 5.2. Let A be an additive central^‹-set in the large Integral Domain R. Then r^{´1}A is also an additive central^‹-set in R for any r P Rzt0u.

Proof. To prove that r^{´1}A is an additive central^‹-set in R, it is sufficient to show that for any additive central set B in R, we have B X r^{´1}A ‰ H. Since B is an additive central set in the large Integral Domain R, rB is also an additive central set in R, so rB X A ‰ H. Choose s P rB X A and t P B such that s “ rt. For being Integral Domain, rt P rB implies t P B. Hence t P B X r^{´1}A ‰ H.

Lemma 5.3. Let R be a large Integral Domain. Let A be an additive central^‹-set in R. Then A is multiplicative thick set in R and as a consequence A is multiplicative central in R.

Proof. Let k P N. Let F “ tr_1, r_2, . . . , r_ku Ă Rzt0u. Then

r^{´1}_1 A{ X r^{´1}_2 A{ X . . . X r^{´1}_k A ‰ H.

So, there exists a P A such that F a Ă A.

Lemma 5.4. Let R be a large Integral Domain. Let A be an additive central^‹-set in R. If we partition A into finitely many cell i.e., A “ C_1 Y C_2 Y . . . Y C_k , then one cell is multiplicative central in R.

Proof. Follows from the Lemma 5.3 with the fact that thick set implies central set.

Theorem 5.5. Let R be a large Integral Domain. If we partition, R into finitely many cells, then atleast one cell is both additive and multiplicative central set.

Proof. Let R “ C_1 Y C_2 Y . . . Y C_k. For simplicity, let only C_1, C_2, . . . , C_m are all additive central set. So,

A “ C_1 Y C_2 Y . . . Y C_m

is additive central^‹-set in R. So atlest one C_i for some i P t1, 2, . . . , mu is multiplicative central.

There are many Integral Domains known to us that are not large Integral Domains like Zrxs, Frxs where F is any infinite field. A natural question arises as to whether the Theorem 5.5 is true for all these domains. We present a negative answer by the following theorem:

Theorem 5.6. Let R be an Integral Domain, which is not large Integral Domain. Then there exists a partition of R, so that no cell is both additive and multiplicative central.

Proof. As R is not a large Integral Domain, there exists α P R such that rR : αRs “ 8. Let R “ αR Y pRzαRq. We claim that αR is not additive central and RzαR is not multiplicative central.

proof of the first claim: If αR is central set, then αR is also J-set. As αR is a additive subgroup of R, we have αR is an additive IP^‹-set in R, which contradicts the fact that rR : αRs “ 8.

proof of the second claim: As the multiplicative upper Banach density is dilation invariant, multiplicative upper Banach density of αR is 1. So, RzαR is of zero multiplicative upper Banach density and RzαR is not multiplicative central.

Combining Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 5.5, we obtain all class of Integral Domains such that a partition of a particular type of Integral Domain has at least one cell both additive and multiplicative central. Obviously we get the following theorem.

Theorem 5.7. Let R be an Integral Domain. Then at least one cell of any partition of R is both additive and multiplicative central if and only if R is large Integral Domain.

References

[1] V. Bergelson, and D. Glasscock, On the interplay between additive and multiplicative largeness and its combinatorial applications, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 172 (2020).

[2] V. Bergelson and N. Hindman, Nonmetrizable topological dynamics and Ramsay Theory, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 320 (1990), 293-320.

[3] V.Bergelson and N. Hindman, Additive and Multiplicative Ramsey Theorems in N – Some Elementary Results.

Combinatorics, Probability and Computing. 1993;2(3):221-241.

[4] V. Bergelson and N. Hindman, R. McCutcheon Notions of Size and Combinatorial Properties of Quotient Sets in Semigroups, Topology Proceedings 23 (1998), 23-60.

[5] D. De, N. Hindman, and D. Strauss, A new and stronger Central Sets Theorem, Fundamenta Mathematicae 199 (2008), 155-175.

[6] A. Fish, On product of difference sets of positive density, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 146 (2018), 3449-3453. [7] H. Furstenberg, Recurrence in Ergodic Theory and Combinatorial Number Theory, Princeton University Press, 1981.

[8] S. Goswami, Product of difference sets of the set of primes, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 151 (2023) 5081-5086. [9] S. Goswami, W.Huang, X.Wu, on the set of kornecker number.Bulletine of the Australian Mathematical socity.

Published online 2024: 1-9.

[10] B. Green and T.Tao, The primes contain arithmetic progression of arbitrary length, Annals of Mathematics, 167 (2008), 481-547.

[11] N. Hindman: Finite sums from sequences within cells of partitions of N, J. Comb. Theory (Series A) 17 (1974), 1-11.

[12] N. Hindman, H. Hosseini, D. Strauss, and M. Tootkaboni: Combinatorially rich sets in arbitrary semigroups, Semigroup Forum, 107 (2023), 127-143.

[13] N. Hindman and D. Strauss, Algebra in the Stone-Čech compactification: theory and applications, second edition, de Gruyter, Berlin, 2012.

[14] W. Huang and X. Sheng Wu, On the set of the difference of primes, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 145 (2017), 3787-3793.

[15] E. Maillet, L’intermédiaire des math, 12 (1905), p. 108.