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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove several results on the structure of maximal sets S ⊆ [N ] such
that S mod p is contained in a short arithmetic progression, or the union of short progressions, where
p ranges over a subset of primes in an interval [y, 2y] with (logN)O(1) < y ≤ N . We also provide
several constructions demonstrating the sharpness of our results. Furthermore, as an application, we
provide several improvements on the larger sieve bound for |S| when S mod p has strong additive
structure, parallel to the work of Green–Harper and Shao for improvements on the large sieve.

1. INTRODUCTION

Many problems in analytic number theory boil down to bounding the size of a set (both from
above and from below) contained in a certain set of residue classes mod p for various sets of
primes p; and then sieve methods are the primary tools for doing so. However, there are also many
questions that require solving an inverse problem. That is, if we let S ⊆ [N ] be a maximal set of
integers in this interval where the residue classes mod p occupied by S have some particular pattern
for many primes p, what can one say about the structure of the set S beyond just its size? Rather
than fully addressing this question, many results in the literature [8, 11, 20, 21, 23, 24] attempt to
establish the following dichotomy:

Either |S| is much smaller than the upper bound given by various sieve methods such as the
large/larger sieve, or else S has some non-trivial structure, in particular algebraic structure.

While some progress has been made, in most cases, such a dichotomy has not been confirmed; see,
for example, the conjectures stated in [20, Conjecture 1.3] and [8, Conjecture 1.7].

Before we can discuss results from the literature, as well as state our main theorems, we need
to introduce the following notation: if A is a set of integers, then for an integer m, we let Am

denote the image of A under the canonical homomorphism φ : Z → Zm, where Zm is shorthand
for Z/mZ. Throughout the paper, p denotes a prime. Given an integer n, a prime p, and a subset
R ⊆ Zp, we write n ∈ R (mod p) to mean n ≡ x (mod p) for some x ∈ R.

Green and Harper [8] developed some fairly general results about what one can say about S ⊆
[N ] when it occupies less than about αp residue classes mod p for certain sets of primes p and
for 0 < α < 1. For example, they [8, Theorem 1.3] showed that if Sp is contained in a mod p
arithmetic progression Rp of length (1− ε)p for all p ≤ N1/2, then the classical large sieve bound
|S| ≪ N1/2 can be improved to |S| ≪ε N

1/2−ε′ , where ε′ > 0 depends on ε. Shao [21, Theorem
1.5] also established a result of the same flavor. Furthermore, they [8, Theorem 1.2] demonstrated
that the bound on |S| can be further significantly improved when Sp is contained in some interval
of Zp with length (1− ε)p, for each prime p ≥ 2.
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The Inverse Goldbach Problem [4, 5, 8, 18, 21] can also be understood to be a kind of inverse
sieve problem, though it takes a bit of work to see how. Elsholtz [4], for instance, managed to
reduce the problem to understanding the possible sets A,B ⊆ [N ] where Ap and Bp are about size
p/2 for many of the primes p < N1/2−o(1). Currently, we still have a limited understanding of the
structure of such setsA andB, and thus the inverse Goldbach Problem remains unsolved. We refer
to some partial progress in Green–Harper [8, Theorem 1.4].

Another class of problems where the theorems we prove in this paper are relevant is understand-
ing sets S ⊂ [N ], where, for an integer 0 ≤ x ≤ p− 1, p prime, the counting function

Cp(x) := #

{
S ′ ⊆ S :

∑
s∈S′

s ≡ x (mod p)

}
is non-uniform; that is, there exists x such that Cp(x) deviates substantially from 2|S|/p. Now,
if this is to hold for all primes p ∈ [y, 2y] simultaneously, and |S| > y1/2−δ for some δ > 0,
then what kind of structural properties does it force S to have? In Section 1.4, we will discuss
how this essentially implies Sp is “mostly contained” in an arithmetic progression of length p3/4+δ

(also see [3, 16] for some similar results) for all primes p ∈ [y, 2y]; and, furthermore, in the case
of sets S where Cp(0) = 0 for all primes p ∈ [y, 2y] and y > (logN)2, we have the stronger
conclusion that Sp is “mostly contained” in an arithmetic progression of size p1/2+δ+o(1) for most
primes p ∈ [y, 2y]. Perhaps, one could deduce from the information on Sp that the set S is a long
arithmetic progression, or at the very least contains a long arithmetic progression. Our results
in Section 1.1 are not quite able to determine the structure of S in this case, due to the “mostly
contained” instead of “completely contained” part; but it indicates a direction that one could go in,
using a more general version of our results. In fact, this is one of the motivations behind Theorem
1.6, which is indeed a generalization of the type we thought might help.

A specific example in the above setting would be to suppose S is a maximum subset of {1, ..., N}
whose subset sums are not divisible by any prime p ∈ [y, 2y]. This would be the case Cp(0) = 0
for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y]. If one takes S to be all integers in {d, 2d, ..., ⌊(2y)1/2 − 1⌋d}, where d
is not divisible by any of the primes in [y, 2y], then S is certainly an arithmetic progression, like
our theorems predict; and, furthermore, none of the subset sums of elements of S are divisible by
any prime in [y, 2y]. Perhaps these are, in fact, the largest sets S for this problem. Note that this
example also shows why the above assumption |S| > y1/2−δ is reasonable.

There are also inverse sieve problems in higher dimensions where, instead of having S ⊆ [N ],
one has S ⊆ [N ]d for some d ≥ 2. For example, see the work of Helfgott–Venkatesh [11] and
Walsh [23, 24]. In particular, Walsh [24] studied sets S ⊆ [N ]d such that S occupies ≪ pκ residues
classes for each prime p, where κ is a real number with 0 ≤ κ < d. He showed that a positive
density subset of S lies in the zero set of a polynomial with low complexity.

In this paper, we focus on the same setting as Walsh [24] for d = 1 under the additional as-
sumption that Sp’s have rich additive structure. In Section 1.1, we prove some inverse theorems
when Sp’s are contained in short arithmetic progressions, and then prove results parallel to those
of Green–Harper and Shao mentioned above. In Section 1.2, we consider more general settings.

1.1. Main results. In general, unless the sets Sp have a fairly restricted pattern, we might not
expect to be able to say much about the structure of the set S. However, in the case where the sets
Sp are short arithmetic progressions, we can prove a fairly strong structural result. Our first result
is the following theorem, which one can think of as a kind of inverse sieve result:
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Theorem 1.1. There is an absolute constant C > 0 such that the following holds. Let ε ∈ (0, 1/2).
Suppose N is a positive integer with N > N0(ε), and y satisfies

(4C logN)1/2ε ≤ y ≤ N.

Let P be a subset of primes in [y, 2y] satisfying

|P| ≥ Cy1−2ε logN

log y
,

For each prime p ∈ P , choose a prescribed arithmetic progressionRp ⊆ Zp with |Rp| ≤ p1/2−ε+1.
LetA be the set of all integers n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N} such that n mod p is inRp for every prime p ∈ P .
Then, we must have that A is an arithmetic progression of length at most (2y)1/2−ε + 1.

We note that there is not much lost here in restricting to primes in a dyadic interval [y, 2y], as
opposed to an interval like [y, 10y] or even [y, y1+ε] (adjusting the lower bound on |P| as needed),
since among such primes, once one has a subinterval of the type [y′, 2y′] where enough primes
satisfy the assumptions in this theorem, then we have that the corresponding set A is already an
arithmetic progression; Lemma 4.2 then shows that including the remaining primes in the sieve,
we would still have that the corresponding set A is an arithmetic progression.

We have a series of remarks (together with proofs) concerning different ways in which this
theorem is near best possible and cannot be improved. These are discussed in Section 3. Roughly,
these will show that the length (2y)1/2−ε + 1 on A is essentially the best possible bound; the
lower bound of y ≫ (logN)1/2ε is a necessary assumption; the upper bound on |Rp| is essentially
necessary, in order to get the conclusion in the theorem; the lower bound on |P| is essentially
necessary; and then we also give constructions of sets Rp where A is an arithmetic progression
with endpoints nearly flush with the endpoints of {0, ..., N} (the endpoints being 0 and N ); finally,
we show that it does not extend to polynomial progressions, in the sense that if the Rp are the
image of a short interval under a polynomial of degree 2 and higher (different polynomials allowed
for different choices of p), it does not follow that S need have polynomial-like structure.

Using results on the distribution of primes in short intervals, we have the following strengthening
of Theorem 1.1 when P is the set of all primes in [y, 2y]. In this case, the upper bound on |A| is
also asymptotically sharp; see Section 3.1.

Corollary 1.2. There is an absolute constant C0, such that under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1,
if moreover P is the set of all primes in [y, 2y] and N > N0(ε) + C0, then A is an arithmetic
progression of length at most (1 + o(1))y1/2−ε.

We also have the following strengthening of Theorem 1.1 when each Rp is a short interval,
though the proof is much simpler.

Theorem 1.3. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). Suppose N is a positive integer with N > N0(ε), and y satisfies

(16 logN)1/ε ≤ y ≤ N.

Let P be a subset of primes in [y, 2y] satisfying

|P| ≥ 4(2y)1−ε logN

log y
.

For each prime p ∈ P , choose a prescribed interval Ip ⊆ Zp with |Ip| ≤ p1−ε + 1. Let A be the
set of all integers n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N} such that n mod p is in Ip for every prime p ∈ P . Then A is
an interval of length at most p1−ε

0 + 1, where p0 = min{p : p ∈ P}.
3



The theorem is clearly optimal by considering the example A = {0, 1, . . . , ⌊p1−ε
0 ⌋} so that

Ap = {0, 1, . . . , ⌊p1−ε
0 ⌋} for all p ≥ p0. Our motivation for this theorem was mainly to understand

how better bounds than in Theorem 1.1 are possible if the arithmetic progressions are replaced
by intervals. However, in Section 1.3 item (5), we relate Theorem 1.3 to certain extensions of
Kronecker’s theorem; so there are other potential motivations for it.

Next, we discuss several generalizations and variants of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3.
The first generalization concerns what happens when Rp’s are progressions with length |Rp| ≫

pθ for some θ ∈ [1/2, 1). In this case, we will see in Section 3.3 that there are examples for which
|A| ≫ y2θ−1 while A fails to be an arithmetic progression (more generally, we show that A can
fail to be a convex progression of bounded rank). This shows that Theorem 1.1 does not extend
to longer progressions and Theorem 1.3 does not extend to general progressions, indicating a po-
tentially more complicated structure for the set A. Nevertheless, the following theorem establishes
that if locally A “correlates” with some “possibly very short” arithmetic progression, then globally
A must be an arithmetic progression.

Theorem 1.4. Let θ ∈ [1/2, 1), c ∈ [2θ − 1, θ], and ε > 0. Suppose N is a positive integer with
N > N0(ε), and y satisfies

(16 logN)1/2ε ≤ y ≤ N.

For each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], choose a prescribed arithmetic progression Rp ⊆ Zp with |Rp| ≤ pθ.
Let A be the set of all integers n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N} such that n mod p is in Rp for every prime
p ∈ [y, 2y]. If there exists an arithmetic progression Q ⊆ Z with |Q| ≥ yc such that

|A ∩Q| ≥ 8y
2θ−1−c

2
+ε|Q|,

then A is an arithmetic progression.

Let A be the set from the above theorem. Since |Ap| ≤ pθ + 1 for all primes p ∈ [y, 2y],
Gallagher’s larger sieve (Lemma 2.1) readily implies that |A| ≪θ y

θ (as mentioned in the remark
after Theorem 1.3, such a bound is sharp up to the implied constant). Building on Theorem 1.4,
our next theorem shows that either we get an improved power-saving upper bound on |A|, or A has
to be an arithmetic progression.

Theorem 1.5. Let θ ∈ [1/2, 1) and ε > 0. Suppose N is a positive integer with N > N0(θ, ε), and
y satisfies

(16 logN)1/ε ≤ y ≤ N.

For each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], choose a prescribed arithmetic progression Rp ⊆ Zp with |Rp| ≤ pθ.
Let A be the set of all integers n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N} such that n mod p is in Rp for every prime
p ∈ [y, 2y]. Then the following statements hold:

(1) If |A| ≥ 64
√
2yθ−

1−θ
2

+ε, then A is an arithmetic progression.
(2) If |A| ≥ 80y2θ−1+ε, then A is contained in an arithmetic progression of length at most

64yθ.

In particular, in this setting, part (1) of the above theorem confirms the dichotomy “either a set is
significantly smaller compared to the sieve bound, or it possesses some strong algebraic structure”
mentioned at the beginning of the paper. On the other hand, there are constructions such that
|A| ≫ y2θ−1 while A is not contained in an arithmetic progression of length yO(1); see Section 3.3.
Thus, part (2) of the above theorem is essentially sharp.
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The second generalization concerns what happens if Rp is the union of several arithmetic pro-
gressions of length at most p1/2−ε, rather than just a single progression. One of the motivations and
hopes for this theorem was that it could help solve the problem alluded to before, where if Cp(x)
deviates substantially from 2|S|/p, then it means Sp is mostly contained in a short arithmetic pro-
gression mod p. The thought was that those extra pieces of S that are not neatly contained in that
short arithmetic progression could still, themselves be contained in the union of a small number of
other short arithmetic progressions. That may be the case, but we have not yet proved it.

Another perhaps stronger motivation of Theorem 1.6 below is that it can maybe be used to prove
that if Rp is contained in a generalized arithmetic progression of low rank, then S is a dense subset
of a generalized arithmetic progression of low rank. It might be used to prove this in the special
case where Rp is a generalized progression that is “skinny” along all but one direction, but is
“long” in the remaining direction. Basically, Rp would be a short union of translates of arithmetic
progressions on the “long” directions.

Proving structural results when the Rp is a union of several arithmetic progressions is signifi-
cantly more challenging than the case whereRp is just a single arithmetic progression; and to make
it work, we need to make use of a kind of arithmetic regularity lemma, in addition to Theorem 1.1.
This new theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.6. Let ε ∈ (0, 1/2) and k be a positive integer. Suppose N is a positive integer with
N > N0(ε), and y satisfies

(logN)1/ε ≤ y ≤ N.

For each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], choose k prescribed arithmetic progressions R(1)
p , R

(2)
p , . . . , R

(k)
p in

Zp each with length at most p1/2−ε, and let Rp = ∪k
i=1R

(i)
p . Let A be the set of all integers

n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N} such that n ∈ Rp (mod p) for every prime p ∈ [y, 2y]. Then, A is contained in
the union of the k arithmetic progressions, each of length at most exp(exp(O(k log k/ε)))y1/2−ε.

In this case, it is impossible to obtain a strong inverse result like Theorem 1.1. Indeed, Rp may
be a union of k short arithmetic progressions for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], while A itself fails to be a
union of k arithmetic progressions, see Remark 6.3.

The third variant concerns bounding the size of one-dimensional ill-distributed sets. Following
[11, 24], we call a set A ⊆ [N ] to be ill-distributed if for some θ ∈ (0, 1), |Ap| ≤ pθ holds for
every prime p. As explained by Walsh [24, Example 2.1], it follows from Gallagher’s larger sieve
(Lemma 2.1) or [24, Theorem 1.2] that |A| ≪ (logN)

θ
1−θ ; however, it seems that the largest such

A one can possibly construct has size about (logN)θ. We are not aware of any previous results
improving the bound |A| ≪ (logN)

θ
1−θ , even when additional structural assumptions are made

about Ap. Recall that in Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, we only considered primes p in a dyadic interval
[y, 2y] and obtained asymptotically sharp upper bounds. With the help of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3,
we present two improved upper bounds on |A| under the assumption that Ap is contained in an
interval (with θ < 1) or union of k arithmetic progressions (with θ < 1/2) for a larger range of
primes p. In particular, the next two theorems are parallel to the results of Green–Harper and Shao
mentioned earlier.

Theorem 1.7. Let ε ∈ (0, 1). SupposeN is a positive integer withN > N0(ε) and p0 = p0(N) is a
prime depending onN with p0 ≤ (16 logN)1/ε. For each prime p0 ≤ p ≤ 2(16 logN)1/ε, choose a
prescribed interval Ip ⊆ Zp with |Ip| ≤ p1−ε+1. Let A be the set of all integers n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N}

5



such that n ∈ Ip (mod p) holds for each p0 ≤ p ≤ 2(16 logN)1/ε. Then A is contained in an
interval of length at most max(p1−ε

0 + 1, N0(ε)).

Theorem 1.8. Let ε ∈ (0, 1/2), k be a positive integer. Suppose N is a positive integer with
N > N0(ε) and p0 = p0(N) is a function of N with p0 ≤ (logN)1/ε/2. For each prime p0 ≤ p ≤
(logN)1/ε, choose k prescribed arithmetic progressionsR(1)

p , R
(2)
p , . . . , R

(k)
p in Zp each with length

at most p1/2−ε, and let Rp = ∪k
i=1R

(i)
p . Let A be the set of all integers n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N} such that

n ∈ Rp (mod p) holds for every prime p0 ≤ p ≤ (logN)1/ε. Then |A| ≪k,ε (logN)1/2−ε+p
1/2−ε
0 .

It is easy to show that Theorem 1.7 is sharp and Theorem 1.8 is optimal up to the implied
constant; see Remark 6.4.

1.2. Other extensions. Besides just extending the length of the progressionRp as in Theorems 1.4
and 1.5 or replacing it with a union of arithmetic progressions as in Theorem 1.6, one could also
even forego working with arithmetic progressions at all, and instead work with sets of high ad-
ditive energy (generalized arithmetic progressions have this property). In this setting, we prove
some inverse theorems of a similar flavor, although they are weaker than the ones discussed in
Section 1.1.

The theorem below shows that if the additive energy of Sp is large for all primes p ∈ [y, 2y],
then the additive energy of S has to be large. Recall that for a subset S of an abelian group, its
additive energy is defined to be

E(S) = #{(a, b, c, d) ∈ S4 : a+ b = c+ d}.

Theorem 1.9. Let θ ∈ (0, 1) and δ > 0. Suppose y satisfies

(logN)2/(1−θ) < y ≤ N,

and S ⊆ [N ] is a set such that |Sp| ≤ pθ and E(Sp) ≥ δ|Sp|3 hold for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y].
Then E(S) ≫θ δ|S|3.

One can compare this with several results of Green and Harper [8, Section 3]. In particular,
[8, Lemma 3.2] implies that if δ > 0, and S ⊆ [N ] is a set such that |Sp| ≤ (p + 1)/2 and
E(Sp) ≥ ( 1

16
+ δ)p3 for each prime p ≤ N1/2, then E(S) ≫ δ|S|4

N1/2 logN
.

Next, we prove some inverse theorems for generalized arithmetic progressions, roughly speak-
ing, if Sp is a GAP with bounded rank for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], then a positive proportion of S
must be contained in a GAP with bounded rank and volume. To state these theorems formally, we
first recall some basic terminology on generalized arithmetic progressions. For an abelian group
G, a generalized arithmetic progression (GAP) over G of rank r is of the form{

a+
r∑

i=1

nivi : 0 ≤ ni ≤ Ni for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r

}
,

where a, v1, . . . , vr ∈ G, and N1, . . . , Nr are integers. More generally, a set P ⊂ G is called
a convex progression of rank r if there is a symmetric convex body Q ⊂ Rr, a homomorphism
ψ : Zr → G, and some element a ∈ G such that a + ψ(Zr ∩ Q) = P . Note that GAPs are
special convex progressions. Our proof techniques for the next three results extend to the setting
where Rp’s are convex progressions with bounded rank. For simplicity, we only state and prove
the version for GAPs.
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Theorem 1.10. Let r be a positive integer, θ ∈ (0, 1), and ε ∈ (0, 1− θ). Suppose N is a positive
integer with N > N0(r, ε), and the two parameters δ and y satisfy

δ ≥ yθ−1+ε, (logN)2/ε < y ≤ N.

Suppose that S ⊆ [N ] is a set such that for each p ∈ [y, 2y], there is a GAP Rp ⊂ Zp of rank
at most r with |Rp| ≤ pθ, Sp ⊆ Rp, and |Sp| ≥ δ|Rp|. Then there exists a GAP Q of rank
O((r + log δ−1)1+o(1)) such that S ⊆ Q and |Q| ≤ exp(O((r + log δ−1)1+o(1)))|S|.

Note that the rank of Q in Theorem 1.10 is potentially much larger than r. However, intuitively,
S should be efficiently contained in a GAP Q of rank at most r. The following theorem partially
justifies this, showing that we can cover S using translates of a GAP Q with rank at most r rather
than a single GAP. However, the number of translations here is approximately double-exponential
in r, leading to a poorer bound on the density of S in a single GAP compared to Theorem 1.10.

Theorem 1.11. Let r be a positive integer, θ ∈ (0, 1), η ∈ (0, 1/2), and ε ∈ (0, (1−θ)/r). Suppose
N is a positive integer with N > N0(r, ε), and the two parameters δ and y satisfy

δ ≥ y
(θ−1)(1−η)

r+1−η
+ε,

(
8r+3 logN

)1/(rε)
< y ≤ N.

Let P be a subset of primes in [y, 2y] such that |P| ≥ y/(4 log y). Suppose that S ⊆ [N ] is a set
such that for each prime p ∈ P , there is a GAP Rp ⊂ Zp of rank at most r such that

|Rp| ≤ pθ, Sp ⊆ Rp, |Sp| ≥ δ|Rp|.

Then there exists a GAP Q of rank at most r and size at most 23r+1δ−(1+ r
1−η

)|S|, such that S is
covered by at most exp(C exp(Cr) · log η−1) translates of Q, where C is an absolute constant.

As an application of Theorem 1.11, we prove the following theorem, which can be viewed as a
partial extension of Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.12. Let r be a positive integer, θ ∈ (0, 1), and ε ∈ (0, (1− θ)/(r + 1)). Suppose N is
a positive integer with N > N0(r, ε), and the two parameters δ and y satisfy(

8r+3 logN
)2/(rε)

< y ≤ N.

Suppose that S ⊆ [N ] is a set such that for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], there is a GAP Rp ⊂ Zp of
rank at most r with Sp ⊆ Rp and |Rp| ≤ pθ. If |S| ≥ yθ−

1−θ
r+1

+ε, then there exists a GAP Q of rank
≤ r and size at most 23r+5y, such that S is covered by at most exp(C exp(Cr) · log ε−1) translates
of Q, where C is an absolute constant.

Observe that when θ < 1−θ
r+1

(that is, θ < 1
r+2

) and ε is sufficiently small, the condition |S| ≥
yθ−

1−θ
r+1

+ε holds trivially, unless S is empty. Thus, in this setting, Theorem 1.12 implies that if
y ≥ (logN)Or,θ(1), then S is always covered by ≪r,θ 1 many translates of a GAP Q of rank ≤ r
and size ≪r y; this can be viewed as a partial extension of Theorem 1.1.

1.3. Future Directions and Questions. Here, we discuss a few problems worth considering as
potential future directions.

(1) The first thing worth asking is whether the conclusion in Theorems 1.10 and 1.11 can be
simultaneously enhanced so that S is efficiently contained in a GAP of rank at most r.
Perhaps there are constructions showing that this is not always possible.

7



(2) Suppose the answer to the above question is positive. This is somewhat counterintuitive,
since one would expect the rank of the GAP containing S should expand as one adds more
and more primes to the sieving process. Could there perhaps be interesting uses of this
phenomenon? For example, perhaps certain search algorithms can be improved. Imagine,
for example, a search process where at each step we pass to a subset of previous numbers
that mod p are in a given arithmetic progression, then eventually search over some residual
set. If the arithmetic complexity of that residual set is low (e.g., the GAP has low rank),
then it should make it easier to search through it.

(3) We have a strong result for sets S when Rp has length at most p1/2−ε, showing that S is
an arithmetic progression; and then we know that this does not continue to hold once Rp is
about p1/2 (though, if we assume a little extra structure, as is done in Theorem 1.4, we can
deduce that S is an arithmetic progression even when the |Rp| > p1/2). However, it may
still be true that S has some very precise structure. Perhaps it turns out to be the case that
S is approximately a convex progression of rank at most r − 1 when |Rp| < p1−1/r−o(1);
see Section 3.3 for further discussions. What is the true structure in these cases?

(4) We have seen that it is not possible to prove that if theRp are polynomial images of intervals
for p ∈ [y, 2y], then S, itself, is the polynomial image of intervals. But perhaps this is still
true when the Rp are special types of polynomial images, or perhaps there is a yet more
general structural result that covers this case. It would be worth investigating this.

(5) Theorem 1.3 implies that for each p ∈ P , if αp ∈ R and if we define λp := 1/p, then the set
of integers t ≤ N satisfying ∥λpt− αp∥ ≪ p−ε, if they exist at all, form a short interval of
width at mostO(y1−ε). This formulation is related to what Gonek and Montgomery [7] call
a “localized” and “quantitative” version of Kronecker’s Theorem, except that in our case
the λp’s are specific numbers (reciprocals of primes), and the size of the error O(p−ε) is
significantly smaller. Our choosing the λp to be reciprocals of primes from [y, 2y] ensures
that linear forms µ · λ ̸= 0 for λ = (λp)p∈P and µ = (µp)p∈P a non-zero vector of integers
with |µp| < y. In fact, this is one of the simplest choices for the λp’s with this property.
Our conclusion does not claim that such t’s always exist, but merely points to what they
could possibly be, which is an interval of width at most O(y1−ε), which is related to what
Gonek and Montgomery call “localized”.1 The main question that all this motivates is: can
one generalize Theorem 1.3 to make it more closely resemble – while being much stronger
than – these generalizations of Kronecker’s Theorem from the literature? In particular, can
one get a result where the λp’s are not required to be reciprocals of primes, but can include
a broad range of sets of numbers with prime-like behavior (e.g., satisfy something close to
the Fundamental Theorem of Arithmetic)?

1.4. Some odds and ends. Let S be a set of integers with |S| > y1/2−δ and let p ∈ [y, 2y]. To
understand the relation with inverse-sieves, define the Riesz product

R(t) :=
∏
s∈S

(
1 + e2πist

)
,

1Gonek and Montgomery refer to a variant of Kronecker as “localized” if for any interval T such that |T | satisfies
certain constraints, there exists t ∈ T so that t so that ∥λit − αi∥ < ε for all i in the index set for the λi’s and αi’s.
What we are saying is related, but ultimately different. We are saying that if there exists an interval containing such t,
then in fact there is a whole interval T where this is true.
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and then note that

Cp(x) =
1

p

p−1∑
a=0

e−2πiax/pR(a/p).

Using the identity

1 + e2πiu = 2 · eπiu ·
(
e−πiu + eπiu

2

)
= 2eπiu cos(πu),

and using the fact that | cos(πu)| = cos(π∥u∥), we have that

|R(t)| = 2|S|
∏
s∈S

cos(π∥st∥).

If for all a ∈ {1, . . . , p − 1}, the value of |R(a/p)| were much smaller than 2|S|/p, then all the
Cp(x) would have size about 2|S|/p. So if this is badly wrong for some x, it means there exists
some a ∈ {1, . . . , p − 1} where |R(a/p)| ≫ 2|S|/p, say. Let T (p) ⊆ S be all those s ∈ S where
∥sa/p∥ > |S|−1/2+δ. Then, since cos(x) ≤ 1 − x2/4 for x near to 0, from the above we would
have

|R(a/p)| ≤ 2|S|
∏

s∈T (p)

cos(2π∥sa/p∥) ≤ 2|S|
(
1− π2

|S|1−2δ

)|T (p)|

≤ 2|S| exp

(
−π

2|T (p)|
|S|1−2δ

)
.

Since |R(a/p)| ≫ 2|S|

p
, we have |T (p)| ≪ |S|1−2δ log p and in particular |T (p)| = o(|S|) since

|S| ≥ y1/2−δ. It follows that almost all s ∈ S such that ∥sa/p∥ < |S|−1/2+δ < y−1/4+δ. Equiva-
lently, Sp is contained in the union of an arithmetic progression of length ≪ p3/4+δ and an excep-
tional set of size o(|S|).

Next, assume additionally that Cp(0) = 0 for all primes p ∈ [y, 2y] and y > (logN)2. We
show that for most primes p ∈ [y, 2y], all but o(|Sp|) of the elements of Sp lie in an arithmetic
progression of length at most O(p1/2+δ+o(1)). By [16, Corollary 2.3], for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y],
there is b ∈ {1, 2, ..., p− 1} and a subset S ′

p of Sp with |S ′
p| = |Sp| −O(p6/13 log2 p), such that∑

a∈b·S′
p

a < p (1)

(here, b ·S ′
p is viewed as a subset of {0, 1, 2..., p−1}). If we knew that |Sp| > p1/2−δ−o(1), say, then

it would follow from inequality (1) that the number of s ∈ S so that b · s mod p is > p1/2+ε+δ is at
most p1/2−ε−δ. So, for 0 < ε+ δ < 1/26, we have that all but |Sp|p−ε+o(1) of the elements of Sp lie
in a progression of length at most O(p1/2+ε+δ). To finish up, a standard application of Gallagher’s
sieve (Lemma 2.1) shows that |Sp| > p1/2−ε−o(1) for most primes p ∈ [y, 2y], as required.

Notation. We follow standard notations in analytic number theory. In this paper, p always
denotes a prime, and

∑
p and

∏
p represent sums and products over all primes. We also use the

Vinogradov notation ≪; we writeX ≪ Y if there is an absolute constantC > 0 so that |X| ≤ CY .
Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we list some useful tools from arithmetic combina-

torics. In Section 3, we give a few remarks related to the sharpness of Theorem 1.1. We then
present the proof of Theorem 1.1, and use similar ideas to prove Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 1.3
in Section 4. In Section 5, we prove Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 when Rp’s are longer progressions.
In Section 6, we discuss the proof of Theorem 1.6 when Rp’s are the union of several arithmetic
progressions. We also present the proof of Theorems 1.7 and 1.8 that improve the larger sieve.
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Finally, in Section 7, we prove Theorems 1.9, 1.10, 1.11, and 1.12 related to inverse theorems on
additive energy and GAPs.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall a few useful tools from arithmetic combinatorics.
We begin with Gallagher’s larger sieve [6] that has been mentioned several times in the intro-

duction. We will use this repeatedly throughout the paper.

Lemma 2.1 (Gallagher’s larger sieve). Let N be a positive integer and A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , N}. Let P
be a set of primes. For each prime p ∈ P , let Ap = A (mod p). For any 1 < Q ≤ N , we have

|A| ≤

∑
p≤Q, p∈P

log p− logN∑
p≤Q, p∈P

log p
|Ap| − logN

,

provided that the denominator is positive.

Given an abelian group G, a positive integer h, and some A ⊆ G, the h-fold sumset of A is
defined as

hA = {a1 + · · ·+ ah : ai ∈ A for all 1 ≤ i ≤ h}.
Next, we list the following two well-known results of Lev on h-fold sumsets.

Lemma 2.2 (Lev [15, Theorem 2’]). Let B ⊂ {1, 2, . . . ,M} be an arbitrary set of n integers, and
assume that a positive integer κ satisfies that M ≤ (κ + 1)(n − 2) + 1. Then there exist positive
integers d, h such that d ≤ κ, h ≤ 2κ+ 1, and hA contains M consecutive multiples of d.

Lemma 2.3 (Lev [14, Corollary 1]). Let B ⊂ {0, 1, 2, . . . ,M} be a set of n ≥ 2 integers such
that 0,M ∈ B and gcd(B) = 1. Let k be a positive integer such that k(n − 2) + 1 ≤ M ≤
(k + 1)(n− 2) + 1. Then for each positive integer h ≤ k, we have |hB| ≥ h(h+1)

2
(n− 2) + h− 1.

The following theorem is a version of the Freiman–Bilu theorem [2], due to Green and Tao [9].

Theorem 2.4. Let A be a finite subset of a torsion-free abelian group with |A + A| ≤ K|A| and
|A| > 2. Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1], one can cover A by at most exp(CK3 log3K)/εCK translates of
a GAP Q with rank at most ⌊log2K + ε⌋ and size at most |A|, where C is an absolute constant.

Lastly, we recall a useful structural result for sets with relative polynomial growth, due to
Sanders [19]. Here we say that a set A ⊆ Z has relative polynomial growth of order d if

|nA| ≤ nd|A| for all integer n ≥ 1.

Theorem 2.5 ([19, Theorem 2.7]). Suppose that A ⊆ Z has relative polynomial growth of order
d. Then there is a centered convex progression Q of rank at most O(d log2 d), such that

A− A ⊆ Q and |Q| ≤ exp(O(d log2 d))|A|.
It is known that a centered convex progression can be efficiently contained in some GAP of the

same rank. In particular, combining Theorem 2.5 with the discrete John’s theorem [22, Lemma
3.36], we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. Suppose that A ⊆ Z has relative polynomial growth of order d. Then there is a
GAP Q of rank at most O(d log2 d), such that

A− A ⊆ Q and |Q| ≤ exp(O(d log2 d))|A|.
10



The following lemma is helpful for showing that a set has relative polynomial growth of small
order.

Lemma 2.7 ([19, Corollary 5.3]). Suppose that X ⊆ Z is a symmetric neighborhood (that is,
0 ∈ X , and −X = X). If h is a positive integer such that |(3h + 1)X| < 2h|X|, then X has
relative polynomial growth of order O(h).

3. SIX REMARKS AND RESULTS CONCERNING THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we discuss the sharpness of Theorem 1.1 from several different perspectives.

3.1. The length (2y)1/2−ε + 1 on A is best-possible.
In Theorem 1.1, P could be a set of primes with zero relative density; in particular, P could

consist of primes that are very close to 2y. Thus, to show that the bound (2y)1/2−ε + 1 on |A| is
asymptotically sharp for Theorem 1.1, it suffices to do so for Corollary 1.2.

Consider the following example. Let N be sufficiently large, P consisting of all primes in
[y, 2y], and taking Rp = [0, ⌊p1/2−ε⌋] ∩ Zp for all the primes p ∈ [y, 2y]. In this case, it is easy
to verify directly that A = Z ∩ [0, q1/2−ε], where q is the smallest prime in [y, 2y]. Alternatively,
this follows from Theorem 1.3. By a theorem on the distribution of primes in short intervals due
to Baker, Harman, and Pintz [1], we have q = y + O(y0.525) and thus q1/2−ε = (1 + o(1))y1/2−ε.
This shows that Corollary 1.2 is asymptotically sharp.

3.2. The lower bound y ≫ (logN)1/2ε is a necessary condition.
By the prime number theorem, we have y

log y
≫ |P| ≫ y1−2ε logN

log y
. Thus, in Theorem 1.1, it is

necessary to assume that y ≫ (logN)1/2ε so that the theorem is non-trivial.
We remark that even if P consists of all primes in [y, 2y], it is still necessary to impose some

lower bound on y for Theorem 1.1 to hold. For example, if c < 1 and N is sufficiently large,
then the theorem fails when y < c logN (and y is sufficiently large). Indeed, if we take Rp =
[0, ⌊p1/2−ε⌋] ∩ Zp for all the primes p ∈ [y, 2y], then A contains all integers in [0, N ] that are in
the interval [0, ⌊q1/2−ε⌋] modulo

∏
y≤p≤2p p ≍ ey < N c, where q is the smallest prime in [y, 2y]; in

particular, |A| ≫ N1−cy1/2−ε and A is not an arithmetic progression.

3.3. The upper-bound on |Rp| of size p1/2−ε is essentially necessary.
Suppose in Theorem 1.1, we replaced the upper bound p1/2−ε + 1 on |Rp| with pθ for some

fixed θ ∈ (0, 1). Theorem 1.1 shows that A is an arithmetic progression when θ < 1
2
. In the

example below, we show that for any fixed positive integer r, if θ > r
r+1

, then it is possible that
|A| ≫ y(r+1)θ−r whileA is not a convex progression of rank at most r. In particular, when θ > 1

2
, it

is possible that |A| ≫ y2θ−1 whileA is not an arithmetic progression; moreover, A is not contained
in an arithmetic progression of length ≪ yθ.

Let y = (logN)Cr for some sufficiently large constant Cr. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r + 1, choose a
prime qi ∈ [yir, 2yir]. Let P be the set of all primes in [y, 2y]. By the pigeonhole principle, for
each prime p ∈ P , we can can find an integer 1 ≤ dp ≤ p− 1 so that we have∥∥∥∥qidpp

∥∥∥∥ < 1

p1/(r+1)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r+1. Choose such a dp and let ep ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p−1} such that dpep ≡ 1 (mod d),
and define Rp = {jep : |j| ≤ pθ/2r}. In this case, by construction, A must contain a proper GAP
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Q of rank r + 1, where

Q =

{
r+1∑
i=1

kiqi : 0 ≤ ki ≤
1

r!
yθ−

r
r+1

}
.

In particular, we must have |A| ≥ |Q| ≫ y(r+1)θ−r.
Next, we show thatA is not a convex progression of rank r. Suppose otherwise thatA is a convex

progression of rank r. Then we haveQ ⊆ A ⊆ A−A since 0 ∈ A. Since |(A−A)p| ≤ |Rp−Rp| ≤
2|Rp|, it follows that |A − A| ≪ yθ by Lemma 2.1. By the discrete John’s theorem [22, Lemma
3.36], there is a symmetric GAP T of rank at most r such thatA−A ⊆ T and |T | ≪ |A−A| ≪ yθ.
Assume that T = {

∑r
i=1miti : −Mi ≤ mi ≤ Mi} for some positive integers M1, . . . ,Mr. From

|T | ≪ yθ, we must have Mi ≪ yθ for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Now for each 1 ≤ j ≤ r + 1, we can write qj
as an integral linear combination of ti’s:

qj =
r∑

i=1

αjiti,

where |αji| ≤ Mi ≪ yθ. By Siegel’s lemma (see for example [12, Lemma D.4.1]), the system of
r linear equations

r+1∑
j=1

αjixj = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ r

in r + 1 unknowns (x1, . . . , xr+1) has a nontrivial integer solution (x1, . . . , xr+1) with |xj| ≪ yθr

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ r + 1. It follows that
r+1∑
j=1

xjqj = 0.

However, if xr+1 ̸= 0, then yr+r2 ≤ |qr+1| ≤
∑r

j=1 |xjqj| ≪ yθr+r2 , which is a contradiction
when y is large. Hence xr+1 = 0. By induction, one can easily deduce that xj = 0 for all
1 ≤ j ≤ r+ 1. This contradicts the fact that (x1, . . . , xr+1) is nontrivial. Therefore, A cannot be a
convex progression of rank r.

Finally, observe that, when r = 1, A is not contained in any arithmetic progression of length
yO(1). To see this, suppose there is some arithmetic progression P ⊇ A with |P | ≤ yO(1). Then
0, q1, q2 ∈ P and thus P has to be an interval. Thus, |P | ≥ q2. However, we can slightly modify
the above construction by choosing q2 to be close to yC for arbitrarily large C.

3.4. Theorem 1.1 is false if we restrict to certain thinner subsets of the primes.
Note that when y = N , Theorem 1.1 requires that |P| ≫ N1−2ε. If we were to replace P with

a thinner subset of primes with size cN1−2ε/ logN , where c > 0 is sufficiently small, then the
conclusion is false by considering the following construction.

First, we show that there exists some x ∈ [N−1/2−ε/20, N−1/2−ε/10], such that the interval
I := [x, x + N−1−2ε/100] contains ≫ N1−2ε/ logN rational numbers of the form cp/p, where
cp ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p − 1} and where p is a prime in [N, 2N ]. To see this, note that for each prime
p ∈ [N, 2N ] there are ∼ pN−1/2−ε/20 rationals a/p ∈ [N−1/2−ε/20, N−1/2−ε/10]. So, there are
on the order of N−1/2−ε

∑
y≤p≤2y p≫ N3/2−ε/ logN rationals a/p in that interval; and then if we

partition the interval [N−1/2−ε/20, N−1/2−ε/10] into disjoint subintervals of width N−1−2ε/100
(except for the last sub-interval, which might be shorter), since there are about N1/2+ε such inter-
vals, the average one will contain ≫ N1−2ε/ logN of those rationals a/p, as claimed.
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Note that if dp/p ∈ I then no other rational with denominator p is contained in I; so, given
p the dp is uniquely determined. Let P denote the set of primes p ∈ [N, 2N ] such that there is
dp ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p − 1} such that dp/p ∈ I; moreover, for each such p, let ep ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p − 1}
such that dpep ≡ 1 (mod d), and define Rp = {jep : 0 ≤ j ≤ ⌊p1/2−ε⌋}.

Next, we note that if n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} and p ∈ P , then dp/p ∈ I and thus

0 ≤ ndp ≤ 4

(
N−1/2−ε

10
+
N−1−2ε

100

)
p ≤ 4

5
p1/2−ε +

1

5p2ε
.

It follows that {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} ⊆ A. However, if 20 ≤ n ≤ 30, then a similar computation shows
that for each p ∈ P , we have p1/2−ε < ndp < p. It follows that A ∩ [20, 30] = ∅.

But now consider an integer m such that x−1 ≤ m < x−1 + 1. Write this m as m = x−1 + δ,
where δ ∈ [0, 1). For each p ∈ P , we can write dp/p = x+ γ with 0 ≤ γ ≤ N−1−2ε/100, and thus
we have

0 ≤ −1 +mdp/p = −1 + (x−1 + δ)(x+ γ) = x−1γ + δx+ δγ < N−1/2−ε/2.

Thus m ∈ A. So, the set A is clearly not an arithmetic progression – looking at the smaller values
of n (say, 0 ≤ n ≤ 4), if A were an arithmetic progression, then it would have to be an interval
(step size of the progression is 1); but then there is that gap [20, 30] containing no elements of S;
and finally, the elements in the set A resume when m is a little bigger than x−1.

3.5. A construction showing that S can be an arithmetic progression stretching nearly toN .
As we have seen in Section 3.1, choosing Rp = [0, ⌊p1/2−ε⌋] ∩ Zp for each prime p ∈ [N, 2N ]

results in a set A that is an interval {0, 1, 2, . . . ,M}, where M ∼ N1/2−ε. Could we perhaps
choose the Rp so that A is an arithmetic progression ending at N or near N? If it turned out to be
the case that all the sets A we could construct were contained in a short interval like [0, N1/2−ε],
then that would suggest Theorem 1.1 could be strengthened. This is not the case, however.

Let D to be the smallest prime > 2N1/2+ε, and consider the union of intervals

I :=
D−1⋃
a=0

[
a

D
,
a

D
+

1

DN

]
.

For every prime p ∈ [N, 2N ] we claim that for some choice of dp we will have that dp/p that is
congruent to an element of I mod 1. To see this, we begin by noting that since gcd(p,D) = 1,
there exist ap and dp, where 0 ≤ ap ≤ D − 1 and 0 ≤ dp ≤ p− 1, such that

dpD − app = 1.

Thus,

0 <
dp
p

− ap
D

=
1

Dp
≤ 1

DN
.

It follows from this that dp/p is congruent to an element of I mod 1; and given p we will choose dp
so that this holds. Moreover, for prime p ∈ [N, 2N ], let ep ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p− 1} such that dpep ≡ 1
(mod d), and define Rp = {jep : 0 ≤ j ≤ ⌊p1/2−ε⌋}.

Now, if 1 ≤ n ≤ N is a multiple of D, then we can write it as n = Dm, where 0 ≤ m ≤ N/D.
For a given prime p ∈ [N, 2N ] we note dp/p = ap/D + δ, where 0 < δ ≤ 1/DN ; and we have

0 <
ndp
p

−map =
ndp
p

− nap
D

= nδ = Dmδ ≤ m

N
≤ 1

D
<

1

2N1/2+ε
<

1

p1/2+ε
.

It follows that n ∈ A.
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On the other hand, if n = Dm+ r, 1 ≤ r ≤ D − 1, then upon choosing p ∈ [N, 2N ] to be any
prime where rap ̸≡ ±1,±2,±3 (mod D), we would have that∥∥∥∥ndpp

∥∥∥∥ =
∥∥∥(Dm+ r)δ +

rap
D

∥∥∥ ≥
∥∥∥rap
D

∥∥∥− 1

D
− 1

N

≥ 4

D
− 1

D
− 1

N
=

3

D
− 1

N
>

1

N1/2+ε
.

Thus, n ̸∈ A in this case.
One loose end to clear up in this proof is that there even exist primes where rap ̸≡ ±1,±2,±3

(mod D). This is not a problem, since we can easily bound from above the number of primes p
where rap ∈ {±1,±2,±3} (mod D). Recall that app ≡ −1 (mod D), it follows that if rap ∈
{±1,±2,±3} (mod D), then r ∈ {±p,±2p,±3p} (mod D), that is, such p necessarily lies
in the union of 6 fixed progressions with step size D. Thus, there are at most 6N/D primes
p ∈ [N, 2N ] where rap ≡ ±1,±2,±3 (mod D), meaning there are at least π([N, 2N ])−6N/D ∼
π([N, 2N ]) primes we could choose from.

3.6. Theorem 1.1 does not extend to polynomial progressions.
Another possible direction to generalize Theorem 1.1 is to consider sets Rp defined by polyno-

mials. Specifically, one might take Rp = fp(Ip) for some fp ∈ Zp[x] and Ip = {0, 1, 2, . . . , ⌊pc⌋}.
The aim would then be to conclude that the set A must be of the form F ({0, 1, 2, . . . , K}), where
F ∈ Z[x] has degree deg(F ) ≤ max{deg(fp) : p ∈ [y, 2y]} and K = O(yc). Note that Theo-
rem 1.1 corresponds to the case when all the fp’s are linear.

Here we provide a construction demonstrating that when fp’s have degree d = 2, the resulting
set A may not even be a dense subset of F ({0, 1, . . . , K}) for any quadratic polynomial F ∈ Z[x].
Let y = N/2. Let p0 be the largest prime in [y, 2y] andRp0 = {2m2+1 : 0 ≤ m ≤ p

1/2−ε
0 } ⊆ Zp0 ;

for all other primes p ∈ [y, 2y], let Rp = {n2 : 0 ≤ n ≤ p1/2−ε} ⊆ Zp. Then A ⊆ {n2 :
0 ≤ n ≤ q1/2−ε}, where q is the smallest prime in [y, 2y]. For any n2 ∈ A, there exists some
0 ≤ m ≤ p

1/2−ε
0 such that n2 ≡ 2m2 +1 (mod p0). Since 0 ≤ n2, 2m2 +1 < p0, this congruence

must be an equality in Z: n2 = 2m2 + 1. It is well-known that the solutions to this Pell equation
grow exponentially and |A| ≍ logN , thus A cannot be a dense subset of F ({0, 1, . . . , K}) for any
quadratic polynomial F ∈ Z[x] and K ≤ y1/2−ε.

4. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.1 AND 1.3

In this section, we first prove Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2, and then discuss how to use a
similar method to prove Theorem 1.3.

We first reduce Theorem 1.1 to the following symmetric version.

Proposition 4.1. There is an absolute constant C > 0 such that the following holds. Let ε ∈
(0, 1/2). Suppose N is a positive integer with N > N0(ε), and y satisfies

(4C logN)1/2ε ≤ y ≤ N.

Let P be a subset of primes in [y, 2y] satisfying

|P| ≥ Cy1−2ε logN

log y
.

For each prime p ∈ P , choose dp be some integer in {1, 2, . . . , p − 1}. Consider the set S of all
integers 0 ≤ n ≤ N with the property that for all primes p ∈ P , ndp ∈ [ℓp, rp] (mod p), where
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−p1/2−ε ≤ ℓp ≤ 0 ≤ rp ≤ p1/2−ε. Then, S is an arithmetic progression of length at most
(2y)1/2−ε + 1.

Next, we show that Proposition 4.1 implies Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 assuming Proposition 4.1. Assume thatA precisely consists of elements n ∈
[0, N ] with the property that

n ∈ {δp + jep : ℓp ≤ j ≤ rp} (mod p)

for all primes p ∈ P , where δp, ℓp, rp are integers with 0 ≤ rp − ℓp ≤ p1/2−ε.
If A is empty, then we are done. Assume otherwise that A is non-empty and pick the smallest

element a in A. Then for each prime p ∈ P , we can find an integer bp ∈ [ℓp, rp] such that
a ≡ δp + bpep (mod p). For each prime p ∈ P , let dp ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p − 1} such that epdp ≡ 1
(mod p). It follows that A− a precisely consists of elements n ∈ [0, N − a] with the property that

ndp ∈ [ℓp − bp, rp − bp] (mod p), ∀p ∈ P .
Note that we have −p1/2−ε ≤ ℓp − bp ≤ 0 ≤ rp − bp ≤ p1/2−ε for each prime p ∈ P . Thus, the
theorem follows from Proposition 4.1. □

Assume that we are in the setting of Proposition 4.1. We need two lemmas. The first lemma is
as follows.

Lemma 4.2. Let M be a positive integer. Suppose we have an arithmetic progression P of length
at most M1/2/10, and a prime p ∈ [M, 2M ]. Let Q be the set of integers that mod p belong to a
progression {a, a+ d, a+ 2d, . . . , a+ kd}, where k < p1/2/10. Then P ∩Q is either empty or is
an arithmetic progression.

Proof. Suppose
P = {b, b+ e, b+ 2e, . . . , b+ ne}, n < M1/2/10.

If p | e, then the lemma follows trivially. Next, assume that p ∤ e. Then, our intersection P ∩ Q
will include exactly those b+ je with 0 ≤ j ≤ n such that there is 0 ≤ m ≤ k such that

b+ je ≡ a+md (mod p). (2)

Now, by the pigeonhole principle, there exists an integer 1 ≤ x ≤ p− 1 such that∥∥∥∥xep
∥∥∥∥ < 1

√
p
,

∥∥∥∥xdp
∥∥∥∥ < 1

√
p
.

Let e′ ≡ xe (mod p), d′ ≡ xd (mod p), where e′ and d′ are the smallest residues in absolute
value. By the above assumption, we have |d′|, |e′| < √

p.
Then, multiplying both sides of equation (2) by x and rearranging, we get the following equiva-

lent equation
je′ −md′ ≡ x(a− b) (mod p).

Note that
|je′ −md′| ≤ n|e′|+ k|d′| ≤ p/5 < p/2.

Thus, if we let z denote the smallest residue in absolute value that is ≡ x(a− b) (mod p), then we
have

je′ −md′ = z.

It is well-known that solutions (j,m) to this equation form an arithmetic progression. This proves
the claim. □
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Corollary 4.3. Let y and S be as in the statement of Proposition 4.1. Suppose P ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , N}
is an arithmetic progression with length at most y1/2/10. Then P ∩S is an arithmetic progression.

Proof. List the primes in P by p1, p2, . . . , pm. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, let

Qj = {0 ≤ n ≤ N : ndpj ∈ [ℓpj , rpj ] (mod pj)}.
Let P0 = P . For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, let Pj = Pj−1 ∩ Qj . Note that S =

⋂m
j=1Qj and thus

Pm = P ∩S. Using Lemma 4.2, it is easy to prove by induction that Pj is an arithmetic progression
with length at most y1/2/10 for each 0 ≤ j ≤ m. In particular, P ∩ S = Pm is an arithmetic
progression. □

We also need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.4. Let y and S be as in the statement of Proposition 4.1. Let

a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bm ∈ S

and let δ1, δ2, . . . , δm, η1, η2, . . . , ηm be integers with
m∑
i=1

|δi|+
m∑
i=1

|ηi| ≤ 10.

Write a =
∑m

i=1 δiai and b =
∑m

i=1 ηibi. Then

a

gcd(a, b)
≤

m∑
i=1

|δi| · (2y)1/2−ε.

Proof. Let p ∈ P be a fixed prime. Let ep ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p− 1} such that epdp ≡ 1 (mod p). Then
for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, there are integers si, ti ∈ [−p1/2−ε, p1/2−ε] ⊆ [−(2y)1/2−ε, (2y)1/2−ε] such
that ai ≡ siep (mod p) and bi ≡ tiep (mod p). Let s =

∑m
i=1 δisi and t =

∑m
i=1 ηiti. We note

that |s|+ |t| < 40y1/2−ε and that

eps ≡
m∑
i=1

δiai ≡ a (mod p),

and

ept ≡
m∑
i=1

ηibi ≡ b (mod p).

It follows that p | (ta− sb).
The above argument shows that for each prime p ∈ P , there are integers sp, tp such that |sp| +

|tp| < 40y1/2−ε and p | (tpa− spb). Note that there is an absolute constant C ′ such that the number
of possible integer pairs (sp, tp) with |sp|+ |tp| < 40y1/2−ε is at most C ′y1−2ε. Let C = 2C ′. Then,
by the pigeonhole principle, we can find some integers s and t with |s| + |t| < 40y1/2−ε such that
ta− sb is divisible by at least |P|/C ′y1−2ε different primes in P . Thus, if ta ̸= sb, then

|ta− sb| ≥ y
|P|

C′y1−2ε ≥ y
2 logN
log y = N2.

However, we have |ta− sb| < N2, which forces ta = sb. It follows that

a

gcd(a, b)
≤ |s| ≤

m∑
i=1

|δi| · (2y)1/2−ε. □
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Now we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 by proving Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Observe that 0 ∈ S. If S = {0}, then we are done. Assume that S has a
nonzero element, say a0. Then for each b ∈ S, by Lemma 4.4 (using the case m = 1 and setting
δm = δ1 = ηm = η1 = 1 and a = a0), b ∈ d{0, 1, . . . , (2y)1/2−ε}, where d = gcd(a0, b). In
particular,

S ⊆
⋃
d|a0

d{0, 1, . . . , (2y)1/2−ε} :=
k⋃

i=1

Pi.

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, since Pi is an arithmetic progression starting from 0 with length at most
(2y)1/2−ε, Corollary 4.3 implies that Qi := Pi∩S is an arithmetic progression starting from 0 with
length at most (2y)1/2−ε. Note that we have S =

⋃k
i=1Qi.

Next, we show that S is an arithmetic progression. If k = 1, then we are done. Next, assume
that k ≥ 2. We claim that Q1 ∪ Q2 = Q for some arithmetic progression Q starting from 0
with length at most 4y1/2−ε. If Q1 = {0} or Q2 = {0}, this is obvious. Next assume that
|Q1|, |Q2| ≥ 2. Say Q1 = {0, s1, 2s1, . . . , L1s1} and Q2 = {0, s2, 2s2, . . . , L2s2}. It follows that
Q1 ∪Q2 ⊆ Q′ := {0, s, 2s, . . . , ℓs}, where s = gcd(s1, s2) and ℓs ≤ max{L1s1, L2s2}. Pick

a1 = L1s1, a2 = s2, b1 = (L1 − 1)s1, b2 = s2, δ1 = δ2 = η1 = η2 = 1

in Lemma 4.4, we obtain that

4y1/2−ε ≥ L1s1 + s2
gcd(L1s1 + s2, (L1 − 1)s1 + s2)

≥ L1s1
s

,

that is, L1s1/s ≤ 4y1/2−ε. Similarly, L2s2/s ≤ 4y1/2−ε. This shows that ℓ ≤ 4y1/2−ε. Since Q′ is
an arithmetic progression starting from 0, with length at most 4y1/2−ε, Corollary 4.3 implies that
Q := Q′ ∩ S = Q1 ∪ Q2 satisfies the claim. Thus, we have shown that when m = 2, S is an
arithmetic progression. If k ≥ 3, we can apply the above argument inductively to conclude that S
is an arithmetic progression.

Finally, since S is an arithmetic progression starting from 0, we can write S = {jd : 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ}.
If S ̸= {0}, that is, ℓ ≥ 1, then by Lemma 4.4, we have

ℓ =
ℓd

gcd(ℓd, (ℓ− 1)d)
≤ (2y)1/2−ε.

Thus, S has length at most (2y)1/2−ε + 1, as required. □

Next, we use results on the distribution of primes in short intervals to prove Corollary 1.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let C be the absolute constant from Theorem 1.1. Note that we have
y2ε ≥ 4C logN .

By Theorem 1.1, A is an arithmetic progression of length at most (2y)1/2−ε. Assume that |A| ≥
2, for otherwise we are done. Let d be the step size of the arithmetic progression A and let z be the
smallest prime in [y, 2y] such that z ∤ d. Then Az is an arithmetic progression in Zp of length |A|
and it follows that |A| ≤ z1/2−ε + 1.

On the other hand, since
N ≥ d ≥

∏
y≤p<z

p ≥ yπ(z−1)−π(y),
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it follows that π(z− 1)−π(y) ≤ logN/ log y. To establish an upper bound on z, we use results of
Huxley [13] (see also the recent breakthrough of Guth and Maynard [10]) on counting the number
of primes in short intervals. We consider two cases based on the value of ε.

(1) ε ≥ 0.3. In this case, by [13] or [10, Corollary 1.3], for sufficiently large y,

π(y + y2ε/C)− π(y) ≥ y2ε/2C log y ≥ 2 logN/ log y.

Since ε < 1/2, it follows that z = (1 + o(1))y for sufficiently large N .
(2) ε < 0.3. In this case, by [10, Corollary 1.4], when y is sufficiently large, we have

π(y + y/ exp((log y)1/5) + y0.8)− π(y) ≥ y0.8

2 log y
>

2 logN

log y
.

This again implies that z = (1 + o(1))y for sufficiently large N .

To conclude, we can find an absolute constant C0, such that if N ≥ N0(ε) + C0, then z =
(1 + o(1))y and thus |A| ≤ z1/2−ε + 1 = (1 + o(1))y1/2−ε. □

We end the section with a short proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume that A precisely consists of elements n ∈ [0, N ] with the property
that

n ∈ {δp + j : 0 ≤ j ≤ rp} (mod p)

for all primes p ∈ P , where δp, rp are integers with 0 ≤ rp ≤ p1−ε.
If A is empty, then we are done. Assume otherwise that A is non-empty and pick the smallest

element a1 in A. Then for each prime p ∈ P , we can find an integer bp ∈ [0, rp] such that
a1 ≡ δp + bp (mod p). It follows that A− a1 precisely consists of elements n ∈ [0, N − a1] with
the property that

n ∈ [−bp, rp − bp] (mod p), ∀p ∈ [y, 2y].

Note that we have −p1−ε ≤ −bp ≤ 0 ≤ rp − bp ≤ p1−ε. Let a2 be the largest element of A. Then
for each prime p ∈ P , there exists some integer αp such that |αp| ≤ (2y)1−ε and a2 − a1 ≡ αp

(mod p). By the pigeonhole principle, we can find some integer α with |α| ≤ (2y)1−ε such that
a2−a1 ≡ α (mod p) for at least |P|/(2 · (2y)1−ε+1) different primes in P . Thus, if a2−a1 ̸= α,
then

|a2 − a1 − α| ≥ y
|P|

2(2y)1−ε+1 ≥ y
3 logN
2 log y = N3/2.

However, we know |a2−a1−α| < N3/2, which forces a2−a1 = α. Now for any p ∈ P , a2−a1 ≤
(2y)1−ε < p/4, which guarantees that [a1, a2] is the shortest interval containing {a1, a2} and hence
Ip ⊇ [a1, a2]∩Zp. It follows that A = [a1, a2]∩Z. In particular, |A| = a2−a1 ≤ |Rp0| ≤ p1−ε

0 +1,
as required. □

5. LONGER PROGRESSIONS: PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.4 AND 1.5

In this section, we prove theorems 1.4 and 1.5. While the proof of these two theorems shares
some similarity with that of Theorem 1.1, we need several extra ingredients and observations.
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5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4. By translating A and A ∩Q we may assume that

Q = {0, a1, 2a1, . . . , (M − 1)a1}

for some integer M ≥ yc, and 0 ∈ A ⊆ [−N,N ]. Let a2 be an arbitrary nonzero element of A. Let

δ = 8y
2θ−1−c

2
+ε.

From the assumption that |A ∩ Q| ≥ δ|Q| > y
2θ−1+c

2 ≥ 1, there exist s, s′ ∈ A ∩ Q such that
s− s′ = ta1 for some integer 1 ≤ t ≤ δ−1 by pigeonhole.

Let B = (A ∩ Q)/a1, which is a subset of {0, 1, . . . ,M}. Since |B| ≥ δM , it follows from
Lemma 2.2 that for some positive integer h ≤ ⌈4δ−1⌉, the h-fold sumset hB contains an arithmetic
progression

Q′ = {mb1, (m+ 1)b1, . . . , (m+M)b1},
where 0 < b1 ≤ 4δ−1. In particular, p ∤ b1 for all primes p ∈ [y, 2y].

Fix a prime p ∈ [y, 2y]. Suppose Rp = {αp, αp + up, . . . , αp + ℓpup} for some ℓp ≤ pθ. Since
0 ∈ A, we have αp ≡ mpup (mod p) for some −ℓp ≤ mp ≤ 0. In particular, Rp ⊆ {jup : −ℓp ≤
j ≤ ℓp}. It follows that there exist two integers k(p)1 , k

(p)
2 with |k(p)i | ≤ ℓp so that

ta1 ≡ k
(p)
1 up (mod p) and a2 ≡ k

(p)
2 up (mod p). (3)

Next, we use the progression Q′ to deduce a better bound on |k(p)1 |. For any 0 ≤ j ≤ M , since
(m+ j)b1 ∈ hB, we have (m+ j)b1a1 ∈ h(A∩Q) and thus there is an integer nj with |nj| ≤ hℓp
such that

(m+ j)b1a1 ≡ njup (mod p) ⇒ (m+ j)b1k
(p)
1 ≡ njt (mod p).

From size consideration, we get |njt| ≤ hℓpδ
−1 ≤ 8ℓpδ

−2 < p/4. Thus,

j(n1 − n0)t ≡ jb1k
(p)
1 ≡ (nj − n0)t (mod p),

which implies |(n1 − n0)t| ≤ 16ℓp
δ2M

. We also know that |b1k(p)1 | ≤ 4δ−1ℓp < p/2, hence

b1k
(p)
1 = (n1 − n0)t and |k(p)1 | ≤ 16ℓp

δ2|b1|M
≤ 16(2y)θ

δ2M
.

The above argument shows that for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], there are integers k(p)1 , k
(p)
2 such that

|k(p)1 | ≤ 16(2y)θ

δ2M
and |k(p)2 | ≤ (2y)θ, (4)

with p | k(p)2 ta1 − k
(p)
1 a2 by relations (3). Note that the number of such integer pairs (k(p)1 , k

(p)
2 ) is

at most 64(2y)2θ

δ2M
. It follows from the prime number theorem and the pigeonhole principle that we

can find some integers k1 and k2 satisfying the estimates (4), such that k2ta1 − k1a2 is divisible by
all the primes in a subset of primes P ⊆ [y, 2y] with

|P| ≥ y

2 log y
· δ2M

64(2y)2θ
>
δ2My1−2θ

512 log y
≥ y2ε

8 log y
.

If k2ta1 ̸= k1a2, then the assumption y ≥ (16 logN)1/2ε implies that

|k2ta1 − k1a2| ≥ y|P| ≥ exp(y2ε/8) ≥ exp(2 logN) = N2.
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However, we have |k2ta1 − k1a2| < N2, which forces k2ta1 = k1a2. If k2 = 0, then from
relations (3) we have p | a2 for all p ∈ P , which implies a2 = 0, a contradiction. Let d =
gcd(a1, a2), a′i = ai/d for i = 1, 2. Then we must have

tk2 = λa′2 and k1 = λa′1 (5)

for some nonzero integer λ. It follows from our choice of d that (A ∩Q) ∪ {a2} is contained in a
longer arithmetic progression {−Ld, . . . ,−d, 0, d, . . . , Ld}, where L ≤ max(M |a′1|, |a′2|).

Next, we fix a prime p ∈ [y, 2y] and bring these back to the congruence relations (3). One can
deduce that

ta′1d ≡ k
(p)
1 up (mod p) and a′2d ≡ k

(p)
2 up (mod p), (6)

which implies
k
(p)
2 ta′1d ≡ k

(p)
1 a′2d (mod p).

Next, we consider two cases.
Case 1: p ∤ d. Then equation (5) implies that

λtk
(p)
2 a′1 ≡ λk

(p)
1 a′2 (mod p) ⇒ tk

(p)
2 k1 ≡ tk

(p)
1 k2 (mod p).

From estimates (4), it follows that k(p)2 k1 = k
(p)
1 k2. Therefore, equation (5) implies that ta′1k

(p)
2 =

a′2k
(p)
1 . Since a′1 and a′2 are coprime, there is some nonzero integer vp such that

tk
(p)
2 = vpa

′
2 and k

(p)
1 = vpa

′
1. (7)

For simplicity, we may assume vp > 0; the other case is similar. Combined with relations (6), we
get

ta′1d ≡ vpa
′
1up (mod p) and ta′2d ≡ vpa

′
2up (mod p).

Since gcd(a′1, a
′
2) = 1, we must have td ≡ vpup (mod p).

Suppose now jd ∈ (A∩Q)∪{a2}. Then there is an integer 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓp so that jd ≡ (mp+ i)up
(mod p). Therefore,

(mp + i)
t

gcd(t, vp)
up ≡ j

t

gcd(t, vp)
d ≡ j

vp
gcd(t, vp)

up (mod p). (8)

Since |j| ≤ L ≤ max(M |a′1|, |a′2|), by estimates (4) and (7), we have either

|jvp| ≤ L|vp| ≤M |a′1||vp| =M |k(p)1 | ≤ 16(2y)θδ−2

or
|jvp| ≤ L|vp| ≤ |a′2||vp| = t|k(p)2 | ≤ (2y)θδ−1.

In both cases, we have

|jvp| ≤ 16(2y)θδ−2 ≤ 1

2
y1+c−θ−2ε <

y

2
.

Observe that for the left-hand side of equation (8), we have |(mp + i)t| ≤ ℓpδ
−1 < p/2. It follows

that j vp
gcd(t,vp)

= (mp + i) t
gcd(t,vp)

and hence j ∈ Ip · t
gcd(t,vp)

, where

Ip =

[
mp

vp/ gcd(t, vp)
,

mp + ℓp
vp/ gcd(t, vp)

]⋂
Z.

On the other hand, for any j ∈ Ip · t
gcd(t,vp)

,

jd ≡ wtd

gcd(t, vp)
≡ w

vp
gcd(t, vp)

up (mod p)
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for some w ∈ Ip, which immediately implies jd (mod p) ∈ Rp.
Case 2: p | d. In this case, we have (A ∩ Q) ∪ {a2} ⊆ {−Ld, . . . ,−d, 0, d, . . . , Ld} and

{−Ld, . . . , Ld} (mod p) = {0} ⊆ Rp trivially.

To conclude, we have obtained a set

Q0 = {−Ld, . . . ,−d, 0, d, . . . , Ld} ∩
⋂

p∈[y,2y], p∤d

(
Ip ·

t

gcd(t, vp)

)
that satisfies (A ∩Q) ∪ {a2} ⊆ Q0 and Q0 (mod p) ⊆ Rp for each p ∈ [y, 2y]. In particular, this
means Q0 ⊆ A. Note that Q0 is given by the intersection of several truncations of homogeneous
arithmetic progressions, which forces itself to be an arithmetic progression. If Q0 ̸= A, then we
can replace A ∩ Q by Q0 and iterate. This iteration must terminate, from which we conclude that
A must be an arithmetic progression.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5.
(1). Let

C =
21−θ − 1

1− θ
, δ = 64

√
2y

θ−1
2

+ε ≥ 64C−1/2y
θ−1
2

+ε.

Since N is large compared to θ and ε, by the given lower bound on y, we can assume that y is large
enough. For any positive integer h and any prime p ∈ [y, 2y], we have (hA)p ⊆ hRp. Since Rp is
an arithmetic progression, it follows that |hRp| ≤ h|Rp| ≤ hpθ. Now by Lemma 2.1 and the prime
number theorem,

|hA| ≤
∑

p∈[y,2y] log p− log(hN)∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
|(hA)p| − log(hN)

≤ 2y∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
hpθ

− log(hN)

≤ 2y
21−θ−1
2h(1−θ)

y1−θ − log(hN)
≤ 8h

C
yθ, (9)

provided that
C

h
y1−θ > 4 log(hN).

Set h = ⌈32/(Cδ)⌉. Since y ≥ (logN)1/ε, we have
C

h
y1−θ ≫ δy1−θ ≫ y

1−θ
2

+ε ≫ y
1−θ
2 logN.

Thus, when N is sufficiently large compared to θ and ε, inequality (9) holds. It follows that

|hA| ≤ 8h

C
yθ ≤ h(h+ 1)

3
δyθ ≤ h(h+ 1)

2
(|A| − 2),

and Lemma 2.3 implies that there exists an arithmetic progression Q such that A ⊆ Q and h|A| ≥
|Q|. In particular, since θ − 1−θ

2
> 2θ − 1, when N is sufficiently large compared to θ and ε, we

have |Q| ≥ |A| ≥ y2θ−1. Let c = min
(

log |Q|
log y

, θ
)

, η = |A|/|Q| ≥ 1/h.

If |Q| ≤ yθ, then from our choice of c, δ and h, we have

8y
2θ−1−c

2
+ε =

8y
2θ−1

2
+ε

|Q|1/2
= 8η1/2

y
2θ−1

2
+ε

|A|1/2
≤ 8η1/2

y
θ−1
2

+ε

δ1/2
≤ 1

8
(Cηδ)1/2 ≤ η.

It then follows from Theorem 1.4 that A must be an arithmetic progression.
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If |Q| > yθ, then c = θ and

8y
2θ−1−c

2
+ ε

2 = 8y
θ−1
2

+ ε
2 ≤ 1

h
≤ η

when N is sufficiently large depending on θ and ε. Again, we conclude from Theorem 1.4 that A
must be an arithmetic progression.

(2). Let

C =
21−θ − 1

1− θ
, δ = |A|/yθ ≥ 80yθ−1+ε, h = ⌈32/(Cδ)⌉.

Following the proof above, we have

|hA| ≤
∑

p∈[y,2y] log p− log(hN)∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
|(hA)p| − log(hN)

≤ 2y∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
hpθ

− log(hN)

≤ 2y
21−θ−1
2h(1−θ)

y1−θ − log(hN)
≤ 8h

C
yθ, (10)

provided that
C

h
y1−θ > 4 log(hN).

Since y > (16 logN)1/ε, C ≥ 1/2, we have

C

h
y1−θ ≥ C2

40
δy1−θ ≥ 2C2yε ≥ 8 logN.

Thus, when N is sufficiently large compared to θ and ε, inequality (10) holds. It follows that

|hA| ≤ 8h

C
yθ ≤ h(h+ 1)

3
δyθ ≤ h(h+ 1)

2
(|A| − 2),

and Lemma 2.3 implies that there exists an arithmetic progression Q such that A ⊆ Q and

|Q| ≤ h|A| ≤ 32

Cδ
|A| ≤ 64yθ.

6. APPLICATIONS OF THE INVERSE THEOREMS

In this section, we discuss some applications of the inverse theorems we proved.

6.1. Union of several arithmetic progressions: proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Define

∆ = ∆(k, ε) = exp(3k log k/ε). (11)

Let C be the absolute constant from Theorem 1.1. For each subset of primes P ⊆ [y, 2y], and each
1 ≤ i ≤ k, define

S(i)(P) = {0 ≤ n ≤ N : n ∈ R(i)
p (mod p) for all p ∈ P}.

By Theorem 1.1, if |P| ≥ Cy1−2ε logN/ log y, then S(i)(P) is an arithmetic progression of length
at most (2y)1/2−ε + 1; thus, if |S(i)(P)| ≥ 2, we can define D(S(i)(P)) to be the step size of the
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arithmetic progression S(i)(P). Also observe that if P ⊃ P ′ with |P ′| ≥ Cy1−2ε logN/ log y,
|S(i)(P)| ≥ 2, and D(S(i)(P)) > D(S(i)(P ′)), then

|S(i)(P ′)| ≥ D(S(i)(P))

D(S(i)(P ′))
(|S(i)(P)| − 1) + 1 >

D(S(i)(P))

2D(S(i)(P ′))
|S(i)(P)|.

The key ingredient of our proof is the following arithmetic regularity lemma.

Claim 6.1 (Regularity lemma). There is a subset of primes P ⊆ [y, 2y] with

|P| ≥ Cky1−2ε logN

log y

such that for each P ′ ⊆ P with |P ′| ≥ |P|/k and each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, one of the following holds:
(1) If |S(i)(P)| ≥ 2, then D(S(i)(P ′)) ≥ D(S(i)(P))/∆.
(2) If |S(i)(P)| ≤ 1, then S(i)(P ′) = S(i)(P).

Proof of claim. We proceed with proof by contradiction. Suppose otherwise that such a subset P
does not exist. Then we can find a chain of subsets of primes:

P0 ⊃ P1 ⊃ · · · Pm

satisfying the following properties:
• P0 is the set of all primes in [y, 2y],
• |Pj+1| ≥ |Pj|/k for each 0 ≤ j ≤ m− 1,
• Cy1−2ε logN/ log y ≤ |Pm| < Cky1−2ε logN/ log y,
• For each 0 ≤ j ≤ m− 1, there is some 1 ≤ ij ≤ k, such that one of the following holds:

(1) (Case 1) |S(ij)(Pj)| ≥ 2 and D(S(i)(Pj+1)) ≤ D(S(ij)(Pj))/∆. In this case, we have
|S(ij)(Pj+1)| ≥ ∆|S(ij)(Pj)|/2.

(2) (Case 2) |S(ij)(Pj)| < 2 and |S(ij)(Pj+1)| > |S(ij)(Pj)|.
Note that the number of j such that Case 2 occurs is at most 2k. Thus, by the pigeonhole

principle, we can find some 1 ≤ i∗ ≤ k such that Case 1 occurs for at least (m − 2k)/k many
different j’s with 0 ≤ j ≤ m− 1 and ij = i∗. In particular, we have

|S(i∗)(Pm)| ≥ (∆/2)(m−2k)/k.

On the other hand, since |Pm| ≥ Cy1−2ε logN/ log y, we know that S(i∗)(Pm) is an arithmetic
progression of length (2y)1/2−ε + 1. Thus,

(∆/2)(m−2k)/k ≤ |S(i∗)(Pm)| ≤ (2y)1/2−ε + 1.

It follows that
m log∆

k
≤ (1 + o(1)) log y. (12)

Also, by the assumption on the sizes of P ′
js, we have

y

log y
≪ |P0| ≤ km|Pm| ≪

km+1y1−2ε logN

log y
,

and thus
y2ε ≪ km+1 logN.

Since y ≥ (logN)1/ε, it follows that logN ≤ yε. Thus,

ε log y ≤ (1 + o(1))(m+ 1) log k ≤ (2 + o(1))m log k. (13)
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Comparing inequalities (12) and (13), we obtain that

log∆ ≤ (2 + o(1))k log k

ε
,

contradicting the choice of ∆ in equation (11). This completes the proof of the claim. ■

Let P be from Claim 6.1. By the pigeonhole principle, for each n ∈ A, we can find some
1 ≤ i ≤ k such that n ∈ R

(i)
p (mod p) for at least |P|/k many primes p ∈ P . It follows that

A ⊆
k⋃

i=1

⋃
P ′⊆P

|P ′|≥|P|/k

S(i)(P ′) :=
k⋃

i=1

Ti.

Thus, it remains to show that Ti is contained in an arithmetic progression of length ≪ y1/2−ε for
each 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Let ∆′ = lcm{1, 2, . . . ,∆}. By the prime number theorem, ∆′ = exp(O(∆)).
Fix 1 ≤ i ≤ k. If |S(i)(P)| ≤ 1, then S(i)(P ′) = S(i)(P) for all P ′ ⊆ P with |P ′| ≥ |P|/k,

and it follows that |Ti| ≤ 1 and we are done. Next assume that |S(i)(P)| ≥ 2. Let d = D(S(i)(P))
and pick a ∈ S(i)(P). For each P ′ ⊆ P with |P ′| ≥ |P|/k, we have |P ′| ≥ Cy1−2ε logN/ log y,
a ∈ S(i)(P ′), D(S(i)(P ′)) | d with D(S(i)(P ′)) ≥ d/∆, and thus

S(i)(P ′) ⊆ {a+ jD(S(i)(P ′)) : −(2y)1/2−ε ≤ j ≤ (2y)1/2−ε}.
Let d′ be the greatest common divisor ofD(S(i)(P ′)) among all subsets P ′ ⊆ P with |P ′| ≥ |P|/k.
Then d′ | d and d

d′
≤ ∆′. It follows that

Ti ⊆ {a+ jd′ : −(2y)1/2−ε∆′ ≤ j ≤ (2y)1/2−ε∆′},
that is, Ti is contained in an arithmetic progression of length at most

2(2y)1/2−ε · exp(O(∆)) + 1 = exp(exp(O(k log k/ε)))y1/2−ε,

as required. □

Remark 6.2. In the statement of Theorem 1.6, we required n ∈ Rp (mod p) for each prime
p ∈ [y, 2y]. By slightly modifying the above proof, we can show that if δ ∈ (0, ε) and n ∈ Rp

(mod p) holds for at least y1−ε+δ primes p ∈ [y, 2y], then A is contained in the union of the k
arithmetic progressions, each of length ≪k,ε,δ y

1/2−ε. This observation will be needed in the proof
of Theorem 1.8.

The next remark shows that Theorem 1.1 cannot be extended to the setting where Rp is a union
of k short arithmetic progressions for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y].

Remark 6.3. Let y = N/2 and k ≥ 2. Choose k positive integers L1, . . . , Lk such that Li+1 ≥ 4Li

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, gcd(Li, Lj) = 1 for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k, and Lk < y1/k−ε. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k
and all the primes p ∈ [(1 + i−1

k
)y, (1 + i

k
)y], let

Rp =

{
Li, 2Li, . . . ,

(∏
r ̸=i

Lr

)
Li

}
∪

⋃
1≤j≤k

{0, Lj, 2Lj} ⊆ Zp.

Let A be the set of all integers n ∈ [0, N ] such that n mod p is in Rp for every prime p ∈ [y, 2y]. It
is easy to verify that A = ∪k

j=1{0, Lj, 2Lj} ∪ {
∏k

i=1 Li}. Consequently, A cannot be written as a
union of k arithmetic progressions because Li’s grow exponentially.
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6.2. Improved larger sieve.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let y = (16 logN)1/ε and P be the set of all primes in [y, 2y]. It follows
from Theorem 1.3 that there is an interval Q = {a, a + 1, . . . , a + ℓ} with ℓ ≤ (2y)1−ε, such that
A ⊆ Q and Q (mod p) ⊆ Ip for every p ∈ [y, 2y].

Next we replace N by ℓ, A by A − a, y by (16 log ℓ)1/ε and repeat the above argument. This
procedure terminates when we have either ℓ ≤ N0(ε) or (16 log ℓ)1/ε ≤ p0. If ℓ ≤ N0(ε), then A
is contained in an interval of length at most N0(ε); if (16 log ℓ)1/ε ≤ p0, then we replace y by p0,
A by A − a, and N by ⌈exp(pε0/16)⌉, and then apply Theorem 1.3 once again. It follows that A
is contained in an interval of length at most p1−ε

0 + 1. In conclusion, A must be contained in an
interval of length at most max(p1−ε

0 + 1, N0(ε)) as required. □

Next, we use a similar idea to prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Let y = (logN)1/ε/2. It follows from Theorem 1.6 that there exists k
arithmetic progressionsQ1, . . . , Qk with |Qi| ≪k,ε y

1/2−ε for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, such thatA ⊆ ∪k
i=1Qi.

To prove the theorem, it suffices to show |A ∩Qi| ≪k,ε (logN)1/2−ε + p
1/2−ε
0 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Now fix some 1 ≤ i ≤ k. If |Qi| ≤ 1, we are done. Next assume that |Qi| ≥ 2, say Qi =
{ai, ai + di, . . . , ai + ℓidi}. Let

Ai =
1

di
((A ∩Qi)− ai), Pi = {p ∈ [C ′ logN, 2C ′ logN ] : p ∤ di},

where C ′ is a constant to be determined later. Then Ai ⊆ [0, ℓi] and for each prime p ∈ Pi, Ai

(mod p) is contained in the union of k arithmetic progressions
⋃k

j=1 di(R
(j)
p − ai) ⊂ Zp, where

di is the multiplicative inverse of di modulo p. Since di ≤ N , it has at most logN/ log(C ′ logN)
distinct prime factors in the interval [C ′ logN, 2C ′ logN ]. By the prime number theorem, we have

|Pi| ≥
C ′ logN

2 log(C ′ logN)
− logN

log(C ′ logN)
.

Note that log ℓi ≪k,ε log logN , thus we may choose C ′ = C ′(k, ε) to be large enough so that
C ′ logN ≥ (log ℓi)

1/ε and |Pi| ≥ (C ′ logN)1−ε/2.
If p0 ≤ C ′ logN , then it follows from Theorem 1.6 that Ai is contained in the union of k

arithmetic progressions, each of length ≪k,ε (logN)1/2−ε; if p0 > C ′ logN , then we instead
replace Pi by P ′

i = {p ∈ [p0, 2p0] : p ∤ di} and then apply Theorem 1.6 to deduce that Ai is
contained in the union of k arithmetic progressions, each of length ≪k,ε p

1/2−ε
0 . Thus, we have

|Ai| ≪k,ε (logN)1/2−ε + p
1/2−ε
0 , as required. □

We end the section by illustrating the sharpness of these two theorems.

Remark 6.4. Take A = {0, 1, 2, . . . , ⌊p1−ε
0 ⌋}. Then obviously Ap ⊆ {0, 1, 2, . . . , ⌊p1−ε⌋} for each

p ≥ p0. Thus, Theorem 1.7 is sharp when p1−ε
0 + 1 > N0(ε).

Our bound on |A| in Theorem 1.8 is optimal up to the implied constant. When p0 ≥ logN , we
can take A = {0, 1, 2, . . . , ⌊p1/2−ε

0 ⌋} so that Ap is contained in an arithmetic progression of length
at most p1/2−ε for each p ≥ p0. When p0 is small (for example p0 = 1), let

A =

{
j

∏
p≤0.5 logN

p : 0 ≤ j ≤ (0.5 logN)1/2−ε

}
⊂ [0, N ].
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Then Ap = {0} for p ≤ 0.5 logN and Ap is an arithmetic progression of length at most p1/2−ε for
p > 0.5 logN .

7. INVERSE RESULTS CONCERNING GENERALIZED ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.9, 1.10, 1.11, and 1.12.

7.1. Proof of Theorems 1.9. Recall that E(S) = #{(a, b, c, d) ∈ S4 : a + b = c + d}. Since
S ⊆ [N ], it follows that ∏

a,b,c,d∈S
a+b̸=c+d

|a+ b− c− d| ≤ (2N)|S|
4−E(S).

Taking the logarithm on both sides, we obtain that∑
a,b,c,d∈S
a+b̸=c+d

log |a+ b− c− d| ≪ |S|4 logN. (14)

Next, we lower bound the left-hand side of inequality (14) as follows:∑
a,b,c,d∈S
a+b̸=c+d

log |a+ b− c− d| ≥
∑

p∈[y,2y]

∑
a,b,c,d∈S
a+b̸=c+d

1p|a+b−c−d log p ≥
∑

p∈[y,2y]

(Ep(S)− E(S)) log p,

where Ep(S) = #{(a, b, c, d) ∈ S4 : a + b ≡ c + d (mod p)}. Since Ep(S) ≥ E(Sp) ≥ δ|Sp|3
holds for each p ∈ [y, 2y], it follows from the prime number theorem that∑

p∈[y,2y]

(Ep(S)− E(S)) log p≫ δ
∑

p∈[y,2y]

|Sp|3 log p − E(S)y.

Therefore, inequality (14) implies that

|S|4 logN ≫ δ
∑

p∈[y,2y]

|Sp|3 log p − E(S)y. (15)

On the other hand, from Lemma 2.1 and the prime number theorem, we have

|S| ≪

∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p− logN∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
|Sp| − logN

≪θ
y∑

p∈[y,2y]

log p
|Sp| − logN

. (16)

By Hölder’s inequality and the prime number theorem,( ∑
p∈[y,2y]

|Sp|3 log p
)( ∑

p∈[y,2y]

log p

|Sp|

)3

≥
( ∑

p∈[y,2y]

log p

)4

≫ y4.

Hence ∑
p∈[y,2y]

|Sp|3 log p≫ y4
( ∑

p∈[y,2y]

log p

|Sp|

)−3

. (17)

Since y ≥ (logN)2/(1−θ) and |Sp| ≤ pθ for each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], it follows that∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p

|Sp|
≥

∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p

pθ
≫θ y

1−θ ≫ (logN)2.
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Thus inequalities (16) and (17) imply that

|S|4 logN ≪θ
y4 logN

(
∑

p∈[y,2y]
log p
|Sp| )

4
≪

logN ·
∑

p∈[y,2y] |Sp|3 log p∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
|Sp|

≪θ

∑
p∈[y,2y] |Sp|3 log p

logN
.

Now inequalities (15), (16), and (17) together imply that

E(S) ≫θ
δ

y

∑
p∈[y,2y]

|Sp|3 log p≫θ δ

(
y∑

p∈[y,2y]
log p
|Sp|

)3

≫θ δ|S|3,

as required.

7.2. Proof of Theorem 1.10. By translating S and Rp we may assume that 0 ∈ S ⊆ [0, N − 1]
and 0 ∈ Rp for all primes p ∈ [y, 2y]. Since N is large compared to r and ε, by the given lower
bound on y, we can assume that y is large enough. Since y ≥ (logN)2/ε ≥ (logN)2/(1−θ), the
prime number theorem and Lemma 2.1 imply that

|S| ≤
∑

p∈[y,2y] log p− logN∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
|Sp| − logN

≤
∑

p∈[y,2y] log p− logN∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
pθ

− logN
≤ 2(1− θ)

21−θ − 1
yθ. (18)

Let n be the minimal positive integer such that

2n > 2r+1(3n+ 1)rδ−1. (19)

Then we have n ≍ r log r + log δ−1. Let h = 3n+ 1. By inequality (18), we have

δy

(2h)r|S|
≥ (21−θ − 1)δy1−θ

2(1− θ)(6n+ 2)r
≫ δy1−θ

(r log r + log δ−1)r
≫ yε

(r log r + log y)r
. (20)

Since y ≥ (logN)2/ε, when N is sufficiently large depending on r and ε, we can guarantee that
δy

(2h)r|S|
≥ 8 log(2hN). (21)

For each prime p ∈ [y, 2y], we have h(S ∪ −S)p ⊆ h(Rp ∪ −Rp) ⊆ h(Rp − Rp); since Rp is a
GAP of rank at most r, it follows that

|h(Rp ∪ −Rp)| ≤ |h(Rp −Rp)| ≤ (2h)r|Rp| ≤ (2h)rδ−1|Sp| ≤ (2h)rδ−1|S|.
Thus, by the prime number theorem and Lemma 2.1, we have

|h(S ∪ −S)| ≤
∑

p∈[y,2y] log p− log(2hN)∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
|h(S∪−S)p| − log(2hN)

≤
∑

p∈[y,2y] log p− log(2hN)∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
(2h)rδ−1|S| − log(2hN)

≤ 2 · (2h)rδ−1|S|,

where we used inequality (21) in the last step. From inequality (19), we know

|(3n+ 1)(S ∪ −S)| ≤ 2r+1 · (3n+ 1)rδ−1|S ∪ −S| < 2n|S ∪ −S|.
It follows from Lemma 2.7 that S∪−S has relative polynomial growth of orderO(n) = O(r log r+
log δ−1). Now we can apply Corollary 2.6 to the set S ∪ −S to conclude that there is a GAP Q of
rank at most O((r + log δ−1)1+o(1)), such that S ⊆ (S ∪ −S)− (S ∪ −S) ⊆ Q and

|Q| ≤ exp(O((r + log δ−1)1+o(1)))|S ∪ −S| ≤ exp(O((r + log δ−1)1+o(1)))|S|.
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7.3. Proof of Theorems 1.11 and 1.12. We conclude the paper with a proof of Theorems 1.11
and 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Since N is large compared to r and ε, by the given lower bound on y, we
can assume that y is large enough. Since y > (8r+3 logN)1/(rε) ≥ (64 logN)1/(1−θ), the prime
number theorem and Lemma 2.1 imply that

|S| ≤
∑

p∈P log p− logN∑
p∈P

log p
|Sp| − logN

≤
∑

p∈P log p− logN∑
p∈P

log p
pθ

− logN
≤ 16yθ. (22)

Let k be the unique positive integer such that

(2δ−1)
1

1−η < 2k ≤ 2(2δ−1)
1

1−η . (23)

By inequalities (22) and (23), and the given lower bound on δ and y, we have

δy

2kr|S|
≥ δ1+

r
1−η y

2r+
r

1−η |S|
≥ δ1+

r
1−η y1−θ

2r+
r

1−η
+4

≥ yrε/(1−η)

23r+4
≥ 32 logN. (24)

By inequality (23) and the given lower bound on η, δ, and y, we have

log(2k) < 1 +
log(2δ−1)

1− η
< 1 + 2 log(2y) < 3 logN. (25)

For each prime p ∈ P , we have (2kS)p ⊆ 2kRp; since Rp is a GAP of rank at most r, it follows
that

|2kRp| ≤ 2kr|Rp| ≤ 2krδ−1|Sp| ≤ 2krδ−1|S|.
Thus, by the prime number theorem and Lemma 2.1, we have

|2kS| ≤
∑

p∈P log p− log(2kN)∑
p∈P

log p
|(2kS)p| − log(2kN)

≤
∑

p∈P log p− log(2kN)∑
p∈P

log p
2krδ−1|S| − log(2kN)

≤ 2kr+1δ−1|S|, (26)

where we used |P| ≥ y/(4 log y) and inequalities (24) and (25) in the last step.
Now it follows from inequality (26) that

k∏
j=1

|2jS|
|2j−1S|

=
|2kS|
|S|

≤ 2kr+1δ−1.

By inequality (23) and the pigeonhole principle, there exists some integer 1 ≤ j0 ≤ k such that

|2j0S|
|2j0−1S|

≤ (2kr+1δ−1)1/k < (2kr+1 · 2k(1−η)/2)1/k = 2r+1−η.

By Theorem 2.4, there is an absolute constant C > 0 so that we can cover 2j0−1S by at most

exp(exp(Cr))/(η/2)C2r ≤ exp(C exp(Cr) · log η−1)

translates of a GAP Q with rank at most r and

|Q| ≤ |2j0−1S| ≤ |2kS| ≤ 2kr+1δ−1|S| ≤ 23r+1δ−(1+ r
1−η

)|S|
by inequalities (26) and (23). In particular, we can cover S by at most exp(C exp(Cr) · log η−1)
translates of Q. □

Finally, we use Theorem 1.11 to deduce Theorem 1.12.
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Proof of Theorem 1.12. First, we choose η ∈ (0, 1/2) such that

(θ − 1)(1− η)

r + 1− η
+

2ε

3
=
θ − 1

r + 1
+ ε.

Note that
ε

3
=

(θ − 1)(1− η)

r + 1− η
− θ − 1

r + 1
=

(1− θ)ηr

(r + 1)(r + 1− η)
≍ (1− θ)η

r
,

thus log η−1 ≪ log ε−1. We shall apply Theorem 1.11 with

δ = y−
1−θ
r+1

+ε = y
(θ−1)(1−η)

r+1−η
+ 2ε

3 .

Let P = {p ∈ [y, 2y] : |Sp| ≥ δ
16
pθ}. We claim that |P| ≥ y/(4 log y). Since N is large enough,

it follows from the lower bound on y that y is large enough. In particular, by the prime number
theorem, ∑

p∈[y,2y]

log p

|Sp|
≥

∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p

pθ
≥ 21−θ − 1

2(1− θ)
y1−θ ≥ 2 logN. (27)

By Lemma 2.1, the prime number theorem, and inequality (27), we have

δyθ ≤ |S| ≤

∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p− logN∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
|Sp| − logN

≤ 4y∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p
|Sp|

,

It follows that ∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p

|Sp|
≤ 4δ−1y1−θ. (28)

On the other hand, we have∑
p∈[y,2y]

log p

|Sp|
≥

∑
p∈[y,2y]\P

log p

|Sp|
≥

∑
p∈[y,2y]\P

8 log y

δyθ
= 8

#{p : p ∈ [y, 2y] \ P} · log y
δyθ

. (29)

Since y is large enough, we have #{p : p ∈ [y, 2y]} ≥ 3y/4 log y. Thus, comparing inequali-
ties (28) and (29), it follows that |P| ≥ y/(4 log y), as required.

It then follows from Theorem 1.11 that there exists a GAP Q of rank at most r and size at most

23r+1δ−(1+ r
1−η

)|S| = 23r+1y1−θ− 2ε(1−η+r)
3(1−η) |S| ≤ 23r+5y,

where we used inequality (22) in the least step; moreover, S is covered by at most exp(C exp(Cr) ·
log ε−1) translates of Q, where C is an absolute constant. □
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