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ADDITIVE RELATIONS IN IRRATIONAL POWERS

JOSEPH HARRISON

ABSTRACT. We investigate the additive theory of the set
S = {1C72c7"'9NC}7

when c is a real number. In the language of additive combinatorics, we determine
the asymptotic behaviour of the additive energy of S. When c is rational, this is
either known, or follows from existing results, and our contribution is a resolution
of the irrational case. We deduce that for all ¢ ¢ {0,1,2}, the cardinality of
the sumset S + S asymptotically attains its natural upper bound N(N + 1)/2,
as N — oo. We show that there are infinitely many, effectively computable
numbers ¢ such that the set {p¢ : p prime} is additively dissociated (actually
linearly independent over Q), and we provide an effective procedure to compute

the digits of such c.

1. INTRODUCTION

Our main theorem is the following.
Theorem A. Let ¢ ¢ {0,1,2} be a real number, let N be a positive integer, and let
S ={1¢2°...,N°}.
Then the cardinality of the sumset S + S is asymptotic to N(N +1)/2 as N — oo.

It is clear that the conclusion of Theorem A does not hold when ¢ € {0,1}. If
¢ = 2, a theorem of Landau [Lan08] implies that #(S + S) < N?(log N)~'/2. We
note that Theorem A improves on [ENRO0O, Corollary 3.2] for the convex function
f(z) =2° when A= [N]={1,...,N}.

A standard argument involving the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, which can be
found in [TV10, Lemma 2.9, Corollary 2.10], reduces the proof of Theorem A to an

estimate
#{x € [N]*: 2§ + 25 = 2§ + 25} = 2N? + o(N?)

for the so-called additive energy of the set S. When ¢ ¢ {0, 1,2} is rational, such an
estimate follows from [Sal23] and [CO09]. We explain this in Section 4. The main

contribution of this paper handles the irrational exponents.
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Theorem B. Let N be a positive integer and let ¢ be a real irrational number. There

exists a positive integer a such that
#{x € [N]*: 2§ + 2§ = 25 + 25} = 2N? + O(N(log N)*).

Moreover, o and the big-O constant are effectively computable, and do not depend

oncorN.

A key ingredient in establishing Theorem B is a recent o-minimal point counting
theorem [BNZ24]. This result is a development of the celebrated Pila~Wilkie theorem
[PW06], and answers a question [PWO06, Conjecture 1.11] known as Wilkie’s conjec-
ture. We note that applying [PWO06] delivers an error term O(N1+¢), which is already
sufficient for proving Theorem A.

Another ingredient in our argument is the classical Ax—Schanuel theorem for the
exponential function [Ax71]. In Proposition 2.2, we use this theorem to prove a
functional transcendence statement for irrational powers that may be considered in-
teresting in its own right.

In [CCH25], a result [RS06, Theorem 2] concerning a Diophantine inequality re-
sembling the additive energy equation in Theorem B is applied to the question of
partition regularity of linear relations in the Piatetski-Shapiro sequence |n¢]. The
question of proving an asymptotic formula like the one appearing in Theorem B was
brought to our attention by Sam Chow and Akshat Mudgal.

In Theorem B, we regard the real number ¢ as fixed, and count the number of

solutions to a particular instance of the equation
(1) x§ + x5 = z§ + .

We now let ¢ vary, investigating the properties of the set of ¢ for which equation (1)
admits non-trivial solutions. Since each x € Z% is a solution of at most countably
many (in fact finitely many) equations of the form (1), the set of real numbers ¢ so
that (1) admits a non-trivial solution is countable, being a union over Z2; of countable
(in fact finite) sets.

Let (z1,22,23,24) be a non-trivial solution to (1), and assume without loss of

generality that x1 > x9 and 1 > x3 > x4. Then the inequality
2 <azf+ a5 =25+ g < 224

implies ¢ < (log2)N. Thus if ¢ > (log2)N, then (1) admits no non-trivial solutions
at all.

Let ¢ be a zero of the polynomial 22" — 2"+t — 2™ + 1, and let ¢ = logy(y).
Then (22",1,2"+1 2") is a non-trivial solution to (1). Since ¢ — 0 as n — oo,
this construction shows that the set of real numbers ¢ so that (1) admits non-trivial
solutions is not discrete, and contains infinitely many irrational members.

We can say more under an additional assumption that the coordinates x1, x2, x3, T4

of a non-trivial solution to (1) are multiplicatively independent. Suppose the numbers
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logz1,...,logzs are Q(c)-linearly independent. This condition is satisfied if ¢ is
algebraic by Baker’s theorem [Bak66]. If Schanuel’s conjecture holds for the numbers
logxy,...,logxy, clogxy,...,clogzy, then the inequality

trdegg(c, 7, ..., xq) > 4

holds. Thus if ¢ is algebraic, Schanuel’s conjecture implies that all solutions of (1) are
multiplicatively dependent.

A real number c is called exponentially algebraic if it is a coordinate of a smooth
solution of a system of polynomial equations in variables y1, ..., ¥y, and their expo-
nentials exp(y1), .. .,exp(yn). In [BKW10, Theorem 1.1], the authors show that if ¢

is exponentially transcendental, then

trdeg(@(c) (yla R y’n)y%a s 7y7cz) >mn

for any y1,...,Yn € Rsg. In particular, if ¢ is exponentially transcendental then all
solutions to (1) are multiplicatively dependent. In [JS11, Section 4], a computable
example of an exponentially transcendental number is given. We thank Gareth Jones
for these remarks.

We prove a Diophantine approximation criterion that ensures non-trivial solutions
of (1) are multiplicatively dependent. We state our result for an arbitrary integer

linear combination of irrational powers.

Theorem C. Let A, X > 0 be real and let s,q be positive integers. There exists a
positive valued function ¢ = ¢¥(A, X, s, q) with the following property. If there exist
a,q > 0 integers with

0<C_a/q<w(Avast)a

then for all x1, . .., xs multiplicatively independent integers in [1, X|, and all a4, . .., a,
integers in [— A, A, the form

a1x§ + -+ + asz
does not vanish.

Theorem C is proved in Section 3. Besides the use of an effective linear forms in
logarithms result of Fel’dman [Fel70], the proof is elementary.

The function (A, X, s, q) arises from lower bounds for linear forms in logarithms,
and so it decreases extremely rapidly. Examining the proof of Theorem C and ap-
pling the Borel-Cantelli lemma shows that the set of real numbers ¢ satisfying the

Diophantine approximation condition
0<c—a/q<y(AX,s,q)

has Lebesgue measure zero. It is easy to see (Lemma 3.2) that uncountably many
real numbers ¢ do satisfy this condition. The proof of Lemma 3.2 supplies effectively

computable examples of such real numbers c¢. We therefore have the following.
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Theorem D. There exist infinitely many real numbers ¢, whose digits can be effect-

ively computed, such that {p° : p prime} is linearly independent over Q.

We remark that Theorem D trivially implies that there is an effectively computable
¢ such that the set of prime powers p° is additively dissociated. This is a property of

interest in additive combinatorics and the main motivation for proving Theorem D.

Notation. Throughout this paper, we will use the Bachmann—Landau notation, so
we write f(z) = Oa,p, (g(x)) if f and g are real-valued functions with |f(x)| <
c1g(x) for some constant ¢y depending on A, B, ..., and for a set of x that will be
clear from the context. We also use the Vinogradov notation f(z) <a,p,.. g(z) if
f(z) = Oa,p,. (g(x)). We call the constant ¢; the “big-O constant”, even when we
use the Vinogradov notation. We stress that the big-O constant dependencies are

always as written so, for example, if f(x) < g(x) then the big O-constant is absolute.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS. The author would especially like to thank Harry Schmidt
for helpful conversations and guidance, without whom this paper would not exist.
Additional thanks are owed to Sam Chow and Akshat Mudgal for introducing us
to the problem, to Nathan Lockwood for conversations regarding the construc-
tion of non-trivial solutions, and to Gareth Jones for showing us the Schanuel
result of Bays—Kirby—Wilkie and for remarks about effectivity in the result of
Binyamini—Novikov—Zak. Joseph Harrison is supported by the Warwick Math-
ematics Institute Centre for Doctoral Training, and gratefully acknowledges the
funding from the UK Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (Grant
number: EP/W524645/1).

2. PROOF OoF THEOREM B

The main term in Theorem B comes from the trivial solutions to the equation
(1) o] + 5 = x5 + 2,

namely the solutions with z1 € {z3,24}. Henceforth, we let

(2) B(C’N):#{XE[N]4 : i + x5 = x5 + x4 }

T ¢ {1’3,{,64}

denote the number of non-trivial solutions.

Throughout we let G,,, denote the split algebraic torus over C of dimension one.
We often work with G,,,(R) = R*. A geometrically irreducible algebraic subgroup of
G}y, is called a subtorus, and a translate of a subtorus by a point of G}, is called a
coset. The reader can consult [BG06, Chapter 3] for more information about algebraic
tori. In particular, we shall assume that the reader is acquainted with the duality
between algebraic subgroups of G}, and subgroups in Z".

The following description of the abelian group Homaiggrp(G},, G5,) will be crucial
for the argument. If A = (a;;) is an 7 X s matrix with integer entries, we can define
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a morphism of algebraic groups

va:G, — G

m

Qr1

(@1, oyye) = (2. 2l {1e

Ars
pee, Ty ).

In [BGO6, Proposition 3.2.17], it is proved that the map sending A to ¢4 is an
isomorphism of the abelian groups M, s(Z) and Homaigarp(G},, GS,).

The kernel of ¢4 is the subgroup associated to the lattice A C Z" spanned by
the columns of A. If » < s and the rank of A is r, then the kernel of ¢4 is zero-
dimensional, and its cardinality is the index of A in AgNZ" [BG06, Proposition 3.2.7].
In particular, ¢4 is injective if and only if » < s, A is of rank r and A is a primitive
lattice.

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢4 : G, = G;, be the morphism associated to an r X s matrix A

with integer entries. Suppose ¢ 4 is injective. Then
¢ (R%) NG}, (R) C RL,,.

Proof. Suppose g € G}, (R) and ¢a(g) € RT,. We can write g = sh where s €
{—1,1}" is the signed part of g and h € RL,. Since the coordinate functions of
@4 are monomials, we have pa(s) € {—1,1}* and p4(h) € R%,. The latter implies
that pa(s) € Ry, and so pa(s) = (1,...,1) is the identity. Since @4 is injective,
s=(1,...,1). Thus g € RZ,.

Q.E.D.

If X C G"(R), we let X%¥ denote the Zariski closure of X in G” (C), which is
a subscheme of G}},. We will only be taking Zariski closures inside GJ., and so this
notation should not cause confusion.

Recall that a subset X of R” is called semi-algebraic if it is a Boolean combination
of sets of the form {x € R™ : f(x) > 0} or {x € R" : f(x) = 0}, where f is
a polynomial with real coefficients. The semi-algebraic sets enjoy the favourable
feature of remaining semi-algebraic after coordinate projections, as proved by Tarski
and Seidenberg. We say that a semi-algebraic set is irreducible if its Zariski closure
is irreducible, and we say that a semi-algebraic set is smooth if it consists of only
smooth points of its Zariski closure.

In the proof of Theorem B, we shall be working with the structure Rey,. Let us
just say that a structure prescribes a collection of subsets of each Euclidean space
R™, that are said to be the definable sets in that structure. A subset X of R™ is
definable in Reyp, if and only if X can be obtained via Boolean operations, products
and coordinate projections of either semi-algebraic sets, or the graph in R? of the real
exponential function. A theorem of Wilkie [Wil96] implies that the structure Reyp, is
o-minimal, i.e., the definable subsets of R are finite unions of points and intervals.
We refer the reader to [Dri98] for more information about semi-algebraic sets and

o-minimal structures.
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2.1. Functional transcendence. The following proposition is where we need to
assume that c¢ is irrational for our argument. The proposition is not true if ¢ is
rational. For example, if ¢ = a/q is rational and Z is the algebraic curve z® + y* = 1,
then f.(Z) lies inside the algebraic curve z9 + y¢ = 1, which is not a translate of an
algebraic subgroup of G2,.

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a semi-algebraic set in RZ . Moreover, let ¢ be a real

irrational number and let f. denote the map

. n n
fe: Ry = R,

(T1,...,zn) — (2F,...,20).

The Zariski closure of f.(X) in GI, is a finite union of cosets.

Proof. First, we can stratify the semi-algebraic set X into finitely many semi-
algebraic subsets that are smooth and connected. If the statement of the lemma
holds for each piece, then it holds for X. Thus we can assume that X is smooth and
connected. In particular, it is a real-analytic manifold.

The proof is by induction on the dimension n of the ambient GJ,. When n = 1, the
set X consists of a single point, and f.(X) is contained in a translate of the identity.
Assume n > 1, and that the result is true when the ambient space has dimension
smaller than n.

Let d = dim(X) and let ¢ : R? — U C exp~!(X) be a real-analytic chart of the real
logarithm exp~!(X) of X. Thus there are real-analytic functions u,, ..., u, : R? — R
such that

w(ylv"’,yd) - (ul(ylv"‘7yd)7"‘7un(y17°"7yd))

parameterises the chart U of X. We can regard each u; as an element of the ring
Cllys-- - yall-

We first apply Ax’s theorem [Ax71, Theorem 3] to the functions uy,...,u, and
cuy,...,cu,. There are two cases to consider. Suppose first that these functions are
Q-linearly independent modulo C, so that by Ax’s theorem the transcendence degree
of the 4n functions

Upy ooy Upy CUL, - - vy Clp, €XP(UT ), - . ., eXP(Uy), exp(cuy), . . ., exp(cuy, )
is at least
2n + rank (5‘ui caui) = 2n + rank (8%) .
ayj ayj i€[n] (9yj i€[n]
JEld] JjEld]

Since 1 is a diffeomorphism, this latter expression is equal to 2n + d. Note that, by
construction, the functions exp(uy), ..., exp(u,) parameterise the chart exp(U) of X
and the functions exp(cuq), ..., exp(cu,) parameterise the chart f.(exp(U)) of fe(X).
In particular, since exp(U) is semi-algebraic,

trdege(exp(u1), - . ., exp(uy)) = dim(exp(U)) = dim(X).
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The same equalities for f.(exp(U)) and f.(X)%* shows that
trdeg@(exp(ul)a s anp(un)v exp(cul), s 7eXp(Cun)) < d+ dim(fC(X)Zar)'
Therefore

dim(f.(X)%T) > trdege(exp(u1), . . ., exp(uy ), exp(cur), . . . ,exp(cuy,)) — d
> 2n+d — trdege (U1, - - ., un) — d
>n.

Since G7, is irreducible and f.(X)%" is closed, the Zariski closure of f.(X) is the
coset GJ,.

We now suppose that the functions wuq, ..., uy, cuy, ..., cu, are Q-linearly depend-
ent modulo C in Ax’s theorem. By clearing denominators and using the fact that the
functions are real-valued, we can assume they are Z-linearly dependent modulo R.

Let r1,...,7p,81,...,8, be integers, not all of which are zero, with
(r1+csi)uy + -+ (rp + csp)u, €R.

Note that r; + ¢s; = 0 if and only if r; = s; = 0 because c is irrational. In particular,
not all of the coefficients r; + ¢s; can vanish, and so we have trdegg(uq, ..., un) <
n. We can now obtain more information by applying Ax’s theorem to the func-
tions u1,...,u,. The Q-linearly independent modulo C case of the theorem implies
trdege(uq, ..., un) > n, contrary to what has just been demonstrated. Therefore the
functions uy,...,u, are Q-linearly dependent modulo C; without loss of generality
Z-linearly dependent modulo R. If a = (ay,...,a,) € Z"™ and A is real with

aiuy + -+ apty = A,

then we can divide A by ged(ag, ..., a,) to assume that a is a primitive vector. Ex-
ponentiating, it follows that exp(U) is contained in a coset gT', where g can be taken
to be (exp(A/a1),1,...,1) and T is the (n — 1)-dimensional subtorus corresponding
to the rank one primitive lattice generated by a.( See [BG06, Section 3.2.6]. ) Since
X is irreducible, the Zariski closure of exp(U) contains X, and is contained in g7

The conclusion of the lemma can be seen to hold for X if and only if it holds for
g !X. Thus we can replace the coset gT" with the torus 7. Choose an n x (n — 1)
full rank matrix A with integer entries so that the associated morphism of algebraic
groups o4 : G — G7 is an isomorphism onto T'.

To apply the inductive hypothesis to ;' (X) lying inside G '(R), we need to
show that the hypotheses of the proposition are satisfied for gozl(X). By Lemma 2.1
we have ;' (X) C R%;'. Moreover, ;" (X) is semi-algebraic since ¢ 4 is a morphism

and connected since ¢4 is an injective open map.
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By the inductive hypothesis, the Zariski closure of f.(» (X)) in G2 ' is a finite
union of cosets. Now we have

pa(feler (X))

palfelpa! (X))
palys! (fe(X))™
fc )()Zar7

where we have used the fact that f. commutes with any morphism of algebraic groups
wA. Since 4 sends cosets to cosets [BG0O6, Proposition 3.2.18], the Zariski closure of
fe(X) is a finite union of cosets.

Q.E.D.

2.2. O-minimal point counting. We now describe heights and the o-minimal point
counting results that will be used in the proof of Theorem B. If a rational number
can be written as a/q where a and ¢ > 0 are coprime integers, then we define the
height H(a/q) = max(|a|,q). The height of x € Q™ is H(x) = max;{H (x;)}. If X is
a subset of R™ and T > 0, we let

X(QT)={xeXNQ": H(x) <T}.
We also define the algebraic part of X

Xole = U z

ZCX
Z semi-algebraic

dim(Z)>0
and the transcendental part X" = X \ X?&. Thus the points of X are exactly

the points of X that lie on semi-algebraic curves.

Theorem 2.3. [PW06, Theorem 1.8] Let X be a subset of R™ definable in an o-
minimal structure. Then

#Xtrans(Q7N) <<€ Na
for every € > 0.
The estimate provided by the Pila-Wilkie theorem is already good enough to
prove B(c, N) <. N1*¢ together with Lemma 2.5, however we will be able to prove
B(c,N) < N(log N)« for some o > 0 using the following theorem, which was already

conjectured in [PWO06, Conjecture 1.11]. Here we use the version of the theorem for

definable families, which allows us to achieve uniformity in the exponent c.

Theorem 2.4. [BNZ24, Equation (6)] Let X — A be an Rexp-definable family. There
exists an effectively computable a > 0 such that for any A € A

#XT(Q,T) <x (logT)™.

In particular, the big-O constant depends on the definable family, but not on the
parameter A.
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2.3. Proof of Theorem B. We consider the Reyp-definable set

X ={(c,x) e Rx RL: 2§ + a5 = 2§ + x5},
which becomes a definable family when equipped with the projection X — R onto
the first coordinate. We also define

X" ={(c,x) € X : m; € {a3,24}},

the Reyp-definable subset of X containing only the non-trivial solutions of (1). Here
it is clear that these sets are definable in Reyp,, because ¢ = exp(clog x).
In this situation, one has the crude bound

B(c,N) < #X(Q,N),

and a naive approach to proving Theorem B would involve showing that X™* and
Xtrans coincide, and then using Theorem 2.4.
Unfortunately, this simply does not work because X®%# = X in this case. To

circumvent this issue, we consider the dehomogenised families
Y ={(c,x) e Rx R : 1+ 2§ =5 + a5},
Y= {(Cv X) €Y :m ¢ {562,1‘3}},
which are still definable in Reyp,. We think of Y as a slice of X under the projec-
tion onto the first coordinate. The issue is essentially that some points of X lie
on semi-algebraic curves that are horizontal with respect to the projection. Such
semi-algebraic curves intersect the dehomogenised slice Y in a zero-dimensional semi-

algebraic set, which does not contribute to the algebraic part of Y.

It now follows that
3) B(e, N) < #X2(Q, N) < N4V (@, N),
and we must show that Y* = Y888 ip order to prove Theorem B.
Lemma 2.5. It holds that Y™ = Yans je
Y = {(c,x) ER xRS : x1 € {2q,73}}.

Proof. Let Z be a connected, semi-algebraic curve in Y. By Proposition 2.2, the
Zariski closure W of f.(Z) in G3, is a translate of an algebraic subgroup. On the
other hand, it is contained in the hyperplane H defined by 1 + x1 = x5 + x3. Since
this hyperplane is not a translate of an algebraic subgroup, W must be a curve. By
[BG06, Proposition 3.2.17], we can choose an isomorphism

Gy, — W
z = (2%, a2, a32®?),

where (a1, a9, a3) € RS and (a1, az,a3) € Z3. The image lies in H, and so we have

the equation

1+ a1z® = agz® + azz®
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for all z € R*. Now az = 0 or a3 = 0 (we cannot just have a; = 0, because then
ap = —1). If ay = 0, then we must have a; = az. Then as = 1 and a3 = a3. It
follows that W is the line 1 = x3 and 29 = 1. Hence Z is contained in this line too.
Taking as = 0 leads to the other option 1 = 3 and z3 = 1.
Q.E.D.

Lemma 2.5 and Theorem 2.4 can now be combined to show

B(e, N) < N#Y™(Q, N) < N(log N)“.
Since the set Y is existentially definable, the big-O constant in [BNZ24] is effective.
We thank Gareth Jones for this observation. This concludes the proof of Theorem
B.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM C AND D

Theorem 3.1. Let A, X > 0 be real and let s,q be positive integers. There exists
an effectively computable positive valued function ¥ (A, X, s,q) with the following
property. If there exist a,q > 0 integers with

0<c—afqg<y(A X, s,q),

then for all x1, . .., xs multiplicatively independent integers in [1, X|, and all a4, . .., as
integers in [—A, A], the form

a1x§ + -+ + asz
does not vanish.

Proof. Let ¢ = ¢ — a/q. We need to show that if € is small enough compared to
A, X,s and ¢, then the form

F=a2{+- - +asx

does not vanish.

Let R(x,¢) denote the remainder term in
x® =1+c¢clogz + R(z,¢),
which satisfies the estimate R(z,e) <x € for z € [1, X]. Writing z¢ = x?/qxf and

expanding each term x5 around zero gives

F = Z aix?/q(l +elogx; + R(wi,¢))
i=1

S
=a+eA+ Z aixt I R(z;,€),
i=1
where

S S
a a
o= E aixi/q, A= E aiaji/qlogwi.
i=1

i=1
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The idea of the proof is the following. If o does not vanish, then, being an algebraic
integer with bounded conjugates, we can write down a lower bound for |a|. At the
same time, we can make £ small enough that the lower bound on |«| is much larger
than the other terms contributing to F. On the other hand, if o vanishes then a
positive lower bound on A can be used since the remainder term has order 2. In any
case, we will need to use the estimate

S
3wl R(wie)| <axs €
=1

Case « is nonzero. Using the reverse triangle inequality and the estimate |[A| <4 x s

1 we have
|F| > a] + O04,x,s(e).

By the triangle inequality, the conjugates of « lie in the disc of radius AXs, and since

« is an algebraic integer of degree at most ¢° we have
1< |of(AXs)? 7L

In particular |a| is bounded below by a positive constant depending on A, X, s,q.
Hence, taking € small in terms of A, X, s, g, we find that F' is non-zero.

Case « is zero. In this case we have
|F| > e(JA] = O4,x,5(€))-

By [Fel70, Theorem 1], we have |[A| >4 x5, 1. Thus we can again make sure F' does
not vanish by taking € small in terms of A, X s, q.

Finally, choose (A, X, s, q) small enough so that if ¢ < 1, then F does not vanish
in either case.

Q.E.D.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¥(A, X, s, q) be a decreasing function of q. There exist uncountably
many real numbers ¢ with the following property. For each triple of positive integers

A, X, s, there are coprime integers a and q > 0 with

a
c— —

< /IZ}(A’ X’ s’ q)'

Proof. For a positive integer N, let fy(¢) be the minimum of ¥(A, X, s, q) taken
over A, X, s < N. Thus if there are a and ¢ > 0 with

a
c— —

< fn(q)

for all N, then the same is true of ¥(A, X, s, q).
Let (d,) be an increasing sequence of positive integers with at least d,, > n, and
let

S DL e

n>1 n>N
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with a and ¢ coprime. Then ¢ = 29~. We therefore require that

_ Z 2—dn < Z 27" > 21—dN+1

n>N nZdI\H»l

c— =
q

is smaller than fn(g). To achieve this, define the sequence (d,) by

gl > 24,
a fn(Qd") "
for each n > 1, and for some sequence (e,) of positive integers. Since there are
uncountably many such sequences (e, ), this proves the lemma.
Q.E.D.
For each positive integer k, let ¢, be defined, as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, by

choosing d, 41 to the smallest positive integer with

2dn+1 > 2

N fn(2dn)

Then the real numbers ¢, are effectively computable. Indeed, since f,(q) is an effect-

+ k.

ively computable function, the proof of Lemma 3.2 provides an algorithm to compute
the digits of ¢;. By varying k, one obtains infinitely many effectively computable

examples. This proves Theorem D.

4. RATIONAL CASE

In this section, we consider the equation
(1) o] + a5 = x5 + 2,

but with ¢ a rational number, instead of an irrational number, which was already
considered in Theorem B. In particular, we would like to show that the quantity
B(c, N), as defined in (2), is o(N?). Together with Theorem B, this finishes the proof
of the sumset corollary stated in the introduction.

When c is a positive integer, these questions have received plenty of attention
over the years. When ¢ = 2, the non-trivial solutions overwhelm the trivial ones
B(2,N) > N?(log N)'/2 [Lan08]. Hooley addressed the case ¢ = 3 in [Ho063, Hoo80]
and arbitrary positive integral ¢ in [Hoo64, Hoo81]—the third article states the famous
conjecture that B(c, N) = 0 for integers ¢ > 5. Greaves [Gre66] obtained an improve-
ment for ¢ = 4 and Skinner—Wooley [SW95] obtained an improvement for ¢ > 5 using
the Bombieri—Pila determinant method. The further improvements of Heath-Brown
[HB02] and Browning [Bro02] for ¢ > 6 also use the determinant method, together
with geometric insights that allow for clever choices of plane sections. Recently, Sal-
berger [Sal23, Corollary 0.7] has shown that

(4) B(e,N) <. N3/Ve(log N)* +1
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for ¢ > 2. When ¢ = —d is a negative integer, the equation (1) is equivalent to the
equation
(5) (zox324) + (z12324)" = (v10274)% + (212273)%,

and applying [Sal23, Theorem 0.5] to the projective surface in IP’?@ of degree 3d defined
by (5) shows that

(6) B(e,N) <q NV3/ll(log N)* + N

when c is a negative integer.

The results of the last paragraph can be explained in terms of the Diophantine
geometry of the surface X, C ]P’% defined by (1). The surface X3 is rational over Q,
and so there are many nontrivial rational points. In particular, they are Zariski dense
in X3. The surface Xy is K3 and admits an elliptic fibration with generic fibre having
Mordell-Weil rank one. The rational points of X, are again Zariski dense (even dense
in the real topology) [SD68]. Finally, the surfaces X, for ¢ > 5 are of general type,
and the conjecture that X, contains no nontrivial rational points can be regarded as
a manifestation of the Bombieri-Lang conjecture, wherein the rational points of X,
are not Zariski dense, in contrast to the cases ¢ € {3,4}.

Let ¢ = a/q be an arbitrary rational number not in {0,1,2}. The strategy to
estimate B(a/q, N) in this case employs a result of Carr—O’Sullivan [CO09, Theorem
1.1] about linear independence of a/g-powers to reduce to the problem of estimating
B(a, M) for various M < N'/4. This is the content of Proposition 4.2. The problem
of estimating B(a, M) can be handled using, for example, Salberger’s results [Sal23,
Theorem 0.5, Corollary 0.7], which we have mentioned already. This results in the
following estimates for B(a/q, N). In fact, for ¢ € {1/2,1/3} we obtain asymptotic
formulae.

Theorem 4.1. Let N > 2 be an irrational number.
(1) We have the asymptotic formulae
B(1/2,N) = ((3/2)N*/? + O(N log N),
B(1/3,N) = N(log N) + O(N).
(2) For q > 3 we have B(1/q, N) < N, and for ¢ > 2 we have
N(log N)3
¢
(3) For a rational number a/q in lowest terms, and with a < 0 or a > 2, we have

N(log N)*
B

B(2/q,N) <

B(a/q,N) <a
We now prove some auxiliary results that are required to establish Theorem 4.1.

Proposition 4.2. Let a and ¢ > 0 be coprime integers, and let x = (x1,x2,x3,T4)

be a non-trivial solution to (1) with ¢ = a/q. Then we can write x; = alb for
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i € {1,2,3,4}, where a = (a1, a2, as,a4) is a non-trivial solution to (1) with ¢ = a,
and b is a positive integer. In particular, for N a positive integer we have
B(a/q,N) =Y B(a,(N/b)"/%).
b<N
Proof. Suppose x is a non-trivial solution to (1) and let z; = ab; where a;,b; € [N]
and the b; are ¢g-th power free. Consider the set A = {ba/q, a/q,bg/q,bz/q} inside
L= Q(b}/q,b;/q,bé/q,byq). If z,w € {b1,...,bs} and 2%/9 and w7 are Q-linearly
dependent, then let s and ¢t be coprime integers with sz%/9 = tw%/4. If p is a prime

dividing s, then
4v,(5) + avy(2) = av,(w)

so that a | vp(s). Therefore s = u® for some integer w, and similarly t = v*. We now

v\ 1
z=|—] w,
U

s0 z = w, since z and w are g-th power free. In the notation of [CO09], this means
that A € 6(Q, L), and so A is Q-linearly independent by Theorem 1.1 in loc. cit..

Substituting the expressions for the x; into (1) yields

a‘fb‘f/q + agbg/q = agbg/q + aZbZ/q.

have

Since the a; are nonzero, we know that b; must be equal to at least one of bs, b3 or
bs. If it is equal to bg, but not bs or by, then a3 = as = 0, and so by must be equal to
at least one of b3 and by. If it is only equal to say bz, then a1 = as, so as = a4 and we
have a trivial solution. Therefore by = by = b3 = by. In particular, every nontrivial
solution takes the form

z; = alb
for some a; € [N'/9] and b € [N], such that a is a nontrivial solution to
a$ + a3 = a3 + ay.
It follows that

B(a/q,N) = 3" B(a, (N/b)/).

b<N

Q.E.D.
The following lemma can be proved using partial summation [Apo98, Theorem

3.2], but we state it here for convenience.
Lemma 4.3. Let a > 0 and let N be a positive integer. Then

N\* ] N(logN)+O(N) a=1,
2 () | 4 C@NT+0(1) a#1,

where the big-O constant does not depend on .

b<N
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The following upper bound for B(2, N) will be useful in the proof of Theorem 4.1.
Lemma 4.4. For N > 2 we have B(2, N) < N?(log N)3.

Proof. We thank Akshat Mudgal for showing us this argument. For n < 2N?2 let
r(n) = #{(z,y) € [N]* 1 n = 2® —y*}.

If n = 22 — y? then  — y divides n. If d = x — y then we can recover z, and therefore
y, from d because of the relation 2x = d 4+ n/d. Thus r(n) < o¢(n), where o is the

divisor counting function. Then

B@2,N)< Y r(n)®< > oo(n)* < N*(logN)?,
n<2N2 n<2N2

where the second moment estimate for the divisor function can be found in [LT17].
Q.E.D.
Proof of Theorem 4.1. Suppose first that a« = 1. Then Proposition 4.2 yields

B(l/g,N) =Y KJZ>1/L1J3

b<N

S((5) wem)

= () (2 (5))

and two applications of Lemma 4.3 give

B(1/2,N) = ((3/2)N*? + O(NlogN) (¢ =2),
B(1/3,N) = Nlog N + O(N) (g =3),
B(1/q,N) < ¢N (¢ > 3).

When a = 2, we use the upper bound in Lemma 4.4 to obtain

o 2/q
B(2/q,N) < (log N)* > <JZ)

3
q b<N

o 3
< gqiv) <1N2/q +<<2/q>N2/‘1+1)
N(log N)3

<
7
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When a > 2, we use [Sal23, Corollary 0.7] to obtain

(log N)* N\
B(a/q,N) <, T4 Z ()

b
b<N

log N)* N —1/2 -
o (ng;m : <1 T 3a- 17241 +((3a™V/2q )N 1+1>
N(log N)*
a q3 .
When a = —d is negative,
B(a/q,N) <a »_ B(—d,(N/b)"/?)
b<N
(log N)* [N\ V2P0
S 2 <b>
b<N
log N)* N
<, (0g4 )
¢t 1-+/3¢7?
N(log N)*
a q3 .

This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.1.
Q.E.D.
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