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Abstract. Let A be a sufficiently dense subset of a finite field Fq

or a finite, cyclic ring Z/NZ. Assuming that q and N have no small
prime divisors, we show that generalised Fermat equations have the
expected number of solutions over A. We further show that our
density threshold is optimal. Our proofs involve average Fourier
decay for Bohr sets, mixed character sum bounds, equidistribution
of polynomial sequences, popular Cauchy–Davenport lemmas, and
a regularity-type lemma due to Semchankau.

Dedicated to Trevor Wooley on the occasion of his (53 − 43 − 13)th birthday

1. Introduction

This paper studies solutions to Fermat equations over dense subsets
of finite fields and cyclic rings. Such a problem seems to have been first
studied by Csikvári–Gyarmati–Sárközy [6], who considered solutions to
the equation

x+ y = z2 (1.1)
with the variables lying in dense subsets of finite fields. They observed
that the set

A = {x ∈ Fp : x ∈ (0, p/4) and x2 ∈ (p/2, p)}, (1.2)

while satisfying |A| ≫ p, does not exhibit any solutions to (1.1). They
further asked whether a colouring version of this result might exist,
that is, for any partition Fp = C1 ∪ · · · ∪ Cr with r ∈ N, does there
always exist some 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r such that Ci has solutions to (1.1)? The
latter question, along with its generalisation to more broader equations
of the shape

xα + yβ = zγ, (1.3)
was resolved by Lindqvist [15]. In fact, Lindqvist proved that for any
α, β, γ ∈ N and any partition Fp = C1 ∪ · · · ∪ Cr, with r ∈ N, there
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must exist some 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r such that Ci has ≫r,α,β,γ p
2 many solutions

to (1.3). This matches the total number of solutions to (1.3) in Fp,
up to multiplicative constants. Such a phenomenon has been referred
to as supersaturation, by analogy with the extremal combinatorics
parlance. We refer the reader to the pioneering works of Varnavides [21]
and Frankl–Graham–Rödl [8], who established these types of results
for linear equations over integers. See also [3, 4, 16] and [14] for
supersaturation results for non-linear equations over the integers and
finite, cyclic rings, respectively.

Returning to the set A in (1.2), one can prove using standard Fourier-
analytic methods that |A| ⩾ p/8 − o(p). A natural question then is
whether there is any larger set that does not contain solutions to (1.1).
A straightforward consequence of the results in this paper is that this
is roughly the best possible construction.

Corollary 1.1. For every κ > 0, every prime p sufficiently large in
terms of κ, and every set A ⊆ Fp satisfying |A| ⩾ p(1/8 + κ), one has∑

x,y,z∈A

1x+y=z2 ≫κ p
2.

In fact, our results in this paper provide optimal density thresholds
along with supersaturation for a wider family of equations in broader
algebraic settings. Writing [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n} for every n ∈ N, our first
main result over general finite fields is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let r and i1 < · · · < ir be positive integers, and let
s ⩾ 3 be an integer. Let

[s] = I1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ir
be a partition of [s] into discrete intervals I1, . . . , Ir such that |Ij| = kj
for all j. Let κ > 0, and let ε > 0 be sufficiently small in terms of
s, ir, κ. Let p be a prime sufficiently large in terms of s, ir, κ, and let
q = pm for some m ∈ N. Let u ∈ Fq, let c1, . . . , cs ∈ Fq \ {0}, and let
A ⊆ Fq with

|A| ⩾

( ∏
1⩽j⩽r

1

rkj
+ κ

)
q. (1.4)

Then there are at least εqs−1 many solutions x ∈ As to∑
1⩽j⩽r

∑
n∈Ij

cnx
ij
n = u. (1.5)

Corollary 1.1 can be deduced directly from Theorem 1.2 by setting

r = 2, (i1, i2) = (1, 2), [3] = {1, 2} ∪ {3}, u = 0.



DENSE FERMAT OVER FINITE FIELDS AND RINGS 3

Another setting of interest is the case when r = 1 and i1 = k. This
can be interpreted as a dense Waring-type problem in Fp.

Corollary 1.3. Let s ⩾ 3 and k ⩾ 1 be integers. Let κ > 0, and
let ε > 0 be sufficiently small in terms of s, k, κ. Let p be a prime
sufficiently large in terms of s, k, κ, and let q = pm for some m ∈ N.
Let u ∈ Fq, let c1, . . . , cs ∈ Fq \ {0}, and let A ⊆ Fq with

|A|
q

⩾
1

s
+ κ.

Then there are at least εqs−1 many solutions x ∈ As to

c1x
k
1 + · · ·+ csx

k
s = u. (1.6)

Waring’s problem over N concerns representing all positive integers
— or all but finitely many — as sums of at most s many kth powers
of positive integers. The majority of interest has revolved around the
search for the best possible dependence of s on k, see [1]. More recently,
there has been work which has focused on proving dense versions of
Waring’s problem, that is, given a sufficiently dense subset A of the
kth powers, one wants to represent all sufficiently large positive integers
as a sum of at most s many elements from A, see [17]. One can also
replace the kth powers with other arithmetically interesting sets, see
the very nice work of Shao [19] which considers the analogous problem
over dense subsets of primes, see also [13]. All the aforementioned
works proceed via applying the transference principle from additive
combinatorics [9] to switch this problem to the Z/NZ setting, for some
appropriately chosen N ∈ N.

Our second main result is an optimal version of Theorem 1.2 over
finite, cyclic rings Z/NZ, for suitably rough N .

Theorem 1.4. Let r and i1 < · · · < ir be positive integers, and let
s ⩾ 3 be an integer. Let [s] = I1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ir be a partition of [s] into
discrete intervals I1, . . . , Ir such that |Ij| = kj for all j. Let κ > 0, let
Ω ⩾ 1, and let ε > 0 be sufficiently small in terms of s, ir, κ,Ω. Then
there exists a large constant R depending only on s, ir, κ,Ω such that
the following is true.

Let N = pm1
1 · · · pmt

t with

t,m1, . . . ,mt ⩽ Ω and p1, . . . , pm ⩾ R. (1.7)

Let u ∈ Z/NZ, let c1, . . . , cs ∈ (Z/NZ)×, and let A ⊆ Z/NZ with

|A| ⩾

( ∏
1⩽j⩽r

1

rkj
+ κ

)
N. (1.8)
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Then there are at least εN s−1 many solutions x ∈ As to (1.5).

Above and in the sequel, the pj are understood to be pairwise distinct
primes.

As before, Theorem 1.4 dispenses the following optimal dense Waring
result in Z/NZ for suitably rough numbers N .

Corollary 1.5. Let s ⩾ 3 and k ⩾ 1 be integers. Let κ > 0, let
Ω ⩾ 1, and let ε > 0 be sufficiently small in terms of s, k, κ,Ω. Then,
there exists a large constant R depending only on s, k, κ,Ω such that
the following is true.

Let N = pm1
1 · · · pmt

t ∈ N with (1.7). Let c1, . . . , cs ∈ (Z/NZ)×, let
u ∈ Z/NZ, and let A ⊆ Z/NZ with

|A|
N

⩾
1

s
+ κ.

Then there are at least εN s−1 many solutions x ∈ As to (1.6).

The only previously known result in this direction is due to the
second author [14], who considered the setting of Corollary 1.5 when
k = 2 and s ⩾ 5, but with more general choices of N . Hence,
in comparison, our method gives optimal density results for higher
powers with potentially distinct exponents in much fewer variables,
although we are required to restrict to rough numbers N with few
prime factors, while the techniques of [14] work for more general rough
numbers N . In fact, the approach in [14] is quite different from our
current paper. The former relies on restriction estimates combined
with the transference principle. We deploy regularity-type arguments
of Semchankau [18], together with a popular Cauchy–Davenport lemma
and results on equidistribution of polynomial sequences in Bohr sets,
see Proposition 5.3.

We emphasise that Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 deliver optimal density
thresholds. In order to see this quickly, we consider the following
example over Fp.

Example 1.6. Given λ1, . . . , λr ∈ Fp \ {0}, we set cn = λj for every
1 ⩽ j ⩽ r and every n ∈ Ij, and let

A =

{
x ∈ Fp : λjx

ij ∈
(
0,

p

kjr

)
(1 ⩽ j ⩽ r)

}
.

One may apply Lemma 4.1, along with the fact that ∥1̂P∥1 ≪ log p for
any arithmetic progression P in Fp, to deduce that

|A| = (1 + o(1))p
∏

1⩽j⩽r

1

kjr
.
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Moreover A has no solutions to (1.5) when u = 0, since for every
1 ⩽ j ⩽ r and every {an}n∈Ij ⊆ A, one has

λj
∑
n∈Ij

aijn ∈
(
0,
p

r

)
, whence

r∑
j=1

∑
n∈Ij

cna
ij
n ∈ (0, p).

Furthermore, we note that it is necessary to have N be at least
somewhat rough in Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5, as evinced by the
following example.

Example 1.7. Let k ∈ N, let N = 3N ′ where N ′ is coprime to 3, and
let

A = {x ∈ Z/NZ : xk ≡ 1 mod 3}.
Then A has large density, which is 1/3 when k is odd and 2/3 when k
is even. However, owing to the congruence obstruction, it is impossible
to represent all elements in Z/NZ by xk1 + · · ·+ xks with xj ∈ A for all
1 ⩽ j ⩽ s, no matter how large s is.

It would be interesting to study the problem over function fields.
Equidistribution of polynomial sequences — a key ingredient in our
approach — was recently established in [12] and [2].

Let us finish our introduction with a brief description of the proof
strategy. To fix ideas, consider (1.6). Assume for a contradiction
that the iterated sumset A1 + · · · + As does not contain u with high
multiplicity, where Ai = {ciak : a ∈ A}. Semchankau’s wrapping
lemma tells us that each Ai is mostly contained in a wrapper Wi, where
a wrapper is a union of a small number of inhomogeneous, low-rank
Bohr sets (it is important that we control the parameters). Moreover, it
tells us that W1+· · ·+Ws does not fill the group with high multiplicity.
Combining this with Green and Ruzsa’s popular Cauchy–Davenport
lemma allows us to deduce that the average density of W1, . . . ,Ws is
at most 1/s + o(1). Next, we establish strong average Fourier decay
estimates for Bohr sets and hence for wrappers. We infer from this —
and an extra slicing argument for moduli that are not prime powers —
effective equidistribution of kth powers in a wrapper. This, along with
the upper bound on the average density of the wrappers, gives us an
upper bound on the density of A, delivering the desired contradiction.

Organisation. We record some preliminary definitions and results in
§2, including a popular version of the Cauchy–Davenport lemma along
with various Weil-type bounds on exponential sums. In §3, we record a
variation of Semchankau’s so-called Wrapping Lemma [18]. We prove
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Theorem 1.2 in §4, and we prove some equidistribution results along
with Theorem 1.4 in §5.

Notation. We use Vinogradov notation, that is, we write X ≪ Y to
mean there exists some absolute constant C > 0 such that |X| ⩽ CY .
We denote X ≪z Y to mean that the above implicit constant C may
depend on z. We write X = Oz(Y ) to mean X ≪z Y . For any set X
and any k ∈ N, we write Xk = {(x1, . . . , xk) : x1, . . . , xk ∈ X}. Given
k ∈ N, we will use v to denote the vector (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ Rk. For a set
or statement E, we write 1E for its indicator function.

2. Preliminaries

Let G be a finite abelian group, and let Ĝ be its group of characters.
Given a function f : G→ C, we define its Fourier transform f̂ : Ĝ→ C
as

f̂(γ) =
∑
x∈G

f(x)γ(x).

By orthogonality, we get that for all y ∈ G, one has

f(y) = |G|−1
∑
γ∈Ĝ

f̂(γ)γ(y).

For any function g : Ĝ→ C and any q ∈ [1,∞), we define

∥g∥q =
(
|G|−1

∑
γ∈Ĝ

|g(γ)|q
)1/q and ∥g∥∞ = max

γ∈Ĝ
|g(γ)|.

For any functions f1, f2 : G → C and g1, g2 : Ĝ → C, we define their
convolutions f1 ∗ f2 : G→ C and g1 ∗ g2 : Ĝ→ C by

(f1 ∗ f2)(x) =
∑
y∈G

f1(y)f2(x− y)

and
(g1 ∗ g2)(γ) = |G|−1

∑
γ′∈Ĝ

g1(γ
′)g2(γγ

′−1),

for all x ∈ G and all γ ∈ Ĝ.

2.1. Wrappers. We now record the notion of wrappers. These were
introduced and employed by Semchankau [18] to analyse various sum–
product-type problems in Fp. Let τ ∈ (0, 1) be a real number, and
let

S1 = S1 ∪ S2 ∪ · · · ∪ Sr (2.1)
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be a partition of S1 into arcs such that µ(S1) = · · · = µ(Sr−1) = τ and
0 < µ(Sr) ⩽ τ . Let γ1, . . . , γd be pairwise distinct characters in Ĝ. For
any v = (v1, . . . , vd) ∈ [r]d, we define the inhomogeneous Bohr set

Bv = Bv,γ1,...,γd,S1,...,Sr = {x ∈ G : γi(x) ∈ Svi (1 ⩽ i ⩽ d)}. (2.2)

For ease of notation, we omit the dependence of Bv on the parameters
γ1, . . . , γd, S1, . . . , Sr. Note that

G = ∪v∈[r]dBv.

Given any set X ⊆ [r]d, we call the set V = ∪v∈XBv a (τ, d)-wrapper.
These are essentially the wrappers introduced by Semchankau [18],

but our definition is very slightly more general. We will use wrappers to
contain — i.e. wrap — certain sets, up to a small number of elements.
The advantage of using wrappers is that they have considerable average
Fourier decay.

Given real numbers 0 ⩽ ℓ1 < ℓ2 and any function f : G → [0,∞),
we define

∆f (ℓ1, ℓ2) = {x ∈ G : ℓ1 ⩽ f(x) ⩽ ℓ2}.
The following is essentially [18, Corollary 1], and can be deduced by
combining elementary combinatorial arguments with a result of Croot–
Łaba–Sisask [5, Corollary 3.3].

Lemma 2.1. Let f : G → [0,∞), let τ ∈ (0, 1), and let q > 2 be a
real number. Then there exists a positive integer d ≪ q/τ 2, pairwise
distinct, non-trivial characters γ1, . . . , γd ∈ Ĝ, a partition of S1 as in
(2.1), and a set Z ⊆ G with |Z| ⩽ e−q|G| such that the following holds.
For any real numbers 0 ⩽ ℓ1 < ℓ2, there exists X ⊆ [r]d such that

∆f (ℓ1 + δ, ℓ2 − δ) \ Z ⊆ (∪v∈XBv) \ Z ⊆ ∆f (ℓ1 − δ, ℓ2 + δ) \ Z,

where δ = 20∥f̂∥1τ .

We remark that for certain choices of ℓ1, ℓ2, one could have X = ∅.

2.2. A popular Cauchy–Davenport lemma. The following is a
general Pollard–Kneser-type result due to Green–Ruzsa [10, Proposition
6.2].

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a finite abelian group, and let H be the largest
proper subgroup of G. Then, for every non-empty A,B ⊆ G and every
1 ⩽ t ⩽ min{|A|, |B|},∑

x∈G

min{t,
∑
a∈A
b∈B

1a+b=x} ⩾ tmin{|G|, |A|+ |B| − t− |H|}.
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This can be used to establish the following popular Kneser-type
inequality, see the derivation of [14, Theorem 4.1].

Lemma 2.3. For each s ∈ N and each δ, κ > 0, there exist c,M > 0
such that the following holds. Let θ1, . . . , θs > δ with

θ1 + · · ·+ θs ⩾ 1 + κ.

Let G be a finite abelian group G such that its largest proper subgroup H
satisfies |H| ⩽ |G|/M . Then, for any x ∈ G and any A1, . . . , As ⊆ G
satisfying |Ai| ⩾ θi|G| for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s,∑

a1∈A1,...,as∈As

1a1+···+as=x ⩾ c|G|s−1.

2.3. Deligne’s bound. The following estimate was demonstrated by
Deligne. This formulation can be found in the introduction of [11], and
is a special case of [7, Theorem 8.4].

Lemma 2.4. Let k ∈ N, and let p be a prime such that p ∤ k. Let Fq be
a field of characteristic p, and let ψ : Fq → S1 be a non-trivial additive
character. Let P (x) ∈ Fq[x] be a polynomial of degree k. Then∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
x∈Fq

ψ(P (x))

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ⩽ (k − 1)
√
q.

For the rings Z/pmZ, there are also power-saving exponential sum
bounds. The following estimate follows from [22, Equation 7.9] and
Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.5. Let k,m ∈ N, and let p be a prime such that p > k. Let
P (x) ∈ (Z/pmZ)[x] be a polynomial of degree k. Then∑

x∈Z/pmZ

epm(P (x)) ≪k p
m−1/k.

3. Semchankau’s wrapping lemma

Our aim in this section is to record the proof of the following variation
of a result due to Semchankau [18].

Theorem 3.1. Let ε, δ ∈ (0, 1], let s ⩾ 3 be an integer, and let
A1, . . . , As ⊆ G satisfy |Ai| ⩾ δ|G| for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s. Suppose
there exists a ∈ G such that∑

a1∈A1,...,as∈As

1a1+···+as=a < ε|G|s−1.
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Then, for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s, there exist τi > 0 and di ∈ N, as well as
Wi, Yi ⊆ G such that Wi is a (τi, di)-wrapper,

τi ≫ ε1/(2s)δ1/2ε⌈ε
−2⌉, di ≪ τ−2

i log(10/ε)

and
|Yi| ≪ ε1/(2s)|G|, Ai \ Yi ⊆ Wi.

Moreover, there exists b ∈ G such that∑
w1∈W1,...,ws∈Ws

1w1+···+ws=b ≪s δ
−sε1/2|G|s−1.

We now present the proof of Theorem 3.1. We may assume that
a = 0 by translating A1 appropriately. Let n ⩾ 2 be an integer to be
chosen later, and let

Γ = {γ ∈ Ĝ : |1̂A1(γ)| > |G|/n1/2}.
Since s ⩾ 3,

|G|−1
∑

γ∈Ĝ\Γ

|1̂A1(γ) · · · 1̂As(γ)| ⩽ |G|s−4
∑

γ∈Ĝ\Γ

|1̂A1(γ)1̂A2(γ)1̂A3(γ)|

⩽ |G|s−4(
∑
γ∈Ĝ

|1̂A2(γ)|2)1/2(
∑
γ∈Ĝ

|1̂A3(γ)|2)1/2 max
γ∈Ĝ\Γ

|1̂A1(γ)|

⩽ |G|s−1/n1/2. (3.1)

By orthogonality, one has

#Γ|G|2/n ⩽
∑
γ∈Ĝ

|1̂A1(γ)|2 = |G|#A1 ⩽ |G|2,

whence #Γ ⩽ n.
Let σ ∈ (0, 1) be a parameter to be chosen later, let Sσ be an arc of

length 2σ centred at 1 ∈ S1, and let B be the Bohr set

B = {x ∈ G : γ(x) ∈ Sσ for all γ ∈ Γ}.
The Bohr set B has rank |Γ| ⩽ n, and so

|B| ⩾ σ|Γ||G| ⩾ σn|G|, (3.2)

see [20, Lemma 4.20]. Moreover, for any γ ∈ Γ,

1̂B(γ) =
∑
b∈B

γ(b) = |B|(1 +O(σ)). (3.3)

Now for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s, define

fi(x) = |B|−1(1Ai
∗ 1B)(x) = |B|−1

∑
y∈G

1Ai
(y)1B(x− y)
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for all x ∈ G. These functions approximate the additive structure of
1Ai

on the physical side while having smoother Fourier L1 norm, see
(3.4) and (3.5) respectively. We first prove the former statement, and
so, note that

f̂i(γ) = |B|−11̂Ai
(γ)1̂B(γ).

This, in turn, implies that |f̂i(γ)| ⩽ |G|/n1/2 for all γ /∈ Γ, while
f̂i(γ) = 1̂Ai

(γ)(1+O(σ)) for all γ ∈ Γ, with the latter equality following
from (3.3). Furthermore, (3.1) implies that

|G|−1
∑
γ /∈Γ

|f̂1(γ) · · · f̂s(γ)| ⩽ |G|−1
∑
γ /∈Γ

|1̂A1(γ) . . . 1̂As(γ)|

⩽ |G|s−1/n1/2.

Consequently,∑
x1,...,xs

f1(x1) · · · fs(xs)1x1+···+xs=0 = |G|−1
∑
γ

f̂1(γ) · · · f̂s(γ)

= |G|−1
∑
γ∈Γ

1̂A1(γ) · · · 1̂As(γ)(1 +O(σ))s +O(|G|s−1/n1/2)

= |G|−1
∑
γ∈Γ

1̂A1(γ) · · · 1̂As(γ) +Os(|G|s−1(n−1/2 + σ))

=
∑

x1,...,xs

1A1(x1) · · ·1As(xs)1x1+···+xs=0 +Os(|G|s−1(n−1/2 + σ))

< ε|G|s−1 +Os(|G|s−1n−1/2 + σ)), (3.4)

where the penultimate step follows from (3.1) and orthogonality. As
for the Fourier properties of fi, note by a straightforward application
of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and orthogonality that

∥f̂i∥1 = |G|−1|B|−1
∑
γ∈Ĝ

|1̂Ai
(γ)1̂B(γ)| ⩽ |Ai|1/2|B|−1/2. (3.5)

Now let q > 2 and α ∈ (0, 1) be parameters and, for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s,
let

ηi =
α|Ai|
20|G|

and τi =
α|Ai|1/2|B|1/2

800|G|
(3.6)

be reals lying in (0, 1). For each 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s, we apply Lemma 2.1 to
obtain a positive integer di ≪ q/τ 2i and a set Zi ⊆ G with |Zi| ⩽ e−q|G|
such that, upon setting ℓ1 = ηi and ℓ2 = 1 + 40∥f̂i∥1τi, we obtain a
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(τi, di)-wrapper Vi such that

∆fi(ηi + 20∥f̂i∥1τi, 1 + 20∥f̂i∥1τi) \ Zi ⊆ Vi \ Zi

⊆ ∆fi(ηi − 20∥f̂i∥1τi, 1 + 60∥f̂i∥1τi) \ Zi. (3.7)

Let us also record some useful properties that we will need later. By
(3.5),

20∥f̂i∥1τi ⩽ ηi/2. (3.8)
This, along with our choice of ηi, τi, implies that∑

x∈G:fi(x)<ηi+20∥f̂i∥1τi

fi(x) < (ηi + 20∥f̂i∥1τi)|G| < 2ηi|G|

= α|Ai|/10 < |Ai| =
∑
x∈G

fi(x), (3.9)

whence ∆fi(ηi+20∥f̂i∥1τi, 1) ̸= ∅. Finally, the second inclusion in (3.7)
combines with (3.8) to furnish

1Vi
⩽

fi

ηi − 20∥f̂∥1τi
+ 1Zi

⩽
2fi
ηi

+ 1Zi
⩽ 2η−1

i (fi + 1Zi
). (3.10)

We now establish some desirable additive properties of V1, . . . , Vs.
Inequality (3.10) gives us∑
v1∈V1,...,vs∈Vs

1v1+···+vs=0

⩽
∑

x1,...,xs∈G

s∏
i=1

2η−1
i (fi(xi) + 1Zi

(xi))1x1+···+xs=0

≪s (η1 · · · ηs)−1

( ∑
x1,...,xs∈G

f1(x1) · · · fs(xs)1x1+···+xs=0 + e−q|G|s−1

)
.

The assumption that |Ai| ⩾ δ|G| along with the definition of ηi in (3.6)
imply that ηi ≫ αδ for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s. This in turn combines with
the preceding inequality and (3.4) to deliver the estimate∑

v1∈V1,...,vs∈Vs

1v1+···+vs=0 ≪s α
−sδ−s|G|s−1(ε+ n−1/2 + σ + e−q).

Setting
n = ⌈ε−2⌉, σ = ε and q = log(10/ε) (3.11)

yields ∑
v1∈V1,...,vs∈Vs

1v1+···+vs=0 ≪s εα
−sδ−s|G|s−1. (3.12)
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Given 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s and b ∈ B, define

Ai,b = {a ∈ Ai : fi(a+ b) < ηi + 20∥f̂i∥1τi}.

Let bi ∈ B satisfy |Ai,bi | ⩽ |Ai,b| for all b ∈ B. A standard averaging
argument, together with (3.9), gives

|Ai,bi| ⩽ |B|−1
∑
b∈B

|Ai,b| =
∑

x∈G:fi(x)<ηi+20∥f̂i∥1τi

fi(x) < α|Ai|/10.

Now, if a ∈ Ai \ Ai,bi , then fi(a + bi) ⩾ ηi + 20∥f̂i∥1τi, which in turn
combines with the first inclusion in (3.7) to tell us that either a+bi ∈ Zi

or a+ bi ∈ Vi. For every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s, we set

Wi = Vi − bi and Yi = Ai,bi ∪ (Zi − bi).

Then
|Yi| ⩽ α|Ai|/10 + e−q|G| ≪ α|G|+ ε|G|.

Setting α = ε1/(2s) delivers the desired upper bound for |Yi|. Moreover,
note that Ai \ Yi ⊆ Wi and∑

w1,∈W1,...,ws∈Ws

1w1+···+ws=−b1−···−bs =
∑

v1∈V1,...,vs∈Vs

1v1+···+vs=0

≪ ε1/2δ−s|G|s−1,

using (3.12) and the fact that α = ε1/(2s).
The simple observation that translates of (τi, di)-wrappers are also

(τi, di)-wrappers ensures that Wi is a (τi, di)-wrapper. Our choice of τi
in (3.6) along with (3.2) and (3.11) implies that

τi ≫ αδ1/2σn/2 ≫ ε1/(2s)δ1/2ε⌈ε
−2⌉.

Finally, since di ≪ q/τ 2i , our choice of q dispenses the estimate

di ≪ τ−2
i log(10/ε).

This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

4. Finite fields

This section will culminate in a proof of Theorem 1.2. Here q = pm,
for some prime p and some m ∈ N. For α, x ∈ Fq, let

ψα(x) = ep(Tr(αx)) = ψ1(αx).
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4.1. Equidistribution of powers.

Lemma 4.1. Let r be a positive integer, let X1, . . . , Xr be non-empty
subsets of Fq, and let 1 ⩽ i1 < i2 < · · · < ir < p be integers. Then

#{n ∈ Fq : n
ij ∈ Xj (1 ⩽ j ⩽ r)} − |X1| · · · |Xr|

qr−1

≪ir ∥1̂X1∥1 · · · ∥1̂Xr∥1
√
q.

Proof. Put X = X1 × · · · ×Xr. By orthogonality,

#{n ∈ Fq : n
ij ∈ Xj (1 ⩽ j ⩽ r)}

=
∑
n∈Fq

∑
x∈X

1ni1=x1
· · ·1nir=xr

= q−r
∑
α∈Fr

q

∑
x∈X

ψ1(−α · x)
∑
n∈Fq

ψ1(α1n
i1 + · · ·+ αrn

ir)

= q−r
∑
α∈Fr

q

1̂X1(ψ−α1) · · · 1̂Xr(ψ−αr)
∑
n∈Fq

ψ1(α1n
i1 + · · ·+ αrn

ir).

Thus, by Lemma 2.4,∣∣∣∣#{n ∈ Fq : n
ij ∈ Xj (1 ⩽ j ⩽ r)} − |X1| · · · |Xr|

qr−1

∣∣∣∣
⩽ q−r

∑
0̸=α∈Fr

q

|1̂X1(−α1) · · · 1̂X1(−αr)
∑
n∈Fq

ψ1(α1n
i1 + · · ·+ αrn

ir)|

⩽ ∥1̂X1∥1 · · · ∥1̂Xr∥1ir
√
q. □

4.2. Average Fourier decay. As an additive group, we can identify
Fq with G = Fm

p . In this subsection, we use ⟨·, ·⟩ interchangeably with
the dot product on G. Let r ∈ G and

ψr(x) = ep(r · x).
Bohr sets of rank 1 for this additive character have the form

B =

{
x ∈ G :

∥∥∥∥r · x− c

p

∥∥∥∥ ⩽ δ

}
,

where c ∈ Z and 0 < δ ⩽ 1/2.
In the case m = 1, it follows from [18, Proposition 3.2] and the proof

of [18, Proposition 3.3] that

∥1̂B∥1 ≪ log p. (4.1)

We now extend this to the case of general m.

Lemma 4.2. We have (4.1).
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Proof. First suppose r = 0. Then B is either empty or G. If B is
empty, then ∥1̂B∥1 = 0. If B = G, then

∥1̂B∥1 = |G|−1|1̂G(0)| = 1.

It suffices to consider two other cases for r, namely:
I. r · r ̸= 0

II. r · r = 0.
Let ℓ ∈ G \H, where

H = {x ∈ G : r · x = 0}.

In Case I, we choose ℓ = r for simplicity.
We decompose

G = H ⊕ Fpℓ.

This restricts to a decomposition

B = H + Uℓ,

where

U =

{
u ∈ Fp :

∥∥∥∥uℓ · r− c

p

∥∥∥∥ ⩽ δ

}
,

and each element of B is h+ uℓ for some unique pair (h, u) ∈ H × U .
Now

1̂B(ξ) =
∑
x∈B

ep(x · ξ),

so

∥1̂B∥1 = p−m
∑
ξ0∈H
v∈Fp

∣∣∣∣∣∑
u∈U

∑
h∈H

ep(⟨h+ uℓ, ξ0 + vℓ⟩)

∣∣∣∣∣
= p−m

∑
ξ0∈H
v∈Fp

∣∣∣∣∣∑
u∈U

ep(u⟨ℓ, ξ0 + vℓ⟩)
∑
h∈H

ep(⟨h, ξ0 + vℓ⟩)

∣∣∣∣∣ .
The inner sum vanishes unless ξ0 + vℓ = λr for some λ ∈ Fp.

Case I. In this case ℓ = r. For the inner sum not to vanish, we must
have ξ0∥r and hence ξ0 = 0, since r·ξ0 = 0 and r·r ̸= 0. Consequently,

∥1̂B∥1 = p−1
∑
v∈Fp

∣∣∣∣∣∑
u∈U

ep(uvr · r)

∣∣∣∣∣ = p−1
∑
v∈Fp

∣∣∣∣∣∑
u∈U

ep(uv)

∣∣∣∣∣ .
This is O(log p), as we saw in the case m = 1.
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Case II. As ℓ /∈ H and ξ0, r ∈ H, we cannot have ξ0+ vℓ = λr unless
v = 0 and ξ0 = λr. Therefore

∥1̂B∥1 = p−1
∑
λ∈Fp

∣∣∣∣∣∑
u∈U

ep(uλℓ · r)

∣∣∣∣∣ = p−1
∑
λ∈Fp

∣∣∣∣∣∑
u∈U

ep(uλ)

∣∣∣∣∣ .
This is O(log p), as in Case I. □

We can bootstrap this to infer average Fourier decay for wrappers.

Lemma 4.3. Let W be a (τ, d)-wrapper in Fq. Then

∥1̂W∥1 ≪τ,d (log p)
d.

Proof. By definition, the wrapper W is a disjoint union of Oτ,d(1) many
setsB = Bv as given by (2.2), and so, by a simple application of triangle
inequality, it suffices to prove the desired result for the set Bv. In this
case, note that we can write

B = B1 ∩ · · · ∩Bd,

for some Bohr sets B1, . . . , Bd of rank 1. Finally, Young’s convolution
inequality and Lemma 4.1 deliver

∥1̂B∥1 = ∥ ̂1B1 · · ·1Br∥1 = ∥1̂B1 ∗ · · · ∗ 1̂Br∥1
⩽ ∥1̂B1∥1 · · · ∥1̂Br∥1 ≪ (log p)d. □

4.3. Dense Fermat over finite fields. We now establish Theorem 1.2.
Assume for a contradiction that there are fewer than εqs−1 many solutions
x ∈ As to (1.5). Define

An = {cnaij : a ∈ A}

for all n ∈ Ij and all 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r. Note that |An| ⩾ |A|/ir ≫ir,s q. We
may now apply Theorem 3.1 to find, for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s, a (τi, di)-
wrapper Wi with τi ≫ε,s,ir 1 and di ≪ε,s,ir 1 such that

|Ai \Wi| ≪ ε1/(2s)q

and ∑
w1∈W1,...,ws∈Ws

1w1+···+ws=b ≪s,ir ε
1/2qs−1, (4.2)

for some b ∈ Fq.
We now claim that

|W1|+ · · ·+ |Ws| <
(
1 +

κ

10

)
q. (4.3)
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We prove this claim via contradiction, so let us assume that it does not
hold. Let C be a large, positive constant. As ε is sufficiently small, we
have

|Wi| ⩾ |Ai| − Cε1/(2s)q ≫ir,s q

for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s. We may now apply Lemma 2.3, giving∑
w1∈W1,...,ws∈Ws

1w1+···+ws ≫s,ir,κ q
s−1.

As ε is sufficiently small in terms of s, ir, κ, this contradicts (4.2).
We may therefore assume that (4.3) holds. For every n ∈ I1×· · ·×Ir,

let
Xn = {x ∈ Fq : cnj

xij ∈ Wnj
(1 ⩽ j ⩽ r)}.

By Lemma 4.3 and a change of variables, we note that if W is a (τ, d)-
wrapper in Fq and c ∈ F×

q then

∥1̂cW∥1 ≪τ,d (log p)
d.

Combining this with Lemma 4.1 yields

|Xn| −
|Wn1 | · · · |Wnr |

qr−1
≪s,ir,ε (log p)

Oε,s,ir (1)q1/2.

Since |Ai \Wi| ≪ ε1/(2s)q for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s,

|A| ⩽ |Xn|+Oir,s(ε
1/(2s)q).

Coupling this with the preceding bound, and then averaging over all
n ∈ I1 × · · · × Ir, gives

|A|
q

⩽
1

k1 · · · kr

∑
n∈I1×···×Ir

|Wn1| · · · |Wnr |
qr

+Os,ir(ε
1/(2s)) +Oε,ir,s((log p)

Oε,s,ir (1)q−1/2). (4.4)

Clearly, we may assume that κ is sufficiently small in terms of r.
We may also assume that ε is a function of s, ir, κ, as the result would
then follow for all smaller values of ε. This enables us to subsume any
dependence on ε into the dependence on s, ir, κ.

By the AM–GM inequality and (4.3), the first term on the right-hand
side of (4.4) is bounded above by

1

qrk1 · · · kr

r−1

r∑
j=1

∑
nj∈Ij

|Wnj
|

r

⩽
(1 + κ/10)r

k1 · · · krrr

⩽
1 + rκ/5

k1 · · · krrr
⩽
∏

1⩽j⩽r

1

rkj
+
κ

5
.
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The other terms on the right-hand side of (4.4) are smaller than κ/5.
Therefore

|A| <

( ∏
1⩽j⩽r

1

rkj
+

3κ

5

)
q,

contradicting the hypothesis (1.4). Hence, we must have at least εqs−1

many solutions to (1.5) with x1, . . . , xs ∈ A.

5. Finite, cyclic rings

In this section, we will first prove that the wrappers are nicely
additively structured, in the sense that the powers are equidistributed
among them. Then we will use this property to deduce Theorem 1.4.

5.1. Equidistribution of powers in wrappers. Let N be a positive
integer, let β1, β2, . . . , βd ∈ Z/NZ be frequencies, and let I1, I2, . . . , Id
be real intervals. The inhomogeneous Bohr set

B = B(β1, β2, . . . , βd; I1, I2, . . . , Id)

is defined to be

=

{
x ∈ Z/NZ :

βjx

N
∈ Ij mod 1 for all 1 ⩽ j ⩽ d

}
.

We refer to d as the rank of B. (Strictly speaking, the rank is a property
of the Bohr set data, rather than a property of the set.)

The following lemma, which is in the same spirit as Lemma 4.2,
asserts that the inhomogeneous Bohr sets in Z/pmZ have considerable
average Fourier decay.

Lemma 5.1. Let p be a prime, let m ∈ N, and let B be an inhomogeneous
Bohr set of rank d in Z/pmZ. Then

∥1̂B∥1 ⩽ (C log pm)d,

where C is some absolute constant.

Proof. First, we consider the case where the Bohr set B has rank 1.
Say B = B(pℓβ; I), where β is not divisible by p and ℓ < m.

Note that for x ∈ Z/pmZ, whether pℓβx/pm = βx/pm−ℓ is in I
depends only on the residue class of x mod pm−ℓ. Thus, the Bohr set
B is of the form Q+H, where Q is an arithmetic progression mod pm−ℓ

with common difference z not divisible by p, and H is the subgroup of
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Z/pmZ generated by the element pm−ℓ. With this description, we can
compute 1̂B explicitly. Indeed,

1̂B(ξ) =
∑
q∈Q

∑
0⩽x<pℓ

epm((q + xpm−ℓ)ξ) =
∑
q∈Q

epm(qξ)
∑

0⩽x<pℓ

epℓ(xξ)

=

{
0, if pl ∤ ξ
pℓ
∑

q∈Q epm(qξ), if pℓ | ξ

≪

{
0, if pℓ ∤ ξ
pℓ∥ ξz

pm
∥−1
R/Z, if pℓ | ξ.

Thus, we have∑
ξ∈Z/pmZ

|1̂B(ξ)| ≪ pm + pℓ
∑

1⩽η<pm−l

∥∥∥∥ ηz

pm−ℓ

∥∥∥∥−1

R/Z

≪ pm + pℓ
∑

1⩽η<pm−ℓ

pm−l

η
≪ pm log(pm),

which gives the desired bound.
For higher-rank Bohr sets, we observe that ∥1̂B1B′∥1 ⩽ ∥1̂B∥1∥1̂B′∥1

for any Bohr sets B,B′ by Young’s inequality. Hence, combining this
inequality and the fact that higher-rank Bohr sets are intersections of
rank 1 Bohr sets completes the proof. □

Next, we will prove that the powers are equidistributed among the
inhomogeneous Bohr sets in Z/pmZ.
Proposition 5.2. Let i1 < · · · < ir be positive integers. Let p > ir be
prime, let m ∈ N, and let B1, . . . , Br be inhomogeneous Bohr sets of
rank d in Z/pmZ. Let c1, . . . , cr ∈ (Z/pmZ)×. Then∑

x∈Z/pmZ

1B1(c1x
i1) · · ·1Br(crx

ir) = |B1| · · · |Br|p−m(r−1)

+Oir,d(p
m−1/ir logdr pm).

Proof. By Fourier expansion and Lemma 2.5,∑
x∈Z/pmZ

1B1(c1x
i1) · · ·1Br(crx

ir)

= p−mr
∑

x∈Z/pmZ

∑
ξ1,...,ξr∈Z/pmZ

1̂B1(ξ1) · · · 1̂Br(ξr)

· epm(−ξ1c1xi1 − · · · − ξrcrx
ir)

= |B1| · · · |Br|p−m(r−1) +Oir(p
m−1/ir∥1̂B1∥1 · · · ∥1̂Br∥1).
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Thus, applying Lemma 5.1 gives the desired error term. □

To extend Proposition 5.2 to general moduli N = pm1
1 · · · pmt

t , such
Fourier-analytic arguments are — perhaps surprisingly — less effective.
The reason is that that the analysis of Hardy–Littlewood major arcs in
Z/NZ is more delicate; on some non-zero major arcs we only save √

p1
over the trivial exponential sum bound, but p1 might be considerably
smaller than other prime factors, rendering this saving not as large as
we would like. To overcome this issue, we argue in the physical space
and utilise the product structure of Z/NZ to deduce the following
proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Let i1 < · · · < ir be positive integers. Let

N = pm1
1 · · · pmt

t with p1, . . . , pt > ir,

and let B1, B2, . . . , Br be inhomogeneous Bohr sets of rank d in Z/NZ.
Let c1, . . . , cr ∈ (Z/NZ)×. Then∑

x∈Z/NZ

1B1(c1x
i1) · · ·1Br(crx

ir) = |B1| · · · |Br|N−(r−1)

+Oir,d

(
N
∑
1⩽j⩽t

logdr p
mj

j

p
1/ir
j

)
.

Proof. We will prove Proposition 5.3 by induction on the number of
prime factors t. The base case t = 1 is given by Proposition 5.2.

When t > 1, write N = pm1
1 N ′. Let fj = 1Bj

for 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r. We can
regard fj as functions on Z/pm1

1 Z× Z/N ′Z, by the Chinese remainder
theorem. Note that∑

x∈Z/NZ

1B1(c1x
i1) · · ·1Br(crx

ir)

=
∑

z∈Z/N ′Z

∑
y∈Z/pm1

1 Z

f1(c1y
i1 , c1z

i1) · · · fr(cryir , crzir).
(5.1)

The key observation is that a slice of a Bohr set is still a Bohr set
of the same rank, that is, we can regard fj(·, v) as the characteristic
function of a Bohr set in Z/pm1

1 Z, for v ∈ Z/N ′Z and 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r. To
justify this observation, note that the canonical isomorphism

Z/pm1
1 Z× Z/N ′Z ≃ Z/NZ

is given by (u, v) 7−→ uN ′Γ + vpm1
1 γ, where Γ is the multiplicative

inverse of N ′ in Z/pm1
1 Z and γ is the multiplicative inverse of pm1

1 in
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Z/N ′Z. Now, for any β ∈ Z/NZ and interval I, we have

β(uN ′Γ + vpm1
1 γ)

N
∈ I ⇐⇒ βΓu

pm1
1

∈ I− βvγ

N ′ ,

hence fj(·, v) is the characteristic function of a Bohr set of the same
rank as Bj in Z/pm1

1 Z.
By Proposition 5.2, the expression (5.1) is equal to

∑
z∈Z/N ′Z

(
p
−m1(r−1)
1

∏
1⩽j⩽r

∑
yj∈Z/p

m1
1 Z

fj(yj, cjz
ij)

+Oir,d(p
m1−1/ir
1 logdr pm1

1 )

)
. (5.2)

Summing over Z/N ′Z, the error term in (5.2) isOir,d(Np
−1/ir
1 logdr pm1

1 ).
For the main term, we apply the induction hypothesis for each y1, . . . , yr
— once again, we use the fact that the slicing of a Bohr set is still a
Bohr set of the same rank — to obtain

p
−m1(r−1)
1

∑
y1,...,yr∈Z/p

m1
1 Z

∑
z∈Z/N ′Z

f1(y1, c1z
i1) · · · fr(yr, crzir)

= p
−m1(r−1)
1

∑
y1,...,yr∈Z/p

m1
1 Z

(
(N ′)−(r−1)

∏
1⩽j⩽r

∑
zj∈Z/N ′Z

fj(yj, zj)

+Oir,d

(
N ′
∑
2⩽j⩽t

p
−1/ir
j logdr p

mj

j

))
.

(5.3)

Summing over y1, . . . , yr and multiplying by p−m1(r−1)
1 , the error term

in (5.3) is Oir,d(N
∑

2⩽j⩽t p
−1/ir
j logdr p

mj

j ), while the main term is

N−(r−1)
∑

y1,...,yr∈Z/p
m1
1 Z

∑
z1,...,zr∈Z/N ′Z

f1(y1, z1) · · · fr(yr, zr)

= N−(r−1)|B1| · · · |Br|. □

Since wrappers are disjoint unions of Bohr sets, we can write the
characteristic functions of wrappers as sums of characteristic functions
of Bohr sets to obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Let i1 < · · · < ir and D be positive integers. Let

N = pm1
1 · · · pmt

t with p1, . . . , pt > ir,
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and let Wj be a (τj, dj)-wrapper in Z/NZ, with τj ⩾ D−1 and dj ⩽ D
for 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r. Let c1, . . . , cr ∈ (Z/NZ)×. Then∑

x∈Z/NZ

1W1(c1x
i1) · · ·1Wr(crx

ir) = |W1| · · · |Wr|N−(r−1)

+Oir,D

(
N
∑
1⩽j⩽t

logDr p
mj

j

p
1/ir
j

)
.

5.2. Dense Fermat over finite, cyclic rings. We now establish
Theorem 1.4. Recall that ε is sufficiently small depending on s, ir, κ,Ω,
and that R is sufficiently large depending on s, ir, κ,Ω. Over the
course of the proof, we will explain how small ε has to be and how
large R has to be, albeit implicitly. We will work in Z/NZ, where
N = pm1

1 · · · pmt
t with (1.7). Without loss of generality, we may assume

that A ⊆ (Z/NZ)×, at the cost of changing (1.8) to

|A| ⩾

( ∏
1⩽j⩽r

1

rkj
+

9

10
κ

)
N, (5.4)

since there are at most OΩ(N/R) many elements that are not invertible.
Assume for a contradiction that there are fewer than εN s−1 many

solutions x ∈ As to (1.5). Define

An = {cnaij : a ∈ A}

for all n ∈ Ij and all 1 ⩽ j ⩽ r. Note that |An| ⩾ |A|/iΩr ≫ir,s,Ω N since
A ⊆ (Z/NZ)×. We may now apply Theorem 3.1 to find — for every
1 ⩽ i ⩽ s — a (τi, di)-wrapper Wi with τi ≫ε,s,ir,Ω 1 and di ≪ε,s,ir,Ω 1
such that

|Ai \Wi| ≪ ε1/(2s)N

and ∑
w1∈W1,...,ws∈Ws

1w1+···+ws=b ≪s,ir,Ω ε
1/2N s−1, (5.5)

for some b ∈ Z/NZ.
We now claim that

|W1|+ · · ·+ |Ws| <
(
1 +

κ

10

)
N. (5.6)

We prove this claim via contradiction, so let us assume that it does not
hold. Let C be a large, positive constant. As ε is sufficiently small, we
have

|Wi| ⩾ |Ai| − Cε1/(2s)N ≫ir,s,Ω N
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for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s. We may now apply Lemma 2.3, giving∑
w1∈W1,...,ws∈Ws

1w1+···+ws ≫s,ir,κ,Ω N
s−1.

As ε is sufficiently small, this contradicts (5.5).
We may therefore assume that (5.6) holds. For every n ∈ I1×· · ·×Ir,

let
Xn = {x ∈ Z/NZ : cnj

xij ∈ Wnj
(1 ⩽ j ⩽ r)}.

By Corollary 5.4,

|Xn| = |Wn1| · · · |Wnr |N−(r−1)

+Oε,s,ir,Ω

(
N
∑
1⩽j⩽t

p
−1/ir
j logOε,s,ir,Ω(1) pj

)
. (5.7)

Since |Ai \Wi| ≪ ε1/(2s)N for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s,

|A| ⩽ |Xn|+Os,ir,Ω(ε
1/(2s)N).

Coupling this with the preceding bound, and then averaging over all
n ∈ I1 × · · · × Ir, gives

|A|
N

⩽
1

k1 · · · kr

∑
n∈I1×···×Ir

|Wn1| · · · |Wnr |
N r

+Os,ir,Ω(ε
1/(2s)) +Oε,s,ir,Ω

(∑
1⩽j⩽t

p
−1/ir
j logOε,s,ir,Ω(1) pj

)
. (5.8)

Clearly, we may assume that κ is sufficiently small in terms of r.
Also, like in the previous section, we may assume that ε is a function
of s, ir, κ,Ω, so that the dependence of the implied constants on ε can
be subsumed into their dependence on s, ir, κ,Ω.

By the AM–GM inequality and (5.6), the first term on the right-hand
side of (5.8) is bounded above by

1

N rk1 · · · kr

r−1

r∑
j=1

∑
nj∈Ij

|Wnj
|

r

⩽
(1 + κ/10)r

k1 · · · krrr

⩽
1 + rκ/5

k1 · · · krrr
⩽
∏

1⩽j⩽r

1

rkj
+
κ

5
.

Now choose ε small enough to ensure that the first error term on the
right-hand side of (5.8) is less than κ/5, and then choose R large enough
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to ensure that the second error term on the right-hand side of (5.8) is
less than κ/5. Thus,

|A| <

( ∏
1⩽j⩽r

1

rkj
+

3κ

5

)
N,

contradicting the hypothesis (5.4). Hence, we must have at least εN s−1

many solutions to (1.5) with x1, . . . , xs ∈ A.
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