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CHARACTERISATION OF MEYER SETS VIA THE
FREIMAN-RUZSA THEOREM

JAKUB KONIECZNY

ABSTRACT. We show that the Freiman—Ruzsa theorem, characterising finite
sets with bounded doubling, leads to an alternative proof of a characterisa-
tion of Meyer sets, that is, relatively dense subsets of Euclidean spaces whose
difference sets are uniformly discrete.

1. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of quasicrystals (see also [KN84]) sparked con-
siderable interest in non-periodic, discrete subsets of R? which exhibit approximate
symmetry. For extensive background, we refer to the monograph [BG13, BG17];
accessible introduction can also be found e.g. in [Lag99|, [Lag00], [Baa02]. More
recently, non-abelian analogues have been investigated in [BHPTS], [BHP22].

Meyer sets, originally introduced by Meyer and given their name
by Moody [Mo095], are one of the fundamental concepts in the mathematical theory
of quasicrystals. They are defined as sets satisfying any of the equivalent conditions
in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 1 and let A C R? be a relatively dense set. Then the
following conditions are equivalent:

(1) DT(A - A) < oo;

(2) A— A is uniformly discrete;

(8) A is uniformly discrete and A— A C A+ F for a finite set F';

(4) AC M+ F for a cut-and-project set M and a finite set F.

Let us briefly review the terminology used above; more extensive and precise
discussion can be found in SectionslandBl The upper uniform asymptotic density
of a set A C R? is given by

DY (A) = limsup sup (2R) " *|[{a € A | |la — x| < R}|.
R—oc0 zeR4

The difference set of a set A is given by A — A = {a—b|a,be A}. A set A
is relatively dense if it intersects each ball of radius R for some R > 0, and it
is uniformly discrete if for some r > 0 each ball with radius r contains at most
one point in A. A cut-and-project set takes the form 71 (I' N (R? x Q)) for some
lattice I' € R9*¢, some bounded open set  C R® and the standard projection
mp: Rite 5 R,

It is easy to verify the chain of implications @) = @) = @) = (@), so the
substance of the above theorem is that () = (). Implication () = (B]) was shown
by Lagarias Thm. 1.1], and later a short proof of () = (@) was found by
Lev and Olevskii [LOI15 Lem. 8]. The most difficult transition appears to be (3)
= (@) which due to Meyer Chpt. II, Thm. IV], see also [M0o97].
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The above theorem bears a striking resemblance to the Freiman-Ruzsa theorem
[Ere73l [Ruz89|, which is one of the cornerstones of additive combinatorics. In ad-
ditive combinatorics one is primarily interested in the behaviour of finite subsets of
abelian groups under addition. The Freiman—Ruzsa theorem provides a character-
isation of finite sets A such that the sumset A+ A= {a+b | a,b € A} is not much
larger than A.

Theorem 1.2 (Freiman—Ruzsa). Let A be a finite, non-empty subset of an abelian
torsion-free group. Consider the conditions:

(1) |A+ Al < K|A| for a constant K > 2;
(it)a,c A is contained in a generalised arithmetic progression P of rank d and
size < C'|A|, for some constants d € N and C.

Then (i) and (ii) are equivalent in the following sense: For each K there exist
d=d(K) and C = C(K) such that (i)x implies (ii)q,c. Conversely, for each C,d
there exists K = K(C,d) such that (ii)q,c implies (i)k .

A generalised arithmetic progression of rank d is a set of the form Py + Po+- - -+ Py
where P, are arithmetic progressions, for details see Section 2l The implication (ii)
= (i) is, again, comparatively simple, so the content of the theorem is the reverse
implication (i) = (ii).

Interestingly, despite the similarity between Theorems [[LT] and [[L2 their proofs
use rather different techniques. Hence, it is natural to inquire if the similarity is
only superficial or if there is a more tangible connection. This line of inquiry was
suggested by Lev and Olevskii [LOIT, Sec. 11.3]. The purpose of this paper is to
exhibit such a connection by showing that Theorem together with some basic
tools in additive combinatorics implies Theorem [[Tlin a relatively elementary way.

Additionally, we point out that quantitative variants of Theorem [[.2] have been
extensively investigated by many authors, culminating in the work of Sanders
[San13]. Conversely, quantitative bounds in Theorem [[I] are rarely addressed.
Our argument preserves quantitative bounds, and as a consequence we obtain the
following new result. We use D~ to denote lower uniform asymptotic density:

D~ (A) = liminf inf (2R)"*|{a € A | |ja—=| < R}|.
R—o0 gzeRd

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that A C R? is relatively dense and D*(A—A) < KD~ (A)
for some K > 2. Then A C M + F, where I is a finite set and M is a cut-and-

project set with at most O ((d + log K)7) internal dimensions.

The exponent 7 is not optimal, and can be replaced with any value strictly larger
than 6. Further improvements would follow from stronger quantitative versions of
the Freiman—Ruzsa theorem. In particular, it is plausible that O(d+log K) internal
dimensions suffice. See Section [l for further discussion.
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2. ADDITIVE COMBINATORICS

2.1. Basic definitions. Let Z be an abelian group. For sets A, B C Z, we let
A + B denote the sumset {a+0b|a€ A, be B}, and similarly we let A — B =
{a —b|ac A, be B} denote the difference set. For and integer k > 1, we let kA
denote the k-fold sumset of A, whence 1A = A and (k + 1)A = A+ kA. The
doubling of A (assuming additionally that A # 0) is the ratio [24]/|A]. If Z is
torsion-free then it is well known that [2A| > 2|A| — 1 (see e.g. [TV06, Thm. 5.5]).

A generalised arithmetic progression of rank d in Z (or GAP for short) is a subset
Z of the form

(1) P={nja; +naas+---+ngag+b|0<n; <l forall 1 <i<d}

for some ay,as9,...,aq,b € Z and I, 1o, ...,lq € Ng. Whenever we speak of a GAP,
we always have in mind a fixed choice of the steps a;, base point b and side lengths
l;. The size of the GAP P given by () is defined as
d

2) 1P =]+,

i=1
and may in general be larger than the cardinality |P| (i.e., the number of distinct
elements of P). The GAP P is proper if ||P|| = |P|, or equivalently if all of the
elements nyjaj + noas + - -+ + ngag + b in (@) are distinct. We note that the set P
given by () is also a GAP of rank d + 1 (with a side of length 0). The GAP P has
doubling bounded in terms of the rank: 2P| < 2¢|P|. We will also be interested
in symmetric GAPs, which take the form

(3) Q = {ni1a1 + naas + -+ ngaq | |n;| <1; forall 1 <i<d},

for some ay,as9,...,aq € Z and ly,ls,...,lg € Ny. Of course, @) defines a GAP
(with side lengths 2[; + 1 and base point — Zle l;a;).

2.2. Freiman—Ruzsa. We record a classical inequality due to Pliinnecke [PIu70],
later refined by Ruzsa [Ruz89] and used as a key step in the proof of the Freiman—
Ruzsa theorem; a considerably shorter proof was subsequently found by Petridis

[Pet12].
Theorem 2.1. Fiz K > 1. Let A, B be finite subsets of an abelian group Z, and
suppose that |A+ B| < K |A|. Then |kB —IB| < K**!|A| for each k,1 > 0.

We will need the following variant of the Freiman—Ruzsa theorem, which we will
apply with B = —A.

Theorem 2.2. Fizx K > 2. Let A, B be finite subsets of a torsion-free abelian
group Z, and suppose that |A| = |B| =n and |A + B| < Kn for some n > 0. Then
there exists a proper symmetric GAP @ of rank Ok (1) and cardinality |Q| = Ok (n)
as well as a finite set F' of cardinality |F| = Ok (1) such that Q@ C 2A — 2A and
ACF+Q.
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This formulation is slightly different than the results that can be found in [Fre73,
[Ruz89]. In the symmetric case (that is, A = B), this follows directly from [TV06,
Thm. 5.32]. To deduce the asymmetric case from the symmetric one, it suffices

to notice that, as a special case of the Pliinnecke inequality (Theorem [ZT), if
|A| = |B| =n and |A + B| < Kn then |24| < K?n.

2.3. Continuous variants. Lastly, we briefly discuss set addition in the continu-
ous setting. We let A\x denote the Lebesgue measure on the space X, where X is
either R? or R?/Z< for some d € N. When there is no risk of confusion, we write A
in place of Ax. The following theorem is due to Macbeath [Mach3] and was later
generalised to arbitrary compact groups by Kemperman , see also [TV00,
Ex. 5.1.12]. For further discussion, we also refer to [Bil99].

Theorem 2.3. Let A, B C R?/Z% be open. Then A\(A+B) > min (A(A) + \(B), 1).

We point out that for open A, B C RY/Z? the set A + B is again open and
hence in particular measurable. Similarly, if A, B C R?/Z% are closed then A+ B is
closed. On the other hand, it is a classical result that A+ B need not be measurable
when A and B are measurable [Sie20].

By a parallelepiped in R? we mean a set of the form

P=x+[0,1]vy +[0,1]vg + - -- + [0, 1]vg
Z{.’L'-i-tl’vl + tovg + - - - + t4ug | t1,to,...,tq € [0,1]},

where x,v1,v2,...,vq € R? and vy, vs,...,vq are linearly independent. (Thus, for
the purposes of this paper, parallelepipeds are closed and non-degenerate.) We will
use the following elementary consequence of the theorem above.

Corollary 2.4. Let d € N, ¢ € (0,1), let P C R? be a parallelepiped, and let
A C P be a closed set with A(A) > eA(P) and M(A \ int A) = 0. Then for each
integer k > d |8/¢| there exists a vector b € R? such that kA D P +b.

Proof. Applying an affine transformation, we may assume that P = [0, 1]%.
Suppose first that d = 1. Replacing A with a translate, we may assume that
0 € A. Put t = maxA, | := [t/e], and let A be the image of A in R/tZ. By
Theorem 23] the set I(int A) has full measure. Since [A is closed it follows that
IA = R/tZ. Hence, for each x € [0,t] there exists y € [A and 0 < m < [ such that

z=y—mt=y+ (I —m)t—1Ilte (2l—m)A—1t C20A—It.
Thus, we have 21A D [0,¢] 4+ It. Let k > 2[1/t]1 and put b:= [1/t]lt. Then
kA D [1/t](21A) D [1/t] ([0,t] 4+ It) 2 [0,1] + b.

It remains to note that 2 [1/¢]1 is an integer with 2 [1/t]1 < 2-(2/t)-(2t/e) < 8/e.

Next, consider the case where d > 2. For each 1 < i < d, we can find a line ¢;
parallel to €}, the i-th vector in the standard basis of R?, such that A, (AN¢;) > e.
Put ky := [8/e]. Tt follows from the 1-dimensional case that k1 A contains a unit
interval [0, 1]é€; + b; for some b; € R?. Let z € A be an arbitrary point, let k > dk;
and put b := E?:l bi + (k — dk1)z. Then

kA D [0,1)€1 +[0,1]é2 + - -- +[0,1]€; + b = [0, 1]% + b. O



CHARACTERISATION OF MEYER SETS VIA THE FREIMAN-RUZSA THEOREM 5

3. QUASICRYSTALS

3.1. Basic definitions. Let X be a metric space, and let A be a subset of X. We
say that A is R-relatively dense (R > 0) if each closed ball of radius R contains a
point in A, that is, Bx (z, R) N A # ) for all z € X. Accordingly, A is relatively
dense if it is R-relatively dense for some R > 0, and the infimum of the admissi-
ble values of R is called the covering radius. In a similar vein, A is r-uniformly
discrete (r > 0) if each open ball with radius r contains at most one point of A:
|Bx (x,7)NA| <1 forall x € X. Also, A is uniformly discrete if it is r-uniformly
discrete for some r > 0. If A is both relatively dense and uniformly discrete then
it is called a Delone set.

For the sake of concreteness, we will from now on restrict to the case where
X = R? for some d € N, equipped with the supremum norm. (The choice of the
norm does not play a significant role, but working with the supremum norm is
slightly more convenient.) We define the upper and lower uniform density of a set
ACR?as

) ANBL DL AN )
T Sh A(BL (2,1)) TR ke A (BL (2,1))
where BL (z,L) = Hle(aci — L,z; + L). If Ais R-relatively dense then D~ (A) >
1/(2R)? > 0, which can be easily verified by noticing that B (z, L) contains a
collection of (L/R)? — O4 r((L/R)*~1) pairwise disjoint open balls BL (y, R) with
y € BL (x,L). Likewise, if A is r-uniformly discrete then D(A4) < 1/r? < .

3.2. Limits of sets. We will need a suitable notion of convergence of sets. For a
sequence of sets A, C R4 (n € N) we will say that a set A C R4 is the Kuratowski
limit of A,, as n — oo, denoted A = K-lim,, .~ A, if the following two conditions
are satisfied. (Similar notion of convergence appears e.g. in [Sol9§].)

(1) For each x € A, for each open neighbourhood x € U C R, for all sufficiently
large n € N we have A, NU # ().

(2) For each x € R?\ A, there exists an open neighbourhood = € U C R? such
that for all sufficiently large n € N we have 4, NU = {).

We will review only the basic properties of Kuratowski limits and refer e.g. to
[Bee93] for further details. The Kuratowski limit is not guaranteed to exist, but
when it does it is unique. Additionally, the Kuratowski limit, if it exists, is a closed
set. Moreover, each sequence of subsets of R? has a convergent subsequence (cf.

[Bee93, Thm. 5.2.11])

Lemma 3.1. Let A,, CR? (n € N) be a sequence of sets and let A = K-lim,, oo Ay,.

(1) Let r > 0. If A, is r-uniformly discrete for each n € N then also A is
r-uniformly discrete.

(2) Let R > 0. If A, is R-relatively dense for each n € N then also A is
R-relatively dense.

(8) If A, is a group for each n € N then also A is a group.

Proof. (1) For the sake of contradiction, suppose an open ball B¢ (z,7) con-
tained two points y,y’ € ANBL (x,7). Let U,U’ C BL (x,7) be two open, disjoint
neighbourhoods of y, 4y’ respectively. For sufficiently large n we have A, NU # 0
and A, NU’ # (. Hence, ‘An NnBL (z, r)| > 2, contrary to the assumption that A,
are r-uniformly discrete.
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(2) Consider any z € RY. Since A,, is R-relatively dense for each n, there exist
points y, € A, N B% (2, R). Let y be an accumulation point of y,. Directly by
the definition of the Kuratowski limit, we see that y ¢ R?\ A, and thus y € A. It
remains to notice that y € BL (r, R).

(3) Tt is enough to show that for each z,y € A also z — y € A. By definition of
the Kuratowski limit, there exist sequences x,,,y, € A, (n € N) such that x,, — x
and y, — y as n — oco. Since A, is a group, =, — y, € A,. It remains to note that
Ty —Yn — T —y asn — oo, and hence z —y € A. (]

3.3. Cut-and-project sets. A lattice in R? is a subgroup of R? that is both
relatively dense and (uniformly) discrete, or equivalently a subgroup of R? generated
by d linearly independent vectors. For a more detailed discussion, see e.g. [TV06]
Sec. 3]. For the purposes of this paper, we define cut-and-project sets in R? to be
the sets of the form

(4) M =m (I'n (R xQ))

where 71 : R? x R® — R? is the projection onto the first coordinate, e € Ny, T is
a discrete subgroup of R%¢ and Q C R® is open and bounded. When speaking of
a cut-and-project set, we always have in mind a representation as in (). For later
reference, my : R? xR — R¢ is defined accordingly as the projection onto the second
coordinate. We will occasionally call e the number of internal dimensions of M.
We note that sets of the form (@) are also considered under different topological
assumptions on €; for instance requires € to be compact. Since we are
ultimately interested in showing that a given set is contained in a bounded number
of translates of a cut-and-project set, we may freely replace 2 with any larger
set, and thus the topological properties of 2 do not play a major role in our main
result. We emphasise that we do not impose any of the following commonly included
conditions:

(I) T is a lattice;

(IT) | is injective;

(IIT) mo(T) is dense in Re.
In particular, a cut-and-project set may be finite or even empty.

We also define a shift-cut-and-project set to be any set of the form F + M where
F is a finite set and M is a cut-and-project set. Allowing for a finite number of
shifts lets us ensure conditions ({I), ([I)), (ITI) under additional mild assumptions, as

the following proposition shows. In particular, in Theorem [[LT({)) one may freely
assume that the set M satisfies (), (II), (III).

Proposition 3.2. Let A C R? be a relatively dense shift-cut-and-project set. Then
A is contained in a shift-cut-and-project set F'+ M where F' is finite and M is a

cut-and-project set satisfying (), () and ().

Proof. Among all shift-cut-and-project sets F'+ M containing A with F' finite and
M given by (@), pick one with the least possible number of internal dimensions e.
We will show that M satisfies (I}, (IT) and (III).

Item (I): Suppose first that T" was not a lattice. Since I' is assumed to be a
discrete subgroup, it follows that I' is not relatively dense. Hence, I' is contained
in some codimension 1 subspace Uy < R? x R¢. Let v € R? x R® be a unit vector
orthogonal to Up, meaning that Uy = {u € R? x R | (u,v) = 0}.
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For z € R% let v(x) be the element of ' that is closest to (z,0) € RY x R®
(if there are two element at the same distance, we break the tie arbitrarily). Our
next goal is to show that (z,0) — v(z) is bounded uniformly for all z € R%. Let
R,R',R" > 0 be such that A is R-relatively dense in R?, F C BZ (0, R’) and
Q C B (0, R”). For each x € R? we can find 2/ € A with |lz — 2|, < R. Since
A C F+ M, we can find 2" € M with |2’ — 2| < R'. By definition [), there is
v € I'N(RY x Q) such that 2" = (7). Hence, |[(z”,0) — | = [[m2(7)], < R".
Combining the inequalities above, we conclude that ||(z,0) —~||,, < R+ R + R”,
as needed.

Next, we observe that v € {0} x R®. Indeed, for any x € R? we can compute
that

1 1
<($7 O)7U> - tlilgo ; <(th', 0)7 U> - tlilgo ; <(th', 0) - ’7(f.’L‘),U> =0,
and thus v € (R? x {0})J' = {0} xR®. It follows that Uy takes the form Uy = R x U
where U = {y € R® | (y,m2(v)) = 0} is the orthogonal complement of 7o (v). Let
' = QN U and note that Q' open and bounded. Since I' C R¢ x U, we have

(5) M=m (I'nR*xQ))=x} ([N (R?xQ)),

where 7} : RY x U — R? is the projection onto the first coordinate. Since e’ :=
dim U = e — 1, this contradicts the minimality of e.

Item (II): Suppose next that m; was not injective on I'. Since T is a group, this
means that 0 € m1(I" \ {0}). Thus, I' contains an element of the form v, = (0,9) €
R? x Re. Let U = {y € R° | (y,71) = 0} denote the orthogonal complement of ~;
in R®, and let p: R® — U be the orthogonal projection. Let p: R? x R® — R? x U
denote the map id x p, meaning that p(z,y) = (z, p(y)) for z € R? and y € R®. Let
O =p(Q) and TV = p(T).

We note that € is open and bounded, since it is the image of an open and
bounded set under a surjective linear map. Likewise, I' is relatively dense and it
is a group, since these properties are also preserved under surjective linear maps.
Replacing 1 with a scalar multiple %*yl (n € N) if necessary, we may assume that v
can be completed to basis v1,7v2, ..., Vate Of T (e, T =Zy1 + Zya + - - + ZYdte)-
Bearing in mind that p(y1) = 0 we see that T” is generated by the d + e — 1
vectors p(7v2), p(73), - - - p(Yd+e), which are easily checked to be linearly independent
(otherwise IV would not be relatively dense). It follows that I'" is discrete, and thus
it is a lattice.

For each x € M, directly by definition (5], we can find v € I'n (R? x Q) with
x =m(7). Let v/ = p(7). Note that 7/ € I since v € I" and that 7/ € p(R? x Q) =
R? x Q' since v € R? x Q. Let 7}: R? x U — R denote the projection onto the
first coordinate. Since 7} = 71 o p, we have x = 7} (7). Since x was arbitrary,

(6) M C 7 (I'n (R x Q).

Hence, we again obtain a contradiction with minimality of e.

Item ([I): Finally, suppose that mo(I") was not dense in R®. Since mo(T) is a
non-dense subgroup of R€, there exists a non-zero vector v € {0} x R® such that
(v,T) C Z (see Lemma [33] below for details). Since T is relatively dense, so is
(v,T), and in particular (v,T") # {0}. It follows that (v,I") = mZ for some m € N,
and replacing v with %v we may freely assume that m = 1. Let ; € T' be such

that (v,71) = 1, and let U C R® be the orthogonal complement of 72(v) so that
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R? x U is the orthogonal complement of v. Let I" = T'N (Rd X U). Note that each
v € T can be decomposed as v = ' + (v,y) y1, where v =~ — (v,7)y1 € I".

Pick any « € M. Then there exists a point y € Q such that (z,y) € . We
may write (z,y) =+ + ny; where 4/ € IV and n € Z is given by n = (v, (z,y)) =
(m2(v),y) . In particular, |n| < nmax := max.cq [(m2(v), z)| is bounded uniformly
with respect to x. It follows that © = m1(y') + nmi(y1), where 7' € IV and ma (') =
y—nma(y1) € UN(Q —nma(y1)). Let

E={hm(m) ||k < nmax} and Q@'= |J UN(Q=hm(n)).

|h|<nmax
Since x € M was arbitrary, we conclude that
(7) MCE+ (I'n(R*x Q)),
once again contradicting minimality of e. O
Lemma 3.3. Let d,e € N, and let uj,ug,...,uqgr. € R® be vectors such that the

group G := Zuq + Zug + - - - + Zug4e which they generate is not dense in R¢. Then
there exists a non-zero vector v € R® such that {(u;,v) € Z for all 1 <i < d+e.

Proof. We may assume that the vectors wuy, ua, ..., uqy. span R€ since otherwise
there would exist a non-zero vector v € R® orthogonal to all of uy,us,..., Ugte.
Rearranging the vectors if necessary, we may assume that wgy1, Ug42, ..., Udte are
a basis of R¢. Applying a change of coordinates, we may further assume that for
each 1 <17 < e, u; is the i-th standard basis vector of R®, which in particular implies
that Zugyy + Zugyo + - -+ + Zugye = Z°. For 1 < i < d, let @; be the image of u; in
the torus R¢/Z€. Since G is not dense in R¢, the group G=7Zu+Zus+ - +7Zuy
is not dense in R¢/Z¢. Tt follows from the multiparameter variant of Kronecker’s
equidistribution theorem (e.g. Thm. 6.4]) that there exists a non-zero vector
v € Z4 with (i;,v) = 0, meaning that (u;,v) € Z, for all 1 <4 < d. Since v € Z9,
also (ugyi,v) € Z for all 1 <i<e. O

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

We are now ready to prove our main result, which is tantamount to the impli-
cation (1) = @) in Theorem [[11

Theorem 4.1. Let A CR? for some d € N and suppose that A is relatively dense
and that DT (A — A) < co. Then A is contained in a shift-cut-and-project set.

Proof. Rescaling A if necessary, we may assume that A is 1-relatively dense. Sim-
ilarly, replacing A with a translate, we may assume that 0 € A. For N € N, let
Ay = ANBL (0, N). We next observe that the sets Ay have bounded doubling:
lim su 7|AN — An| < limsu |(A —4)n BZO ©, 2N)| < 2dD+(A —4)
Noso  JAN] T Noes [Ax]| =T DA
Thus, there exists a constant K > 0 such that [Ay — Ay| < K |An] for all N € N.
It follows from the Freiman—Ruzsa theorem (Thm. 22) that for each N € N
there exists a proper symmetric GAP Qy of rank ey = Og (1) as well as a finite
set Fiy with cardinality hy = |Fy| = Ok (1) such that |Qn| = Ok (|ANn]|), @n C
24y — 2AN and Ay C Fy + Qn. Put e := maxy ey and h := maxy hy. Adding
to Fy any h — hy points, we may freely assume that hy = h for all N. Similarly,
we can construe @y as a proper symmetric GAP of rank e, where the final e — ey
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side lengths are 0 (and the corresponding steps are arbitrary). Thus, we may freely
assume that ey = e for all N. Having performed the aforementioned reductions,
we can write Q) in the form

(8) Qn= {nlagN) + ngagN) + 4 neagN) [n;| < ZEN) forall 1 <i< e}

for some agN), agN), cee agN) € R? and lgN), léN), cee lgN) € No.

While the cardinalities of the sets Fy are uniformly bounded, these sets them-
selves a priori do not need to be bounded as N — oo. This leads to technical
complications, which we overcome in the following step.

Claim 1. There exist an integer k = O q4(1) such that for each N € N there
exists a finite set Fi with |Fy| < h, Fiy € BL (0,0k(1)) and Fxy +Qn C Fi +
kQN.

Proof. Let N € N. Since Qn C 24Ax —2Ax C BL (0,4N), we may without loss of
generality assume that

Fxn C Ay —Qn C B (0,5N).
Since A is 1-relatively dense,
B (0,N) C Ay + B (0,1) € Fy + Qn + B% (0,1).
Hence, it follows from the union bound that the set
Qn + BL (0,1) € BL (0,4N +1) C BL (0,5N)

has volume at least A (B (0,N)) /h = X (BZL (0,5N)) /(5%h). By Corollary 24
there exists k; = Ok 4(1) (independent of N) and b") € R such that

k1 (Qn + BL (0,1)) = k1Qn + BL (0, k1) 2 BL (0,5N) b™).

Using the symmetry of Qu, we may remove the shift by b(V):
2k1QN + B (0,2k1) 2 BL (0,5N).
Hence, there exists a set Fi C BL (0,2k;) with |Fy| < |Fy| such that
Fy C2k1QnN + Fy.
Letting k = 2k1 + 1 = Ok q(1) we conclude that
Fy +Qn C Fy +kQN. O
For N € N, let us consider the subgroup Ay of R?*¢ spanned by the e vectors

(9) oM = (a™an™),  asi<e),

where €; denotes the i-th vector in the standard basis of R¢. Note that these vectors
are linearly independent, so they span a codimension d subspace of R4*¢. Our next
goal is to obtain a uniform bound on the shortest vector in Ay.

Claim 2. There exists r > 0 such that for each N € N the group Ay is r-
uniformly discrete.

Proof. For the sake of contradiction, assume that for each » > 0 there exists IV such
that Ay is not r-uniformly discrete. Let M > 1 be an integer. By assumption,
there exists an integer N = N (M) such that Ay contains a vector v € Ay \ {0}
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with [Jul| < 1/M. Since Ay is discrete for each N’, we have N — oo as M — oo.
(V)

(10) u = Zni’UEN),
i=1
where n; € Z (1 <14 < e). Let us consider the vector ¢ € R? given by

(11) ci= Zniaz(-N).
i=1
Bearing in mind (@), (I0) and (III), we can rewrite the condition |jul| < 1/M as

(12) el <1/M, and |n;| < lgN)/M for 1 <i<e.

In particular, me € Qn NBL (0,1) for all integers m with [m| < M. Note also that
¢ # 0 since Q) is proper.

Let B be a maximal 2-separated subset of A, that is, a set B C A maximal
with respect to the property that ||z —y|, > 2 for all z,y € B with  # y.
Since A is 1-relatively dense and since for each x € A there exists y € B with
|z — y|l <2, we see that B is 3-relatively dense. In particular D~ (B) > 0. Put
also By := BN B (0, N).

Since Qn C 2An —2AN and By C Ay, we conclude that me+b € 3An — 2AN
for all =M < m < M and b € By. Note also that all of these points mc + b are
pairwise distinct, and hence [3Ay — 2AN| > (2M + 1) |[By|. On the other hand,
it follows from the Pliinnecke inequality (Thm. ) that [3Ax — 24x| < K°|AN]|
and consequently

(13) M < K®|An|/|By]-

The expression on the right-hand side of ([I3)) is bounded as M — oo; in fact,
bearing in mind that that N = N(M) — oo as N — oo we have

limsup K° |An|/|Bn| < K°DT(A)/D™(B).
M— o0

Since the vectors v are a basis of Ay, there exists a unique expansion

Thus, for sufficiently large M, ([[3)) yields a contradiction. O

We next show that the sets Ax are contained in shift-cut-and-project sets coming
from An. Recall that F; and k are defined in Claim 1 above.
Claim 3. For each N € N 1t holds that

(14) Ay CFy +m (Av N (R? x B (0,k))) .
Proof. Pick any N and any = € kQn. Then = can be written as

€

N

T = E nial(- ),
i=1

where |n;| < k:lz(N) for all 1 < i < e. Hence, x is the projection onto the first
coordinate of the point

<a:, i(ni/ngUa) € An N (R? x BE, (0,K)) .

It follows that (I4) holds:
Ay CFy +kQy C Fy +m (An N (R x B, (0,%))) . 0
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Passing to a subsequence and using Claim 2, we may assume that the Kuratowski
limit of Ay exists (cf. discussion in Section [3.2)). More precisely, we assume that
there exists A C R9*¢ and an infinite set A" = {N; < Ny < N3 < ...} C N with

K- lim Ay:=K-lim Ay, =A.
N3N—o0 i—00
Since the sets F}, are uniformly bounded and have uniformly bounded cardinal-
ities, replacing N with a smaller set if necessary, we may assume that Fy, =
{ng),béN),...,ng)} where for each 1 < ¢ < h, bz(-N) converges to some point
bi € RTas N> N — oco. We put F/ = {by,bs,...,bs} and note that |[F'| < h
(the inequality may be strict). We are now ready to express A as a subset of a
shift-cut-and-project set coming from A.
Claim 4. The set A is a discrete subgroup of R? x R¢ and

(15) ACF +m (An (R x BE (0,k))).

Proof. Recall from Lemma [3.] that the property of being r-uniformly discrete is
preserved under Kuratowski limits, and the same applies to the property of being
a group. Together with Claim 2, this implies that A is an r-discrete group.

To show (IT)), take any point € A. Let Ng > ||z|/ be an integer, so that
r € Ay for all N > Ny. If follows from Claim 3 that for all N € A/ with N >
Ny there exist yny € Fj and zy € Ay N (Rd X @go (O,k)) such that z = yny +
m(zn). By Claim 1, yy are bounded as N — oco. Since ||m1(2n)| o < [zl +
lun|l and ||m2(2n)| < K, also zy are bounded as N — co. Let y and z be
accumulation points of the sequences (yn)nven and (zn) ven respectively. Directly
by the definitions of F’ and A, we have y € I’ and z € A. Tt also follows from basic
properties of limits that z € R? x BE_ (0,k) and = y + m1(2). Since x € A was

arbitrary and B¢_ (0, k), (3] follows. O
Formula (IH) implies immediately that

(16) ACF +m (AN (R x BE (0,k+1))),

This says exactly that A is contained in a shift-cut-and-project set, which finishes

the argument (cf. Proposition B.2)). O

5. QUANTITATIVE ESTIMATES

The search for quantitative variants of the Freiman—Ruzsa theorem has been
a subject of vigorous investigation in additive combinatorics. To discuss these
developments it is convenient to replace the GAP P appearing in Theorem
with a set of the form F' + @ where I is a finite set and @ is a GAP; we will be
interested in bounds on the cardinality of F' and the rank and the size of ). The
rationale behind this reformulation is that one cannot, in general, hope that any
set A C Z with doubling K would be contained in an GAP of rank significantly
less than K, as can be seen by considering a dissociated set of size K (for definition
of a dissociated set, see e.g. [TV06, Def. 4.32]). On the other hand, one can hope
that A should be contained in F' + @) where the size of F' and rank of @) can be
accurately bounded. Note also that for any finite set ' and any GAP @ of rank d,
the set F' + @ is contained in a GAP of rank |F| 4 d and size 2/7!||Q||.

Theorem 5.1 (Freiman-Ruzsa, covering version). For any K > 2 there exists
d = d(K) such that the following holds. Let A be a subset of an abelian torsion-free
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group Z such that |2A| < K |A| for some K > 2. Then there exists a GAP Q of
rank d and a finite set F with |F| < 2% such that AC F+Q and |F + Q| < 2|A|.

Let dpr (K) denote the least value of d for which the above the theorem holds for
a given value of K > 2. The original argument by Freiman [Fre73] did not provide
useful estimates on dpg(K), and the first quantitative bounds come from the work
of Ruzsa [Ruz94]. The next significant improvement, dpgr(K) < K2t°() is due
to Chang [Cha02]. (Here, o(1) denotes a quantity that tends to 0 as K — o0.)
The exponent was later reduced to dpg(K) < K7/4t°(1) by Sanders [San08]. In
a breakthrough paper, Schoen [Schil] obtained the first sub-polynomial bound
drr(K) < exp (O(y/log(K))). The current record belongs to Sanders, who showed

[San1?2] that dpg(K) < log®*°M(2K) (the factor 2 ensures that log(2K) > 1). The
polynomial Freiman—Ruzsa conjecture, which is one of the major open problems
in additive combinatorics, asserts that drgr(K) = O(log K); if true, this is optimal
(up to improvement of the constant implicit in the O(-) notation). We also have
the analogue of Theorem

Theorem 5.2. For any K > 2 there exists d = d(K) such that the following holds.
Let A, B be subsets of a torsion-free abelian group Z, and suppose that |A| = |B| = n
and |A+ B| < Kn for some n > 0. Then there exists a proper symmetric GAP Q
of rank at most d and cardinality at most 2%n and a finite set F of cardinality at
most 2% such that QC2A-2Aand ACF+Q.

Let dpg(K) denote the least value of d for which Theorem holds. We have
a quantitative estimate, analogous to the aforementioned result in [San12]. The
following argument was pointed out to the author by Tom Sanders.

Proposition 5.3. For each K > 2 we have dypp (K) = log® oW (2K).

Proof. Tt follows from the variant of Bogolyubov—Ruzsa lemma in [Sanl2] that
2A — 2A contains a proper symmetric GAP @ of rank at most d and size at least
274 A|, where d = log®"°") K. Let R be the d-dimensional progression obtained
by halving all sidelengths of @ (we may assume without loss of generality that they
are all even), and let F' be a maximal subset of A such that all of the sets © + R
(z € F) are disjoint. Then AC F+ R~ RC F+Q and |F| < 200, O

Remark 5.4. If it was not for the condition @ C 24 — 24 in Theorem 5.2 we
could infer Proposition 3 directly from the bound dpg (K) < log®°(Y (2K) using
the same argument as in Section 21

Corollary 5.5. Let A C R? be a relatively dense set and suppose that A — A is
uniformly discrete. Then A C M+ F where M is a cut-and-project set with at most
dipg (2DT(A — A)/D~(A) + 1) internal dimensions and F is a finite set.

Proof. We follow the proof of Theorem [} keeping track of bounds and using
Theorem 5.2 in place of Theorem 2.2l Restricting our attention to sufficiently large
N, we may assume that K < 29D+ (A — A)/D~(A) + 1. By Theorem £.2, we may
take e < dpg(K). It remains to recall that the number of internal dimensions of
the cut-and-project set produced in the argument does not exceed e. O

Theorem [[.3] follows directly from Corollary 5.5 and Proposition[5.3l In analogy
with the polynomial Freiman-Ruzsa conjecture, one can conjecture that dpg (K) =
O(log(K)). If so, in Theorem[L3lit is enough to use O (d + log (D*(A — A)/D~(4)))

internal dimensions.
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