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LARGEST SIDON SUBSETS IN WEAK SIDON SETS

JIE MA AND QUANYU TANG

ABSTRACT. A finite set S C R is called a Sidon set if all sums z +y with z,y € Sand x <y

are distinct, and a weak Sidon set if all sums = + y with z,y € S and = < y are distinct. For

a finite set A C R, let h(A) denote the maximum size of a Sidon subset of A, and define
g(n) :=min{ h(A) : ACR, |A| =n, Ais a weak Sidon set }.

Sarkozy and Sos asked whether the limit lim, o g(n)/n exists and, if so, to determine its

value. We resolve this problem completely by determining g(n) exactly:

g(n) = {n;l—‘ for all n > 1.

In particular, lim, o0 g(n)/n = 1.

We also investigate a related problem of Erddés concerning a local difference condition.
A finite set A C R is called a (4,5)-set if every 4-element subset of A determines at least
five distinct values among its six pairwise absolute differences. Erdds asked for the optimal
constant ¢, > 0 such that every (4,5)-set of size n contains a Sidon subset of size at least

cxn. Gyarfas and Lehel reduced this to an extremal problem of 3-uniform hypergraphs and

proved % + ﬁ <ec < % We improve both bounds by establishing
9 4

— < ce < =

7= "-7

where the lower bound uses a reformulation of the extremal problem, and the upper bound
follows from an explicit construction together with a convenient characterization of c..

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, a finite set S C R is called a Sidon set if all pairwise sums x + y
with z,y € S and = < y are distinct. For a finite set A C R, let h(A) denote the maximum
cardinality of a Sidon subset of A.

Sidon sets are among the most intensively studied objects in additive combinatorics, owing
to their deep connections with extremal combinatorics, number theory, and discrete geometry;
see, e.g., [10]. Motivated by problems posed by Erdés and by Sarkozy and Sés, we study the
asymptotic density of the largest Sidon subsets contained in sets that are close to being Sidon.
We consider this problem under two related but distinct notions of proximity to the Sidon
property, to be elaborated in the following two subsections.

1.1. A problem of Sarkoézy and Sés on weak Sidon sets. The first notion of proximity
to being Sidon that we consider arises naturally. A finite set A C R is called a weak Sidon set
if all sums z + y with 2,y € A and x < y are distinct; see, e.g., [8]. In [I1], p. 247|, Sarkozy
and So6s asked how large a Sidon subset must be contained in a weak Sidon set. To state this
formally, for each positive integer n, define

g(n) :=min{ h(A): ACR, |A| =n, Ais a weak Sidon set }.
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They then explicitly posed the following problemﬂ

Problem 1.1 (Sarkozy and Soés [11], Problem 12). Prove that the limit lim,, oo @ exists and
determine the limit.

Our main result of this paper resolves Problem [1.1] by proving the existence of the limit and
determining the corresponding asymptotic constant.

g(n) : . _ 1
e exists and satisfies v, = 5-

Theorem 1.2. The limit v, := limy, o
In fact, we prove the following stronger statement, which determines g(n) exactly.

Theorem 1.3. For every positive integer n,

g(n) = FZ;1W-

We refer readers to Section [I.3] for the proof sketches of these results.

1.2. A problem of Erdés on (4,5)-sets. Our second notion of proximity to being Sidon,
first studied by Erdés [4], is defined as follows. A finite set A C R is called a (4, 5)-set if for
every choice of four distinct elements z1, x2, 23, x4 € A, one hasﬂ

{loi—ajl: 1<i<j<a}| =5

This concept is closely related to an anti-Ramsey problem (see [Il [7]). In [4, p. 231], Erdds
posed the following problem, which is also listed as Problem #757 on Bloom’s website [2].

Problem 1.4 (Erdés [4]). Let A C R be a (4,5)-set of size n. Find the best constant c, > 0
such that A must always contain a Sidon set of size at least cin.

For convenience, for each positive integer n, define
f(n) := min{h(4): ACR, |A|=n, Aisa (4,5)-set }.
Gyarfas and Lehel [5] proved that for all positive integers n,

<1+ ! )ngﬂn)égnﬂ- (1)

2 141-76

Their upper bound is constructed using an infinite sequence based on Fibonacci numbers, while
the lower bound is reduced to a problem on the transversal number of certain 3-uniform linear
hypergraphs.

In analogy with Theorem we first prove that the limit lim, @ exists and equals
the optimal constant ¢, in Problem [I.4]

fn) fn) _

exists and satisfies ¢, = limy,_,o0 =~ = infy,>1 —=.

Theorem 1.5. The limit lim,,_, s o

The bounds (|1]) of Gyarfas and Lehel [5] then correspond to %—l— ﬁ < < % We improve
both bounds as follows.

Theorem 1.6. It holds that 9
- =
17
IThe authors of [LT] noted that the result of Gyarfas and Lehel [5] (which concerns (4, 5)-sets; see Section
may appear relevant to this problem. However, [5] does not directly yield progress on it, since a weak Sidon
set need not be a (4, 5)-set; see Section

2The notions of Sidon sets, (4, 5)-sets, and weak Sidon sets form a strict chain of implications; see Figure
and the discussion in Section

<4
e < =,
-7
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We point out that Theorem is essential for the upper bound in Theorem Once
¢« = infp>1 f(n)/n is established, any single finite (4,5)-set A with a small enough ratio
between its largest Sidon subset and |A| immediately yields an upper bound on ¢,.

1.3. Proof strategy. We outline the main ideas behind the proofs of our results in this
subsection. The proofs of the existence statement in Theorem and Theorem are both
based on a subadditivity argument: we show that g(n) and f(n) are subadditive, and the
existence of the limits then follows from Fekete’s lemma.

We first sketch the proof strategy for Theorem For the upper bound ¢, < 4/7, we
construct an explicit 14-point (4,5)-set whose largest Sidon subset has size 8, verified by
exhaustive enumeration. Combined with the identity ¢, = inf,,>; f(n)/n from Theorem [1.5
this already yields ¢, < 4/7. For the lower bound ¢, > 9/17, we build on the A.P.-hypergraph
framework of Gyarfas and Lehel [5], which we now define below.

Definition 1.7 (A.P.-hypergraph). Let A = {aq,...,a,} C R be a finite set, indexed so that
ay < -+ < ap. The A.P.-hypergraph of A is the 3-uniform hypergraph H(A) = (V, E) on
vertex set A whose edges are precisely the triples {a;, a;, a;} for which a;, a;j, aj, form a 3-term
arithmetic progression, where 1 <i < j < k < n.

Let a(H) and 7(H) denote the independence number and the transversal number of a
hypergraph H, respectively. When A is a (4, 5)-set, Sidon subsets of A correspond exactly to
independent sets of H(A); in particular, h(A) = a(H(A)) (see Lemma[2.3)). Since a(H(A)) +
T(H(A)) = |V(H(A))| = n, it is equivalent to working with the transversal number 7(H (A)).

AR\

O O \®

FIGURE 1. The 7-vertex 3-uniform hypergraph Fx.

Moreover, the condition of being a (4, 5)-set imposes strong structural restrictions on H(A).
One can show that the hypergraph H(A) is linear, that different edges (corresponding to 3-term
arithmetic progressions in A) have distinct middle points (with respect to the natural order
on R), and that H(A) is Fr-free. Here and throughout, F; denotes the 3-uniform hypergraph
on vertex set {0,1,2,3,4,5,6} with E(F;) = {{0,1,2},{0,3,4},{0,5,6},{1,3,5},{2,4, 6}},
as illustrated in Figure . Gyéarfas and Lehel [5, Theorem 3.2| combined this reduction with a
transversal estimate to obtain the lower bound in (1. Using the same framework, but replacing
their transversal estimate by the stronger inequality of Henning and Yeo [6, Theorem 7| for
3-uniform linear Fx-free hypergraphs, we obtain the improved lower bound ¢, > 9/17.

We now discuss Theorem For the lower bound, let A be a weak Sidon set and pass to
its A.P.-hypergraph H(A). Combining the general inequality |E(H(A))| < |[V(H(A))| — 2
(see Lemma [2.4) with an upper bound on the transversal number of a 3-uniform hyper-
graph due to Chvatal and McDiarmid [3] and independently Tuza [12] (see Theorem [4.6)
gives h(A) > |A|/2+1/2, and hence g(n) > [%FL]. For the matching upper bound, for each
k > 2 we construct a weak Sidon set Aoy with |Agki1| = 2k 4+ 1 and h(Agg+1) = K+ 1
(see Proposition and Theorem [4.5)), which gives g(2k + 1) < k + 1. For even orders, any

2k-element subset of Agpi1 is again weak Sidon and has largest Sidon subset of size at most
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k+1, so g(2k) < k+ 1. Together with the lower bound, this gives g(n) = ("TH_‘ for allm > 1,
where the cases n = 1,2, 3 are immediate. In particular, v, = %; combined with the existence
of the limit established earlier, this completes the proof of Theorem

1.4. Paper organization. Section [2| records the relationships among Sidon sets, (4, 5)-sets,
and weak Sidon sets, and collects basic facts about A.P.-hypergraphs needed for our lower-
bound arguments. Section (3| establishes the existence of the asymptotic constants v, and c,
by proving the first assertion of Theorem and Theorem [I.5 Section [4 proves Theorem [I.3
namely, g(n) = ["T'Hw and hence yields the second assertion of Theorem that ~. = %
Section [o| proves Theorem [1.6] improving both bounds for c,.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Relations between Sidon sets, (4,5)-sets, and weak Sidon sets. We first establish
a general relation between Sidon sets, (4, 5)-sets, and weak Sidon sets, as illustrated in Figure

Sidon sets g (4,5)-sets g weak Sidon sets

FIGURE 2. Inclusions among Sidon sets, (4, 5)-sets, and weak Sidon sets.

We prove these implications in the following two propositions and give examples showing
that the inclusions are strict.

Proposition 2.1. Every Sidon set is a (4,5)-set.

Proof. Let S C R be a Sidon set, and let x1,z2,x3, x4 € S be four distinct elements. We claim
that the six absolute differences |z; — x| (1 <7 < j < 4) are all distinct.

Suppose for contradiction that |z; — x| = |z, — x| for two distinct unordered pairs {3, j} #
{k,¢}. Swapping indices within each pair if necessary, we may assume z; > x; and xj > x,
so that x; — z; = z, — z4. Rearranging gives

Ti +x¢ = Xk + x5.

The unordered pairs {z;,z,} and {zy,x;} are distinct (otherwise one would have {z;,z;} =
{zk, z¢}, contradicting our choice of pairs), so this equality gives two different representations
of the same sum using elements of S, contradicting that S is Sidon. This shows that all six
absolute differences of any four distinct elements in S are distinct. So S is a (4, 5)-set. U

Proposition 2.2. Every (4,5)-set is a weak Sidon set.

Proof. Let A C R be a (4, 5)-set. Suppose, for a contradiction, that A is not weak Sidon. Then
there exist four distinct elements aq, as, ag, aqg € A such that

a1 + a4 = ag + as.

By rearranging if necessary, we may assume a; < az < ag < aq. Then the above equality
implies a4 — az = ag — a1, so among the six pairwise absolute differences of {a;, as, as,as}, we
have

|a4—a3]:|a2—a1] and |a4—a2\:]a3—a1\.
Thus at least two distinct values among the six differences are repeated, so there are at most
four distinct absolute differences. This contradicts the (4, 5)-property. U
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We remark that these two inclusions are strict. For example, the set {1,2,3,5} is weak
Sidon (its six sums z 4+ y with x < y are 3,4,5,6,7,8), but it is not a (4, 5)-set since its six
pairwise absolute differences take only four distinct values. On the other hand, {1,2,3,6} is a
(4,5)-set, but it is not Sidon since 1 +3 =2 + 2.

2.2. A.P.-hypergraphs. We use the A.P.-hypergraph framework of Gyarfas and Lehel [5].
For a finite set A C R, let H(A) be its A.P.-hypergraph (Definition . Throughout this
paper, for a hypergraph H we write ng := |V(H)| and mpy := |E(H)|, and let «(H) and 7(H)
denote the independence number and transversal number of H, respectively.

The next three lemmas are stated in [5, p. 109] without proof. For completeness, we include
full proofs. Moreover, we weaken the hypotheses in two of them: in fact, Lemmas and
hold for all weak Sidon sets, not only for (4, 5)-sets.

For the first lemma, the key observation is that, under the weak Sidon condition, the Sidon
subsets are exactly those subsets that contain no 3-term arithmetic progression.

Lemma 2.3. Let A be a weak Sidon set, and let H = H(A) be its A.P.-hypergraph. For a
subset S C A, the following are equivalent:

(1) S is Sidon;

(2) S contains no 3-term arithmetic progression.
In particular,

h(A) = o(H).
Proof. If S contains a 3-term arithmetic progression {x — d, z,x + d} with d > 0, then
(x—d)+ (z+d) =z +u,

so S is not Sidon. Conversely, suppose that S is not Sidon. Then there exist u, v, z,y € S such
that v +v = = + y, but the two representations are different. Reordering within each pair if
necessary, we may assume u < v,z < y with (u,v) # (z,y).

We first claim that {u,v,z,y} cannot consist of four distinct elements. Indeed, if it did,
write them as a < b < ¢ < d. Since a is the smallest and d is the largest, the only way to split
these four distinct numbers into two pairs with equal sum is a + d = b 4 ¢, which contradicts
the fact that A is weak Sidon.

Hence {u,v,z,y} has at most three distinct elements. It cannot have only two distinct ele-
ments either. Indeed, if the two values are a < b, then the only possibilities with nondecreasing
order are (a,a), (a,b) and (b, b), whose sums are 2a, a + b, and 2b, respectively, and these are
pairwise distinct. Thus u +v = x + y would force (u,v) = (z,y), contrary to our choice of the
two representations. Therefore {u, v, x,y} has exactly three distinct elements, say a < b < c.
It follows that the two representations must be

a+c=b+0b,

so a,b, c form a 3-term arithmetic progression. We have proved that .S is Sidon if and only if
S contains no 3-term arithmetic progression.

Finally, a subset of V/(H) is independent in H if and only if it contains no edge of H, i.e.,
no 3-term arithmetic progression from A. Therefore h(A) = a(H). O

The following lemma on weak Sidon sets will be used frequently in the sequel.

Lemma 2.4. Let A be a weak Sidon set with |A| > 2, and let H = H(A). For each edge
e={r—d,x,v+d} € E(H) with d > 0, define its midpoint by u(e) := x. Then the map
w: E(H) — A is injective. In particular,

myg <ng — 2.
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Proof. Write A = {ay,...,a,} with a1 < --- < ap,son=ng > 2.
We first show that the map p : E(H) — A is injective. Suppose for a contradiction that
there exist two distinct edges e; and es with the same midpoint z. In that case, let

61:{$—d1,1’,$+d1}, 62:{x—d2,$,1’+d2}
for some distinct di,ds > 0, and hence
(m—d1)+(az+d1) = (x—dz)-i—(.%’—f—dz) = 2.

This gives two distinct representations of the same sum using four distinct elements of A,
contradicting that A is weak Sidon.

Hence, the map p: E(H) — A is injective. Also, u(e) ¢ {a1,an} for every e € E(H), since
the midpoint of a nontrivial 3-term arithmetic progression lies strictly between its endpoints.
Hence pu(E(H)) € A\ {a1,ay}. Therefore

my = |E(H)| = |p(E(H))| < [A] =2 =ng - 2. O

As we mentioned earlier, the condition of being a (4,5)-set imposes strong structural re-
strictions on H(A). We say that a hypergraph is linear if any two distinct edges intersect in
at most one vertex.

Lemma 2.5. If A is a (4,5)-set, then its A.P.-hypergraph H(A) is linear.

Proof. Suppose, for a contradiction, that H(A) is not linear. Then there exist two distinct
edges e1, ey with |e; Neg| > 2.

By Proposition [2.2| and Lemma [2.4] we conclude that e; and es do not share their midpoint.
Let the two common vertices be © < v, and set d := v —u > 0. Any 3-term arithmetic
progression containing both u and v must be one of the triples

u—+v

{u—d,u,v}, {u, 5 ,v}, {u,v,v +d},

according to whether the midpoint is w, L‘Qﬁ, or v. Since e # es, their third vertices are two
distinct choices among u — d, “T‘H], v+ d, so e1 U ey consists of four points.
If the third vertices are u — d and v + d, then the four points form a 4-term arithmetic pro-
gression {u — d, u,v,v +d}, which determines only three distinct pairwise absolute differences.
Otherwise, one of the edges is {u — d,u,v} or {u,v,v + d} and the other is {u, ”—;”,v}. In

either case, among the six pairwise absolute differences we have

u—+v
2

U+ v
2

d
lu—(u—d)|=lv—(v+d)=v—ul=d and —u v— 2

so there are at most four distinct values. This contradicts the fact that A is a (4, 5)-set. Hence
H(A) is linear. O

We point out that the hypothesis in Lemma cannot be weakened from (4, 5)-sets to weak
Sidon sets. In fact, the A.P.-hypergraph of a weak Sidon set need not be linear. For example,
let A=1{1,2,3,5}. Then A is a weak Sidon set. However, H(A) contains the two edges

{1,2,3} and {1,3,5},

and these intersect in the two vertices {1,3}. Thus H(A) is not linear.
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3. EXISTENCE OF THE ASYMPTOTIC CONSTANTS

In this section we prove the existence of the limits defining ~, and ¢, by establishing the
first assertion of Theorem [[.2 and Theorem [[LAl We will use the standard Fekete’s lemma, for
subadditive sequences.

Lemma 3.1 (Fekete’s lemma). Let (ax)r>1 be a sequence of real numbers such that apm4yn <
am + ay, for allm,n > 1. Then the limit limy_, ai/k exists and equals infy>; a/k.

3.1. Weak Sidon sets: existence of the limit. We first treat the weak Sidon set problem
and prove the first assertion of Theorem The following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 3.2. If A C R is a weak Sidon set, then gA+t:={qa+1t: a € A} is a weak Sidon
set for every q > 0 and t € R. Moreover, h(q¢A +t) = h(A).

Proof. The map = +— qx + t is a bijection on R that preserves all additive relations of the
form x +y = u+ v (up to scaling and translation). In particular, the sums of distinct pairs in
A are distinct if and only if the corresponding sums in gA + t are distinct. Hence, the weak
Sidon property is preserved. The statement h(gA+t) = h(A) follows similarly, since the Sidon
property is also invariant under affine transformations. O

Now we establish the key technical lemma needed in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 3.3. Let A, B C R be two finite weak Sidon sets. Then there exist ¢ > 0 and t € R
such that the set

C:=AU(¢B+1t)
is weak Sidon, satisfies |C| = |A| + |B|, and h(C) < h(A) + h(B).

Proof. By Lemma [3.2] we may translate A and B so that min A = min B = 0. Write Dy :=
max A and Dp :=max B. If |[A| <1or |B| <1, say |A| <1, fix any ¢ > 0 and choose t such
that Dy <t and t > D4 + gDp. Then A lies strictly to the left of ¢B + t, all mixed sums of
the form ¢ + (a + ¢b) with a € A and b € B are pairwise distinct, and each of them is strictly
smaller than any sum within ¢B + ¢. It follows that C' is weak Sidon with |C| = |A| + |B|.
Moreover, any Sidon set S C C satisfies |S N A| < h(A) and [S N (¢B+t)| < h(B), and hence
h(C) < h(A) 4+ h(B). Therefore, we may assume |A|, |B| > 2.
Consider the finite set

a_al / / /
R := a,a €A bV eB,b#Y y CR.

b—U
Choose ¢ > 0 with ¢ ¢ R, and then choose a large integer ¢ so that
t — Dy > max{Dy,qDp}. (2)

Define C := AU (¢B +t); we refer to either A or ¢B +t as a block. Condition easily implies
that A lies strictly to the left of ¢B + t, so the union is disjoint and |C| = |A| + | B|.

For later use, we call z +y a mized sum if t € A and y € ¢B + t. Since A lies strictly to
the left of ¢B + t, every mixed sum has the form

a+ (gb+1t)=t+ (a+qb) for some a € A and b € B.

Since min A = min B = 0, we have min{a + ¢b : a € A, b € B} = 0. By (2), we have
max{a+qb: a€ A, b€ B} < Dy+¢gDp <tand max{a+da' :a<a'} <2D4 <t. Hence,

t+minfa+qgb: a€ A, be B} >max{a+d : a<d, a,d € A},

and
2t + min{q(b+¥): b< ¥, b € B} >t+max{a+qb: a € A, be B}.
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This shows that every mixed sum is strictly larger than every sum of two distinct elements of
A, and strictly smaller than every sum of two distinct elements of ¢B + t. In particular, sums
of distinct elements of C' coming from two different “types” of pairs cannot coincide.

It remains to rule out collisions between two mixed sums. Suppose

a1 + (qb1 +t) =as + (qbg +t).

Then g(by — b2) = az —a;. Since ¢ ¢ R, this forces by = ba and a1 = ag. Hence all mixed sums
are pairwise distinct. Together with the fact that A and ¢B 4+t are weak Sidon, it follows that
all sums = 4+ y with x < y in C are distinct, i.e. C' is weak Sidon.

Finally, let S C C be Sidon. Then SN A and S N (¢B + t) are Sidon subsets of the two
blocks, and therefore

[SI=1SNA[+ 15N (¢B +1)] < h(A) + h(gB +1) = h(A) + h(B),
where the last equality follows from Lemma [3.2] Taking the maximum over all Sidon subsets
S C C gives h(C) < h(A) + h(B). O
With this lemma, one can promptly derive the following result.

Proposition 3.4. For all m,n > 1 one has g(m +n) < g(m) 4+ g(n).

Proof. Let A, B be weak Sidon sets with |A| = m, |B| = n, h(4) = g(m) and h(B) = g(n).
Apply Lemma [3.3 to obtain a weak Sidon set C' with |C| = m + n and h(C) < h(A) + h(B).
Since g(m 4+ n) is the minimum of A(-) over all weak Sidon sets of size m + n, it follows that

g(m+n) < h(C) < g(m) + g(n). O
We can now complete the proof of the existence of the asymptotic constant ~y,.

Proof of the first assertion of Theorem[1.4 By Proposition the sequence (g(n))n>1 is sub-
additive. Lemma [3.1| then implies that the limit lim,, o g(n)/n exists. O

3.2. (4,5)-sets: existence of the limit. We now treat the (4, 5)-set setting using an approach
analogous to that of the previous subsection.

Lemma 3.5. Let A C R be finite, t € R, and ¢ > 0. Set A+t :={qa+t: a € A}. Then A
is a (4,5)-set if and only if qA +t is a (4,5)-set, and h(gA +t) = h(A).

Proof. For any z,y € A we have |(qx +t) — (qy + t)| = ¢|lx — y|, so for any four points of A,
the six pairwise absolute differences are all rescaled by the same factor ¢. In particular, the
number of distinct absolute differences is unchanged. Therefore A is a (4, 5)-set if and only if
gA+tis a (4,5)-set. By the same reasoning as in Lemma we have h(qgA+1t) = h(A). O

In the next lemma, we combine two (4,5)-sets by placing them on well-separated scales
so that mixed differences cannot create new coincidences. The proof is analogous to that of
Lemma [3.3] with suitable modifications.

Lemma 3.6. Let A, B C R be two finite (4,5)-sets. Then there exist ¢ > 0 and t € R such
that the set

C:=AU(¢B+1)
is a (4,5)-set, has |C| = |A| + |B|, and satisfies h(C) < h(A) + h(B).
Proof. By Lemma [3.5] we may translate A and B so that min A = min B = 0. Write Dy :=
max A and Dg := max B. Consider the finite set

a—ad I / /
R:: m:a,a GA,b,bGB,b#b CR
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Choose ¢ > 0 with ¢ ¢ R, and then choose ¢ large enough so that
t — Dy >max{Dy,qDp}. (3)

Define C := AU (¢B +t). Similarly as before, we refer to either subset A or ¢B +t as a block.
Condition easily implies that A lies strictly to the left of ¢B + ¢, so the union is disjoint
and |C| = |A| + |B|.

For later use, we call |x —y| a mized difference if z € A and y € ¢B +t. Since A lies strictly
to the left of ¢B+t, every mixed difference is positive and has the form (¢gb+t) —a with a € A
and b € B. By ,

(gb+t)—a>t— Dy >max{Dy,qDp}.
On the other hand, every difference inside A has absolute value at most D 4, and every difference
inside ¢B +t has absolute value at most ¢Dpg. It follows that no mixed difference can coincide
with a within-block difference.

Moreover, if two mixed differences coincide, say

g +t — a1 = gby +t — as,

then g(by — ba) = a1 — ag. Since g ¢ R, this forces by = be and a; = ay. Thus all mixed
differences are pairwise distinct.

We now verify that C is a (4,5)-set. Let X C C with |X| = 4. If X is contained in one
block, then X determines at least five distinct pairwise absolute differences, because this holds
for A and for B, and the (4, 5)-property is preserved by Lemma

Assume therefore that X meets both blocks. If X satisfies | X N A| € {1,3}, then it con-
tributes three mixed differences, which are pairwise distinct, and the triple in one block con-
tributes at least two distinct within-block differences. Since mixed differences cannot coincide
with within-block differences, X determines at least 3 + 2 = 5 distinct absolute differences.
Otherwise, we must have |X N A| = 2. Then it contributes four mixed differences, again
pairwise distinct, together with one within-block difference from each side. Even if these two
within-block differences coincide, we still obtain at least 441 = 5 distinct absolute differences.
Hence every 4-subset of C determines at least five distinct pairwise absolute differences, so C'
is a (4, 5)-set.

Finally, let S C C be Sidon. Then SN A and S N (¢B + t) are Sidon subsets of the two
blocks, and therefore

S| = 1SN Al +[SN(¢B+1)] < h(A) + h(gB +1t) = h(A) + h(B),
where the last equality follows from Lemma [3.5] Taking the maximum over all Sidon subsets
S C C gives h(C) < h(A) + h(B). OJ
We are now ready to deduce the key subadditivity property of the extremal function f(n).
Proposition 3.7. For allm,n > 1 one has f(m+n) < f(m) + f(n).

Proof. Fix m,n > 1. Choose a (4,5)-set A with |A| = m and h(A) = f(m). Similarly, choose
a (4,5)-set B with |B| = n and h(B) = f(n). By Lemma/[3.6] there exist ¢ > 0 and ¢ € R such
that C = AU (¢B+t) is a (4,5)-set with |C| = m+n and h(C) < h(A)+h(B) = f(m)+ f(n).
By the definition of f(m + n), we have

f(m+n) <h(C) < f(m)+ f(n). .
We can now complete the proof of the existence of the limit lim,_,~ f(n)/n.

Proof of Theorem[1.5 By Proposition the sequence (f(n))n>1 is subadditive. Hence,
Lemma implies that the limit lim,_,~ f(n)/n exists and equals inf,>1 f(n)/n, which is
precisely the optimal constant ¢, in Problem O
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4. SIDON SUBSETS IN WEAK SIDON SETS

In Section [3| we established the first assertion of Theorem [1.2] so the constant . is well
defined. In this section we prove Theorem by establishing matching upper and lower
bounds. In particular, this will imply the precise value of ~, and thus prove the second
assertion of Theorem [T.2]

4.1. Upper bound on g(n). We begin with the explicit definition of the weak Sidon sets
required for our construction. For an integer n > 2, define

X;:=2""3" for 0<i<n-—1, Y; =213 for 0<i<n,

and set
At = {Xo, ., Xa1} U (Yo, Vo).
Clearly, we have |Agp+1| =2n + 1.
First, we need to show that the sets Ag, 11 are indeed weak Sidon. To proceed, we establish

the following two lemmas, which say that sums in As,41 are essentially unique. For m € Z~,
let v3(m) denote the largest integer k > 0 such that 3% | m.

Lemma 4.1. Let a,b € Agptq be distinct, and write S = a + b. Assume that vs(a) # vs(b).
Then the unordered pair {a,b} is uniquely determined by S.

Proof. Let i :== min{wvz(a),v3(b)}. Since vz(a) # v3(b), we have
v3(S) = v3(a + b) = min{vsz(a),v3(b)} = 1.

Thus 4 is uniquely determined by S.
Assume without loss of generality that vs(a) =i < v3(b). Then b =0 (mod 3'™!), whereas
a#0 (mod 37F1). Hence
S=a+b=a (mod 3.

In As,41 there are exactly two elements of 3-adic valuation i, namely X; and Y;, and both are
nonzero modulo 3**!. Moreover,

X;=2""-3 (mod 3™,  Y;=2"""1.3" (mod 3"t

so X; # Y; (mod 3"t1). Since a € {X;,Y;} and X; # Y; (mod 3'1), the congruence S = a
(mod 3*1) determines a uniquely. Consequently b = S — a is uniquely determined, and hence
the unordered pair {a,b} is uniquely determined by S. O

Lemma 4.2. Let a,b € Agpt1 be distinct, and write S = a + b. Assume that vs(a) = v3(b).
Then the unordered pair {a, b} is uniquely determined by S; moreover, there do not exist distinct

¢,d € Agypy1 with v3(c) # vs(d) such that S = c+d.

Proof. Let i := v3(a) = v3(b). Since Ag,41 contains exactly two elements of 3-adic valuation i
for 0 <i <n—1, namely X; and Y;, while the valuation n occurs only for Y,,, the assumption
a # b forces i <n —1 and {a,b} = {X;,Y;}. Hence

In particular, v3(S) = i + 1, so ¢ is uniquely determined by S as i = v3(S) — 1. Thus any
representation of S as a sum of two distinct elements of As, 1 with equal 3-adic valuation
must be the pair {X;,Y;}. This proves the first assertion of this lemma.

It remains to rule out a representation S = c+d with ¢, d € Agy, 1 distinet and v3(c) # vs(d).
In that case one has

v3(S) = min{uvs(c),v3(d)} =7 + 1,
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so the summand of smaller 3-adic valuation has valuation ¢ + 1. If ¢ = n — 1, then this forces
that summand to be Y,, = S, so the other summand equals 0, contradicting 0 ¢ Asg,+1. Hence
we may assume i < n — 2, so tho smaller—valuation summand is either X;;1 or Y; 1.

If it is Y;41, then Y11 = 2n—i3itl — G forcing ‘the other summand to be 0, again contra-
dicting 0 ¢ Ao,yq. If it is X; 1, then X,y = 2771371 = §/2  forcing the other summand
to equal S — X; 11 = X;41, contradicting distinctness. Hence no such representation exists. [

Now we can verify that the sets Ao, 11 are indeed weak Sidon.

Proposition 4.3. For every n > 2, the set Asni1 is a weak Sidon set.

Proof. In this proof, we call a pair {a,b} C Ag,11 type 1 if v3(a) # v3(b) and type 2 otherwise.
For a contradiction, let a < b and ¢ < d be two pairs of distinct elements of As,11 such that
S:=a+b=c+d. By Lemma and the first assertion of Lemma one of the pairs (say
{a,b}) must be of type 1 and the other pair {c,d} of type 2. However, this contradicts the
second assertion of Lemma [4.2] Hence all sums x + y with z < y in As,41 are distinct, i.e.
Aoy is weak Sidon. O

We require further properties of As,41 and its A.P.-hypergraph H(Ag;,+1). The next lemma
characterizes all 3-term arithmetic progressions in Ag,41.

Lemma 4.4. All 3-term arithmetic progressions in Aon11 are given by the following 2n — 1
triples:
{Xi, Xiy1,Yi} for 0<i<n—2, and {X;,Y,Yiza} for 0<i<n-—1.
Proof. Direct computation shows
X;4+Y; =213 g gn-itlgi g gn=i-lgitl _9x, | for 0<i<n-—2,
X+ Y =273 23t — 4. 277130 =2y, for 0<i<n-—l.

Thus the listed 2n — 1 triples are indeed 3-term arithmetic progressions in Aoy, 1.

Since Ag,41 is weak Sidon (by Proposition , Lemma implies that the midpoint map
on its A.P.-hypergraph H(Asgy,+1) is injective. Consequently,

mH(A%H) S nH(A2n+1) —2= ‘A2n+1‘ —2=2n—1.

Since we have already listed 2n —1 distinct 3-term arithmetic progressions, no others exist. [

We need one more result before proving the main theorem of this subsection, which deter-
mines the exact value of h(Ag,41).

Theorem 4.5. For every n > 2, the set Agy,1 satisfies h(Agpy1) =n + 1.

Proof. By Proposition Asgpy1 is weak Sidon. Let Hop 1 = H(Agp41) be its A.P.-hypergraph.
Lemma [2.3) gives h(Aon41) = a(Hony1); hence it suffices to show a(Hanq1) =n + 1.

First, we prove the lower bound a(Hap+1) > n + 1. We claim that the set {Yp,...,Y,} is
an independent set in Hop4q (i.e., 3AP-free). Indeed, by Lemma we observe that every
3-term arithmetic progression in Ag, 1 contains some X;. Hence we have a(Hap4+1) > n + 1.

To show the upper bound a(Hs,11) < n+ 1, consider any 3AP-free T' C Ay, 4q. Write

U:={ie{0,....n—-1}: X; €T}.

Decompose U into disjoint maximal intervals of consecutive integers:

T
U= |_|([sj,tj] NZ), where s;<t; and t;+1<sj41.
=1
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Fix one such interval [s,t] and set £ :=¢ — s+ 1.
For each ¢ with s < i < i+ 1 <t we have 7,72+ 1 € U, and hence X;, X;11 € T. By
Lemma the triple {X;, X;11,Y;} is a 3AP, and thus we must have Y; ¢ T. Hence

Y97}{9+17"'7Y2—1 ¢T

Moreover, the triple {X;,Y:, Y41} is a 3AP, so since X; € T we cannot have Y;,Y;41 € T
simultaneously. Therefore at least one of Y; and Y;;; is not in T'. Consequently, the interval
[s,t] forces at least ¢ distinct Y-vertices to be absent from 7 (namely, the ¢ — 1 vertices
Ys, ..., Y1 together with one of Y; or Yi41).

Because the intervals are separated by at least one index, these forced exclusions coming
from different intervals are disjoint. Hence U forces at least |U| vertices from {Yp,...,Y,} to
be absent from 7. It follows that |T'N{Yp,...,Yn}| < (n+ 1) — |U|. Therefore

7] = U]+ T {Yp,.... Y} < [UI+ ((n+1) = [U]) =n+1.
Thus a(Hap+1) < n+ 1. This completes the proof that h(Ag,+1) = a(Hapy1) =n+ 1. O

With the preceding results in hand, we can derive the upper bound g(n) < ["T'Hw as follows.

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem[1.5. We prove that for every n > 1,
n+1
g(n) < [ W :

2

For odd n = 2k + 1 with k > 2, Proposition and Theorem give that Aoy is weak
Sidon and h(Ask+1) = k+ 1. Hence
2k +1 1
g2k +1) < h(Agp1) =k +1 = [(*2”}
For even n = 2k with k > 2, let B be any (2k)-element subset of Asgr.1 (obtained by deleting
one element). Since the weak Sidon property is inherited by subsets, B is weak Sidon. More-
over, any Sidon subset of B is also a Sidon subset of Aggt1, so h(B) < h(Ak+1) = k + 1.
Therefore,

g(2k) < h(B) <k+1— {(2";)2“}

Finally, the remaining cases n € {1,2,3} are immediate, and thus the stated upper bound
holds for all n > 1. O

4.2. Lower bound on g(n). To show the desired lower bound on 7., we need the follow-
ing upper bound on the transversal number of a 3-uniform hypergraph, due to Chvatal and
McDiarmid [3] and independently Tuza [12] (see also [6, Theorem 1]).

Theorem 4.6 ([3,[12]). Let H be a 3-uniform hypergraph. Then 47(H) < ng + mpy.
We now prove the lower bound in Theorem namely g(n) > [”T‘H] for all n > 1.

Proof of the lower bound in Theorem[1.3 Let A C R be any weak Sidon set of size n, and let
H = H(A) be its A.P-hypergraph. If n = 1, then h(A) = 1 = In+ 3. So we may assume
n > 2. Then the following hold:

(1) H is 3-uniform;

(2) mpg < ng —2 (by Lemma [2.4);
(3) h(A) = a(H) (by Lemma [2.3))
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Then, using Theorem we can derive that

1 1 1 1
T(H) < Z(”H‘i'mH) < Z(nH+(nH —2)) = inH — 3

Hence 1 1 1 o 1

Therefore, we have

g(n) = rrfqinh(A) > -n+ for all n > 1.

N =
N | —

Since g(n) is an integer, this implies

as desired. O

Together with the matching upper bound proved earlier, we obtain

1
g(n) = PL;— -‘ for all n > 1.

This establishes Theorem In particular, v, = % Combined with the existence statement
established earlier, this completes the proof of Theorem [I.2]
5. SIDON SUBSETS IN (4,5)-SETS

In this section we prove Theorem [I.6] by improving both the upper and lower bounds on c,.

5.1. An improved upper bound on c¢,. We begin with a concrete 14-point (4, 5)-set whose
largest Sidon subset has size 8. Let

Abase = {0,136, 200, 243, 246, 249, 272, 286, 298, 323, 400, 528, 596, 1056} C Z.
Lemma 5.1. The set Apase s a (4,5)-set, and h(Apase) = 8.

Proof. Both assertions were verified by an exhaustive computer search using exact integer
arithmetic; see the code repository cited in [9].

Verification of the (4,5)-property. The program enumerates all (144) = 1001 four-element sub-
sets B C Apage. For each such B = {x1, x9, 23,24} it computes the set

{\xi—a:j]: 1§i<j§4}

of the six pairwise absolute differences and checks that its cardinality is at least 5. Since no
counterexample is found, Apase is a (4, 5)-set.
Computation of h(Apase). To determine the largest size of a Sidon subset, the program enu-

merates all 2'* = 16384 subsets S C Apase and tests whether S is Sidon by checking that all
sums x + y with x <y and z,y € S are pairwise distinct. The maximum size encountered is
8, and the script outputs the explicit Sidon subset

{0,136, 200, 243, 246, 298, 323, 528}.

Thus h(Apase) > 8, while the exhaustive search shows that no larger Sidon subset exists.
Therefore h(Apase) = 8. O

With this example in hand, the upper bound ¢, < 4/7 follows immediately from Theo-
rem [1.0]
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Proof of the upper bound in Theorem [I.6. By Theorem we have ¢, = inf,> %n) Taking
n = 14 and using Lemma we obtain f(14) < h(Apase) = 8. Therefore
) _f04) s 4
L=inf Nl <Y < o= 2
G A VIR S VI

as claimed. O

5.2. An improved lower bound on c,. In the lower-bound direction, we follow the A.P.-
hypergraph approach of Gyarfas and Lehel [5], but we strengthen the transversal estimate
using a result of Henning and Yeo [6]. This result, well suited to our setting, does not appear
to have been noted previously.

For a (4,5)-set A, Gyarfas and Lehel [5, Proposition 2.6] showed that H(A) avoids the
7-vertex configuration Fy shown in Figure

Lemma 5.2 ([5]). If A is a (4,5)-set, then H(A) contains no subhypergraph isomorphic to Fr.

We invoke a transversal bound for 3-uniform linear Fy-free hypergraphs due to Henning and
Yeo [0, Theorem 7].

Theorem 5.3 ([0]). Let H be a 3-uniform linear hypergraph that contains no subhypergraph
isomorphic to Fr. Then 177(H) < bng + 3mpy.

We are now ready to prove the improved lower bound for c,.

Proof of the lower bound in Theorem[1.6 Let A be a (4,5)-set of size n and let H = H(A).
Since every (4,5)-set is weak Sidon by Proposition Lemma gives h(A) = a(H). By
definition, H is 3-uniform; by Lemmas [2.5]and [5.2] it is linear and Fr-free. Hence Theorem [5.3]
applies and gives

177(H) < 5nyg + 3mpy.

Using Lemma we have my < ng — 2 (for |A| > 2), and therefore
177(H) < b5ng + 3(ng —2) < 8ny.
Thus 7(H) < Sny. Since a(H) 4+ 7(H) = ny for every hypergraph, it follows that

8 9 9
h(A)=«a(H) > ny T H = T =

Therefore h(A) > “n for every (4,5)-set A of size n > 2, and taking the minimum over all
such A yields f(n) > -In for all n > 2. For n = 1, we trivially have f(1) =1 > . Hence
f ("), we conclude that ¢, > 1%. O

f(n) > %n for all n > 1. Finally, using c, = inf,>1 =~ >
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