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ABsTrRACT. Hindman proved in 1979 that no matter how natural numbers are colored
in 7 colors, for a fixed positive integer r, there is an infinite subset X of numbers and
a color ¢ such that for any finite non-empty subset X’ of X, the color of the sum of
elements from X' is t. Later, Taylor extended this result to colorings with unrestricted
number of colors and five unavoidable color patterns on finite sums. This result
is referred to as a canonization of Hindman’s theorem and parallels the Canonical
Ramsey Theorem of Erdos and Rado. We extend Taylor’s result from sums, that are
linear combinations with coefficients 1, to several linear combinations with coefficients
1 and —1. These results in turn could be interpreted as canonical-type theorems for
solutions to infinite systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ramsey-type questions are concerned with partitions of various discrete structures into parts,
often associated with color classes, and finding unavoidable patterns in such partitions. While
classical Ramsey-type results are restricted to partitions into a fixed number of classes and
only monochromatic patterns, a so-called canonisation deals with partitions into arbitrary
number of classes and various unavoidable patterns, referred to as canonical situations. One
of the easiest examples is given for a positive integer n by coloring a set (n — 1) + 1 elements
and observing that there is an n-element subset that satisfies one of the canonical situations -
it is either monochromatic, i.e., has all elements of the same color or it is rainbow, i.e., having
all elements of distinct colors. In this paper we consider colorings of natural numbers into
arbitrary number of colors and unavoidable color patterns on certain linear combinations.
When linear combinations are sums of elements, the following classical theorems give us
unavoidable patterns in the case of the fixed number of colors and arbitrary number of colors.
Let N be the set of positive integers. Let P’ = P’(N) be the set of all finite non-empty subsets
of N. For r € Nlet [r] ={1,2,...,r}.

Theorem 1.1 (Hindman [4]). Let r be a fized positive integer. Then, for every coloring
A: N — [r] there exist infinitely many positive integers x1 < xo < ---, such that all their
finite, non-empty sums (without repetition) Y, x; are of the same color, I€ P'.

Theorem 1.2 (Taylor [13]). For every coloring A: N — N there exist infinitely many
positive integers x1 < xa < ---, such that one of the followmg holds:

(i) A iermi) = A ey j) for all I, J € P,
(i5) A cr i) (3jesj) if and only if I = J forallI,J e P,
(iii) A s i) (X_jes ;) if and only if maz I = max J, for all I, J eP, or
) = A( )
) = A( )

e

(iv) A ier deJ if and only if min I = min J, for all I,J € P, or
(v) AQ erwi deJ if and only if min I = min J and max I = maz J, for all
I.JeP.

None of these five patterns may be omitted without violating the theorem.
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For any set X we denote the set of all k-element subsets of X by ()k() We are extending
Theorem 1.2 from arbitrary finite sums to finite sums with a given number of summands
and to some linear combinations with coefficients equal to 1 or —1. We consider arbitrary
colorings of natural numbers. For an infinite set X of natural numbers we consider special
sets of linear combinations:

(1) XU{x1+zo+ - +ak: z1,29,...,2p € X, 1 <x2 < -+ < )} in Section 3,

(2) XU{ap—2p—1+Tp—2—Tk—3+ - F+x2—21: T1,22,...,0, € X, 11 <22 < -+ < T},
k even, in Section 4,

(3) XU{.I‘k—iL'k_l—i—'-'—i-:Eg—l‘Q—l-l‘l X, X9, X € X, 2 < X0 < 00 < .I'k;},
k > 3 odd, in Section 5,

4) {z1+x2+- - +xp: 21,20,...,05 € X, T3 <2 < --- < 11} in Section 6,

(5) {xp —@p—1 + Th—g — T3+ -+ a2 —T1: T1,T2,..., 2, €X, T < T < -+ < TR,
k even, in Section 7,

6) {xx —zp1+ - +r3—T2+x1:217,22,..., 0 €EX, 11 < T3 <---<xk}, k>3 o0dd,
in Section 8.

For each of these items, we describe unavoidable canonical situations. l.e., no matter how
one colors natural numbers, there is an infinite subset X = {z; < z3 < ---} such that the
corresponding linear combinations satisfy one of the described canonical situations.
The existence of canonical situations in items (1) and (4) follow immediately from Theorem
1.2. For the item (1) we show that the number of canonical situations could be reduced if
k = 2, otherwise five necessary situations remain. For item (4) we show that there are three
necessary canonical situations.

Note that there is a qualitative difference between the first three items we list, that include
color conditions on X, and the last three items, where the color conditions are only on the
linear combinations with the same, say & number of terms. In fact, the following Ramsey-type
result on k-tuples provides us with canonical patterns when we define the color of a tuple by
the color of the respective linear form.

Forsets X ={x1 <xa <---<azp}and I C{1,2,...,k}let X : I ={x;: i€} ForasetY
and a function A defined on the elements of Y we write A(Y) = {A(y) : y € Y}.

Theorem 1.3 (Erdés and Rado [2]). Let k be a positive integer. For every coloring A: (E) —
N of the set of k-element subsets of N there exists a subset I C {1,2,...,k} and an infinite
subset X C N such that for all k-element sets Y, Z € ()kf)

AY)=A(Z) ifandonlyif Y:I1=27:1.
None of these 2F patterns may be omitted without violating the theorem.

Thus, for the items (4)-(6) that we consider one can always provide a set of at most 2¥ canon-
ical patterns. Instead of 2, we could find a sets of three, five, and three canonical patterns
for items (4), (5), and (6), respectively.

Before we present our results in Sections 3-8, we describe a connection between the considered
problem and solutions to systems of linear algebraic equations with respect to a given partition
of natural numbers in Section 2. The last Section 9 states conclusions and open problems.



2. CONNECTION TO SYSTEMS AND REGULAR PARTITIONS

Let A= (a;j), 7> 1,j > 1 be an integer-valued infinite matrix with each row containing only
finitely many non-zero entries. Call a homogeneous system Az = A(x1,29,...)7 = 0 of linear
equations partition regular in N if and only if for every positive integer r and any coloring
A: N — [r] of N with r colors there exist positive integers yi,y2, ... with A(y1) = A(y2) =

- such that A(yy,92,...)T = 0. Partition regularity for finite matrices is defined similarly.
The theory of finite partition regular homogeneous systems of linear equations has been stud-
ied in particular by Rado [10] and Deuber [1].

An integer-valued N x M-matrix A has the columns property if and only if the set {1,2,..., M}
of column indices can be partitioned as {1,2,..., M} = IgUI; U---UI,, such that (i) the sum
of all columns with indices in Iy add up to the all-zero vector, and (ii) the sum of all columns
with indices in [; is a rational linear combination of all columns with indices in IoU---U1;_q,
for j=1,2,...,m.

Theorem 2.1 (Rado [10]). Let A be a finite integer-valued matriz. The finite system of linear
equations A(z1,2,...,2,)" = 0 is partition regular in N if and only if the matriz A has the
columns property.

For a set S whose elements are colored, call S rainbow if all its elements are colored distinctly.
For finite systems of linear equations, where colorings of N may be arbitrary, a canonical
version of Rado’s theorem was given in [7].

Theorem 2.2 (Lefmann [7]). Let A be an N x M -matriz, that has the columns property with
corresponding partition {1,2,... ., M} = Iy UI; U---U I, of the set {1,2,..., M} of column

indices. Then, for every coloring A: N — N there exist positive integers yi,y2,-..,Ynm Such
that A(y1,y2,...,ym)? =0, and one of the following holds:
(i) the set {y1,vy2,...,ym} is monochromatic, or

(i) the set {y1,y2,...,yam} is rainbow, or
(1it) A(y;) = Aly;) if and only ifi, j € Iy, for somek € {1,2,...,m}, forany1 <i,j < M.

If a matrix A does not have the columns property, nothing is really known concerning the
canonical situations.

Note that Theorem 2.2 provides three canonical situations (i), (ii), and (iii). Moreover, one
can find different sets of canonical situations in this case. If a set of canonical situations
does not contain (iii), there must be at least four canonical situations as noted in [7]. In this
setting, one can talk about the number of canonical situations, since a canonical situation here
is simply a partition of the set {y1, 42, ...,y }. In some other results presented in this paper,
classes of unavoidable color patterns are not necessarily described in terms of partitions, thus
we avoid quantifying the number of canonical situations.

The proof of Theorem 2.2 in [7] proceeds roughly like this: one can describe a solution by
pattern (i), (ii) or (iii), and there is a coloring, that shows that patterns (i) and (ii) do
not suffice to describe the canonical situation. So there might be other descriptions of the
patterns. Such a proof strategy will be used in this paper.

The case for infinite partition regular systems was addressed in [3].

Theorem 2.3 (Gunderson, Hindman and Lefmann [3]). Let k be a positive integer and let
(a1,az,...,a) be a sequence of non-zero integers, *where for eachi = 1,2,..., k there is some
a; € NUA{0} such that a; = ¢ or a; = —c“ for the same ¢ € N\ {1}*. The infinite system
of linear equations

(a1xj, + a2xj, + -+ apy, = Tjy gy gy 1< g1 <o <o < J) (1)
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is partition regular in N if and only if either (i) ax = 1 and a1 +ag + -+ + ax = 0, or (ii)
ay+as+---+ap=1, or (iWi) ay =ay =--- =ap = 1.

We remark that in [3] it is conjectured that Theorem 2.3 holds even if we omit the condition
within the stars * there.

In Theorem 2.3 in cases (i) and (iii) the z;’s can be assured to be pairwise distinct. However,
in (ii) for arbitrary sequences (a1, as,...,ax) with a; +ag+---+ax = 1 all x;’s are allowed to
be the same. It is not known, for which such sequences one can achieve the x;’s to be pairwise
distinct. Clearly, for this to hold a; must be positive.

There are sequences (a1, a2, ...,a;) with a; +ag +---+a; = 1 and ax > 0, where one cannot
achieve that the z;’s are pairwise distinct. One such sequence for k = 2 is (—1,2). Namely,
consider the coloring A: N — {0,1,2,3,4}, where A(1) = 0 and for z > 2 A(z) =i mod 5

for x € H\/iz-‘ , [\/T'H-‘ — 1]. For any infinite sequence 1 < x9 < ---, consider —x1 + 2xy,
{ > 2, where xy is sufficiently large compared to 1. Then, if z, € H\/ﬁz-‘ , [\/ii“-‘ - 1] we
have —z1 + 2z € H\/ﬁzﬂ-‘ , [\/T'H-‘ - 1], thus A(zy) # A(—z1 + 2x¢).

A similar argument works for any sequence (ay,ag,...,ax) with a1 +as + -+ a; = 1 and
ar > 2. However, as a consequence of our considerations concerning the canonical situation
for the system (1), for alternating sequences of —1’s and +1’s, whose sums are equal to 1, we
show later, see Corollary 4.3, that one can achieve the z;’s to be pairwise distinct.

Milliken [9] and Taylor [13] independently extended Hindman’s Theorem 1.1 to colorings of
k-element sets of sets. Note that Milliken-Taylor type results imply the corresponding results
for systems of equations. Indeed, for an infinite set X = {z1 < z2 < ---} C N, consider integer
coefficients ay, ag,...,a; and a set F(X)=X U {Zle QiTj; 0 Tjpy Tjg,---,Tj, € X, 1< g1 <
Jo < -+ < ji} of linear combinations. Assume we know that for any coloring of natural num-
bers there is an infinite set X = {x; < x9 < --- } such that F(X) satisfies one of patterns from
P for a set of canonical patterns P. Then, it implies that for any coloring of the natural num-
bers there is a solution to the infinite system <Zf:1 Qixj, = T o, gp L < J1 <jo <0 <Ji)
of equations satisfying one of the color patterns from P. However, these two formulations are
not equivalent since a solution to the system allows for the values of the variables x;,’s to be
repeated, that is not the case in the first formulation involving the family F(X) of linear forms.

In this paper we focus on the first, stronger formulation in terms of linear forms and consider
several specific situations with a; € {1,—1},7=1,2,...,k.

3. THE SET X U{x1+ 2o+ -+ xp: 21,22,...,25 € X, 11 <x2 < -+ < T}
The next result is an analogue of Taylor’s theorem 1.2 for k-term sums with k& > 2 fixed.

Theorem 3.1. Let k > 2 be an integer. Let A: N — N be an arbitrary coloring. Then, one
can find an infinite set X = {x1 < x9 < ---}, such that the sets X and Xgym = Xsum(k) =
{Qjeszi): J€ (IE)} are colored according to one of the following patterns:
(i) X U Xgum is monochromatic, or
(i) X U Xsym 1s rainbow, or
(iti) X is rainbow and A(Y ;¢ x;) = A(Tmax.s) for all J € (E), or
(iv) X is rainbow and A(Y ¢ ;xj) = A(Tming) for all J € (E), or
(v) X is rainbow, and A(Y ;. x5) = AQ ey ;) if and only if minl = minJ and
max ] = maxJ, for all I,J € (I,j), and A(X) N A(Xgum) = 0.
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Moreover, patterns (ii) and (v) coincide for k = 2 and none of the patterns may be omitted
without violating the theorem.

Proof. The sufficiency follows from Taylor’s Theorem 1.2. Let k& > 2. Next it will be shown
that none of these five patterns may be omitted without violating the theorem. Clearly, pat-
terns (i) and (ii) must be there by considering a monochromatic and a rainbow coloring of
the positive integers.

We shall show that none of the pattern (iii)-(v) may be omitted by considering two colorings
A7 and As of N:

Aq(x) =i if and only if z € I; = [k}, k"1 — 1], =10,1,..., and
Ag(z) = 2, where z = k*'2”, and 2/ € NU {0} and z” € N is not divisible by k.

Note that one of the patterns (i)-(v) is satisfied for an infinite sequence z; < xg < --- if
and only if this pattern is satisfied on each infinite subsequence of z1 < x5 < ---. We shall
consider an arbitrary infinite sequence r; < xg < --- of positive integers and, by taking sub-
sequences (later we also refer to this as thinning) assume that z; belongs to [k¥i, kFit! — 1],
where k1 < kg < ---. In particular we can assume that A; is rainbow on 1, z2,.... Further-
more, we see that there is either an infinite set of x;’s that have the same value of Ag(x;) or an
infinite set of z;’s such that Ag(z;)’s are pairwise distinct. Considering infinite subsequences
again, we can assume again that one of the two cases holds:

Case (a): Ag is monochromatic on 1, z2,. .., Or
Case (b): Ag is rainbow on 1 < x2 < ..., moreover Ag(z1) < Ag(x2) < ---.

Moreover, by taking subsequences we can assume that there are integer constants ¢, d, with
1 <d<kand0 < c <k, such that if z; = k%z!, for non-negative integers 2/ and 2/

largest possible, then 2/ = d + ck mod k? for all i = 1,2, .. ..

Claim 1. Pattern (iii) can not be omitted.

Suppose that one can omit pattern (iii). Consider the coloring Aj. Since it is rainbow,
it does not have pattern (i). Take x3; and assume that Aj(xs;) = m. Consider the set
Y = D ierxitas 0 I = {j,j+1...,k+3j—1}, j = 1,2,3}. Then for any y € Y,
y € [k™ 41, k™2 —1], thus A1(y) € {m,m+1}. Since |Y| = 3, some two elements of Y have
the same color under A;. In particular, patterns (i) and (v) are not satisfied. Moreover, we
do not have pattern (iv), as Al(Zle x;) # Al(Zf;l x; + x3). Thus, the only remaining
pattern is (iii).

Claim 2. Pattern (iv) can not be omitted.

Consider the coloring Ay. If case (a) holds, then for some non-negative integer =/, Ag(z;) = 2/,
for all i. Thus z; = k%' (d+ k), i =1,2,.... Then S-F  a; = k*'[(d+ka!) + (d+kalf) +-- -+
(d+kz)] = kg, for positive integers z, g, where z > &’. Thus Ag(z1+x2+- - -+x1) # Ao (z1)
and pattern (i) is not satisfied. Since in case (a) Ay is monochromatic on 1,2, ..., none
of patterns (ii)-(v) hold. Thus we can assume that case (b) holds, i.e., that Ag is rainbow
on x1,&s,.... Thus pattern (i) does not occur. Consider 3%  x; = S k%i(d + ka!)),
where o) < af < --- < x. Then Y% 2, = k*i(d + kol + S5, k% 1(d + kz!')), so
Ag(zle z;) = 2§ = Ag(x1). Thus, patterns (ii), (iii), and (v) cannot occur because
D) # Aalwr) = Ao(EiLy 74).
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Claim 3. Pattern (v) can not be omitted.

Note that if & = 2, patterns (v) and (ii) coincide, and we already showed that pattern (ii)
can not be omitted. So, assume that &k > 3. Consider the coloring Az of N defined by
Asz(z) = (A1(z), Az(z)). Since Ay and Ay do not satisfy pattern (i), so does not Az. Pat-
tern (iv) does not occur as Aj(z1) # Al(Zfz_ll x; + xor). It remains to verify that patterns
(i) and (iii) do not occur.

Assume that case (a) holds, i.e., Ag(z;) = 2/ and x; = k% (d + k), for all . Con-
sider S8 @ = KK (d 4 kat) = K (dk + 0 ka?) = k7N + S8 27), then in
particular Ag(Zle x;) > o' = Ag(xg), and pattern (iii) does not occur. From an argu-
ment used in Claim 1 we see that there are two sets I = {ji,51 + 1,...,k + j1 — 1} and
I' = {jo,jo+1,... ., k+j2—1}, j1 # jo, such that for y = >, wi+as, and y' = >, py &5+ 23,
we have A1(y) = A1(y'). Next we shall show that As(y) = As(y’). Indeed, we know that
z; = k%' (d + ck + £;k?), for some non-negative integers ¢;’s, for all i. Then y = k% (dk + ck? +
k2 >icrugsky bi) and y = k¥ (dk+ck?+ k2 > ierugsky bi). Thus Ag(y) = Ag(y') = 2’4+ 1. This
implies that As(y) = (A1(y), Aa(y)) = (A1(y), Aa(y')) = As(y’). Thus pattern (ii) does not
occur.

Assume that case (b) holds. Note that in this case Az(z1) = Aa(x1 + ) ;c; ) for any
Ie ({2]5:'1”}), and, since k > 3, for at least two of sets I,I’ € ({2"',;3];_1}) the colors Aqj(zq +
(D ier wi) +xox) and Ay (21 + (D ;e i) +x21) are the same. Thus pattern (ii) does not occur.
Pattern (iii) does not occur as Ag(zy) # Ag(Zle x;).

Thus, none of the five patterns (i)—(v) may be omitted without violating the theorem. O

4. THE SET
XU{xk—xk,1+xk,2—xk,3+~-+x2—w1: T1,%2,...,T € X, x1<x2<-~<xk},
k EVEN

For finite, non-empty sets A, B € P’ denote A < B if max A < min B. For an infinite family
A={A; < Ay < ---} of finite subsets of Nlet A" = {U;crA; : T € P'}, hence A’ is the family
of all finite, non-empty unions of sets from the family A.

Positive integers can be identified with finite subsets of NU{0} by using the mapping f: P’ —
N with f(S) = > ,c42° where S € P'.

(v') Taylor’s Theorem 1.2 in terms of finite sets reads as follows.

Theorem 4.1 (Taylor [13]). Let A = {A; < Az < ---} be an infinite family of finite non-
empty subsets of N. For every coloring A': A" — N there exist infinitely many finite sets
B1 < By < -+ in A, such that one of the following holds:

(Z) A/(UiejBi) = A/(UjeJBj) foralll,J e ,P/, or
(it) A (UierB;) = A'(3 e 5 Bj) if and only if I = J, for all I,J € P', or
(iii) A (UierB;) = A (UjesB;j) if and only if max I = max J, for all 1,J € P, or
(iv) A'(UierBi) = A'(UjesBj) if and only if min I = min J, for all I,J € P’, or
(v) A'(UicrB;) = A'(UjesBj) if and only if min I = min J and maz I = maxz J, for all
I.JeP.

None of these five patterns may be omitted without violating the theorem.
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Here we use the following notation for a k-element set J = {j; < jo < --- < ji} and positive
integers x;, j € J:
%
ij = Tj, — Tjg oy T Tjp — Tjg T T Tjp — Ty
jeJ
We refer to this as an alternating sum.

Theorem 4.2. Let k > 2 be an even integer. Let A: N — N be an arbitrary coloring. Then,
one can find an infinite set X = {x1 < xo < ---}, such that the sets X and X}, = X}, (k) =

{Z;EJ xzj:J € (il)} are colored according to one of the following patterns:

(1) X U X}, is monochromatic, or
(1) X U XY, is rainbow, or
(iii) X is rainbow and A(Z;GJ zj) = A(zmax ) for all J € (I:), or
(iv) X is monochromatic, and A(X)NA(Xy,) =0, and A3 S 75) = A(X e v;) if and
only if minI = min J, for all I,J € (21), or
(v) X is rainbow, A(X) N A(Xar) = 0, and A(X G 75) = A(Xjerxj) if and only if
min/ = minJ and max I = maxJ, for all I,J € (ﬁ)

For k > 4 none of the five patterns can be omitted without violating the theorem. For k = 2
patterns (ii) and (v) coincide. In the latter case, none of the four patterns (i)-(iv) can be
omitted without violating the theorem.

In view of the remarks directly below Theorem 2.3 we have the following consequence of
Theorem 4.2.

Corollary 4.3. Let k,r > 2 be integers, where k is even. Let A: N — [r] be a coloring.
Then, one can find an infinite set X= {x1 < x2 < ---} C N, such that the set X U X}, is
momnochromatic.

Note that for the case of k = 2, Corollary 4.3 has been shown by Rado ([11]) by using Ram-
sey’s theorem for pairs [12], i.e., the infinite system (z; — x; = x;;; 1 < ¢ < j) of linear
equations is partition regular in N. In our arguments we will use the following lemma.

Let p > 3 be a prime. For a positive integer =, we let 2’ and z” denote non-negative integers
such that z = p*’2”, where 2’ is not divisible by p. When the numbers are indexed, we shall
also use the notation 2’ ; for (v; — ;)" and 7, for (z; — 2;)", when z; > ;.

Lemma 4.4. Let X = {x1 <29 < ---} C N be an infinite set.
There exists an infinite set Z = {z1 < zo < ---} C X, such that each of the following holds

" —

o (zj —z)" =y" mod p for some y" € {1,2,...,p— 1}, for all i < j,
o (zj —z) = (2 — 20) if and only if i = ¢, for i < j and ¢ <k,
o (zit1 — 2i) < (ziy2 — zix1) for all i’s.

Note that if we think of (z; — z;)" as a color of an edge {7, j} of an infinite complete graph, the
above lemma claims that this graph is a unions of monochromatic stars S;, j = 1,..., with
centers at ¢ and leaves at j, j > i, such that the color of edges in S; is different from the color
of edges in S; for any i # j.

Proof. We define two colorings Ay : ()2() —{1,2,...,p—1} and Aj: ()3() —{0,1,2}:
Ay({z; <zj}) = 25, modp,

As({wi <zj <ap}) = 0,1, or2 if ap,;=a), ’

/
J% ]

/
xk.’i <x 3,

or xﬁm > x; ;, respectively.
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Iteratively applying Ramsey’s theorem [12] for pairs and then for triples we get an infinite
subset Y = {y; < y2 < ---} of X such that ()2/) and (g) are monochromatic with respect to
A4 and Asj respectively. In particular, let y” be the color of each pair with respect to Ay, for
y"€{1,2,...,p—1}. Le, ¢}, =y" mod p for all i < j.

We shall show next that the set (g) is monochromatic in color 0 under As. Indeed, the set
(g) cannot be monochromatic in color 1 under Asj, as there is no infinite strictly decreasing
sequence of non-negative integers. Assume for a contradiction, that the set (g) is monochro-
matic in color 2 under As. Then y;ﬂ- < y,'m- for all i« < j < k. Consider y1,y2, and y;, j > 2.

We have that y; < y;,, thus

yi —y2 = (y; — y1) + (Y1 — o) = piyfy — p*iyg g = pPa(pha TRy — gyy).
In particular, %5 = 5, = y'. On the other hand

yi —y = (yj — y2) + (Y2 — y1) = pY2yj o + P21y = p¥ (Y2 + 1)

We know that y7,
and yiy +y5 1 = 2y” mod p # y” mod p. Thus y7; # y” mod p, a contradiction. Thus, (g) is
monochromatic in color 0 under As.

Since (};) is monochromatic in color 0 under As, it implies in particular y}; = y; for some y;
and all j7 > i.

y" mod p and y5; = y” mod p for odd prime p, so y5 + y5; # 0 mod p

Assume that some p + 1 values y, coincide and are equal to f3, i.e., for some I = {i; < iy <
oo <ipp1}, and any ¢ € I, yy = . Then we have y;, | —y;;, = pPy” for all j = 1,...,p.
This implies that yi,,, — Yi = Wiper — ¥i) T+ Wi —ya) = PP o)+ + 900,
but yg;ﬂ,ip + -+, =py” = 0mod p. Thus ygpﬂ,il > 3. In particular yz/'pH,n F Yty iy
a contradiction. Thus, we can choose an infinite subset of Y so that the y.’s are distinct.
Finally, since there is no infinite decreasing sequence of non-negative integers, we can assume
that the y/s are increasing. Let Z = {21 < z2 < ---} be such a subset of Y. Then Z satisfies

the conditions of the lemma. O

For the proof of Theorem 4.2 and well as Theorem 7.1, we shall need the following colorings
and the lemma. Consider colorings Ay, Ay, and Aj defined as follows for a prime p > 3:

e A;: N — N, where Ay(z) =i if and only if z € [2¢, 21 — 1], for an integer 1.
e Ay: N — (NU{0}) x {1,2,...,p — 1} with Ag(z) = (2/,2” mod p) if z = p*'z”,
where z” is an integer, which is not divisible by p.

o Asz(z) = (Ar(), Az(x)).
For a set X = {21 < xg < ---}, recall that X, = X, (k) = {Z;GJ xzj:J € (ﬁ)}

Lemma 4.5. Consider the coloring patterns defined for an infinite set X = {x1 < x9 < ---}
of integers:

(7) X}, is monochromatic,

(i) X}, is rainbow,

(iii') A(YGeywj) = A e x;) if and only if max I = max J, for all I,J € (I,j),

() AQ ey i) = A erj) if and only if min I = min J, for all I,J € (),

(W) AQ ey i) = A er2j) if and only if minI = minJ and maxI = max J, for all

1,7 (}).
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For k = 2 items (i) and (V) coincide. For any infinite set X = {x1 < x9 < ---} of natural
numbers and k > 2:

e The coloring Ay does not satisfy (), (it), (i), and (V),
e The coloring Ag does not satisfy (7), (i), (iid), and (V),
e The coloring As does not satisfy (), (if), (i), and (/) for k > 4.

Proof. Let X = {x; < x93 < ---} C N be an infinite set, where by taking an infinite subset,
we can assume that distances between consecutive elements of X strictly increase and in
particular that X is rainbow under Ay, ie., Aj(z1) < Aj(z2) < ---. As a consequence, X
is rainbow under A3. By Lemma 4.4, we can further assume that in the second coordinate
the colors of z;’s under Ay are all the same, thus for some z” € {1,2,...p — 1}, we have
Ao(z;) = (2}, 2"), for all i, and x; ; = 2} , if and only if i = ¢, for j > i and k > L.

Moreover, by Ramsey’s theorem [12] for pairs we can assume that one of the next two cases
holds:

(a) o) <af<---,or
(b) for some z’, we have 2, = 2/, for all i.

Next we consider the colorings Aj, Ay, and Az and patterns from (i')-(v’) that are not satisfied
by these colorings.

o Ay, A3, ('), (ii') : For A; patterns (i') and (iv’) do not hold for £ > 2. In partic-
ular, there are some sets [,J € (E) such that minI = minJ and A1(3 7 z;) #
Al(z;ej xj). Thus, in particular the patterns (i’) and (iv’) do not hold for As.

e Ay, (iv),k > 4: For A; pattern (v') doesn’t hold for k& > 4. Indeed, consider any
(k + 2) positive integers z;; < @y, < @4y < -+ < - <@y, < X, < Ty, 0 X, Let
R, B, and G be k-element sets of indices defined as follows:

R - {i17i372‘47"'7ik‘*17ik7ik+2}7
B = {7:17@'372.47"'7Iik—laik+17ik+2}7
G = {7:27i37i47"'7ik*17ik‘aik+2}'

Let r = Y i gy, b= cpxj, and g = > 7 g x;. With our assumption on strictly
increasing differences between consecutive pairs, i.e., z;,_, — z; > x;, — z; we have
b < g, and with z;; < z;, we have g < r, thus b < g < r. If pattern (v) were to
hold, then we would have A;(b) = Aq(r), as max B = max R and min B = min R.
By choice of the coloring we conclude Aj(g) = Aj(b), which is a contradiction, as

min G # min B. So pattern (v’) does not hold.

o Ay, (ii'), (v'),k =2: For A patterns (ii’) and (v') do not hold for k& = 2. Indeed,
consider for any m > 4 positive integers z;, < z;, < --- < z;,, in X sufficiently apart

from each other. Consider the differences z;,, — i, , zi,, — iy, - - , Ti,,, — i, - We can
assume that z;,, € [25, 2“1—1] for some £ and z;; < 2(=1 for j =1,2,...,m—1. Thus
Ti,, — T, € 2671 26+1 1], for j = 1,2,...,m —1, and hence at least two of x;, -z,
Jj=1,2,...,m—1 are colored the same under A1, say Aq(x;,, —z;,) = A1(xi,, — T4, ).

Clearly, the mimima of the sets {ip,i,,} and {i4,i,} are distinct. This implies that
patterns (ii’) and (v') do not hold for k£ = 2.
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e Aq,(ii'),k > 4: For A; pattern (ii’) doesn’t hold for £ > 4. Let @, S, and T be

k-element sets of indices defined as follows:

Q = {il,’iQ, i5,i6,...,ik+1,’ik+2}

S = {il,ig, i5,i6,...,ik+1,ik+2}

T = {i1,i4, 95,06, lk+1, k2 }-

Let
* * *
q:ij, SIZZL‘j, andt:Z:Uj. (2)
JEQ JjES jeET

By considering indices i1, i, . . . , ik 12 sufficiently far from each other, we can assume

that z;, , > 2¢ for some large ¢ and zi; < 2t=1 for j=1,...,k+1. Thus ¢,s,t > 21
and |s —t|,|s — ql, |t — q| < 2¢7'. If min{q, s, t} € [2¢,2¢+1 — 1] for ¢ > £ — 1, then
q,t,s € [25/, ol'+1_ 14271, e, A(q), A(t), A(s) € {¢/, £/ +1}. Thus two of ¢, s, have
the same color and therefore X, is not rainbow. Assume without loss of generality
that

A1(q) = Au(s). (3)
This in particular implies that pattern (ii’) does not hold.

Ao, (a), (il), (v) : If (a) is satisfied, then patterns (ii’) and (v’) do not hold for As for
k > 2. Namely, we have for s and ¢ defined in (2), that
AQ(Q) = AQ(xik+2 = Ligyq T+ Ty — xil) = (x;p _x”) =
= A2(xik+2 — Tigyy T Tig — ziy) = Ag(s).
so pattern (ii’) does not hold.
Moreover, we have
A2(xik+3 = Tigyy T Tiyy — Tig_y + o Ty — Tiy) = (xgl’
= A2($ik+2 — Tiy T Tiy — Tigy T Ty — 75, ) = Aa(s).

so pattern (v’) does not hold.

Ag, (a), (i), (iii’) : If (a) is satisfied, i.e., #} < xj, ;, for all 4, then patterns (i') and (iii’)
do not hold for As for k > 2. Namely, we have

Ao(zpyr —ap + -+ 5 — x4 + 3 — 21)
= Ap(p"k - (pMRe TRafy, —ap) 4+ p" - (P — af)
= (z},p—2a")
# DNo(wpqpy —xp + -+ 25 — T4 + 23 — T2)
= Ag(p"k - (p"e TRafyy — ap) + e+ P2 (P2 — af))

= (JEIQ,p - .CCH).

Aq, Az, (b),(ii'),k > 4 : If (b) is satisfied, then pattern (ii’) does not hold for Ag and
As, k> 4.

In this case we have z = 2/, for all i. Recall that we assumed by Lemma 4.4 that X
satisfies:

zy, =), forall 1 <i<j <k,

750
zf; = 2" mod p for some 2" € {1,2,...,p— 1}, for all i < j, and
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a; <appforalli<j<k<dl

For k > 4 consider ¢ and s as in (2). We have from (3) that A;(q) = Ai(s). We
have

AZ(q) = A2(mik+2 - xik+1 +- Lig — Ty + Tig — xil)

= A2( o ' (p lk+2 Zk+1x + - +p 16 153226 i5 +p 22 lelQ ’Ll))

ot 2,0k+1
"
= (24 zj,,;,,—="), and

As(s) = Do(@ipy = Tipyy T+ Tig — Tis + Tig — Tiy)
= No(p" - (p"rrikniay o A4 p” il 4 pTaaal ;)
_ (l‘, + $;27i17 —$”)
thus Aa(q) = Aa(s). Asaj,, =}, and ), > a7, forall 1 <i<j<k</{ we
have As(q) = As(s). Thus pattern (iii’) is not satlsﬁed by Ag and thus by As.

e Ay, (b), (1), (iii"), (v') Patterns (i') and (iii’) do not hold under Ay for k > 4 when (b)
is satisfied. Consider

A2(xik+2 - $ik+1 T Big — Tig + Tig — Tig + Tiy — Tyy)

Ag(px/ . (p ’k+2 i1 !
(.’17, + x;z,h? Z”)

A2(xik+2 - xik+1 T Tig — Tis + Tig — Tig)

+o ot e sy 4 wis ], i T 0" 2 g )

U208k +1

RN

AQ( < (p ’k+2 i1 gt
= (.’IT + xz4 7,37 ,/)7

so patterns (ii’) and (iii’) do not hold under As.

+o ot e sy o4 s ], is))

Ug2,0k+1

as T <27

Z2 (51 14,137

Pattern (v’) does not hold for Ay for k > 4. Namely, consider
Ao (wiy, — xik L Ty, — Ty Ty — 4y)
= Aol (]
= (2 +aly,7")

- AQ(x’ikH = Tjy_ T Wiy — Tig_g T Ty — Tig Ty — xil)

+ - +p1413w1413+p12”%“))

g yik—1

= A2(pm/ . (p ikt 1ik—1 o/ + . _|_p i 23;514 s +p i, 211:22 “))

lk+lzzk 1
. / / "
= (' +7,,,7),

as a;; <y, for all i < j <k <, so pattern (v') does not hold under As.

Let k = 2. Consider z;, — a:zl and x;, — ;,. By Lemma 4.4 we have Ay (z;, —x;,) =
Ao (wiy — xiy), as @, ; = x; ,;, so patterns (ii’) and (iii’) do not hold for k£ = 2
under Ay. Moreover, consider x;, — x;, and x;, — x;;. By Lemma 4.4 we have
Ao(xiy — xiy) # A2($i4 — Tiy), as T, ;, < x; ,;, so pattern (i) also does not hold
under Aq for k = 2.

e Aj, (b),(iii’),k > 4 : If (b) is satisfied, then pattern (iii’) does not hold for Az and
k > 4. Indeed:
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as z._ . <t

12,81

e Agj, (a),(ii) If (a) is satisfied then pattern (ii’) does not hold for Az. Indeed, con-
sidering the alternating sums s and ¢ defined in (2), we have A;(s) = A;(g) and
As(s) = As(q), thus Az(s) = As(q). Hence X, is not rainbow and pattern (ii’) does
not hold.

AQ(fcik-m = Liga +o T Tig — Ty + Tjy — xi1)

"
Tk+2,k+1

Do(p? - (pwe

(@' + 53,5 2")

oot plising

"
26,15

AQ(xikH — Tiyyy T T — Tig + Ty — Tiy)

"
Tk+2,k+1

Bafp - (p" ez
(' 4z, 45, 2"),

14,93"

oot plisig

Summarising all these items, we see that the lemma holds.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let A: N — N be an arbitrary coloring. Consider another coloring

A’: P' — N, defined for any finite set S C N by

By Theorem 4.1 applied to a family A, whose members are single element subsets of N, there
exists a subfamily B = {B; < By < ---} of A’, a family of finite subsets of N, such that one

A(S)=A

(x2)

"
26,15

z, .
+p 12,l1$

x,
_}_p 14,13

of the five canonical patterns (i)-(v) with respect to the coloring A’ hold.
Consider the integers

Let X = {x; <x2 <---} C N be an infinite set. For a set J = {j1 < jo < --- < ji}, even k,

S

2L j=1,2,....

te B1UB2U--UB;

of positive integers, let

k/2 jae—j2e—1

Jae=J) U {dae1+5}, ie,

/=1 s=1

Jalt:{j1+17j1+27-~-7j27 j3+17j3+27"'7j47 ey

and let

Then we have

In particular, we see that A on X U X, corresponds to A’ on specific finite unions of sets

BZJS:

BJalt =

*
ij:

jedJ

teBy

U B.

i€Jqt

> 2

alt

=1+ 1, Jk—1+2,...

Z
22,21

2
24,13

AN(ByUByU---UB;j) =A(z;) and A'( ) B)=A0 =)

1€Jqit

jed

)

)
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First we shall show that the sets X = {z; < 2 < ...} and X, satisfy the five canonical
patterns described in the statement of the theorem.

e If we have pattern (i) of Theorem 4.1 for coloring A’, i.e., the set of all finite unions
of B;’s is monochromatic, then X U X, is monochromatic under A. Similarly, if we
have pattern (ii) of Theorem 4.1 for A/, then X U X}, is rainbow under A.

e If we have pattern (iii) of Theorem 4.1 for A’, then X is rainbow under A, and
A(zg) = A(Y 5y w;) if and only if £ = max J, and AR ier i) = A e xy) if and
only if max I = maxJ, forall { € Nand I,J € (k)

e If we have pattern (iv) of Theorem 4.1 for A’, then X is monochromatic under A, and

A(ze) # AQ ey 25), and A iy i) = A(D e y25) if and only if min I = min J, for
all € Nand I,J € (})

e If we have pattern (v) of Theorem 4.1 for A’, then X is rainbow under A, and A(xz,) #
AR ey mi), and AQ i wi) = ATy a:J) if and only if min I = min J and max [ =
max J, forall /e Nand I,J € (IE)

Thus one of the patterns (i)-(v) holds for A.

Clearly patterns (i) and (ii) are unavoidable by considering a monochromatic and a rainbow
coloring of N, respectively. The necessity of each of the patterns (iii)-(v) follows from Lemma
4.5 since if the pattern (i), (i'), (iii’), (iv’), or (v/) doesn’t hold for a coloring, then the
respective pattern (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), or (v) also doesn’t hold.

This completes the proof of Theorem 4.2. O

5. THE SET X U{xp — a1+ - +x3—29+x1: x1,%2,...,2, € X, 1 <2 < -+ < Tk},
k>3 oDD

We use the following notation for a k-element set J = {j; < j2 < -+ < jx} with k& odd and
positive integers x;, j € J:

Kk

Do = E — T Ty — Ty o Ty — Ty + Ty

JjeJ
We refer to this also as alternating sum.

Theorem 5.1. Let k > 3 be an odd integer. For any coloring A: N — N there exists
an infinite set X = {xl <@g < ---} of positive integers such that the sets X and X}, =

Xi(k) = {deJ (N)} are colored according to one of the following patterns:
(1) X U X, is monochromatic, or
(1) X U X, is rainbow, or
(iii) X is rainbow and AQ7E ; 5) = A(Tmax.g), for all J € (I]j)

None of these three patterns may be omitted without violating the theorem.

In view of the remarks directly below Theorem 2.3 we have the following consequence of
Theorem 5.1.

Corollary 5.2. Let k,r > 2 be integers, where k > 3 is odd. Let A: N — [r] be a coloring.
Then, one can find an infinite set X= {x1 < xo < ---} of positive integers, such that the set

X U X (k) is monochromatic.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.2. Let A: N — N be
an arbitrary coloring.
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Consider another coloring A’: P’ — N, defined for any finite set S C N by

A(S)=A (Z 2@') .
€S
By Theorem 4.1 applied to a family A, whose members all are single element subsets of N,

there exists a subfamily B = {B; < By < ---} of A’, a family of finite subsets of N, such that
one of the five canonical patterns (i)-(v) with respect to the coloring A’ holds.

Consider the integers
xj = > 2t j=1,2,....

te B1UB2U---UB;

Let X = {x1 < z2 < ---} C N be an infinite set. For a set J = {j1 < jo < -+ < ji}, odd k,
of positive integers, let

(k—1)/2 jag+1—J2¢

Jalt :{172,"'7j1} U U {jQ("‘S}, i.e.,
(=1 s=1

Jar ={1,2,...,51, Jo+1,jo+2,...,73, Ja+1l,54+2,...,05, ooy J—1+Ll,0k—1+2,...,7k}
and let
By, = |J B
1€Jait
Then we have .
ij = Z 2t.
jeJ teBy

alt
In particular, we see that A on X U X, corresponds to A’ on specific finite unions of sets
B;’s:

A'(BiUByU---UBj) = A(zj) and A'( ] Bi)=A0 ).
1€ J a1t jeJ
First we shall show that X and X}, satisfy the three canonical patterns described in the
statement of the theorem.

e If we have pattern (i) of Theorem 4.1 for A’| i.e., the set of all finite unions of B;’s
is monochromatic, then X U X\ is monochromatic under A. Similarly, if we have
pattern (ii) of Theorem 4.1 for A’, then X U X}, is rainbow under A.

e If we have pattern (iii) of Theorem 4.1 for A’, then X is rainbow under A, and
ATSE25) = ATmax ) for all J € ().

e If we have pattern (iv) of Theorem 4.1 for A’, then X U X/, is monochromatic, as
min B; = min U?ZIB@ Ugijk71+1 B; = min Uzlei, forall j € Nand J = {j1 < j2 <
- < Jr} € (I,f), so pattern (iv) coincides with pattern (i).

e If we have pattern (v) of Theorem 4.1 for A’, then X is rainbow under A, and
ARG %) = AlTmax s) for all J € (g), so pattern (v) coincides with pattern (iii).

Thus one of the patterns (i)-(iii) holds for A.

Patterns (i) and (ii) are clearly necessary. o
Consider the coloring Aj: N — N, where Aj(x) = i if and only if x € [2¢,2¢71 — 1], for a
non-negative integer . We recall some properties of Ay:

e For A; pattern (i) does not hold for k > 3.
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e We shall show next that for A; pattern (ii) does not hold for £ > 3. Let @, S, and T
be k-element sets of indices defined as follows:

Q = {i17’i2, i5,i5,...,ik+17’ik+2}
S = {i1,i3, i5,06, - iks1, tht2}
T = {ir,ia, 05,06, int1sinsol)-
Let ¢ = Z;;Q T, s = ijs z;,and t = Z;‘ET z;. By considering indices i1, 42, . . ., ij42

sufficiently far from each other, we can assume that x; ., > 2¢ for some large ¢ and
Ti; < 2=1 for j =1,2,...,k+1. Thus ¢,s,t > 2 and |s —t|,|s — q|, |t — ¢| < 271
If min{q, s, t} € [2¢,2¢+1 —1] for some ¢’ > £ —1, then ¢, t,s € [2¢, 20T —142¢71], ie,
A1(q), A1(t), A1(s) € {¢,¢'+1}. Thus two of g, s,t have the same color and therefore

¥ is not rainbow. This in particular implies that pattern (ii) does not hold for A;.

Therefore, pattern (iii) can not be omitted for £ > 3 without violating the theorem. U

6. THE SET {1+ 2o+ -+ xp: x1,T2,..., 25 € X, 11 < T3 < -+ < Tk}

If for a fixed k, we only consider k-term sums of integers, as a consequence of Theorem 1.2
we have the following, where only three canonical patterns show up.

Theorem 6.1. Let k > 2 be a fized positive integer. For every coloring A: N — N there
exist infinitely many positive integers x1 < xo < ---, such that one of the following holds:

(i) A ier7i) = A ey 7)), for all 1, € (3), or
(it) AQ ierwi) = A(Z]EJ xj) if and only if I = J, for all I,J € (?), or
(i) A e i) = A ey %) if and only if maz I = maz J, for all I,J € (Iz)
None of these three patterns may be omitted without violating the theorem.

Proof. Let A: N — N be given. Let A’: N — N be defined as A’'(z) = A(kz), € N. By
Theorem 1.2 applied to A’, there exist infinitely many positive integers yg < y; < --- such
that one of the five patterns there applies. This implies that one of the five patterns applies
to kyg < kyp < --- under A. Let z; = ky;, 1 =1,2,....

Set x; = 20/k + z;, for all i € N. Then for a k-element set S C N we have ), qz; =
20 + ) icg #i- If we have pattern (i) of Theorem 1.2, then all these (k£ + 1)-term sums have
the same color. If we are in pattern (ii) of Theorem 1.2, then all these sums are rainbow. If
we have pattern (iii) of Theorem 1.2, then all these sums are maximum-colored. If we have
pattern (iv) of Theorem 1.2, then, as } ;g ¥ = 20 + D ;g 2i, all these sums have the same
color. If we have pattern (v) of Theorem 1.2, then again, as >, ¢x; = 20 + ) _;cg 2i, all
these sums are maximum-colored. Thus the integers z1 < x2 < ... satisfy one of the patterns

(i)- ().

The necessity of the three patterns in Theorem 6.1 follows as before. Patterns (i) and (ii)
must be there. To the last pattern (iii) one applies the coloring A: N — N, where A(z) =/
if and only = € [k*~!, k! — 1], for positive integers £. Let X = {z; < 2o < ---} be an infinite
set of positive integers. Clearly, we do not have pattern (i), as X is infinite. Moreover, all
k-term sums cannot be rainbow. Namely, by thinning, we can assume that all k-term sums
are pairwise distinct. If z,, € [k, k% — 1] and m > max{4, k + 1}, then for all k-term sums
Y icr i with max I = m, it is kL < YierTi < k1 — 1, so each such sum has one out of
at most two possible colors, but there are (“,3:11) > 3 possible sums. This shows that all three

patterns are needed. O
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7. THE SET
{or oy v g —ap 3+ Fa2—21: T1,02,...,0, €X, 11 <2 <0 < a3,
k EVEN

We recall the following notation of an alternating sum for a k-element set J = {j; < jo <
- < ji} and positive integers z;, j € J:
ij =Tj, — Tjg oy T Tjp — Tjg T Tjp — Ty
jeJ
Theorem 7.1. Let k > 2 be an even integer. Let A: N — N be an arbitrary coloring.
Then, one can find an infinite set X = {x1 < xa < ---} of positive integers, such that the set
X =X (k) = {Z;EJ xzj:J € (?)} is colored according to one of the following patterns.
(i) X}, is monochromatic, or
(it) X}, is rainbow, or
(iii) A iy i) = AQ ey xj) if and only if max I = max J, for all I,J € (IZI), or
() A ey i) = A(Z;€J$j) if and only if minI = min J, for all I,J € (I,f), or
(v) A jervi) = A e x5) if and only if minI = minJ and max ] = maxJ, for all
I,Je(}).
For k > 4 none of the five patterns may be omitted without violoating the theorem. For k = 2

patterns (ii) and (v) coincide. In the latter case, none of the four patterns (i)-(iv) may be
omitted without violating the theorem.

Proof. The unavoidability of one of the five patterns follow from Theorem 4.2. Clearly pat-
terns (i) and (ii) are necessary by considering a monochromatic and a rainbow coloring of N,
respectively.

The necessity of the patterns (iii)-(v) follows from Lemma 4.5. O
8. THE SET {xy — w1+ -+ 23— 22+ o1 :21,22,..., 05 € X, 21 < T3 < -+ < X},
k>3 opD

Recall the following notation for a k-element set J = {j; < jo < -+ < ji} with k odd and
positive integers x;, j € J:
kk
ij =Tj Ty T Tjp_y — Ty T Ty — Tjp + Ty
Jj€J
Theorem 8.1. Let k > 3 be an odd integer. For any coloring A: N — N there exists an
infinite set X = {x1 < @y < ---} of positive integers such that the set X}, = X} (k) =
{deJ xj (E)} is colored according to one of the following patterns:
(i) Xalt is monochromatic, or
(it) X, is rainbow, or
(i) MY e, @) = A(Z;ZJ xj) if and only if max I = maxJ, for all I,J € (I]j)
Moreover, none of the patterns could be omitted.
Proof. The unavoidability of one of the patterns (i)-(iii) follows from Theorem 5.1.

Patterns (i) and (ii) in the theorem are clearly necessary. Next we show that the pattern (iii)
is necessary as well.
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Let X = {z; <29 < ---} be an infinite set of positive integers. Let A1: N — N, where
Aq(x) = i if and only if x € [2¢71,2? — 1], for a positive integer i. We recall some properties
of All

e For A; pattern (i) does not hold for k > 3.

e For A; pattern (ii) does not hold for £ > 3. Let @, S, and T be k-element sets of
indices defined as follows:

Q = {ilai% i57'-'7ik+1aik+2}
S = {i1, i3, Q5. lkt1,0kt2}
T = {i17i47 i5a"'aik+1aik‘+2}-
Let g = EjeQ xj, 8= ZjeS zj,and t = ZjeT xj. By considering indices i1, 2, . .., i542

sufficiently far from each other, we can assume that x; ., > 2¢ for some large ¢ and

Ti; < 2=1 for j =1,2,...,k+1. Thus ¢,s,t > 2 and |s —t|,|s — q|, |t — ¢| < 271

If min{q, s, ¢} € [2¢, 261 —1] for some ¢ > £ —1, then g, t,s € [2¢, 20+t —142671) e,

Aq(q), A1(t), A1(s) € {¢/,¢'+1}. Thus two of g, s,t have the same color and therefore
xr is not rainbow. This in particular implies that pattern (ii) does not hold.

Therefore, pattern (iii) may not be omitted for £ > 3 without violating the theorem. O

9. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we derived canonical Ramsey-type theorems for linear combinations of integers
corresponding to sums or alternating sums and respective linear systems. Our results present
sets of three or five unavoidable patterns. In addition we show that each of these patterns
is necessary. It remains a wide question whether analogous statements could be made for
general linear combinations.

There is a canonical version of the Milliken-Taylor Theorem for colorings of k-element sets
of sets, see Lefmann [7]. For the case of k = 2 there are 26 canonical patterns. Using this,
we can show for example, that for sequences (a,a,...,a,1,1,...1) containing ¢ many a’s and
k — g many ones, where g(a —1) + k =0 or g(a — 1) + k = 1 and an integer a < 0, the set
X U{aziy, +aziy, + - +avy, + 2y + Tig, + oo+ a0 1 <0y <dg < --- < ig}, where
X = {x1 < x2 <---} is infinite, is colored according to one of at most 26 canonical patterns.
Indeed, for the case g(a — 1) + k = 1 the number of patterns reduces to at most 15.

However, we can only show necessity of at least three patterns for the statements above. This
brings us to the following:

Open question: For which sequences (a1, as, ..., ax) of non-zero integers is there a constant
number, independent of k, of unavoidable patterns so that in any coloring of positive integers,
there is an infinite set X = {1 < x9 < ---} such that X U {a1z;, + aszj, + - +apx;, + 1 <
i1 < iy < --- < ix} satisfies one of these patterns? For which such sequences (ai,as,...,ax)
can we guarantee five unavoidable patterns?

We see that if a; < 0 then by looking at z;, large enough compared to x;,_,, the sum
a1x;, + asw;, + - - + apx;, is negative. However since we consider only positive integers this
case is ill-defined. From the remarks after Theorem 2.3 we see that for situations with a; > 1,
we cannot guarantee the monochromatic pattern for colorings with only finitely many colors.
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These and some other indications make us believe that the problem is reducible to a; = 1
and that in case of Zle a; =0 or Zle a; = 1 there are five unavoidable patterns.
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