
Zeitschrift: L'Enseignement Mathématique

Herausgeber: Commission Internationale de l'Enseignement Mathématique

Band: 40 (1994)

Heft: 1-2: L'ENSEIGNEMENT MATHÉMATIQUE

Artikel: THE PROUHET-TARRY-ESCOTT PROBLEM REVISITED

Autor: Borwein, Peter / Ingalls, Colin

Kapitel: 2. Elementary Properties

DOI: https://doi.org/10.5169/seals-61102

Nutzungsbedingungen
Die ETH-Bibliothek ist die Anbieterin der digitalisierten Zeitschriften auf E-Periodica. Sie besitzt keine
Urheberrechte an den Zeitschriften und ist nicht verantwortlich für deren Inhalte. Die Rechte liegen in
der Regel bei den Herausgebern beziehungsweise den externen Rechteinhabern. Das Veröffentlichen
von Bildern in Print- und Online-Publikationen sowie auf Social Media-Kanälen oder Webseiten ist nur
mit vorheriger Genehmigung der Rechteinhaber erlaubt. Mehr erfahren

Conditions d'utilisation
L'ETH Library est le fournisseur des revues numérisées. Elle ne détient aucun droit d'auteur sur les
revues et n'est pas responsable de leur contenu. En règle générale, les droits sont détenus par les
éditeurs ou les détenteurs de droits externes. La reproduction d'images dans des publications
imprimées ou en ligne ainsi que sur des canaux de médias sociaux ou des sites web n'est autorisée
qu'avec l'accord préalable des détenteurs des droits. En savoir plus

Terms of use
The ETH Library is the provider of the digitised journals. It does not own any copyrights to the journals
and is not responsible for their content. The rights usually lie with the publishers or the external rights
holders. Publishing images in print and online publications, as well as on social media channels or
websites, is only permitted with the prior consent of the rights holders. Find out more

Download PDF: 09.12.2025

ETH-Bibliothek Zürich, E-Periodica, https://www.e-periodica.ch

https://doi.org/10.5169/seals-61102
https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=de
https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=fr
https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=en


PROUHET-TARRY-ESCOTT PROBLEM 5

Section 3 then focuses on the most interesting minimal case of n k + 1.

The known solutions are presented and Smyth's attractive recent treatment of
the largest known case (n 10) is discussed. In these minimal cases a solution
must have considerable additional structure.

Two related problems are discussed in Section 4. One is due to Erdös and
Szekeres the other due to Wright. Both have been open for decades.

Section 6 presents some of the many open problems directly related to these

matters.

2. Elementary Properties

The problem can be stated in three equivalent ways. This is an old result

as are most of the results of this section in some form or another. (See for
example [7], [11].) In various contexts it is easier to use different forms of the

problem.

Proposition 1. The following are equivalent:

(1) L a; £ ß; for
1=1 1=1

(2) deg I (j (x-a,) - f[ (x - ß;)j < n - (k + 1)

(3) (x- 1)*+I I £ xa< - L
i= I i= 1

Proof. An application of Newton's symmetric polynomial identities
shows the equivalence of (1) and (2). To prove the equivalence of (1) and (3)
apply xd/dx to equation (3) and evaluate at one k + 1 times.

A solution of the Prouhet-Tarry-Escott problem generates a family of
solutions by the following lemma. Any solutions that can be derived from each
other in this manner are said to be equivalent.

Lemma 1. If {u a,,}, |ß:,..., ß,,} a solution of degree k,
then so is {Ma, + K,..., Ma„ + K}, {Mß, + K,..., Mß„ + } for
arbitrary integers M, K.

Proof The second form of the problem is clearly preserved when the
polynomials Il"=i(*-a;) and ü"=, (x - ß,) are scaled and translated by
integer constants.
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We are particularly interested in the solutions of small size and we

define N(k) to be the least integer n such that there is a solution of size n and

degree k. We immediately get the following proposition.

Proposition 2.

N(k) ^ k + 1

Proof. This follows from the second form of the problem since monic

polynomials with identical coefficients have identical roots.

Solutions of degree k and size k + 1 are called ideal. Ideal solutions are

of particular interest since they are minimal solutions to the problem. We may
use the following lemma to obtain an upper bound for N(k), and to construct
solutions of high degree.

k
Lemma 2. If {ai, a„} {ßi, ß„} then

{ai,a„, ßj + M,ß„ + M}k={a,+ M,a„ + M, ß1;ß„}
for any integer M.

Proof. This follows upon multiplying (3) by (xM - 1).

Corollary 1.

N(k) ^ C2k

Proof. Simply use Lemma 2 and choose M so large that there are no

common elements in the two sets.

As will be shown later N(k) k + 1 for k 1, 9 so we can choose C

to be 10/29 for k ^ 9, but this is unnecessary in light of the next proposition.

Proposition 3.

1

N(k) < - k(k + 1) + 1

Proof. Let n > sks\ and

A {(ai, (Xj) : 1 ^ ai ^ n for i 1, s}

There are ns members of A. Consider the relation ~ defined on A by
(a/) ~ (ß/> iff (a,):= (ai, ...,as) is a permutation of (ß,):= (ßi,
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There are at least ns/s\ distinct equivalence classes in since each

(a,,as) has at most s\ different permutations. Let

Sj((a,))ai + • • • + ajsfor1,k
Note that

^ ^ Sj((ai)) < snj

so there are at most

k k(k+1)

Y[ (snJ — s + 1) < skn 2

j= i

distinct sets (^((cx/)), s*((a/))). We may now choose 5 \k(k + 1) + 1

and we have

k(k+ 1)
— ns

skn 2 skns ~ 1 < —
si

since n > sks\. So the number of possible (^((a,)), ^((a,-))) is less than

the number of distinct (a,-) and we may conclude that two distinct sets

{dj, as} and {ßi, ß5} form a solution of degree k.

Slightly stronger upper bounds are discussed in [22] and [15], but they are

much more difficult to establish and only improve the estimates to

'\{k2- 3) k odd
N(k) ^

I (k2 - 4) k even

We can also define M(k) to be the least 5 such that there is a solution of
size s and degree exactly k and no higher. Hua in [11] shows

M(k) ^ (k + 1)
\log(l+|) jk>

This is also a considerably harder argument than the above bound for N(k).

3. Ideal and Symmetric Ideal Solutions

We explore some of the properties of ideal solutions. On occasion we add

still more structure by requiring symmetric solutions. The notion of symmetry
depends on the parity of the degree of the solution. Only ideal symmetric
solutions are defined below, but one may easily define symmetric solutions for
arbitrary degree.
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