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IP-RIGIDITY AND EIGENVALUE GROUPS
JON. AARONSON, MARYAM HOSSEINI & MARIUSZ LEMANCZYK

ABSTRACT. We examine the class of increasing sequences of natu-
ral numbers which are IP-rigidity sequences for some weakly mix-
ing probability preserving transformation. This property is closely
related to the uncountability of the eigenvalue group of a corre-
sponding non-singular transformation. We give examples, includ-
ing a super-lacunary sequence which is not IP-rigid.

§0 INTRODUCTION

Let (X,B,m) be a standard, continuous, probability space (that is,
(X, B) is a Polish space equipped with its Borel sets and a non-atomic
m € P(X) (the collection of probability measures on (X, 5)).

We’ll denote by MPT = MPT( X, B, m) the collection of invertible, prob-
ability preserving transformations of (X, B,m). This is a Polish space
when equipped with the coarse topology with basic neighborhoods of
form

U(TOa.fla"WfN;E) =
{TEMPT HijTS—ijTgHLZ(m)<€ \ 1SJSN, 5=:|:1}

where Ty € MPT(X, B, m) and fi,..., fx € L2(m).

Equipped with the coarse topology, MPT(X,B,m) is a topological
group under composition. It is embedded into the Polish, topological
group U(L?*(m)) of unitary operators on L?(m) equipped with the
strong operator topology by the Koopman representation Urf := f o
T (T eVPT(X,B,m), feL?(m)). Accounts of the spectral theory of
unitary operators can be found in [KT] and [N2].
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Recurrence and rigidity.

A sequence ¢ € NN(1) :={qg e NV: ¢, < qu1 V n>1} is called a se-
quence of recurrence for T' e MPT(X, B, m) if limsup,, ., p(AnT-m A) >
0 for each A € B of positive measure.

Rigidity is a stronger version of recurrence.

An sequence g € N¥(1) is called a rigidity sequence for T' e MPT(X, B, m)
if u(T1mA A A)— 0 for each A € B; equivalently

(%) T =55 14.

Using spectral theory one sees that () is equivalent to the restricted
spectral type op of T' (i.e. Up|r2(m),) having the Dirichlet property
along ¢, that is

L3(T,or)

(1) Xgn ——— 1.

n—o0

where x(t) := €2,

Rigidity sequences for non-trivial transformations must be sparse.
In particular, unless T' € MPT is purely periodic any rigidity sequence
for T has at most finite intersection with each of its translates whence
has zero Banach density.

Additional properties of rigidity sequences are studied in [BJLR] &
[EG] including the rigidity properties of lacunary and super-lacunary
sequences, a sequence ¢ € NY(1) being called lacunary if q;‘—: >\ >
1V n>1and super-lacunary if £ —— oo.

n—>00

Rigid factors, mild mixing and IP sets.  Let T € MPT(X, B, m)
and let ¢ € N¥(1). Tt is well known that the collection of sets

(8) R(q) ={AeB: m(AAT™A) — 0}

is a T-invariant, o-algebra. It corresponds to the maximal factor of T’
which is rigid along g. The transformation 7' € MPT(X,B,m) is called
mildly mizing if it has no non-trivial, rigid factor along any ¢ € N¥(1)
(as in [FW]).

Since the spectral type og of a factor S of T' is absolutely continuous
with respect to oy, it is evident that 7" has some non-trivial rigid factor
if and only if 3 a Dirichlet measure u << or, (that is, one satisfying ()
along some g € NN(1)).

An [P-set is a collection of “finite sum sets” of form

FS(q)={q(F): FeF}
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where ¢ € NN(1) and for
F e F:={finite, nonempty subsets of N}, ¢(F):= ) g¢;.
jeF
This notion appears in combinatorics, ultrafilter theory, topological
dynamics (see [Fu] and [HS]) and also in ergodic theory.
As shown in [Ful, 7" e MPT(X, B,m) is mildly mixing if and only if
3 K c N which intersects with every finite sum set so that

m(AnT™"B) m(A)m(B) V A, BebB;

n—oo, neK
equivalently (see [HMP1]),
T is not mildly mixing if and only if 3 ¢ € NY(1) so that
inf [f(n)| >0.

neFS(q)

The considerations involved give rise to the notion of

IP convergence.
Let g e NN(1). We'll say that a sequence a: N — Z (a metric space)
converges IP to L € Z along FS(q)

written a(n) o), L,inZ if

a(q(F))

Z
FeF, min F—oo

L.

This paper is about

IP-rigidity.
We'll say that b e NN(1) is
an [P-rigidity sequence for T and that T is IP-rigid along b if
7 = 14 in vt

n—oo

Let
IPRWM := {be NY(1): 3 T e MPT(X, B, m), weakly mixing & IP-rigid along b}.

Any rigid transformation is IP-rigid on some subsequence (see [Fu]).
On the other hand if a transformation is IP-rigid on ¢ € NN(1), then it
is rigid along much thicker subsequences (see §5).

Similarly to (8), for ¢ e NN(1), the collection

Res(q) = {A e B: m(AAT"A) 22

is a T-invariant, o-algebra. It corresponds to the maximal factor of T'
which is IP-rigid along q. As above, T has a non-trivial factor, IP-rigid
along ¢ if and only if Umy_ e Inf pe, min v [T7(q(F))] > 0.
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The existence of IP-Dirichlet measures along b € NN(1) is related to
the groups

Gy(b) :={teT: ), [bat|" <00} (0<p<oo) &
n=1
Goo(b):={teT: |byt| — 0}

where for z € R, || := min,cz |z - nl.
These groups are discussed in [AN] and [HMP2].

Results.
Proposition 1 Suppose that b e NN(1), then

|G1(b)| >Rg == ©be IPRWM.

Proposition 1 (which is folklore) can be proved using Propositions 1.1
and 1.2 (below).

Theorem 2 If be NN(1), then

be IPRWM = |Ga(D)| > Ro.

Theorem 2 also provides an answer to a question in [BJLR]:

© if b e IPRWM, then some irrational rotation is rigid along b because
if |G2(b)| > ®g then 3 av € Go(b) N Q. It follows that rotation of T by «
is rigid along b. ¥

The converse of theorem 2 holds for arithmetic sequences and
Erdos-Taylor sequences for different reasons.

A sequence ¢ € NN(1) is called arithmetic if it is either

e multiplicative in the sense that ¢,|¢,.1 ¥ n >1; or it is the

e principal denominator sequence of some a € T \ Q, being defined
by qo =1, ¢1 = a1, @ue1 = Ani1Gn + Gu1 Where a = [0;ay,ay, ... ] is the
continued fraction expansion of a.

Proposition 3 Let b e N¥(1), be arithmetic. The following statements
are equivalent.

(a) Tm bg” “so. (b) [G1(B)] > Ro.

n—oo
n

(c) be IPRWM. (d) |Ga(b)|> Ro.
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The FErdos-Taylor sequence associated to (ai,ag,...) € NN is b =
(b1,ba,...) e NN(1) defined by

by :=1. by :=a,b, +1.

Erdos-Taylor sequences were introduced in [ET] and are considered to
be “extremely non-arithmetic”.

Proposition 4 If b e NY(1), is an Erdos-Taylor sequence, then

2
(i) Z(bb") <oo <= (ii) be IPRWM <= (iii) |Ga(b)|> Ro.
n>1\ Yn+l

We'll see that there are super-lacunary Erdos-Taylor sequences b & ¢ €

NN(1) satisfying |G2(b)| > Ro & G1(b) = {0} and G5(q) = {0}.

Eigenvalue Groups and theorem 2.

Groups of form G5 appear as eigenvalue groups (see [AN]). Eigen-
value groups and rigidity are related as follows:

An ergodic probability preserving transformation S is not mildly
mixing (i.e. has a rigid factor) if and only if there is a conservative,
ergodic non-singular transformation 7" so that S x T is not ergodic (see
[FW]). By the ergodic multiplier theorem of M. Keane (see e.g. §2.7
of [A]), this situation is characterized by og(e(T")) > 0 where og is the
restricted spectral type of S and e(T) is the group of eigenvalues of T..

We prove Theorem 2 in §4 by considering a dyadic cocycle (see below)
associated to b € N¥(1) over the dyadic adding machine. The eigenvalue
group of the Mackey range (asin p. 76-77 in [Z]) of this cocycle is G5 (b).
In case b is a growth sequence as in [A2], that is b(n) > ¥, b(k), then
the Mackey range preserves a o-finite measure and is isomorphic to the
appropriate dyadic tower over the dyadic adding machine (defined in

[A2]).

Organization of the paper.

In §1 we establish the basic results on Dirichlet sets and measures
and begin to consider membership of TPRWM.

In §2 we consider the class of arithmetic sequences, and prove Propo-
sition 3.

In §3 we prove proposition 4 for Erdos-Taylor sequences and give our
main examples.

The proofs of propositions 3 & 4 both use Theorem 2 which is estab-
lished in §4. In §5 we make some quantitative remarks on the growth
of rigid sequences for transformations IP-rigid along some (particular)
be NN(1).
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§1 DIRICHLET SETS AND MEASURES
Dirichlet sets. A Dirichlet set is a subset I' ¢ T of form
L) ={teT: xp,(t) —> 1}
where b e NN(1) & (1) := e27int,
An IP-Dirichlet setis a subset I' c T of form
P(FS(0)) = {te T+ vu(t) =2 1)
where b e NN(1). Here, we have

Proposition 1.1 For be NY(1),

D(FS (b)) = G.(b).

Proof sketch of ¢
It suffices to show that for t € R,

Int] =2 0 = 3 [bat] < oo,

For z € R, let |x] be the nearest integer to x (if there are two, take
the lesser one), and let

1
(@) =2 -|z], then [{z}]=|z] < 5.
. F3 (b)
Fix t € R so that ||nt| —— 0, let K >0 be so that

Ib(F)t| < % V FeF, min F> K.
If F, Gc[K,o)nN are disjoint finite sets, then
1
[oCE)EN, 16(G)e], Ib(F v G| < .

Since (b(F v G)t) — (b(F)t) — (b(G)t) € Z, this forces
(b(FuG)t) = (b(F)t) + (b(G)t).
It follows that
> Hbt||<i 3 ||bt|\<i& 3 ||bt|\<1. .
6T "6 " 8

n>K, (bpt)>0 n>K, (bpt)<0 neN, n>K
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Dirichlet measures. A probability measure p € P(T) is called

e a Dirichlet measure if
Ixb, = U2y —= 0

for some b € NN(1) in which case pu is called Dirichlet along b and

e an [P Dirichlet measure if

Fs (b)
Ixn =2y —= 0

for some b € NN(1) in which case yu is called IP-Dirichlet along b.

Evidently:

2
Xk Z—(u)> 1 if and only if 7i(ny) — p(T),

if u is IP-Dirichlet along b, then so is any v < p,

if p is IP-Dirichlet, then 3 b € N¥(1) so that Y,.51 [Xs, = 1] z2¢u) < o0,
whence (G1(b)) =1 and g is IP-rigid along b.

By Proposition 1.1, a totally atomic measure p € P(T) is IP-Dirichlet
along b if and only if u(G1(b)) = 1. Examples in §4 (below) show that
this is false for continuous measures p € P(T).

Proposition 1.2
IPRWM = {beNY(1): 3 peP(T) continuous & IP-Dirichlet along b}.

Proof of ¢ Suppose that b € IPRWM and that (X,B,m,T) is a weakly
s(b
mixing, probability preserving transformation so that 7" LON Id.

Fix feL*(m), [y fdm=0, [,|f[?dm =1. The spectral measure of f:
weP(T) is continuous and IP-Dirichlet along b.

Proof of 2 Suppose that po € P(T) is continuous and IP-Dirichlet
along b. Let p be the symmetrization of g (also continuous and IP-
Dirichlet along b) and let (X,B,m,T) be the shift of the Gaussian
process with spectral measure pu. The spectral type of (X,B,m,T) is
o7 = Yuso W where p* denotes the n-fold convolution of p with itself

(see e.g. [CFS]). Each pu* is continuous (whence T is weakly mixing)
and IP-Dirichlet along b (since (K (n) = m(n)k =0, 1). Every v < op

is also IP-Dirichlet along b and 7" is IP-rigid along b. Thus b € TPRWM.
v
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It follows from proposition 1.2 that if b € N¥(1) is an IP rigidity
sequence for some 7' € MPT not of discrete spectrum (i.e. op is not
totally atomic) then b € IPRWM.

We complete this section with a “mixed” multiplicative-finite sum
condition for membership in TPRWM.

Proposition 1.3 Suppose that b € NN(1) and that 3 S c N infinite, so
that ¥,,cq 72 < 00, and by|bys1 for n ¢ S, then b e IPRWM.

bn+1

If N\ S is finite, then |G1(b)| > Ry by Theorem 5 in [ET], whence
b € IPRWM by proposition 1.

Proof Assume (without loss of generality) that b; = 1. We construct
a weakly mixing 7" € MPT(X, B, m) which is IP-rigid along b by cutting
and stacking as in Ch. 7 of [N1].

To this end, we construct a nested sequence of Rokhlin towers (7, )1
of intervals where 7,, has height b,,.

Let 71 be [0,1]. To construct 7,,; from 7,:

o ifn¢S &b, =a,b,, a, €N, a,>2 then we cut 7, into a,, columns
and stack.

e IfneS &b, =a,b,+r,, a, r, €N, 1<r,<b,, we cut 7, into
a, columns and put one spacer interval above the |4 |'th column from
the left and r, — 1 spacer intervals above the last column in the right
and then we stack.

The tower 7, is a stack of b, intervals of length H;le % called levels
of Tn-

It follows from §7.31 in [N1] that the transformation 7" constructed
preserves a finite measure m. A standard argument as in the proof of
Proposition 3.10 of [BJLR] shows that 7" is weakly mixing.

Next, we show that if A is a union of levels in some 7, then

S m(AAT" A) < co.

n=1

To see this, we note first that A is also a union of levels in every
T, (n>K). Fix n > K and write

Sﬁ[K,OO)={Sl<82<83<...}.

: 1 bs, 1 3 1 o 1
Since FRS| < bayen < Gag our assumptions imply Y2, aog < 00.

To estimate m(AAT " A) for n € (s4_1, s¢] we consider the appear-
ance of the tower 7, as “7,,-stalks” inside 7g,41.
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A 7,-stalk in T,,,1 is a union s = UZZBl T*B of levels of 75,41 where B
is contained in the base of 7,.
Let s € B be a 7,-stalk in 75,41, then
501
m(snA)= H —-m(A).

j=n “j

By construction, 7,,.1 consists entirely of 7,,-stalks and spacer stalks
added in 7,,1. Thus, all points of A except those contained in the two
Tp-stalks preceding the spacer stalks added in 75,1, return to A at time
by, so

S| 4 1
m(AAT " A) =2m(ANT " A) =4[ = -m(A) < e -m(A).
j=n J a'se
Thus, writing sg:= K — 1, we have
Z m(AAT ™ A) = Z Z m(T (A)AA)
n=K 0=1ne(se_1,5¢]
>, 4 1
< -—-m(A)
;nE(Sg_l,sd 2%e7m As,
1
<4dm(A) ) —
=1 s,

It follows from this that for A a union of levels in some tower 7,, and
F={ny<ny<--<ni}eF,

m(AATb(F)A) = m(AAng:l bnj A)
< m(AATblA) + m(TblAATZ§:1 bn A)

= m(AAT" A) + m(AATZi2b A)
<

k
Z m(AATY A

S (T (A)AA)

n=min F'

IN

0.

FeF, min F—oo
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The collection of measurable sets C satisfying this last convergence is
a o-algebra and

Co U(U{unions of levels in Tn}) =B

n>1

Thus T is IP-rigid along b. @&

Remark 1.4. The proof of Proposition 1.3 establishes the following
proposition:
Suppose that b € NN(1), p > 0 and that 3 S c N infinite, so that
ngs(bb” )P < oo, and by|b,1 forn ¢ S, then 3 T € MPT(X, B,m) weakly
mixing and a dense collection A c B so that

(Y(») Y m(AAT" AP <00 V Ac A

n>1
As above, ¥ (1) = IP-rigidity along b whence or(G2(b)¢) = 0 by
Theorem 2. Using the spectral theorem, one sees that ¥ (% —

O'T(Gl(b)c) =0

§2 ARITHMETIC SEQUENCES

In this section, we prove proposition 3. The implications (b) = (c)
= (d) = (a) follow from proposition 1, theorem 2 and theorem 16
in [E] (respectively). None of these uses arithmeticity.

We turn to the remaining implication (a) = (b).

Lemma 2.1
If b e NN(1) is multiplicative and sup,,.;

C.f. theorem 3 in [ET].

Proof Suppose that b,,1 = a,.1b,, where a,, >2 Vn > 1.
Since sup,,5; @, = o0, 3 a subsequence (ny)xs1 such that a,,  /a,, >
3V k>1. Define t: Q:={0,1} - [0,1] by

bz: = 0o, then |G (b)| > Ro.

=3 W
t(w):=> —
k=1 bnk

Since

RN SRR SO
k=L+ b an j=1 a'nL+la'nL+2 a'nj b 7=1 3 b L’
we have that ¢: € :={0,1}N - [0, 1] is strictly increasing (with respect
to lexicographic order on (2), whence injective and [t(€2)| > Ro.

It suffices to show that t(2) c G1(b).
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To see this, fix w e 2. For N > 1, we have that

>b
NWE Wk
byt(w) =) = ) mod 1,
i1 bny E>1, ng>N AN+1AN+2° Ony,

whence
w 1
lont(@)| = > i Y = Ay.

k>1, np>N AN+1AN12" " Cny, k>1, np>N AN+1AN+2 " A,

For N1 < N < ng,

1 1 1
Ay = < < N
sk ON+1ON+2 Ay s AN+1AN+27 " Appe ~ Ay, 2nE=Na,
Thus
ad 1
St Y Ax=y Y
N=ny N=n; k=2 N=nj,_;+1v=k AN+1AN+2"""0n,,

and t(w) e G1(b). w

Lemma 2.2

Let q = q(«) € NN(1) be the principal denominator sequence of « €
(0, 1)~ Q.

If sup,,5; 22 = oo, then |G1(q)| > Ro.

Proof As shown in [IN],
for any t € [0, 1] there is a unique sequence (wy, )p>1 € [1,5140, 1, ay }
such that
o wip<ag, wWg=ar = wiy =0and
o t=Y"  wy(guer) mod 1.
Since sup,,s; @n = SUP,,5; qZ” = oo, we can choose a sub-sequence a,

such that Y ;. 1/a,, < co and define

t:Q={0,1}">T by t(w):=> wi(gn-1) mod 1.
k=1

By the above, t: Q — T is injective. It follows that [t(€2)| > Ro and it

suffices to show that ¢(Q2) c G1(q).
We claim that sup . Yooy |gnt(w)] < oo
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Fix K >1 and consider ng — 1< N <ng.q —1. Then

lant(w)] <> [wnp-1an8Gn 1]
k=1

”CINan 10‘”

av

I/\

o0
<2
K oo
Z
k=1 AN+1  g=K+1 ny,

. n—2
Using the fact that q”q% >+/2 "V j, n>1 we have for some absolute
constant C,

Ani-1 - dn,-1 . Ung-1 . Inxk < ¢ . 1 . ¢ for k< K

AN+ Gne-1 G ONs1 2T an, (BN
and
AN AN Gnga-l nga c 1 C

= : . < . : for k> K.
- ngy1-N NE—NK+1
n,  Gnga-1 Gnga dny, \/§ et npepy \/i "

Therefore,

nK+1-2 ng+1-2 [ K )
;-1 4N

5 a3 (Rt § )

N=ng-1 N=ng-1 \k=1 AN+1  p=K+1 Ink

2 nKi_Q i 1 i 1
<C — .. Tt N
Nenp-1 \k=1 anK\/QN YOkERrlan,, V2 N
NK+1-2 1 1
<C® = )
NG anK\/ﬁN K anK+1\/§ K+1—N

SC4(L+ 1 )
ng NK+1
and
& PN 1
> lant(@) < C* Y (—+ )<oo. W
N=1 K=1 ng NK+1

Hence q € IPRWM. & The proof of Proposition 3 is now complete. @&

§3 SUPER-LACUNARY SEQUENCES

Suppose that b = (by, by, ...) € NN(1) is super-lacunary, i.e. 2 —

bn n—00
Q.
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As in theorem 17 in [E], we fix N > 1 with b’g—;l >10V n> N and let

E:= () E,
n>N
where
4b,,
E,:={te[0,1]: |but] < }.
bn+1
Now
bn—1
E, 2 U I,
k=1
where

k 4 k 4
— —+ ].
bn bn+1 bn bn+l
For each n > N, the intervals {I, : 1<k <b,} are disjoint, and each
interval Iy, contains at least five disjoint intervals of form Iy ,.1. It
follows that E contains a Cantor set and |E| > Rg. Thus, (c.f of theorem
5 in [ET])

Proposition 3.1  Suppose that be NN(1) & p> 0, then

b, \
Z(b 1) <oo = |G,(b)]> R
n>1 n+

Proof Let N>1 & E be as above, then for t e E,
> [bat]? < N + 4P z;v(bi%)p <oo. @

n>1

Proposition 3.2  Suppose that b € NN(1) and that

2
Z( b ) < oo, then be IPRWM.
nx1 b1

Proof By Proposition 1.2, it suffices to construct a continuous prob-
ability in T which is [P-Dirichlet along 0.

To this end, let N > 1, E and {I;, : 1<k <b,} be as above. As
above, for each n > N, the intervals {I;,,: 1<k <b,} are disjoint, and
each interval I}, ,, contains at least five disjoint intervals of form Iy 1.

Thus we may choose

L(w) = I, wyn (n>1, we{0,1}")
so that
Ina(we)cl(w) Vn>1, we{0,1}" & e=0,1

and
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Xpi1(w,0) < X, (w) < Xpi1(w, 1) where X, (w) = k%iw).

Next, for w e Q:= {0, 1}
Xo(wi,...,w,) — X(w) where [ L(wi,...,w,) ={X(w)}

and )
b X (w) = b, X (W) + b, (Xpi1(w) = X (w)) +0,(X(w) = Xps1(w))
=kp(w) + & (w) +0,(w)
where

En(w) = bn (X1 (w) - Xn(w)) &
Op(w) =0 (X (w) = Xpi1(w)).
Note that |0, (w)| <&, = Iif’g and that by assumption, ¥,,5; &, < co.
Forn>1, we{0,1}", 3! p,.:{0,1} - (0,1) so that
Prw(0) +pnw(1) =1 & Xoi1(w,0)pnw(0) + Xnsi (w, 1)ppw(1) = Xn(w).
Define P : {cylinders} — (0,1) by

1 n-1
P([alaa2a-~-aan]) ::inpk,(al,az ..... ak)(ak)-
k=1

It follows that P is additive and by standard extension theory 3 PP ¢
P(Q2) extending P.

Denoting expectation with respect to P by E and writing w = (w1, ws, ...,w,) €
{0,1}, we have

E(Xmlel,Wz, e 7Wn) = Xn+1(w7 0)pn,w(0)+Xn+1(w7 1)pn,w(1) = X”(w)a
whence

E(&nlwi,wa, .. wn) = b (B( X w1, wa, ..y wn) = X (w)) =0
and E(,) = 0.

For n, k>1,
E(&nénir) = bubnak E(E(En&nenfwr, wa, - wnir))
= 0pbn ik E((&n (W) EE ik |wr, wa, - s wnsr)) =0 &
B(E) A, < 10

n+1
By assumption ¥,,.1 A, < 00, 80 ¥,k &, converges in L2(P) for every

K cN and
H*Z&ﬂ:Zﬂ@:ZM-

nekK neK neK
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The measure p:=Po X~ e P(T) is continuous. We claim that it is
[P-Dirichlet along b.

To check this, let F'c Nn[K,00) be finite and write Zg := ¥,,cp &n,
then

Ixbcey = Llzge < IS OnE) 2
NeF

= (> (En + 00 )] 2py

NeF
<IERM 2@y + Y En-
NeF
Next,

[(Er) L2y = E(EF)*)

= E(11zp1e11(Er)*) + E(lzppp4)(ER)?)
- 1 1 ~

<E(ER)+ PPUER > 5D (Ep)? <

<2E(Z2) by Tchebychev’s inequality

=2 ) E(&) <2 i Ay.
N=K

NeF
Thus,

IXn(r) = Ulz2cwy < ER) 2@y + Y. En
N=K

oo o0

<2 ) An+ D &y

N=K N=K

—_— O
K—oo

proving that p is IP-Dirichlet along 0. @

Remark. The converses to propositions 3.1 & 3.2 are false. It
is easy to construct b € NN(1) multiplicative, super-lacunary so that
Yoot (722-)P = 00 ¥ p>0. By proposition 3, |G (b)| > R¢ & 7' € IPRWM.

bn+1

Erdos-Taylor sequences & proposition 4.
We begin with a strong converse to Proposition 3.1 for Erdos-Taylor
sequences:

Proposition 3.3  Suppose that b € NN(1) is an Erdos-Taylor sequence
and let p >0, then

Z( b") e — G,(b)=1{0).

bn+1
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This was stated in [ET] for p = 1 and b the Erdos-Taylor sequence
associated to (2,3,...). See also Théoreme 2 in [P].

Proof Let b € NN(1) be the Erdos-Taylor sequence associated to
(ai,as,...) e NN and let ¢t € R N Z, then

2] 2]
botl]| < — = |bpsit] > —.
Poutl < - — It > 5
If p>0 and anl(b:’il )P = oo, then for t e R\ Z,
1l
20y

o cither |b,t]| > 9=~ eventually and ¥,,.; |b,t]|P = oo, or

o |buat] > ”;—” infinitely often and ¥ .. b, [P = co.
Either way, t ¢ G,(b). ©

Proof of Proposition 4  The implications (i) = (ii) = (iii)
= (i) follow from proposition 3.2, theorem 2 and proposition 3.3
(respectively). @

Examples.
e If b e NN(1) is the Erdos-Taylor sequence associated to (2,3,...),
then

(a) beIPRWM & (b) Gy(b) ={0}.

o If b e NN(1) is the Erdos-Taylor sequence associated to (as,as,...)
where a, — oo and ¥,,5; CL%L = oo (e.g. a, = |\/n]), then b is super-
lacunary, Gy(b) = {0} and b is not a sequence of IP-rigidity for any
probability preserving transformation other than the identity.

§4 PROOF OF THEOREM 2

We prove Theorem 2 using dyadic cocycles over the dyadic odome-

ter.
Let © :={0,1}N, and let P € P(€) be symmetric product measure:
P= H(%, %), and let 7: Q - Q be the dyadic odometer defined by
7(1,...,1,0,wp,... ) =(0,...,0, 1, wepq, ... )

where £ = {(w) :=min{n>1: w, =0}.
The dyadic cocycle ¢ : ) - Z associated to b € NN(1) is defined by
l(w)-1

o(w) =bywy = Y. by
i1

and its skew product
T, Qx Z - Q x 7 is defined by 7,(z,n) = (7(z),n + ¢(x)).



IP-rigidity and eigenvalue groups 17

Define Q : QxZ - Q xZ by Q(z,n) := (z,n+1) and fix p e P( x
Z), p~ P x4 where # is counting measure on Z.

There is (see [Z], pp. 76-77) an ergodic, non-singular transformation
(X,B(%),q,%) of a standard probability space and a map 7: QxZ - X
so that

po7r‘1:q, W_lB(%):{AEB(QxZ): TSDA:A} & moQ=FTom.

The ergodic, non-singular transformation (X,5(X),q,T) is called the
Mackey range of (,¢).

In case b is a growth sequence, equivalently ¢ : €2 - N, there is a
o-finite, invariant T-invariant measure m ~ q with respect to which the
Mackey range (X, B(X), m,¥) is isomorphic to the tower over (£, B(2), P, T)
with height function ¢ (aka the dyadic tower with growth sequence b in
[A2).

The collection of eigenvalues of the Mackey range is
e(R):={teT: I FeL>(q), F£0, FoT=e™F}
and it follows from the definitions that

e(X)=T(r,0):={seT: 3 feL>(P), f£0,, for=e2™%f}

It it is shown in §2 of [AN] (see also Theorem 2.6.3 of [A1]) that
(=) T(7,9) = Ga(b).
Although formally, (B¥") was only stated for growth sequences in

[AN] and [A1], the proofs do not use this condition and apply to arbi-
trary b e NN(1).

Consider the Polish group B(u) := {f € L*(u) : |f| = 1} equipped
with L2(p)-distance.

Lemma 4.1
If the probability jn € P(T) is IP Dirichlet along b, then 3 X : Q —
B(p) continuous so that

(#) SUD [ Xp(xc@pnfnn)) = X (W) |2y = 0
where K(w)={n>1: w,=1}.

Proof
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Suppose that p € P(T) is IP Dirichlet along b. Fix w € Q. We claim
that the sequence n = Xp(x(w)n[1,n]) is Cauchy in L?(u). To see this,
let

gn = SU_p ”Xb(F) - ]'||L2(N)
FeF, min F>n

then by assumption &, —— 0. Evidently

[Xb(r@yrt1,n]) = Xocr@)nmea) [22(0) = [ Xoeonmenmesy — Hlz2g < €n
whence 3 X' : Q - B(u) so that

L?(p) . .
Xb(K (@)n[Ln]) —— > X(w) uniformly in w € Q.

For w € (),
ey =X @)z <= I @i X @nasp 22 < 26

proving (£). Clearly, for each n > 1, w Xb(K (w)n[1,n]) 18 continuous
(Q - B(u)) and so continuity of X : Q — B(u) follows from the
uniformity of the convergence. ¥

Note that the converse of Lemma 4.1 is also true.

Completion of the proof

Now suppose that p € P(T) is IP-Dirichlet along b. By Lemma 4.1,
3 X :Q - B(p) satisfying (£).

We claim that

(%) X(Tw) = X)X (w).

To see this, note that Xu(x(w)n[1,n])(t) = [Th=1 Xwpb, (1) = Xn(w,t). For
n>/l(w),

Xo(Tw)  Xb(KGo)nln]) 1o X(rw)bs
S = X(w)

X, (w) Xb(K(w)n[1,n]) k=1 Xwibg
X (Tw) B(w) X (Tw)
Xn(W) pooeo X(W)
By (}‘)7 d ny — oo so that

Since this proves (4).

Do X, = Xl L2y < 00 <D sup Xk @)nfin,)) — X (W) L2 < 00
J>1 J>1 we

(where X' (w,t) := X(w)(t)). Hence &,,, > X Pxp-a.e. and by Fubini’s
theorem, 3 A € B(T), p(A) =1 so that

ng
[T s () - Xi(w)=X(w)(t) Vte A& P-ae well.
k=1 -l

By (%), for t € A,
X, 07 =X, P-ae.
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and t € T(7,p). By (BF), t e G5(b). &
The following example shows that the converse to Theorem 2 is false.

Example 4.2 3 beNV(1) & pe P(T) non-atomic, not IP-Dirichlet
along b but so that 1(G2(b)) = 1.

Construction:
Define b € NN(1) by b, == [Ti.; ar, with ag ==k + 1.
Consider the mapping ¢ : € :=]];5;{0,1} - [0,1] defined by

tw) =t(wi,wa,...) = ). %

n>1 Yn

This is injective and Borel measurable, so ¢(£2) is an uncountable, Borel
set in [0,1]. We claim that

(®) t(Q2) c Go(b).

Proof of (#)
For we ) and N > 1, we have that

WN+1 1 WN+k
byt(w) = + mod 1.
AN+l AN+ 32 AN+2 - - - AN+E
Now
w 1 1
| N+k < <

k>2 aN+2---aN+k k2 AN+2 -+ - ANtk AN+1

Thus, we have

(%) (bnt(w)) = Z:NH On(w) where 6y < ;

N+1 N

whence |(byt(w))? < & and
Z (bt(w))| g z (%)

Now define P € P(Q) by P := [1js1(500 + 301) and set p:= Pot™!,
then € P(G5(b)). We now show that p is not IP-Dirichlet along b.

Fix 1< A< e%, then by (¥—),

Y ) - Y MM Y E——0

AN <l \N+1 AN <l AN +1 aN+1 AN << AN+1
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and setting s, := Y7 wj, ki := [A"], £, == [A"*1], we have
Wr _ Sk — Sk-1

AN ckaaN+1 Ok o <lety k+1

_ Z Sk Z Sk
KN<k<ln k+1 KN—1<k<ln-1 k+2
Son

Sk

Sk

Iy +1 _HN+2+RNS,§N71 (k+1)(k+2)
By the SLLN, we have

SN 1
— —— — as.

N Now 2

Writing I'y » Ay as N — oo to mean I'y ¥ Ay —— 0, we have for
P-ae. we), as N - oo:

— 00

Wk
>, (bwt(w))s > —
AN e A\N+1 AN << AN+1 Q.

Son Skn

_ £ Y Sk
v+l omy+2 o (B+1)(k+2)
N 1
KN<k<ln-1 2k
— log \.
Thus
sup  [xery ~ U7eq 2 E(lexp[2mi Y, bat(w)] - 1)
FeF, min F>AN AN << AN+1
AR ), (bat(w)P)
AN << AN+

— 2log \.

§5 REMARKS ON THE THICKNESS OF RIGIDITY SEQUENCES

Remark 5.1. Rigidity sequences for weakly mixing transformations
can be arbitrarily ”large” within the limitation of density zero.

It follows from the definitions that for b € N¥(1) a growth sequence,
IFS (b) N [1,n]| < 2¢(™

where ¢(n) =min{k > 1: by >n} and if T € MPT(X, B, m) is IP-rigid
along b, one might expect a rigid sequence at least of this thickness.
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Indeed, in this case, by Theorem 2, or(e(¥)¢) = 0 where ¥ is the
dyadic tower with growth sequence b (since by [AN] e(¥) = G2(b)). By
theorem 4 in [A2] 3 L ¢ N with

T 1y &;ILFWanN o

n—oo, neL 20(”) n—>o00

By the Corollary in [A2], ¥V a(n) >0, “(:) —— 0, there is a weakly
mixing 7" e MPT(X,B,m) and L c N such that

n—oo, neL a(n) n—oo ’

For more on this phenomenon, see §3 in [BJLR].

Remark 5.2. Let b e NY(1) be a growth sequence and suppose that
H-dim(G1(b)) > a (where a € (0,1) and H-dim denotes Hausdorff
dimension).

We claim that 3 T € MPT weakly mixing & IP-rigid along b with the
property that for any sequence L c N along which T is rigid:

o [Ln [l n]l
©
() nZ::l o < 00.

Note that it follows from this that >, % < 00,

Proof of (%)
As in the proof of theorem 1 of [A3], it follows from Frostman’s
theorem ([Fr], see also [KS]) that 3 e P(G1(b)) so that

S,
o] nl—a

Let T € MPT(X,B,m) be the associated Gaussian automorphism. By
Proposition 1, T' is IP-rigid along b.

Suppose that T is rigid along L c¢ N. In particular 3 N > 1 so that
[i(n)| >3 VneL, n>N.
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It follows that

> |Lnll, oL 1
Sl S S 1w
n=1 N n=1k=1 n
o0 o0 1
= Z 1L(k) Z 2-a
k=1 n=k T
1 & 1
: 1—04,;11L( )kl‘o‘

B (5]
1_0[ 1_ak=N+1 klia
<oo. (W)

Remark 5.3. The condition (%) is sharp. In §5 of [A3], V av€ (0,1)
a growth sequence b(®) € NN(1) is exhibited with

H-dim (G (b)) = a & 26 5 pl-

whence if T' € MPT(X,B,m) is so that o7(G2(b)) = 1, then (again by
theorem 4 in [A2]) 3 L c N rigid for T with £l 5 o6 and therefore

nl-a
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