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Strongly mixing systems are almost strongly mixing of all orders

V. Bergelson R. Zelada

Abstract

We prove that any strongly mixing action of a countable abelian group on a probability
space has higher order mixing properties. This is achieved via introducing and utilizing R-
limits, a notion of convergence which is based on the classical Ramsey Theorem. R-limits are
intrinsically connected with a new combinatorial notion of largeness which is similar to but has
stronger properties than the classical notions of uniform density one and IP*. While the main
goal of this paper is to establish a universal property of strongly mixing actions of countable
abelian groups, our results, when applied to Z-actions, offer a new way of dealing with strongly
mixing transformations. In particular, we obtain several new characterizations of strong mixing
for Z-actions, including a result which can be viewed as the analogue of the weak mixing of all
orders property established by Furstenberg in the course of his proof of Szemerédi’s theorem.
We also demonstrate the versatility of R-limits by obtaining new characterizations of higher
order weak and mild mixing for actions of countable abelian groups.
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1 Introduction

Let G = (G,+) be a countable discrete abelian group and let (7,),ec be a measure preserving
G-action on a separable probability space (X, A, ). We will call the quadruple (X, A, i, (Ty)gec) a
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measure preserving system. A measure preserving system (X, A, i, (Ty)geq) is strongly mixing (or
2-mixing) if for any Ay, A; € A, one has

Jim p(Ao N TyA1) = p(Ao)ps(Ar)- (L.1)

The goal of this paper is to obtain new results about higher order mixing properties of stronlgy
mixing actions of abelian groups. These results are motivated by the following classical problem
going back to Rohlin (who formulated it for Z-actions, see [21]).

Rohlin’s Problem. Assume that a measure preserving system (X, A, 1, (Ty)gec) is strongly mizing.
Is it true that given any € > 2 the system (X, A, p, (Ty)gec) is (€ + 1)-mizing, meaning that for any

Ag, ... Ay € A and any sequences (glgl))keN,...,(g,(f))keN in G satisfying:

(i) For any j € {1,...,¢}

lim ¢V = 1.2
Jim g = oo (-2
(i) For any distinct i,j € {1,...,0},

lim (g7 — g = oc. 1.3
dim (957 —g5") = o0 (1.3)

one has ,
Jim (Ao N Ty AL N T Ay) = HO;L(AJ»). (1.4)

]:

While for Z-actions Rohlin’s problem is still unsolved an example for Z2-actions, due to Ledrap-
pier, shows that, in general, mixing does not imply mixing of higher orders [I7]. (The reader is
referred to [24] for more Ledrappier-type examples for Zd—actions). More precisely, Ledrappier
provided an example of a strongly mixing system (I', B, i1, (T™S™) 4, myez2 ), where I' is a compact
abelian group, B is the o-algebra of Borel sets in I, i is the normalized Haar measure on I' and
T,S: T — T are commuting automorphisms with the property that for some measurable set A C T,

w(ANT?" AN S?" A) — p3(A).

The analysis of Ledrappier’s example undertaken in [I] reveals that Ledrappier’s system is "al-

most mixing of all orders" in the sense that, for any ¢ € N if the sequences (glgl))keN,...,( g))keN in

72 satisty (L2) and (3)) and, in addition, the ¢-tuples (g,(cl), ceny g,(f)) avoid certain rather rarefied
subsets of Z2*, the equation (L) holds for any Ay, ..., Ay € B (see [1, Theorem 3.3]). The results
obtained in [I] were extended in [2] to a rather large family of systems of algebraic origin.

In view of the results obtained in [I] and [2], one might wonder if it could possibly be true that,
similarly to the case of Ledrappier’s system, any strongly mixing action (X, A, u, (Ty)gec) of an
abelian group G is, in some sense, almost mixing of all orders. The goal of this paper is to establish
a result that can be interpreted as a positive answer to this question.

IThe notable classes of Z-actions for which it is known that 2-mixing implies mixing of all orders include ergodic
automorphisms of compact groups [2I], mixing transformations with singular spectrum [14], and mixing actions of
finite rank [15], [22]. It is also known that some natural actions of various locally compact groups posses the property
of mixing of all orders (see, for example, [19], |20], [23], [8]).



At this point, we would like to mention that in the special case when G = Z our main theorem
(Theorem [[2T] below) has corollaries (Theorem [[.4] and Corollary [[.I2) which provide new non-
trivial characterizations of the notion of strong mixing in terms of the largeness of sets of the form

l
RE(Ag, o Ag) = {n € Z| |u(Aog N T ™Ay -+ N T Ag) — [ w(A))| < e} (15)
7=0
and
)4
RE(A(),-.-,AZ) = {(nla”wng) € ZZ‘ ‘M(AoanlAlmanzAg H ’ < 6} (16)

So, if similarly to the case of more general group actions, Rohlin’s problem will turn out to have a
negative answer for G = Z, our results can still be interpreted as a confirmation of a weaker version
of Rohlin’s question.

Let (X, A, i, (Ty)gec) be a measure preserving system. Let £ € Nand e > 0. For any Ay, ..., Ay €
A consider the set

l
Re(Agy s Ag) = {(91, - 9¢0) € G* | |u(Ag N Ty, Ay N --- N Ty, Ag) — [I | < e} (1.7)

Clearly, the higher is the degree of multiple mixing of the system (X,A,u,(Ty)gec), the more
massive should the set R (A, ..., A7) be as a subset of G. While, for £ = 1, the strong mixing
property of (X, A, u1, (Ty)gec) implies that the set R.(Ap, A1) is cofinite, this is no longer the case
for £ > 2 even if our system (X, A, p1, (Ty)gec) is mixing of all orders. For example, for any 3-mixing
system, if € > 0 is small enough, the set

Re(Ao, A1, A2) = {(g1,92) € G*| (Ao N Ty Ay N Ty, Ag) — p(Ao) (A1) u(A2)| < €}

cannot contain pairs (g1, g2) which are too close to the "lines" {(g,9) |9 € G}, {(9,0)|g € G} and
{(0,9)]g € G}.

In what follows we will show that for any mixing system (X, A, i, (Ty)gec), the subsets of G*
which are of the form R¢(Ay, ..., As) posses a strong ubiquity property which we will call ZN]} and
which is quite a bit stronger than the properties of largeness associated with weakly and mildly mix-
ing systems. In other words, we will show that for any strongly mixing system the complement of any
set of the form Rc(Ao, ..., Ay) is very "small", giving meaning to the claim that (X, A, i, (Ty)geq)
s "almost strongly mixing" of all orders. This will be achieved with the help of R-limits, a new
notion of convergence which is based on a classical combinatorial result due to Ramsey and, as we
will see, is adequate for dealing with strongly mixing systems. (In particular, we will show that the
ZN]} property of the sets Rc(Aog, ..., A7) implies the strong mixing of (X, A, , (Ty)4ec))-

We would like to remark that while the results that we obtain are not as sharp as those ob-
tained in [I] and [2], they have the advantage of being applicable to any strongly mixing system
(X, A, 1, (Ty)gec), where G is a countable abelian group. Moreover, as will be demonstrated in Sec-
tion 6, the versatility of R-limits allows one to obtain new and recover some old results pertaining
to multiple recurrence properties of weakly and mildly mixing actions of countable abelian groups.



We would also like to mention that, as will be seen in Section 3, the utilization of R-limits brings to
life many new equivalent characterizations of strong mixing (some of which bear a strong analogy
with the familiar characterizations of weak mixing via convergence in density and mild mixing via
[P-convergence).

Before introducing the mentioned above notion of largeness for subsets of G, we define a related
and somewhat simpler notion in G.

Definition 1.1. Let m € N, let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, and let F C G.

1. We say that F is a X, set if it is of the form
{g&) +”‘+gzi:)’kl <o < o)

where for each j € {1,...,m}, (g,gj))keN is a sequence in G which satisfies limy_, oo g,gj) = o0.

2. We say that E is a X}, set if it has a non-trivial intersection with every ¥,, set.

Remark 1.2. (a) Note that a subset of G is ¥} if and only if it is cofinite. On the other hand,
for any m > 2, a X7, set does not need to be cofinite. Moreover, one can show that for each
m > 2, there exists a ¥ set which fails to be a 37 set for each n < m [5].

(b) The notion of X7 is similar to (but much stronger than) the notion of IP* which has an
intrinsic connection to mild mixing and which plays an instrumental role in IP ergodic theory
and in Ramsey theory (see, for example, [10], [LI] and [3]). The connection between these two
notions will be discussed in detail in Section 5.

Since the sets R.(Ay, ..., Ay) are, by definition, subsets of G¥, the defined above notion of X7,
has to be "upgraded" to the subsets of the cartesian power G in order to be useful in the study of
the assymptotic behavior of the multiparameter expressions of the form

/L(AoﬂTglAlﬂ---ﬂTgeAg), g1, 90 € G. (1.8)

However, it is worth noting that the family of 3%, sets is quite adequate for dealing with "diagonal"
multicorrelation sequences. In the case G = Z, such diagonal sequences have the form

,u(Ao NTY"A;N---N TalnAg), (1.9)

where a1, ...,ap € Z, and play an instrumental role in Furstenberg’s ergodic approach to Szémeredi’s
theorem ([9],[10]). For example, our main result (Theorem [[.21]), while dealing with the multipa-
rameter expressions (L), has strong corollaries of "diagonal" nature. The following theorem (which
is a version of Theorem [£.4] below) is an example of a new result of this kind. Note the appearance
of 37 sets in the formulation.

Theorem 1.3. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let (X, A, u, (Ty)gec) be a strongly mizing
system, and let the homomorphisms ¢, ..., ¢¢ : G — G be such that for any j € {1,...,£}, ker(¢;) is
finite and for any i # j, ker(¢p; — ¢;) is also finite. Then for any Ay, ..., Ag € A and any € > 0 the
set

l
R?l""’m(Ao, ...,Ag) = {g € G’ ’/J/(AO N Tfi)l(g)Al n---N Tfi)e(g)AZ) — H /L(A])‘ < 6} (1.10)

Jj=0

: *
is 2.



When G is finitely generated, Theorem has a stronger version (Theorem A.2]), which in the
case G = Z can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let (X, A, u,T) be a measure preserving system, let £ € N, and let aq,...,ay be
distinct non-zero integers. Then T is strongly mizing if and only if for any Ao, ..., Ay € A and any
€ > 0, the set

l
RE%(Ag, ..., Ag) = {n € Z|[u(Ag N T " Ay -+ N T Ag) — [ ] m(A))] < €} (1.11)
j=0

18 EZ‘E

Remark 1.5. One can view Theorem [[4] as a strongly mixing analogue of two theorems due to
Furstenberg which pertain to weak and mild mixing (see Theorems 4.11 and 9.27 in [10]). The
first of these two theorems states that the assumption that (X, A, u, T) is weakly mixing, implies
(and is implied by the fact) that the sets Re' (A, ..., A¢) defined in (LII]) have uniform density
one. The second one states that the assumption that (X, A, p,T) is mildly mixing implies (and is
implied by) the IP* property of the sets Re' (Ao, ..., Ag). These theorems are instrumental for
the proofs of ergodic Szemerédi [9] and IP-Szemerédi [I1] theorems.

Note that, for £ = 1, both diagonal (see (I.9])) and multiparameter (see (L8)) multicorrelation
sequences reduce to the classical expression p(Ag N TyA;). The following theorem (which is a
very special case of stronger results to be established in this paper) shows that, even in the rather
degenerated case ¢ =1, X7 sets provide a new characterization for the notion of strong mixing for
actions of abelian groups.

Theorem 1.6. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let (X, A, u,(Ty)geq) be a measure
preserving system. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) (Ty)gea tis strongly mizing.
(ii) For any m € N, any € > 0 and any Ao, A1 € A, the set
Re(Ao, A1) = {g € G|[u(Ao NTyA1) — pn(Ao)u(A1)| < e}
s Xy, 1 G

(i1i) There exists an m € N such that for any € > 0 and any Ay, A1 € A, the set R.(Aog, A1) is X7,
n G.

We are moving now to define the modified versions of ¥, and X5, sets which will be instrumental
in our dealing with the multiple mixing properties of strongly mixing systems.

Definition 1.7. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let (gi)ren and (hg)ren be two
sequences in G. We say that (gx)ren and (hg)gen grow apart if limg_,o (gx — hi) = 0.

Definition 1.8. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let d € N and let (g, )ken = (9k.1, ---» Jk.d) keN
be a sequence in G%. We say that (g, )ren is non-degenerated if for each j € {1, ...,d},

lim F = 00.
k—o00 Gk.j

*For a related result see [7} Theorem 1.11]. See also [16].



Definition 1.9. Let d,m € N and let (G, +) be a countable abelian group.

1. We say that E C G% is a %, set if it is of the form
(1) 4
(i) + gl [k < < ki)

where for each j € {1,...,m}, (g ))keN (g,g %,. ,gfle)keN is a non-degenerated sequence in

G? and for any distinct ¢,#' € {1,...,d} the sequences (g,(CZ)keN and (g,ijz,)keN are growing

apart. (Note that if d = 1, then E C G is a %, set if and only if it is a X, set.)
2. We say that £ C G%is a i,’% set if it has a non-trivial intersection with every %, set in G¢.

Remark 1.10. The main difference between im sets and X, sets is that im sets are subsets of
cartesian powers of G and have the built-in feature which guarantees that, asymptotically, the
elements of ¥, sets stay away from "degenerated" subsets such as, for example, the following

subsets of G*: {(9,9,9) |9 € G}, {(9.29.0)| g € G} and {(g,9,h)| g.h € G}.

"The following theorem, which is a corollary of Theorem [[.21] below, demonstrates the relevance
of ¥, sets for dealing with mixing of higher orders.

Theorem 1.11. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let (X, A, pu, (Ty)gec) be a measure
preserving system. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) (Ty)gea tis strongly mizing.
(ii) For any ¢ € N, any Ay, ..., Ay € A and any € > 0, the set ;
Re(Ag, ooy Ag) = {(g1, -, 90) € G* | |u(Ag N Ty Ay N --- N Ty, Ag) — H D < e}
s i’g in G*. 7=
(iii) There ezézsts an £ € N such that for any Ao, ..., Ay € A and any € > 0, the set Re(Ao, ..., Ag) is
Ez in G*.

We take the liberty of stating explicitly the following special case of Theorem [L.11] to stress the
applicability of the aparatus developed in this paper to Z-actions.

Corollary 1.12. Let (X, A,u,T) be a measure preserving system. The following statements are
equivalent:

(i) T is strongly mizing.
(ii) For any ¢ € N, any Ay, ..., Ay € A and any € > 0, the set ,
R(Ag, ... Ag) = {(n1,...,ng) € Z | |m(Ag N T™ Ay N ---NT™ Ap) — H D<€
18 ZN]Z in Z*. =
(iii) There efzsts an £ € N such that for any Aog, ..., Ay € A and any € > 0, the set Rc(Ao, ..., Ag) is
Ez m Z°.

We introduce now the notion of convergence based on the classical Ramsey Theorem that is
behind the proof of Theorem [LIIl Given m € N and an infinite set S C N, we denote by S the
family of all m-element subsets of S. When writing {k1,...,kn} € S (M) we will always assume that
ki< <kp



Theorem 1.13 (Ramsey’s Theorem). Let r,m € N and let C1,...,C, C N be such that

N = ]y (1.12)
j=1

Then there exists jo € {1,...,7} and an infinite subset S C N, satisfying S(m) Cjo-

Remark 1.14. Tt is easy to see that Theorem [[.13] can be formulated in the following equivalent form
that will be frequently used in the sequel:

Let r,m €N, let P be an infinite subset of N and let Cy, ...,Cr C N™) be such that

pm c | oy (1.13)
j=1

Then there exists jo € {1,...,r} and an infinite subset S C P, satisfying Sm) Cjo -

Definition 1.15. Let (X, d) be a compact metric space, let z € X, let (24) ey be an N(™)_sequence
in X and let S be an infinite subset of N. We write
R-limx, =2 (1.14)
aesS(m)
if for every e > 0, there exists g € N such that for any a € S™ satisfying min o > max g, one

has
d(zq,z) < €.

The following theorem can be viewed as a version of Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem for R-convergence.
It follows from Theorem [LI3] with the help of a diagonalization argument.

Theorem 1.16. Let (X,d) be a compact metric space and let (xq)yenem) be an N _sequence in

X. Then for any infinite set S1 C N there exists an x € X and an infinite set S C S1 such that
R-lim z, = 2. (1.15)
acSm)

Remark 1.17. Let (24) ,enem) be an N(™)_sequence in a compact metric space (X, d). The introduced
above R-limits have an intrinsic connection with the iterated limits of the form

5, 10 (1.16)

lim -+ lim zg

J1—00 Jm—00 T

The goal of this extended remark is to clarify this connection.

(a) Using the compactness of X, one can show with the help of a diagonalization argument that
for any increasing sequence (k;),en, there exists a subsequence (k‘;) jen for which all the limits

in (LI6) exist.

(b) By Theorem [[.T6] there exists an increasing sequence of natural numbers (k;);en so that for
S ={kj|j € N}, R-lim,cg(m) To exists. Let (k})jen be the subsequence of (kj)jen which is
guaranteed to exist by (a). Letting S1 = {k}|j € N}, we have

Rlimzy = lim -+ lim @ 0 . (1.17)
aesgm) J1—00 Jm—r00 71’ Im

3Cf. [25] and [18].



(¢) When X = {1,...,r}, one can use (a) to prove Theorem [[.T3l Let r,m € N and consider a
partition N("™) = ngl Cj. Let (24)qenem be defined by 2, = j if @ € C;. For some increasing
sequence (k;)jen in N there exists a jo € {1, ...,r} such that

lim --- lim =z = Jo.
J1=00  jm—00 {hjebijm} = J0

By using a diagonalization argument, we obtain a subsequence (k‘ )jen of (kj)jen with the
property that TS okl b= jo for any j1 < -+ < jm. Now let S = {kj|j € N}. It follows
1 m

that S(™) C Cj,.
Before formulating our main result, we need two more definitions.

Definition 1.18. Let m € N and let (G,+) be a countable abelian group. For any sequence
(8k)ken = (k.15 s Giym )ken and any @ = {ki, ...,k } € NO™) we let

m
Jo =D Gk = Okl T Gha2 + 0+ G, (1.18)

where k1 < --- < k.

Definition 1.19. Let m € N, let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let

(&r)keN = (gk15 - Gkom )ken and (hg)ren = (Pi1s - Pkm) ke

be sequences in G™. We say that (g )ken and (hy)gen are essentially distinct if for each ¢ €
{1,...;m}, (grt)ken and (hg¢)ren grow apart (i.e. imp_o0(grt — hit) = 00).

Remark 1.20. The following observation indicates the natural connection between non-degenerated,
essentially distinct sequences in G and %, sets. Let d,m € N and let (G,+) be a countable
abelian group. Then for any non-degenerated and essentially distinct sequences

( (]))kEN - (g](gj’i7 "'79](51)fn)k€N7 J € {17 "'7d}7

in G™, the set

(d)

{00, gD o e N} = (g + -+ g o gh® gD Ykt < < Ko}

d
= {91 ) (g,(ﬁjvm, ...,g](%)“m) by < oee < k)

is a X, set in GY.
We are ready now to formulate our main result (it appears as Theorem Bl in Section 3). It
incorporates some of the characterizations of strongly mixing systems which were mentioned above.

Theorem 1.21. Let £ € N, let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let (X, A, i, (Tg)gec) be a
measure preserving system. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) (Ty)gea ts strongly mizing.



(i) For any non-degenerated and essentially distinct sequences (g;(gj))keN; je{l,...0}, in GO,
there exists an infinite S C N such that for any Ag, ..., Ap € A,

l
R-lim ,u(A() N ng)Al n---N ng)Ag) = H M(Aj). (1.19)

2
aeS) i=0

More explicitly, if , ) .
(g;(f))keN = (gi(fj,iv --"gl(cj,z)kEN’

for each j € {1,...,L}, then

V4
R-lim  u(AgNT AN NT o 0 Ap) = H N(Aj)'

{k1,....kg}€S® Iy T 9%, Gy 1t Tk, 0 o

(iii) For any € > 0 and any Ay, ..., Ay € A, the set

14
Re(Ao, . Ao) = {(91, - 9¢) € G* | [m(Ao N Ty, Ay -~ N Ty, Ag) — [ ] m(A4))] < €}
=0

18 iz in Gt
(i) For any e >0 and any Ao, A1 € A, the set R(Ag, A1) is X in G.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, some basic facts about couplings of
probability spaces are reviewed and some auxiliary results which will be needed in Sections 3 and 6
are established. In Section 3, we prove our main result, Theorem [[.21] (=Theorem [B.1]). In Section 4,
we derive some diagonal results for strongly mixing systems. In Section 5, we describe the largeness
properties of i;kn sets and, more specifically, of the sets R((Ay,...,As). We also juxtapose the
properties of i:n sets with those of IP* sets and sets of uniform density one which are characteristic,
correspondingly, of mild and weak mixing. In Section 6, we utilize the methods developed in Sections
2 and 5 to obtain analogues of Theorem [[L2]] for mildly and weakly mixing systems.

Remark 1.22. Throughout this paper, we will be tacitly assuming that the measure preserving
systems (X, A, i1, (Ty)gec) that we are working with are regular meaning that the underlying prob-
ability space (X, A, ) is regular (i.e. X is a compact metric space and A = Borel(X)). Note that
this assumption can be made without loss of generality since every separable measure preserving
system is equivalent to a regular one (see for instance, |10, Proposition 5.3]).

2 Some auxiliary facts involving couplings and R-limits

In this section we review some basic facts about couplings of probability spaces and establish some
auxiliary results which will be needed in Section 3 and Section 6.

Definition 2.1. Let N € N. Given regular probability spaces X; = (Xj, A, p;), j € {1,...,N}, a
coupling of Xy, ..., X is a Borel probability measure A defined on the measurable space

N N
(1% & A)
=1 =1



and having the property that for any j € {1,..., N} and any A € A, )\(ﬂj_l(A)) = 1;(A), where
T Hf\il X; — Xj is the projection map onto the j-th coordinate of Hévzl X]H

We will let C(Xy,...,Xy) denote the set of all couplings of Xy,...,Xy. C(Xy,..,Xny) is a
closed subspace of the set of all probability Borel measures on Hﬁvzl X; endowed with the weak-*
topology. With this topology, C(Xjy,...,Xxy) is a compact metrizable space. Given a sequence
(Mk)ken in C(Xq, ..., Xn),

)\k — A
k—o0

if and only if for any A1 € A4,...,Axy € An,

/\k(Alx---xAN)k—>)\(A1><---><AN).
—00

The following proposition follows immediately from the compactness of C(Xy, ..., X ) and The-
orem [1.10l

Proposition 2.2. Let X; = (X, Aj, 1 ), 7 € {1,..., N}, be reqular probability spaces. For any
m €N, any infinite S C N and any N -sequence (Aa)aenem in C(X1, ..., Xn),

R-lim A\, = A
aeS(m)

if and only if for any A1 € Ay,..., AN € An,

R—l%m) )\Q(Al X oo X AN) = )\(Al X - X AN)
acSim

Our next goal is to stablish a useful criterion for mixing of higher orders (Proposition 2.9)). First,
we need a definition and two lemmas.

Definition 2.3. Let (Z,D,\) be a regular probability space and let, for each k € N, T}, : Z7 — Z
be a measure preserving transformation. The sequence (T} )xen has the mixing property if for every
Ag, A1 €D,

lim )\(A() N Tk_lAl) = )\(AQ))\(Al)

k—o0

Remark 2.4. (a) If each of the transformations Ty, k € N, is invertible, (T} )ren has the mixing
property if and only if (7} 1) ren has the mixing property.

(b) (Tk)ren has the mixing property if and only if for any f,g € L%(p),

lim / fTrgdp = / fdu / gdp.
k—oo X X X

Lemma 2.5. Let X = (X, A, u) and Y = (Y, B,v) be regular probability spaces. For each k € N,
let T, : Y — Y be a measure preserving transformation, and assume that the sequence (Tg)ren has

the mixing property. Let Ag be a coupling of X and Y. Assume that X is a probability measure on
A ® B such that for any A € A and B € B one has

Jim Ao ((7d T ") (A x B)) = A\(A x B). (2.1)

Then A= pQv.

1A coupling is just a joining of the trivial measure preserving systems (X5, A, 15,1d5), 7 € {1,..., N}, where
Id; : X; — X; denotes the identity map on Xj.

10



Proof. Note that it suffices to show that for any A € A and B € B,
AMA x B) = u(A)v(B). (2.2)

Fix Ac Aand B € B. Since 14, ® 1p = (14 ® 1y)(1x ® 1), we have by (1)) that

/ (1a®1y)(lx ® 1g)dd = XNAx B) =
XxY

lim A\o((Id x Ty ')(A x B)) = lim (Id X T)(1a @ Ly )(Id x Ti)(1x ® L1g)dAg. (2.3)
k—o0 k—o0 XxY
Note that (Id x T})(1a ® 1y) = 14 ® 1y and, if we regard B as a sub o-algebra of A® B, \g|p = v.
The right-most expression in (2.3) equals

lim (]1A®]ly)(]lx®Tk]lB)d)\0 = lim E(1A®]ly|8)(]lx®Tk]lB)d)\0
k—00 XxY k—o00 XxY

= lim E(]lA ® 1y |B)Tk]leI/. (2.4)
k—o0 Y

where E(14 ® 1y | B) denotes the conditional expectation of 14 ® 1y with respect to B.
But (Tk)ken has the mixing property, so the right-most expression in (2.4]) equals

/ E(14® 1y | B)du/ 1pdv = \(A x B). (2.5)
Y Y

By noting that

/E(]IA@]lyHS’)dI/:/ (]lA®]ly)d)\0:/ 1 adp,
Y XxY X

we have that (23] equals u(A)v(B). O

Lemma 2.6. Let m € N, let (X,d) be a compact metric space and let (z4)yenm+r) be an NI+
sequence in X. Assume that there exists an infinite S C N with the properties (a) for some x € X,
R-lim ¢ g(m+1) Ta = = and (b) for each k € S there exists y, € X such that

R-lim T = Y.
a€S(M) | k<min o {k}ua Yk

Then
lim R-lim T{k}Ua =

yr = R-lim z,.
k—o00,k€S aeS(M) k<mina :

lim
k—o0, k€S aeS(m+1)
Proof. Let € > 0. Note that (1) there exists kg € S such that for any o € S+ with kg < mina,
d(zq,r) < § and (2) for any k € S there exists an a; € S(m) such that for any a € S with
mina > max(ax U {k}), d(T{ry0a,yx) < 5. It follows that for any k& € S with k& > ko and any
o € S with min o > max(oy, U {k}), d(yx,z) < d(T {ryuar Yk) + (@ gyua, ) < €. Since € > 0 was
arbitrary,

lim r=x = R-lim z,.
k—>oo,k€Sy acg(m+n) &

11



Remark 2.7. Let m € N and let (z4),enem+1) be an N +1)_sequence in a compact metric space
X. By applying Theorem first to the N(™)-sequence (Wa) aentm = ((T{r1ua)keN) genem in XN
(here z1uq = 2o for some fixed rg € X, whenever k > mina), and then to the N+ _sequence
(Ta)qen(m+1), We obtain an infinite set S C N for which (a) and (b) in the statement of Lemma [2.6]
hold. A similar reasoning shows that one can pick S to be a subset of any prescribed in advance
infinite set S7 C N.

Remark 2.8. In Remark [[.I7 (c), we indicated how the utilization of iterated limits

lim --- 1 . .

jlg)noo ]mlinoo x{kjl""’kﬂm}
leads to a proof of Ramsey’s theorem (Theorem [[LI3]). In this remark, we show that Lemma
and Remark 2.7] (which are corollaries of Ramsey’s Theorem) imply that for any infinite set S; C N
and any N(m)-sequence (za) aeN(m) 1N a compact metric space X, there exists an increasing sequence
(kj)jen in Sy such that for S = {k;|j € N} each of the limits in the formula

R-limz. = lim --- lim 2. ‘
aesm) “ Jj1—00 Jm—00 {Kjyoeekiim

exist. The proof is by induction on m € N. When m = 1, the result follows form the compactness
of X. Now let m > 1 and let S7 be an infinite subset of N. By Remark 7] and Lemma 2.6] there
exists an increasing sequence (k;);en in Sy such that for S = {k;|j € N},

R-lim z, = lim R-lim x5 104-

acsS(m) @ J—00 qe§(m—1) {k‘J}UO!
The result now follows from the inductive hypothesis applied to the infinite set S C N and the
N(=1)_gequence ((ﬂf{k}uQ)keN)aeN(mfl) in the compact metric spacce XV,

The following proposition provides a useful technical tool for establishing higher order mixing
properties of measure preserving systems. It will be instrumental in Section 3 for dealing with
strongly mixing systems and in Section 6, where we will focus on mildly and weakly mixing systems.

Proposition 2.9. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let (X, A, u,(Ty)gec) be a measure
preserving system, let £ € N and, for each j € {1,...,£}, let

(9 )ken = (9;&27 -..,g}jé)keN

be a sequence in G¢. Suppose that for any t € {1,....0} and any j € {1,...,0}, (Tg(j))keN has the
k,t

mizing property and that for any t and any i # 7, (T( (i)))keN also has the mizing property.
t

(4)
it~ I,
Then, there exists an infinite set S C N such that for any Ao, ..., Ay € A,

¢
'5,6—}91(121)1 w(Ag N ngl)Al n---N ngz)Ag) = jl](:),u(Aj).

Proof. The proof is by induction on ¢. When ¢ = 1, it follows from our hypothesis that for any
A07 Al € A7

R-lim p(Ag NT 1yAr) = lim pu(Ao NT 1) A1) = p(Ag)p(Ar).

aeNd) Jox k—oco 91
Now fix £ € N and suppose that Proposition 2.9 holds for any ¢ < ¢. Let X = (X, A, u) and let
ua € C = C(X,...,X) be defined by pu(Ag X -+ x Apy1) = p(Ap N--- N Apyq). By the inductive

N —

{42 times
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hypothesis, there exists an infinite S C N such that for any Ay, ..., Agr1 € A,

T 1 OO Tt A X Ty ey A
= {jl’?}igréls(z) w(X N Tg§132+...+g§2’)“1141 NN Tg§f§1)+~~+g;i§ﬁr)l Agiq)
= {j17?3;£%réls(z) “(Tgﬁ),ﬁ“'*gﬁ,)ulAl N---N Tgﬁ;l)_,’_w_i_gﬁﬁ;?l Apiq)
= T A O T st Tt )

{j1,5eyeS®
/+1

—[Lu4). 26)
j=1

By Theorem [L.16] and the compactness of C, there exists an infinite set Sy C .S and Mg € C such
that for any Ao, ..., Apr1 € A,

(41
Relim pa(Aox Ty | oon  Av XX Ty ey Aer) = MJT4) @)
{j1,---.5e} €Sy J1,2 gttt 712 Jorttt §=0

Likewise, there exist an infinite set S; C Sy and A € C such that for any Ay, ..., Ap11 € A,

+1
R-lim i1 ,uA(AO X Tg(l) +~~~+g(.1) Al X oo X Tg(z+1)+...+g(l+1) Ag+1) = )\(H AJ) (28)
{j1,~--,jz+1}€5§ 1) g1l Jeg1-6+1 j1.1 ot 1.0+1 =0

Let Y = ( fii X, ®§ii A, ®§ii w). Note that (Z.6]) holds if we substitute S; for S and (27) holds
when we substitute S; for Sy. Performing this substitution and first applying (2.7) and then (2.6])

to Ay, ..., Apy1 € A, we have

I+1

)\Q(X X Al X oo X Ag_H) = H/L(A])
j=1

Also, trivially, for any Ay € A,
)\Q(AQ X X X - X X) = ,u(Ao).

Thus, Ag is a coupling of X and Y.
Using formula (2.7), Lemma 2.6] and applying (2.8) to the set Sy = {k;|j € N} (where we assume
that (kj);jen is an increasing sequence), we have

lim A\g(Ag X T 1y Ay X -+ X T (041)Apys1)
t—00 Iy 1 Ikoy 1

. . R R
feo {327---7]£+1}€S¥) 9jg,2 9

£+1 T £+1 Ag 1
Joqp1b+1 Foeg gttty (T 041y Apy1))
= lim R-lim ,UA(AO x T (1) (1) Ay X% Tg“*”

Jog1-6+1 kg,1

(T 1y Ay) x - X T (041
kel 9

72,2

(¢+1) ey Aegr)

=00 {jz,---,j£+1}6S§Z)7kt<j2 gkt,l+gj2,2+m+gjz+1,l+1 kel T 95,2 +"'+9jz+1)g+1
{41

= R-lim i) A (A X Tg(_1) gD Ay X - X Tg(_””_,_..._,_g(_”l) Apq) = )\(H Aj),
{j17"'7jf+1}esl It JZ+1’Z+1 1t JZ+1,2+1 ]:0

(2.9)
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For each j € N, let T; = Tg(l) X oee X Tg(ul)- Note that for any increasing sequence (s)sen in N,
kil ki1

there exists a subsequence (t]’ )sen and a Hj1easure N € C(X,Y), such that for any A € A and any

B e ®é+l A, lim, 00 Ao(A x Ty B) = N(A x B). By 29), N = X and hence, for any A € A and

any B € @11 A, limj_,o0 Mo(A x T;B) = A(A x B).

By Lemma 2.5 applied to X = (X, A,u), Y (HZJrl ®é+l ®§+% w) and the sequence of

measure preserving transformations (7' (11) X e X T_(Z +1)) jen, we have that A = ®Z+1 w. It follows

kj,1 )1

J J

that for any Ag, ..., Ap11 € A,

R-lim u(AgNT (1)A1 n---N Tg(e+1)Ag+1)

ES (+1)
/41
= R-lim pa(Ao x T p A X x T e+ Agp1) = HM(Aj)7
ES(Z +1) 9o =0
completing the proof. O

3 Strongly mixing systems are "almost" strongly mixing of all or-
ders

In this section we will prove the following theorem (Theorem [[.2]] from the Introduction) which is
the main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.1. Let £ € N and let (X, A, 1, (Tg)gec) be a measure preserving system. The following
statements are equivalent:

(1) (Ty)gea tis strongly mizing.
(ii) For any ¢ non-degenerated and essentially distinct sequences
(g](gj))kEN = (g](g{i7 "'79](:2)]661\?7 ] € {17 "'7€}7

in G, there exists an infinite S C N such that for any Ao, ..., Ay € A,

l
'(/5,6}8}1[11 uw(AgNT (1)A1 n---N ng)Ag) = H 1(Aj). (3.1)

(iii) For any € > 0 and any Ay, ..., Ay € A, the set
¢
Re(Ag, ..o Ag) = {(g1, - 90) € G| |u(Ag N Ty, Ay 1+ N Ty, Ag) — [ ] m(Ay)| < €}

18 i’g in G¢.

() For any € >0 and any Ao, A1 € A, the set Rc(Ap, A1) is X} in G.

14



Proof. (i) = (ii): Note that since (Tj)4eq is strongly mixing, for any ¢ € {1,...,¢} and any
je{l,.., 0}, (Tg(j))keN has the mixing property and that for any ¢ and any i # j, (T(g(j) (i)))keN
k,t kit~

Ikt

also has the mixiﬁg property. Thus (ii) follows from Proposition 291

(ii) = (iii): By (ii), we have that for any € > 0, any Ao, ...,, Ay € A and any ¢ non-degenerated
and essentially distinct sequences

(g](gj))kEN = (g](j,i) "'79](:2)/661\]7 ] € {17 "'7€}7
in GY, there exists an o € N such that
(g .. Y € Ro(Ag, ..., Ap),

which implies that R.(Ay, ..., A¢) is ZN]Z

(ii) = (iv): Let € > 0, let Ap, A; € A and let (g,(:))keN = (g,(ﬂ,...,g,(ﬁ)kel\] be a non-
degenerated seequence in G*. In order to prove that R.(Ag, A1) is 7, it suffices to show that for
some o € N, 9&1) € Re(Ag, Ay).

(1)

Note that for any sequence (h;gl))keN in G with limy_, by,
(h;(f))keN in G with the property that for any distinct 7,5 € {1, ..., ¢},

. 2
= 00 one can pick sequences (hl(f ))k‘ENv'-'a

o B : () _ 5@y _
klinolohk = oo and kll)nolo(hk h,’) = oo.

Hence, one can find non-degenerated sequences (g,gj))keN inG*, je {2,...,£}, such that (g,(gl))keN,...,

(g;(f))keN are essentially distinct. By (iii), there exists an a € N for which

(9&1)7 79&6)) € RG(A07A17X7 7X)
N——

/—1 times

This implies that g((xl) € R(Ap, Ay).

(iv) = (i): Let f € L*(p) be such that [y fdu = 0 and ||f||;2 = 1. We will show that
limy oo Ty f = 0 in the weak topology of L?(p). To do this, it suffices to prove that for any
sequence (gx)ken in G with limy_, g = 0o, there exists an increasing sequence (k;);jen in N with
lim; o0 Tgkjf =0.

Note that

o(g) = /XTTgfdu, geG

is a positive definite function and hence, by Bochner’s theorem, there is a unique Borel probability
measure p on G, the Pontryagin dual of G, with the property that for all g € G,

/ T, fop = / 65 ()dp(x), (3.2)
X G

where for each x € G and each g € G, bg(x) = x(9)-
Let now (gx)ken be a sequence in G with limg_,o, gr = 00. Let (84 )ken = (9k, -, 9k )ken (note that
—_—

{ times
(gx)ken is a non-degenerated sequence in G*). We claim that there exists an increasing sequence

(kj)jen in N such that:

15



1. For some K € L*(p),
= lim qﬁgk (3.3)

]—)OO

in the weak topology of L?(p).
2. Let S = {kj|j € N}. There exists H € L?(p) such that

H =R-lim ¢y, = lim --- lim ¢gk-1+~~+gka) (3.4)

aesS®) Jj1—o0 Jje—00
in the weak topology of L?(p).

3. For any Ag, A1 € A, there exists a real number r4, 4, such that

7261911}1 /L(AO N T—gaAl) = TAg,A;- (3'5)

To establish the existence of such a sequence, one first invokes the pre-compactness of the set
{6419 € G} in the weak topology of the set L?(p) to obtain an increasing sequence (K)jen for
which (B.3) holds. Moreover, by using Remark [LT7, one can find a subsequence (£7);en of (k});en
for which ([B3.4]) holds for S = {k‘” | 7 € N}. Finally, by a diagonalization argument, we can plck a
subsequence (k;)jen of (k7)) en for which (B3] holds for any Ag, A; from a countable dense subset
of A. If follows (by a standard approximation argument) that (3.5) holds for any Ay, A; € A.

By (iv), for every Ao, A1 € A, 1ay,4, = p(Ao)u(A1) (otherwise we would be able to find an
e > 0 for which the set R.(Ag, A1) is not ¥}). Since the linear combinations of indicator functions
are dense in L?(p), it follows that for any fi, fo € L?(p),

Rlim [ 7T podn = [ pn [ fadn (3.6)

aes®)

It follows from (B2)) and (B:6) that for any g € G,

/G b () H(x)dp(x) = R-lim / 09 (X) P90 (X)dp(x)
:R—lim/ d—g(X)Pga (X =R- hm/ B(ga—g)(X)dP(X)

aeS®) acsS®)

= R—lim/ fTyo—gfdu=R-lim [ T,fT,. fdu :/ fd,u/ fdp=0. (3.7)
X aes® Jx X X

acS®)

Since the linear combinations of the characters ¢4, g € G, are dense in L?(p), it follows from (B.7)
that H = 0. By (83)) and ([34), we have

L
0=H="Rlimg¢y, = lim -+ lim @y, 4.4, )= lim ...jzhinoo]'[%jt

acS®) j1—>oo Je—o0 J1 Je j1—o00

t=1
-1
= (jllgnoo N .]Z lllgoo H qbgk ]ll_r)ﬂoo ?bgk ) = (jllgnoo . je}irgoo g ¢gkjt )(]lgglo qbgkj )
4 ’
J— M _ . N Z
==t n, (T Jim 60) = TTC 60,)) = K



So, K* =0 and hence K = 0.
Consider now the closed and (T})g4e-invariant subspace H; = span({T, f | g € G}) C L?(u). Since
K =0, it follows from (3.2) and (B3] that for each g € G,

Jim [ D7, = i [ FT = Jim [ o, —pdo = tim [ G0, d0 =0
It follows that for any f’ € Hy, lim;_no fX ?Tgkj fdp = 0. Noting that L2(u) = Hy @ Hj;, we
obtain that lim; ., T, o, f =0 in the weak topology of L?(yx). In light of the remarks made at the
begining of the proof of (iv) = (i), this, in turn, implies that limg_, Ty f = 0. We are done. [

4 Some "diagonal" results for strongly mixing systems

In order to give the reader the flavor of the main theme of this section, we start by formulating
a slightly enhanced form of Theorem [[.4] from the Introduction. (This theorem is a rather special
case of the results of "diagonal" nature to be proved in this section.)

Proposition 4.1. Let (X, A, u,T) be a measure preserving system and let ay,...,ap be non-zero
distinct integers. Then T is strongly mixing if and only if for any Aog, ..., Ay € A and any € > 0, the
set

4
{neZ| (AN T A - NT%" Ag) — [] w(4;)] < €}
7=0
is 2.

We move now to formulations of more general "diagonal" results.

Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let (X, A, i, (Ty)gec) be a measure preserving system,
let £ € N and let ¢q,...,¢¢ : G — G be homomorphisms. For any € > 0 and any Ao,..., 4y € A,
define

4
RPV%(Ag, .y Ag) = {g € G [ |1(Ao N Ty, A1 N - N T, () Ar) — H i)l <€k

We first give two equivalent formulations of a general result which deals with finitely generated
groups.

Theorem 4.2. Let (G,+) be a finitely generated abelian group, let (X, A, p, (Ty)gec) be a measure
preserving system and let the homomorphisms ¢1,...,¢p : G — G be such that for any j € {1,...,¢},
ker(¢;) is finite and for any i # j, ker(¢p; — ¢;) is also finite. Then (Ty)geq is strongly mzxmg if
and only if for any Ay, ..., Ay € A and any € > 0, the set ROV ’W(Ao, Ay is 3.

Note that if G is a finitely generated abelian group and ¢ : G — G is a homomorphism, ker(¢)
is finite if and only if the index of ¢(G) in G is finite. It follows that Theorem [4.2] can be formulated
in the following equivalent form.

Theorem 4.3. Let (G,+) be a finitely generated abelian group, let (X, A, u, (Ty)gec) be a measure
preserving system and let the homomorphisms ¢1, ..., 60 : G — G be such that for any j € {1,...,(},
the index of ¢;(G) in G is finite and for any i # j, the index of (¢; — ¢i) in G is also finite.
Then (Ty)gec is strongly mizing if and only if for any Ao,...,A¢ € A and any € > 0, the set
ROV~ "Z)‘(Ao,...,Ag) is X3
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We are going now to formulate and prove variants of Theorems and .3 which pertain to
mixing actions of general (not necessarily finitely generated) countable abelian groups. Unlike
Theorems and B3] the following two theorems are not equivalent. We will provide the relevant
counterexamples at the end of this section.

Theorem 4.4. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let (X, A, p, (Ty)gec) be a strongly mizing
system and let the homomorphisms ¢, ...,¢¢ : G — G be such that for any j € {1,...,}, ker(¢;) is
finite and for any i # j, ker(¢p; — ¢;) is also finite. For any non-degenerated sequence (g )ken =
(G 15 o Gkt keN N G* there exists an infinite set S C N such that for any Ay, ..., Ay € A,

l
56}91(%1 (Ao N T4, (ga )Al 0N Ty (g, 1:[

Equivalently, for any Ag, ..., Ay € A and any € > 0, the set R(bl""’w(A e Ag) is X7
Proof. Since for any distinct ,j € {1,...,£}, ker(¢;) and ker(¢; — ¢;) are both finite, we have for
each t € {1,..., ¢},

lim ¢;(gy,) = oo and lim (¢;(gk,¢) — Pi(gk)) = .

k—o0 k—o0
For each j € {1, ..., 0}, let

(8 ) ren = (65(gk1), s 85 (g1 ) Jhen-

Then the sequences (g,(fl))keN, . (g,(f))keN are non-degenerated and essentially distinct. By Theo-
rem 3] (ii), there exists an infinite set S C N such that for any Ay, ..., 4s € A,

726}91(%1 (Ao N Ty, (go) AL O -+ N T, (g0) Ae)

¢
= R-li AoNT HAiNn---NT A
R-lim p(Ag LAl 0 ‘) JI;IO

O

Remark 4.5. The goal of this remark is to indicate an alternative way of proving Theorem 4.4l Let
G and ¢1, ..., ¢y be as in the hypothesis of Theorem 4l In Section 5 we will show that if F is a i‘,z
set in G*, then {g € G| (#1(9), ..., ¢¢(g9)) € E} is a ¥} set in G (see Proposition (22)). Thus, for any
measure preserving system (X, A, i, (Ty)gec), any Ao, ...., A € A and any € > 0, if R.(Ao, ..., Ar)
is a X} set, then RIV%( Ay, ... Ag) is a ¥} set. One can now invoke Theorem BT} (iii).

The next result complements Theorem [£.4l Note that it provides a somewhat stronger version
of one of the directions in Theorem (4.3

Theorem 4.6. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let (X, A, i, (Tg)gec) be a measure preserv-
ing system and let the homomorphisms ¢1, ..., ¢¢ : G — G be such that either one of $1(G), ¢2(G) or
(¢2 — 91)(G) has finite indez in G. If for all Ay, ..., Ay € A and all € > 0 the set R?l""m(Ao, ey Ay)
is Xy, then (Ty)geq is strongly mizing.

Proof. We will assume that (¢2 — ¢1)(G) has finite index in G, the other two cases can be handled
similarly. For any Ay, A2 € A and any € > 0, we have
ROV (X, Ay, Ag, X, ., X)
————

£—2 times

= {g € G‘ ‘,U(X N T¢1(9)A1 N T¢2(g)A2 N T¢3(g)X NN Tqbe(g)X) — ,u(Al)u(Ag)] < 6}
= {9 € G| |i(Ty,(g) A1 N Ty, (g)A2) — (A1) p(A2)| < €} = RZ71(Ay, Ag).
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By our assumption, for any € > 0 and any Ay, Ay € A, the set Rf2—1 (A1, Ay) is a X7 set and hence,
by Theorem B.I}, (iv), (T(¢,—g1)(g))gec 18 strongly mixing.

We will now prove that (T)seq is strongly mixing by showing that for any sequence (gi)ren in
G with limy_,~ gr = 00, there exists an increasing sequence (k;);en in N with the property that for
any Ag, A1 € A,
Jim (Ao 01T, Ar) = p(Ao)p(Av).

Let (gx)ren be a sequence in G with limy_,., gr = 00. By assumption, (¢2 — ¢1)(G) has finite

index in G, so there exists an increasing sequence (k;j)jen in N and an element 7 € G for which
{gk; + 715 € N} C (g2 — ¢1)(G). Since (T(g,—¢,)(g))gec is strongly mixing, for any Ag, A1 € A,

lim (Ao N Ty, Ar) = lim (Ao N Ty 4(T-r A1) = p(Ao)ul(Ar),

j—o0
completing the proof. O

The following proposition shows that the assumption made in Theorem that G is finitely
generated cannot be removed.

Proposition 4.7. Let G = @, n%Z and let £ € N. There exists a measure preserving system
(X, A, 1, (Ty)gec) and homomorphisms ¢1,...,¢¢ : G — G satisfyng (a) for any j € {1,...,¢},
ker(¢;) is finite, and (b) for any i # j, ker(¢; — ¢;) is also finite, and such that every set of the
form Rfl’“"‘z"(Ao, oy Ag) is X7 but (Ty)geq is not strongly mizing.
Proof. We will only carry out the proof for £ = 2, the general case can be handled similarly. Let
¢1 : G — G be the homomorphism given by

o1((a1,a2, ..., an,...)) = (0,a1,0,a9,...,0, an, ...).
Note that ¢; is injective (and so, ker(¢1) is trivial).
Let X = {0,1}“ be endowed with the product topology, let u be the (%, %) product measure on
A = Borel(X) and for each g € G, let Sy : X — X be the map defined by (Sq(x))(h) = z(h + g).
The system (X, A, p1, (Sq)gec) is strongly mixing. Define a measure preserving G-action (T})4ec on
(X, A, ) by

Tar,az,.) = Sazas,.)

and let ¢9 : G — G be defined by ¢2(g9) = 2¢1(g). Note that for any g = (aq,aq,...) € G,

Ts1(9) = To1((ar,a2,-)) = T(0,01,0,02,.) = Sar,az,...) = Sg-
So, for any € > 0 and any Ay, A1, Ay € A,
RV (Ag, Ar, Ag)

= {9 € G||u(Ao N Ty, () A1 N Tpy(g)A2) — (Ao) (A1) p(A2)| < €}
= {g € G’ ’M(AO N SgAl N SggAg) — /,L(AO)ILL(A:[)/,L(AQ)’ < 6}. (4.1)

It follows from Theorem [4.4] that every set of the form
{g € G[|p(Ao N SgAL N Sy Aa) — p(Ao)p(Ar)u(Az)] < €}

is X5 and hence, by (41)), for any any Ao, A1, A2 and any € > 0, R?l’d)Q(AO, A, Ag) is X3
Noting that for each k € N, T{;, 00,..) = S(0,0,..) is the identity map on X, we see that (T,)gec is
not strongly mixing. We are done. U
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The next result shows that Theorem [£.3] cannot be extended to arbitrary countable abelian
groups.

Proposition 4.8. Let G = @y Z and let £ € N. There exist a strongly mizing system (X, A, u, (Ty)gea)
and homomorphisms ¢1, ..., ¢¢ : G — G satisfying (a) for any j € {1,...,¢}, ¢;(G) = G, and (b) for
any i # j, (0i—0;)(G) = G, and such that for some A € A and some € > 0, the set RIVPL(AL L A)

is not Xj.

Proof. Let (X, A, i, (Ty)gec) be a strongly mixing system and let py,...,py € N be ¢ different prime
numbers. For each j € {1,...,£}, let ¢; : G — G be defined by

qu(al, a2, as, ) = (ap},apg, ap;s)

It follows that for any j € {1,...,¢}, ¢;(G) = G and since for any distinct 4,5 € {1,...,¢} the sets
{p¥ |k € N} and {p;C | k € N} are disjoint, we have that (¢; — ¢;)(G) = G as well.

Observe that the subgroup G’ = {(a1,0,0,...) € G|a; € Z} is isomorphic to Z and that for any
JjeA{l,...,0}, G' Cker(¢;). Let (gx)ren be a sequence in G with limy_,o g = 00. Since for each
keN, Ty (4) =T00,.) = Id, where Id is the identity map on X, we have that for any A € A with
w(A) € (0,1), and any ky < --- < ky,

n(AN T¢1(9k1+"'+ng)A n---n T¢z(gk1+'~+gkl)‘4) = p(A) # 'UZ—H(A)‘
It follows that if € is small enough, the set R&1-%e (A, ..., A) does not intersect the 3, set

{9k + -+ gr IRy <o <k}

and hence, it is not ¥j. This completes the proof. O

5 Largeness properties of f],’fn sets

As we have seen above, any strongly mixing system (X, A, 11, (Ty)gec) has the property that the sets
R(Ay, ..., Ay are X%, (moreover, the strong mixing of (Ty)gec is characterized by this property).
This section is devoted to the discussion of massivity and ubiquity of i;kn sets. Since strong mixing
is a stronger property than those of mild and weak mixing, one should expect that the notions
of largeness associated with (multiple) mild and weak mixing are "majorized" by the notion of
largeness associated with ifn sets. This will be established in Subsections 5.1 and 5.2. Finally, in
Subsection 5.3 we will show that i;*n sets are ubiquitous in the sense that they are well spread among
the cosets of admissible subgroups of G (the class of admissible subgroups will be introduced in
Subsection 5.3).

5.1 Any X* set in G is an IP* set

In this section we will introduce IP* sets and juxtapose them with i;‘n sets. (I~P* sets are intrinsi-
cally linked to the multiple mixing properties of mildly mixing systems. The connection between
IP* sets and mildly mixing systems will be addressed in Section 6.)

Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let F denote the set of all non-empty finite subsets
of N. Given a sequence (g )ren in G, define an F-sequence (g4 )acr by

ga:zgj:g/ﬂ+"'+gkt7a:{k17”'7kt}’ (5'1)

JjEa
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We will write

lim g, =

a—0o0
if for every finite K C G, there exists an oy € F such that for any a € F with a > «ap (i.e.
min o > max o), go € K.

A set E C G is called an IP set if E = {go|a € F} for some sequence (gr)ren in G such that
lima o0 §a = ooﬁ A set ¥ C G is called IP* if it has a non-trivial intersection with every IP set.

We now introduce modifications of IP and IP* sets, namely IP sets and IP* sets, which, as will
be seen in Section 6, are naturally linked with the properties of the sets R¢(Ag, ..., Az} in the context
of mildly mixing systems.

Definition 5.1. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group and let d € N. We say that a set E C G
is an IP set if it is of the form

E={(,....d?)a € F},

where for each j € {1,...,d}, {g((xj) | € F} is generated by (glg]))keN as in (5.1 and, in addition, for
any j € {1,...,d},

() —
Jim_gg” = o0 (5.2)
and for any 7 # j, ‘ ‘
lim (9§ — g)) = cc. (5.3)

(Note that if d = 1, then E' C G is an IP set if and only if it is an IP set.) .
A set E C G%is called an IP* set if it has a non-trivial intersection with every IP set in G.

Remark 5.2. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let d € N and let E C G? be an IP set.

From now on, Whenever we pick a sequence (g )ken = (gl(:), . ggid))keN in G with the property

that F = {(g((ll), ,ga ) |a € F}, we will tacitly assume that (g,(€ ))keNv---a(Ql(gd))keN satisfy (0.2]) and
G.3).

The following lemma unveils an important connection between IP and %, sets.

Lemma 5.3. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group and let d,m € N. Any IP set E C G* contains
a Y., set. Namely, there exist non-degenerated and essentially distinct sequences

(9) = (@) 0} her, § € {1, ...d}

m G™ with the pr’operty that {(Qa . 7ga ) la € N} C B, where for each j € {1,...,d} and each
o= {kla ceey m} S N (‘7) g( ) + . _|_g(n)hm

Proof. Let E be an IP set and let (hy)peny = (h]gl), oy hlgd))keN be such that

E={hy|laecF}={0nY, . nD)aeF}

5IP sets are often defined just as sets of the form
FS((gr)ken) = {gr, + -+ gr, [ k1 <+ < ki, t € N} ={ga[a € F}

(without the requirement that lima— o0 go = 00). Our choice of definition for IP sets is dictated by our interest in the
study of asymptotic properties of measure preserving actions. The distinction between our definition and the more
traditional one is rather mild: for any infinite set of the form E = {ga | @ € F} there exists a sequence (hi)ren such
that {ha |a € F} C E and lima— 00 ha = 00.
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Following the stipulation made in Remark £.2] for any finite set F' C G, we can ﬁnc_l an ap € F
such that for any o € F with @ > ap and any distinct 4, j € {1,...d}, hY) ¢ F and (h(()f) —hg)) ¢ F.
In particular, for any distinct 4,5 € {1,...,d}

lim h]gj) = o0 and lim (hg) - h,(:)) = 0. (5.4)

k—o0 k—o0

For each j € {1,...,d} and each k € N we let

g =D Dy, (5.5)
—_——
m times

Note that by (5.4]), the sequences (g,il))keN,...,(g,(gd))keN are non-degenerated and essentially
distinct. It follows now from (G.5) that for any o = {ki, ...,k } € N0,

m m

1 d)y _ (1) (d)y _ (1) (d)
9V, g = > Iy e thj )= (Mg gyr = W ky) € B,
j=1 j=1
which completes the proof. O

Remark 5.4. The proof of Lemma [B.3] actually shows that any IP set is a union of 3 sets. Let
E C G% be an IP set and let (g, )ren be a sequence such that F = {g, la € F}. The proof of
Lemma [5.3] shows that for each t € N, {gy, + -+ g, | k1 <--- < k¢} is a Xy set. Hence,

E= U{gkl g, R <o <tk
teN
As an immediate consequence of Lemma [5.3] we have the following result.

Corollary 5.5. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let d,m € N. Every S set in G4 is
an IP* set.

Proof. Let £ C G% be a X, set and let D C G% be an IP set. By Lemma 5.3 we have that D
contains a Y, set and hence END # (). Since D was arbitrary, this shows that F is an IP* set. 0O
5.2 Any i;‘n set in G has uniform density one

We start with defining the notions of upper density and uniform density one in countable abelian
groups.

Definition 5.6. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let £ C G and let (F})ren be a Folner
sequence in GE The upper density of E with respect to (Fy)gen is defined by

A set I C G has uniform density one if for every Fglner sequence (Fj)ren, d(p,)(E) = 1.

5Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group. A sequence (F}))ren of non-empty finite subsets of G is a Fglner sequence
if for any g € G,
li 9+ FR) O Fe| 1,
k—oo |Fk|
where, for a finite set A, |A| denotes its cardinality. It is well known that every countable abelian group contains a
Fglner sequence.
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Sets of uniform density one are intrinsically connected with weakly mixing measure preserving
systems. Recall that a measure preserving action (Ty)4cq on a probability space (X, A, pt) is called
weakly mixing if the diagonal action (T x Ty)seq on X x X is ergodic. When G is an amenable
group, the notion of weak mixing can be equivalently defined with the help of strong Césaro limits

along Folner sequences. Namely, (Tj)gecc is weakly mixing if and only if for any Felner sequence
(Fi)ren and any Ag, Ay € A,

k—o00

1
lim 15l D (Ao N TyAr) — p(Ao)p(Ar)| = 0.
gEF;

It follows that (Ty)geq is weakly mixing if and only if the sets
Re(Ao, A1) ={g € G|[u(Ag NTyA1) — p(Ao)p(A1)| < €}

have uniform density one. The reader will find a few more equivalent forms of weak mixing in
Proposition below.

In order to derive the main result of this subsection, namely the fact that every i;‘n set has
uniform density one, we need first to prove two auxiliary propositions.

Proposition 5.7. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let d € N and let (Fy)ren be a Folner
sequence in G, For any E C G% with E(Fk)(E) > 0 and any IP set D C G, there exists a sequence
(g )ken = (glgl), ...,g,gd)) in G4 such that (a) {g,|a € F} C D, (b) for any distinct i,j € {1, ...,d},
B2) and [B3) hold, and (c) for any o € F,

dny( ) (E-gs) >0 (5.6)
BCa, B#D

In other words, for each o € F, the set E, = {h € G*|VB C a, B # 0, h + gs € E} satisfies
d(Fk)(Ea) > 0.

Proof. Let D = {h, |a € F} bean IP set in G¢ generated by the sequence (hi)ken = (hi,1y ooy hkd) keN-

We claim that for any M € N with M > 7 1)(E), there exist L, R € N, L < R < M for which
Fg

E(Fk)(E N(E —hgr1042..r)) > 0. To see this, suppose for the sake of contradiction that for
any distinct R, L € {1,...,M}, R > L, E(Fk)(E N(E —hgriq,. gy)) = 0. Since E(Fk) is translation
invariant and for any L, R € {1,..., M}, L < R, hy;y gy =hy g —hy 1), we have that

dipy(EN(E—=hyp1 gy) =dry(E—hg )N (E—hy  g))=0.
It follows that

M
(E—hp.rmy) = diry(E—hg gy = Mdg,)(E) > 1,
1 R=1

C=

a(Fic)(
R

a contradiction. Thus, there exist L, R € Nwith L < R < M such that E(Fk)(Eﬂ(E—h{L+17___7R})) >
0. We will let vy = {L +1,...,, R}.

Now let Ey = EN(E — h,,). Repeating the above argument, we find L', R € N, R < L' < R/,
such that vo = {L' +1, ..., R'} satisfies d(p,)(E1 N (E1 —h,,)) > 0. It follows that 41 < 72 and that
h, y, =h, +h,,. Hence

E(Fk)(E N(E—=hy )N (E—hy)N(E—hyuy,) > 0.
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Continuing in this way, we can find a sequence (yx)ren With v, < k11 for each k € N and the
property that for any o € F,

E(Fk)( ﬂ (E - hUke/j "/k)) > 0.
BCa, B#D

For each k € N, let g, = h,, and for each a € F, let g, = Z]Ea g = hUge ~;- Observe that

the sequence (g, )qacr satisfies (5.6). Let D' = {g, |« € F}. Clearly D’ C D. To finish the proof
observe that

(8a)acF = (9a,1s - Joyd)acF = (MU, ) o MUp e 1) ud) aEF
satisfies (0.2 and (5.3). Indeed, in view of Remark (.2] for any j € {1, ...,d},
lim go; = lim hy

a—00 a—00 kea Yehd = o

and for ¢ # 7,
lim (9o — Ga,i) = hm (h(Ukea )i h(UkEa ), ;) = 0.

a—r 00

O

Proposition 5.8. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let d,m € N and let (Fj)ren be a
Folner sequence in G*. Any E C G¢ with d(Fk)( ) > 0 contains a Y set. Namely, there exist
non-degenerated and essentially distinct sequences

(9) = (91 g e § € {1, d}

in G™ with the property that {(ga . ,ga ) la e N0(W} C E.

Proof. Fix d € N and let D be an IP set in G%. Let (hg)ken = (h,(gl), e h,(cd))keN be a sequence in

G* with D = {h, |« € F}. Invoking Proposition 5.7 and passing, if needed, to a sub-IP set in D,
we can assume that for any a € F,

dipy( () (E—hg)>0 (5.7)
BCa, B0

and that (hy)gen satisfies (5.2) and (5.3).
Let m = 1. There exists a sequence (ag)ren in F such that for each k € N, ay, < ag41 and such

that for any distinct k, ¥’ € N and any distinct 4, j € {1,...,d},
9V #nQ) and hY) — h) # b9, — n) (5.8)

Clkl

Pick a sequence (Ag)ken of finite subsets of G with the properties that for each k € N, (a) |Ax| = k,
(b) Ar € Apyq, and (c) Upeny Ar = G. By 1), for each k € N we can find by = (b1, ..., bp.a)
in G such that for any t € {1,....,kd®> + 1}, b + h,, € E. By (5S), for any k& € N and any
J € {1,...,d}, there exist at most k natural numbers ¢ for which b ; + h((i) € Ag. Similarly, for any
distinct 4,5 € {1,...,d}, one has (by; — br;) + (hajt) — h,(;t)) € Ay, for at most k natural numbers ¢.

We claim that there exists ¢t € {1,...,kd?> + 1} such that for any j € {1,...,d}, by ; + hgt) ¢ Ay and
for any i # j, (bg; — bi,i) + (hfj) — h,(;t)) ¢ Ay. Suppose for contradiction that this is not the case.
Since there are d? — d pairs (4,7) with distinct 4,5 € {1,...,d}, there exist at least k + 1 natural
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numbers ¢ for which, say, by 1 + h,(llt) € A, a contradiction.
Thus, there exists a sequence (k¢)ten in N for which the sequences

(b + h((xjk?t)teN, jef{l,..,d}
are non-degenerated and essentially distinct, and

{(bt,l + h(l) '”7bt7d =+ h(d) ) ‘t c N} g E

Qley? Ay

Now let m > 1. By Lemma 53] there exist non-degenerated and essentially distinct sequences
(fg))keN = (flgl), s Igr)n—l)kEN’ j € {1,...,d}, with the property that {(f,gl), ey f,gd)) o € N(m_l)} C
D. For each k € N, let

Ey, = ﬂ (E - (f(gzl)7 7f(§d))) (59)

alC{l,...,k+m—1}, |a|=m—1
By (B.2), for each k € N, d(f,)(Ey) > 0. It follows from the case m = 1, that there exist sequences

(gk,j)k€N7 J € {17 7d}

with the properties that (a) for any k¥ € N, (gr1,....,9k4d) € Ek, (b) for any j € {1,...,d},
limg o0 grj = 00 and (c) for any distinct 4,5 € {1,...,d}, limp_00 gki — gr,; = o0o. For each
j €{1,...,d} form the sequence

(g](gj))kEN = (f]glx "'7f]gr)n_17gk,j) = (g](gj,j)p 79](5) )
By (E9) and (a), we have that for any £ € N and any a C {1,....,k — 1} with |a] = m — 1,
(k15 Ghod) + (f(gl), e f(gd)) € E and hence
(1) (d) ki < -or < k km} CE
{(f{k17”'7km71} ‘|‘9km,l, -.-,f{k17”"km71} +gkm7d) | 1 < < KBm-1 < m} C L.
By (b) and (c), the sequences (g]gl))keN,...,(géd))keN are non-degenerated and essentially distinct.

We are done. O

Corollary 5.9. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group and let d,m € N. Every ¥, set in G* has
uniform density one.

Proof. We will assume that D C G? does not have uniform density one and show that D is not a
>* set. Indeed, if D does not have uniform density one, then there exists a Fglner sequence (Fj,)ren
in G¢ for which dip,)(D) < 1. Let E = G?\ D and note that d(r,)(E) > 0. By Proposition 5.8, E
contains a Y, set. This implies that D is not a . O

5.3 The ubiquity of ijn sets

In this section we will show that there exists a broad class of subgroups of G with the property
that for each group H from this class, any ¥, set in G¢ has a large intersection with H. In fact,
we will show that either a subgroup H belongs to this class or G¢\ H is a ¥¥, set for any m € N.
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Definition 5.10. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let d € N and let H be a subgroup of
G?. We say that H is an admissible subroup of G if there exist non-degenerated and essentially

distinct sequences (g,(gl))keN,...,(g,gd))keN in G such that

(", 0\ |k e N} C H.

Ezample 5.11. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let H = {(g,h,0)|g,h € G} C G°.
Clearly, H is not an admissible subgroup of G3.

Ezample 5.12. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group with an element g of infinite order. For any
d € N and any distinct ay,...,aq € Z \ {0}, the set {(ka1g, kaag, ..., kaqg) | k € Z} is an admissible
subgroup of G¢.

Ezample 5.13. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian torsion group (i.e. each of its elements has finite
order). There exists a sequence (g )ren in G and a nested sequence of finite subgroups (G y) yen with
the properties: (i) G is generated by {¢1,...,gn} and (ii) for each k € N, gx+1 € G. Then for any
d € N and any distinct ay,...,aq € N, the group generated by the set {(ga,k, Gagks ---» Gayk) | & € N}
is an admissible subgroup of G¢. Indeed, note that for any k¥ € N and any a,b € N with a < b,
Jak & Gak—1 and (gok — gak) & Gak- S0 limy_so0 gar = 00 and limy_, o0 (9o — gak) = 00.

The following proposition provides a useful characterization of admissible subgroups.

Proposition 5.14. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let d € N and let H be a subgroup of
G?. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) H is an admissible subgroup of G.

(ii) There exist an m € N and a ., set E C G* such that E C H.
(iii) For any m € N, there exists a X, set E C G4 such that E C H.
(iv) There exists an IP set E C G* such that E C H.

(v) For any j € {1,...,d}, m;(H) is infinite and for any i # j, (7; —m;)(H) is also infinite, where
foreach j € {1,....,d}, mj : H — G is defined by 7;(g1, ..., 94) = gj-

Proof. 1t is not hard to see that (i) and (ii) are equivalent. The implications (i) = (iii), (iii) = (iv)
and (iv) = (v) are trivial. We will now prove (v) = (i).

Let P={m;|je{1,...,d}}U{nj —m;|i,j € {1,...,d}, i # j} and let M be the largest non-negative
integer for which there exist an F' C P with |F| = M and a sequence (g )ren in H such that for
any m € F, limy,_,o m(gy) = 00. Since |P| = d?, we have M < d?. Also, since for each 7 € P, n(H)
is infinite, M > 1. If M = d?, then (i) holds. So, assume for contradiction that M < d2.

By the definition of M, there exists a set Fy C P with |Fy| = M and a sequence (g}, )ren in H such
that if 7 € Fpy, limg_,oo m(g,) = oo and if 7 € (P \ Fp), then there exists a finite set A; C G such
that {m(g;) |k € N} C A;. By passing, if needed, to a subsequence, we can assume that for each
m € (P\ Fp), there exists a g, € G such that limy_, o 7(gy) = g=. Let mo € (P \ Fp). By (v), there
exists a sequence (g} )ken in H such that limy_, mo(g),) = co. Note that for any finite set A C H,
any m € Iy and any t € N, there exists a k € N such that for any k¥’ > k,

(g +gr) = 7(gw) +m(g;) & A

Also, note that there exists a kg € N such that for any k > ko, 7m9(g)) = g, It follows that we can
find an increasing sequence (k;)ien in N for which lim o 7(gy, + g;) = oo for each 7 € Fy U {mo}.
This contradicts the definition of M, completing the proof. O

26



Corollary 5.15. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let d € N. A subgroup H of G? is
either admissible or for any m € N, G\ H is a ¥y, set

Proof. 1f H is not an admissible subgroup, Proposition B.14} (ii), implies that for each m € N, H
does not contain any %, set in G%. Thus, G¢\ H is a ¥, set for each m € N. O

Before stating and proving one of the main results of this subsection which deals with the
ubiquity of 3% sets in admissible subgroups (Theorem [5.20] below), we need one more definition
and a technical lemma.

Definition 5.16. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let d,m € N and let H C G¢ be an
admissible subgroup. A set £ C H is called an H- Z* set if it has a non-trivial intersection with
every %, set contained in H. Similarly, a set E C H is called an H-IP* set if it has a non-trivial
intersection with every IP set contained in H.

Remark 5.17. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let d € N and let H € G¢ be an admissible
subgroup of G¢. It is useful to percieve H- i‘,* sets as relative versions of i;kn sets in G¢. Note
that if H is a proper subgroup of G?, H- E sets are not i . Indeed, since for each m € N, any
translation of a 3,, set in G% is again a S set, every coset of H contains a Em set in G%. It follows
that G4\ H contains a 3, set for each m € N. Hence, no H-X%, set is a ¥,

Remark 5.18. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let d,m € N, let H C Gd be an admissible
subgroup and let E be a ¥* set in G% It follows from the definition that E N H is a H-X* set.
Indeed, let D C H be a %, set. We have (ENH)ND = END # 0. Note also that for any g € G,
EN(g+ H) is the translation of the H-X%, set (—g + E) N H. Thus, the cosets of H have a large
intersection with F as well.

Lemma 5.19. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let d,m € N, let H be an admissible subgroup
of G4 and let (F},)ren be a Folner sequence in H. Any E C H with d( ) (E) > 0 contains a S
set.

Proof. Since H is admissible, there exists an IP set D’ C H. The result in question follows by
replacing D by D’ in the proof of Proposition (.8 and applying an adequate modification of Propo-
sition .71 O

Theorem 5.20. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let d,m € N and let H C G? be an
admissible subgroup. Any H-X7, set is an H-IP* set and has uniform density one in H.

Proof. Let E~’ C Hbean H —ifn set. By Lemma [5.3] every IP set contains a 3, set. It follows that
E' is an H-IP* set. By Lemma [5.19] we can argue as in the proof of Corollary to show that E’
has uniform density one in H. O

Corollary 5.21. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group, let d € N, let H be an admissible subgroup
of G* and let (X, A, u, (Ty)gea) be a strongly mizing system. For any g € G?, each set of the form
R.(Ay,...,Ap) N (g+ H) is the translation of a set with uniform density one in H.

Proof. This result follows from Theorem Bl Remark [5.18 and Theorem O

A natural class of admissible subgroups in G? is provided by the one-parameter subgroups of
the form

Hy, 6, ={(#1(9), -, ¢a(9)) | g € G},
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where ¢1,...,¢4 : G — G are homomorphisms such that for any j € {1,...,d}, |ker(¢;)| < oo
and for any i # j, |ker(¢; — ¢;)| < oco. The following proposition, alluded to in Remark E5]
involves preimages of sets in G¢ via the elements of Hyg, .. 4, and provides an alternative proof of
Theorem [£.41

Proposition 5.22. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let d,m € N and let ¢1,...,04: G — G
be homomorphisms such that for any j € {1, ...,d}, ker(¢;) is finite and for any i # j, ker(¢; — ¢;)
is also finite. If E C G% is a X%, set, then E' = {g € G|(¢1(9), ..., 4(g)) € E} is a ©%, set in G.

Proof. Let D C G be the X, set in G generated by the non-degenerated sequence (g;)ren =
(Gk1s s Ghom)ken in G™ (ie. D = {go | € N™}). We will show that D N E’ % §.

By our assumption on ¢, ..., ¢g, for each j € {1,...,m}, the sequences (¢1(gk ;) keN;----:(¢d(9k,;) ) ken
are non-degenerated and essentially distinct. Thus the set D' = {(¢1(9a), .- ¢a(ga)) | oo € N1 is
a X, set in G%. Noting that D' N E # (), we obtain D N E’ # 0. O

So far we have been focusing on the massivity and ubiquity of general i‘,}f sets. However the
"dynamical" ZN]Z sets R¢(Ay, ..., Ay), are even more prevalent in G*. For example, assuming for
convenience that G = Z, one can show that the sets of the form R.(Ag, ..., A¢) have an ample
presence in "polynomial" subsets of Z¢. This is illustrated by the following polynomial extension of
Proposition [.1] (which is proved in a companion paper [0]).

Theorem 5.23. Let £ € N and let py,...,pe € Z[x] be non-constant polynomials such that for any
distinct 1,5 € {1,...,4}, deg(p; — pi) > 0. There exists an m € N such that for any strongly mizing
system (X, A, u, T), any € > 0 and any Ay, ..., Ay € A, the set

1
RPVPe(Ag, . Ag) = {n € Z| |u(Ag N TP A A TPe) Ag) — H J)| < e} (5.10)
7=0
s 2% .

The following proposition shows that, in general, ZN]Z sets, unlike the sets of the form R.(Ay, ..., Ay),
can be disjoint from the polynomial sets Hp, ., = {(p1(n),...,pe(n))|n € Z}, where pi,...,ps €
Z|z).

Proposition 5.24. Let ¢ € N and let py,...,py € Z[z] be non-constant polynomials such that for
any distinct i,j € {1,...,¢}, deg(p; — pi) > 0. Suppose that deg(p1) > 1. Then, for any m > 2,
Hpy, . . p, contains no ¥, sets. Equwalently, ZF\ Hp, .. p, is a %, set for each m > 2.

Proof. Since the projection onto the first coordinate of any %, set E C Z¢ is a %,, set in Z, it
suffices to show that the set {p1(n)|n € Z} contains no ¥,, sets. Suppose for contradiction that
{p1(n)|n € Z} contains a ¥,, set

D={n 4 +nl" [k < <knl,
where (nlgl))keN,...,(nlgm))keN are non-degenerated sequences in Z.
Choose t1,t2,t3 € N to be such that nﬁ) < ng) < ng) and let
I={n + 0+ +nl" | max{ty, ta, ts} < k2 < < kn}.

Clearly I is an infinite subset of D. So, letting a = ngzl) —ng) and b = n,,

and b+ 1 C D.

(1) —n(l) we have a+1 C D

t1
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Let (ng)ken be an enumeration of the elements of 1. One can find an increasing sequence (k;);en for
which at least two of the sets {ny; |j € N}, {a +ny; |j € N} and {b+ ny; |j € N} are contained in
at least one of the sets {p1(n)|n € N} and {p1(—n)|n € N}. We will assume that {a +ny, |j € N}
and {b+ny, | j € N} are contained in {pi(n)|n € N} (the other cases can be handled similarly). It
follows that there exist infinitely many pairs (n,m) € N x N such that p;(n) —p1(m) = b— a. Since
b > a, this contradicts the fact that deg(py) > 1. O

6 Multiple recurrence for mildly and weakly mixing systems via
R-limits

As we saw above, R-limits are adequate for characterizing strong mixing and obtaining higher order
mixing properties. In this section, we will show that R-limits can be also useful in dealing with
mildly and weakly mixing systems. In particular, we will obtain analogues of Theorem [3.1] for midly
and weakly mixing systems.

6.1 Mildly mixing systems

In this subsection we will deal with mildly mixing systems (introduced in Definition below)
from the perspective of R-limits. The notion of mild mixing has multiple equivalent forms (see
[26], [27] and [12]) and plays a fundamental role in IP ergodic theory, including various refinements
of the classical Szemerédi theorem (see [3] and [II]). The multiple recurrence theorems for mildly
mixing systems (see [10] and [I1I]) utilize the notion of IP-limit which we will presently define. We
will then establish a connection between IP-limits and R-limits and, finally, prove an analogue of
Theorem [3.1] for mildly mixing actions.

Definition 6.1. (Cf. [II, Definitions 1.1 and 1.3]) Let (X,d) be a compact metric space and let
(Za)acr be an F-sequence in X. A set FI) C F is an IP-ring if there exists a sequence (o )pen in
F with aj < ayy1 for each k € N for which

FO ={JejlacF}

JjEa

For any IP-ring 7, we write
IP-lmz, =z
acF1)

if for every e > 0, there exists an ag € F1) such that for any o € F with a > ay,
d(zq,x) <€

It follows from a result of Hindman [I3] that if (x4 )aecr is an F-sequence in a compact metric
space X, then for any IP-ring () C F one can always find an = € X and an IP-ring F& C F1)
such that

IP-limz, = x (6.1)
acF(2)
(see [10, Theorem 8.14]). In particular, for any countable abelian group (G, +), any sequence (gx)keN
in G and any probability measure preserving system (X, A, u1, (Ty)geq), there exists an IP-ring F @)
for which

IP-lim Ty,
acF1)
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exists in the weak operator topology of L?(u). This implies (and is equivalent to) the fact that for
any Ag, A1 € A,

IP-lim /J/(AO N Tga Al)

acF@)

exists.

Theorem 6.2. Let (X,d) be a compact metric space, let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let
(xzg)gec be a sequence in X, let xg € X and let (gi)ken be a sequence in G. The following statements
are equivalent:

(i) For any IP-ring FO) C F for which IP-lim ) T4, ewists, one has

E:;}l_l(lll)l Zg, = Xo. (6.2)

(i) For any IP-ring F) C F there exist an m € N and a sequence (Pke,1y oo Pl ) ken in G™ such
that {ha | € N} C {gy |a € FD} and

R-lim zp,,, = xo. (6.3)
aeN(m)

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let F(I) be an IP-ring. Since X is compact, we can assume (by passing, if needed,
to a sub IP-ring) that IP-lim . ) g, exists. Thus, by (i), ([6.2]) holds. It follows from the definition
of an IP-limit that there exists a sequence (hj)gen in G such that {hy |k € N} C {go|a € FD}
and limg_, o x5, = xo. This completes the proof of (i) = (ii).

(ii) = (i): Let F) be an IP-ring for which IP-lim ¢ 7(1) 24, = y for some y € X. Suppose for
contradiction that there exists an € > 0 for which d(y, z¢) > €. By the definition of an IP-limit, there
exists ag € F such that for any o € F) with a > ag, d(zg,,70) > €. Since {a € FI |a > ag} is
an IP-ring, it follows from (ii) that there exist an m € N and a sequence (hg 1, ..., bgm )ken in G™
such that {hq | € N} C {g,|a € FO and @ > ap} and R-lim, cym) Th, = To. In particular,
there exists an h € {g, | € FI) and a > ag} for which d(x,z0) < €, a contradiction. O

Remark 6.3. Theorem shows that [P-limits can be attained via R-limits. The following example
demonstrates that this is not the case the other way around. Let G =Z, let X = {0, 1}, let m € N,
and consider the 3, set E = {3 + ... +3Fn |k < --- < k,,}. The set F is comprised of all the
elements of 3N whose base 3 expansion has exactly m non-zero entries, all of which are 1. It follows
that there are no a,b,c € E for which a + b = ¢. This, in turn, implies that E contains no IP sets
and hence Z \ E is an IP* set. Let (nx)ren be a sequence in Z and let 7 C F be an IP-ring for
which IP-lim . r1) 1g(na) exists. Since 0 ¢ E and Z \ E is IP*, one has IP-lim_ r1) L1g(na) = 0.
On the other hand, since for any k; < --- < kp,, 1g(3% 4+ --- 4 3¥n) = 1, one has that for any
infinite set S C N,
R-lim  1p(3% 4. +3Fm) =1,
{k1,.eeskom yES(M)

Definition 6.4. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let (X, A, i, (Ty)gec) be a measure
preserving system. (T})qecq is mildly mixing if for any sequence (gi)ren in G for which limg—o0 go =
00, there exists an IP-ring F(!) such that for any f € L?(u),

IP-lim Tgaf = fdu (6.4)
acF1) X

weakly.
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We are now ready to state and prove the main theorem of this subsection. It can be viewed as
an analogue of Theorem [B1] for mildly mixing actions. We remind the reader that a sequence of
measure preserving transformations (T} )ren of a probability space (X, A, 1) has the mixing property
if for every Ag, A1 € A, limy_, oo u(Ag N Tk_lAl) = u(Ap)u(Aq).

Theorem 6.5. Let £ € N, let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let (X, A, p, (Ty)gec) be a
measure preserving system. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) (Ty)gea is mildly mizing.

(i) For any IP set E C GY and any m € N, there exist non-degenerated and essentially distinct

sequences (g,(fj))keN = (g,(fji, ...,g,gjzn)keN, Jj€{1,....0}, in G™ with the properties:

(a) {(98, s 98)) |a e NO™} C E.
(b) For anyt € {1,...m} and any j € {1,....,4}, (T (y))keN has the mizing property.

(¢) For any t and any i # j, (Tg(j) g(i))keN has the mizing property.
kit~ Ikt

(iii) For any IP set E C GY, there exist an m € N and non degenemted and essentially distinct

sequences (g,(fl))keN, e (g;(f))keN in G™ with {(g((xl),. ,ga ) |a € N} C E and such that for

any Ag,...,Ap € A,

R- hm w(AgNT (1)A1 n---N Tg((f) Ay) = H ,u(Aj). (6.5)

aeN(m)

(iv) Given sequences (9;(:))%1\1; (g,(€ ))keN in G such that for (my je {1 S}, limg o0 gg)

=0
and for any i # 7, lima%oog((x) g&) =00 (and so E = {(ga - ,ga )]ae}"} is an IP set),

there exists an IP-ring FY) such that for any Ay, ..., A¢ € A,

)4
EZ}I(III)I pANT A1 0N T 0 Ag) = Hl 1(A). (6.6)
]:
(v) For any Ay, ...,Ay € A and any € > 0, the set
l
RE(A(]?“‘?AZ) :{(917"'795) € GZHM(AOﬂTglAlm"'nggAZ H | < E}

Jj=0
1s an IP* set.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let m € N, let E C G be an IP set and let the sequences (h]il))keNa---a(h/iz))keN
in G be such that £ = {(h((xl), ...,h((f)) |a € F}. By the stipulation made in Remark [5.2] for any
IP-ring F() C F, the set {(h,(ll), - h((f)) |la € FM} is again an IP set. Pick F) to be an IP-ring
such that for any A, A; € A and any 4,5 € {1,..., £},

IP-lim (Ao NT, ;s A1) and if ¢ # j, IP-lim (Ao NT, 5y , @ A1) (6.7)
aeFM) he aeFM) ha"—ha
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exist. Let (ag)ken be the sequence in F generating F @ (so, in particular, o < a1 for each
k € N). It follows from (i) that each of the limits appearing in (6.7)) equals p(Ag)u(A1) (otherwise,
we would have a contradiction with formula (6.4)). Thus, for any Ay, A; € Aand any i,j € {1,..., ¢},

lim (Ao NT, ;) A1) = p(Ao)p(Ar) and if i # j, lim p(AoNT, o) o A1) = p(Ao)u(Ar).
k—00 ag k—o0 ap Ny,

For each j € {1,...,¢}, let (gg))keN = (hY) ,hgk)) It is now easy to check that the sequences

ap )’
————
m times
(1))

() keN,...,(gg))keN are non-degenerated, essentially distinct, and satisfy (a)-(c), completing the
proof of (i) = (ii).

(ii) = (iii): This follows from Proposition

(iii) = (iv): We will prove (iv) by applying Theorem G2 to the G*-sequence

L(g1,.90) = (Ao N TglAl M---n ngAZ)a (91,--,9¢) € G'

and the sequence (g,gl), ---,gl(f))keN in G*.

Note that for any IP-ring F(®), {(g(l), ,ga ) |a € F®Yis an IP set. By (iii), there exist an m € N

and non-degenerated and essentially distinct sequences (h;gl))keNa---a(hg))keN in G™ with

for which (635) holds. Letting F() be an IP-ring for which the left-hand side of (G.8)) exists for any
Ag, ..., Ay € A, we obtain by Theorem that (6.6]) holds.

(iv) = (v): This implication follows from the definition of IP*.

(v) = (i): Let (gr)ren be a sequence in G with the property that lim,—oo go = 00. It suffices to
show that for some IP-ring F() and any Ao, A; € A,

If;}lrlﬂ (Ao Ny, A1) = p(Ao)p(Ar).

By (6.1), there exists an IP-ring F(!) C F such that for any Ay, A; € A,

IP-lim p1(Ag N Ty, A1) (6.8)
aeF™)

exists. Let (7% )ren be a sequence in F @) with Vi < ka1 for each k € N and such that the sequences
(h,(g))ng = (9,10 JkeN, J € {1, ..., £}, in G satisfy (a) for any j € {1,..., £}, lims—c0 hY) = o0 and
(b) for any i # j, limy—00 h((lj) — h,(f) = 00. For each ag € F, let

Eoy = {(", ... h{Y) | € F and a > ag}.
Since E,, is an IP set, (v) implies that for any ag € F, any Ag, A; € A and any € > 0,
Eoo N R (Ao, A1, X, ..., X) # 0.

Thus, for any ag € F, there exists an « > «ag such that h((xl) € R.(Ap, A1). Note that

lim min( U V1+ek)

a—r00
kea
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It follows that for any By € JF, there is an o € F such that h,(ll) € R.(Ap, A1) and such that
B =Upeca V1+tk € FO gsatisfies 8 > Bp. But 98 = YUpea nik) = h,(ll), SO

[1(Ao N Ty, Ar) — pu(Ao)p(Ar)] <e.
Since € was arbitrary, for any Ag, A1 € A,

IP-Tim (Ao NTgo Ar) = p(Ao)p(Ar),

which completes the proof. O

Remark 6.6. We saw in Section 4 that the versatility of R-limits allows one to obtain from the
multiparameter Theorem [B] some interesting results of diagonal nature. Similarly, one can obtain
diagonal results from Theorem For example, let G = Z and assume that (X, A, u,T) is a
mildly mixing system. Then, by Theorem [6.5] (iv), for any strictly increasing sequence (ny)gen in
7, any non-zero and distinct integers ay, ...,a; and any IP-ring F(!) C F, there exists an IP-ring
F@ c FOU) guch that for any Ay, ..., As € A,

IP-limp(AgNT* " Ay N---NTH">Ay) =

(6.9)
acF(?2)

=8
N

Jj=0

(Cf. [10, Theorem 9.27] and [I1, Theorem 5.4].)

6.2 Weakly mixing systems

This subsection is devoted to weakly mixing systems (which were introduced in Subsection 5.2) and
has a similar structure to that of Subsection 6.1. We will first establish a technical lemma which
connects R-limits with Césaro convergence. We will then prove an analogue of Theorem [B.1] (see
Theorem below) for weakly mixing systems and derive a corollary which has diagonal nature.

Lemma 6.7. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let (X,d) be a compact metric space, let
(zg)gec be a sequence in X, let xg € X, let (Fi)ren be a Folner sequence in G and let E C G be
such that E( F)(E) > 0. The following statements are equivalent:

(i)

lim 1g(g9)d(zg,x0) = 0. 6.10
[re |Fk| ;k g 0) ( )

(ii) For any D C E with E(Fk)(D) > 0, there exist an m € N and a sequence (gk1,--.s Gk,m)keN N
G™ for which {go | € N0™Y C D and

R-lim x4, = xo. (6.11)
aeN(m)

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let D C E be such that dg, (D) > 0. It follows from (6.I0) that

li 1 =0.
i T 3 toowley.o
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Let € > 0. There exist infinitely many g € D such that d(zg4,z¢) < € (otherwise, we would
have limsupy,_, \lel > ger, 1p(9)d(zg, w0) > 0). Thus, for each k € N, there is a gy € D with

d(zg,, o) < %. It follows now that

R-lim z

= lim z, = xo.
{k}eND koo Ik

9{k}

(if) = (i): It suffices to show that for any given € > 0, d(g,)(De) = 0, where
D.={g € E|d(zg4,z0) > €}.

(This will imply that for each € > 0,

hmsup

Z 1e(g)d(zg, x0) < hmsup Z elp\p. (g \F | Z Ip,.(g)d(xg,20)) <€)

geFy ko0 geF geF

Fix ¢ > 0 and suppose for contradiction that dg,)(Dc) > 0. It follows from (ii) that there exist an

m € N and a sequence (g 1, .., gk.m)ken in G™ with {go | € N} C D, for which (GI1) holds.
In particular, for some g € D, d(z4,z9) < €, which gives us the desired contradiction. O

We collect in the following proposition some equivalent definitions of weak mixing which will be
needed for the proof of Theorem [6.I0] below. The proof is totally analogous to the classical case
G =7 and is omitted.

Proposition 6.8. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let (X, A, u, (Ty)gec) be a measure
preserving system. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) (Ty)geq is weakly mizing.
(11) For any ergodic probability measure preserving system (Y,B,v,(Sg)geq), the system
(X XY, A@ B, u®@v,(T; x Sg)gec)
1s ergodic.

(iii) For any Folner sequence (Fy)ren in G there exists a set B C G with E(Fk)(B) = 0 such that
for any Ag, Ay € A,
lim  p(Ag NTyA1) = p(Ao)p(Ar).
g—00,g¢B
(iv) There exists a sequence (gx)ren in G with limg_,o g, = 00 such that for any Ag, A1 € A,

Jim p(Ao N T, A1) = p(Ao)u(Ar).
Remark 6.9. It follows from (ii) that for any two weakly mixing systems (X, A, u, (T,)gec) and
(Y, B,v,(Sg)gec), (Ty x Sy) is again weakly mixing.

Theorem 6.10. Let £ € N, let (G,+) be a countable abelian group and let (X, A, p, (Ty)geq) be a
measure preserving system. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) (Ty)geq is weakly mizing.
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(ii) For any Folner sequence (Fy)ren in G*, any set E C G* with d(p,)(E) > 0 and any m € N,
() ()

there exist non-degenerated and essentially distinct sequences ( (]))kEN = (951 9y m)keN;
Jj€{1,....4}, in G™ with the properties:

(a) {(g). . 98") @ eNUW} C B,
(b) For anyt e {l,...,m} and any j € {1,....,¢}, (T (3))k€N has the mizing property and

(¢) For any t and any i # j, (Tg(j) g(i))keN has the mizing property.
kit~ Ikt

(i4i) For any Folner sequence (Fy,)ren in Gt and any set E C G with E( )( ) > 0, there exist an

m € N and sequences (g,(gl))keN, e (g,(f))keN in G™ with {(g((xl), g )]a e N} C E and

such that for any Ao, ..., Ay € A,

0
R- hm uw(AgNT (1)A1 n---N ng)Ag) = H p(A;j)

(
aeN(m) =0

(iv) For any Ay, ..., Ay € A and any € > 0, the set

4
Re(Ag, ..; Ag) = {(g1, - 90) € G |u(Ao N Ty, Ay -+ N Ty, Ag) — [ ] m(A))| < €}
7=0

has uniform density one.

Proof. (i) == (ii): For each j € {1,...,¢}, let 7; : G* — G be defined by 7;(g1,...,g¢) = g;. Note
that (ij (g))gece 18 a weakly mixing action and for any i # j, (T(,Tj _m)(g))gect 18 also weakly mixing.
Moreover (see Remark [6.9]),

geGe = HT i(2) XHTWj—m )(g) ger
i#]

is a weakly mixing G%action on the probability space

£2 £
(X7, QA v),
j=1

where v = p X -+ X .

£2 times

By Proposition 6.8, (iii), there exists a set B C G* with E(Fk)(B) = 0 such that for any Ay, A1 €

52
Q-1 A

lim I/(AO N SgAl) = I/(A(])I/(Al). (612)
g—00,g¢B

We start with proving (ii) for m = 1. Let E C G* with E(Fk)(E) > 0. By Proposition 5.8 (applied
tod = ¢, m =1 and the set (E\ B) C G*) there exist non-degenerated and essentially distinct se-
quences (g,gl))keN,...,(g,gé))keN in G with the property that for each k € N, g, = (glgl), ey g,(f)) € E\B.
It follows now from (6.12)) that (Sg, )ren has the mixing property and hence for any j € {1,..., £},
(Tg(j))keN has the mixing property and for any i # j, (Tg(j)_g(i))keN has the mixing property as well.

k k k
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Assume now that m > 1. Let (g,gl))keN,...,(g,gé))keN be non-degenerated and essentially distinct
sequences in G such that for any distinct i,5 € {1,...,¢}, (T (3))k€N and (T O (z))keN have the

mixing property. Let (hg)reny = (h,(gl), ceny h;(f))keN be a subsequence of (g,(€ ), ...,g,g ))keN such that

for any 7,5 € {1,..., £},

lim kYY) = oo and if i # j, hm (h( 7 — pl)) = 0. (6.13)

a—0o0

Observe that, by (G613), {(h(g),...,hg)ﬂa € F}is an IP set. It follows from our choice of
(g,(fl))keN,...,(gg))keN, that for any M € N, any non-empty set a« C {1,...,M}, any Ap,A; € A

and any j € {1,..., ¢},

lim (T, ) Ao VT, ) A1) = p(Ao)pu(As), (6.14)
k—o0 k
and for any 7 # j,
Jim. (T 0y A0 0 Thg)_hiofh) = pu(Ao)p(Ar). (6.15)

Passing, if needed, to a subsequence of (hy)ren, we can derive now from (6.14]) and (6.I5]) the
following equations
IP-lim p(Ao N T, () A1) = p(Ao) (A1),
aEF a

and if ¢ # j,
IP-lim (Ao N Ty )0 A1) = p(Ao)p(Ar)-

We can conclude now the proof of (i) = (ii) by arguing as in the proof of Proposition (.8 and
imitating the constructions in the proofs of Proposition 5.7 and Lemma (.31

(ii) = (iii): This follows from Proposition

(iii) = (iv): Let E = G\ Rc(Ao, ..., Ay). Tt suffices to show that for any Fglner sequence
(Fi)ren in G, d(r,)(E) = 0. To sce this, note that if this was not the case, (iii) would imply that
E N R(Ag, ..., Ap) # 0, a contradiction.

(iv) = (i): This implication is trivial and is omitted. O

We conclude this section with a corollary of Theorem [G.10] which has diagonal nature (This
corollary can also be obtained from the main result in [4]).

Corollary 6.11. Let (G,+) be a countable abelian group, let (X, A,p,(Ty)gec) be a measure
preserving system and let ¢1,...,¢p : G — G be homomorphisms with the property that for any
J €L b}, (Ty,(9))gec is weakly mizing and for any i # j, (T(¢,—¢,)(g))gec is also weakly mizing.
For any Folner sequence (Fi)ken in G and any Ag, ..., Ay € A,

Aj)l = 0. (6.16)

5
=
=
)
o
S
-~
o)
»)
éﬂ
o
=
I~

Proof. By Lemma 6.7, in order to prove (G.I6), it suffices to show that for any £ C G with
E(Fk)(E) > 0, there exists a non-degenerated sequence (g8;)ken = (Gk 15 Gk 0)keN D G! with
{ga|a € N} C E such that

l
R-lim (Ao N Ty, (g A1 N -+ N Ty gy Ar) = [ [ (A (6.17)

2
aeN®) 3=0
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By Theorem [6.10] (ii), applied to the weakly mixing G-action

l
(Sg)geG = (H T¢j(g) X HT(¢j—¢z‘)(9))geG’
j=1 it

there exists a non-degenerated sequence (g 1, .., g.¢)ken in G, with {g, |a € N®} C E, and such
that for any ¢ € {1,...,¢}, the sequence (S, ,)ren has the mixing property. It follows that for any
te{l,...¢} and any j € {1, ..., ¢}, (T¢j(gk,t)>k6N has the mixing property and for any t and i # j,
(T(¢j_¢i)(gk, t)) ke has the mixing property as well. The result now follows from Proposition 291 [

Remark 6.12. Taking in Corollary G = Z, one obtains the following classical result due to
Furstenberg (Cf. Theorem 4.11 in [10]):

For any weakly mizing system (X, A, u,T), any non-zero and distinct integers ay,...,ay and
any Ao, ...,A; € A,

N l
. 1 almn apn N
ym EMHIM(AOHT WA N NTHAy) —HOM(AJ')I =0.
n= J=
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