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Abstract: The purpose of this paper is to study the phenomenon of large intersections in
the framework of multiple recurrence for measure-preserving actions of countable abelian
groups. Among other things, we show:

1. If G is a countable abelian group and @, y : G — G are homomorphisms such that
¢©(G), y(G), and (¥ — ¢)(G) have finite index in G, then for every ergodic measure-
preserving system (X, B, 1, (T;)ee), every set A € B, and every € > 0, the set {g €

G:u(An T(;(;)A N Tl;(;)A) > 1(A)® — e} is syndetic.

2. If G is a countable abelian group and r,s € Z are integers such that rG, sG, and
(r +5)G have finite index in G, then for every ergodic measure-preserving system
(X,B,u,(Ty)gec), every set A € B, and every € > 0, the set {g € G: u(ANT'AN
T,.'AN T(:Jis)gA) > 1(A)* — €} is syndetic.

In particular, these extend and generalize results from [BHKr05] concerning Z-actions

and [BTZ15] on [F;/-actions. Using an ergodic version of the Furstenberg correspondence

principle, we obtain new combinatorial applications. We also discuss numerous examples
shedding light on the necessity of the various hypotheses above. Our results lead to a number

of interesting questions and conjectures, formulated in the introduction and at the end of the
paper.
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1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to study the phenomenon of large intersections in the framework of multiple
recurrence for measure-preserving systems. For context, let us juxtapose some classical and some more
recent results for Z-actions. First, a definition:
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Definition 1.1. Let (G, +) be a countable abelian group. A subset S C G is called syndetic if the union of
finitely many translates of S covers G, i.e., if there exist gi,...,gx € G such that G = J*_, (g; +S), where
by g; + S we understand the set {g;+s: s € S}.

Theorem 1.2 (Khintchine’s recurrence theorem [Kh35]). For any invertible probability measure-preserving
system (X,B,u,T), any € >0, and any A € B, the set

{neZ: u(ANT"A) > u(A)? —¢} (1)
is syndetic.

This improves on the classical Poincaré recurrence theorem in two ways: it provides a lower bound
on the size of the intersection and shows that the set of return times is large. Notice that the bound
((A)? is optimal, since for mixing systems, u(ANT"A) — w(A)?. Colloquially, we say that Theorem 1.2
shows syndeticity of large intersections for single recurrence. A natural question to ask is whether
similar improvements can be made for results about multiple recurrence. Recall the Furstenberg multiple
recurrence theorem (also known as the ergodic Szemerédi theorem):

Theorem 1.3 (Furstenberg [Fu77]). For any invertible probability measure-preserving system (X, B, u,T),
any A € B with W(A) > 0, and any positive integer k > 1,

1
liminf

N—1
n kn
NM%N_MI;‘QN(AmT AN--NT A)>0. )

An immediate consequence of the positivity of this limit is that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that the
set

{neZ:u<AmTﬂAm--.mT’”’A)>c} 3)
is syndetic. In trying to find the optimal such ¢ > 0O for £ > 2, a curious picture emerges:
Theorem 1.4 ([BHKr05, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3]).

(i) For any ergodic invertible probability measure-preserving system (X,B,u,T), any € > 0, and any
A € B, the set

{(neZ:u(ANT"ANT*A) > u(A) — ¢} 4)
is syndetic.

(ii) For any ergodic invertible probability measure-preserving system (X, B,u,T), any € > 0, and any
A € B, the set
(neZ:u(ANT"ANT"ANTYA) > u(A)* — ¢} 5)

is syndetic.
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(iii) There exists an ergodic system (X, B, u,T) with the following property: for any integer £ > 1, there
is a set A = A({) € B of positive measure such that

1
LANT"ANT"ANT¥ANTYA) < 5 n(A)’ (6)

for every integer n # Q.

In other words, parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.4 show syndeticity of large returns for double (resp. triple)
recurrence, and part (iii) shows that a natural generalization of parts (i) and (ii) for longer expressions
cannot proceed.

The results of parts (i) and (ii) were subsequently generalized by Frantzikinakis,' and part (iii) was
generalized by Donoso, Le, Moreira, and Sun:?

Theorem 1.5 ([Fr08], special case of Theorem C; [DLeMSu21], Theorem 1.5).

(i) Let a,b € Z be nonzero and distinct. For any ergodic invertible probability measure-preserving
system (X,B,u,T), any € >0, and any A € B, the set

{(neZ:u(ANT"ANT"A) > u(A)® — ¢} @)
is syndetic.

(ii) Let a,b,c € Z be nonzero and distinct such that (0,a,b,c) forms a parallelogram in the sense that
0+ ¢ = a+b. For any ergodic invertible probability measure-preserving system (X,B,u,T), any
€ >0, and any A € B, the set

(neZ: u(ANT"ANT"ANT"A) > u(A)* — ¢} ®)
is syndetic.

(iii) Let a,b,c,d € Z be nonzero and distinct. There exists an ergodic invertible probability measure-
preserving system (X, B, 1, T) such that, for any { > 1, there is a set A = A({) € B of positive
measure such that

LANT"ANT"ANT"ANTA) < % u(A)* ©)

for every integer n # Q.

An astute reader may observe at this point that Theorem 1.4, though stated only for ergodic systems,
must hold for certain non-ergodic systems. Indeed, by Theorem 1.5, the set {n € Z : u(ANT*"ANT*'A) >
W(A)? — €} is syndetic for ergodic T. But this is the same as the set {n € Z : u(ANS"ANS*A) >
w(A)? — g} for the transformation S = T2, and S need not be ergodic. A similar argument shows that
any power of an ergodic system still satisfies the conclusion of Theorem 1.4. The essential fact about
these systems is that their ergodic decompositions have only finitely many ergodic components. For
non-ergodic systems with more complicated ergodic decomposition, the conclusion of Theorem 1.4(i)
may fail:

"'We do not give a full statement of [Fr08, Theorem C], as it deals with various polynomial configurations that are beyond
the scope of this paper. The linear patterns that appear here come as a special case.
2Part (iii) of Theorem 1.5 also follows from our more general considerations in Section 12 (see Corollary 12.8).
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Theorem 1.6 ((BHKr05], Theorem 2.1). There exists a non-ergodic system (X, B,u,T) with the fol-
lowing property: for any integer { > 1, there is a set A = A({) € B of positive measure such that

LANT"ANT*A) < ~u(A)* (10)

for every integer n # Q.

It is reasonable to inquire whether the above results have a version for actions of other groups. As
a reminder, if G = (G,+) is a countable abelian group which acts on a probability space (X, B, 1) by
measure-preserving automorphisms (7} )ecq, then we refer to the quadruple X = (X, B, 1, (T,)4cc) as a
measure-preserving G-system, or G-system for short. Along these lines, some results were obtained in
[BTZ15] for measure-preserving actions of the additive group F; = @;,_, I, the direct sum of countably
many copies of a finite field of prime order p, which has a natural vector space structure over If,.

Theorem 1.7 ([BTZ15, Theorems 1.12 and 1.13]).

(i) Fix a prime p > 2 and distinct elements co,ci,c; € F,. For any ergodic measure-preserving
F5-system (X, B, u, (Tg)geﬂ?;'), any € > 0, and any A € B, the set

{8 € 5t 1(TepgAN ToygAN Togh) > (A) — ) an
is syndetic.

(ii) Fix a prime p > 3 and distinct elements co,c1,c2,c3 € F, which form a parallelogram in the sense
that c¢;+ cj = ¢, + ¢ for some permutation {i, j,k,¢} of {0,1,2,3}. For any ergodic measure-
preserving B -system (X, B, u, (Ty) gep;), any € >0, and any A € B, the set

{8 €F5 : (TogA N T g AN T g ANT,0A) > (A)* — €} (12)

is syndetic.

Remark 1.8. By adapting from [BHKr05] the idea of the proof of Theorem 1.6, one can find that
ergodicity is again a necessary assumption for Theorem 1.7. This is done in Proposition 11.10.

In this article, we show that Theorems 1.4, 1.6, and 1.7 are instances of a more comprehensive phe-
nomenon which pertains to actions of general countable abelian groups. The most general framework for
our results is the following. We let G be a countable discrete abelian group and consider homomorphisms
@1,...,9 : G— G. Our goal is to understand under what conditions the set

{8€G 1 (ANTy AN NTygA) > () — ¢} (13)

is syndetic for all ergodic G-systems (X, B, u, (1)), sets A € B with p1(A) > 0, and € > 0. In this
case, we say the family {¢,..., ¢} has the large intersections property.

A natural approach to take when addressing this question is to study uniform Cesaro averages, a
special case of which are the averages (2) appearing in Furstenberg’s Multiple Recurrence Theorem.
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To develop appropriate averaging schemes in general abelian groups, we need the notion of a Fglner
sequence. A Fglner sequence in G is a sequence of finite subsets Fy C G such that, for every g € G,

|(Fy +8)AFy|

— 0. 14)
|Fy| (

A sequence (ug)gei has uniform Cesaro limit equal to u, denoted by UC-limge uy = u, if for every
Fglner sequence (Fy)yen,

o1
1351@ Y u=u (15)

For G = Z, the uniform Cesaro limit agrees with the average appearing in Theorem 1.3 (see Lemma 2.1).
The utility of this averaging approach comes from the following fact, which we prove in Section 2.2:

Lemma 1.9. A set S C G is syndetic if and only if for every Fplner sequence (Fy)nen in G, one has

A standard technique for handling (multiple) ergodic averages is to work with characteristic factors.
A system Y = (Y, D, v,(S,)eec) is a factor of X = (X, B, 1, (T;)gec) if there are full measure subsets
Xo € X and ¥y C Y and a measure-preserving map 7 : Xy — Yy such that S,7(x) = n(T,x) for every
x € Xp, g € G. There is a natural correspondence between factors and invariant sub-o-algebras: Y
corresponds to the c-algebra 77!(D) C B. In a standard abuse of notation, we will write E[f | Y]
to denote E [f | 77!(D)] for f € L*(u). The factor Y is called a characteristic factor for the family

{(pl,...,(pk} if forall f1,..., fx ELDO(H),

k
UC-lim (H Too i~ [ 1 TowE Ll | Y]> =0 (16)

86 \ izl i=1

in L?(u).

While the proof of Theorem 1.4 in [BHKr05] and the proof of Theorem 1.7 in [BTZ15] both use
explicit topological descriptions of characteristic factors for Z-systems and F'7-systems, respectively, the
essential ingredients can be recovered with a softer approach that applies in greater generality. Namely, we
adapt tools pioneered by Conze and Lesigne [CoLes84] and advanced in [FuWe96] and [HK102] to our
setting. This approach provides just enough information about G-systems to produce large intersection
results.

We begin by looking at the case k = 2 of (13). It is known that for any pair of homomorphisms
{@, v}, there is a constant ¢ > O such that {g € G: (AN T(p_(;)A N Tl;(lg )A) > c} is syndetic. Indeed, this
follows from the IP Szemerédi theorem of Furstenberg and Katznelson (see [FuKa85, Theorem A]). In
fact, Roth’s theorem holds for any countable group whatsoever (see [BMc07, Theorem 1.3]).

Despite the wide generality in which the ergodic Roth theorem holds, we encounter an obstacle to its
large intersections variant even in our significantly restricted setting: results of [Chull] can be utilized
to show that not all pairs of homomorphisms have the large intersections property (see Example 10.2).

However, imposing a simple condition on the homomorphisms (which we conjecture to be necessary)
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allows us to adapt the machinery of [CoLes84, FuWe96] to recover large intersections. Namely, we will
assume that @, ¥ : G — G have the property that ¢(G), y(G), and (¢ — y)(G) all have finite index in
G. We call such pairs {@, w} admissible.> In this case, we will show that the Kronecker factor* Z is
characteristic for certain ergodic averages: for any fi, f» € L*(u),

UC-1im (To(o)fi - Ty(q)f2 = Too B 11 | Z]- Ty B1f2 1 2]) =0 (17

in L2(u). Moreover, we actually derive a limit formula (still in norm) for expressions UC- limgeG Ty (o) /1Ty (g) f25
see Theorem 3.1 for a precise formulation. With the help of this limit formula, we will prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.10. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group, and let {@,y} be an admissible pair of
homomorphisms. For any ergodic system X = (X, B, 10, (Ty)gec), any € > 0, and any A € B, the set

. -1 -1 3
{geG.u(AﬁT(p(g)AﬁTw(g)A) > u(A) —e} (18)
is syndetic in G.

This theorem is a common generalization of Theorem 1.4(i), Theorem 1.5(i), and Theorem 1.7(i).
Once again, the assumption of ergodicity is crucial for producing large intersections, and we give a
detailed discussion with many examples in Section 11.

Now, let us turn to analyzing (13) for k > 3 with the intention of generalizing part (ii) of Theo-
rem 1.4 and part (ii) of Theorem 1.7. We again impose a condition on the family of homomorphisms to
avoid counterexamples along the lines of Example 10.2. Namely, we say a family of homomorphisms
{@1,02,..., 0} is admissible if ¢;(G) has finite index in G for every 1 <i <k and (¢; — ¢;)(G) has
finite index in G for every 1 <i < j < k. This condition appears in [Gri09, Chapter 4] in the study of
multiple ergodic averages for Z¢-systems, where it is also shown that this condition is necessary for
obtaining certain results about characteristic factors. The issue of admissibility is addressed in more detail
in Section 10.

For these longer expressions, we turn to studying the L?-limit of averages

Uc_l’ierngPl @1 Tore) 27 Ty () Tk (19)

for fi,f2,...,fx € L”(1). We will show that the characteristic factors for these averages are built
inductively as towers of compact extensions, starting from the Kronecker factor (Theorem 4.1).

When k = 3, for admissible families of the form {¢@, y, 0} with 6 = ¢ + y, we can show that the
characteristic factor is a skew-product of the Kronecker factor with a compact abelian group over a cocycle
satisfying a Conze—Lesigne equation. This can be seen as a generalized form of the Conze—Lesigne factor.
The relevant terminology will be made precise in Section 6.

3Note that this encompasses the cases handled in [BHKr05] and [BTZ15]. Multiplication by an integer is a group homomor-
phism which has finite index image in Z (resp., ') so long as the integer is nonzero (resp., nonzero modulo p).

4For ergodic systems, the Kronecker factor is the maximal factor that can be described (up to isomorphism) as an action by
rotations on a compact abelian group; see Section 2.4 for further discussion.
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With the help of a limit formula valid in the case that ¢ and y are multiplication by (necessarily
distinct) integers (see Theorem 7.1), we will also prove that admissible triples {r, s, + s} have the large
intersections property:°

Theorem 1.11. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group. Let r,s € Z be distinct nonzero integers such
that rG, sG, and (r %+ s)G have finite index in G. Then for any ergodic system X = (X, B, 1, (T;)gcc),
any € > 0, and any A € B, the set

{geG:u (AmT,;lAstglAmT(;js)gA) >u(A)4—£} (20)
is syndetic in G.

Theorem 1.11 contains Theorem 1.4(ii), Theorem 1.7(ii), and Theorem 1.5(ii) as special cases. How-
ever, it is still not fully satisfactory: it leaves unaddressed the question of what happens for intersections
of the formANT ' ANT ! ANT ! A for homomorphisms not arising as multiplication by integers

o(g) v(g) (p+w)(g) ; . .
(and hence does not fully extend Theorem 1.10). Recent results about related combinatorial patterns in
finite abelian groups suggest that additional conditions on the family { @, v, ¢ + y}, beyond admissibility,

are needed to guarantee large intersections (see [BerSahSawTi]).

Question 1.12. What are necessary and sufficient conditions for a family of homomorphisms {¢, v, 0}
to have the large intersections property, i.e., to satisfy the following: for any ergodic system X =
(X,B,u,(Ty)eec), any € > 0, and any A € B, the set

. -1 -1 —1 4
{g cG:pu (AOT(P(g)AﬂTW(g)AﬂTG(g)A) > 1(A) —e} 1)

is syndetic in G?

Results about multiple recurrence in measure-preserving systems have combinatorial implications. To
formulate combinatorial consequences of the above results, we need an ergodic version of the Furstenberg
correspondence principle. First, a definition: the upper Banach density of a set E C G is the quantity

ENg
d*(E):= sup{limsup| vl

. (Fy)nen is a Fglner sequence in G} . (22)
Noe PN

Theorem 1.13 (Ergodic Furstenberg Correspondence Principle [BFe], Theorem 2.8). Let G be a count-
able discrete abelian group. Let E C G with d*(E) > 0. Then there exists an ergodic measure-preserving
system X = (X, B, u,(Ty)qec) and a set A € B with u(A) = d*(E) such that, for every k € N and every
81,8k € G’

k k
-1
d (ﬂ(E—g,-)) zu(ﬂT,, A>. (23)
i=1 i=1

5In a slight abuse of notation, we say that a family of integers {r|,...,r;} is admissible if the family of homomorphisms

{Q1,..., 0} given by @;(g) = rig is admissible.
5Theorem 1.11 was proved independently by a different method in a recent paper by Shalom (see [Sha, Theorem 1.3]).
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A routine application of Theorem 1.13 translates Theorems 1.10 and 1.11 into the following two
combinatorial results:’

Theorem 1.14. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group. Let {Q,y} be an admissible pair of
homomorphisms. For any E C G with d*(E) > 0 and any € > 0, the set

{s€Gid" (EN(E—0(g)N(E~y(g)) >d"(E)’ —¢} (24)
is syndetic.

Theorem 1.15. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group. Let r,s € 7. be distinct nonzero integers
such that rG, sG, and (r £ 5)G have finite index in G. For any E C G with d*(E) > 0 and any € > 0, the
set

{g€G:d"(EN(E—rg)N(E—sg)N(E—(r+s)g)) >d*(E)* —¢} (25)
is syndetic.

Families of homomorphisms with the large intersections property produce an endless variety of
combinatorial configurations.

A natural question to ask is whether combinatorial results about large intersections, such as Theorem
1.14 and Theorem 1.15, have finitary versions:

Question 1.16. Fix a Fglner sequence (Fy)yen in G. Suppose that F = {@y,..., ¢} has the large
intersections property. Given § > 0, € > 0, does there exist Np = Ny(0, €) such that if N > Ny and A C Fy
has cardinality |A| > &|Fy/, then there exists g # 0 such that

ANA=1(2) NN (A= gu(e)] > (8 —¢) IF]? 6)

We will now briefly discuss a few examples and reformulate Question 1.16 for these concrete
situations.
When G = Z and Fy = {1,...,N}, Question 1.16 has a positive answer:®

Theorem 1.17 ([Gre05], Theorem 1.10; [GreT10], Theorem 1.12). Let r,s € Z be distinct and nonzero.
Suppose 6,€ > 0. There exists No = Ny(r,s,06,€) € N such that if N > No(8,€) and A C {1,...,N} has
size |A| > ON, then there exist n,m # 0 such that

AN(A—m)N(A—sn)| > (8> —€)N (27)
and

AN (A—rm)N(A—sm)N (A= (r+s)m)| > (§*—€)N. (28)

"Rewriting the intersections, these theorems show an abundance of combinatorial configurations of the form {x,x+ ¢(g),x+
v(g)} and {x,x+rg,x+sg,x+ (r+s)g} respectively.

8In [Gre05, GreT10], these results are only stated for arithmetic progressions (corresponding to the case r = 1,5 = 2).
However, the same method extends to general triples or parallelogram configurations as stated here.
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Now let us turn to G = Z>. We will show in Example 10.2 that the pair of homomorphisms
¢o(n,m) = (n,0), y(n,m) = (0,n) fails to have the large intersections property. The corresponding
combinatorial configurations, {(a,b),(a+c,b),(a,b+c)}, are known as corners. Geometrically, we can
view corners as isosceles right triangles in Z? with legs parallel to the axes. Sah, Sawhney, and Zhao
have shown a finitary analogue of the fact that this pattern is not good for large intersections:

Theorem 1.18 ([SahSawZh], Theorem 1.4). For any | < 4, there exists § > 0 such that for arbitrarily
large N, there exists a set A C {1,...,N} with |A| > 8N such that

1{(a,b) € Z: {(a,b),(a+c,b),(a,b+c)} CA} < 8'N

for every ¢ # 0.

We now show that a slight variant of corner configurations is good for large intersections. Consider
the homomorphisms ¢(n,m) = (n,m) and y(n,m) = (—m,n). A configuration produced by the pair
{9, v} has the form {(a,b), (a+n,b+m),(a—m,b+n)}. This is an isosceles right triangle (with legs
of length v/n% +m?), but we now have an additional degree of freedom: varying the ratio ° changes the
angle between the legs of the triangle and the coordinate axes. When m = 0, this reduces to a corner with
sides of length n. The pair {¢, v} is admissible, so by Theorem 1.14, there are syndetically many pairs
(n,m) € Z* such that

d* ({(a,b) € Z* : {(a,b),(a+n,b+m),(a—m,b+n)} CE}) >d*(E)’ —&. (29)

Stated another way, out of all isosceles right triangle configurations in the two-dimensional integer lattice,
syndetically many of them appear up to a shift with high frequency in E. A finitary version of this result
also holds, answering a question posed by us in an earlier version of this paper:

Theorem 1.19 ([Ko], Theorem 1; [BerSahSawTi], Theorem 1.1). Let 6,€ > 0. There exists Ny =
No(8,€) € N such that if N > No(8,€) and A C {1,...,N}? has size |A| > SN?, then there exists (n,m) €
72\ {(0,0)} such that

IAN(A— (n,m))N(A— (—m,n))| > (8% —&)N>. (30)

The structure of the paper is as follows. After a brief discussion of key definitions and lemmas in
Section 2, the paper is broken into three main parts. First, in Sections 3—7, we establish characteristic
factors for families of admissible homomorphisms and prove limit formulae for families {¢, y} and
{r,s,r+s}. This includes the bulk of the difficult technical arguments, combining ideas from [CoLes84,
FuWe96, Z07, BTZ10] on characteristic factors and [FuWe96, HKr02] on computing multiple ergodic
averages as integrals. Then, in Sections 8 and 9, we apply the limit formulae to prove Theorems 1.10
and 1.11 using a strategy from [FrO8, BTZ15]. The final four sections discuss each of the hypotheses
that appear in Theorems 1.10 and 1.11: Section 10 deals with the issue of admissibility, Section 11 with
ergodicity, Section 12 with larger families of homomorphisms, and Section 13 with the parallelogram
condition.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Standing assumptions

Let G = (G,+) be a countable abelian group which acts on a probability space (X, B, i) by measure-
preserving automorphisms (7, )cc. As usual, we assume the space (X, B, i) is separable; that is, the
o-algebra B is countably generated modulo null sets. We refer to the quadruple X = (X, B, i, (T;)qec) as
a measure-preserving G-system, or G-system. Recall that a G-system X = (X, B, u, (T;)gec) is ergodic
if every set A € B satisfying Tg_lA =Aforall g€ Ghas u(A) € {0,1}.

Suppose Y = (¥, D, v, (S,)gec) is a factor of X. Recall that we denote by E [f | Y] the conditional
expectation E [f | 77!(D)], where 7 : X — Y is the factor map. We can also define the pullback map
n*: L2(Y) — L*(X) by n*f = for and the pushforward map . : L*(X) — L*(Y) as the adjoint of
n*. In the case that the factor Y arises as a (7,),c-invariant sub-c-algebra of B, we have the equality
m.f =E[f]Y]. In a standard abuse of notation, we will therefore also use E[f | Y] to denote the
pushforward =, f.

It is well known that ¢ can be disintegrated with respect to Y into a family of nonnegative Borel
probability measures (L )ycy on X so that u = [, u,dv(y). Note that E[f | Y] (y) = [ f du, forae. yeY
and for every f € L' (1) such that f € L!(u,) for a.e. y. See [Fu81, Theorem 5.8]. When Y is the factor
associated to the sub-c-algebra of (7}),cg-invariant sets, we obtain the ergodic decomposition, which,
should we need to write it, will be written 4 = [, du(x). See [Gl03, Theorem 3.22] or [V63].

For 1 < p < e, we write L () or L”(X) for the Lebesgue space L?(X,B, i) of complex-valued
functions with finite p-norm, where as usual, two functions in L”(u) are identified if they agree u-a.e.
This identification makes L* (1) into a separable Hilbert space. We also denote by L°(u) the space of all
measurable complex-valued functions up to equivalence p-a.e.

2.2  Uniform Cesaro limits

We use uniform Cesaro limits extensively in this paper and present several useful lemmas here. All of
these results are standard, but we present them here with proofs for the convenience of the reader. First,
we show that the uniform Cesaro limit is the same as the uniform limit of shifted Cesaro-type averages:

Lemma 2.1. Let (Fiy)nen be a Fplner sequence in G. For a sequence (ug)qcc in a Hilbert space 3,

UC-limu, =u
g€G

if and only if
1
— Y uy—u
|Fw gEFy+h
uniformly in h € G as N — oo,

Proof. Suppose UC-limgeg u, = u. For each N € N, choose Ky > N and hy € G such that

1
Tl )

gEFkx+h

1
N

1
7 Ug — U|| = sup sup
‘ KN’ gEFky +hy K>N heG
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Set @y := Fk, +hy for N € N. Since Ky — o0 and (Fy)nen is a Fglner sequence, (Py)yen is also a
Fglner sequence in G. Thus,

1
limsupsup || —— Z ug —u|| < limsup || —— Ug — U
N—eo heG ’FN’geFN+h N—poo ‘FKN|g6FKN+hN
= lim U —U 0.
N—ro0 ’CI)N| gGX‘);N &

Conversely, suppose ‘F—;' Y gcFy+hUg converges to u uniformly in i € G as N — oo. Define a sequence
of functions vy : G — H by

w(h) =

l/lg.
|Ev] gEFN+h

By assumption, sup,,.¢ ||[vn(h) — u|| — 0 as N — oo. On the other hand, since averages along Fglner se-
quences are shift-invariant, we have UC-limycg (vy(g) — u,) = 0 foreach N € N. Hence, UC-limgyeg ugy =
u. g

Using Lemma 2.1, we can prove a version of the van der Corput trick for uniform Cesaro limits.

Lemma 2.2 (van der Corput Trick). Let G be a (countable discrete) abelian group, and let (ug)gci be a
bounded sequence in a Hilbert space J. Suppose that for every h € G,

Vi == UC- élencl; <Mg+h’ ug>

exists and
UC-1i =0.
il
Then
UC-limu, = 0.
geG

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume ||u,|| < 1 for every g € G. Fix a Fglner sequence (Fy)yen in
G, and let € > 0. Since UC-limy¢; 7, = 0, by Lemma 2.1, the sequence of functions

1
ZYh

| heFy—k

converges to 0 uniformly in k € G as M — co. Thus, we can find M € N such that | fy; (k)| < € for every
keG.
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Now, since (Fy)nen is a Fglner sequence, there is an Ny € N such that if N > Ny, then Fy is
(Fy,€)-invariant.? In particular,

1 1

WZ%M;WZW

g€Fy €fy g€y

Moreover, we can find N> € N such that if N > N,, then

<E&

Z <”g+h7ug — Y
‘FN‘ gEFN+k
forh e Fyy — Fy, k € G.

Set Ny := max{N;, N, }. Then for N > Ny, we have

1

IFIZ

g€y

h

eFy gEFN
2

Y ugn| +e2+e)
|FM| heFy

1 1

=— ) =5 (Ugihy>ttgin,)+E(2+E)
Tl 2 T, o, s

1 1

1

<
|Evl L

gE€ly

IT=Sp) T Z <ug+h —h ug>+8(2+8)
‘FM‘Z hy,ha€Fy ’FN’ g€FN+hy e

1
< W Z Y —h, +8(3+8)

h ,thFM
Z Yh

1
‘FM‘keF

<e(d+e).

1

+e(3+¢)
‘FM|he —k

O]

The following lemma shows that positivity of uniform Cesaro limits implies syndeticity of return
times.

Lemma 1.9. A set S C G is syndetic if and only if for every Folner sequence (Fy)nen in G, one has
(F+K)AF|

A set F is called (K, €)-invariant if | i < €. It is easy to check that (Fy)yen is a Fglner sequence if and only if for
every finite set K C G and every € > 0, there is an Ny € N so that Fy is (K, €)-invariant for every N > Ny.
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Proof. Suppose S is syndetic, and let (Fy)yen be a Fglner sequence. We will prove a stronger statement:

d 3, (8) = liminfy . 52 > 0. Let K C G be a finite set such that S+ K = G. By a standard averaging

argument, for each N € N, there is a ky € K such that

SO (Fy —kn)| _ [(S+hky)OEN[ 1
|Fiv| || ~ |K]

Now by the Fglner property, we have

Fy—k)AF,
limsupmax‘( =K AFy| 0.
N—soo k€K |Fi|
Thus,
SNF SN (Fy —ky)NE
1iminszliminf| N (Fy = ky) N F|
N—yoo FN’ N—yo0 |FN|
SN (Fy—k Fyv—ky)\ F
> liming IS0 Y N)’—limsup—K v — k) \ Fiv|
N—o0 |FN| N—voo ‘FN‘
1
~ K|

Conversely, suppose S is not syndetic. We want to construct a Fglner sequence entirely in G\ S. Let
(Fy)nen be any Fglner sequence in G. Since S is not syndetic, we have S — Fy # G for every N € N. Thus,
we can find elements gy € G such that gy ¢ S — Fy. Equivalently, SN (Fy + gn) = 0. Now @y := Fy + gy
is a Fglner sequence, and UycyPv NS = 0. Ul

2.3 Ergodic theorem

In our setting, we will need a general form of von Neumann’s mean ergodic theorem. This result is a
standard exercise using the invariant splitting of a Hilbert space (see, e.g., [BOO, Theorem 4.15] for a
short proof). We record it here for reference:

Theorem 2.3 (Ergodic theorem). Let (G,+) be a countable discrete abelian group. Let X = (X, B, i, (Ty)4cG),
and let J C B be the 6-algebra of T-invariant sets. Then for f € L*(1),

UC-limT,f =E[f|7]. (31)
geG
In particular, if X is ergodic, then
UC-imT,f = / fdu. (32)
geG X

In the language of characteristic factors, the ergodic theorem says that the trivial factor is characteristic
for the averages

UC-1imT, 33
glenGl of (33)
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in ergodic systems. If we apply an admissible homomorphism ¢ : G — G, then the action (T‘P(g))ge c will
have finitely many ergodic components, so UC-limgeg Ty (o) f is a function with finitely many values (it
is the conditional expectation with respect to the finitely many ergodic components). Another way of

describing this behavior is to say that the characteristic factor for the average

UC-lim T f (34)

is built from rotations on the finite group G/¢(G).

2.4 Kronecker factor

Fix a countable discrete abelian group (G,+). A system X = (X, B, i, (T;)scc) is compact if there is
a compact abelian group Y and an action by group rotations Sgy = y + a, such that X is isomorphic
toY = (Y,D,V,(Sg)eei), where D is the Borel o-algebra on Y and v is the Haar measure on Y. The
Kronecker factor of an ergodic system X is the maximal compact factor of X.

In our setting, the Kronecker factor can be described quite concretely. Consider the Jacobs—de
Leeuw—Glicksberg decomposition into compact and weakly mixing functions:

Lz(“) = Lz(“)c @L2(N)wm7

where
L*(u). = {f cel*(p):{T,f:g¢< G}H'Hz is compact},
Luhon = {1 € ) s UC-lim| 5. | =0}
geG

The compact functions, L?(it),, are spanned by an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions, say (f3)5ca.
where A is a countable subset of G, and f;, has the corresponding “eigenvalue” A, i.e. Tofo = A(g) fy for
all g € G and A € A. We can assume, by rescaling if necessary, that | 3| = 1 and f} fu = Jaqyu for all
A, € A (the case G = Z is shown in [Wa82, Chapter 3], and this easily generalizes to our setting).

For A € A and ¢ : G — G, we can define @A := A o ¢. While this defines a homomorphism on G (so
that @A € G), it is not necessarily the case that A € A.

Now let Z = A, where A is treated as a discrete group so that Z is compact, and define an action

(Sg(2)) (A) == A(g)z(4).

Equivalently, letting g be the evaluation map g(A) = A(g) and writing Z additively (since it is an abelian
group), we have S,(z) = z+g. It is easy to check that L*(Z) is spanned by the evaluation functions
{e) : A € A}, where e (z) := z(A). These functions are also the eigenfunctions for the action (Sg)sec-
The map f) + e) then induces the factor map (see [Wa82] for details).

We review a few facts about group rotations that will be helpful for analyzing the behavior of the
Kronecker factor. These facts are essentially the same as in the special case of Z-systems (c.f. [Wa82,
Theorem 6.20]), but we present them here with proofs in the general case for completeness. Recall that a
G-action by homeomorphisms (7;),cc on a compact Hausdorff space X is minimal if the only closed
T-invariant subsets of X are @ and X. Equivalently, every orbit {T,x: g € G}, x € X, is dense in X.
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Lemma 2.4. Let G be an abelian group and X a compact abelian group. Suppose G acts on X by group
rotations Syx = X + ag, where g — ag is a (continuous) homomorphism G — X. Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) The orbit {a, : g € G} is dense in X;
(ii) The action (Sg)ecc is minimal;

(iii) The action (S, )ecc is uniquely ergodic, and the unique invariant measure is the Haar measure on
X.

Proof. The implication (ii) = (i) is trivial. For (iii)) = (ii), we note that any closed invariant set
supports an invariant measure, and Haar measure always has full support.

Now we will show (i) = (iii). Assume that {a, : g € G} is dense in X. Let u be a G-invariant
measure on X, and let f € C(X). For every g € G, invariance of u gives the identity

/fx+ag du(x /f du(x

Now, given y € X, condition (i) implies that y = lim,, .. ag, for some sequence (g,),cn in G. Thus, by
the dominated convergence theorem,

[ S+ dut) = lim [ flaa,) duo = [ 1) dus

This invariance property uniquely defines the Haar measure, so u is the Haar measure on X. O

3 Kronecker factor is characteristic for double recurrence

In this section, we show that the Kronecker factor is characteristic for the averages

UC-im Ty - Ty o 2 (35)
For ease of notation, we will write ﬁ for the image of f; under the factor map 7 : X — Z. That is,
Elfi|Z] = fiom.
Theorem 3.1. Let X = (X, B, 1, (T;)qec) be an ergodic measure-preserving system with Kronecker

factor Z and factor map w: X — Z. Let ¢,y : G — G be homomorphisms such that ¢, ¥, and Yy — ¢
have finite index image in G. Then for fi, f» € L™(1), the limit

Uc- i,ien(l;fl (To(g)%)f2(Ty()x)
exists in L*() and is equal to

UC-;ierrGlfl(an (p( ))fz(z+l// / fi(z+w1) fo(z+w2) dve y(wi,wa), (36)

where z = 1(x) and V¢ y is the Haar (probability) measure on the subgroup Zg 1= {((p/(g), @) :g € G}
of Z*.
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Remark 3.2. If the spectrum of X has the additional property that A + yA C A, then we can define
(ew)(A) :=w(@A) for w € Z and similarly for y, in which case Zy, y = {(@w, yw) : w € Z}, so the limit
in (36) simplifies to

/Zf(z +ow)g(z+ yw) dw.

A formula of this form appears in [FuWe96] for Z-systems, where ¢ and y are multiplication by a and b
respectively.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. First we will show that the Kronecker factor is characteristic. By linearity, this is
the same as showing

UC-1im Ty (o) f1 - Ty(g) f2 = (37)
geG

when either ]71 =0or ﬁ = 0. Since the expressions are symmetric in f] and f, (by interchanging ¢ and
V), we will assume fl =0.

Let ug = Ty(o) /1 Ty () f2- We will use the van der Corput trick (Lemma 2.2) to show (37). Since
Ty(q) is u—preservmg, We have

(tesnst) = | (FiTon ) T o) (FoTyn 2) d

Since (¥ — @)(G) C G has finite index, the action of this subgroup (T(y_g)())sec has only ﬁnitely many
components in its ergodic decomposition. In fact, the ergodic decomposition is of the form y = 5 Lyd =1 M,
where 1; is the (normalized) restriction of i to an invariant set of measure %, and d < [G: (y — 9)(G)].
Now for each & € G, the ergodic theorem gives

7, := UC- 11m <ug+h,ug (/fi nJ1 d.uj/szl,,(h)fz d.“j).

Applying the triangle inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have for any finite set F C G,
S
d j=1 iF i heF

1
T 2
G
. Zd: | Z N 1/2
< - — .
d j=1 iF i heF
We assumed fl =0, 50 fi € L>(14),ym. It follows that f; is a weakly mixing function for the subaction
along the finite index subgroup'® ¢(G), so foreach 1 < j < d,

2
=0.

/fl nJi dﬂj/szw(h)fZ du;

Z /72Ty/(h)f2 du;

|F| heF

2
/71T<p(h)f1 du;

UC-}ZIEH(; ‘/]ﬁ Ty f1 dp;

10T see this, consider (7, % )geG restricted to L*(14)yym. We want to show that (T (n))nec 1s a weakly mixing action on this

space. If not, then there is a nonzero function f € L2(1t)y, such that {Ty(n)f : h € G} is pre-compact. But ¢(G) has finite
index, so every element of G can be expressed as g = @(h) + k for some & € G and some k belonging to a finite set K. Hence,

{Tef:8€ G} =Urex Tk <{T¢<h)f the G}) is a finite union of pre-compact sets and therefore pre-compact. But f € L*(i)ym>
so this is a contradiction.
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. - 2
Since UfZTw(h)f2 dpj|” < d?| f2]|3 < o, we have

UC-1im UC- i =0
UG R s te) =0

so that (37) holds by Lemma 2.2. Thus, the Kronecker factor is characteristic:
UC-lim fi (To(g)¥) f2(Ty(g)x) = UC-éiGIgﬁ (z+9()falz+v(3)).

It remains to compute the limit as an integral. Consider the diagonal action (S,),cc on Zy y given

—_

by Se(wi,w2) = (w1 + @(g), w2+ y(g)). It is easy to check that So(Zp ) C Zg,y, so this action is
well-defined. By Lemma 2.4, (Sg),cc is uniquely ergodic with unique invariant measure Vv, . Define
f:Zyy— Chby

Fwi,wa) = filz+wi) fa(z+wa).

If f] and )72 are continuous, then f is continuous and unique ergodicity gives

UC-lim fi (2+¢(8))fa(z + Y(g)) = UC-lim £ (5,0)

= fw) dw

Zoy

- /szl(z+w1)fg(z+wz) AV (W1, w2).

In general, we can approximate fl and ﬁ by continuous functions (for example, with finite linear
combinations of characters) to get the desired convergence in L?(u). O

4 Compact extensions

The first step in studying characteristic factors for triple (and longer) recurrence is to observe that they
are formed as towers of compact extensions.

For k € N, let Z; be the minimal factor of X that is characteristic for all k-element admissible families.
That is, for every admissible family {¢,..., ¢} and every fi,..., fr € L”(1),

UC-lim (T, o)1+ Touto) i~ T (B L1 | 22+ T ELfi | 24]) = 0. (38)

Our goal is to prove the following:
Theorem 4.1. For all k € N, Z; | is a compact extension of Zj.

For G = Z, this appears in [Z07], and our methodology here is similar. There are two key ingredients
in the proof. First, in the process of using the van der Corput trick (Lemma 2.2), we will encounter
averages of the form

Uc-éierg v Toi ()17 Ty () fior1 AU (39)
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Since T, (,) 1s measure-preserving, this is equal to the average

Uc'i,igg/xfl%z—w)(g)fr'T(<pk+1—<pl><g)fk+1 dp.

An important observation at this stage is that the family {¢> — @1,..., @1 — @1} is admissible. This
follows easily from the definition of an admissible family, and it means that the average (39) is controlled
by the factor Z;.

Analyzing these averages involves a diagonal measure on X**!. We show that this diagonal measure
is sufficiently well behaved to conclude that the projection onto the invariant ¢-algebra for the diagonal
action is built from functions on the maximal compact extension of Z;. It will then follow that the
maximal compact extension of Zj is a characteristic factor for the averages (38), completing the proof.

First, we define our terms.

Definition 4.2. Suppose X = (X, B, i, (T;)qec) is a measure-preserving system with an ergodic factor
Y = (Y,D,Vv,(Sg)sec) and associated factor map o : X — Y.

1. A closed subspace M C L?(X) is called a Y-module if for every f € M and h € L°(Y), if hf € L*(X),
then hf € M.

2. If M is a Y-module, we say that a subset L C M spans M if for every f € M, there exist sequences
of functions (f,)>°_; C Land (c,)>_; C L°(Y) such that f(x) = ¥, ca(@(x)) fu(x).

n=1

3. A function f € L*(X) is called a generalized eigenfunction or Y-eigenfunction if the Y-module
spanned by {T,f : g € G} is of finite rank.!!

4. Denote by &(X/Y) the closure in L?(X) of the subspace of Y-eigenfunctions. In words, & (X/Y)
is called the Y-eigenfunction space of X.

The Y-eigenfunction space &' (X/Y) C L?(X) is a Y-module that contains not only L*(Y) but also the
invariant space {f € L*(X) : T,f = f for all g € G}. In general, if L?(X) = &(X/Y), then X is called a
compact extension of Y. Moreover, & (X/Y) generates a sub-c-algebra of B, and the resulting factor of
X is called the maximal compact extension of Y in X. See [Fu77] and [G103] for references.

Here is a second round of definitions.

Definition 4.3. Suppose two measure-preserving systems X; = (Xl,B 1, U1, (Tg( 1>)gEG> and X; =
(X2,Bz,,u2, (Tg(z))geg) share a common factor Y = (¥, D, v, (Sg)gec), and let oy : X; — Y and o :
X, — Y be the associated factor maps. The relatively independent joining of X| and X, over'Y is the
measure-preserving system X; Xy Xo = (X; Xy X, B; Xy Bo, 41 Xy Uz, (Tg(l) X Tg(z))gec), where we set
X1 xy Xy :={(x1,x2) € X1 x X3 : a1(x1) = aa(x2) }, the o-algebra B xy B is the restriction of B ® B,
to X; Xy X», and U; Xy U, is the measure defined by setting, for every f| € L*(X;) and f> € L*(X>),

/ f[®frd(u xyw2) = /E[fl | DIE[f> | D] dv, (40)
X1 xyXa Y

where f] ® f> denotes the function (x1,x;) — fi(x1)f2(x2).

"This is a technical assumption which ensures, among other desirable consequences, that ¥ -module spanned by {T,f: g€ G}
has an orthonormal Y -basis.
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We will need to compute & (X; xy X,/Y) in terms of the Y-eigenfunction spaces of X; and of X;.
First, let us agree on one more piece of notation: If My C LZ(Xl) and M, C LZ(XZ) are Y-modules,
denote by M| ®y M, the closed Y-module of [? (X; Xy X3) spanned by products f; @ f,, where f] € M,
and f> € M, are bounded functions. After some effort, one can compute the Y-eigenfunction space of
X1 Xy X as follows.

Theorem 4.4. Assuming the setup of Definition 4.3, we have
EX1 xyX2/Y) = £X1/Y) @y E(X2/Y). 41)

Proof. See [Fu77, Theorem 7.1] for a proof in the restricted context of Z-systems, and see [Gl03,
Theorem 9.21] for a direct quotation in the context of G-systems. O

Theorem 4.5. Assuming the setup of Definition 4.3, if moreover X, is ergodic, then

EX) xyXy/Xa) = £(X1/Y) @ LX(X>). (42)
Proof. See [Fu77, Theorem 7.4] for a proof in the context of Z-systems. The argument in the context of
G-systems is analogous. O
4.1 A theorem on conditional products
In this subsection, we repeatedly use the following set of assumptions:

1. Fix a positive integer k.

2. Foreachie {1,...,k},letX; = (X;, B, Wi, (Q(i))gec) be a measure-preserving system with a factor
Y, = (Y;,D;, v, (Sg))ge(;) and associated factor map @; : X; — ;.

3. Let (X, B) denote the product ([T5_, X;, ®*_,B;), and let (¥, D) denote the product (TT<_, ¥;, ®*_, D).
4. Let o : X — Y be defined by o := (a, ..., ).

Definition 4.6. A measure u on (X,B) is to said to have correct marginals if its image on the ith
coordinate is ;.

Remark 4.7. By definition, a joining on X has correct marginals and is invariant under the diagonal action

1 . . .
T, = Tg( V%o x Tg(k), and for some simpler lemmas here, we discuss joinings only when necessary. If u
is a measure on X with correct marginals, then the pushforward ottt = o ™! is a measure on Y with
correct marginals.

Definition 4.8. Let 1 be a measure on (X, B) with correct marginals, and write o, for its pushforward
on (Y,D). We say that u is a conditional product measure relative to Y if

,u:/Y.ul,yl Xowee X Uy da*au’(yla"'ayk)v (43)

where L; is disintegrated as ; = in Uiy, dVi(yi).
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Remark 4.9. The definition of a conditional product measure is sensible since the set of (y;,...,yx)’s
for which the integrand is defined has full o, t-measure since o, 1 has correct marginals. A conditional
product joining relative to Y is a conditional product measure relative to Y that is also invariant under the
diagonal action.

Here is an equivalent characterization, proven by unfolding definitions.

Lemma 4.10. A measure y on (X, B) with correct marginals is a conditional product measure relative to
(Y, D) if and only if for all k-tuples (f;)¥_, with f; € L*(X;, B;, 1), we have

k k
/X<§>ffd“ = /@Ewm dop, )

where, as usual, we use the notation @%_, f; for the function (x1,...,x) — fi(x1)- - fi(xx).

We will need to change the factor with respect to which a measure is a conditional product measure.
The following lemma suffices for this purpose.

Lemma 4.11 ([Fu77], Lemma 9.2). Suppose for each i € {1,...,k}, we have an intermediate factor
(Z;,C;) with X; — Z; — Y; and factor maps f3; : X; — Z; and 3/ : Z; — Y;. Suppose that {1 is a measure on
X with correct marginals that is also a conditional product measure relative to Y. Then u is a conditional
product measure relative to Z := [T%_, Z;.

Proof. For each i, set m; := [/ o fB;, and write 8 := (Bi,..., Bx) and similarly for 7. We show the lemma
using Lemma 4.10. Fix a k-tuple (f;)%_, with f; € L*(X;). We observe that

k k L
/ZgE[]HZz] d.u = /}(@E[ﬁﬁi_lei] du £ /y@IE[]E [fi|ﬁi_lei] |Yz} dm,
k k
B /X@IE[E [fil B | m D] du = /;(@E[fz | 'D;] du

k . k
= /Y(gl)E[ﬁ!YJ dm.u = /X@ﬁdu,

where the single-starred equalities hold since X is a conditional product measure relative to Y, and the
double-starred equality holds since 71'1._1 D, C [31-_1 Ci. O

According to the next lemma, the presence of a conditional product measure on a product system X
ensures that X is a relatively independent joining of certain relatively independent joinings, a fact which
we promise to use.

Lemma 4.12. Let X,Y,X;, and Y; be as z}laove. Put 32 = (X] Xy, Y) Xy (X2 Xy, Y) Xy - Xy (Xk Xy,
Y), and denote by « the function X — X that maps x = (x1,x2,...,x¢) to ((x1,0(x)), (x2, 0t(x)),- ..,
(xk, a(x))). If i is a conditional product measure relative to Y, then @ is a measurable isomorphism of X

with X.

DISCRETE ANALYSIS, 2021:18, 91pp. 20


http://dx.doi.org/10.19086/da

MULTIPLE RECURRENCE AND LARGE INTERSECTIONS FOR ABELIAN GROUP ACTIONS

Proof. Since X and X share the factor Y, it suffices to show that U and the measure on X disintegrate into
the same measures with respect to the factor Y. For reference, see the proof in [Fu77] of Lemma 9.3. [

There is one more basic result we need.

Lemma 4.13. If each (X;, B;, u;, (Tg(i)) ¢cG) is ergodic and u is a joining on X, then almost every ergodic
component of U has correct marginals.

Proof. Using the coordinate projection onto X;, push the ergodic decomposition of u forward to get a
decomposition of y; into invariant measures, each of which is a pushforward of an ergodic component of
. As L; is already ergodic, these invariant measures are almost always ;. We know this for eachi. [

The following is a generalized form of [Fu77, Theorem 9.4].

Theorem 4.14. Assume each (Y;,D;,v;, (Tg(i))ggg) is ergodic. For each i, let (IAG,@i,Vi, (Tg(i))ge(;) be
the maximal compact extension of (Y;,D;, v, (Sg))gec;) in (X,-,Bi,u,-,(Tg(l))gec). Let G act on X by
T, .= Tg(l) X e X Tg(k). If U is a conditional product joining on X relative to Y, then almost all ergodic

components of | are conditional product measures relative to Y := Hf‘: Y

Proof. Let i’ = o, 1. Without loss of generality, ' is ergodic. First, we need the following:
Claim 4.15. The subspace of T-invariant functions L>(X,J7, i) is contained in ®*_, £(X;/Y;).

Proof of Claim. Applying Lemma 4.12, & : X — X is an isomorphism of measure-preserving systems,
where X := (X1 Xy, Y) Xy (Xa Xy, Y) Xy - Xy (Xg Xy, Y). For each i the base space of X; Xy, Y is a subset
of X; x Y; thus the base space of X is X x Yk, Moreover, all of the coordinates that live in Y are the same,
s0 we can even view X as a subset of X x Y.

Now, the invariant subspace L2(X, Br, 1) is a subspace of &(X /Y). By Theorem 4.4,
EX)Y) = (X1 xy, Y/Y) @y -+ &y (X xy, Y/Y). (45)

Then, for each i, by Theorem 4.5 (valid since '’ is ergodic), we have &(X; xy, Y/Y) = &(X;/Y;) @ L2(Y),
which implies that

k
L*(X,Br,u) C <®£(X,-/Y,~)> QL (Y). (46)
i=1
Viewing X as a subset of X x Y, we pull back to transform Equation (46) into the desired containment
k
LA(X,I7.1) € @QE(Xi/Yy). (47)

i=1

Having proved the claim, we proceed as follows. We have the ergodic decomposition u = [ p,du(x);
every f € L' (X) satisfies E[f | I7] (x) = [ f du, for p-a.e. x € X. Since u is a joining, Lemma 4.13
implies that almost every (i, has correct marginals.
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Via the equivalent formulation in Lemma 4.10, we will show that almost every component LL, is a
conditional product measure with respect to Y. Thus, we need to show that for every k-tuple ( f,‘)i-‘:1 with
fi € L*(X;, W), the equation

k k
/X(E_?f dpty = /?(§)E[ﬁll7i] AP, (48)

holds for a.e. x, where B : X — Y is the composition 8 := (Bi,...,Bx) of the factor maps f3; : X; — Y.
This follows from an easy approximation argument whose ingredients are the following four facts, the
last of which we prove.

Lemma 4.16. For each i, let f;, f; € L™ (X, i;) be functions, and let M bound all of || f1[|r=(x, u)> - -
|[fell= (X, i) Then for any measure 6 on X with correct marginals, we have

k k
R /i~ Qi
i=1 i=1

k
< M Y= Al - (49)
i=1

L1(X.6)
Lemma 4.17. The operator E [ | ﬁfl@,} is a contraction L' (Xi, Bi, i) — L (Xi,ﬁflﬁi,ui).

Lemma 4.18. There is a countable subset F; C L*(X;, ;) that is dense in L' (X;, ;).
Claim 4.19. For a.e x, for all k-tuples ( fi)f.‘zl with f; € F;, we have

k k
/X@f dpx = /?E%E[ﬁlﬁ] dp. L. (50)

Proof of Claim. Fix a k-tuple (f;)*_, with f; € F; C L*(X;). By Lemma 4.11, since y is a conditional
product measure relative to Y, it is also a conditional product measure relative to Y. Thus, if (f] )i-;l isa
k-tuple of functions with f; € &(X;/Y;), it follows that

k k k R k R
/Xg{l)fif,-’du - /?E%E[ﬁﬂ!?i} dp.pt = /XgE[ﬁﬂ\B;lDi} dy = /X@fE 75181y ap,
which implies that for any ' € @, £(X;/Y,), we have ey

k k .
Jo @i = [ 7 QE[i 67D du. (52

Therefore, by the previous claim that ®*_, & (X;/Y;) contains the invariant subspace L*(X,J7, 1), we
conclude

Ir| = E

k
E [@f,-
i=1

éE [fi | ﬁiil@i}
i=1

JT] . (53)
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Finally, since every f € L*(X) satisfies [ f du, = E[f | Ir] (x) for a.e. x, it follows from Equation (53)
that the equation

k x ~ .
/X@f dp = /X@E[ﬁlﬁflﬂ] dpt, = /?@E[f!?} dB. i (54)

holds for a.e. x. Since the collections J; are countable, the claim holds as stated. [

We can slightly strengthen the previous theorem to get the following theorem, which generalizes
[FuWe96, Theorem 5.1]. This theorem is stated with the assumptions of this subsection made explicit,
for ease of use elsewhere.

Theorem 4.20. For 1 < i<k, letY; = <Y,-,93,»,v,-, (Sﬁf’) G) be a factor of X; = (Xi,B,-,u,-, (Tg(") G)
g€ g€

with maximal compact extension Y; in X;. Suppose each X; has finitely many ergodic components. If | is
a conditional product joining on Hf;l X; relative to H;;l Y;, then almost every ergodic component of L is
a conditional product relative to [T-_, Y.

Proof. Since each X; has finitely many components, it follows that each Y¥; has finitely many components.
The conclusion follows from the argument in Theorem 4.14 in the same way that the proof of Theorem
9.5 follows from the proof of Theorem 9.4 in [Fu77]. O

Remark 4.21. The conclusion of this theorem can also be stated as follows: if a function F € L>(TT%_, X;)
is invariant under 77 x --- x T, then there is a function D € L>([]%_, ¥;) such that F(x) = D(k), where
x > k is the projection from [T, X; to [T*, Y.
4.2 A lemma for the diagonal measure

We now state and prove a lemma for the diagonal measure, which is needed to apply Theorem 4.20 as a
step in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 4.22. Let X = (X, B, 11, (T;)gec) be an ergodic measure-preserving system, and suppose (Z, V)

is characteristic for averages (38). Let {Q1,..., Qxr1} be an admissible family. Lei Sg =Ty, (4) X a X
Ty, \(¢) be the corresponding diagonal action on X k1 Then there are measures [t on X**' and v on

Z]k“rl such that

1. W is an S-invariant joining of | with itself:

2. V is an S-invariant joining of v with itself;

3. W is a conditional product joining relative to (Z,f“ ,V); and
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4. for all fl,fz7 ... ,fk+1 S Loo([.i),

k+1 k+1

Uc-gerg HT Vfidu = /kl(g)f,du,

k+1 k+1

UC-lim HT ﬂkﬁdv—/kl®7rkf,dv

gcGJz; i

where T is the projection 7 : L*(X) — L*(Z;.).

Proof. Define a functional ® : C(X**1) — C by

®(F):=UC-lim [ S,F do, (55)
geG Jxk+l1

where o is the diagonal measure
XkHF(xluxZ,---akarl)dG(XhXZ, Xt 1) /F x) du(x). (56)

The limit in (55) exists (see [Aul6, Z-K16]), and it is controlled by the factor Z:.'? Observe that @ is
a positive linear functional and |®(F)| < ||F|/sup. Thus, by the Riesz representation theorem, there is
a (positive) Borel measure [I on X**! such that ®(F) = [y« F dli. Moreover, since ®(1) = 1, [l is a
probability measure.

Note that i is invariant with respect to the diagonal action S by the Fglner property: for any Fglner
sequence (Fy)yen, we have

S F dii — Fdu lim — SeinF do— lim — SpF do
/Xk+l gt att /Xk+l N' Mlinoo |FM| hz / gth linoo |FM| heFy / "
1
=| lim — SpF do— lim —— /ShF do
M=o |Fy| h€§+g X M—o0 |FM| ey

1
< lim — Y /\ShF|do

T M—oe ’FM’ he(

(Fu+g)AFy
) Fy+g8)AFy
< fjm OBl o
M—o0 |FM|

Moreover, it is easy to check from the definition that f is a joining of u with itself, since gt is T-invariant.

12This is because T is measure-preserving, so ®(F) = UC- limgeg Jx F (X Tg,—g) ()% - T —g1)(2)X) M (x). Approxi-

mating F by linear combinations of simple tensors ®k+1 fi shows that this hrmt is controlled by the characteristic factor for the
family {@> — @1,..., @1 — @1 }, which is an admlss1ble family with k elements.
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By repeating this construction on the factor Zy, we may define an invariant probability measure V on
Z,](<+1 satisfying

F dv = UC-1i F (S d .
lecﬁrl \% gIGHCl; 2 ( g(Zazv 71)) V(Z)

Now, we claim that t is a conditional product joining relative to the measure V on Z]k‘+1. Let
M : L*(X) — L*(Z) be the projection onto the factor Zy. Since y is T-invariant and Z; is a T-invariant
sub-c-algebra, we can use the fact that Z;, is characteristic for length k averages to compute the integral
with respect to ii:

k+1 k+1

fe Q9 fidit = UC- lim n | [1/Ta ) du
=1

k+1
—uc-tim [ fi(x L ) dp(x)

8eG Jx
k+1

= uC-im | i [TEL 1] (T p0) di )

k+1

—UChm/f] (e HEﬁIZk o) dpi(x)

k+1

= UC-lim Hﬂ:kfz Tp(5)2) dV(2)

8€G Jz; i
k+1

—/M@nkfldv

O]

Remark 4.23. When k = 2, so that Z, = Z is the Kronecker factor, we can see the measure V as
the Haar measure on the subgroup Wy y.¢ := {(z+ ¢(g),2+ ¥(g),z2+0(g)) :2€Z,g € G} C Z3. If
@A+ WA+ OA C A, then Wy, ¢ has the simpler description Wy y.0 = {(z+ @w,z+ yw,z+0w) 1 z,w €
ZY =Zigjaia+Zpw6-

4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.1

With all of this machinery, we now prove Theorem 4.1. Let ZAk be the maximal compact extension of Z.
Letuy := Hk‘H Ty, (o) fi- By symmetry, it suffices to show that

Ii -
UC- glencl;ug 0 &1))

when E [fl \z}] —0.
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We will assume E { fil Z\k} = 0 and show that (57) holds using the van der Corput trick (Lemma 2.2).
We can use the diagonal measure from Lemma 4.22 to compute the limit

?%:::tjc;11n1<ug+h,ug>

k+1

—/Xm® T To f) d

k+1 k+1
~J. (®7) (@T,-(h)fi> ’
i i=1

Thus, letting F' = ®k+1f, and Sy, = Ty, (ny X Topp(n) X - X T,

oy (n) the diagonal action, we have by the
ergodic theorem that

UC-1i = UC-1Ii F SyF du.
o = Uiy [ F s

Xk+1
where Jg is the o-algebra of S-invariant sets. Now, Lemma 4.22 showed that the measure [ is a

conditional product joining. Furthermore, since {@y,..., @} is an admissible family, the actions

(Zk, (To.(n)) he(;) each have finitely many ergodic components. So Theorem 4.20 applies, and we can

write E[F | Js] (x) = D(k) for some function D € L? (ZCH ), where x — k is the projection X**1 — 7, 70

Thus,

UC-1i = FDdu. 58
égn - u (58)

It remains to show that the quantity in (58) is in fact equal to zero.
k+1

To do so, we define a functional ¥ : L2(Z," ) — C by
Y(H):= FHdu
Xk+1
Thatis, ¥ = (-, F >~ We want to show that ¥ = 0. Since ¥ is continuous and linear and L?(Z, Ak“) =

] L*(Z;), it suffices to show that W(H) = 0 for H of the form H = ®k+1 h; with h; € L2(Z,). By
Lemma 4.22, 11 is a conditional product joining with respect to the measure V on Zk+1,

*(@n) - [ © 0

k+1

—/Hl@EFh | Zi] d
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Now, since Z\k is an extension of Z,
E[f1h1 | Zi] :E[E [flhl ’ZAk} ’Zk} =E [hlE [fl |Z\k} |Zk] =0,

since we assumed that E [ fil ZA/(} =0. Thus, ¥ <®ﬁ-‘;“11 h,-) = 0. This proves that ¥ = 0, so in particular

Y(D) = 0. Therefore, by Lemma 2.2, equation (57) holds. We have shown that Z\k is an extension of
Ziy. .

Since Zy is an extension of Z; 1, which is an extension of Z;, and Z; is a compact extension of Z, it
follows by, e.g., [GI03, Lemma 9.12] that Z;,; is a compact extension of Z. O

5 From compact extensions to abelian group extensions

We now move to analyzing the multiple ergodic averages
UC-lim Too)./1 - Ty(e) /2 To(g) f3- (59)

Later, we will restrict to the case 0 = ¢ + y. By Theorem 4.1, the average (59) is controlled by a compact
extension of the Kronecker factor. Utilizing a technique from [CoLes84] and [FuWe96], we can obtain a
more refined description of this factor.

First, a general compact extension of the Kronecker factor is a skew product of the form Z x, K/L,
where K is a compact group, L a closed subgroup, and p, : Z — K a cocycle (see [Gl03, Theorem 9.14]).
That is, (p,),cc satisfies the cocycle equation

Pen(2) = Py (z+M)Pa(2), (60)

and T acts on Z x K /L by T,(z,kL) = (z+ g, pg(z)kL).

It is easiest to deal with the case that L is the trivial group, so that the compact extension is just a
group extension. Following [FuWe96], we call a system X normal if the maximal compact extension of
the Kronecker factor is a group extension. Fortunately, it is enough to study normal systems:

Proposition 5.1 ([FuWe96], Theorem 8.8). Every ergodic system is a factor of a normal ergodic system.

Furstenberg and Weiss prove this in the case G = Z, but their proof relies only on general facts
from group theory and categorical arguments with commutative diagrams that can be interpreted in the
category of G-systems with no added difficulty (see [FuWe96, Sections 7 and 8]). The one exception
is [FuWe96, Lemma 8.3], which states that a homomorphism 6 : X — X’ between measure-preserving
systems induces a homomorphism of pairs (X,Z) — (X,Z’), where Z and Z' are the Kronecker factors
of X and X' respectively. To prove this in the setting of general countable abelian groups requires a few
modifications. For completeness, we provide a proof of this fact in our setting:

Lemma 5.2 (c.f. [FuWe96], Lemma 8.3). Let X = (X, B, u, (T;)) be an ergodic G-system with Kronecker
factor Z. Let X' be another G-system with Kronecker factor Z'. Suppose 0 : X — X' is a homomorphism.
Then  defines a homomorphism of pairs'® (X,Z) — (X', Z/).

13This means that @ induces a homomorphism Z — Z'.
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Proof. Since all of the systems involved here are homomorphic images of X, we deal with the space
L?(X) and view the other systems as sub-c-algebras of B (or equivalently, as L2-closures of sub-algebras
of L*(X) C L*(X)). Let f € L*(X’). We want to show E[f | Z] € L*(Z').

We know Z is a compact abelian group and L%(Z) is spanned by characters on Z. Let A = Z. We may
think of A as a subgroup of G. Hence, E [f1Z] =Y 2en(f en)en. Suppose (f,e;) # 0. Then

<ngf7€/l> = <Tgfng€7L> =(f,ex) #0.

Thus, & := UC-limyeg A(g) Ty f # 0. But i is an eigenfunction in L?(X’) with eigenvalue A. Therefore,
h € 1*(Z'). It follows that E[f | Z] € L*(Z') as desired. O

The lemmas in [FuWe96, Section 9] are again of a general nature and allow for further reduction to
abelian group extensions (assuming X is normal).

Theorem 5.3. Let X be a normal ergodic system. There is a factor Y of X that is an abelian group
extension of the Kronecker factor, Y = Z X p H, such that Y is characteristic for the averages (59).

6 Conze-Lesigne factors

Now we restrict to the case 8 = @ + y in (59). Instead of handling the cocycle p, : Z — H appearing in
Theorem 5.3 directly, we will deal with the family of cocycles 6, = Yy opg : Z — S !, where y € Hisa
character.

The next step in [FuWe96] is to use a clever argument involving the notion of Mackey groups to
reduce to an identity for the resulting cocycles 0, : Z — § I

F 21+ 9(8) 22+ w(g), 53+ (9 W)(e) )

F(z1,22,23)

Oyp(g) (21)Pg(22)q5(23) = : (61)

where pg,q, : Z — St 21,720,273 € Wowory> and F : Wy y o1y — S'. This argument is contained in
[FuWe96, Section 10] for Z-systems. The required technical results are all of a general group-theoretic
nature, so the same argument works for our setting. We proceed from this identity following the approach
in [FuWe96]. Several modifications are required to push the results from Z-systems to general G-systems,
but the skeleton of the argument is the same.

For ¢,y : G — G, recall Zy y := { ((p(g), @) (g€ G}. Let A=Ziq;aNZyy and Wy y = Zig ja +
Zy.y. By the second isomorphism theorem, Wy v/Z¢ v = Zig ja / A.

Let A : Zigia/A — Zigiq be a measurable cross-section of the quotient homomorphism. Using
Wow/Zow = Ziaja/A and Ziy g = Z, lift this to a measurable map A : Wy, y, — Z. Since this comes
from the cross-section, we have (z1 —A(z1,22),22 — A(21,22)) € Zg,y for every (z1,22) € Wy y, and
A(zi +u,z24+v) = A(z1,22) for (u,v) € Zg .

For (z1,22) € Wy y, define u(z1,22) := z1 + 22 — A(z1,22).

Lemma 6.1. For (z1,22) € Wo.y, (21,22,u(z1,22)) € Wy y6-
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Proof. Since (z1 — A(21,22),22 — A(21,22)) € Zg,y, We can find a sequence (gx)ken in G so that
21 — Az1,22) = lim @(gg);
k—roo

22— A(z1,22) = lim y(gy).
k—yo0
Thus, since @ + y = 6, we have
u(z1,22) = Az1,22) = (21 — A(z1,22)) + (22 — A(z21,22))

= lim @(gx) + lim y(gx)
k—ro0 k—yo0

— lim (@) + V(g

— 1im 6/(gy).

k—roo

Therefore,

(21 220u(21,22)) = (Man,22), A2, 22), A 21, 22)) + Jim (9(ea), wi(86): 8(81)) € Woyo-
O

Now let A' := {8 € Z: (5,0) € A}. For § € A, the map As(z1,22) := A(z1,22) + 0 is another
cross-section, so Lemma 6.1 also holds for ug(z1,22) := z1 + 22 — As(z1,22)-
Now define a map u: Wy, y x A — Wy y ¢ by U(z1,22,08) := (21,22, us5(21,22))-

Lemma 6.2. The map ut: Wy y X A' — Wy y ¢ is onto and preserves the Haar measure.

Proof. Suppose (z1,22,23) € W, y,0. Then there is a sequence (gx)ren in G and an element z € Z such
that
z1 = z+ lim @(gy);
k—ro0
20 =z+ lim y(g);
k—ro0
73 =2z+ lim 6(gy).
k—boo
Let 0 :=z—A(z,z) € A’. We have:
us(z1,22) =21 +22—Az1,22) — 6
=2z+ lim ((P(gk) + ll/(gk)) —Alz,2)—6

=272+ (z3—2) —A(z,2) — (z— A(z,2))

:Z3_

Hence u(z1,22,0) = (21,22,23), SO U is onto.
Moreover, for each § € A', the map (z1,22) — (z1,22,us(21,22)) is a cross-section of the homomor-
phism Wy, v 0 — W y, s0 u preserves the Haar measure. O
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Lemma 6.3. For (z1,22) € Wy y, 8 € G, and § € A':

—_— —

us(z1+9(g), 22+ v(g)) = us(z1,22) + 0(g)-
Proof.

—_ —_— —_—

us(z1+@(g),2+v(g) =z +0(g) +22+y(g) —As(z1 +9(g), 22+ w(g))

—

=z1+22+0(g) —As(z1,22)

—

=ug(z1,22) +0(g)-

]
Recall equation (61):
e 25 F (m +¢(8).22+y(g),z3+ (¢ + w)(g))
(o] z z 3) = .
0(g)\21)Pg\22)qg\23 Fl21,22,23)
We now wish to eliminate the variable z3.
First, for (u,v,w) € Zy v, we replace (z1,22,23) by
(1 +u—w),22+vV—-—w),23) = (21 +u,22+v,z3+w) — (W,w,w) € Wy y 6.
Substituting into (61), we get
F (214 (= w) +0(8), 22+ (v —w) + (g), 53+ 6(2) )
O, — — frd
(p(g)(21+(u W))pg(ZZ_‘_(v W))‘]g(z3) F(Z]+(M—W),Zz+(V—W),Z3>
Dividing by the original expression gives
Oop(g) (Zl + (M — W)) pg(ZZ + (V — W)) _ Fu,v,w (Zl + QD(g),Zz + l//(g),z3 + 9(g)> 62)
Op(g)(21) pg(22) Fiuyw(21,22,23) ’

where
F(zitu—w,z0+v—w,z3)
F(z1,22,23)

FM,V7W(Z17Z27Z3) =

We now want to replace z3 by us(z1,22). The equation (62) holds for almost every (z1,22,23) € Wy y.6
and (u,v,w) € Zy 9. By Lemma 5.2, we can decompose W, ¢ (up to isomorphism) as the Cartesian
product Wy X A’. By Fubini’s theorem, it follows that (62) holds on almost every slice (z1,22,23) €
it (Wo,y x {8}). That is, for almost every & € A, (62) holds almost everywhere upon replacing z3 by
ug(z1,22). Fix any such 8, and let H,,,,,(z1,22) := Fuyw (21,22, 5(21,22)). Applying Lemma 6.3, we
now have

Op(g) (21 + (U—=W)) po(z2+ (v—w)) Hy v (Zl + (P/(E),Zz + W(g))
- . (63)
G(p(g) (Zl) pg(ZZ) Hu,uw(Zl,Zz)

We want to use this identity to get a similar identity for the cocycle ¢ on its own. To do so, we need
the following lemma:
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Lemma 6.4. Let X = (X, B, 1, (Ty)gec) and Y = (Y, D, v, (Sg)qcc) be ergodic systems. Suppose () geci
and (Bg)geq are cocycles for X and Y respectively, each taking values in S U Suppose L: X xY — C is
not 0 a.e. and satisfies for all g € G

0tg (%) B (V) L(x,y) = L(T,x,Sgy). (64)
Then there are functions M : X — S' and N : Y — S and characters ¢, € G so that
M(Tx N(S.y
() = () ) g (3) = () M) (65)

M(x) N(y)

Proof. Form S'-extensions by defining
f&’('xv C) = (Tgx7 ag(x)il C) ) :S'Vg(y7 T]) = (Sgy7 ﬁg()’)iln) .

These are actions because a and 3 are cocycles for T and S respectively. Denote by X and Y the product
spacesX XxS'andY =Y x S'. Define L: X ><Y—>(be

Z(X, C;)’,n) = C’?L(XJ)-

By construction, Lis T x S invariant:

(fg X §8) Z(xa &y,m) = (ag(x)ilg) (ﬁg(y)iln) L(Tgang)’)
= 0 (x) 7' C B () M0t (1) B () L(x, )
= CnL(x,y)

:Z(xvc;%n)‘

It follows that L comes from the product of the Kronecker factors for T and S, so we can write L as a sum
of products of eigenfunctions:

L) = X Hile OKi(s ), (66)

where T H; = ¢(g)H; and S,K; = cf(g)*lKi for some character ¢, € G. Now we can write
Zhu / Ki(yvn)zzkij(y)n]
J

Substituting back into (66) gives

EnL(x,y) Z CJTIJ hij(x)kiy ()

7]]

But L does not depend on § or 1, so only the j = j' = 1 term contributes, and evaluatingat { =n =1,
we have

y) = Zhil (X)ki1 (y
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Therefore, for some i, h;; # 0 and k;; Z 0.
But

T (Zhij(x)cj> = C;(g)zhij(x)cja
)

Y hij (Tex) ot (x) 787 = j(8) Y hij ()87,

J J

Matching powers of §, we get hy1 (Tox) 0 (x) ™! = ¢}(g)hi1 (x). But T is ergodic, so taking the absolute
value of both sides, we find that |/ | is constant, say |h;;| = A # 0. Let M(x) = A~'h;; (x) and ¢(g) =
c}(g)". Then a,(x) has the desired form (65). This process can be repeated to show that f(y) also has

1

this form. O]

For (u,v,w) € Zy y.9, We can define a cocycle

— —

However, Lemma 6.4 does not immediately apply, since the maps z; — z; + @(g) and z2 — 22 + Y(g)
may not be ergodic, and (63) only holds on Wy, , € Z x Z. We solve the first problem by taking ergodic
components f—i— Zp and f—l— Zy. For the latter issue, we need the following lemma (note that & will have
finite index image, since (¢, y) is an admissible pair):

Lemma 6.5. Let § =y — @. Then Zg x Zg C Wy .

Proof. 1t suffices to show (?,‘/(\g), <§/(Z)) € Wy y forall g,h € G, since Wy, y, 18 a closed subgroup of Z x Z.

—

Suppose g,h € G. Then set k := h— g and z := y(g) — @(h). Then
(§(8).6(m) = (w(s) ~ 9(8), w(h) ~ ()
= (w(8) — 0(h) + p(1) — 9(g). W(h) — ¥(s) + ¥(s) — o(h))

P

@+ ok), 2+ (k) € Wo,y.

From this lemma, we can conclude that

(-}\+Z§O(P> X (}\—‘_Zgow) g W(p#/m ((}\—i_Z(p) X (}\—i_zly)) .
But Z¢., and Zg.y, have finite index in Z, so Wy y, has positive measure intersection with the set
<f+Z¢) X (]A+ ZV,). Thus, if we define H,,, , on <f+Z¢) X (]A+ ZW> by

H' (z1,22) = Hyyw(z1,22), (21,22) € Wo.v
R 0, (21,22) & Wo,y,
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then H, , . is not zero almost everywhere. Moreover,

—

H,, (214 0(8), 22+ V() = & (21)B(22)H, ., (21,22)

for (z1,22) € (JA—i— Z(p) X (]A—i— Zl,,> , where o and 3 are the cocycles given by

— pex+(v—w))
. Pg(x) .

9 Bg (X)

Hence, applying Lemma 6.4, we have

Kj(u,v,w;z+9(g))
Kj(u,v,w;z)

Op(g) (2 + (u—w))
O (g)(2)

=cj(g)

foreach j€e Gand z € f—i— Zy. Observe that the left-hand side is parametrized by u —w with u € Z, and
w € Zg. Since 8 = ¢+, we have Zy, —Zg 2 Z_, = Zy,. Thus, we can restrict to u € Zy, and choose
the functions K; so that

—

Kj(u,z+¢(g))
K;(u,z)

Oy(g)(z+u)

=cj(g)

Op(g)(2) !
forgeG,ze j\+ Zy, and u € Zy.. Now since cosets are disjoint and cover all of Z, we can patch together
cj and K; for different values of j to get a new expression

—

Ku(z+¢(8))
Ku(2)

Op(g)(z+u)

67
Go(e) ) ©n

= Au(z+Zp)(g)

that holds for z € Z, u € Zy, and g € G. The functions A, and K, can be chosen to depend measurably on
u (see [Les93, Proposition 2] and [FuWe96, Proposition 10.5]).

The foregoing discussion motivates the following definition (see [CoLes84] and [FuWe96] for the
case G = 7):

Definition 6.6. Let X be an ergodic system with Kronecker factor Z. A cocycle p, : Z — Stis a
(@, y)-Conze—Lesigne cocycle ((¢,y)-CL cocycle for short) if there are measurable functions A : Zy, x

(z/zy) — Gand K : Zy x Z — S" such that

—

Ku(z+¢(g))
Ku (Z)

Po(g)(z+u)

ERRa L)

(68)

for almost all z € Z, u € Zy, and all g € G. The set of all (¢, y)-CL cocycles is denoted by CLx (¢, v).

If p(g) = rg and y(g) = sg with r,s € Z, we will denote CLx (@, y) by CLx(r,s).
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Definition 6.7. Let X be an ergodic system with Kronecker factor Z. We call a function f: X — S' a
(@, y)-CL function if there is a cocycle p € CLx (¢, y) such that

J(Tex) = pg(2) f(x),
where z = m(x) for w : X — Z the projection onto the Kronecker factor.

Since CLx (¢, y) is a group, it follows immediately that the span of (¢, y)-CL functions forms a
subalgebra of L= (u). We call the corresponding factor the (¢, w)-CL factor, denoted by By y)- By the
computations in this section, we have reduced the general cocycle in Theorem 5.3 to cocycles satisfying
the Conze—Lesigne equation (68). We can therefore summarize the results of this section by the following
theorem:

Theorem 6.8. Let X be a normal ergodic system, and let { @, y} be an admissible pair of homomorphisms.
Then

UC-lim Ty f1 - Ty(e) /2 Tip+w)(e)f3

= UC-im Ty E [fi | Berig] Ty f2 | Berigw]  TiprwoE [f3 | Berpw]
in L>(u).

7 Limit formula for triple averages
The goal of this section is to prove a formula for the limit of the multiple ergodic averages

UcC- i’iencl;fl (Trgx) f2(Tsg%) f3 (T 15)6%)

where T is an ergodic action and {r,s,r+ s} is an admissible triple. Our approach follows closely the
method used by Host and Kra in [HKr02] in establishing a formula for Z-actions (see [HKr02, Theorem
12]). In order to extend this method to our more general setting of countable discrete abelian groups, we
need to restrict our attention to a class of systems called quasi-affine systems (defined in Section 7.4).

Theorem 7.1. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group. Let r,s € 7 such that rG, sG, and (r +s)G
have finite index in G. Let k| = —rs(r+s), Ky =rs(r+s), and Ky = —rs(s—r). Set D := ged(k},k},K3) =
rsged(r+s,s—r) and ki = %. Let by,by,bs € 7Z so that Z?:l kib; = 1.

Let X =7 X5 H be an ergodic quasi-affine system. There is a function Y : Z X Z — H such that
v(0,2) =0, t = y(t,-) is a continuous map from Z to M(Z,H),"* and for every fi, f>, f3 € L (),

3
UC-tim f1(T) o(T) fs(Trssie) = [ TTAeainh+auradvbiy(e,2)) dudvdr, (69)
8 x i=1

in L*(W), where x = (z,h) € Zx H, and a) = r,a, = s,a3 = r+s.

14We denote by M(Z,H) the space of measurable functions Z — H in the topology of convergence in measure.
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7.1 Cohomology for abelian group extensions

To enable our usage of cocycles, we introduce cohomology for abelian group extensions.

Definition 7.2. Let X = (X, B, u, (T;)qec) be a measure-preserving system and (H, +) a compact abelian
group.

1. Denote by Z.(X,H) the set of cocycles, i.e. measurable functions ¢ : G x X — H satisfying the
cocycle equation

Og+1(X) = Og(Thx) + o4 (x).

2. A cocycle 6 € Z(];(X,H ) is a coboundary if there is a measurable function F : X — H such that
0,(x) = F (Tpx) — F(x).
We denote the set of all coboundaries by BL (X, H).
3. Two cocycles o and 6’ are cohomologous, denoted o ~ o', if 6 — 6’ € BL(X,H).

Recall that, given a cocycle ¢ € ZIG(X,H ), we denote by X x5 H the G-system

Tgo(xvy) = (Tngy+ Gg(x))

for (x,y) € X xH and g € G.

The set of cocycles Z};(X, H) and the set of coboundaries Blc(X, H) both form groups under pointwise
addition (o + 0’)(g,x) = o(g,x) + 0'(g,x). Moreover, B5(X,H) is a subgroup of Z},(X,H), and if
0 ~ 0, then X x5 H = X x5 H. As aresult, the isomorphism class of the extension X x ; H depends
only on the congruence class of ¢ in the cohomology group H.(X,H) := ZL(X,H) /BL(X, H).

Since we are ultimately interested in studying the Conze—Lesigne factor, which is an extension of the
Kronecker factor by a compact abelian group, we need the following notions for cocycles defined on the
Kronecker factor:

Definition 7.3. Suppose Z is an ergodic Kronecker system.'> Let H be a compact abelian group, and let
0 : G xZ — H be acocycle.

1. oisergodic if Z x s H is ergodic.

2. o is weakly mixing if the extension by H over o is relatively weakly mixing. That is, Z x4 H is
ergodic with Kronecker factor equal to Z.

It is helpful to study cocycles o € Z(l;(X, H) by considering the family of cocycles y o6 : Gx X — S!
for y € H. Here we will use multiplicative notation, rather than the additive notation above. For S!-valued
cocycles, we introduce an additional definition:

I5By this, we mean that Z is measurably isomorphic to an ergodic action of G by rotations on a compact abelian group.
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Definition 7.4. Let X = (X, B, 1, (T, ) e ) be a measure-preserving system. A cocycle p is cohomologous

~

to a character if there is a character y € G such that py(x) ~ ¥(g). That is, for some measurable function
F:X—S',

for every g € G and almost every x € X.

The following proposition characterizes dynamical properties of a cocycle ¢ : G X Z — H in terms of
the behavior of the cocycles y oo for y € H:

Proposition 7.5. Suppose Z is an ergodic Kronecker system. Let H be a compact abelian group, and let
0 :GXZ — H be a cocycle.

(1) o is ergodic if and only if. for every y € H\ {1}, ¥ o G is not a coboundary.
(2) o is weakly mixing if and only if, for every y € H \ {1}, x o G is not cohomologous to a character.

Proof. (1). Suppose o is ergodic and y o ¢ is a coboundary for some y € H. We want to show x=1.
Write

F(z+g)

F(z) 70

x(04(2) =

for some function F : Z — S'. Define f: Z x H — S' by f(z,x) := F(z)x(x). The coboundary identity
(70) implies that f is invariant for Z X s H. Since o is ergodic, it follows that f is constant. Therefore,
x =1

Conversely, suppose that for every y € H\ {1}, x o 0 is not a coboundary. Suppose f is invariant for
Z x5 H. We will show f is constant. Write f(z,x) = Yociix (z)x (x). Invariance means

Y, cx (2 +8) x(0s()x(x) = ¥ cx(@)x ().

xeH xeH
So, for every y € I-AI,
¢y (248) X (0g(2)) = ¢y (2)-
By ergodicity of Z, |c, | is constant, say |c,| = C,. Thus, if ¢, # 0, then

Gl (z+8)
x(0g(2)) = W

)

S0 X © O, is a coboundary. It follows that ¢, = 0 for ¥ # 1, so f(z,x) = c1(z). But Z is ergodic, so f is
constant.
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(2). Suppose ¢ is weakly mixing. Let x € H, and assume X o & is cohomologous to a character. We
will show y = 1. Let F : Z — S' and y € G so that

F(z+2)

X(Gg(z)) :’)/(g) F(Z)

Then f(z,x) := F(z)x(x) is an eigenfunction of Z X s H with eigenvalue 7. Since o is weakly mixing, it
follows that f is measurable over Z. Therefore, y is constant, so y = 1.

Conversely, suppose that for every x € H \ {1}, x o & is not cohomologous to a character. Suppose f
is an eigenfunction of Z X s H with eigenvalue y € G. We will show that f is measurable over Z. Write

f(z,x) =L, cqex(2)x(x). Then

Y cx(24+8) 2(05(2)2(x) = 1(8) Y. cx(2)x ().

x€H xeH
Hence, for every x € H,
¢y (248) 2 (04(2)) = ¥(8)cx (2),
s0 x o0 ~ yforany y € H with cy # 0. It follows that f(z,x) = ¢ (z). O

The characterization of ergodicity in Proposition 7.5 motivates the following definition:

Definition 7.6. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system, H a compact abelian group,and 6 : GXxZ — H a
cocycle. The Mackey group associated to o is the subgroup

M= {x € H: y(x)=1forall y € H such that y o 5 is a coboundary}

Note that the annihilator'® of M is given by M+ = { x€H:yooisa coboundary}. Using the

isomorphism M+ = I?/T/[, Proposition 7.5 says that o is ergodic if and only if M = H if and only if
M+ = {1}. The following proposition refines this criterion to describe the splitting of L?(Z x H) into
invariant and ergodic functions:

Proposition 7.7. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system, H a compact abelian group, and 6 : Gx Z — H
a cocycle. Let M be the Mackey group associated to ©. Let f € L*(Z x H). Suppose for every y € M*,

| 2@ =0
for almost every z € Z. Then

UC-lim f (z+g,x+ 04(z)) =0
geiG

in L>(Z x H).

16The annihilator of a set A in a group H is the set AL := {x €H:y(a)=1foreveryac A}.
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Proof. Let T (z,x) := (z+&,x+ 0,(z)). Write f = fi + f>, where fi is T°-invariant and f; is in the
ergodic subspace for 7°. We want to show f; = 0. We can expand fj(z,x) = Yo cicx (z)x(x). Using
T -invariance, we have

Y, (@@ x(0g()x () = ) ez (2)x(x)

xeH y€H
Thus,
cx (248) % (04(2)) = ¢4 (2)
for every x € H.1f cy 7# 0, this implies ) o ¢ is a coboundary, so ¥ € M*. But for y € M+,

/ flz,x)x(x) dx = 0.
Therefore, f1 = 0. U

7.2 Mackey groups for admissible triples

When dealing with multiple recurrence, one needs a modified version of the Mackey group. First we
define several notations. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system and H a compact abelian group. Fix an
admissible triple {aj,a,a3} C Z and a cocycle 6 : G x Z — H. Let W C Z3 be the subgroup

W =Wa aray = {(z+ait,z+ast,z+ast) : z,t € Z}.

For g € G, let 0 := (a18,a28,a3g) € W, and define §g W — W by §g(w) =w+0 Let6:GxW — H?
be the cocycle

Oy (W1, w2,w3) = (Cuyg(W1), Oug(W2), Ouzg(W3)) .-

Finally, let M = M(a1,a2,a3) C H 3 be the Mackey group associated to the cocycle G.

The action $ is not ergodic, but its ergodic decomposition is easy to describe. For each z € Z, let
W, := {(z+ait,z+ast,z+ast) : t € Z}. Note that Wy is an S-invariant subgroup of Z3, and (Wp, S) is
uniquely ergodic by Lemma 2.4. Now, for each z € Z, (W,, S ) is an isomorphic topological dynamical
system supporting a unique invariant measure m,, which is a shift of the Haar measure my on Wy. We
claim that the Haar measure my on W can be decomposed as

my = /mZ dz.
z
To see this, let f : W — C be a continuous function and wy = (u+ ajv,u+apv,u+azv) € W. Then

/ / Ffw+wg) dm;(w) dz = / / fw+ (u,u,u)) dm,(w) dz (m; is Wy-invariant)

zJw zJw
= [ [ $06) dmeyow) (W, + (1 t,0) = W)
= / / fw) dm;(w) dz. (Haar measure on Z is shift-invariant)

zJw

Thus, the measure [, m, dz is shift-invariant on W. By the uniqueness of Haar measure, my = [, m, dz
as claimed.
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Remark 7.8. The decomposition given here is not the standard ergodic decomposition, since the cosets
W, may coincide for different values of z € Z. However, this form will be more convenient for our
purposes.

For each z € Z, G is defined m;-a.e., so we can define the Mackey groups
M= {)NC € H?: ¥ 0 G is a coboundary for (Wz,mz,g)} .
Ergodicity of the base system Z allows us to prove the following:

Proposition 7.9. For almost every z € Z, M, = M.

A A A A
Proof. Let 8= (g,8,8), and let S, (w) = w+ &. Then for each g € G, S, gives an isomorphism

(W,m,S) = (W,5,m,.zS). Moreover, by the cocycle equation,
Ou;g <Wi + h) = Oug(Wi) + 0 (Wi +a;ig) — on(wi),
SO

VAN ~
5, <sh w) = G,(w)+ O (Sew) - &y (W), (71)

A
where O (W) = (O'h(wl),O'h(Wz),O'h(W3)).
Now suppose ¥ € M:". Then there is a function F : W, — S! such that

% (6,(w)) = w

for every g € G and almost every w € W,. Then by (71), we have

(o)) -0 60)

X(0g| Shw F(w) x<§h(w))

A
Letting ®(w) := F(w)x (6;, (w)>, this simplifies to

s A (6] (ggw)
o, =—"
2(@(5)) = —apr
> 1L : 1 _l —_yl _ ~
SOy € Mz+ﬁ' We can repeat this argument to show that Mz+E C Mz+E—E =M. Thus, M. =M _; for
every h € G.
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Now, for each ) € H 3 {zeZ: X € MZL} is measurable (see [Les93, Proposition 2]) and therefore
has measure either O or 1 by ergodicity of Z. Since H? is countable, it follows that M_ is constant a.e., say
M, = N. It remains to check M = N.

Let ¥ € N*. Then X oG is a coboundary for (W,,m;, S ) for almost every z € Z. That is, for almost
every z € Z, there is a function F, : W, — S' such that

X (0(w)) = ——<=

for m;-almost every w € W,. Define F (z+ayt,z+ axt,z+ast) := F,(z+ at,z+ axt,z+ ast). We can
ensure this is well-defined by taking F; = F; whenever W, = W,;. Moreover, we can ensure that the map
z+— F; is measurable (see [Les93, Proposition 2]) so that F' is a measurable function. Then

Z(600) = s

for almost every w € W. Hence, y € M.
Now suppose ¥ € M. Then there is a function F : W — S! such that

(Gg(w)) = M

X F(w)

for almost every w € W. By Fubini’s theorem, it follows that this equation holds for m_-almost every
w € W, for almost every z € Z. Thatis, ¥ € M;" a.e.,s0 J € N*. O
We use this to prove a version of Proposition 7.7 for M(ay,az,as):

Proposition 7.10. Assume o is weakly mixing. Let M = M (ay,a,,a3) be the Mackey group associated to
. Let f1, f>,f3 € L*(Z x H). Suppose for every § € M+,

3 _
/HSHf,-(w,-,x,-)%(x) dx=0 (72)
i=1

for almost every w = (w1, wa,w3) € W. Then

3
UC- liggnfi (z4aig,x+ 044(z)) =0
8CYi=1

in*(Zx<H).

Proof. LetTJ(z,h) = (z+g,h+ 0,(z)), and let Ty(w,x) = (§gw,x+ 5g(w)) Let F(w,x) :=TT, fi(wi,x;).
First, we will use Propositions 7.7 and 7.9 together to show that F' is in the ergodic subspace of L*(W x H?)
forT.
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LetEy:={z€Z:M,=M}. Let E; :== {z € Z:(72) holds for m;-a.e. w € W,}. Finally, let E3 :=
{z€Z:F e L*(W.xH?)}. By Proposition 7.9, E; has full measure in Z. By Fubini’s theorem and
the hypothesis, E, has full measure. Also by Fubini’s theorem, E3 has full measure. Hence, the set
E .= E;NE,NE;5 C Z has full measure.

Now let z € E. Since z € E3, one has F € L*(W, x H®) C L*(W, x H*). Let § € M. Since z € E,
we have ¥ € M*. Therefore, since z € E,, (72) holds for ¥ and m_-a.e. w € W,. Thus, F satisfies the
hypotheses of Proposition 7.7, so

UC-1lim T, F = 0 (73)
geG

in L2(W, x H?). N
Fix a Fglner sequence (Fy)yen in G, and set Ay := ﬁ Yoer I,F € L*(W x H?). We want to show
|AN 22w« 3y — 0. By decomposing my = [;m. dz, we have

An gy = [ [ awGnof dxdw= [ [ [ |yl dxdm.(w) dz.
w JH3 zJw, JH3

Now by (73),

/ / An(w, )2 dx dm_(w) = 0
W, JH?

for every z € E (so for mz-a.e. z € Z). By the dominated convergence theorem, it follows that
IAN | 22w x5 — O as desired.

We will now use the van der Corput trick (Lemma 2.2). Let u, := []3_, T.2 reJi- Observe that Z x o H
has Kronecker factor Z because ¢ is weakly mixing. Therefore, we can use Lemma 4.22 (see also Remark
4.23) to compute

Y := UC- hm ug+h,ug> / HEF hfl\Z] (wi) dmy (w1, w2, w3)

Now, by Fubini’s theorem, we have

E{f-ﬁ,F|W} (w):/3 (F-TN},F) (w,x) dx:/sﬁ(ﬁ-Tafhﬁ) (wi,x;) dx

H

[T ( f, 7208 ton) ) = [T 5051 2) 0,

i=1

SO
yh:/ E{Fﬁzmw} de:/ f-ﬁdeWXH3:<F,ﬁ,F>.
w W xH?3

But we showed that F is in the ergodic subspace of L2(W x H?), so UC-limyeg Tj,F = 0 in L2(W x H?).
Thus, UC-limyc¢ ¥, = 0. By Lemma 2.2, UC-limgeg ug = 0 in L*(Z x H) as claimed. O
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7.3 Analytic characterizations of cocycles

In this section, we characterize classes of cocycles in terms of various analytic properties. These
characterizations will be useful in proving the limit formula in Theorem 7.1. As usual, throughout this
section we let G be a countable discrete abelian group. For a Kronecker system Z = (Z, B, mz, (T;)qcc),
we let g € Z denote the group element such that T,z = z+ g. The G = Z case of the results in the section
are proved in [HKr02]. We follow their approach, making several modifications in order to extend the
results to our more general setting.

Lemma 7.11. Let Z be a Kronecker system and p : G x Z — S' a cocycle. Suppose (g,)nen is a sequence
in G such that g, — 0 in Z. Then for every h € G,

Hpgn (z+7) = po2)]| , —0.

L2(2)

Proof. Expand the cocycle equation two ways:
Pg,+1(2) = Py, (2)Pn (2+8n),
and

Pe,+1(2) = Pr(z)Pg, (z + 2) .

Dividing, we get

pu (1h)  py (18
@ m)

Since g, — 0 in Z and the operators U, f(z) = f(z+1) define a continuous action of Z on L?(Z), we have

Ph (Z+ g\n)

— 1
Pu(z)
in L?(Z). The result follows immediately. O

Proposition 7.12. Let Z be a Kronecker system and p : G x Z — S' a cocycle. The following are
equivalent:

(i) p is a coboundary;

(i) for any sequence (gn)nen in G with g, — 0 in Z, we have py, (z) — 1 in L*(Z).
Proof. Suppose (i) holds. Let F : Z — S! so that
_F(z+9)
pg (Z) - F(Z)
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Suppose g, — 0. Then, since the operators U, f(z) = f(z +t) define a continuous action of Z on L?*(Z),
we have

Pe(2) = —r 3

That is, (ii) holds.

Conversely, suppose (ii) holds. Let K := {g: g € G}. Fix a translation-invariant metric d on K. Let
€ > 0. By (ii), there exists 6 > 0 such that, if d(g,0) < 9, then ||py — IHLZ(Z) < e. Let g € G with
d(g,0) < 8. Then for h € G, we have

[Ps-4() = P12y = s (47) =1 .., (coeyele equation)
= ||pq(z) — 1||,2 translation-invariance of Haar measure (74)
3 12(2)

< E.

Suppose (gx)nen is a sequence in G such that g, converges in Z. By (74), the sequence (py, ), 18
Cauchy in L*(Z), so p, converges. Thus, there is a unique continuous function map K 3 ¢ — ¢, € L*(Z)
such that ¢z = p, a.e. Applying the cocycle equation and using continuity of this map, for every g € G
and r € K, we have

‘Pt+§(z) = ¢(2)pg (z+1) (75)

for almost every z € Z.
By Fubini’s theorem, for almost every z € Z, equation (75) holds for almost every ¢ € K. For any
such z € Z, set F;(t) := ¢;(z). Then by (75), we have

F(t+3) _ 9
F(t) ¢ (2)
for almost every ¢ € K. That is, for almost every z € Z, p is a coboundary on the ergodic component

z+ K. By choosing the functions F, to depend measurably on z (see [Les93, Proposition 2]), it follows
that p is a coboundary for Z. O

=pg(z+1)

Proposition 7.13. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system and p : G x Z — S' a cocycle. The following
are equivalent:

(i) p is cohomologous to a character;

(ii) for any sequence (g,)nen in G with g, — 0 in Z, there is a sequence (c,)nen in S' such that
P (2) —+ 1 in 12(2);

(iii) foreveryt € Z,
pg(z+1)

Pe(2)

is a coboundary;
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(iv) there is a Borel set A C Z with mz(A) > 0 such that

pg (Z + t)
Pe(2)
is a coboundary for every t € A.
Proof. (i) = (ii). Let F : Z — S' such that
_ F(z+9)
Pg(Z) - Y(g) F(Z)

Suppose g, — 0in Z. Let ¢, = ¥(g,) € S'. Then

F(z+2n)

CnPy, (2) = W —1

since translation is continuous on L?(Z).
(ii) = (iii). Fixt € Z, and define 6 : G x Z — S' by

Pg(z+1)
O,(z) =% .
Pg(2)
Let g, — 0 in Z. By Proposition 7.12, it suffices to show o, (z) — 1 in L?(Z). Using property (ii),
let (cu)nen be a sequence in S! such that ¢,p,,(z) — 1 in L*(Z). Since the Haar measure on Z is
translation-invariant, we also have ¢,p,, (z+1) — 1 in L?(Z). Hence,

Cnpgn (Z + t)

— 1.
Cnpgn (Z)

g, (2) =

(iii) = (iv). This implication is trivial: take A = Z.
(iv) = (i). For each ¢ € A, condition (iv) says that there is a function F, : Z — S' such that

Pe(2) Fi(z)

The functions F; can be chosen so that t — F; is measurable (see [Les93, Proposition 2]).
Define ®: (Z x §')? — C by

O(z,&w,m) := Ts(z—w)F_ (W) .

Then for the action Ty (z,{) := (z+ &, p,(z){), the identity (76) ensures that @ is (T° x TP)-invariant.
Since z — z+ g is ergodic, we can therefore express ® as a sum

‘D(Z,C;Wan) = chfj(zv C)fj(Wan),
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where f;: Z xS ' S! are eigenfunctions of TP
Now take the Fourier expansion of f; in (:

=Y a0

nez

We obtain

ILA(Z_ ) 7— w CTI— Z Cjajn a}m( )C n™.

j.nm

Matching coefficients forn =m =1,

1a(z—w)F chajl z)aj1(w).

Since mz(A) > 0, the left-hand size is nonzero, so c;ja; (z) # 0 for some .
By assumption, f; is an eigenfunction of T, so there is a character ¥; € G such that

Using the Fourier expansion, this gives

Zajn Z+8)Pg ()¢ Zajn

nez nez

Matching coefficients for n = 1, we have

aji1(z+8) PQI(Z) = Yj(g)a;1(2).

One consequence of this identity is that ’a i1 (z+ §)‘ = ’a in(z) | Since the action z — z + g is ergodic, it
follows that |a; | is constant, say |a; 1| = C # 0. Thus,

C_la“ (Z+§)

pg(Z) = Z(g) C_laj I(Z)

That is, pg ~ 7;. O

7.4 Quasi-affine cocycles

We now seek to give a characterization of CL cocycles with a similar flavor to the previous section.

Definition 7.14. Let Z be a compact abelian group. A function @ : Z — S is affine if there is a constant
c € S' and a character A € Z such that ©(z) = cA(z).

Proposition 7.15. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system and p : G x Z — S' a cocycle. The following
are equivalent:
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(i) for any sequence (gn)nen in G with g, — 0 in Z, there is a sequence (®,),cN of affine functions
such that @,pq, (z) — 1 in L*(Z);

(ii) foreveryt € Z,

Pe(z+1)
Pe(2)

is cohomologous to a character;

(iii) there is a Borel set A C Z with mz(A) > 0 such that

Pg(z+1)

Pe(2)

is cohomologous to a character for everyt € A.

Definition 7.16. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system. A cocycle p : G x Z — S' is quasi-affine if it
satisfies any (all) of the conditions of Proposition 7.15.

Remark 7.17. Condition (ii) is equivalent to satisfying the Conze-Lesigne equation for the parameters
(1,1). Indeed, writing out the cohomology relation explicitly, there are characters % € G and functions
F,: Z — S! such that

Pe(z+1)

Fi(z+2)
Pe(2) '

= %) F(z)

Proof of Proposition 7.15. (i) = (ii). Suppose (i) holds. Let ¢ € Z, and consider the cocycle

Oy(z) == M.
Pg(2)
We want to show that ¢ is cohomologous to a character. By Proposition 7.13, it suffices to show that
for any (g,)nen in G with g, — 0 in Z, there is a sequence (¢, ),en in S' such that ¢, 0, (z) — 1in L*(Z).
Let g, — 0. By (i), let @, = c,A, be affine functions such that ¢,A,(z)p, (z) — 1 in L*(Z). Since Haar
measure is shift-invariant, we also have ¢, A,(z+1)p, (z+1) — 1 in L*(Z). Let d, = A,(t) € S'. Then

dnng(Z) _ ln(t)pgn(z"‘t) _ ann(z'i‘t)pgn(z"‘t) 1

Pe, (2) cntn(2)Pg, (2)

in L*(Z). Thus, (ii) holds.
(il)) = (i). Conversely, suppose (ii) holds. Write

pe(z+1)
Pe(2)

Fi(z+8)

= %) F(z)
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Let g, — 0. Foreacht € Z,

pelz+1) _h (z+8)
%(8)Pe(2) F(z)

is a coboundary, so by Proposition 7.12,

pg, (z+1)

—er 1 77
¥ 2pa@) 77

in L2(Z). For ease of notation, let f,, : Z — S! be given by f,,(z) := pg, (z) and ¢, : Z — S by cu (1) := 1i(gn)-
Finally, set ¢; ,(z) := fu(z+1) — cu(t) fu(z). Then equation (77) can be rewritten as:

H(Pt,nHLZ(z) —0 (78)

forevery t € Z.
Now we take the Fourier transform of ¢, ,:

Ba) = [ Fule+0AE) dz=ealt) | HOAE) dz = F,(2) (1) = en(0)) -

By Parseval’s identity and (78), we have

Y 20| (2-2Re (I0en(®) ) = L 160a(0)F = 90l - 0.

reZ AeZ

for every t € Z.
Integrating over ¢ € Z and applying the dominated convergence theorem, we get

=Y ﬁ,(x)f(l—Re(a,(x))) 0.

reZ

—~ 2 ~
The weights fn(l)‘ give a probability density on Z for every n € N. Indeed, by Parseval’s identity,

)

reZ

-~ 2
B[ =1l = [ lpa@F di= [ 1dz=1. (79)

Therefore, for some A, € Z, we have 1 — Re (¢n(An)) < €,. Then for A # A,, we can use orthogonality of
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characters to get the bound

<V2
So,
~ 2 ~ 2 [ 1—Re(cn(A)) €
()] < fa(A < < — 0.
II;L,, )’ ;;‘L, ( )‘ 1—/2¢, 1— /28,
Comparing with (79), this implies f,,(/ln) — 1.

Let @, : Z — S' be the affine function

Then

5 g,

[Wnpg, (2) = Ul 207 = || fu(2) — 7=
s 12(Z) fo(An) 2@
< [4@ = Fm @, , +][ 20| 1]
N\ 12
_<Z fn(x)‘> +’fn(kn) _1‘_>0'
AZA,

Therefore, (i) holds.
(il) = (ii1). This implication is obvious: take A = Z.

(iii) = (ii). Suppose (iii) holds. Define
Pg(z+1)

K::{IEZ: pg(z)

is cohomologous to a character} .
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It is easy to check that K is a subgroup of Z. By assumption, mz(K) > 0, so K must be a clopen set.
Using the cocycle equation, we have

po(e+h) py(e+g)
Pe(2) Pn(z)

for every g,h € G. Therefore, h € K for every h € G. But {ﬁ the G} is dense in Z, and K is closed, so
K = Z. This proves (ii). O

Lemma 7.18. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system and p : G x Z — S a cocycle. Suppose (g,)nen is
a sequence in G such that g, — 0 in Z and 0,(z) = c,An(z) are affine functions such that @,p,, — 1 in

L?*(Z). Then, for every h € G, A, (ﬁ) — 1.
Proof. Let h € G. We have

Cnln (z—&—ﬁ) Pg, (Z-ﬁ-/f;) ., (ﬁ) Pg, <z+ﬁ>

Cnhn (Z)pgn (Z) Pg. (Z)
By Lemma 7.11,
pgn <Z +/]/;>
— 1
P, (2)
in L*(Z), so A, (iz\) — 1. O

Lemma 7.19. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system and p : G x Z — S' a cocycle. Suppose (gy)
converges (to 0) in Z, and 0,(z) = ¢,An(2) are affine functions such that (0,p,,) converges (to 1) in

L?*(Z). Then for every a € N,
a a\ a
et ((5)) 24(6Ipus 0

converges (to 1) in L*(Z).
Proof. Let j € Z. Then

converges (to 1) in L?(Z). Take the product over j =0,...,a— 1:

a—1
ch n (J&n) Mn(2)Pg, (2+ j8n) = cpln (Z Jgn> 23 (2) [ 1P, (24 jn)
j=0

_ o, ((2> gn) A8(2)Pagy (2

converges (to 1) in L*(Z). O
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Lemma 7.20. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system and p : G x Z — S' a quasi-affine cocycle. If
(8n) e converges in Z, then there is a sequence of affine functions 0,(z) = cyAn(z) such that (@,py, )
converges in L*(Z).

Proof. Let d be a translation-invariant metric on Z. By Proposition 7.15(i), given € > 0, there exists 0 =
(&) > Osuch that, if d (g,0) < 8, then there is an affine function ® : Z — S! such that || @p, — 1HL2(Z) <E.

Assume (g,) converges in Z. Let € > 0. Then there is an N = N(¢€) € N such that, for all i, j > N, we
have d (g;,8j) < 0. Therefore, for i, j > N, there is an affine function  : Z — § I such that

prgi—g_/ -1 HL2(Z) <&

Now, using the cocycle equation

Pei(2)
poe) PG
SO
H(D (Z+§j) pgi (Z) - pg_/ (Z) HL2(Z) = Hw(z)pgi—gj (Z) - lHLz(Z) <E. (80)

Note that the function z — @ (z+g;) is affine. We will use this to inductively construct a sequence of
affine functions (@,)nen so that (@,pg, ), oy is Cauchy in L?(Z) and hence convergent.

Foreachk e N, let g =2 and Ny =N (&). For n < Ny, let @, = 1. Suppose we have chosen @, for
n < Ny for some k € N. For N; < n < Ny, use (80) to choose an affine function w, : Z — S' such that

<27k

H(ang,, — 0N, Pgy, 2(2)

Now suppose i, j > Ni, k € N. Let r,s > k such that N, < i < N, and Ny < j < Ny 1. Without loss
of generality, s > r. By the triangle inequality,

ijpgj — W;Pyg; [2(2)
s—1
< [|@jpg, — n,py, rz T Y WN:11Pen,,; — ON:Pgy, 22) + || @, pgy, — @ip, 12(2)
t=r
~1
<27s +SZ 2742 < o () < 9= (k2),
t=r
Thus, (®,p,,) is Cauchy in L?(Z). O

Definition 7.21. Let Z be an ergodic Kronecker system and H a compact abelian group. A cocycle
0 : G X Z — H is quasi-affine if ¥ o o is quasi-affine for all y € H.

Definition 7.22. An ergodic system X is guasi-affine if it is an extension of its Kronecker factor by a
quasi-affine cocycle. That is, there is a compact abelian group H and a (weakly mixing) quasi-affine
cocycle 0 :GXZ — Hsuchthat X =7Z x5 H.
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Lemma 7.23. Let Z X s H be an ergodic quasi-affine G-system. Suppose a € Z and aG has finite index
inG. Then aH = H.

Remark 7.24. In the case G = Z, the condition on a in Lemma 7.23 is satisfied for every a # 0. Lemma
7.23 therefore has a simpler statement in this setting. Namely, if Z X5 H is an ergodic quasi-affine
Z-system, then H is divisible. This special case is established in [HKr02, Lemma 5].

For our setting of general countable discrete abelian groups, the admissibility condition on a cannot
be dropped. Indeed, in [BTZ10], it was shown that for an ergodic quasi-affine @, IF ,-system, the group
H consists of p-torsion elements (see [BTZ10, Lemma 4.7]).

In order to prove Lemma 7.23, we need the following fact, which will be used again in the next
section:

Lemma 7.25. Let Z be a compact abelian group. Let cy,cy € S' and A1, € Z. If A\ # Ay, then
||C]ll _CZ)LZHLZ(Z) = \/E
Proof. This is a simple consequence of orthogonality of characters:

le1ds = eaha 722y = (c1d1 — eaka,c1h — c2da) = [er P || oy + 2l 22l oy = 2.

Now we prove Lemma 7.23:

Proof of Lemma 7.23. Since the set of a-torsion elements is the annihilator of aH, there is an isomorphism

between the a-torsion elements of H and the group I-T/EI (see, e.g., [R90, Theorem 2.1.2]). It therefore
suffices to show that H contains no nontrivial a-torsion elements.

Let y € H and suppose x“ = 1. Let g, — 0 in Z. The cocycle y o ¢ is quasi-affine, so by Proposition
7.15(1), there is a sequence of affine functions @,(z) = ¢,A4,(z) such that

cnln(2)X (0, (2)) = 1 (81)
in L*(Z). Taking this expression to the ath power and using y* = 1, we have
iy (2) = 1
in L*(Z). In particular, for n sufficiently large,
e (2) = Ul 2z < V2.

By Lemma 7.25, this implies A,/ = 1 for all large n.
Now we use admissibility of a. Let A, := {l €Z: A= 1}. Clearly, A, = (aZ)", so A, = Z/aZ.
Since {g: g € G} isdense in Z, it is easy to check that'? [Z: aZ] < [G: aG] < . Thus, A, is a finite group.

"THere is a sketch of the proof. Let xj,...,x; € G such that aG + {x1,...,x¢} = G. Now let z € Z. Then there is a
sequence (g,)qen in G such that g, — z. By the pigeonhole principle, we may assume (taking a subsequence if necessary) that
gn = ag), + x; for some fixed 1 <i < k. Now by compactness of Z, we may further assume (taking yet another subsequence if
necessary) that gA,’1 — 7 € Z. Then z = a7’ +%;. Hence, Z = aZ+ {x,..., %}
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Now, for any pair of distinct characters 1,4’ € Z, there is an element g € G such that A () # A/ (3). It
follows that there is a finite set h1,...,h,, € G that distinguishes elements of A,. That is, if A,A” € A,

and A (;z\,) =7 <E> foralli=1,...,m,then A =1’
By Lemma 7.18, 4, (ﬁ,) — 1 foreachi=1,...,m. Since A% = 1 for all large n, it follows that we
may choose N; € N such that A, (ﬁ,) =1 forall n > N;. Let Ny € N so that A, € A, for n > Ny, and set

N := maxg<j<, N;. Forn > N, we have 4, € A, and A, (E) =1 foreveryi=1,...,m. By the choice of
h;, this implies A, = 1.
Returning to (81) and using the fact that A, = 1 for all large n, we have

cnX (0g,(2)) = 1
in L2(Z). By Proposition 7.13, x o ¢ is cohomologous to a character. But ¢ is weakly mixing, so by
Proposition 7.5(2), x = 1. ]

7.5 Mackey groups for quasi-affine systems

We now return to analyzing the Mackey group M(ay,a,,as), defined in Section 7.2, in the special case
that the cocycle o is quasi-affine. We begin by fixing notation for the section. Let G be a countable
discrete abelian group. Let {a;,a2,a3} C Z be an admissible triple (meaning that ¢;G and (a; —a;)G
have finite index in G for 1 <i# j < 3). Define

Ky := axaz(az — a3)
k/2 =aszda; ((13 — 611)

k’g = alaz(al —az)

Let D := gcd(k), &, k), and define k; := %. Then the numbers k; satisfy:

3 3
Zkiai = Zkia,-z = 07 (82)

i=1 i=1
ged(ky,ky,k3) = 1. (83)

Note that admissibility of {a;,az,a3} implies that kG has finite index in G for each i = 1,2, 3. Hence,
DG also has finite index in G.
The goal of this section is to prove the following concrete description of the Mackey group:

Theorem 7.26. Let Z X s H be an ergodic quasi-affine G-system. Let M(ay,ay,a3) be the Mackey group
associated 10 Og := (Oa, g, Oarg: Oasg)- Then

ML:{<xk1,xkz,xks) :xeﬁ}: {(X17XZ’X3>€ﬁ3:ﬁ){?i:ﬁ%??:1}-
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Theorem 7.26 was proved for Z-systems in [HKr02, Theorem 10]. As an immediate consequence,
we have:

Corollary 7.27. In the setup of Theorem 7.26,

3
M= {(alu+a%v,a2u+a%v,a3u—|—a%v) Tu,v EH} = {(hl,hg,h3) EH: Zkihi :0}.
i=1

2
Proof of Theorem 7.26. First we show M+ C {(%17%2%3) EH L, X =T, " = 1}. Let ¥ =

(x1,22,%3) € M. Let g, — 0in Z. Since ¥ € M+, ¥ oG is a coboundary. Therefore, by Proposition
7.12,

3

[1(xi00ug,) (wi) =1 (84)
=1

in L*(W).
Now, ;o 0 is quasi-affine for each i = 1,2,3, so there are constants ¢; , € S Iand Ain € Z such that

Cinhin(2) (Xi©Og,) (z) = 1
in L?(Z). By Lemma 7.19,

dinAin(2) (X © Oug,) (2) = 1

. a;\ -
di.,n = C?lnki,n (( l) gn) .
' 2
For notational convenience, let f; ,(z) := d A"

ln( ) (X ©Oug,) (2). Note that f;, : Z — S and fin—1
in L*(Z) for each i = 1,2,3. Taking the product over i = 1,2,3, we have

1f1n W) f2nW2) f3.n(W3) = Ul 2y < N f1a(W) fan(wW2) f3.n(w3) = fan(W2) 3.0 (w3) | 2
+ |’f2,n(w2)f3,n(w3) _f3,n(w3)HL2(W) + Hf37n(w3) - IHLZ(W)

3
= Z Hfi,n(wi) - 1HLZ(W)
i=1

in L*(Z), where

Now, foreachi=1,2,3,

in Wz 2 ,nz at - zdat =(z+ait,z+axt,z+azt) : z,t €
1fin(wi) = 1720 | finlet 12 dzdt (W= {(z+ait, 2+ at,z+ast) Z})
= / / \fin(z) =1 dz dt (Haar measure on Z is translation-invariant)
zJ)z

= | fin— 1Hi2(z) — 0.
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Thus,

Hdz nl,a,’l X © thlgn) ( ) - 1

in L>(W).
Combining with (84), we have

Hd, nla’ (wi) = 1

in L2(W). Since W = {(z+ait,z+aat,z+ast) : z,t € Z}, this is equivalent to

L

In particular, for all sufficiently large n,

2

3

1— Hdim?ti,n(aiz%—a%t) dz dt — 0.
i=1

3
1- <Hdi,n> (HAﬁ;@A ) <V2.
i=l i [2(ZxZ)
By Lemma 7.25,
3 3,
H)Li?;t = Hz’lal; =1
i=1 =1
Set
3 32
Un H Cino H l
i=1 i=1
For all large n, we have
3
u"H xl Ong HC?[nklur[l XOng) ( ) — 1
i=1

in L?(Z). Similarly,

3
u;H<xia%068n> Hcll’l zn XOng)’z()—>1

i=1

in L?(Z). Thus, by Proposition 7.13,

3 3
(H;ﬁ‘) oo and (Hxlf) oo
i1 i1
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are cohomologous to characters. Since o is weakly mixing, Proposition 7.5(2) implies

S
fo’ :Hxl.‘ =1.
=1 =1

~ 2 ~
Now we show {(%17%2%3) cH?: H?lei“" = H?:lxia" = 1} - {(xkl,xk2,xk3) tx € H}. Let
—~ 2 /. /
(X1,%2,%3) € H?, and suppose [T2_; x =I;_, 2" = 1. By direct calculation, xf’ = )(f" for 1 <i,j<3.
By Lemma 7.23, since DG has finite index in G, the group H has no D-torsion, so xlk S = xf’

Since ged(ky, ka,k3) = 1, let by, by, bs € Z such that Y3_, bik; = 1, and set y = [[;_, x”". Then

3 3
k: bik; bk ):3:1b'k'
=11 =11 =27 =)
i=1 i=1

Finally, we check that {(xkl X xB) iy e ﬁ} C M*. Let y € H. We will apply Proposition

7.12 to check that (x*,x*,x*) o0& is a coboundary. Let (g,)nen be a sequence in G such that
(a18n,a28n,a38,) — 0in W. Then a;g, — 0in Z foreach i = 1,2, 3, so ag, — 0, where a = gcd(ay,az,a3).
The cocycle yx o ¢ is quasi-affine, so there are affine functions @,(z) = ¢,A4,(z) such that

cntn(2) X (Oag, (2)) — 1

in L*(Z).
Set a; := % and

/ !
di,n = CZ’%; <<C;l> a§n> .

!

dinl' (2)X (Oug, (2)) — 1

By Lemma 7.19,

in L*(Z). Therefore,
3 ki ~ kid!
[T 2™ wi) 2" (Gug, (i) — 1
i=1

in L2(W).
From the definition of d; , and (82), H?Zl dlk’n = 1. Moreover, for w = (z+ajt,z+axt,z+aszt) € W,
we have by (82),

3 3 3
Z kia;w,- = Z ki(l;Z + Z kl-a;al-t =0,
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so [T, An 44 (y;) = 1. Thus,

in (Gaign (wl)> — 1

o P

i=1

in L>(W). That is, (% X2, 4%) 0 Gy, (w) — 1in L*(W). By Proposition 7.12, (x*',x*,x%) oG isa
coboundary, so (x*1, 1%, 1) € ML O

7.6 Limit formula

We now have all of the necessary tools to prove Theorem 7.1, which we restate here for the convenience
of the reader. Recall that M(Z,H) denotes the set of measurable functions Z — H equipped with the
topology of convergence in measure.

Theorem 7.1. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group. Let r,s € 7 such that rG, sG, and (r +s5)G
have finite index in G. Let k| = —rs(r+s), ky =rs(r+s), and Ky = —rs(s—r). Set D := ged(k}, k), Ky) =
rsged(r+s,s —r) and ki = %. Let by,b,,b3 € Z so that Z?:l kib; = 1.

Let X =7 X5 H be an ergodic quasi-affine system. There is a function Y : Z x Z — H such that
v(0,2) =0, t — y(t,-) is a continuous map from Z to M(Z,H), and for every fi, f», f3 € L*(1),

3
UC- 11mf1( Tr5%) fo(TigX) f3(T(rseg)0) :/Z H2Hfi(z+ait,h+aiu+a12v+b,-l//(t,z))du dvdt, (69)
xH? (]

in L>(u), where x = (z,h) € Z x H, and a; = r,a, = s,a3 = r+s.

We now turn to constructing the function y appearing in Theorem 7.1. To prove continuity of the
map ¢ — y(t,-), we will use the following characterization of convergence in measure:

Lemma 7.28. Let (f,)nen be a sequence of functions in M(Z,H). Then f, — f in M(Z,H) if and only
if x 0 f — x of in LX(Z) for every character x € H.

Proof. Denote by my the Haar measure on Z. Suppose f, — f in M(Z,H). Let x € H. Since X
is (uniformly) continuous, it follows that y o f, — x o f in measure. Moreover, ¥ is bounded, so
xofy— xofinL*(Z).

Conversely, suppose y o f, — x o f in L*(Z) for every € H. Let dy be a translation-invariant metric
on H. Then dy : H x H — [0,0) is a continuous function. Let € > 0. By the Stone—Weierstrass theorem,
there are characters y,&; € H and coefficients e €C,k=1,...,K, such that

du(x,y) — Z cxtr(x

for every x,y € H. Let ®(x,y) := T, cox(x)&():
Foreachk=1,...,K, yxo f, — xx o f in L*(Z) and hence in measure. Therefore,

D(fn(2), f(2)) = @(f(2),[(2))
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in measure. For each n € N, set

B, := {Z €Z:|P(fa(2), f(2)) = P(f(2), /()] =

3

W m

and let N € N so that, forn > N,
mz(Bn) < E.

For z € Z\ B,, we have

dr(f(2), £(2)) <ldu(fu(2), f(2)) = @(fu(2), £(2))]
+|@(fu(2), f(2)) = P(f(2), f(2) |+ [@(f(2), f(2))]
<Eififoe

Thus, forn > N,
mz({z€Z:du(fa(2),f(2)) > €}) <mz(By) <e.
That is, f, — f in measure. O

Proposition 7.29. Let Z X s H be an ergodic quasi-affine system. There is a function W : Z x Z — H such
that

(1) forevery g € G,

3
V(2.2) = ) kiOug(2),
i=1
and

(2) themap Z >t — y(t,-) € M(Z,H) is continuous.

Proof. Suppose g, — t. We want to show that 21'3:1 kG, converges in M(Z,H). Equivalently (see
Lemma 7.28), for every y € H,

3
X (Z kiOg,g, (Z)>
i=1

converges in L*(Z).
The cocycle x o o is quasi-affine, so by Lemma 7.20, there are affine functions ®,(z) = ¢,A,(z) such
that (@, ¥ © Gy, ),y converges in L(Z). Now by Lemma 7.19,

diny'(2) X (Oasg, (2))
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a;
dtn: al}'n ' An .
=an((5)e)

Hdlknkrll( i Gatgn (Z))

converges, where

Therefore,

converges in L*(Z). But, applying (82),

3

3
[Tdf,=1 and J]A5(z) =1,

i=1 i=1

SO

3 3
X (Z kicaig” ) H Galgn Hdlkn}tnk i Galgn (Z))
i=1 i=1

converges as desired. O
Remark 7.30. By the cocyle equation, oy(z) = 0 for z € Z. Hence, by property (1), we have y(0,z) = 0.
Now we prove Theorem 7.1:
Proof of Theorem 7.1. We will write elements of X as x = (z,h) € Z x H. By a standard approximation
)

argument, it suffices to consider f; = @; ® x; with @; € L*(Z) and x; € H. Write ¥ = ()1, X2,X3)- B
Corollary 7.27, the right-hand side of (69) is equal to

</Ziliwi(z+aitm( Yxi(biy(t,2)) ) (/ xde>

First consider the case ¥ ¢ M. Then |, v X dmy = 0, so the right-hand side of (69) is 0. On the other
hand, by Proposition 7.10, the left-hand side of (69) is also 0.

Now suppose X E ML Then x|y = 1, so [y, X dmy = 1. By Theorem 7.26, there is a character
VS H such that xi = x%, so the right-hand side of (69) is equal to

3 3
/ZX <Zkih> X(W(I,z))ua)i(z+ait) dr.
i=1 i=

Here we have used Z?:l bik; = 1 to simplify the expressions involving y.
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It remains to compute the left-hand side of (69). We have

3 3

Hft (Tagx) = H @; (z+a;g) Xi (h+ 04(2))

i=1 i=1

3 3 3
(Zk,h) x <Z kiGa,-g(Z)> [T (z+ag)
= i=1

i=1 i=1

X
Pg(x),
where ¢ : Z x X is the function
3 3
@ (x) =2 | Ykih | x (w(t,2)) [ ] @i (z+ait).
i=1 i=1
By Proposition 7.29, the map Z > ¢ +— ¢, € L*>() is continuous. Since z + z + g is uniquely ergodic (see
Lemma 2.4), it follows that, for any & € L(u),

UC-lim (p5.8) = | (01.8) .
That is,

UC-lim g;(x) = /Z o (x) di

gceG

weakly in L?(u).
Hence, the formula (69) holds weakly in L?(u). By more general results on norm convergence of
multiple ergodic averages (see [Aul6, Z-K16]), (69) also holds in norm.
O

8 Large intersections for double recurrence

We want to show the following Khintchine-type theorem for double recurrence:

Theorem 1.10. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group, and let {@,y} be an admissible pair of

homomorphisms. For any ergodic system X = (X, B, 10, (Ty)gec), any € > 0, and any A € B, the set
{geG:u(AmTq;(;)AmTI;(Ig)A) >u(A)3—£} (18)

is syndetic in G.

As discussed in the introduction, the case G = Z was established in [BHKr05] for ¢(n) = n and
y(n) = 2n and extended in [Fr08] to all admissible pairs. It was shown in [BTZ15] that Theorem 1.10
holds in G =F7 when ¢ and y are of the form g — cg with ¢ € Z. Though our situation is a significant
generalization of these two special cases, we are able to use the method in [BTZ15] in order to deduce
our result on large intersections from the limit formula (36). First we prove a lemma:
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Lemma 8.1. Let X be an ergodic system. Let fy, f1, f» € L™ (1), and let {@,y} be an admissible pair of
homomorphisms. Then for every continuous function 1 : Zg y — C,

UC- hn’lT] /f() f2 du

/z /77 u,v) fo(2) f1(z+u) fa(z4v) dz dVe.y(u,v),

where f, is the projection of f; onto the Kronecker factor.

Proof. The trick is to absorb 7 into the functions f; and then apply Theorem 3.1. First observe that if
N : Zg.y — C is continuous, then 7 extends to a continuous function 119 on Z2, since Zy , C Z? is closed.
Then by the Stone—Weierstrass theorem, it suffices to consider the case when 1 is a character on Z°.
That is, My € Z2 = A2. Thus, we can assume 7 (u,v) = A; () A2 (v) with 4,4, € A.

Now define functions /; by

ho(x) = A1(2)Aa(2) fo (%),
hi(x) = A1(2) f1(x),
ha(x) = A2(2) f2(x),

where x — z is the projection onto the Kronecker factor. The projections hi=E [hi | Z] satisfy similar
identities in terms of f;. Now we can compute the limit using Theorem 3.1:

UC- hmn /fo f2 du
= UC- 111’1(1; Xho o(g )h] vig )hz du
_/ ho(x <UC hmTq,(g) 1(x) - Ty,(g)hz(x)> du(x)
:/hg(x)< n(z+wh (z+v) dv(,,7l,,(u,v)> du(x)
X Zow
:// ho(2)h (z+ u)ha (z+v) dve.y(u,v) dz
(Pa‘l’

= [ e B@A G+ fe+) dzavey(ey)

Now we prove Theorem 1.10:

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Let e > 0. Let Rg := {g eG:u (A N T(;(;)A N Tl;(lg)A> > pu(A) — 8}. Suppose
for contradiction that R; is not syndetic. Then by Lemma 1.9 there is a Fglner sequence (Fy)yen such
that

-1 -1 3
u (A NT, L AN Tw(g)A) <pA)} —¢ (85)
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forevery N € N and g € Fy.
Let f: Z — C be the projection of 14 onto the Kronecker factor. Since 14 is a nonnegative function,
we have f =E[14 | Z] > 0. Now by Jensen’s inequality,

| 1@ dz > ( L1 dz)3 — p(a).

Therefore,

/f (z+u) z+v)dzZH(A)3—§

for (u,v) in some neighborhood of 0 in Z,, . Hence, by Urysohn’s lemma, there is a continuous function
N : Zpy — [0,%0) with fZW N dVgy = 1 such that

£
/ /n u) f(2) f(z+u) f(z+V) dzdVvey(u,v) > p(A) — .
ZoyJZ 2
Applying Lemma 8.1, we conclude
fim — n( g>u(AmT*1AmT*1A>
N—oo | Fy| g;}v o(g) v(g)
_hmT Y TI a‘I’g /]lA A-Typladu
N—oo | N| Py
€
> u(A)? - =,
> 1(A) =5

On the other hand, by (85), we have

llﬁljgp |FN| g;}vn ( A)/.L <AﬂT (¢ >AOT (2 )A)

<(u(A)’ —e) lim Zn( /\)

N—)oo ’FN’ g€FN

n dv(p7l,,>

This is a contradiction, so R, must be syndetic for every € > 0. O

9 Large intersections for triple recurrence

We will now show the following:
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Theorem 1.11. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group. Let r,s € Z be distinct nonzero integers such
that rG, sG, and (r %+ s5)G have finite index in G. Then for any ergodic system X = (X, B, 1, (T;)gcc),
any € > 0, and any A € B, the set

{g €G:u (AﬂT,;lAﬂTv;lAﬂT(;ls)gA> > () —s} (20)

is syndetic in G.

In order to apply the limit formula in Theorem 7.1, we first need to reduce to studying multiple
ergodic averages in a quasi-affine system. By Theorem 6.8, the multiple ergodic averages

Uc-élel'g Trgfl : ngfZ : T(r+s)gf3

are controlled by the (7,5)-CL factor By ,,). We will reduce from (r,s)-CL cocycles to quasi-affine
((1,1)-CL) cocycles by passing to a finite index subgroup with the help of the following two technical
lemmas. Recall that CLx(r,s) denotes the group of all CL cocycles for the pair of homomorphisms
g+ rg and g — sg (see Definition 6.6).

Lemma 9.1. Suppose p € CLx(r,s). Then for every r',s' € Z.\ {0}, we have p € CLx(rr’,ss’).
Proof. Since p is a (r,5)-CL cocycle, it satisfies the Conze—Lesigne equation

Prg(z+u)
Prg(2)

K, (z+71g)

=N, (z+71rZ
for all g € G and almost every z € Z,u € sZ. Hence, replacing g with #'g and u with ss'w, we have

Prrg (Z + SS’W)
Prrg(2)

Ky (Z+rr/§)

= Ay (2+7Z) (¥
ssw( )(r'g) Ko (2)

(86)

for all g € G and almost every z,w € Z. Now, let us define a new function A:ssSZxZ /r’'Z — G by

Assw(z+ rr/Z) (8) == Agyw(z+ rZ)(r/g) (87)

for g € G and z,w € Z. Note that A is well-defined in z because rZ D rr’Z. Thus, substituting (87) into
(86), p satisfies the Conze-Lesigne equation with parameters (rr’,ss’):

prr’g(Z+sslw> N / Ky (Z+FV’§)
— . = Ay (2t Z)(g) ———————=~
pr,/g (Z) 5.8 W( )( ) KSS’W(Z)
for g € G and almost every z,w € Z. O

Lemma 9.2. Let a € Z such that aG has finite index in G. Suppose p € CLx(a,a). Let Sy := Ty, for
8 € G, and let T3 = pug. Then on each of the finitely many ergodic components of (X, B, L, (Sg)eec), the
cocycle T is quasi-affine.
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Proof. For each g € G, let o = ag, and let Z:=aZ= {a,: g € G}. By Lemma 2.4, each ergodic
component of S has Kronecker factor isomorphic to Z. In fact, the Kronecker factor of each ergodic
component appears as a coset Z 4t C Z for some € Z.

Now, the Conze-Lesigne equation with parameters (a,a) reads

Pag(z+u)
Pag(2)

K, (z+ag)

=A,(z+aZ)(g) Ko(2)

for g € G, almost every z € Z and almost every u € aZ. For a fixed coset Z+1, letting %,(g) := Ay (t+Z)(g).
we therefore have

T(z4+u K,(z+ ¢
il ) =%(8) ol 0)
7(2) Ku(2)
for g € G, almost every z € Z+1, and almost every u € Z. Thatis, T: G x (Z—i—t) — S!is a quasi-affine
cocycle. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Without loss of generality, we may assume that X is normal (defined in Section
5). Indeed, if Theorem 1.11 holds for a system, then it trivially holds for every factor, so we can replace
X by a normal extension, if needed, using Proposition 5.1. Since X is normal, it follows by Theorem 6.8
that the averages
: ~1 ~1 ~1
UC-lim (AnTlanTlanT, !, 4)
are controlled by a Conze-Lesigne factor B¢y ;) for every a,b € Z such that {a,b,a+ b} is admissible.

By Lemma 9.1, Beyap) € Ber(aapp)- Therefore, if we take an inverse limit D :=V/,~(D, with
D, = 'BCL((rs)’Z(rs)”)v then

UC-lim (AOT’I LANTTL

—1
¢cG r(rs)"g s(rs)”gA NT, n A)

(r+s)(rs)'g

= Uc'éieng XE []lA ‘ D] ’ Tr(rS)”gE []lA | D} 'Ts(rs)"gE []lA ‘ D] ’ T(r+s)(’5)"gE [HA ‘ @] du

for every n > 0. Fix N € N so that [|E[14 | Dy] —E[L4 [ D]l|;1,) < §- Then for every g € G, repeated
application of Holder’s inequality and the triangle inequality gives

‘/XE[JLA | D] ’ Tr(rs)"gE[]lA | D] 'Ts(rs)”gE[]lA | D] ) T(r-i—s)(rs)"gE []lA | D] du
€
- /XE[]lA ’ DN] ) Tr(rs)"gE []lA ’ DN] ) Y;(rs)”g]E[]lA | DN] : T(r+s)(rs)"gE []lA ‘ DN] du| < E (83)

Let Xez((rs)V, (rs)V) = Z X o H denote the system corresponding to the factor Dy.

Now we restrict to a finite index subgroup and consider the finitely many ergodic components for the
corresponding subaction. Let d := gcd(r,s,r+s), and set a; := 5, ay .= 5, and a3 := ’7“. For notational
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convenience, we will also take ap = 0. We will consider the action Sg = Ty, v, for ¢ € G. This action
has finitely many ergodic components, since [G : d(rs)¥G] < oo, and we have the identity

1 —
Srans;tans lans la=anT !

aog asg r(rs)Ng ANT,

oveANT

o s

forg € G.
We proceed to describe the ergodic decomposition. Let Xj,...,X,, be the finitely many atoms

of the invariant o-algebra for S so that the ergodic decomposition is given by t = i ’" _; M; with

Hi(A) = “LA(%) m-1u(ANX;). By Lemma 2.4, the (ergodic) system X; = (Xj,BﬁXj,,uj,( S¢)ecc)

has Kronecker factor Z; = { &, +1; : g € G}, where o, = d(rs)"g is given by the action of S on Z and

ti€Z. Put Zy:={at; : g € G} so that Z; = Zy +t;. Observe that by Lemma 9.2, the restriction of X to
the factor Dy is a quasi-affine system Z; x . H;.

With all of this setup, we can prove a “twisted” version of Theorem 7.1. Recall the notation from 7.1.
We let k) = —rs(r+s), ky = rs(r+s), and k5 = —rs(s—r). Set D := ged (k] , k5, k) = rsged(r+s,5s —r)
and k; = %. Finally, let by, b,,b3 € Z so that Z?:l k;b; = 1, and take by = 0.

Claim 9.3. Let 1 : Zy — C be a continuous function. Then for any fy, f1, f2, f3 € L”(Z x H) and each
j=1,...,m, we have

3
i fidu
uc-timn(es) f TTsussidn

3
_ /z2xH3 n(t) l:gﬁ(z+tj +ait,h+au+aiv+biyi(t,z+1;)) dh du dv dz dt. (89)

Proof of Claim. By the Stone—Weierstrass theorem and linearity, it suffices to prove the identity in the
case = A € Z.

By construction, gcd(ay,az,a3) = 1, so let ¢; € Z such that 21‘3:1 ciai=1.Setco:=—(c1+c2+¢3)
so that Z?:o ¢; = 0. Since ag = 0, this also gives Z?:o cia; = 1. Define w; € L*(Z; x Hj) by

0;(x) = A(ci(z—1t;)) fi(x)

forx=(z,h) € Z; x H;.
Observe:

3
H Sa;eX) IJ)QL Z—1j)+CiOyg) fi(Sa;eX)
=2 (Zc,-(z—tl ) (Zc,aﬁ%) H i(Sa;gX)

ch Hf, ,gx
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Similarly, for z € Z;, h,u,v € H;, and t € Zy, we have
3 3
[Tz +ait.h+au+aiv+biy;(t,2)) = [ [ A (ci(z — 1)) + ciait) fi(z+ ait, h+ au+ ;v + by (t,2))
i=0 i=0
3

= l(t)Hﬁ(z+ait,h+aiu—|—al~2V—|—b,~l//j(t,z)).
i=0

The result immediately follows by applying Theorem 7.1 to the functions @; and noting that u; projects
to the Haar measure'® on Z; x H;. ]

Now let f:= 1,4 € L(u). Write f = E[f | Z x H]. For each j =1,...,m, we can find a small
neighborhood U; of 0 in Zj so that

3 ~
/ Hf(z—i—tj—I—ait,h—I—aiu+al»2v+bill/j(t,z—|—tj)) dh du dv dz
Z()><I‘II3 i=0
3
~ €
> +ti,h+au+a?v) dh du dv dz— =

j i=0

forz € U;. By Urysohn’s lemma, we can then find a continuous function 7 : Zg — [0,e0) with [, 1 =1
concentrated on the neighborhood U = ﬂf}’: 1 Uj so that, by Claim 9.3,

3 3
~ ~ £
UC-limn(o, / I IS. du->/ I I Z+t-,h+a-u+a?v dhdudvdz——
prre (0t) 1 aig] AW oxH Of( J i ) 1

forevery j=1,...,m.
We now want to show the inequality

3 ~
/ [1/G+tj,h+au+a;v) dhdudv dz > pi(A)*. (90)
Z()XHJ"-,’ i=0

Fix z € Z;j and let F : H; — C be the function F (h) = f(z,h). We will show

3 4
/ HF(h—l—a,-uﬂ—a%v) dh du dv > </ deHA) .
H} i H; !
J

Note that (90) follows from this inequality by an application of Jensen’s inequality.

18By “Haar measure,” we mean the unique Borel probability measure invariant under shifts from the group Zo x H -
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By Lemma 7.23, a;H; = H; for each i = 1,2,3. We will use this fact to make a sequence of
substitutions. First, take & = azx:

3
/ [1F(h+aiu+aiv) dhdudv
H} =0

= /3F(a3x)F(a3 (x+u+azv)) Fasx + ayu+ atv)F (azx + ayu+ a3v) du dx dv
H?
J
Next, x+u+azv=y:

= / . F(a3x)F(a3y)F (axx+ a1y — ayapv)F (a1x + apy — ayapv) dv dx dy
H’
J

Now, aj(x+y) —ajav =2z

:/H3F(G3X)F(a3y)F((a2—al)x+Z)F<(a2_al>y+Z) dx dydz

2
:/ </ F(asx)F ((a2 —a1)x+z) dx> dz
H; \JH,
Applying Jensen’s inequality:
2
> (/QF(a3x)F((a2 —ay)x+z) dz dx)
H?
J

Finally, let z+ (a; —aj)x =w and azx =1:

Each of these substitutions is measure-preserving because translations and continuous surjective homo-
morphisms preserve the Haar measure (see, e.g., [Wa82, Section 1.1]). Each change in the order of
integration is justified by Fubini’s theorem so long as F € L*(H,), which is true for almost every z € Z;.

Now we finish the proof. We have shown
N : 7 s 7 4 €
-1i g T, i =UC-1i w > ui(A)T— =
ucC glencl;n(d(rS) g) /XH da,(rs)Ngf d:u] ucC glergn(ag) Ags lgf dnuj —nu]( ) 4
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foreach j=1,...,m. Applying Jensen’s inequality, it follows that

UC- hmn /HTdu (oS Al = — ZUC hmn (rs)Y /HTda oS di;
> f (ay -2
- mj:]“J 4
1 & €
> — (A)] ==
> (m;lﬂj( )) I
€
:#(A)A'*I
Moreover, by (88),
; N -1 ~1 -1
‘UC—;lergn(d(rs) u (AﬂTr(rs)NgAﬂTS(rS)NgAﬂ]"(r+S)<rS)NgA>
£
— UC-1i d T d it
glenGln( ( /H dai(rs)V f M < 2"
Thus,
UC—limn(d(rs)Ng)u<AﬂT’l ANT L ANT ] A) >,u(A)4—3—S.
¢€G r(rs)Vg s(rs)Ng (rs)(rs)Ng™™ ) = 4

Arguing by contradiction and following the strategy in the proof of Theorem 1.10, this inequality
demonstrates that the set

) -1 - - 4
{geGiu(anTlyanT Ly anT ] oA) > uA)—e}
is syndetic in G. Since (rs)VG has finite index in G, this completes the proof. O

10 Failure of large intersections for inadmissible families of homomor-
phisms

From the start, we have assumed that all families of homomorphisms that we are dealing with are
admissible. This property seems to be absolutely essential, and we give some support to this claim below,
both at the level of large intersections results and at the level of characteristic factors.

Conjecture 10.1. Suppose G is a countable discrete abelian group and @,y : G — G are homomorphisms
such that {g € G : ¢(g) = w(g)} has infinite index in G."> Then {@,w} has the large intersections
property if and only if {@, w} is admissible.

We include the assumption to avoid trivialities. Let H={¢g € G: ok = vl By the er-

. : -1 -1 _ ~ -1 2 o
godic theorem, UC-limyey (AﬂT(P(h)AﬂTw(h)A> = UC-limpey 1 (AmTfP(h)A> > u(A)=. This implies that

{h €H:u (A n T(;;(},)A N TV;(L)A) > (A — S} is syndetic in H. If H has finite index in G, then this set is also syndetic in G.
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First we show, with the help of an example due to Chu [Chull], that if ¢, ¥, and y — ¢ all have
infinite index images, then the large intersections property may fail to hold.

Example 10.2. Let G = Z2, and let ¢(n,m) = (n,0) and w(n,m) = (0,n). For ease of notation, given a
72-action (Tinm)) (nmyez2s set S1 = T(1 o) and S2 = T(g ). Then

(AT, ANTyL  A) =1 (ANST"ANS;"A)

(n,m)
A theorem of Chu completes the proof:

Theorem 10.3 ([Chul 1], Theorem 1.2). For every ¢ > 0, there is a probability space (X, B, ), two
commuting measure-preserving automorphisms Sy,8> : X — X such that (X,B,1,S81,8,) is ergodic (i.e.
the 7*-action generated by Sy and S, is ergodic), and a set A € B with u(A) > 0 such that

1 (ANS"ANS;"A) < cu(A)?

for every n # 0.

Subsequent work by Donoso and Sun sharpened this bound to (A)! for any [ < 4 (see [DSul8,
Theorem 1.2]).

Second, it is reasonable to ask whether there is a pair {¢, y} of homomorphisms with exactly one of
¢, V¥, ® — y having infinite index image such that {@, y} does not have the large intersections property.
Although we do not have such an example, we briefly describe how the methods of this article break
down in this situation.

Indeed, we use the fact that the Kronecker factor is characteristic for admissible {¢@, y} families
(Theorem 3.1) in order to show that {¢@, y} has the large intersections property (Theorem 1.10). The
dependence on this theorem presents a difficulty if we suppose that, say, ¢ has infinite index image. In
[Gri09, Section 4.13], for any d > 1, a mixing Z?-system is constructed such that any characteristic factor
for the family {¢, y} is mixing and nontrivial. Hence, our method to show that {@, y} has the large
intersections property breaks down at essentially the first step if we do not work with an admissible pair
{9, vy}, because if Theorem 3.1 held even in this situation, then we would conclude that a nontrivial
Kronecker factor is mixing. For longer expressions, a similar situation arises to contradict a hypothetical
generalization of Theorem 4.1 for Z;’s that are characteristic for all families { @y, ..., ¢} rather than
merely admissible families.

11 Failure of large intersections for non-ergodic systems

We have assumed throughout that our measure-preserving systems are ergodic (or at least that the ergodic
decomposition has only finitely many ergodic components). Based on several examples we will present
in this section, it seems that this assumption cannot be dropped.?’ Namely, we make the following
conjecture:

20Contrast this with Khintchine’s theorem (Theorem 1.2), which does not require ergodicity.
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Conjecture 11.1. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group. Let ¢,y : G — G be an admissible pair of
homomorphisms. There exists a (necessarily non-ergodic) measure-preserving system (X, B, 1, (Ty)¢cc),
a set A € B with u(A) > 0, and ¢ < 1 such that

—1 —1 3
u (A NT, AN Tw(g)A> < cu(A)

forall g #0.
Some evidence for this conjecture is given in [BHKr05].

Theorem 11.2 ([BHKr05], Theorem 2.1). There is a non-ergodic system (X, B, u,T) such that, for every
integer 1 > 1, there is a set A = A(l) € B with u(A) > 0 such that

l
u(AnT"ANT?A) < £ (;)

for every n 0.
Key in the proof of Theorem 11.2 is the following combinatorial fact due to Behrend:?!

Theorem 11.3 ([Beh46]). Let a,b € N be distinct and nonzero. For every N € N, there is a subset
B C{0,1,...,N — 1} such that |B| > Ne V12N and B contains no configuration of the form {n,n+
am,n+bm}.

We provide new counterexamples for three classes of groups: free abelian groups Z¢, torsion groups
(Z/pZ)*, and the group (Q,+) of rational numbers (with addition). In the first two cases, we are able to
produce systems with small intersections when ¢ and y are multiplication by integers, and we reduce
more general situations to combinatorial problems of a similar nature to Behrend’s theorem. As yet, we
are unable to solve these combinatorial problems, so we do not have a full solution to Conjecture 11.1 in
this setting.

For the group of rational numbers, as we shall see, one can take ¢ and y to be multiplication
by r,s € Z without loss of generality, which allows for a direct application of (a generalized form of)
Behrend’s theorem. We are therefore able to verify Conjecture 11.1 for Q (see Theorem 11.11 below).

The proof technique in all three cases is very much in the spirit of the proof of Theorem 11.2 given
in [BHKr05]. However, there are some ad hoc modifications that must be made in each case, so we are
unable to state a unifying result that applies to all of these examples at once.

11.1 Free abelian groups of finite rank

We will consider a special class of endomorphisms of Z¢. Namely, we will restrict our attention to pairs of
homomorphisms arising as multiplication in a ring of integers. This additional algebraic structure allows
us to employ additional tools that are not available for general admissible pairs of homomorphisms.

21Behrend proved the case of 3-APs (a = 1,b = 2). In Behrend’s proof (see [Beh46]), B is constructed as the set of points
x=x0+x1(2d— 1)+ +x,_1(2d — 1)"~! whose digits satisfy 0 < x; <d — 1 and x} +x} + - +x>_, = k (where d and k are
chosen so that B has the desired density). Modifying this construction to an expansion in base bd — 1 with the same restriction
on the digits will produce a pattern-free set of sufficiently large density with N = (bd — 1)".
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Let K be a number field (finite algebraic extension of ), and let Ok be the ring of integers of K. Let
bi,...,bg € Ok be an integral basis?? for O.

To provide a connection with combinatorics in Z¢, we need to represent Og by matrices. We have
an isomorphism of the additive groups Og = Z4 given by Zle aib; — (ay,ay,...,aq). For each x € Ok,
the map m, : y — xy is Z-linear. It can therefore be represented by an integer matrix M, in the basis
bi,...,b,.

Example 11.4. Let K = Q({), where { is a pth root of unity for some prime p. Then Og = Z[{]
has integral basis 1,{,...,{?~2. Now, the minimal polynomial for { is the cyclotomic polynomial
P,(x)=1+x +x?+---+xP~!, so we can easily compute the multiplication matrix M in this basis:

00 0 —1
10 -~ 0 —1
Me:=| 0 1 0 -1
00 - 1 -1

This provides an isomorphism Z[{] = {q(M;) : q(x) € Zx]}.

With this notation, we can show that higher dimensional versions of Theorem 11.2 can be reduced to
multi-dimensional combinatorial problems analogous to Behrend’s theorem (Theorem 11.3).

Proposition 11.5. Let r,s € Ok be distinct and nonzero. Suppose r and s have matrix representations
M, = (rij)i<i j<a and My = (sij)1<i j<a- For each 1 < j <d, set cj := max<j<q (|rij| +|sij|), and let
be the geometric mean ¢ := (cic - -~ cq)'/%. Suppose for some N € N, there is a set BC {0,1,...,N —1}¢
with |B| > (2dcN)4/? such that B contains no configurations of the form

P(n,m) :={n,n+M,m,n+ M;m}

with n,m € Z%, m # 0. Then there is a (non-ergodic) measure-preserving system (X, B, i, (T,)nco, ) and
a set A € B with uw(A) > 0 such that

(2dcN)?

u(AﬂTmAstnA>§< BP

)l <pia?
forn #0.
Proof. Consider the action T}, : T?? — T?? given by

Ta(x,y) = (x,y 4+ Myx)

for n € Ok and x,y € T¢. This action preserves the Haar measure y on T?¢.

22This means that every element x € Ok has a unique representation of the form x = Z?:I a;b; with a; € Z.
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Now take N € Nand B C {0,1,...,N — 1} with |B| > (2dcN)4/?. Define

i {(34) s fiat)

and let A = T¢ x B C T2 Note that p(A) = (d'j\‘,)d-

For n # 0, we have
u (AmeAm TsnA) = / ]lﬁ(y)]lﬁ(y+Mrnx)]l§(y+Msnx) dx dy
Td xTd

= [ s LEO) RO+ M) L5(y + Myx) dix dy

= ({): by + Moxy + M} CBY).

It remains to bound the measure of this set. Let (x,y) € T¢ x T¢, and suppose {y,y + M,x,y +Mx} C B.
From the construction of B, we can write

J1 Jd
= —=+0,..., — T+
<N+ 1y 7N+ d>7

kq

ki
Mx=(24p,. =
M= (B o )

I ly
Myx=(-4+n,..42 ,
y+Mx (N+7’1 N+?’d>

with j.k,l € B and a;, B, % € [0
we have

M, ]1’ kl . M, lia-‘-7l£
N N N

7ch) fori=1,...,d. Since M;_,y — M (y+M,x) +M,(y+ Msx) =0,

=—M;_ V(al’ ’ad) (Bb Bd) r('yla"'vyd)
m(OCl n + suBr—a) + -+ ra(a—v) + s1a(Ba— o)
rai (OC; M) + sa ([31. —o) + - + ”dd(az;’ —Y) + de(ﬁd‘ — o)

. 1 1\¢
N'N

Thus, M, , (%%) _M, ("NI%) M, (%’Nd) —0.
The configuration P(n,m) satisfies, and is in fact characterized by, the equation M,_,(n) — M(n+
M,m) + M,(n+ Mzm) = 0. Tt follows that {j,k,I} = P(j,m) for m = M, "' (k— j), so j = k = [ by the

ch)
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d 11
Therefore, M,x € [, <_W’ W)’ so

LANTLANT,A) = 1 ({(x,y) Py My +Mixy C g})

A
- <di>du(A)
O

Corollary 11.6. Let d € N. Let a,b € 7 be distinct and nonzero. There is a (non-ergodic) 74-system
(X, B, U, (T,) cz¢) such that, for every integer 1 > 1, there is a set A = A(l) € B with u(A) > 0 such that

.u(AﬂTanAmen )_,U( )
forn#0.

Proof. Let By C {0,1,...,N— 1} such that By contains no configurations of the form {n,n+ am,n-+bm}
with n,m € Z,d # 0. Set B = Bg. We claim that B contains no configurations of the form
P(n,m) = {n,n+am,n+bm}
with n,m € Z% and m # 0. Indeed, if P(n,m) C B, then for every i = 1,...,d, we have {n;,n; + am;,n; +
bm;} C By. Hence m; = 0.
Let X = (X, B, 1, (T),cz¢) and A € B be as in the conclusion of Proposition 11.5. Now, |B| = |By|¢,

and in the notation of Proposition 11.5, ¢; = |a| 4 |b| forevery j =1,...,d, so
2dcN 2(Ja| +[b]) aN\*
U (AN T N Ti) < ((‘B,’) Ay = ((",BO‘,‘)) u(a)

d
for every n # 0. Using u(A) = (M%) , it remains to check that By can be chosen so that

2(la| + |b])dN \* |By| d(1-3)
() < (i)

[Bo| > 20V ((|a] + [b]) dN) =D/ 0D = g N' T

Theorem 11.3 guarantees such a set for sufficiently large N. g

Equivalently, we need

Now we turn to a specific example where the configurations have a simple geometric description. For
the Gaussian integers (D = —1), the set of configurations {P(n,m) : n,m € Z?} is the set of all rotations,
translations, and scalings of a fixed triangle {0,r,s} C 7% In particular, for »r = 1 and s = i, the forbidden
configurations are isosceles right triangles. Ajtai and Szemerédi showed a related result:>?

23The lower bound in Theorem 11.7 has recently been improved by Linial and Shraibman [LiShr] and by Green [Gre).
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Theorem 11.7 ([AjSz74], Theorem 1). There is a constant ¢ such that, for any N € N, there is a set
BC{0,1,...,N — 1} with |B| > c(r3(N))? such that B contains no isosceles right triangles with legs
parallel to the axes, where r3(N) denotes the size of the largest 3-AP-free subset of {0,1,...,N —1}.

However, allowing for rotations seems to complicate the picture, and we do not know how to
prove the combinatorial statement in Proposition 11.5 even for this concrete case. Since the bounds in
Behrend’s theorem are much stronger than what is needed for these counterexamples, we conjecture that
an appropriate analogue should hold. Namely:

Conjecture 11.8. Let K be an algebraic number field with ring of integers Ok, and let r,s € Ok be
distinct and nonzero. Then for every C > 0, there is an N € N and a set BC {0,1,...,N — l}d such that
|B| > CN%/? and B contains no configurations P(n,m) with m # 0.

11.2 Torsion groups

As was the case with homomorphisms in Z¢, we will deal with special classes of homomorphisms arising
as multiplication in rings. We will consider the groups (Z/pZ)>” = @,,_, Z/ pZ with p € 7Z prime, which
we will view as the additive group of the polynomial ring I, [¢]. With slight modifications to the method
employed in the previous subsection, we get an analogue of Proposition 11.5 in this setting:

Proposition 11.9. Suppose there is a set B C Fg with |B| > pN /21 such that B contains no nontrivial

patterns of the form {y,y+ (x1,x2,...,xn),y+ (0,x1,X2,...,xy—1) }. Then there is a measure-preserving
system (X B,u, (T, )ndpp[,]) and a set A € B with L(A) > 0 such that

N/2+1
HANTANT,A) < <p 5] ) u(A)* < u(ay

foralln#0.

Proof. Let F,((t™")) be the field of formal power series Yy . a,t" with a, € F, and N € Z. Let
F p[[fl]] denote the subring con51st1ng of those series with N < 0. Consider the quotient space T :=
F,((t7")/F,lt] 2t~ 'F,[[r~"]], and define T, : T> — T2 by T,(x,y) = (x,y +nx). Let u be the Haar
probability measure on the group T2,

Let B = {y=ypt™! +y2t_2 €T (YN, N-1,---,y1) EBYL et Ci={x=x1t ' 4 xpt 2 4--- €T
xy =0}, and let A = C x B. Note that i1(A) = p',ﬂ] .

Now, for n # 0,

LANT,ANT,A) = / 1)1y +nx)L5(y +tnx)Le(x)Le(nx)1c(tnx) dx dy

1
1

IN

50+ nx)15(y+tnx)Le(nx)Le(tnx) dx dy

50 +x)Lz(y+1x)1c(x)Lc(tx) dx dy

]l
({ xy) : {n,y+x,y+ix} C B, {x,tx} CC})
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Suppose (x,y) € T? with {y,y+x,y+tx} C Band {x,tx} CC. Thatis, {(yn,---,y1), YN+ XN, -, Y1+
x1), OnN +XN+15---,¥1 +x2)} € B and xy = xy+1 = 0. Using that xy+1 = 0 and the construction of B, it
follows that xy,...,xy = 0. In summary, xy,...,xy+1 =0 and y € B. Thus,

2
1 ‘B| pN/2+1
LANTANT,A) < PN N T ( |B| 1(A).

d

Another interesting class of configurations is comprised of those arising from homomorphisms
¢@(n) = an and y(n) = bn with a,b € Z. If the characteristic p is large enough, then Behrend’s theorem
guarantees large sets B C I, with no 3-term arithmetic progressions.>* This in turn can be used to produce
a system that fails to have large intersections.

Proposition 11.10. Let a,b € Z be distinct and nonzero. For every L € N, there is a P = P(L) such that
for every prime p > P, there is an F;-system (X ,B,u, (Tn)ne]}?;;) such that, for every | < L, there is a set
A=A(l) € B with u(A) > 0 such that

w(ANTLANTEA) < u(A)

forn # 0.

Proof. Fix p prime. We use the same system as above: T;, : T2 —>~‘J'2, T, (x,y) = (x,y+nx). Suppose
B C F, avoids patterns of the form {n,n+am,n+bm} and define B:= {x =Y x;t "/ : x; € B}. Let

A =T x B. Note that u(4) = 2.
Now, for n # 0,

UWANT,ANT,A) = /72 15(y)15(y+anx)13(y + bnx) dx dy
= /92 15(y)15(y+ax)1z(y +bx) dx dy

= U ({(x,y) ),y +ax,y+bx} C g}) :

Suppose x = Y5 xjt/,y=Y7 yjt/ € T. Then {y,y+ax,y+bx} C Bif and only if {y;,y; +ax;,y| +
bx;} C B. By the construction of B, this happens if and only if x; = 0 and y; € B. Thus,

B
H(ANTANTA) = LJ = DA,
p*  |B]
So u (ANT,ANT,A) < u(A) when |B| > pl_ﬁ. For each [, such a B exists so long as p is large
enough by Theorem 11.3. The result immediately follows. O

24We are using the phrase “arithmetic progression” imprecisely here to mean progressions of the form {n,n + am,n + bm}
with fixed a,b € Z.
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11.3 Rational numbers

To construct similar counterexamples for Q-systems, we need an analogue of the circle, which will come
from a concrete description of Q, the Pontryagin dual group of (Q,+). Let P C N be the set of prime
numbers. For each p € P, let | - |, be the p-adic absolute value on Q:

a _
ryl =r
p

for a,b € Z with p { a,b. The field of p-adic numbers is the completion Q,, of Q in the metric induced by
| |p- We can write elements of Q, as formal series

Q, = {Zx,-pi:xiG{O,l,...,p—l},NEZ}.
i=N

The p-adic integers are the subring Z, C Q,, defined by

Zpy={x€Qp:|x|, <1} = {Zx,-pi:x,-e{O,l,...,p—l}}.
i=0

By expanding integers in base p, it is easy to see Z C Z,. In fact, Zj, is the closure of Z in Q,,.
We denote by A the ring of adeles

A= {(am,az,a3,...) eRx HQP :a, € 7, for all but finitely many p € IP}.
peP

Observe that if x = ¢ € Q and p { b, then x € Z,. Since only finitely many primes divide 5, Q embeds in

A via the map x — (x,x,x,...). We endow A with a topology generated by basic open sets of the form

U x [TUp x 1 Zp,

PEF peEP\F

where U, C R is open, F C P is finite, and U, C Q, is open with respect to |- |, for every p € F. It is
well-known that Q is discrete and co-compact in A.

Let K := A/Q. This compact group will play the role of T (and 7) in the previous examples. In
particular, when Q is given the discrete topology, the group K is isomorphic to the Pontryagin dual of Q.
We can therefore define an action of Q on K? by T,(x,y) = (x,y +gx), where gx is the composition of x
(viewed as a character on Q) with multiplication by g.

In order to handle this Q-action, we give a more concrete description of K. For each p € P, define
the p-adic fractional part f, : Q, — Q by f,(¥5yxip’) := ¥,y x;p’. Since the denominator of f,,(x) is
a power of p, we have f,(x) € Z, for g # p. Define f:A—Qby f(Xe,x2,x3,...) = Y pep fp(xp). This
sum has only finitely many nonzero terms, so it is well-defined. Finally, let f(x) := f(x) — wa - f(x)J .
Then f(x) € Q and x — f(x) € [0,1) X [],ep Zp. We can view K as the group [0, 1) x [],ep Z, with the
group operation

x+y:=(x+y) = flx+y).
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Moreover, K is homeomorphic to the space T X [],cpZ, with the product topology.
We can now prove a version of Theorem 11.2 for Q:

Theorem 11.11. For every pair of homomorphisms @,y : Q — Q, there is a measure-preserving system
(X, B, 1, (Ty)ecq) such that for all | €N, there is a set A = A(l) € B with [1(A) > 0 such that

H(ANTo(ANTy(g)A) < u(4)

forall g #0.

Proof. Note that every homomorphism ¢ : Q — Q is determined by the image of 1. That is, if (1) =r,
then ¢(x) = rx for every x € Q. Thus, we may assume that ¢ and y are multiplication by r and s
respectively.

Now, it suffices to consider r,s € Z with 0 < r < s. Indeed, the expression is symmetric in r and s, so
we may assume that s > r. By shifting the expression A N 7,,A N T;,A using that T is measure-preserving,
we may additionally assume r,s > 0. Finally, given a common denominator d so that dr,ds € Z, we define
a Q-action S, := Ty, so that AN Ty,A N TyseA = AN S,,ANSseA. Given an action T that works for dr and
ds, we thus get an action S that works for r and s.

Assume r,s € Z and 0 < r < s. Let BC {0,1,...,N — 1} be such that B contains no pattern of the
form {a,a+ rn,a+sn} with n € Z\ {0}. Consider the action T, : K*> — K? given by the skew-product

T, (x,y) = (x,y+ gx). Denote by u the Haar probability measure on K2. Let A = K x B, where

~ J J
B= U [(r—l—s)N’ (r+s)N+ (r+s) 2N> HZ

JEB peP

For g € Q\ {0},
H(ANTANTLA) = / 15(y)15(y+rgx)1z(y +sgx) dx dy
—/ 15(y)15(y+rx)15(y+sx) dx dy.

Suppose x,y € K such that {y,y+rx,y+sx} C B. Then we can write

y= <(r+js)N +a, (yp)pE]P’>

yt+rx= ((H—ks)N +B, (”P)pel?)

y+sx = <(r+ls)N +7 (Vp)pe]P’>

with j,k,l € Band a, 3,y € [ , (r+s)2N) Since (s —r)y+r(y+sx) = s(y+ rx), we have

(s—r)j—sk+rl
(r+s)N

= —(s—r)a+sp-rye <—<r+1s>zv’ <r+1s>zv)‘
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Thus, (s —r)j—sk+rl = 0. Since B is pattern-free, it follows that j = k = [. In particular, rx €

(=i i) % Tlpee Zps 50

ANT,ANTLA) < ———U(A).
,LL( N 8 N Ag) (I”—FS)ZN‘LL()

Now by Theorem 11.3, we can ensure

1
B| > (2(;»+s)2("2>>"1 N'E
so that

L(ANTLANT,A) < u(A),

12 Failure of large intersections for quadruple recurrence

With the exception of Theorem 13.3, we have not considered Khintchine-type results for patterns of
length five and longer. We suspect that such results are impossible:

Conjecture 12.1. Ifk >4 and @\, ..., ¢ : G — G are distinct, nonzero homomorphisms, then {o1,..., 0}
does not have the large intersections property.

This was shown in Z for the specific pattern (1,2,3,4):
Theorem 12.2 ((BHKr05], Theorem 1.3). There is an ergodic Z-system (X, B, 1, T) such that for every
[ > 1, there is a set A= A(l) € B with u(A) > 0 such that

A 1
w(ANT"ANTANTYANTHA) < ”(2>

for every n £ 0.

The proof of Theorem 12.2 in [BHKr05] relies on a combinatorial fact due to Ruzsa that plays a
similar role to that of Behrend’s theorem in constructing non-ergodic counterexamples. Rather than
avoiding 3-APs, Ruzsa’s result concerns certain quadratic configurations.

Definition 12.3. Let P(x) be an integer-valued polynomial of degree at most 2. The subset
{P(0),P(1),P(2),P(3),P(4)} C Zis called a quadratic configuration of 5 terms (or QC5 for short).

Theorem 12.4 (Ruzsa, see [BHKr05], Theorem 2.4). Forevery N € N, there is a subset BC {0,1,...,N—
1} such that |B| > Ne=<V1°eN and B does not contain any QCS5.

2To avoid trivialities, assume {g € G : ¢;(g) = ¢;(g)} has infinite index in G for every i # j.
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By appropriately generalizing Ruzsa’s theorem, one can extend Theorem 12.2 to general quintuples
(ro,r1,1r2,13,14) € 73 . To this end, we introduce a new definition for more general quadratic configurations.

Definition 12.5. Let r = (ro,r(,72,73,74) € Z°. If a set A := {ag,a1,a2,a3,a4} C 7 satisfies a; = P(r;)
for some quadratic polynomial®® P(x) € Q[x], we say that A is QC5(r).

Remark 12.6. In Definition 12.5, we have made a seemingly weaker assumption on the polynomial P.
Namely, we have only assumed that P has rational coefficients, whereas Definition 12.3 assumes that P
is integer-valued on Z. However, it is easy to check that any rational polynomial of degree < d taking
integer values at d + 1 consecutive integers is automatically an integer-valued polynomial.”’ Hence, QC5
sets are the same as QC5(0,1,2,3,4) sets.

For our dynamical examples, it turns out that rational polynomials are the right objects to consider
rather than the more restrictive class (when non-consecutive values are allowed) of integer-valued
polynomials.

We will prove the following generalization of Ruzsa’s theorem in Section 12.1.

Theorem 12.7. Let r = (ro,r1,r2,73,74) € Z° be a quintuple of distinct integers. There is a constant
¢ = c(r) > 0 such that for every N € N, there is a subset BC {0,1,...,N — 1} with |B| > Ne=*V1°2¥ such
that B does not contain any QC5(r).

This general version of Ruzsa’s theorem verifies Conjecture 12.1 for Z.

Corollary 12.8. Let k > 4. Then any k-tuple of distinct integers (r1,...,ri) € Z* does not have the large
intersections property for Z-systems.

We omit the proof of Corollary 12.8, since it follows from Theorem 12.7 in the same way that
Theorem 12.2 follows from Theorem 12.4. We will, however, present the details of the analogous result
for Q in Section 12.3, which follows the same general approach as in the integer case. Corollary 12.8 was
obtained independently by similar methods in [DLeMSu21, Theorem 1.5].

Using Theorem 12.7, analogous counterexamples can be constructed in ;7 when the characteristic p
is large. This approach mirrors the one taken in Proposition 11.10.

Theorem 12.9. Suppose ci,ca,c3,ca € Z are distinct and nonzero. For every L € N, there isa P = P(c,L)
such that for every prime p > P, there is an ergodic F7-system (X ,B,u, (T,) ne]p;;) such that, for every
I <L, there is a set A =A(l) € B with u(A) > 0 such that

w(ANT  ANT  ANT, ANT,,,A) < 1(A). 1)

26To be consistent with Definition 12.3, we interpret “quadratic” to mean of degree at most 2 throughout this section.

T This can be done, for example, by the following inductive argument. If P(a), P(a+1),...,P(a+d) € Z, then the polynomial
AP(n) := P(n+1) — P(n) has degree < d — 1 and takes integer values at a,a+ 1,...,a+d — 1. By the inductive hypothesis,
AP is integer-valued, and P(n) = P(0) + Zz;(l) AP (k).
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As a consequence, if ¢y, ..., ¢ are distinct, nonzero integers with k > 4, then (cy,...,cx) € ZF does
not have the large intersections property for F';]-systems so long as p is large enough (depending on ¢).
This complements an earlier result of [BTZ15] from a different angle:?8

Theorem 12.10 ([BTZ15], Theorem 1.15). Let k > 3. There is a constant Cy, depending only on k such
that for every prime p, there are at most Cyp*~' tuples (cy,...,cx) € F’; with the large intersections
property for F7-systems.

Remark 12.11. Notice that the assumption in Theorem 12.10 is k > 3 rather than k > 4. This is assumed
because the triple (c¢;,c2,c3) will fail to have the large intersections property in high characteristic unless
(0,¢1,c2,c3) forms a parallelogram configuration. We will revisit this in Section 13.

12.1 A generalization of Ruzsa’s theorem

We now set out to prove Theorem 12.7. The strategy is parallel to Ruzsa’s approach to Theorem 12.4.
First, we show that quadratic configurations in R with at least five points cannot be contained on the
surface of a sphere (Lemma 12.12). This fact allows us to mirror Behrend’s construction for 3-AP-free
sets: we consider integer expansions in a conveniently chosen base, and by putting restrictions on the
digits of these expansions, we can avoid all QC5(r) patterns while having relatively large density in the
interval {0,1,...,N—1}.

Let us turn to the details.

Lemma 12.12. Let P: R — R< be a polynomial® of degree at most 2. Suppose 7, r1,72,73,74 € 7 are
distinct, and let a; = P(r;). If ||a;|| = c for every i =0,...,4, where || - || is the Euclidean norm on R,
then P is constant. Hence, the values a; are all the same.

Proof. Consider the function f: R — R defined by f(x) := ||P(x)||> — ¢*. This can be written as
f(x) = Py(x)?+ -+ Py(x)?> — 2, so f is a polynomial of degree at most 4. By assumption, ||a;|| = ¢ for
eachi=0,...,4,s0 f(r;) =0. Thus, f has at least 5 distinct roots, which implies f = 0. In particular, P
is a bounded function. Since P is polynomial, it follows that P is constant. O

We now prove Theorem 12.7.

Proof of Theorem 12.7. We assume without loss of generality that 0 = rg < r; <ry <r3 <r4. Let
b,d,m € N, and let k € N with k < (b— 1)2d. Consider the set

d-1
B:= {x:xo+x1(mb—1)+-~+xd1(mb—1)d1 10 <x;j Sb—l,zxizk},
Jj=0

We will specify b, d, m, and k in what follows so that B has the desired properties.

280ur terminology differs slightly from [BTZ15]. There, the authors say a tuple (cg,c1,...,c,) has the Khintchine property if
{geFy: u(TC;g!A N Tch]A N---N TCZgIA) > 1(A)+! — g} is syndetic for every ergodic T', every measurable set A, and every
€ > 0. This is the same as saying that (¢c; —co,...,cx — co) has the large intersections property.

29By this, we mean that P = (Py,...,P;) with P;(x) € R[x]. The degree of P is the maximum of the degrees of the B;’s.
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First, we claim that B is QC5(r)-free for appropriately chosen m. Indeed, suppose P is a quadratic
polynomial such that a; := P(r;) € B for each i =0, ...,4. Since a quadratic polynomial is determined by
its values at any 3 points, we have the relations

(r1r5 —rr)a; = ((ra— )t —(r2 =i+ (r3 — r%rz)) ap
= (rarf = r3ri)ay + (rirf = riri)as (92)
fori = 3,4.
We will now specify m in terms of the coefficients. Define
=3 —rir,
U(r):=(rp—r))rr = (5 —r)r+(rrm —rin),

Set
m:=max{U (rs) + W(rs),V(rs) +s}.

Note that s > 1, and U(r), V(r), and W(r) are all positive and increasing on (r3, o), so replacing r4 by r3
in this expression produces a smaller constant.
Expand a; in base mb — 1 as a; = a;o+a; 1 (mb—1)+---+a; 4 1(mb—1)4"1. Then0 < a; ; <b—1
and Z?;é al% ;= k. Using the relations (92), we see that the polynomial
d—1 .
fix):= ) (U(ri)ao; =V (ri)ar;+W(ri)az,; — sai ;) x’
J=0

has a root at x = mb — 1 for i = 3,4. By the choice of m, the coefficients of f; are integers in the
interval (—m(b—1),m(b—1)). Hence, by the rational root theorem, f; must be identically zero. That is,
sa; j = U(ri)a()’j —V(rl-)al_,j —i—W(I’i)az_’j fori=3,4and j=0,...,d— 1.

There are therefore quadratic polynomials Q; such that Q;(r;) = a; ;. Namely,

Qj(r)= % (U(r)ao,;j—V(r)ai;+W(r)as;).

Let Q = (QOan)' . 'anfl)- Then

1 1/2
10(ri)| = (Z aﬁ,-) =k
Jj=0
forevery i =0,...,4, so by Lemma 12.12, all of the a;’s are the same. Thus, B contains no QC5(r).

It remains to choose b, d, and k to ensure that B is a sufficiently dense set. This argument will make
the same kinds of estimates that appear in [Beh46]. There are b? values of x with 0 < x i <b—1,and

(b—1)2d + 1 possible values of k, so for some k, B contains at least
bd bd72
>
(b—1)2d+1 d
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elements.
Given N € N, let d = L 1°gNJ _and let b € N so that

logm

(mb—1)? <N < (mb— 1)1,

. NU/@+D)
Then B C {0,1,...,N —1} and, noting b > *——,
b2 N 1
B|>>;2:N<3).
d dmé— NTT dmd—2
Now, since d < iggx <d+1,

log <Ndi+ldmd’2> = logN +logd + (d —2)logm

d+1
1
< 34/logm+/logN + 3 (loglog N —loglogm) + v/logm+/logN.
Thus, |B| > Ne=<V1ogN for ¢ = 4,/Togm + maxyen <12°\“j%>. O

Though we will not need it for dynamical applications, it is not hard to extend this argument to
construct large sets that avoid degree d polynomial configurations on 2d + 1 points.

12.2 Rings of integers

Just as higher-dimensional versions of Behrend’s theorem would allow us to construct non-ergodic
systems that fail to have large intersections for double recurrence in rings of integers, we can reduce
analogues of Theorem 12.2 to combinatorial results in the vein of Ruzsa’s theorem.

Let K be an algebraic number field of degree d = [K : Q]. Let O be the ring of integers of K, and let
bi,...,bs be an integral basis for Og. Fix r = (ry,r2,r3,14) € Oﬁ{. For notational convenience, set ro = 0.
Call a set {ag,a1,as,a3,a4} C 74 a QC5(r) set if there is a quadratic polynomial P(x) € K[x] such that
P(I’i) = Z?:l a,‘ij fori=0,...,4, where a; = (a,‘71, R ,a,-7d) e 74

Proposition 12.13. Let ry,ry,r3,r4 € Ok be distinct and nonzero. Let r = (0,r1,r2,r3,r4). If for every
C >0, there isan N € N and a set B C {0,1,...,N — 1} such that |B| > CN%/? and B is QC5(r)-free,
then (ry,r2,r3,r4) does not have the large intersections property.

Proof. Fix C >0, and let B C {0,1,...,N — 1} be QC5(r)-free with |B| > CN?/2. Fix o € T such that
(M, &) c0, is dense in T¢. We will consider the skew-product system T;, : T?¢ — T?¢ given by

T, (x,y) = (x+ My, y+Myx+M, ),

which preserves the Haar measure ¢ on T2?. This is an action of (O, +) because n + M, is a homomor-
phism from (Og, +) to the group of d x d integer matrices under addition. Moreover, (7;,),c0, is ergodic
because (M, ®),co, is dense.
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Fix m € N to be determined later. For j € {0,1,...,N —1}¢, let

d . .
I Ji i 1
Cj:= ) BIvEE
. [mN mN+m2N>

|B|
(m2N)d*

and define B := UjesCj. Let A =T¢ x BC T2 Then u(A) =
For n € O,

4
uANT ANT ANT, ANT,,A) = // o 15(y) H 15(y+Mayppx+Mp, ) dx dy.
! T4 x Td i=1 !
Suppose n # 0, and this integrand is nonzero. That is, y € B and Y+Moypx+Mpa 00 € Bfori= 1,....4.

Interpreting x, y, and o as elements in R? with coordinates in [0, 1), the map f(r) := y + My x +
M2,» @ is a polynomial of degree 2 from Ok to R?. It is therefore fully determined by its values at 0, 71,
and r,. To be explicit, for any r € Ok,

Mr.r%fr%rzf(r) = M(rrrl),z,(,g,,lz)r+(,l,5,,12,2)f(0)
— rzrz,r%rf(rl) +Mr1r27r%rf(r2)'

Letting ap = f(0) =y and a; = f(r;) fori = 1,...,4, we have therefore found integer matrices S, U;, V;,
and W; for i = 3,4 so that

Sa; = Ujag — Via; + Was. (93)
By assumption, a; € B, say a; € Bj,, for every i = 0,...,4. Therefore, we can write a; = ﬁ + B; with
ji € Band B € [0, 1), By (93), we have

Sji = Uijo+ Viji — Wij
.]l l.]Ole,]l l.]2 — —Sﬁ1+UlﬁO_%ﬁl+Wﬁ2

for i = 3,4. We can choose m > max{]skl\ + ‘u,((’l)‘ + ‘v,(;)

w1 <kt < dji=3,4} s0 that the

quantity on the right-hand side is in the set (—ﬁ, ﬁ)d It then follows that the left-hand side is equal to
0. That is,

Sji=Uijo—Vij1 +Wijo.

Now, S does not depend on i, and the matrices U;, V;, and W; depend quadratically on r;, so there
is a polynomial P of degree at most two for which j; = P(r;). But j; € B for every i =0,...,4 and
B is QC5(r)-free by assumption. Thus, there is some j € B so that j; = jfor all i =0,...,4. That is,
{ao,al ,az,ag,a4} g Cj.

Now,

M2(r1r%7r%r2)nx = _Mr%fr%ao +Mr%a1 _Mr%az

= Mr% (a() —az) —i—Mr% ((11 —ao).
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We know by the above that @; —a; € (— 3+, — )d. Thus, setting

" m2N’ m’N

L:=2 max (‘(M,z) ‘—I—)(Mrz)
1<k,i<d 1) ki 2/ ki

d
x € (=3t w) -

By assumption, y € B, so

)

we have M, 2

rlr%—rl r)n

d 2d ydpajd
L m“LYN
H (AﬂTrlnAﬂY}ZnAﬂTr3nAﬂTr4nA) S <n12]\7) ‘U(A) = <|B’2> IJ(A)S

Since L and m depend only on r| and r, (and not on B or N), this shows that (ry,r,r3,r4) will fail to
have the large intersections property so long as C > m?4L4/2. O

Corollary 12.14. Letd € N. Let cy,...,c4 € Z be distinct and nonzero. There is an ergodic 74-system
(X, B, U, (1) cz¢) such that, for every integer 1 > 1, there is a set A = A(l) € B with u(A) > 0 such that

w(ANT  ANT, ANT, ANT,,,A) < 1(A)

forn #£0.

The proof of Corollary 12.14 is completely parallel to the proof of Corollary 11.6, using Theorem
12.7 in place of Behrend’s theorem (Theorem 11.3) to satisfy the necessary bounds. We therefore omit
the details.

12.3 Rational numbers

Using our generalization of Ruzsa’s theorem (Theorem 12.7), we can prove an analogue of Theorem 12.2
in Q. By restricting our attention to the real coordinate of adeles, we can adapt the proof in [BHKr05,
Section 2.2].

Theorem 12.15. There is an ergodic Q-system (X, B, 1w, (T,,)cq) such that for every quintuple of distinct
rationals r = (ro,r1,72,73,74) € Q> and every | > 1, there is a set A = A(r,1) € B with w(A) > 0 such
that

W (TonAN T AN T AN T, AN T ,A) < p(A)
for every n # 0.

Before proving the theorem, we note that it immediately implies that Conjecture 12.1 holds in Q:

Corollary 12.16. If k > 4, then every k-tuple of distinct nonzero rationals (ry, ... ,ry) € QF fails to have
the large intersections property for Q-systems.
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Proof of Theorem 12.15. Consider the Q-action on K? given by T;,(x,y) = (x+not,y+2nx+n’o), which
preserves the Haar probability measure p on K?. We can choose o € K\ Q so that (not),eq is dense and
the Q-action is consequently ergodic.

Without loss of generality, we may assume r € Zand 0=ro<ri <rn<r3<rs Let BC
{0,1,...,N — 1} be QC5(r)-free. Define polynomials

r
=(r— r1)r2 — (r% — r%)r—i— (r] r% — r%rz),

and set
m:=max{U (ra) + W (rs),V(rs) +s}
as in the proof of Theorem 12.7. For j € {0,1,...,N—1}, let

J o 1
=L L o \xTIz
! [mN’mN+m2N> gb b

and set B := Ujep ;- Finally, let A := K x B. Note 1(A) = n‘f['v.
Suppose (x,y) € ANT,,nANT,,,ANT,,,ANT,,,A for some n # 0. Then {y,y+2rinx+ r%nza,y +
2ranx4-ranla,y+2rsnx -+ rinta,y+2ranx+rin*o} C B. Fori=0,...,4, leta; = y+ri(2nx) +r? (n* ).
We have {ag,a;,a2,a3,a4} C B.
Consider g, as an element of [0, 1) X [],cp Z, C A. By the definition of B, the real coordinate of a; is
in fact in the interval [0, 1).

Observe
sa;=U(r)ao—V (ri)ar +W(r)a, (mod Q)

for i = 3,4. Now, by the choice of m, the adele on the right-hand side has real coordinate in the interval
(—mfl 1), since the real coordinate of each a; is in [O, ) It follows that the real coordinate of the

1
m m
left-hand side is equal to the real coordinate of the right-hand side considered as elements of A.
Let j; € B such that a; € I;,. Then U (r;)ag — V (ri)a; + W (r;)az belongs to the set

7. (Uli)jo=V(ri)ji+W(ri)j2 m—17U(”i)jo—V("i)J'1+W(ri)j2+L 2.
mN m2N mN mN

peP

If j £ U(ri)jo—V(ri)j1 +W(r;) j2, then JNIj = 0. Thus, sj; = U(r;) jo — V (ri) 1 + W(r;) jo for i = 3,4.
It follows that there is a quadratic polynomial P such that P(r;) = j; for i =0,...,4. But B is
QC5(r)-free, so P must be constant. That is, a; € I; for some fixed j € B. Now,

2snx = —(r3 — r})ag + ria; — rias.
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L L _ 92
S0 2snx € (—m, m) X [1,epZp, where L =2r3.

The transformation x — 2snx is measure-preserving, so we have

4
L|B|
u (ﬂTriﬂA> < N2
i=0
To get the bound of u(A)/, it suffices to have

B > Lrim?(-r )N -

Theorem 12.7 guarantees that such a set B exists for large enough N depending on r and /. 0

13 Failure of large intersections for triple recurrence without the paral-
lelogram condition

We say that a quadruple (@o, @1, @2, ¢3) forms a parallelogram if ¢; 4+ ¢; = @ + ¢; for some permutation
(i,j,k,1) of (0,1,2,3). This property characterizes quadruples (0,,y,® + ) up to reordering and
shifts. Theorem 1.11 shows that, for admissible families of homomorphisms coming as multiplication by
integers, the parallelogram condition is sufficient for large intersections. We believe it is also necessary.

Conjecture 13.1. Let G be a countable discrete abelian group. An admissible triple (r,s,t) has the large
intersections property if and only if (0,r,s,t) forms a parallelogram.

It is stated in a footnote in [BTZ15] that if (0,cy,c2,¢3) € Z* does not form a parallelogram, then
(c1,¢2,c3) fails to have the large intersections property for Z-systems, establishing Conjecture 13.1 for
Z. Moreover, if p is sufficiently large (depending on (cy,c2,c¢3)), then the triple fails to have the large
intersections property for F;J-systems as well.

Some progress has also been made on a related combinatorial problem. As noted in the introduction,
for r,s € Z distinct and nonzero and J, € > 0, there exists No = Ny(r,s,0,€) € N such that if N > Ny(98, €)
and A C {1,...,N} has size |A| > SN, then there exists n # 0 such that

AN (A—rn)N(A—sn)N(A—(r+s)n)| > (8*—¢€)N.

Recent work of Sah, Sawhney, and Zhao shows that the parallelogram property is necessary for this
combinatorial result.

Theorem 13.2 ([SahSawZh], Theorem 1.6). There is an absolute constant & > 0 such that, for every

(co,c1,¢2,¢3) € Z* that does not form a parallelogram, the following holds: for all a € (O, %) and all

No €N, there is an N > Ny and a set B C {0,1,...,N — 1} with |B| > aN such that for every n € Z,
|(B—con) N (B—cin) N (B—can) N (B—c3n)| < (1—8)a’*N.
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For general admissible families of homomorphisms {¢, v, ¢ + y}, it is unclear from our methods
whether or not the large intersections property holds. Indeed, the limit formula in Theorem 7.1 only
applies to homomorphisms given by multiplication by integers.

We now discuss a generalization of parallelogram configurations where we can prove a (much weaker)
result about multiple recurrence. One advantage of parallelogram configurations is that we can view them
iteratively. That is,

u(ANTANT L ANTL A) = ((ANT4A) NT,) (AnT4a) ).

In this form, we see, through two successive applications of Khintchine’s theorem, that there are g,h € G
such that

u ((AHT(;(;)A) NTy 0 (AOT(;(;)A)) > u(A)*—e.

The difficulty is in getting pairs (g,4) to lie in the diagonal of G?, i.e. g = h. Beyond this, there
are no obvious obstacles to repeating an iterative process. Since large intersections begin to fail for
longer expressions, this idea must be well short of verifying that parallelogram families have the large
intersections property. On the other hand, we can produce meaningful results about large intersections,
albeit of a different variety, for general “cubic” configurations:

Theorem 13.3. Let X = (X, B, 1, (Ty)ecc) be a measure-preserving system.>® Let A € B, k € N, and
€ > 0. There is a syndetic set S C Hom(G, G)* such that for every (¢1,@,,..., @) € S, the set

,_ . —1 2k
R&‘((pla,(pk) T g € G . nu“ m T‘(£1‘P]+£2(P2+'”+sk¢k)<g)A > ,'L(A) — &
e€{0,1}¥

is syndetic in G.

Before proving Theorem 13.3, we need to unpack some definitions. The collection of homomorphisms
from G to itself, Hom(G, G), is an abelian group under pointwise addition (¢ + y)(g) := ¢(g) + y(g).
Even for countable G, the group Hom(G, G) may be uncountable. For example, Hom(F};, ;) contains the

group Hom(F"p",IFp) = Iﬁi" =T1,— F,. To discuss uniform Cesaro limits and syndetic sets in uncountable
groups, we need to introduce a toplogy.

The natural topology to put on Hom(G, G) is the topology of pointwise convergence.?! That is,
¢, — ¢ if and only if for every g € G, ¢,(g) = ¢(g) for all large enough n. Note that this topology has a
basis of clopen sets of the form Uy, 4. (¢0) := {¢@ € Hom(G,G) : ¢(gi) = ¢@o(gi) fori=1,...,n}. Itis
an easy exercise to check that these sets are also compact, so Hom(G, G) is a locally compact abelian
group.

30Note that we do not assume ergodicity here, in contrast to the results of Section 11. Moreover, as noted in the discussion
above, we obtain here “cubic” expressions of arbitrary length. This is an indication that these methods are unlikely to prove that
Re (@, y) is syndetic for any fixed pair of homomorphisms {¢, y}.

3lWhen dealing with groups G that are not discrete, the appropriate topology is the compact-open topology.
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In this setting, we say S C Hom(G,G) is syndetic if there is a compact set K C Hom(G, G) such
that S+ K = Hom(G,G). A sequence of compact subsets (Fy)yen is a Fglner sequence if for all
¢ € Hom(G,G), % — 0, where m is the Haar measure on Hom(G, G).*? Tt is still true that
a set is syndetic if and only if it intersects every Fglner sequence (see Lemma 1.9), so uniform Cesaro
limits remain useful for proving syndeticity in this more general context.

The key tool for proving Theorem 13.3 is a “Fubini” theorem for (locally compact) amenable groups

proven in [BLeil5]:

Lemma 13.4 ([BLeil5], Lemma 1.1). Let G,H be amenable groups, and let (h,g) + vy, o be a bounded
continuous map from H X G to a Banach space V. Assume that UC-1im, o) ey x G Vi, €xists and for every
g € G, UC-limyecy vy, 4 exists. Then

UC- lim v, ,=UC-limUC-limvy,.
(h,g)eHxG geG heH

Proof of Theorem 13.3. First we will apply Lemma 13.4 to show that

: —1 2k
UC_ ((Pl llng)k’g) ‘LL Ql}k 7‘(81 i +£2(P2+"'+8k(pk)(g>A 2 ‘Lt (A) . (94)
’ £€40,
This implies that the set of (¢y,...,¢;g) with large intersections is syndetic. We then apply Lemma

13.4 again to obtain a syndetic slice S C Hom(G, G)* for which syndetically many g € G produce large
intersections.

We know that for every g € G

uc- i AT A) > LAY
(DIGH;rInn(G,G)u( o1(g) ) = 1(A)

This is the content of (a general version of) Khintchine’s recurrence theorem for the action of Hom(G, G)
given by S¢ := Tj(,), and it follows immediately from the ergodic theorem and Cauchy-Schwarz.
Applying Lemma 13.4, we therefore have

. —1 o . . -1
uc- lim u (ANT,, (A) = UC-imUC-imu(ANT, { A)

> UC-limp(A)?
8
= “(A)zv

which proves the k = 1 case of (94).
Now suppose (94) holds for some k > 1. For notational convenience, let

L -1
Ag,..pug = ﬂ T(e. (P1+82(P2+"'+£k‘Pk)(g)A
ec{0,1}*

32Note that these definitions are consistent with the definitions of syndetic sets and Fglner sequences given for countable
discrete groups in the introduction.
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for (¢1,..., ¢ ). In this notation, the induction hypothesis says

. k
UC-  lim  p(Ag,. gug) > u(Aa).
(@15, 0x38)

Applying Lemma 13.4, we have

UC- lim u 7! A
(@11 Pes1:8) EG{Q}H' (101 +&202+ +EcPu+Er1 Pir1)(8)

o _ . BT 1
=UC- lim  UC-Tim (Ag,. e Ty oA

. 2
= UG- lim u (A<P17---,<Pk;g)
(@1, Px38)

2
Z(UC‘ lim ,U(A@l,..‘,q)k;g))
(@1, 0138)

N 2
> (u@)?)
_ “(A)2k+l )
Thus, (94) holds by induction.

Now, we can apply Lemma 13.4 one final time to obtain the inequality

. . 1 2k
Uc- lim  UC-limp m T(Sl ol +82(P2+"‘+8k¢k)(8)A > p1(A)”
(@1,,0%) ec{0,1}¢

It follows that the set

S .= {(q)l,...,(pk) € Hom(G,G)* : Rc(@y,..., @) is syndetic in G}

is syndetic in Hom(G, G)*. O
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