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Toruń, Poland

(Communicated by Alejandro Maass)

Abstract. A recent result of Frantzikinakis in [17] establishes sufficient con-
ditions for joint ergodicity in the setting of Z-actions. We generalize this result
for actions of second-countable locally compact abelian groups. We obtain
two applications of this result. First, we show that, given an ergodic action
(Tn)n∈F of a countable field F with characteristic zero on a probability space

(X,B, µ) and a family {p1, . . . , pk} of independent polynomials, we have

lim
N→∞

1

|ΦN |

∑
n∈ΦN

Tp1(n)f1 · · · Tpk(n)fk =
k∏

j=1

∫
X

fi dµ,

where fi ∈ L∞(µ), (ΦN ) is a Følner sequence of (F,+), and the convergence
takes place in L2(µ). This yields corollaries in combinatorics and topological
dynamics. Second, we prove that a similar result holds for totally ergodic
actions of suitable rings.

1. Introduction. In [5], Bergelson asked whether, for a totally ergodic1 system
(X,B, µ, T ), the following statement holds:

(*) For any family of independent2 polynomials p1, . . . , pk ∈ Z[n] and any func-
tions f1, . . . , fk ∈ L∞(µ), one has

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑

n=1

T p1(n)f1 · · ·T
pk(n)fk =

∫

X

f1 dµ · · ·

∫

X

fk dµ,

where convergence takes place in L2(µ).
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1We say that a measure-preserving system (X,B, µ, T ) is totally ergodic if Ta is ergodic for all

a ∈ N.
2Let R be a countable ring. We say that a family of polynomials {p1, . . . , pk} ⊂ R[n] is

independent if for any (b1, . . . , bk) ∈ Rk \ {~0}, the polynomial
∑k

i=1 bipi is not constant.
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2 ANDREW BEST AND ANDREU FERRÉ MORAGUES

This question was answered in the affirmative in [18]. In fact, (*) holds if and only
if T is totally ergodic.

Recently, the ergodic theory of actions by groups other than the integers has
garnered some attention—see, for example, [9], [11], [27], [12], [26], [2], and [1].

In this spirit, we consider in this article a version of Bergelson’s question for more
general actions. In order to formulate this question, we need a definition. Let G be
a countable abelian group. We say that a sequence (ΦN ) of nonempty subsets of G
is a Følner sequence in G if, for every g ∈ G, we have

lim
N→∞

|ΦN∆(g +ΦN )|

|ΦN |
= 0,

where ∆ denotes the symmetric difference, i.e. A∆B = (A \B) ∪ (B \A).

Problem. Let (X,B, µ) be a probability space. For which (countable) ring actions
(Tr)r∈R on (X,B, µ) is the following statement (**) true?

(**) For any family of independent polynomials p1, . . . , pk ∈ R[n], any Følner se-
quence3 (ΦN ), and any functions f1, . . . , fk ∈ L∞(µ), one has

lim
N→∞

1

|ΦN |

∑

n∈ΦN

Tp1(n)f1 · · ·Tpk(n)fk =

k∏

j=1

∫

X

fj dµ,

where convergence takes place in L2(µ).

As in Bergelson’s question, we continue to require that the polynomials be inde-
pendent. This assumption cannot be removed; see Remark 5.8.

By analogy with the case of Z-actions, one would expect total ergodicity to be
necessary and sufficient for (**) to hold.

In fact, we will show that, for countable fields of zero characteristic, (**) holds
if and only if the action is ergodic, and that, for certain suitable rings, (**) holds if
and only if the action is totally ergodic. These terms will be defined in Section 1.2.

Our results can be understood in a common framework that we now describe.

1.1. Sufficient conditions for joint ergodicity of sequences. Let us review
one of the main results of Frantzikinakis in [17]. Given an ergodic measure-preserving
system (X,B, µ, T ), a family of sequences a1, . . . , aℓ : N → N is jointly ergodic for
(X,B, µ, T ) if, for all f1, . . . , fℓ ∈ L∞(µ),

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑

n=1

T a1(n)f1 · · ·T
aℓ(n)fℓ =

ℓ∏

i=1

∫

X

fi dµ

holds in L2(µ).
Note that the aforementioned question of Bergelson in [5] can obviously be refor-

mulated in terms of joint ergodicity of sequences given by independent polynomials.
Inspired by an argument of Peluse [24] and Peluse and Prendiville [25], Frantzik-

inakis shows in [17] that a family of sequences a1, . . . , aℓ is jointly ergodic for
(X,B, µ, T ) provided that two conditions hold:

3A perceptive reader will notice that we did not mention Følner sequences in (*). In fact,
(*) is equivalent to a version which also quantifies over all Følner sequences of Z, not just ΦN =
{1, . . . , N}.
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1. The sequences a1, . . . , aℓ are good for equidistribution for the system (X,B, µ,
T ), meaning that

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑

n=1

e2πi(a1(n)α1+···+aℓ(n)αℓ) = 0

holds for any α1, . . . , αℓ ∈ [0, 1), not all zero, which are such that there exist
non-constant functions fj : X → S1, with Tfj = e2πiαjfj, j = 1, . . . , ℓ.

2. The sequences a1, . . . , aℓ are good for seminorm4 estimates for the system
(X,B, µ, T ), meaning that there exists s ∈ N such that whenever f1, . . . , fℓ ∈
L∞(µ) satisfy |||fl|||s = 0 for some l ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, then

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑

n=1

T a1(n)f1 · · ·T
aℓ(n)fℓ = 0

holds in L2(µ), provided that fl+1, . . . , fℓ are eigenfunctions, i.e., belong to
{f ∈ L∞(µ) : |f | = 1 and Tf = e2πitf for some t ∈ [0, 1)}.

For our purposes, it will be useful to create a far-reaching generalization of Frantzik-
inakis’s result from the setting of Z-actions to the setting of actions of second-
countable locally compact abelian groups G. We state this generalization as Theo-
rem 1.1 below; the precise definitions of the relevant terms we generalize from Z to
G will be left to Sections 2 and 3.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(ΦN ) be a Følner sequence. Let (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be an ergodic system and a1, . . . , aℓ :
G → G be mappings that are good for seminorm estimates and equidistribution for
(X,µ, (Tg)g∈G). Then, for any f1, . . . , fℓ ∈ L∞(µ) we have:

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Ta1(n)f1 · · ·Taℓ(n)fℓ =

∫

X

f1 dµ · · ·

∫

X

fℓ dµ (1)

in L2(µ).

This result is proved in Section 3. Some intermediate results require relatively
substantial changes compared to the case of Z-actions. Some proofs of interme-
diate results are omitted when their adaptations are routine. As with the proof
of Frantzikinakis’s theorem, our proof of Theorem 1.1 uses only “soft” tools from
ergodic theory and eschews Host–Kra structure theory (see, for example, [19, Chap-
ter 21] for a detailed description) and equidistribution results on nilmanifolds.

1.2. Answering the Problem, and related corollaries. We will apply Theo-
rem 1.1 to deduce Theorems 1.2 and 1.6, which provide answers to the Problem
above. Thus, we need only verify that the necessary equidistribution results and
seminorm estimates hold for sequences given by families of independent polynomi-
als.

To facilitate discussion, we recall two definitions. Let G be a countable abelian
group. An action (Tg)g∈G on a probability space (X,B, µ) is ergodic if any f ∈ L2(µ)
with Tgf = f for all g ∈ G is constant, and totally ergodic if every subaction on a
finite index subgroup H ≤ G is ergodic.

4These seminorms ||| · |||s are the Gowers–Host–Kra seminorms, whose definition and basic
properties will be given in Section 3.1.
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1.2.1. Countable fields of characteristic zero. Our first application of Theorem 1.1
will be to ergodic actions of countable fields of characteristic zero. One might
wonder why we choose to work with fields first; a few comments are in order.

It is well known that fields of characteristic zero do not have additive subgroups
of finite index. Indeed, this algebraic property means that ergodic actions of such
fields are totally ergodic5. This coincidence allows us to obtain a positive answer
to the Problem for any such ergodic action.

Only requiring ergodicity (instead of total ergodicity) will turn out to have many
interesting combinatorial and topological-dynamical consequences that we cannot
obtain otherwise.

We will prove the following theorem in Section 4. Recall that the notion of
independent polynomials was defined in footnote 2 above.

Theorem 1.2. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let (X,µ,
(Tn)n∈F ) be an ergodic F -system. Let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in (F,+), let
k ∈ N, let p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] be independent polynomials, and let f1, . . . , fk ∈ L∞(µ)
be functions. Then

lim
N→∞

1

|ΦN |

∑

n∈ΦN

Tp1(n)f1 · · ·Tpk(n)fk =

k∏

j=1

∫

X

fi dµ

in L2(µ).

It is worth mentioning that an alternative approach to proving Theorem 1.2
and Theorem 1.6 would be to use an appropriate analog of the structure theory of
Host–Kra characteristic factors à la [18]. However, an essential ingredient to this
approach is a suitable description of said factors, which is not yet available in this
generality. Obtaining such a description remains an open problem.

An application of the Furstenberg correspondence principle (see Section 4 for
details) allows us to deduce the following corollary from Theorem 1.2. We first
recall a notion of largeness. Let G be a countable abelian group. Given a subset
E ⊆ G, the upper Banach density of E, denoted by d∗(E), is defined by

d∗(E) := sup{d̄(ΦN )(E) : (ΦN ) is a Følner sequence in G},

where, for a given Følner sequence (ΦN ), we put

d̄(ΦN )(E) := lim sup
N→∞

|E ∩ ΦN |

|ΦN |
.

Corollary 1.3. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let E ⊆ F with
d∗(E) > 0, k ∈ N, and p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] be independent polynomials. Then, for
each ε > 0, the set {n ∈ F : d∗(E ∩ (E−p1(n))∩· · · ∩ (E−pk(n))) > d∗(E)k+1−ε}
is syndetic6.

Because of the strength of Theorem 1.2, we also have a corollary in topological
dynamics. We say that (X, d, (Tn)n∈F ) is a minimal topological dynamical system
if (X, d) is a compact metric space, the maps Tn : X → X , n ∈ F, form an action
of F on X by homeomorphisms, and for each x ∈ X we have

{Tnx : n ∈ F} = X.

5This fact has manifested before; see, e.g., [22].
6We say that a set S ⊆ F is syndetic if F =

⋃
n∈K(S − n), where K is a finite subset of F .
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Corollary 1.4. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let (X, d,
(Tn)n∈F ) be a minimal topological dynamical system, where (X, d) is a compact
metric space. Let k ∈ N and p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] be a family of independent polyno-
mials. Then there exists a dense Gδ set X0 ⊆ X such that for every x ∈ X0 we
have

{(Tp1(n)x, . . . , Tpk(n)x) : n ∈ F} = X × · · · ×X
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

.

1.2.2. “Good” rings. Our second application of Theorem 1.1 will be to totally er-
godic actions of a suitable class of rings which we call good rings and which we now
define.

Definition 1.5. Let R be a commutative ring. We say that R is good if it is a
countable integral domain with characteristic zero, and every non-zero ideal has
finite index in R.

Defining this class of rings is meant to capture the properties of the ring Z that
are desirable from the perspective of applications to ergodic theory. Good rings
include countable fields of characteristic zero and also rings of integers of number
fields. Our application of Theorem 1.1 in the case of good rings is similar to that
of countable fields of characteristic zero, but requires some slight modifications.

Let us comment on the assumptions embedded in this definition. Countability
is assumed for convenience. Working with rings of characteristic zero is meant
to avoid technical trouble arising from torsion; the positive characteristic case is
unknown to the authors. Similarly, in several places our argument requires non-
zero ideals to have finite index; it is not known whether this assumption may be
dispensed with. Lastly, it can be shown that (**) does not hold for countable rings
with characteristic zero such that every non-zero ideal has finite index that are not
integral domains. We will prove the following theorem in Section 5.

Theorem 1.6. Let R be a good ring. Let (X,µ, (Tr)r∈R) be a totally ergodic R-
system. Let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in (R,+), let k ∈ N, let p1, . . . , pk ∈ R[x]
be independent polynomials, and let f1, . . . , fk ∈ L∞(µ) be functions. Then

lim
N→∞

1

|ΦN |

∑

n∈ΦN

Tp1(n)f1 · · ·Tpk(n)fk =

k∏

j=1

∫

X

fi dµ

in L2(µ).

Remark 1.7. As mentioned above, rings of integers of number fields are good rings.
Therefore, Theorem 1.6 recovers [1, Theorem 3.1] as a special case (see also item 2
in their abstract).

Let R be a countable ring with characteristic zero, and let (Tn)n∈R be an ergodic
R-action on a probability space (X,B, µ). We will now sketch a proof of the fact
that (**) can only hold if the action (Tn)n∈R is totally ergodic (it is obvious that
ergodicity is necessary).

Suppose to the contrary that (**) holds for the ergodic action (Tn)n∈R, and
assume that it is not totally ergodic. By assumption, we can find a finite index
additive subgroup J ⊆ R, and a non-constant f ∈ L2(µ) such that Tnf = f for all
n ∈ J . Since this f has finite orbit in L2(µ) under (Tn)n∈R, we can write

f =
∑

j∈N

cjfj in L2(µ)
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for some complex numbers cj , not all zero, some functions fj : X → S1 with
Tnfj = χj(n)fj , where χj : R → S1 are distinct characters. It is easy to check that
the fj are an orthogonal family, which implies that for each j ∈ N, χ(n) = 1 for all
n ∈ J . Moreover, since J is of finite index, one can show that each χj only takes
finitely many values, which are necessarily roots of unity (that may depend on j).

Taking a suitable fj , we see there exists a non-constant function g : X → S1

such that Tng = χ(n)g, for some character χ : R → S
1 taking values on finitely

many roots of unity. Note that since R has zero characteristic, we can find a natural
number a ∈ N such that χ(an) = 1 for all n ∈ R. Finally, consider the polynomial
p(n) = an (which is non-trivial, since R has characteristic zero). We have assumed
that (**) holds; hence, from just the k = 1 situation of (**), it follows that for any
Følner sequence (ΦN ) in R we have

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Tang = lim

N→∞
En∈ΦN

χ(an)g = g.

However,
∫

X
g dµ = 0, a contradiction.

1.3. Outline of the paper. This article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
introduce notation and recall some general facts in ergodic theory. In Section 3,
after some preparation, we prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, we obtain Theorem 1.2
via Theorem 1.1, which requires us to verify two conditions are met. We do this in
Theorems 4.1 and 4.2, and the section ends with a few corollaries in combinatorics
and topological dynamics. Lastly, Section 5 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.6
via Theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminaries.

2.1. Notation. We put N = {1, 2, 3, . . .}. Let G be a second-countable locally
compact abelian group7. For any subset A ⊆ G with 0 < m(A) < ∞ and any
bounded function a : G → C we write

En∈A a(n) :=
1

m(A)

∫

A

a(n) dm(n),

where m is a Haar measure on G.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group with
a Haar measure m.8 We say that a sequence (ΦN ) of nonempty subsets of G is a
Følner sequence in G if, for every g ∈ G, we have

lim
N→∞

m(ΦN∆(g +ΦN))

m(ΦN )
= 0.

(Note that the definition is independent of the choice of Haar measure.)

We use the notation oM ;N→∞(1) to denote a quantity that, for fixed M ∈ N,
tends to 0 as N → ∞.

LetG be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Ameasure-preserving
system, or simply a system, is a quadruple (X,B, µ, (Tg)g∈G) for which (X,B, µ) is a
probability space9, the map Tg : X → X is an invertible measure-preserving trans-
formation for each g ∈ G, and Tg ◦ Th = Tgh for all g, h ∈ G. We typically omit

7It is classical that such groups possess Følner sequences.
8Once the Haar measure m has been fixed, we use |A| and m(A) interchangeably for measurable

A ⊆ G.
9All our spaces are standard, i.e. measurably isomorphic to an interval with Lebesgue measure

together with (at most) countably many disjoint atoms.
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the σ-algebra B and write (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G). As usual, for f ∈ L∞(µ) and g ∈ G, we
denote by Tgf the function f ◦ Tg.

We say that (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) is ergodic if the only functions f ∈ L1(µ) satisfying
Tgf(x) = f(x) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X for all g ∈ G are the constant functions.

2.2. Background in ergodic theory. We will need two variants of the van der
Corput trick.

Lemma 2.2. Let {xg}g∈G be a bounded family of elements of a Hilbert space indexed
by a second-countable locally compact abelian group G, and let (ΦN ) be a Følner
sequence in G. Then, for all M,N ∈ N,

||En∈ΦN
xn||

2 ≤ Eh′∈ΦM
Eh∈ΦM−h′En∈ΦN+h′〈xn+h, xn〉+ oM ;N→∞(1).

Proof. We slightly adapt the proof of [2, Lemma 1.8]. Let M ∈ N and notice that

||En∈ΦN
xn||

2 ≤ ||Em∈ΦM
En∈ΦN

xn+m||2 + sup
g∈G

||xg||
2
Em∈ΦM

|ΦN∆(ΦN +m)|

|ΦN |
.

By Jensen’s inequality, the right-hand side is bounded above by

En∈ΦN
||Em∈ΦM

xn+m||2 + oM ;N→∞(1)

= En∈ΦN
Em1∈ΦM

Em2∈ΦM
〈xn+m1 , xn+m2〉+ oM ;N→∞(1).

To obtain the desired inequality, simply change variables and use Fubini’s the-
orem (we can do this because the Haar measure is σ-finite) to exchange the
expectations.

The following variant comes from [23, Lemma 4]. We note that the proof given
in [23] applies to countable abelian groups G without changes.

Lemma 2.3. Let {xg}g∈G be a bounded family of elements of a Hilbert space indexed
by a countable abelian group G, and let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in G.

1. For any finite set S ⊂ G,

lim sup
N→∞

||Eg∈ΦN
xg||

2 ≤ lim sup
N→∞

E(h,h′)∈S2Eg∈ΦN
〈xg+h, xg+h′ 〉 ∈ R.

2. There exists a Følner sequence (ΘM ) in G3 such that

lim sup
N→∞

||Eg∈ΦN
xg||

2 ≤ lim sup
M→∞

E(g,h,h′)∈ΘM
〈xg+h, xg+h′〉 ∈ R.

We will also make use of the following version of the mean ergodic theorem; see
[6, Theorem 4.15] for a reference.

Theorem 2.4 (Mean ergodic theorem for countable abelian groups). Let G be
a countable abelian group acting on a Hilbert space H by unitary transformations
Ug : H → H. Then, for any f ∈ H and any Følner sequence (ΦN ) of G, we have
limN→∞ Eg∈ΦN

Ugf = Pf in norm, where P is the orthogonal projection onto the
invariant subspace {f ′ ∈ H : Ugf

′ = f ′ for all g ∈ G}.

2.3. Joint ergodicity.

Definition 2.5. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(ΦN ) be a Følner sequence. We say that a collection of mappings a1, . . . , aℓ : G → G
is
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(i) jointly ergodic (along (ΦN )) for the system (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) if, for all functions
f1, . . . , fℓ ∈ L∞(µ), we have

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Ta1(n)f1 · · ·Taℓ(n)fℓ =

ℓ∏

j=1

∫

X

fj dµ,

where convergence takes place in L2(µ).
(ii) jointly ergodic (along (ΦN )) if it is jointly ergodic for every ergodic system.

Remark 2.6. When the group G is countable, it is more convenient to think of the
mappings f : G → G, as well as the functions h : G → C, as sequences (in analogy
with the terminology in [17]).

Definition 2.7. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. If
(X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) is a system, we let

Spec((Tg)g∈G) := {α ∈ Hom(G,T) : Tgf = e(α(g))f for some non-zero f ∈ L2(µ)},

where as usual e(x) := exp(2πix) for real x, and we let

E((Tg)g∈G) := {f ∈ L∞(µ) : |f | = 1 and Tgf = e(α(g))f for some α ∈ Hom(G,T)}

denote the eigenfunctions of modulus 1.

When convenient, we also write Tgf = χ(g)f for a character χ ∈ Ĝ and say that
χ is in the spectrum of G.

The seminorms ||| · |||s, which appear in the next definition, are defined in Sec-
tion 3.1.

Definition 2.8. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. We
say that a collection of mappings a1, . . . , aℓ : G → G is:

(i) good for seminorm estimates for the system (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) (along (ΦN )) if
there exists s ∈ N such that whenever f1, . . . , fℓ ∈ L∞(µ) satisfies |||fl|||s = 0
for some l ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} and fl+1, . . . , fℓ ∈ E((Tg)g∈G), then

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Ta1(n)f1 · · ·Taℓ(n)fℓ = 0,

where convergence takes place in L2(µ). It is good for seminorm estimates if
it is good for seminorm estimates for every ergodic system.

(ii) good for equidistribution for the system (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) (along (ΦN )) if for all
α1, . . . , αℓ ∈ Spec((Tg)g∈G), not all of them trivial, we have

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
e(α1(a1(n)) + · · ·+ αℓ(aℓ(n))) = 0. (2)

It is good for equidistribution (along (ΦN )) if it is good for equidistribution
(along ΦN ) for every system, or equivalently, if 2 holds for all homomorphisms
α1, . . . , αℓ : G → T, not all of them trivial.

3. Sufficient conditions for joint ergodicity. We first define some notation and
prove some basic results about seminorms, following the work of [17].
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3.1. Ergodic seminorms and related results.

Definition 3.1. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be a system and f ∈ L∞(µ). Let n := (n1, . . . , ns) ∈ Gs, n′ :=
(n′

1, . . . , n
′
k) ∈ Gk, ε := (ε1, . . . , εs) ∈ {0, 1}s, and z ∈ C. We put

(i) ε · n :=
∑s

i=1 εini.
(ii) |n| :=

∑s
i=1 ni and |ε| :=

∑s
i=1 εi.

(iii) Clz := z if l is even and Clz := z̄ if l is odd.
(iv) nε := (nε1

1 , . . . , nεs
s ), where n0

j = nj , n
1
j = n′

j for j = 1, . . . , s. Note that this

notation will always be used in a context where n′ is understood.
(v) ∆n1 · · ·∆ns

f :=
∏

ε∈{0,1}s C|ε|Tε·nf . For example, ∆nf = f · Tnf .

(vi) ∆nf := ∆n1 . . .∆ns
f .

For a given system (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G), in complete analogy to the Z case, or indeed
the Zd case, the so-called Gowers–Host–Kra seminorms ||| · |||s for s ∈ N can be
defined. We are going to recall the inductive definition next, starting with ||| · |||0,
which we define as follows for f ∈ L∞(µ):

|||f |||0 :=

∫

X

f dµ,

and for s ≥ 0 we put

|||f |||2
s+1

s+1 := lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
|||∆nf |||

2s

s , (3)

where (ΦN ) is any Følner sequence in G. (Note that with our definition, ||| · |||0 is
not a seminorm, but ||| · |||s is for s ≥ 1). The fact that the limit in 3 exists can
be shown using the mean ergodic theorem for G-actions repeatedly. Furthermore,
for any f ∈ L∞(µ), the mean ergodic theorem and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality
imply that |||f |||s ≤ |||f |||s+1 for all s ≥ 1.

If one repeatedly applies the inductive definition 3, one may express |||f |||2
s

s as
an iterated limit. By [8, Lemmas 1.1, 1.2] and [27, Theorem 1.1], such an iterated
limit may be combined in a suitable way without changing the value of the limit.
To give two examples, one may obtain

|||f |||2
s

s = lim
N→∞

En∈Φs
N

∫

X

∆nf dµ

and, if one stops earlier,

|||f |||2
s

s = lim
N→∞

En∈Φs−2
N

|||∆nf |||
4
2. (4)

An alternative way to define the seminorms is via the introduction of some mea-
sures on product spaces. Namely, given the system (X,µ, (Tn)n∈G), we consider

the sequence of systems (X [k], µ[k], (T
[k]
n )n∈G), for k = 0, 1, 2, . . . . These are de-

fined inductively as follows: (X [0], µ[0], (T
[0]
n )n∈G) := (X,µ, (Tn)n∈G), and assum-

ing that (X [k], µ[k], (T
[k]
n )n∈G) has been defined, we let Ik be the σ-algebra of

(T
[k]
n )n∈G-invariant subsets of X [k]. Let Ik be the factor associated to Ik. Then,

(X [k+1], µ[k+1]) is defined as the relative product (X [k], µ[k])×Ik (X
[k], µ[k]) with the

natural action (T
[k+1]
n )n∈G = (T

[k]
n × T

[k]
n )n∈G. In particular, for F,H ∈ L∞(X [k])

we have ∫

X[k+1]

F ⊗H dµ[k+1] =

∫

X[k]

E[F |Ik] · E[H |Ik] dµ
[k].
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This allows for the following alternative definition of the ergodic seminorms. For
f ∈ L∞(µ) and s ≥ 0, we have10

|||f |||s :=





∫

X[s]

⊗

ε∈{0,1}s

C|ε|f dµ[s]





1
2s

,

where {0, 1}0 is taken to be the singleton {0}.
In the sequel, we will need the following lemma. We denote by K((Tg)g∈G) the

Kronecker factor of (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G).

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be an ergodic system and f ∈ L∞(µ). Let f̃ := E[f |K((Tg)g∈G)].
Then

|||f |||2 = |||f̃ |||2.

Proof. Note that by the definition of the seminorms, we have

|||f |||42 = lim
N1→∞

En1∈ΦN1
lim

N2→∞
En2∈ΦN2

∫

X

f · Tn1 f̄ · Tn2 f̄ · Tn1+n2f dµ =

lim
N1→∞

En1∈ΦN1

∫

X×X

(f ⊗ f̄) · (T × T )n1(f̄ ⊗ f) dµ dµ. (5)

Using the Jacobs–de Leeuw–Glicksberg decomposition11, we see by ergodicity that
the last term in the equality 5 is 0 in case f ∈ L2(µ)wm (as it implies that f ⊗ f̄ is
in the weak mixing component of the product space). Thus, |||f |||42 = |||Pf |||42, where
P is the projection onto the compact component of L2(µ). It can be shown that

Pf = f̃ µ-a.e., so taking 4th roots completes the proof.

This lemma allows us to generalize [17, Proposition 3.1] to derive the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be an ergodic system and f ∈ L∞(µ) be a function with ||f ||L∞(µ) ≤
1. Then

|||f |||42 ≤ sup
χ∈E((Tg)g∈G)

Re

(∫

X

f · χ dµ

)

.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 we have

|||f |||2 = |||f̃ |||2.

Since (Tg)g∈G is ergodic, K((Tg)g∈G) has an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions
of modulus one. Furthermore, since (X,B, µ) is standard (defined in footnote 8),
such a base is countable; suppose it is (χj)j∈N. The rest of the proof is as in [17,
Proposition 3.2] verbatim, so we do not reproduce it here.

We may use the previous proposition to deduce the following one.

10Given fε ∈ L∞(µ), we use the notation
⊗

ε∈{0,1}s fε :=
∏

ε∈{0,1}s fε(xε), in the product

space X2s .
11There is a hint of this decomposition (when G = Z) in the work of Koopman and von

Neumann [21]. See [13, Section 16.3] for a more modern treatment.
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Proposition 3.4. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(ΦN ) be a Følner sequence. Let (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be an ergodic system and f ∈ L∞(µ)
be such that |||f |||s+2 > 0 for some s ≥ 0. Then there exist χn ∈ E((Tg)g∈G), n ∈ Gs,
such that

lim inf
N→∞

En∈Φs
N
Re

(∫

X

∆nf · χn dµ

)

> 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality we will assume that ||f ||L∞(µ) ≤ 1. We begin

with an application of 4 to see that the initial hypothesis is equivalent to:

lim
N→∞

En∈Φs
N
|||∆nf |||

4
2 > 0.

A simple application of Proposition 3.3 shows that for some a > 0 we have

lim inf
N→∞

En∈Φs
N

sup
χ∈E((Tg)g∈G)

Re

(∫

X

∆nf · χ dµ

)

≥ a.

Now, for each n ∈ Gs, choose χn ∈ E((Tg)g∈G) such that

Re

(∫

X

∆nf · χn dµ

)

≥ sup
χ∈E((Tg)g∈G)

Re

(∫

X

∆nf · χ dµ

)

−
a

10
,

which completes the proof.

Up to straightforward changes in notation we also have the following lemma (cf.
[17, Lemma 3.3]):

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let (ΦN )
be a Følner sequence. Let (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be a system, and for any s ∈ N let
fε ∈ L∞(µ) be bounded by 1 for ε ∈ {0, 1}s, and gn ∈ L∞(µ) for n ∈ Gs. Let
1 := (1, . . . , 1). Then for every N ∈ N we have

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En∈Φs
N

∫

X

∏

ε∈{0,1}s

Tε·nfε · gn dµ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2s

≤ En,n′∈Φs
N

∫

X

∆n−n′f1 · T−|n|




∏

ε∈{0,1}s

C|ε|gnε



 dµ.

The analogue of [17, Lemma 3.4] also holds in our context, but the proof has to
be adapted at a certain stage:

Lemma 3.6. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be an ergodic system and f ∈ L∞(µ) be such that |||f |||s = 0 for
some s ∈ N. Let (ΦN ), (ΨN ) be Følner sequences in G. For j = 1, . . . , s, N ∈ N,
let bj,N (n1, . . . , ns) ∈ ℓ∞(Gs) be mappings that do not depend on the variable nj

and are bounded by 1, and let

cN (n) :=

s∏

j=1

bj,N(n), n ∈ Φs
N , N ∈ N.

Then,

lim
D→∞

lim
N→∞

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣En∈Φs−1

N
Ed∈ΨD

cN (n, d) ·∆n,df
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

= 0.
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Proof. Using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, together with the fact that bs,N does
not depend on ns and is bounded by 1 and the fact that

∆n,df = Td(∆nf̄) · (∆nf), n ∈ Gs−1, d ∈ G,

it suffices to show that

lim
D→∞

lim
N→∞

En∈Φs−1
N

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En′
s∈ΨD

s−1∏

j=1

bj,N (n, n′
s) · Tn′

s
(∆nf̄)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

L2(µ)

= 0, (6)

relabeling d as n′
s.

By Lemma 2.2 for the average over n′
s and composing with T−n′

s
, for any M ∈ N,

the left-hand side of 6 is bounded above by

lim
D→∞

lim
N→∞

En∈Φs−1
N

Eh′∈ΦM
Ens∈ΦM−h′En′

s∈ΨD+h′

s−1∏

j=1

bj,N (n, n′
s + ns) · b̄j,N (n, n′

s)

∫

X

Tns
(∆nf̄) ·∆nf dµ,

which is bounded above by

sup
(HN ),(ΘD)

Følner sequences

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
lim

D→∞
lim

N→∞
En∈Φs−1

N
Ens∈HM

En′
s∈ΘD

s−1∏

j=1

bj,N(n, n′
s + ns) · b̄j,N(n, n′

s)

∫

X

Tns
(∆nf̄) ·∆nf dµ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
.

Since M is arbitrary, it is thus enough to show that for all Følner sequences
(HN ), (ΘN ) we have

lim
M→∞

lim
D→∞

lim
N→∞

En∈Φs−1
N

Ens∈HM
En′

s∈ΘD

s−1∏

j=1

bj,N(n, n′
s + ns) · b̄j,N(n, n′

s)

∫

X

Tns
(∆nf̄) ·∆nf dµ = 0,

so it is enough to show that

lim
M→∞

lim
D→∞

lim
N→∞

En′
s∈ΘD

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
En∈Φs−1

N
Ens∈HM

s−1∏

j=1

bj,N (n, n′
s + ns) · b̄j,N (n, n′

s)

∫

X

Tns
(∆nf̄) ·∆nf dµ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
= 0.

Thus, as in [17, Lemma 3.4], it is enough to show that for any choice of n′
s,D ∈

ΘD, D ∈ N we have

lim
M→∞

lim
N→∞

En∈Φs−1
N

Ens∈HM

s−1∏

j=1

bj,N (n, n′
s,D + ns) · b̄j,N (n, n′

s,D)

∫

X

Tns
(∆nf̄) ·∆nf dµ = 0,



POLYNOMIAL ERGODIC AVERAGES FOR RINGS 13

and by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality it is actually enough to show that

lim
M→∞

lim
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En∈Φs−1
N

Ens∈HM

s−1∏

j=1

b′j,N (n, ns) ·∆n,ns
f

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

= 0,

where b′j,N (n, ns) := bj,N (n, n′
s,D + ns) · b̄j,N (n, n′

s,D). Note that we now have a

product of s − 1 mappings b′j,N that do not depend on the variable nj . If we keep
iterating this process, we will find that it is enough to show

lim
M→∞

lim
N→∞

En∈Φs−1
N

Ens∈HM

∫

X

∆n,ns
f dµ = 0

for any choice of Følner sequences (ΦN ), (HN ). This now follows from the assump-
tion that |||f |||s = 0, as the choice of Følner sequence does not affect the defini-
tion.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We follow the approach in [17] and obtain the fol-
lowing result. It is restated here in a more complicated way for technical reasons.
Theorem 1.1. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let (ΦN )
be a Følner sequence. Let (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be an ergodic system and a1, . . . , aℓ :
G → G be mappings that are good for seminorm estimates and equidistribution for
(X,µ, (Tg)g∈G). Then, for every l ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ℓ} we have:

(Pl) If f1, . . . , fℓ ∈ L∞(µ) are such that fj ∈ E((Tg)g∈G) for j = l + 1, . . . , ℓ, then

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Ta1(n)f1 · · ·Taℓ(n)fℓ =

∫

X

f1 dµ · · ·

∫

X

fℓ dµ (7)

in L2(µ).

In order to prove Theorem 1.1 we need some auxiliary results. The first one is
an easy proof by contradiction as in [17, Proposition 4.2], so we merely give the
statement.

Proposition 3.7. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
a1, . . . , aℓ : G → G be mappings, (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence, (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be a
system, and f1, . . . , fℓ ∈ L∞(µ) be such that

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣En∈ΦN

Ta1(n)f1 · · ·Taℓ(n)fℓ
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0.

Let l ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. Then we can find a Følner subsequence (ΦNk
) and gk ∈ L∞(µ)

with ||gk||L∞(µ) ≤ 1, k ∈ N, such that for

f̃l := lim
k→∞

En∈ΦNk
T−al(n)gk ·

ℓ∏

j=1,j 6=l

Taj(n)−al(n)f̄j , (8)

where the limit is a weak limit (so f̃l ∈ L∞(µ)), we have

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En∈ΦN
Tal(n)f̃l ·

ℓ∏

j=1,j 6=l

Taj(n)fj

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0.

Furthermore, if ℓ = l = 1 and
∫
f1 dµ = 0, then we can choose f̃1 of the form 8

and such that
∫
f̃1 dµ = 0.

For the next result, the proof given in [17, Proposition 4.3] works for our setting
almost verbatim, so we do not reproduce it.
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Proposition 3.8. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be an ergodic system, fn,k ∈ L∞(µ), k ∈ N, n ∈ G, be bounded by
1, and f ∈ L∞(µ) be defined by

f := lim
k→∞

En∈ΦNk
fn,k

for some Følner sequence (ΦNk
), where the average is assumed to converge weakly.

If |||f |||s+2 > 0 for some s ≥ 0, then there exist a > 0, a subset Λ of Gs with
d(Φs

N
)(Λ) > 0, and χn ∈ E((Tg)g∈G), n ∈ Gs, 12 such that

Re

(∫

X

∆nf · χn

)

> a, n ∈ Λ,

and

lim inf
N→∞

En,n′∈Φs
N
lim sup
k→∞

En∈ΦNk
Re

(∫

X

∆n−n′fn,k · χn,n′ · 1Λ′(n, n′)

)

> 0,

where

χn,n′ := T−|n|




∏

ε∈{0,1}s

C|ε|χnε



 ,

and

Λ′ := {(n, n′) ∈ G2s : nε ∈ Λ for all ε ∈ {0, 1}s}.

We now move to the most important intermediate result in this section:

Proposition 3.9. Let G be a second-countable locally compact abelian group. Let
(ΦN ) be a Følner sequence. Let (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) be an ergodic system and a1, . . . , aℓ :
G → G be good for equidistribution for the system (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G). Suppose that
property (Pl−1) of Theorem 1.1 holds for some l ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. Let f1, . . . , fℓ be

as in Proposition 3.7, and let (ΦNk
), gk, k ∈ N, and f̃l be as in the conclusion

of that proposition. Further assume that fl+1, . . . , fℓ ∈ E((Tg)g∈G). Suppose that

|||f̃l|||s′+2 > 0 for some s′ ≥ 0. Then
∫

X
f̃l dµ 6= 0.

Proof. Suppose without loss of generality that the functions f1, . . . , fℓ are bounded
by 1. We will show that if |||f̃l|||s+2 > 0 for some s ≥ 0, then |||f̃l|||s+1 > 0. Applying

this s′ + 1 times, it follows that |||f̃l|||1 > 0, so
∫

X f̃l dµ 6= 0 by ergodicity. Since

|||f̃l|||s+2 > 0, we can use Proposition 3.8 for f̃l with

fn,k := T−al(n)gk ·
∏

j∈{1,...,ℓ},j 6=l

Taj(n)−al(n)f̄j, k ∈ N, n ∈ G.

Thus, there exist a > 0, a subset Λ of Gs with positive lower density (along (Φs
N )),

χn ∈ E((Tg)g∈G), n ∈ Gs, such that

Re

(∫

X

∆nf̃l · χn

)

> a, n ∈ Λ, (9)

12We choose χn, n ∈ Gs, arbitrarily if n /∈ Λ.
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and

lim inf
N→∞

En,n′∈Φs
N
lim sup
k→∞

En∈ΦNk
Re

(
∫

X

T−al(n)(∆n−n′gk)

∏

j∈{1,...,ℓ},j 6=l

Taj(n)−al(n)(∆n−n′ f̄j) · χn,n′ · 1Λ′(n, n′) dµ

)

> 0, (10)

where

χn,n′ := T−|n|




∏

ε∈{0,1}s

C|ε|χnε



 , n, n′ ∈ Gs,

and

Λ′ := {(n, n′) ∈ G2s : nε ∈ Λ for all ε ∈ {0, 1}s}.

We start by analyzing 10. After composing with Tal(n) we get

lim inf
N→∞

En,n′∈Φs
N
lim sup
k→∞

En∈ΦNk
Re

(
∫

X

(∆n−n′gk)

∏

j∈{1,...,ℓ},j 6=l

Taj(n)(∆n−n′ f̄j) · Tal(n)χn,n′ · 1Λ′(n, n′) dµ

)

> 0.

Let

gj,n,n′ := ∆n−n′ f̄j, j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, j 6= l, n, n′ ∈ Gs,

and

gl,n,n′ := χn,n′ , n, n′ ∈ Gs.

Using Cauchy–Schwarz we deduce that

lim inf
N→∞

En,n′∈Φs
N
1Λ′(n, n′) lim sup

k→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En∈ΦNk

ℓ∏

j=1

Taj(n)gj,n,n′

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0.

Since

1Λ′(n, n′) =
∏

ε∈{0,1}s

1Λ(n
ε) ≤ 1Λ(n)

and the set Λ has positive lower density, we get

lim inf
N→∞

En′∈Φs
N
En∈Λ∩Φs

N
lim sup
k→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En∈ΦNk

ℓ∏

j=1

Taj(n)gj,n,n′

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0. (11)

By assumption, fj ∈ E((Tg)g∈G) for j = l + 1, . . . , ℓ, so it follows that gj,n,n′ ∈
E((Tg)g∈G) for j = l + 1, . . . , ℓ, n, n′ ∈ Gs. Moreover, since χn ∈ E((Tg)g∈G)
for all n ∈ Gs, we get that gl,n,n′ ∈ E((Tg)g∈G) for all n, n

′ ∈ Gs. By assumption,
property (Pl−1) of Theorem 1.1 holds, so 11 remains unchanged if for j = 1, . . . , l−1
we replace the functions gj,n,n′ , n, n′ ∈ Gs, by their integrals. Now, for some group
homomorphisms αn : G → T we have

Tal(n)χn = e(αn(al(n)))χn, n ∈ G,n ∈ Gs,

where αn is in the spectrum of (Tg)g∈G, n ∈ Gs. Thus,

Tal(n)gl,n,n′ = e(βn,n′(al(n)))gl,n,n′ ,
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where

βn,n′ :=
∑

ε∈{0,1}s

(−1)|ε|αnε .

For j = l + 1, . . . , ℓ, n, n′ ∈ Gs, the eigenvalues of the eigenfunctions gj,n,n′ are of
the form e(αj,n,n′), where αj,n,n′ : G → T are in the spectrum of the G-action.
Thus,

lim inf
N→∞

En′∈Φs
N
En∈Λ∩Φs

N
lim sup
k→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En∈ΦNk
e



βn,n′(al(n)) +
ℓ∑

j=l+1

αj,n,n′(aj(n))





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

> 0.

(12)

From 12 we can find elements n′
N ∈ Φs

N , and subsets ΛN of Λ ∩ Φs
N with

lim inf
N→∞

|ΛN |

|ΦN |s
> 0, N ∈ N, (13)

and such that

lim sup
k→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En∈ΦNk
e(βn,n′

N
(al(n)) +

ℓ∑

j=l+1

αj,n,n′

N
(aj(n)))

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

> 0, n ∈ ΛN .

Since the mappings a1, . . . , aℓ are good for equidistribution for (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) and,
for every j = l + 1, . . . , ℓ, n ∈ ΛN , and N ∈ N, the homomorphisms βn,n′

N
, αj,n,n′

N

are in the spectrum of (Tg)g∈G, we deduce that

βn,n′

N
= 0, n ∈ ΛN , N ∈ N,

that is, it is the trivial homomorphism. Now, if nε
N := (nε1

1 , . . . , nεs
s ), where n0

j := nj

and n1
j := n′

j,N for j = 1, . . . , s, on recalling the definition of βn,n′ , we observe

αn = −
∑

ε∈{0,1}s\0

(−1)|ε|αnε
N
, n ∈ ΛN , N ∈ N. (14)

This implies that αn can be expressed as a sum of mappings, each of which depends
only on s− 1 variables from n1, . . . , ns. Since 9 holds for all n ∈ ΛN ⊆ Λ, N ∈ N,
and 13 holds, we deduce that

lim inf
N→∞

En∈ΛN
Re

(∫

X

∆nf̃l · χn dµ

)

> 0.

Composing with Tn′
s
and averaging n′

s over ΦN , together with the fact that

Tn′
s
χn = e(αn(n

′
s)) · χn, n ∈ Gs, n′

s ∈ G,

and then using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we deduce that

lim inf
N→∞

En∈ΛN

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣En′

s∈ΦN
Tn′

s
(∆nf̃l) · e(αn(n

′
s))
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0.

Using Lemma 2.2 for the average over n′
s and composing with T−n′

s
on the integrals

that arise we deduce that for each M ∈ N,

lim sup
N→∞

Re

(

En∈Φs
N
Eh′∈ΦM

Eh∈ΦM−h′e(αn(h)) · 1ΛN
(n)

∫

X

∆(n,ns+1)f̃l dµ

)

> 0.
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By subadditivity of lim sup (and the pigeonhole principle), we can choose h′
M ∈ G

such that

lim sup
N→∞

Re

(

En∈Φs
N
Eh∈ΦM−h′

M
e(αn(h)) · 1ΛN

(n)

∫

X

∆(n,ns+1)f̃l dµ

)

> 0. (15)

Let (HM ) be the Følner sequence defined by HM := ΦM − h′
M . Then, 15 implies

lim inf
M→∞

lim sup
N→∞

Re

(

En∈Φs
N
Ens+1∈HM

cN (n, ns+1) · 1ΛN
(n)

∫

X

∆(n,ns+1)f̃l dµ

)

> 0,

where

cN (n, ns+1) := e(αn(ns+1)), n ∈ Φs
N , ns+1 ∈ HM , N,M ∈ N. (16)

Hence, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we deduce that

lim inf
M→∞

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣En∈Φs

N
Ens+1∈HM

cN (n, ns+1) · 1ΛN
(n) ·∆(n,ns+1)f̃l

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0.

Using 14 and 16 we get that for all N ∈ N and n ∈ ΛN we have

cN (n, ns+1) =

s∏

j=1

bj,N (n, ns+1), n ∈ ΛN , ns+1 ∈ HM , N,M ∈ N,

where bj,N do not depend on the variable nj , for j = 1, . . . , s,N ∈ N, and are
bounded by 1. Since it is also the case that 1ΛN

(n) does not depend on the variable
ns+1, we deduce from Lemma 3.6 that

|||f̃l|||s+1 > 0,

completing the proof.

We are now ready to give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix an ergodic system (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G), a positive integer ℓ ∈
N, and mappings a1, . . . , aℓ : G → G.

First suppose that ℓ = 1. The assumption that the sequence a1 is good for
equidistribution for the system (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G) implies property (P0) in the formu-
lation of Theorem 1.1 given at the beginning of this subsection. Next, still assuming
ℓ = 1, we show that property (P0) implies property (P1). Assume to the contrary
that property (P0) holds and there exists f1 ∈ L∞(µ) such that

∫
f1 dµ = 0 but

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣En∈ΦN

Ta1(n)f1
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0.

By Proposition 3.7, there exists f̃1 ∈ L∞(µ) of the form 8 satisfying
∫
f̃1 dµ = 0

and

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣En∈ΦN

Ta1(n)f̃1

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0.

Since the sequence a1 is good for seminorm estimates for (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G), we deduce

that |||f̃1|||s > 0 for some s ≥ 1. If s = 1, by ergodicity we have
∫

X
f̃l dµ 6= 0, a

contradiction. Otherwise, s ≥ 2. Then, since the assumptions of Proposition 3.9
are satisfied, we deduce that

∫
f̃1 dµ 6= 0, the same contradiction.

Now suppose that ℓ ≥ 2. We show that property (Pl) holds by induction on
l ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ}.
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Assume first that l = 0. In this case, Tgfj = e(αj(g))fj for some αj : G → T,
j = 1, . . . , ℓ. If αj = 0 for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, then by ergodicity, Tgfj =

∫

X
fj dµ, in

which case 7 is obvious. Thus, to see that 7 holds, it suffices to show that

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
e(α1(a1(n)) + · · ·+ αℓ(aℓ(n))) = 0

for α1, . . . , αℓ ∈ Spec((Tg)g∈G), not all of them zero. This holds by the equidistri-
bution assumption on a1, . . . , aℓ.

For l ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, we assume that the property (Pl−1) of Theorem 1.1 holds.
We will show that property (Pl) holds. Note that it suffices to assume that at
least one of the functions fj, j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} \ {l}, has zero integral, by adding and
subtracting the respective integrals for each fj . The only noteworthy term is of the
form

∏

j∈{1,...,ℓ}\{l}

∫

X fj dµ · En∈ΦN
Tal(n)fl, which by the ℓ = 1 case converges in

L2(µ) to
∏

j∈{1,...,ℓ}

∫

X
fj dµ.

Our goal is to show that

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Ta1(n)f1 · · ·Taℓ(n)fℓ = 0,

where convergence takes place in L2(µ). Arguing by contradiction, suppose that

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣En∈ΦN

Ta1(n)f1 · · ·Taℓ(n)fℓ
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0.

Using Proposition 3.7, the same holds replacing fl with the function f̃l defined by
the weak limit in 8, namely

f̃l := lim
k→∞

En∈ΦNk
T−al(n)gk ·

ℓ∏

j=1,j 6=l

Taj(n)−al(n)f̄j , (17)

for some Følner subsequence (ΦNk
), gk ∈ L∞(µ), k ∈ N, with all the functions

bounded by 1.
Since fl+1, . . . , fℓ ∈ E((Tg)g∈g) and the mappings a1, . . . , aℓ are good for semi-

norm estimates for the system (X,µ, (Tg)g∈G), we deduce that |||f̃l|||s > 0 for some

s ∈ N. If s = 1, by ergodicity we have
∫

X
f̃l dµ 6= 0. Otherwise, s ≥ 2. Then, since

the assumptions of Proposition 3.9 are satisfied, we again have
∫

X
f̃l dµ 6= 0.

In either case, using 17, one obtains

lim
k→∞

En∈ΦNk

∫

X

T−al(n)gk ·
∏

j∈{1,...,ℓ},j 6=l

Taj(n)−al(n)f̄j dµ 6= 0.

Composing with Tal(n) and using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we get that

lim sup
k→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

En∈ΦNk

∏

j∈{1,...,ℓ},j 6=l

Taj(n)fj

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(µ)

> 0. (18)

Since at least one of the functions fj, for j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} \ {l}, has zero integral,
and fl+1, . . . , fℓ ∈ E((Tg)g∈G), using property (Pl−1) of Theorem 1.1 (with fl :=
1 ∈ E((Tg)g∈G)), we would find that the limit of the left-hand side of 18 is zero, a
contradiction. We conclude that property (Pl) holds.

4. Joint ergodicity of independent polynomial field actions. Throughout
this section, we will work with fields F with characteristic zero.
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4.1. Equidistribution. The purpose of this short subsection is to prove the fol-
lowing result:

Theorem 4.1. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let χ1, . . . , χk ∈
F̂ not all trivial. Let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in F and let p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] be
linearly independent polynomials with pi(0) = 0, i = 1, . . . , k. Then

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
χ1(p1(n)) · · ·χk(pk(n)) = 0. (19)

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that there are no non-trivial re-
lations between the characters χi. Indeed, suppose such a relation existed, so that
there exist distinct r1, . . . , rt, s ∈ {1, . . . , k} and (not necessarily distinct) elements
ar1 , . . . , art , as ∈ F , as 6= 0, such that

χr1(ar1n) · · ·χrt(artn) = χs(asn)

holds for all n ∈ F . Clearly, we may as well assume that not all of ar1 , . . . , art are

zero, for otherwise, χs(ps(n)) = χs

(

as ·
ps(n)
as

)

= 1, which would imply that we

could eliminate the character χs from the averages we are considering. Thus, we
may assume that not all of ar1 , . . . , art are zero. Then, we notice that

χs(ps(n)) = χs

(

as ·
ps(n)

as

)

= χr1

(
ar1ps(n)

as

)

. . . χrt

(
artps(n)

as

)

,

which implies that the averages in 19 can be simplified to

En∈ΦN

∏

i6=s

χi(p̃i(n)),

where p̃i := pi if i /∈ {r1, . . . , rt} and p̃i := pi +
ai

as
ps if i ∈ {r1, . . . , rt}. It is

straightforward to check that the family of polynomials p̃i is linearly independent,
because the family of pi is.

Thus, it is enough to show that 19 holds under the extra assumption that the
characters χi do not satisfy any non-trivial relation.

After reordering and relabeling if necessary, we may assume that for some t ∈
{1, . . . , k}, pt, . . . , pk are all of degree d := max1≤i≤k deg pi. Applying [10, Theo-
rem 2.12], another convenient form of the van der Corput trick, d− 1 times, we see
that it suffices to show that for all h1, . . . , hd−1 ∈ F \ {0} we have

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
χt(∆h1 . . .∆hd−1

pt(n)) · · ·χk(∆h1 . . .∆hd−1
pk(n)) = 0, (20)

where, given p ∈ F [x] and h ∈ F \ {0}, we put (∆hp)(n) := p(n+ h)− p(n). Since
F has characteristic 0, we can find ah1,...,hd−1;i ∈ F \ {0}, bh1,...,hd−1;i ∈ F such
that ∆h1 . . .∆hd−1

pi(n) = ah1,...,hd−1;in+ bh1,...,hd−1;i. Thus, to show 20 holds, it is
enough to check that

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
χt(ah1,...,hd−1;tn) · · ·χk(ah1,...,hd−1;kn) = 0.

Since the characters under consideration do not satisfy any non-trivial relation, it
is clearly enough to check that for any χ ∈ F̂ \ {1} we have

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
χ(n) = 0.

This is straightforward: suppose that z is a limit point of the sequence (En∈ΦN

χ(n))N∈N. Since χ is a non-trivial character, there exists q ∈ F such that χ(q) 6= 1.
Suppose that

lim
k→∞

En∈ΦNk
χ(n) = z.



20 ANDREW BEST AND ANDREU FERRÉ MORAGUES

Since (ΦNk
) is still a Følner sequence, we have that

z = lim
k→∞

En∈ΦNk
χ(n+ q) = zχ(q).

Given that χ(q) 6= 1, we see that z = 0. The sequence (En∈ΦN
χ(n))N∈N is in the

closed disk of radius 1 in C, which is compact. This implies that at least one limit
point must exist for (En∈ΦN

χ(n))N∈N, and it must be 0. No other limit point is
possible, so the sequence must converge to 0, completing the proof.

4.2. Seminorm estimates. The purpose of this subsection is to show that families
of independent polynomials p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] are good for seminorm estimates, one
of the key requirements of Theorem 1.1. Thus, we want to show the following
theorem, which proves a slightly stronger property.

Theorem 4.2. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let d ∈ N.
For any r, b ∈ N, there exists k ∈ N such that for any family of nonconstant,
essentially distinct13 polynomials p1, . . . , pr : F d → F of degree less than b and any
f1, . . . , fr ∈ L∞(X) with |||f1|||k = 0, one has

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr = 0

in L2(X) for any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in (F d,+).

Remark 4.3. We will only care about d = 1, but the method we use here, intro-
duced in [23], makes use of the “dimension increment trick”, so we will show the
result for F d.

A stepping stone in proving Theorem 4.2 is the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let d ∈ N.
Let p1, . . . , pr : F d → F be essentially distinct polynomials of degree one14. Then
there exists a constant C such that for any f1, . . . , fr ∈ L∞(X), we have

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤ C|||f1|||r

r∏

i=2

||fi||L∞(X)

for any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in F d.

Corollary 4.5. With assumptions as in Proposition 4.4, if additionally |||f1|||r+1 =
0, then we have

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr = 0

in L2(X) for any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in F d.

We prove two lemmas before showing Proposition 4.4.

Lemma 4.6. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let d ∈ N. Let
p : F d → F be a degree one polynomial. Then for any f ∈ L∞(X), we have

lim
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp(g)f
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤ |||f |||1

for any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in F d.

13We say that a family of polynomials p1, . . . , pr ∈ F [x1, . . . , xd] is essentially distinct if pi−pj
is a non-constant polynomial for i 6= j.

14We use degree to mean total degree.
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Proof. In coordinates, we write p(g) = p(g1, . . . , gd) = a1g1 + · · · + adgd + a0 for
a0, a1, . . . , ad ∈ F , not all zero. Since |||Ta0f |||1 = |||f |||1, we may replace f by Ta0f ;
thus assume a0 = 0. Since F is a countable field, F d is a countable amenable group
under addition. Since p is linear, we may define a group action of (F d,+) on L2(X)
by Ug(f

′) := Tp(g)f
′ for each f ′ ∈ L2(X) and g ∈ F d. By the mean ergodic theorem

(Theorem 2.4),

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
Tp(g)f = P1f

in norm, where P1 projects onto {f ′ : Ta1g1+···+adgdf
′ = f ′ for all g1, . . . , gd ∈ F},

which we observe equals {f ′ : Tgf
′ = f ′ for all g ∈ F} since F is a field. Thus, we

have by the mean ergodic theorem that, for any Følner sequence (ΨN ) in F ,

lim
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp(g)f
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

L2(X)
= ||P2f ||

2
L2(X)

= 〈P2f, P2f〉

= 〈f, P2f〉

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΨN

∫

X

f · Tg f̄ dµ

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΨN
|||∆gf |||0 = |||f |||21,

proving the first lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let d ∈ N. Let
p : F d → F be a degree one polynomial with p(0) = 0. For any f ∈ L∞(X), for
any integer k ≥ 0, and any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in F d, we have

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
|||f · Tp(g)f̄ |||

2k

k = |||f |||2
k+1

k+1 .

Proof. The main idea in this lemma is the same as in Lemma 4.6, namely that two
apparently different invariant subspaces turn out to be the same because F is a
field. Unfolding definitions, letting (ΨN) be a Følner sequence in F , and agreeing
to discuss the marked equality afterwards, we calculate

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
|||f · Tp(g)f̄ |||

2k

k

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN

∫

X[k]

⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|(f · Tp(g)f̄) dµ
[k]

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 ·




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

Tp(g)C
|ε|f̄



 dµ[k]

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · T
[k]
p(g)




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k]

∗
= lim

N→∞
Eg∈ΨN

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · T [k]
g




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k]

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΨN
|||f · Tgf̄ |||

2k

k

= |||f |||2
k+1

k+1 .



22 ANDREW BEST AND ANDREU FERRÉ MORAGUES

For the marked equality, consider the following. Since p is linear, we may define

a group action of (F d,+) on L2(X [k]) by Ug(f
′) := T

[k]
p(g)f

′ for each f ′ ∈ L2(X [k])

and g ∈ F d. By the mean ergodic theorem (Theorem 2.4),

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · T
[k]
p(g)




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k] =

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · P1




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k], (21)

where P1 is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace {f ′ : T
[k]
p(g)f

′ = f ′ for all g ∈

F d}, which we observe equals {f ′ : T
[k]
g f ′ = f ′ for all g ∈ F}. Thus, since

Ug(f
′) := T

[k]
g f ′ for each f ′ ∈ L2(X [k]) and g ∈ F defines a group action of (F,+)

on L2(X [k]), we see that

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΨN

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · T [k]
g




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k] =

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · P2




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k], (22)

where P2 is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace {f ′ : T
[k]
g f ′ = f ′ for all g ∈

F}. Since P1 = P2, the marked equality follows from 21 and 22, proving the second
lemma.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. We induct on r. The case r = 1 follows from Lemma
4.6. Let r ≥ 2 and assume that for any p1, . . . , pr−1 : F d → F essentially distinct
polynomials of degree one there exists C such that for any f1, . . . , fr−1 ∈ L∞(X)
we have

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr−1(g)fr−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤ C|||f1|||r−1

r−1∏

i=2

||fi||L∞(X)

for any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in F d.
Let p1, . . . , pr : F d → F be essentially distinct polynomials of degree one, and

let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in F d. We would want to show there exists C such
that for any f1, . . . , fr ∈ L∞(X) we have

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤ C|||f1|||r

r∏

i=2

||fi||L∞(X) .

It suffices to consider only the case when pi(0) = 0 and ||fi||L∞(X) ≤ 1 for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , r}. However, note that under the latter assumption, it actually suffices
to show there exists C such that for any f1, . . . , fr ∈ L∞(X) we have

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤ C|||f1|||r,

so let us show this.
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Applying part (1) of Lemma 2.3 with xg = Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr ∈ L2(X) for

g ∈ F d, exploiting the F -invariance of µ and the linearity of our pi’s, and using
Cauchy–Schwarz, we see that for any finite subset S ⊂ F d,

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

L2(X)

≤ lim sup
N→∞

E(h,h′)∈S2Eg∈ΦN

∫

X

r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h)fi

r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h′)f̄i dµ

= lim sup
N→∞

E(h,h′)∈S2Eg∈ΦN

∫

X

(
r−1∏

i=1

T(pi−pr)(g)

(
Tpi(h)fi · Tpi(h′)f̄i

)

)

(
Tpr(h)fr · Tpr(h′)f̄r

)
dµ

≤ E(h,h′)∈S2 lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Eg∈ΦN

r−1∏

i=1

T(pi−pr)(g)(Tpi(h)fi · Tpi(h′)f̄i)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

.

By the inductive hypothesis, there exists C′ (independent of the fi’s and of (ΦN ))
such that for any h,h′ ∈ F d, we have

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Eg∈ΦN

r−1∏

i=1

T(pi−pr)(g)(Tpi(h)fi · Tpi(h′)f̄i)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤ C′|||Tp1(h)f1 · Tp1(h′)f̄1|||r−1

r−1∏

i=2

∣
∣
∣
∣Tpi(h)fi · Tpi(h′)f̄i

∣
∣
∣
∣
L∞(X)

≤ C′|||Tp1(h)f1 · Tp1(h′)f̄1|||r−1.

Thus, after combining the above displays and applying F -invariance of ||| · |||r−1 and
Jensen’s inequality, we get for any finite subset S ⊂ F d that

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤
(
C′

E(h,h′)∈S2 |||Tp1(h)f1 · Tp1(h′)f̄1|||r−1

)1/2

= (C′)1/2
(
E(h,h′)∈S2 |||f1 · Tp1(h′−h)f̄1|||r−1

)1/2

≤ (C′)1/2
(

E(h,h′)∈S2 |||f1 · Tp1(h′−h)f̄1|||
2r−1

r−1

)2−r

.

To finish, let (ΨN ) be a Følner sequence in F d. Then (ΨN × ΨN ) is a Følner
sequence in F 2d and (h,h′) 7→ p(h,h′) := p1(h

′ − h) is a degree one polynomial
from F 2d to F with p(0) = 0, so letting S = ΨN successively for each N and
applying Lemma 4.7, we conclude

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤ (C′)1/2|||f1|||r ,

completing the induction.

We now prepare to execute the PET induction, a technique introduced in [4].
Here we follow the presentation of Leibman in [23].

Fix d ∈ N. A system P is a finite collection of polynomials on F d, whose degree
degP is defined to be the maximum of the total degrees of these polynomials.
A system P = {p1, . . . , pr} is standard if all pi are nonconstant and essentially
distinct, i.e. pi − pj is not constant for i 6= j, and also deg p1 = degP . If p
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and q are polynomials on F d, define p to be equivalent to q iff deg p = deg q and
deg(p − q) < deg p. This defines an equivalence relation on the set of all such
polynomials, which thus partitions a given system P into equivalence classes. The
degree of an equivalence class is the common degree of its polynomials. For a
system P , define its weight ω(P ) as the vector (ω1, . . . , ωdegP ), where ωi is the
number of equivalence classes of degree i in P .15 For two given integer vectors
ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm) and ω′ = (ω′

1, . . . , ω
′
m′), define ω < ω′ iff either condition

(1) m < m′

(2) m = m′ and there is an n ≤ m such that ωn < ω′
n and ωi = ω′

i for n < i ≤ m

is met. This defines a well ordering on the set of weights of systems. We plan to
induct on this well ordering of weights. One final agreement before we start: We
say a property holds for almost all g ∈ F d if the set of elements of F d for which
it does not hold is contained in the set of zeroes of a nontrivial polynomial on F d.
The reason for this is that the set of zeros of a nontrivial polynomial p, say E, has
zero upper Banach density. Indeed, by equation (5) right after [3, Remark 1.1] to
show that d∗(E) = 0 it is enough to show that for any tuple of Følner sequences
(Φ1,N , . . . ,Φd,N) we have d̄(Φ1,N×···×Φd,N )(E) = 0. This is straightforward: for fixed
(u1, . . . , ud−1) ∈ Φ1,N×· · ·×Φd−1,N , the set of v ∈ F such that p(u1, . . . , ud−1, v) =
0 has cardinality bounded above by the degree of the polynomial in v (which is in
turn bounded above by some constant C independent of the choice of u1, . . . , ud−1).

Thus,
|E∩(Φ1,N×···×Φd,N )|

|Φ1,N×···×Φd,N | ≤ C
|Φd,N | , which goes to 0 as N → ∞.

We now show the following.

Proposition 4.8. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let d ∈ N.
For any r ∈ N and any integer vector ω = (ω1, . . . , ωℓ), there is a k ∈ N such
that for any standard system P = {p1, . . . , pr : F d → F} of weight ω and any
f1, . . . , fr ∈ L∞(X) with |||f1|||k = 0, we have

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
Tp1(g)f1 · · ·Tpr(g)fr = 0

in L2(X) for any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in F d.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the weight of the standard system. The base
case handles all weights corresponding to systems of degree one and follows by
Corollary 4.5. Let P = {p1, . . . , pr} be a standard system with degP ≥ 2 and
weight ω. By strong induction, there exists16 k ∈ N such that for any standard
system {q1, . . . , qs} with s ≤ 2r with weight ω′ < ω and any f̃1, . . . , f̃s ∈ L∞(X)

with |||f̃1|||k = 0, we have

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
Tq1(g)f̃1 · · ·Tqs(g)f̃s = 0

in L2(X) for any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in F d.
Choose i0 ∈ {2, . . . , r} such that pi0 has the minimal degree in our given system

P . In case all polynomials in P have the same degree, if possible, choose i0 to be
such that pi0 is not equivalent to p1. For each h,h′ ∈ F d, define the system

Ph,h′ := {pi(g + h), pi(g + h′) : deg pi > 1} ∪ {pi(g + h′) : deg pi = 1},

15We will not need to count the number of equivalence classes of degree 0.
16There are finitely many possible weights ω′ of systems of s ≤ 2r polynomials such that

ω′ < ω, and the seminorms ||| · |||k form a nondecreasing sequence.
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where pi(g + h) and pi(g + h′) are viewed as polynomials in g. Order Ph,h′ =
{qh,h′,1, . . . , qh,h′,s} in some way so that qh,h′,1(g) = p1(g + h) and qh,h′,s(g) =
pi0(g+h′). Then Ph,h′ is a standard system for almost all (h,h′) ∈ F 2d. Moreover,
we have not changed the equivalence classes P had: For any h,h′ ∈ F d and i ∈
{1, . . . , r}, the polynomials pi(g + h) and pi(g + h′) are equivalent to pi(g), so it
follows that ω(Ph,h′) = ω(P ) = ω always.

Next, for any h,h′, define the system

P ′
h,h′ := {qh,h′,1 − qh,h′,s, . . . , qh,h′,s−1 − qh,h′,s}.

We will apply the induction hypothesis to these, so we check the following. For
almost all (h,h′) ∈ F 2d, Ph,h′ is standard. This follows first since the nonconstant
and essentially distinct nature of the qh,h′,j , j ∈ {1, . . . , s− 1} implies the same for
qh,h′,j − qh,h′,s, j ∈ {1, . . . , s−1}. Second, if pi0 is not equivalent to p1, then pi0 has
been chosen either to have smaller degree than p1 or to have the same degree but
not reduce the degree of p1 on subtracting, so that deg(qh,h′,1 − qh,h′,s) = deg p1 =
degPh,h′ for all h,h′; and if pi0 is equivalent to p1, then deg(qh,h′,1 − qh,h′,s) =
deg p1− 1 = degPh,h′ for almost all h,h′. Finally, we have reduced the weight: For
all (h,h′) ∈ F 2d, we have ω(P ′

h,h′) < ω. This follows since the equivalence classes

in P ′
h,h′ and their degrees are the same as those in Ph,h′ , with one exception: The

class in Ph,h′ to which qh,h′,s belongs has either vanished or been split into some
new classes of lesser degree.

Now we can combine everything. Let f1, . . . , fr ∈ L∞(X) with |||f1|||k = 0 and let
(ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in F d. We may assume that ||f2||L∞(X), . . . , ||fr||L∞(X) ≤

1. By part (1) of Lemma 2.3 applied to xg =
∏r

i=1 Tpi(g)fi ∈ L2(X) for g ∈ F d, for

any finite set S ⊂ F d, we have

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Eg∈ΦN

r∏

i=1

Tpi(g)fi

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

L2(X)

≤ lim sup
N→∞

E(h,h′)∈S2Eg∈ΦN

∫

X

r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h)fi ·
r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h′)f̄i dµ

= lim sup
N→∞

E(h,h′)∈S2Eg∈ΦN

∫

X

∏

deg pi>1

(
Tpi(g+h)fi · Tpi(g+h′)f̄i

) ∏

deg pi=1

Tpi(g+h′)(fi · Tpi(h)−pi(h′)f̄i) dµ

= lim sup
N→∞

E(h,h′)∈S2Eg∈ΦN

∫

X

s∏

j=1

Tq
h,h′,j(g)

f̃h,h′,j dµ

= lim sup
N→∞

E(h,h′)∈S2Eg∈ΦN

∫

X





s−1∏

j=1

T(q
h,h′,j−q

h,h′,s)(g)
f̃h,h′,j



 · f̃h,h′,s dµ

≤ E(h,h′)∈S2 lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Eg∈ΦN

s−1∏

j=1

T(q
h,h′,j−q

h,h′,s)(g)
f̃h,h′,j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

,

where the first equality is a rearrangement, the second equality follows on setting
(for h,h′ ∈ F d) qh,h′,1, . . . , qh,h′,s to be the polynomials of the system Ph,h′ and
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setting f̃h,h′,j to be either fi or fi · Tpi(h)−pi(h′)f̄i for appropriate17 i, the third
equality follows from invariance, and the last inequality is Cauchy–Schwarz. Note
that since deg p1 = degP ≥ 2, we have f̃h,h′,1 = f1. Thus, by the induction
hypothesis applied to P ′

h,h′ , we have

lim
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Eg∈ΦN

s−1∏

j=1

T(q
h,h′,j−q

h,h′,s)(g)
f̃h,h′,j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

= 0

for almost all (h,h′) ∈ F 2d. For the remaining (h,h′) ∈ F 2d, the norm in the
previous display is bounded by 1, which implies that

inf
S⊂Fd finite

E(h,h′)∈S2 lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Eg∈ΦN

s−1∏

j=1

T(q
h,h′,j−q

h,h′,s)(g)
f̃h,h′,j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

= 0,

by taking F to be the successive terms of a Følner sequence. Combined with the
previous displayed inequality, this completes the proof18.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. For standard systems, Proposition 4.8 does it. We reduce
the nonstandard case to this one. Let P = {p1, . . . , pr} be a nonstandard system
of nonconstant essentially distinct polynomials F d → F of degree at most b, let
f1, . . . , fr ∈ L∞(X) and let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in F d. By part (2) of
Lemma 2.3 applied to xg =

∏r
i=1 Tpi(g)fi ∈ L2(X) for g ∈ F d, there exists a Følner

sequence (ΘM ) in F 3d such that

lim sup
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Eg∈ΦN

r∏

i=1

Tpi(g)fi

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

L2(X)

≤ lim sup
M→∞

E(g,h,h′)∈ΘM

∫ r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h)fi ·
r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h′)f̄i dµ

= lim sup
M→∞

E(g,h,h′)∈ΘM

∫ r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h)+q(g)fi ·
r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h′)+q(g)f̄i dµ

≤ lim sup
M→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
E(g,h,h′)∈ΘM

r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h)+q(g)fi ·
r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h′)+q(g)f̄i

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

,

where q is any polynomial F d → F of degree b. The system

{p1(g + h) + q(g), . . . , pr(g+ h) + q(g), p1(g + h′) + q(g), . . . , pr(g + h′) + q(g)}

of polynomials F 3d → F is standard, of degree b, with 2r elements. Thus by
Proposition 4.8 there exists k ∈ N depending on r and b such that

lim
M→∞

E(g,h,h′)∈ΘM

r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h)+q(g)fi ·
r∏

i=1

Tpi(g+h′)+q(g)f̄i = 0

in L2(X) whenever |||f1|||k = 0.

17To clarify, set the function f̃h,h′,j to be fi when qh,h′,j is of the form pi(g+h) or pi(g+h′)

with deg pi > 1, otherwise set it to be fi · Tpi(h)−pi(h
′)f̄i.

18It follows from the proof that the step of the seminorm k depends only on the degree of the
polynomials p1, . . . , pr and d.
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Remark 4.9. An alternative approach to proving Theorem 4.2 is to adapt the
proof of [16, Lemma 4.7] without the use of brackets. In doing so, we would not
need to work with polynomials of several variables.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We are now in a position to prove the main result
of this paper:

Theorem 1.2. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let (X,µ,
(Tn)n∈F ) be an ergodic F -system. Let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence, let k ∈ N,
let p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] be independent polynomials, and let f1, . . . , fk ∈ L∞(µ) be
functions. Then

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Tp1(n)f1 · · ·Tpk(n)fk =

k∏

j=1

∫

X

fi dµ

in L2(µ).

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that pi(0) = 0, i = 1, . . . , k,
since µ is invariant under (Tn)n∈F . Note that a family of independent polynomials
p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] is essentially distinct. Apply Theorems 1.1, 4.1, and 4.2.

As a corollary, we can give a version of Theorem 1.2 for systems that are not
necessarily ergodic:

Corollary 4.10. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let (X,µ,
(Tn)n∈F ) be an F -system. Let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence, let k ∈ N, let p1, . . . , pk ∈
F [x] be independent polynomials, and let f1, . . . , fk ∈ L∞(µ) be functions. Then

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Tp1(n)f1 · · ·Tpk(n)fk =

k∏

j=1

E[fi|I((Tn)n∈F )] (23)

in L2(µ), where I((Tn)n∈F ) is the σ-algebra of sets that are invariant under the
F -action (Tn)n∈F .

Proof. Let µ =
∫

X µx dµ(x) be the ergodic decomposition of µ with respect to the
action (Tn)n∈F , so µx is ergodic for µ-a.e. x ∈ X . Recall that one has

E[fi|I((Tn)n∈F )](x) =

∫

X

fi dµx,

where the equality holds µ-a.e. Therefore, it suffices to show that

∫

X

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
En∈ΦN

Tp1(n)f1 · · ·Tpk(n)fk −
k∏

i=1

∫

X

fi dµx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dµ(x) → 0 (24)

as N → ∞. Note that using the ergodic decomposition, the convergence in 24 holds
if and only if

∫

X





∫

X

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
En∈ΦN

Tp1(n)f1 · · ·Tpk(n)fk −
k∏

i=1

∫

X

fi dµx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dµx(x)



 dµ(x) → 0. (25)

To see that 25 holds, apply Theorem 1.2 to the term in parentheses in equation
25 to deduce (since µ-a.e. measure µx is ergodic) that the aforementioned term
(seen as a pointwise limit function of x) is equal to 0 almost everywhere. Since
it is bounded by assumption on the functions fi, 25 follows from the dominated
convergence theorem.
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4.4. Corollaries. We now deduce some consequences of the results in the previous
subsection.

Corollary 1.3. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let E ⊆ F with
d∗(E) > 0, k ∈ N, and p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] be independent polynomials. Then, for
each ε > 0, the set {n ∈ F : d∗(E ∩ (E−p1(n))∩· · · ∩ (E−pk(n))) > d∗(E)k+1−ε}
is syndetic.

Proof. This follows from an ergodic Furstenberg correspondence principle. Indeed,
by [7, Theorem 2.8] there exists an ergodic measure-preserving system (X,B, µ,
(Tn)n∈F ) and a set A ∈ B with µ(A) = d∗(E) such that for all k ∈ N, n1, . . . , nk ∈ F ,
we have

d∗(E ∩ (E − n1) ∩ · · · ∩ (E − nk)) ≥ µ(A ∩ T−n1A ∩ · · · ∩ T−nk
A).

By Theorem 1.2 it follows that for every Følner sequence (ΦN ) we have

lim inf
N→∞

En∈ΦN
d∗(E ∩ (E − p1(n)) ∩ · · · ∩ (E − pk(n))) ≥ d∗(E)k+1.

Finally, apply [2, Lemma 1.9].

In particular, we can apply Corollary 1.3 to obtain the following consequence.

Corollary 4.11. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let k ∈ N. Let
p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] be a family of independent polynomials and suppose that we have
colored F into r distinct colors: F =

⊔r
i=1 Ci (here the union is disjoint). Then,

there exists a color i0 such that the set {n ∈ F : Ci0 ∩ (Ci0 − p1(n)) ∩ · · · ∩ (Ci0 −
pk(n)) 6= ∅} is syndetic.

We also have a result in topological dynamics.

Corollary 1.4. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let (X, d,
(Tn)n∈F ) be a minimal topological dynamical system. Let k ∈ N and p1, . . . , pk ∈
F [x] be a family of independent polynomials. Then there exists a dense Gδ set
X0 ⊆ X such that for every x ∈ X0 we have

{(Tp1(n)x, . . . , Tpk(n)x) : n ∈ F} = X × · · · ×X
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

. (26)

Proof. Let µ be an ergodic (Tn)n∈F -invariant measure on X . Since (Tn)n∈F is
minimal, it follows that µ(U) > 0 for any non-empty open subset of X . Thus, for
any non-empty open sets U, V1, . . . , Vk, Theorem 1.2 implies that the set

{n ∈ F : U ∩ T−p1(n)V1 ∩ · · · ∩ T−pk(n)Vk 6= ∅} (27)

is infinite (even syndetic). To finish, we adapt [20, Lemma 2.4] to our setting. Let
F be a countable basis for the compact metric space (X, d), and let

X0 :=
⋂

V1,...,Vk∈F

⋃

n∈F

(T−p1(n)V1 ∩ · · · ∩ T−pk(n)Vk).

We have that X0 is a countable intersection of open sets which are dense by 27, so
by the Baire category theorem, it is a dense Gδ set of points of X , each of which
satisfies 26.

Using the fact that any topological dynamical system contains a minimal sub-
sytem (which follows from Zorn’s lemma), we see that Corollary 1.4 readily implies
the following.
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Corollary 4.12. Let F be a countable field with characteristic zero. Let (X, d,
(Tn)n∈F ) be a topological dynamical system, where (X, d) is a compact metric space.
Let k ∈ N and p1, . . . , pk ∈ F [x] be a family of independent polynomials. Then, there
exists a non-empty subset F ⊆ X such that for each x ∈ F we have

{(Tp1(n)x, . . . , Tpk(n)x) : n ∈ F} = {Tnx : n ∈ F} × · · · × {Tnx : n ∈ F}

Remark 4.13. With some minor modifications, the results of this section can be
extended to locally compact second-countable fields F with characteristic zero, such
as R or C. We present the case of countable F with characteristic zero for the sake
of simplicity in exposition.

5. Joint ergodicity for totally ergodic actions of certain rings. In this sec-
tion, we sketch the proof of Theorem 1.6. First, we recall some relevant definitions.

Definition 5.1. Let R be a commutative ring. We say that R is good if it is a
countable integral domain with characteristic zero, and every non-zero ideal has
finite index in R.

For good rings, we define total ergodicity in the following manner.

Definition 5.2. Let R be a good ring and let (X,B, µ, (Tr)r∈R) be a measure
preserving system. We say that (Tr)r∈R is totally ergodic if, for every finite index
subgroup J ⊆ (R,+), the action (Tn)n∈J is ergodic.

Let R be a good ring. If (Tr)r∈R is a totally ergodic action on a probability
space (X,B, µ), then, in particular, for every Følner sequence (ΦN ) in R, every
r ∈ R \ {0}, and every function f ∈ L2(µ), one has

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
Trnf =

∫

X

f dµ,

where the convergence holds in L2(µ). This observation justifies the following re-
mark.

Remark 5.3. Let R be a good ring. If (Tr)r∈R is a totally ergodic action on
a probability space (X,B, µ), and f ∈ E((Tr)r∈R), where Trf = χ(r)f , for some

χ ∈ R̂, then
χ(b ·) 6≡ 1

for all b ∈ R\{0}. We will refer to characters χ ∈ R̂ with this property as “irrational
characters”.

For convenience, we restate Theorem 1.6 below.

Theorem 1.6. Let R be a good ring. Let (X,µ, (Tr)r∈R) be a totally ergodic R-
system. Let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in (R,+), let k ∈ N, let p1, . . . , pk ∈ R[x]
be independent polynomials, and let f1, . . . , fk ∈ L∞(µ) be functions. Then

lim
N→∞

1

|ΦN |

∑

n∈ΦN

Tp1(n)f1 · · ·Tpk(n)fk =

k∏

j=1

∫

X

fi dµ

in L2(µ).

Remark 5.4. Let K be a number field. It is classical that its ring of integers OK

satisfies the definition of a good ring. Thus, Theorem 1.6 recovers, without the
use of structure theory, [1, Theorem 3.1] as a special case (see also item 2 in their
abstract).



30 ANDREW BEST AND ANDREU FERRÉ MORAGUES

We will now provide a sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.6. Once again, we
use Theorem 1.1, which reduces matters to proving an equidistribution result and
establishing relevant seminorm estimates.

First, we show the equidistribution result.

Theorem 5.5. Let R be a good ring. Let χ1, . . . , χk ∈ R̂ be irrational characters,
not all trivial. Let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence in R and let p1, . . . , pk ∈ R[x] be
linearly independent polynomials with pi(0) = 0, i = 1, . . . , k. Then

lim
N→∞

En∈ΦN
χ1(p1(n)) · · ·χk(pk(n)) = 0. (28)

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that deg(pi) ≤ deg(pi+1), i = 1, . . . , k− 1,
and that all involved characters are non-trivial (or we delete them beforehand). Let
t ∈ {1, . . . , k} be such that pt, pt+1, . . . , pk are all of the highest degree in the family
p1, . . . , pk. We will reduce matters to the case where χt, . . . , χk have no non-trivial
relations; namely, for any bt, . . . , bk ∈ R, not all zero, it is not the case that

χt(bt ·) · · ·χk(bk ·) ≡ 1. (29)

Indeed, assume that this was not the case, and thus, that we could find bt, . . . , bk ∈
R, not all zero, such that 29 holds. Without loss of generality, bk 6= 0. Since R
is a good ring, the ideal (bk) has finite index in R; let r1, . . . , rs ∈ R be such that
⋃s

i=1(bk) + ri = R. We claim that, in order to prove that 28 holds, it is enough to
show that for any Følner sequences (ΨN (i)), i = 1, . . . , s, we have

lim
N→∞

s∑

i=1

En∈ΨN (i)χ1(p1(bkn+ ri)) · · ·χk(pk(bkn+ ri)) = 0.

Indeed, for each N ∈ N, putting AN (i) := {x ∈ R : bkx ∈ ΦN − ri}, we can write

ΦN as the disjoint union
⋃s

i=1 bkAN (i) + ri. (Note that AN (i) = (ΦN−ri)∩J
bk

, where

J denotes the ideal (bk).) Then, for any bounded function f : R → C, we have

En∈ΦN
f(n) = s

s∑

i=1

En∈AN (i)f(bkn+ ri) + oN (1),

provided that |AN (i)|
s|ΦN | −−−−→

N→∞
1 for each i ∈ {1, . . . , s}.

Consequently, we need only check that, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , s}, (AN (i)) is a

Følner sequence with |AN (i)|
s|ΦN | −−−−→

N→∞
1. Let t ∈ R and note that

|AN (i) ∩ (AN (i) + t)|

|AN (i)|
=

|(ΦN − ri) ∩ (ΦN − ri + bkt) ∩ J |

|(ΦN − ri) ∩ J |
(30)

since R is an integral domain.
Now, since (ΦN ) is a Følner sequence and [R : J ] = s < ∞, we can “cancel” the

intersections with J appearing on the right-hand side of 30. Indeed, notice that

|ΦN | =
s∑

i=1

|ΦN ∩ (J + ri)| =
s∑

i=1

|(ΦN − ri) ∩ J |

=

s∑

i=1

|ΦN ∩ J |+ o(|ΦN |) = s|ΦN ∩ J |+ o(|ΦN |).

Using this fact and the Følner nature of (ΦN ), we see that (AN (i)) is a Følner
sequence with the desired property.
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Thus, it suffices to show that for each i ∈ {1, . . . , s} and every Følner sequence
(ΨN) we have

lim
N→∞

En∈ΨN
χ1(p1,i(n)) · · ·χk(bkpk,i(n)) = 0,

where pj,i(n) = pj(bkn+ri)−pj(ri), j = 1, . . . , k−1, and pk,i(n) =
pk(bkn+ri)−pk(ri)

bk
.

It is clear that, for each i, the new family of polynomials pj,i is linearly independent
and is such that pj,i(0) = 0. Now, χk(bkpk,i(n)) = χt(−btpk,i(n)) · · ·χk−1(−bk−1

pk,i(n)), so we can delete the character χk from the averages under consideration.
It is important to note that this process cannot delete all characters associated

to polynomials with the maximum degree. Indeed, any irrational χ ∈ R̂ is such that

χ(b ·) 6≡ 1

for all b ∈ R \ {0}, so even if we could reduce it to only one non-trivial irrational
character, the fact that such characters are irrational means that this process will
not delete it. We conclude by applying the same reasoning as in the proof of
Theorem 4.1, since it does not make use of the fact that F is a field.

Second, we prove that families of independent polynomials over good rings are
good for seminorm estimates. It is easy to see that most of the results in Section 4
hold for good rings as well. Here are the only two lemmas that require serious
modification:

Lemma 5.6. Let R be a good ring. Let d ∈ N. Let p : Rd → R be a degree one
polynomial. Then there exists a constant c > 0 such that any f ∈ L∞(X), we have

lim
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp(g)f
∣
∣
∣
∣
L2(X)

≤ c|||f |||2

for any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in Rd.

Proof. In coordinates, we write p(g) = p(g1, . . . , gd) = a1g1 + · · · + adgd + a0 for
a0, a1, . . . , ad ∈ R. Since |||Ta0f |||2 = |||f |||2, we may replace f by Ta0f ; thus as-
sume a0 = 0. Since R is a good ring, Rd is a countable amenable group under
addition. Since p is linear, we may define a group action of (Rd,+) on L2(X) by
Ug(f

′) := Tp(g)f
′ for each f ′ ∈ L2(X) and g ∈ Rd. By the mean ergodic theorem

(Theorem 2.4),

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
Tp(g)f = P1f

in norm, where P1 projects onto {f ′ : Ta1g1+···+adgdf
′ = f ′ for all g1, . . . , gd ∈

R}, which we observe equals {f ′ : Tgf
′ = f ′ for all g ∈ J}, where J is the ideal

generated by a1, . . . , ad. Thus, we have by the mean ergodic theorem that, for any
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Følner sequence (ΨN) in R,

lim
N→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣Eg∈ΦN

Tp(g)f
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

L2(X)
= ||P1f ||

2
L2(X)

= 〈P1f, P1f〉

= 〈f, P1f〉

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΨN∩J

∫

X

f · Tgf̄ dµ

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΨN∩J |||∆gf |||0

≤ lim
N→∞

|ΨN |

|ΨN ∩ J |
· Eg∈ΨN

|||∆gf |||1

≤ [R : J ] ·
(
Eg∈ΨN

|||∆gf |||
2
1

)1/2

= [R : J ] · |||f |||2,

proving the first lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Let R be a good ring. Let d ∈ N. Let p : Rd → R be a degree one
polynomial with p(0) = 0. Then there exists c > 0 such that for any f ∈ L∞(X),
for any integer k ≥ 0, and any Følner sequence (ΦN ) in Rd, we have

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
|||f · Tp(g)f̄ |||

2k

k ≤ c|||f |||2
k+1

k+1 .

Proof. The main idea in this lemma is the same as in Lemma 5.6. Unfolding defini-
tions, letting (ΨN ) be a Følner sequence in R, and agreeing to discuss the marked
equality afterwards, we calculate

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN
|||f · Tp(g)f̄ |||

2k

k

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN

∫

X[k]

⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|(f · Tp(g)f̄) dµ
[k]

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 ·




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

Tp(g)C
|ε|f̄



 dµ[k]

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · T
[k]
p(g)




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k]

∗
= lim

N→∞
Eg∈ΨN∩J

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · T [k]
g




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k]

= lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΨN∩J |||f · Tgf̄ |||
2k

k

≤ lim
N→∞

|ΨN |

|ΨN ∩ J |
· Eg∈ΨN

|||f · Tg f̄ |||
2k

k

= [R : J ] · |||f |||2
k+1

k+1 .

For the marked equality, consider the following. Since p is linear, we may define

a group action of (Rd,+) on L2(X [k]) by Ug(f
′) := T

[k]
p(g)f

′ for each f ′ ∈ L2(X [k])
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and g ∈ Rd. By the mean ergodic theorem (Theorem 2.4),

lim
N→∞

Eg∈ΦN

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · T
[k]
p(g)




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k] =

∫

X[k]




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f



 · P1




⊗

ε∈{0,1}k

C|ε|f̄



 dµ[k], (31)

where P1 is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace {f ′ : T
[k]
p(g)f

′ = f ′ for all g ∈

Rd}, which we observe equals {f ′ : T
[k]
g f ′ = f ′ for all g ∈ J}, where J is the ideal

generated by the coefficients of p. Using the mean ergodic theorem for the action
along J , equality 31, and the fact that a Følner sequence intersected with J is a
Følner sequence for J completes the proof.

We close this section with an example showcasing the necessity of independence
of the polynomials p1, . . . , pk in Theorem 1.6. For the sake of concreteness, we will
consider the case when k = 2, p1(n) = n, and p2(n) = an for some a ∈ R \ {0},
but it will be apparent from the method that we could extend this to an arbitrary
family of polynomials which is subject to a non-trivial linear relation.

Remark 5.8. Let R be a countable ring, and let X := bR be the Bohr compactifi-
cation19 of R. Consider the measure-preserving system (X,Borel(X), (Tn)n∈R, µ),
where Tnx = x+ n for any x ∈ X (recall that R is densely embedded in X), and µ

is the unique Haar probability measure on X . Let a ∈ R \ {0}. Let χ ∈ R̂ be non-
trivial, and consider f : X → S1 defined as the unique extension of χ(a ·) : F → S1,
and similarly g : X → S1 extends χ̄ : F → S1. Now let (ΦN ) be a Følner sequence
in F . Notice that for each N ∈ N and for every x ∈ X we have

En∈ΦN
f(Tnx)g(Tanx) = f(x)g(x),

as the equality is true if x ∈ R, which is a dense subset of X . On the other hand,
since f is an extension of a non-trivial character to X , it is actually the case that
f ∈ X̂, and f 6= 1. This implies that

∫

X

f dµ = 0,

but of course |f(x)g(x)| = 1 for all x ∈ X by construction, which shows that we do
not have convergence to

∫

X f dµ ·
∫

X g dµ if p1(n) = n and p2(n) = an.
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19Given an abelian topological group (G,+), the Bohr compactification bG of G is the maximal
compact Hausdorff abelian group that is a compactification of G and is such that any continuous
homomorphism ϕ : G → K from G to a compact Hausdorff group K admits a unique extension
from bG to K. (These properties characterize bG up to isomorphism.)
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[7] V. Bergelson and A. Ferré Moragues, An ergodic correspondence principle, invariant means and applications,
Israel J. Math., 245 (2021), 921–962.

[8] V. Bergelson and A. Leibman, Cubic averages and large intersections, in Recent Trends in
Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 5–19, Contemp. Math., 631, Amer. Math. Soc.,
Providence, RI, 2015.
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