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Abstract

In this paper we are concerned with the study of additive ergodic averages in multi-
plicative systems and the investigation of the “pretentious” dynamical behaviour of these
systems. We prove a mean ergodic theorem (Theorem A) that generalises Haldsz’s mean
value theorem for finitely generated multiplicative functions taking values in the unit cir-
cle. In addition, we obtain two structural results concerning the “pretentious” dynamical
behaviour of finitely generated multiplicative systems.

Moreover, motivated by the independence principle between additive and multiplica-
tive structures of the integers, we explore the joint ergodicity (as a natural notion of
independence) of an additive and a finitely generated multiplicative action, both acting on
the same probability space. In Theorem B, we show that such actions are jointly ergodic
whenever no “local obstructions” arise, and we give a concrete description of these “local
obstructions”. As an application, we obtain some new combinatorial results regarding
arithmetic configurations in large sets of integers including refinements of a special case of
Szemerédi’s theorem.
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1. Introduction

The fundamental goal of multiplicative number theory is understanding the multiplicative structure
of positive integers. A central topic in this area concerns the study of mean values of multiplicative
functions, whose properties are intimately linked to the structure of prime numbers. A function
f:N— Cis called:

(i) multiplicative if f(nm) = f(n)f(m) holds for any coprime n,m € N,

(ii) completely multiplicative if (i) holds for all n,m € N.
Some well-known and important examples of multiplicative functions include the Dirichlet characters,
the Liouville function A\ defined to take the value —1 on each prime, the Md&bius function g which is
equal to Liouville in square-free numbers and zero everywhere else and the Archimedean characters
n',t € R, among others. Note that only the first two are completely multiplicative. The mean value
of a bounded multiplicative function f: N — C is the limit of % Zﬁle f(n) as N — oo (if this limit
exists), and it is denoted by M (f). The celebrated mean value theorem of Haldsz [Hal68] describes the
mean value of a multiplicative function in terms of its “distance” to Archimedean characters n',t € R.
The distance between two 1-bounded multiplicative functions f,¢g: N — C is defined as

v L Re(f(pW))”i

p

D(f,g) == (

peP

where P denotes the set of primes. For N € N, we define D(f, g; N) similarly with the sum ranging
over primes up to V. Consider the classes

M :={f:N = S": fis multiplicative} and M°:={f:N — S': f is completely multiplicative},
and the classes
Mig :={f € M: [ is finitely generated} and Mg, := {f € M°: [ is finitely generated},

where a multiplicative function is finitely generated if the set {f(p) : p € P} is finite. The following is
a special case of Haldsz’s theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Haldsz’s mean value theorem for finitely generated functions!). Let f € Mi,. Then
M (f) exists. Moreover, if D(f,1) = oo, then M(f) =0 and if D(f,1) < oo, then

=10 (S %) w

IWe refer the reader to [Ell12, Theorem 6.3] for the classic version of Haldsz’s mean value theorem which concerns

all bounded multiplicative functions and we remark that the version stated in this paper follows from the original one,
using Lemma B.3.



In particular, if f € M§, and D(f,1) < oo, then

M(f):H(l—l) (1—@)71. (1.2)

p p

The natural extension of multiplicative functions in the dynamical setting is encapsulated by what
is known as multiplicative systems and the associated additive ergodic averages form the dynamical
counterpart of mean values. In [BR22|, Bergelson and Richter generalised several number-theoretic
results by studying uniquely ergodic, finitely generated multiplicative systems in the topological set-
ting. Motivated by their work, we will establish an ergodic-theoretic and far-reaching extension of the
above version of Haldsz’s theorem. In addition, we will investigate the dynamical properties of multi-
plicative systems with respect to additive ergodic averages by adapting the “pretentious” approach?
from multiplicative functions to multiplicative systems.

Definition 1.2. Let (X, ) be a probability space® and S = (S,,)nen be a sequence of commuting
invertible measure-preserving transformations on (X, ). If for any n,m € N we have

Snm = Sn o Sm;

then the measure-preserving system (X, u, S) is called multiplicative. Furthermore, we say that S is
a multiplicative action on (X, ).
If the above holds for any coprime n,m € N, then both the system and the action are called weakly

multiplicative.*

A multiplicative system (X, u, S) is called finitely generated if S is finitely generated as an action
of (N, x), i.e., {Sp : p € P} is a finite set.

Remark 1.3. For simplicity of notation and terminology, throughout this paper we are solely con-
cerned with multiplicative systems. However, it would not be that hard to extend the results of
this paper to weakly multiplicative systems. In most cases, the exact same proofs work for weakly
multiplicative systems and this will be easy to notice. In the remaining cases, we will remark how
a proof could be extended to weakly multiplicative systems. Finally, all the notions given below for
multiplicative systems are defined identically for weakly multiplicative systems.

Given a multiplicative system (X, u,.5), S induces, through the Koopman representation, an action
of the multiplicative semigroup (N, x) on L?(X) by unitary operators, denoted also by S = (S, )nen
and given by S, F = F oS, for any n € N. We say then that S (now viewed as a sequence of operators
on L?(X), and not as a sequence of transformations on X) is a (unitary) multiplicative action on
L?(X).

In the following example we introduce two different classes of multiplicative systems. The first
class depicts why multiplicative systems are the natural ergodic extension of completely multiplicative
functions, as it consists of systems induced by such functions. The second class consists of systems
induced by completely additive functions. A function f : N — C is called:

2This terminology refers to the utilisation of the notion of distance in the study of mean values of multiplicative
functions. This term is attributed to Granville and Soundararajan (see [GS14]).

3 Any probability space considered in this paper is assumed to be regular. According to [Fur8l, Definition 5.5], a
probability space (X, B, u) is called regular if X is a compact metric space and B is the Borel o-algebra on X. We omit
writing the o-algebra B, hence we write (X, ) instead of (X, B, ). Moreover, whenever we write A C X, it is assumed
that this set A is Borel measurable.

4Note that if (X, i, S) is weakly multiplicative, then S does not induce an action, but by a slight abuse of terminology,
we refer to it as a weakly multiplicative action.



(i) additive if f(nm) = f(n) 4+ f(m) holds for any coprime n,m € N,

(ii) completely additive if (i) holds for all n,m € N.
The most studied completely additive function is €(n), that is, the number of prime factors of n
counted with multiplicity. If we count without multiplicity, then we get the function w(n), which is

additive, but not completely. The Liouville function X is equivalently defined by A(n) = (—1)%(").

Example 1.4. (A) Let f € MC. Consider the compact subgroup X = f(N) of S!, the Haar measure
myx on X and the multiplicative action S = (S,)nen given by S,z = f(n)x, © € X, for any
n € N. The multiplicative system (X, mx,S) is induced by f and captures its behaviour. It is
called the multiplicative rotation by f. In particular, the additive ergodic averages

lim — ZN: S,F in L*(X) (1.3)

N—oco N o " ’ ’
for F € L?(X), correspond to the ergodic counterpart of the mean value of f, and if F' is the
identity function,® then (1.3) coincides with the mean value of f in absolute value.

(B) Let T be an invertible measure-preserving transformation on some probability space (X, u) and
a : N — Z be a completely additive function. Then the system (X, u,T%) is a multiplicative
system, induced by the function a. In particular, T* is a finitely generated multiplicative action,
while T% is a finitely generated weakly multiplicative action.

Example 1.4 (A) suggests the study of additive ergodic averages as in (1.3) as the natural next
step following the study of mean values of multiplicative functions. The study of ergodic averages
is a central and classical topic in ergodic theory dating back to the seminal works [vN32a] and
[vN32b] of von Neumann for single-transformation measure-preserving systems. In this paper, we
view invertible single-transformation measure-preserving systems as additive systems. An invertible
measure-preserving system (X, u,T) is called additive if T = (T),)nen satisfies T4y, = Ty, 0 T,y for
any n,m € N. Clearly, invertible single-transformation measure preserving systems are additive and
any additive system is induced by an invertible transformation.

Given a system and a o-algebra A, the conditional expectation E(-|.A) is defined as the unique
map L?(X) — L?(X, A) satisfying the following for any F € L?(X):

e E(F | A) is A-measurable,

o forany Ae A, [,E(F|A) du= [, F dpu.

Theorem 1.5 (von Neumann’s mean ergodic theorem®). Let (X, pu,T) be an additive measure pre-
serving system and let T = {A C X: T~'A = A} denote the sub-o-algebra of invariant sets. Then for
any F € L*(X), we have

N
: 1 n . 2
lim NZT F=E(F|I) inL*X).

N—o0
n=1

Moreover, the system (X, u,T) is ergodic if and only if for any F € L?(X),
1 N

: mn _ . 2

hm—g TF—/Xqu in L*(X).

N—o00
n=1

5The space S! is identified with [0,1) under the map ¢ + e(t) and under this identification the function F(z) = e(x)
can be written as F(z) = z, i.e., it is the identity function.

6This theorem holds even for non-invertible T, but in this paper, we are exclusively concerned with invertible
transformations.



1.1. Pretentious mean ergodic theorem and pretentious ergodicity

The first main result that we present is an analogue of von Neumann’s mean ergodic theorem (Theo-
rem 1.5) for finitely generated multiplicative systems, which generalises Haldsz’s mean value theorem
for finitely generated functions (Theorem 1.1). To facilitate this, we generalise the notion of distance
from multiplicative functions to multiplicative systems, and more precisely, to multiplicative actions
on the Hilbert space of the L? functions of a multiplicative system.

Definition 1.6. Let (X, u) be a probability space, S, R be two unitary multiplicative actions on
L?(X) and F € L?*(X) be non-zero. We define the distance between S and R with respect to F as

F|2—Re(S,F, R,F)\'* (1 S F— R F|2\ 2
(s, o= (0 WIEZBASERIIY (15 ISP Rl
peP p P p

For any N € N, we define Dp(S, R; N) similarly with the sum ranging over primes up to N and we
also define D(S, R) := inf per2(x) Dr (S, R)."

Let also f € M and suppose that R is given by R,G = f(n)G for all G € L?(X) and all n € N.
Then we define Dp(S, f) := Dp(S, R), i.e.,

2 —Re 1/2 B o 1/2
DF(ij):(ZIIFlz R<SpF,f(p)F>) :(%Zw> |

p€EP p peP p

We usually refer to the latter as the distance between S, F and f(n)F (viewed as sequences of L?(X)
functions). We finally define Dp (S, f; N) := Dp(S, R; N) and D(S, f) := D(S, R).

In view of Theorem 1.1, mean values of finitely generated multiplicative functions are characterised
by their distance to 1. By analogy, the additive ergodic averages in (1.3) should be characterised by
the distance between S,F and F. This suggests that additive ergodic averages in multiplicative
systems are not controlled by invariant functions (see also Example 1.21), but rather by functions
that “pretend to be invariant” in the following sense:

Definition 1.7. Let (X, i, .S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system. We say that:
(i) A function F € L?(X) pretends to be invariant if Dr(S,1) < co. We write 74 for the collection
of all pretentiously invariant functions.
(ii) A measurable A C X pretends to be invariant if 14 € 5. We write Z, for the collection of all
the pretentiously invariant sets.

We will later see that 4 is a subspace of L?(X) and T, is an algebra. We denote by o(Z,,) the
o-algebra generated by Z,,,, that is, the smallest o-algebra containing 7.

Definition 1.8. A finitely generated system (X, u,S) is pretentiously ergodic if for any A € I, we
have p(A) € {0, 1}.
Let (X, u,S) be a multiplicative system. Consider the operator norm | - ||op on the space of
. . , s
bounded linear operators from L?(X) to itself. Since || 3,5, pL,fHOp < DViso plk = 323 < oo for any
p € P, then

(1_&)—1 :ZSZ:C

p k>0 P

is a well-defined bounded linear operator from L?(X) to itself.

"It follows from the triangle inequality (see Lemma 2.1) that this infimum is actually a minimum.



Theorem A (Pretentious mean ergodic theorem). Let (X, p, S) be a finitely generated multiplicative
system. Then for any F € L*(X), we have

lim — Z S F = H (1 - —) (1 - &)AE(F |0(Zy))  in L3(X). (1.4)

N—oo N p

Moreover, (X, u, S) is pretentiously ergodic if and only if for any F € L?(X),

ngnmNZS F= / Fdp  in L*(X).

We remark that Theorem A is the norm convergence analogue of the pointwise result [BR22,
Theorem B] concerning strongly uniquely ergodic finitely generated multiplicative dynamical systems.
The latter pointwise result is a dynamical generalisation of the prime number theorem that also
yields a new proof of it. In our case, Theorem A is a dynamical generalisation of Theorem 1.1 (and
consequently, of the prime number theorem), but it does not yield a new proof of these results, since
the theorem of Haldsz will be used in the proof of Theorem A.

The second statement in Theorem A suggests that pretentious ergodicity is the natural ergodicity
property in the setting of additive ergodic averages in multiplicative systems, as it is characterised
by convergence of the averages to the expected limit. Moreover, we will later see that the set P =
{p € P: Sp(E(F | 0(Zpx))) # E(F | 0(Zpe))} in the context of Theorem A satisfies Zpepfly < 0
(see Lemma 2.4), which implies that the right-hand side of (1.4) always exists. Hence we have the
following:

Corollary 1.9. For any finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u,S), the ergodic averages in
(1.3) exist for any F € L*(X).

This corollary does not necessarily hold in non-finitely generated systems. To see this, we can con-
sider the example of a multiplicative rotation (cf. Example 1.4 (A)) by some non-trivial Archimedean
character n®, t # 0.

Proposition 1.10. Let (X, p,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system. Then we have that
H = LQ(Xv U(Ipr)v /L)'

The above proposition implies the following: for any finitely generated multiplicative system
(X, u,S) and any F € L?(X), we have

E(F | U(Ipr)) =P F, (1.5)

where Py : L2(X) — £ denotes the orthogonal projection operator onto the closed subspace 7.
Proposition 1.10 yields as an immediate corollary the following spectral characterisation of pre-
tentious ergodicity, analogous to the one known in the classical setting of additive systems.

Corollary 1.11. A finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u, S) is pretentiously ergodic if and
only if 74 consists of constants.

Notice now that the second statement in Theorem A is immediately deduced from the first one,
using also (1.5) and Corollary 1.11: If (X, u,S) is pretentiously ergodic, then in view of (1.5) and
Corollary 1.11, for any F € L*(X), we have that E(F | 0(Zy)) = [ E(F | 0(Zy)) dp = [ F dp,
hence the right-hand side of (1.4) is equal to this integral. Slmllarly, one can show that if (X, u, S) is
not pretentiously ergodic, then there exists some F' € L?(X) (pick a non-constant F' € J4) such that



the right-hand side of (1.4) is not equal to the integral of F.

1.2. A weighted version of Theorem A

With Theorem A and Corollary 1.11, we have initiated the study of additive ergodic averages, or in
other words, mean values, in multiplicative systems. To continue this venture, we further explore the
pretentious dynamical behaviour of multiplicative systems. We proceed by defining analogues of total
ergodicity and weak-mixing in our setting.

Definition 1.12. A finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u, S) is called:
e aperiodic if for any F € L?(X) and any r, ¢ € N, we have

1

N
N _ o,
Jim ;Sqn+TF /X Fdp  in L*(X). (1.6)

o pretentiously weak-mixing if the action S x S is pretentiously ergodic for u x .

In view of Theorem A, it is quite standard to check that another equivalent definition of (X, i, S)
being pretentiously weak-mixing is that for any F' € L?(X), we have

N
1 — _
lim — SpF - F dy — Fdu- F du| =0.
leioanzl /X g /X g /x “‘

The term aperiodic derives from the notion of aperiodic multiplicative functions. An aperiodic

multiplicative function is a multiplicative function whose mean value over arithmetic progressions is
zero, that is to say limy o0 Zﬁ;l f(gn+r) =0, for any r, ¢ € N. The concept of aperiodic systems
is the generalisation of aperiodic functions in the dynamical setting. We remark that mean values
along arithmetic progressions are essential in the study of multiplicative structures of the positive
integers in arithmetic progressions. This highlights the importance of studying aperiodic systems.

It will become evident through the spectral characterisation given in Corollary 1.17 that aperiod-
icity is the multiplicative analogue of total ergodicity in additive systems. In additive systems, total
ergodicity and weak-mixing are spectrally characterised using rational (periodic) eigenfunctions and
eigenfunctions respectively. Note that in finitely generated multiplicative systems (X, x1,.5), an eigen-
function for the Koopman representation of the (N, x)-action S is a function F' € L?(X) satisfying

SpF = f(n)F, Vn € N,

for some f € ./\/liég. As already explained, invariant functions are not characteristic for the ergodic
averages in (1.3). Likewise, proper eigenfunctions are not the right means to study the ergodic
averages in (1.6) and they do not characterise the dynamical notions given in Definition 1.12 (see also
Example 1.22). Instead, we utilise the distance introduced in Definition 1.6 to define the pretentious
counterparts of eigenfunctions in multiplicative systems. Given a function f € M€, we introduce the
set Af :={g € M°: D(f,g) < oo}.

Definition 1.13. Let (X, u, S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system, f € M€ and F € L?(X).

(i) We say that F is a pretentious eigenfunction, with pretentious eigenvalue f if Dp(S, f) < oo.

We write ¢ for the collection of all pretentious eigenfunctions with pretentious eigenvalue f.
Moreover, we define the pretentious spectrum of (X, u1,S) as

ope(8) = U Ay.

feEMe: D(S,f)<oo



(ii) We say that F' is a pretentious rational eigenfunction, if Dp(S, f) < co and f € A, for some
Dirichlet character y. Moreover, we define the pretentious rational spectrum of (X, u, S) as

Upr.rat(S) = U AX'

X: D(Sx)<oo

We will later see that for any f € M€, 5} is a subspace of L*(X) (see Lemma 2.9), and moreover,
that all pretentious eigenvalues in finitely generated systems are finitely generated (see Remark 2.8).

The pretentious rational spectrum is defined using Dirichlet characters, because they capture pe-
riodicity in (N, x). Strictly speaking, Dirichlet characters are not actual characters for this semigroup
and they are not pretentious rational eigenvalues either, because they do not take values exclusively
in the unit circle, as they take the value zero at most finitely many primes. To circumvent this
technicality, given a Dirichlet character x we define its modified character x*, by

) e {x<n>, if X(n) # 0,

1, otherwise.

Then, since D(x, x*) < oo, if x* is a pretentious rational eigenvalue, by a slight abuse of language, we
say that x is a pretentious rational eigenvalue.

Now we state a weighted version of Theorem A and using this we will be able to provide spectral
characterisations for the notions of aperiodicity and pretentious weak-mixing. Given a set P C P, we
we let P¢:= P\'P. Moreover, we denote the set of P-free numbers by Qp, i.e.,

Op:={neN:ip|n=p¢P}

In addition, given a finitely generated multiplicative system (X, p, S), for any f € M€, we denote the
orthogonal projection operator onto the closed subspace J#; by Py : L}(X) — ;.

Theorem 1.14 (Weighted pretentious mean ergodic theorem). Let (X, i, S) be a finitely generated
multiplicative system. Then for any F € L?(X) and any f € My, we have

li 1N—SF— 1 1 WS PsF in L?(X 1.7
Jim 5 2 Tms =[] (1-7) 3 SESuRF)  in ), (1.7)

peEP neQpe

where P = {p € P: S,(PrF) # f(p)PrF'}.
The following corollary of Theorem 1.14 resembles Theorem 1.1 in the ergodic setting.

Corollary 1.15. Let (X, i, S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system and f € M, Then the
following hold:
(i) If F € L?(X) is such that P;F is constant, then

1 _
lim —;f(n)SnF:M(f)-/Xqu in L2(X). (1.8)

N—oco N
Therefore, the above convergence holds for all F € L?(X), if for any non-constant G € L*(X)
we have D¢ (S, f) = 0.
(i) If a non-constant F € L?*(X) satisfies Dr(S, f) < oo, then

lim iims F=1] (1— 1) 3 e p i L2(X) (1.9)
Nn:1 n D n n ,

N—00
peEP ne Qpc



where P = {p € P: S,F # f(p)F}.

It can be easily checked that the right-hand sides of (1.8) and (1.9) are distinct (for non-constant
functions).
One could possibly expect that in Corollary 1.15 (i) we could have the stronger statement:

N
Dr(S, ) = 0o = Jim — 3 FSF = M) [ ¥ an

as in Theorem 1.1, but the following example shows that this is not generally the case.

Example 1.16. Let (S! x St, i, S) where p is the Haar measure on S* x S! and the action S is given
by Sp(z,w) = (—z,w), (z,w) € S' x S, for any p € P. Let F € L*(S' x S') given by F(z,w) = 5%,
(z,w) € S' x S!, which has fslxsl F dp = 0. Then using Theorem A.2, we have

[ gt durte) = (5.5 = 2L [ g a( 22D ),

where A is the Liouville function and d, denotes the Dirac point mass of a function a € M¢. It follows
that

o) + 01
=Ty
Therefore, we have
D(X,1)2 +D(1,1)2
Dp(S,1)? :/ D(g, 12 dup(g) = 22D 5 L _ o,

but on the other hand we also have
1 & 1 1 &
i | 308 =5 |5 X

Utilising Corollary 1.15 we will be able to establish the following spectral characterisations of

1 & 1
i [y 301) =5

n=1

aperiodicity and pretentious weak-mixing.

Corollary 1.17. The following are equivalent for a finitely generated multiplicative system (X, p, S):
(i) S is aperiodic.

(ii) 4 consists of constant functions and %, = {0} for any non-principal Dirichlet character x.

(ili) S is pretentiously ergodic and opy.rat(S) = A;.

Corollary 1.18. The following are equivalent for a finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u, S):
(i) S is pretentiously weak-mixing.

(ii) J4 consists of constant functions and 5y = {0} for any f € Mg, with D(f,1) = occ.

(ili) S is pretentiously ergodic and o, (S) = Aj.

(iv) S has no non-constant pretentious eigenfunctions.

Corollary 1.17 can be viewed as a dynamical generalisation of the following corollary of Theo-
rem 1.1:

Corollary 1.19. Any f € My, is aperiodic if and only if D(f, x) = oo for any Dirichlet character x.

The next result exhibits the relation between the classical and the pretentious dynamical behaviour
of finitely generated multiplicative system and is an immediate consequence of Corollaries 1.11, 1.17



and 1.18.

Corollary 1.20. Any pretentiously ergodic (aperiodic, or pretentiously weak-mixing) finitely gener-
ated multiplicative system is ergodic (totally ergodic, or weak-mixing respectively).

The opposite of the above does not hold in general as one can see from the next two examples.

Example 1.21. Consider the multiplicative rotation (S!,mgi,S) by the function f € M, given by

) = {e(a), if p=2,

1, otherwise,

for some irrational a € R. The only invariant functions of this system are the constants. This implies
that the system is ergodic in the classical sense. To see this, any S-invariant function is also invariant
under the action of the single transformation Ss. But since this transformation is clearly ergodic,
then any such function has to be almost everywhere equal to some constant. On the other hand,
considering the identity function F(z) = z, we can see that Dp(S, 1) < oo, hence F is a non-constant
pretentiously invariant function. We expect then that the ergodic averages of F' do not converge in
the expected limit. To verify this, we have

N N
(R 1 1 B
NILH;OHNHZ_f"F —J&L‘ﬁoﬁnz_lfw—m?‘l—/ﬁdm@-

Consequently, S is not pretentiously ergodic.

2

Example 1.22. Consider the multiplicative rotation (S, mg1,S) by the function f € M, given by

1, ifp=2,
fp) = { :
X*(p), otherwise,

for some non-principal Dirichlet character y. This system has no rational eigenvalues, but it is easy to
check that  is a pretentious rational eigenvalue (with pretentious rational eigenfunction the identity).
Thus, the system is totally ergodic with the classical sense, but far from being aperiodic. Moreover,
the additive ergodic averages along arithmetic progressions are not controlled by the classical eigen-
functions and eigenvalues, but by the pretentious ones. To see this, notice that, for the identity
function F € L?*(X), we have

>0,
2

which, as we will see later (see Lemma 2.13), implies that there exist some 7, ¢ € N such that

1

N
Jim < nz::l SynirF # /S Fdmg  in L3(X).

Now applying the results stated so far, we can characterise the pretentious dynamical properties
of the two classes of multiplicative systems in Example 1.4.

Corollary 1.23. Let f € M§, and (X, u, S) be the multiplicative rotation by f. Then the following
hold:
(i) (X, u,S) is pretentiously ergodic if and only if D(f*,1) = co for any positive integer k < |X|.
(i) (X,u,S) is aperiodic if and only if f* is aperiodic for any positive integer k < | X|.
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(iii) (X,u,S) is not pretentiously weak-mixing .

For convenience we introduce the following terminology. Let S(p) be a statement depending on a
prime variable p and let P = {p € P: S(p) is true}. Then we say that S holds for:
e almost every prime if Zpgp % < 00,

e many primes if ZpeP % = 00,
e a few primesif 3 cp 1—17 < 0.

Corollary 1.24. Let a : N — Z be a finitely generated completely additive function and (X, u, T') be
an additive system. Then the following hold:
(i) (X, p,T%) is pretentiously ergodic if and only if (X, u,T) is ergodic and a satisfies:
— for any £ € 0ra(T)\{0} with (r,q) =1, ¢ a(p) holds for many primes, and
— a(p) # 0 for many primes.
(i) (X,u,T) is aperiodic if and only if (X, u,T) is ergodic and e(a(n)a) is aperiodic for any o €
0,1)NQ.
(iii) (X, u,T*) is pretentiously weak-mixing if and only if (X, u,T) is weak-mixing and a satisfies the
conditions of (i).

Given P C P, we define the completely additive function Qp(n) to be the number of prime factors
of n belonging in P counted with multiplicity, and the additive function wp similarly. We also define
the completely multiplicative function Ap(n) := (—=1)?7("). Clearly, all these functions are finitely
generated.

Remark 1.25. In this paper, we prove several results concerning the completely additive functions
Q and Qp. It would not be too hard to prove the same results for the additive functions w and wp.
It would require adapting all the proofs of this paper concerning multiplicative systems to weakly
multiplicative ones.

Corollary 1.26. Let a: N — {—1,0,1} be a completely additive function. Then the following hold:
(i) (X, p,T%) is pretentiously ergodic for all ergodic (X, p, T') if and only if a(p) # 0 for many primes.
(ii) If a(p) =1 for almost every prime, then (X, p, T®) is aperiodic for all ergodic (X, u,T).
In particular, for any ergodic (X, u,T), the system (X, u,T%) is aperiodic, and for any P C P the
system (X, u, T*%) is:
e pretentiously ergodic if P contains many primes,
e aperiodic if P contains almost every prime.

Combining Theorem A with Corollary 1.26 (or more generally, with Corollary 1.24), we immedi-
ately obtain the following known result, which can be proved independently as well (see for example,
[Loy23, Theorem 2.5]).

Corollary 1.27. For any additive system (X, u,T) and any F € L*(X), we have

1

N
: - Q(n) — . 2
ngnooNng F /Xqu in L*(X).

This remains true if we replace 2 with Qp, where P C P is any set containing many primes, or more
generally, with any a satisfying the conditions in Corollary 1.24 (i).

This result is the norm convergence analogue of the pointwise result [BR22, Theorem A] concerning
the convergence of averages of F' (TQ(")x) for all points x in uniquely ergodic systems. The same result
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for (non-uniquely) ergodic systems and for almost every point « is false, as it was shown in [Loy23,
Theorem 1.2].

1.3. Decomposition theorems

Decomposition theorems on Hilbert spaces play an essential role in ergodic theory, especially in the
study of ergodic averages. We are concerned with decomposition theorems in which the L? space
of a measure-preserving system is split into two components (subspaces) that exhibit contrasting
behaviours. Such theorems allow us to express any L? function F as F} + F», where F} is “structured”
and Fy is “pseudo-random”. When studying the convergence of ergodic averages, expressing an
arbitrary L? function in this way allows us to reduce the problem to conducting an appropriate
analysis on the prescribed subspaces to which the individual components belong. The goal of this
section is to generalise two of the most well-known decomposition theorems for additive systems to
the setting of multiplicative systems. This is paramount to understanding the pretentious dynamical
behaviour of finitely generated multiplicative systems. We remark that the first new structure theorem
that we present below is a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem B.
Given an additive system (X, u,T), let

N
1
Hioporg(T) = {f € L*(X): Jim_ HN SN TF| =0, forallqe N}
n=1 2

and

Ha(T) = {F € L2(X): T9F = F for some g € N}.
A classical corollary of Theorem 1.5, which for instance can be found in [Ber96, p. 14], asserts that
LQ(X) = %ot.crg(T) S¥ t}ﬁrat (T) (110)

Our first decomposition result is an analogue of (1.10) for finitely generated multiplicative systems.
Given such a system (X, i, .9), we define the following closed subspaces of L?(X):

Hrvar, = span{F € L?(X): F is a pretentious rational eigenfunction for S}
= span{F € L?(X): there exists a Dirichlet character x such that Dz (S, x) < oo}

= Span<LXJ<%”X>7

and

N
1
%per = {F S L2(X) hm HN qun—i-rF
n=1

N—o00

=Oforanyr€N,q€N}.
2

When confusion may arise, we mention the action considered by writing ; vat(S) and Hper(S).
Theorem 1.28. Let (X, p, S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system. Then we have
L2 (X) = %r.rat @ f%@per-

Our second decomposition theorem is an analogue of the classical Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg
theorem (see [DG61]), according to which the L? space of an additive system is decomposed as
the direct sum of the subspace of almost-periodic functions (the closed subspace of L? spanned by
eigenfunctions) and the weak-mixing component (the closed subspace of L? consisting of weak-mixing
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functions). Now, given a finitely generated multiplicative system (X, p, S), we define the following
closed subspaces of L?(X):

Hreig = span{F € L2(X): F is a pretentious eigenfunction for S}
= span{F € L*(X): there exists f € Mg, such that Dr(S, f) < oo}

= Span< U %‘)

FeMs,

and

%r_wm::{FELQ( . lim —Z’/SF qu’—o}

N—ooco N
When confusion may arise, we mention the action considered by writing ;. eig(S) and e wm (S5).

Theorem 1.29. Let (X, u,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system. Then we have
L2 (X) = %r.eig 5% %r.wm'

1.4. Joint ergodicity of additive and multiplicative actions

For the rest of the introduction, motivated by another number-theoretic topic, we explore how additive
and multiplicative actions intertwine. Gaining better understanding on the ways in which additive
and multiplicative structures of positive integers interact with each other is a fundamental objective
in number theory. It is generally believed that such structures are independent when no “local
obstructions” arise. This philosophy underpins several theorems, open problems and conjectures in
number theory. Chowla’s conjecture (see [Cho65]) serves as a great example to elaborate on this topic.
In its simplest form -which is still open- it asserts that for all h € N,

lim — )\ h) =0,
or in other words, that the sequences ()\(n))neN and (A(n + h))nen exhibit independent asymptotic
behaviour. The asymptotic independence of arithmetic functions is captured by the following notion:
Given two bounded functions f, g : N — C, we say that f and g are (asymptotically) uncorrelated if

(Ao (1 0) (4 £77) -

In [BR22], Bergelson and Richter explored the concept of independence of additive and multiplica-
tive structures in the context of topological dynamical systems, by examining when two sequences
arising from an additive and a multiplicative system respectively are uncorrelated. Our next goal is
to transfer the independence principle postulated in [BR22] to the setting of ergodic theory.

Let us first see how the notion of independence can be understood in the ergodic theoretic setting,
analogously to the way that is described for arithmetic functions above. Given a Hilbert space (7, || -
|I), we say that two essentially bounded functions F, G : N — 5 are asymptotically uncorrelated if

e [y S (3 ) (e 5) -

An additive action 7" and a multiplicative action S on a probability space (X, i) are independent if
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for any F,G € L*°(X), (T"F)pen and (S, G)nen are asymptotically uncorrelated as sequences in the
Hilbert space (L?(X), || -||2) . Under the natural assumptions that T is ergodic and S is pretentiously
ergodic, and in view of Theorem 1.5 and Theorem A, the notion of independence coincides with that
of joint ergodicity.

Definition 1.30. Let (X, ) be a probability space, T' be an ergodic additive action and S be an
pretentiously ergodic multiplicative action on (X, ). We say that 7" and S are jointly ergodic if for
any F,G € L>(X),

1

N
: il n . _ : 2
ngnooN;T F.5,G /Xqu/XGdu in L2(X),

or equivalently if 7" and S are independent.

We transfer the independence principle in the ergodic-theoretic setting as follows: “An ergodic
additive action T" and a pretentiously ergodic finitely generated multiplicative action S on some
probability space (X, u) are jointly ergodic when no “local obstructions” arise”. The second main
theorem of this paper verifies this principle by identifying the “local obstructions” that violate the
independence of such actions. What we found is that the obstructions are caused by the dependence
of their (pretentiously) periodic parts.

The spectrum of an additive action T' can be defined as

o(T):={a€]0,1): e(c) is an eigenvalue for T'}
and the rational spectrum of T is given by
orat(T) := a(T) N Q.

The rational spectrum captures the periodic behaviour of the action 7. In particular, T' is totally
ergodic if and only if T is ergodic and 0., (T") = {0}.

Let S be a finitely generated multiplicative action. We have seen that the dynamical behaviour of
S with respect to additive ergodic averages is captured by the pretentious spectrum. The pretentious
periodic part of S is detected by the pretentious rational spectrum opr.rat(S). We claim that “local
obstructions” between T' and S occur if and only if 0yat(T") and opr.rat(S) are dependent. Hence, we
shall find a way to link pretentious rational eigenvalues for S to rational numbers g which induce the
eigenvalues for T'. To this end, we define

Oprrat(S) = {i €Q: (r,q) =1 and 3 x € opr.rat(S) primitive Dirichlet character mod q} u {0}
q
The next lemma follows immediately from Corollary 1.17.

Lemma 1.31. A finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u,S) is aperiodic if and only if it is
pretentiously ergodic and Gpy.rat(S) = {0}.

We are now ready to state the second main theorem of this paper.

Theorem B (Joint ergodicity of actions). Let (X, u) be a probability space, T be an ergodic additive
action on (X, u) and S be a pretentiously ergodic finitely generated multiplicative action on (X, p).
Then T, S are jointly ergodic if and only if ovat(T) N Tpr.ras(S) = {0}.

A way to interpret this theorem is that under some natural assumptions, the independence of the
actions is guaranteed by the independence of their (pretentiously) periodic parts.
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Using the fact that for an ergodic T and a pretentiously ergodic S we have that 0., (T) = {0} if
and only if T is totally ergodic, and opr.rat(S) = {0} if and only if S is aperiodic (by Lemma 1.31),
Theorem B immediately implies the following:

Corollary 1.32. Let (X, u) be a probability space, T be an ergodic additive action on xm and S be
a pretentiously ergodic finitely generated multiplicative action on (X, u). If T is totally ergodic, or S
is aperiodic, then T and S are jointly ergodic.

This corollary is the norm convergence analogue of the pointwise result [BR22, Theorem C] concern-
ing the independence (or disjointness, in the language of [BR22]) of finitely generated multiplicative
dynamical systems and nilsystems.

Corollary 1.32 leads to nice applications that are to be presented in the following subsection.

1.5. An application of Theorem B

A central topic in ergodic theory is concerned with understanding the limiting behaviour of multiple
ergodic averages of the form

N
1
— 1. YA m 5 .
~ T () T F, in L2 1.11
n=1

for any (ergodic) additive system (X,u,T) and any Fy,...,F, € L*(X), for various families of se-
quences ar : N — Z, 1 < k < £. The study of multiple ergodic averages was initiated in Furstenberg’s
seminal work [Fur77], where he gave an ergodic-theoretic proof of Szemerédi’s theorem on arithmetic
progressions (see [Sze75]). Furstenberg’s result corresponds to the case ar(n) = kn, 1 < k < £ in
(1.11). Subsequently to Furstenberg’s work, there have been several works concerned with the aver-
ages in (1.11), where the iterates are taken along various families of sequences such as polynomials
([Ber87], [BL96], [FK05], [HKO05],[BLLO08]), Hardy field sequences ([Fral0], [Fral5], [KK19], [BMR24],
[BMR20], [Kou2l], [Fra21], [Tsi23]) or fractional prime powers ([Fra22]). Here we obtain a result on
multiple ergodic averages as an application of Theorem B, which is of different flavor compared to the
aforementioned ones.

Combining Corollary 1.32 with Corollary 1.26 (or more generally, with Corollary 1.24), we obtain
the following:

Corollary 1.33. For any ergodic invertible measure-preserving transformations 11, T> on some prob-
ability space (X, u) and for any F,G € L*(X), we have

N
. 1 n Q(n) _ . 2
ngnOON;TlF 7,"aG = Xqu XGdu in L*(X). (1.12)

The result remains true if we replace £ with Qp, for any P C P containing almost every prime, or
more generally, with any finitely generated completely additive function a : N — Z such that e(a(n)a)
is aperiodic for all @ € (0,1) N Q.

Remark 1.34. A quite surprising fact in Theorem B, and consequently in Corollaries 1.32 and 1.33,
is that T and S are not required to commute with each other. This makes Corollary 1.33 one of
the very few results where convergence of the form (1.12) holds for non-commuting transformations.
Similar results to Corollary 1.33 with €2 replaced by any increasing sequence are known to be false for
non-commuting transformations (see [FLW12, Lemma 4.1]).
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In the language of Frantzikinakis [Fra21], Corollary 1.33 applied for the same transformation
Ty = To = T says that n and Q(n) are jointly ergodic, and more generally, that if a : N — Z is any
function as in Corollary 1.33, then n and a(n) are jointly ergodic.

Corollary 1.33 is equivalent to the following multiple recurrence result. Before we state it we shall
give the notion of upper density. Given a set F C N, the upper density of E is given by

- EN[l,N
d(E) := limsup M
N—o0 N

Our last results hold in the more general context where €2 is replaced by any function a : N — Z
as in Corollary 1.33, and in particular by Qp for any P C P containing almost every prime, but we
state them only for 2 for sake of simplicity.

Corollary 1.35. For any ergodic invertible measure-preserving transformations Ty, Ty on some prob-
ability space (X, ) and for any A C X with u(A) > 0, we have
L ¢ (n)
. —n —Q(n 3
A}gnooﬁzu(/lﬁﬂ ANT, ™M A) = u(A)>.

n=1

In particular, for any € > 0, we have
d({n e N: p(ANT"ANT, Y™ A) > p(A)P —e}) > 0.

Furstenberg’s correspondence principle [Fur81, Lemma 3.17] offers a standard way in which mul-
tiple recurrence results are utilized to obtain combinatorial applications concerning the richness of
arithmetic structures in large subsets of the integers. For our purposes we use the following form the
correspondence:

Theorem 1.36 (Furstenberg’s correspondence principle, see [Ber87, Theorem 1.1]). Let E C N be
a set of positive upper density. Then there exists an invertible additive system (X,u,T) and a
measurable set A with u(A) = d(E) > 0, such that for any k € N and any ny,ns, . ..,n; € Z, we have

dEN(E—ny)N---N(E—ng)) 2 uw(ANT™MAN---NT " A).

Combining Corollary 1.35 with Theorem 1.36 yields the following combinatorial application saying
that large subsets of the positive integers contain many configurations of the form {m, m+n, m+Q(n)}.

Corollary 1.37. Let E C N be a set of upper density 6 > 0. Then for any ¢ > 0, we have

lim sup lim sup {(n,m) € 1, N] x[1, M]: m,m +n,m + Q(n) € E}|

> 6% —e.
N—oco M—oo NM -

In particular, there exists n € N such that
{m,m+n,m+Qn)} CE
holds for m € N in a set of positive upper density.

Remark 1.38. All the results in this subsection concerning the sequences n and (n) (or n and a(n),
where a is as in Corollary 1.33) remain true if we replace the sequence n with any polynomial with
no constant term. The same proof that we will give for n works for such polynomials, utilising also
Weyl’s equidistribution theorem for polynomials (see [Wey16]).
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1.6. Proof ideas

We conclude the introduction with a brief discussion about the ideas and tools that are used to prove
our main theorems.

Proof of Theorem A: For the proof of the pretentious mean ergodic theorem and in fact, for the
proof of its weighted version (Theorem 1.14), we combine ideas and methods from ergodic theory and
number theory. For the rest of this paragraph we consider a finitely generated multiplicative system
(X, u,S). First, we prove a decomposition result in Theorem 3.1, according to which we can split
L*(X) into # and ¥}, for any f € Mj,, where /#} is the subspace of L*(X) defined in Definition 1.13
(i) and ¥} is the closed subspace of L?(X) consisting of functions whose weighted ergodic averages
converge to zero. This allows us to reduce the proof of Theorem 1.14 to dealing with weighted ergodic
averages of pretentious eigenfunctions. To handle these, we adapt a classical convolution idea, that
was used in [Del83] to calculate mean values of multiplicative functions in the pretentious case, to
our setting. Now, to prove the decomposition L?(X) = % & ¥; in Theorem 3.1, we first show that
#; L V5 (Proposition 3.3) and then that z%”fL C ¥; (Proposition 3.4). To prove the latter we use a
similar method to the one used to prove such results in additive systems, and the main tools we use
are the spectral theorem on unitary multiplicative actions (see Theorem A.2) along with Theorem 1.1.
To establish the orthogonality of ¢} and 7}, all we have to do is prove that if the averages of form
WS,LF are zero, then the same averages over a set of P-free numbers, where P C P contains a few
primes; is also zero (see Corollary 3.7). Its proof is quite technical and involves some number-theoretic
ideas along with a simple approximation argument.

Proof of Theorem B: The proof of “T’, S are jointly ergodic == 0yat(T) N Tprrat(S) = {0}”
does not rely on any of the new results that we develop on multiplicative systems. We only use
Theorem A.2 along with some number-theoretic results concerning correlations of linear phases with
multiplicative functions pretending to be some Dirichlet character. The proof of converse implication
is more interesting and challenging, as it heavily depends on some of the new results on multiplicative
systems. The critical idea in this proof is the use of decomposition theorems for both actions. We
want to show that Cesaro averages of T"F - S, F' converge to the product of the integrals of F' and
G. Assuming that the integral of G is zero, we want to show that the above averages converge to
zero. Using the classical decomposition result in (1.10), we can write F = Fiot.erg + Fras- Using
an orthogonality criterion (Lemma 2.15), we deduce that the totally ergodic component has zero
contribution to the averages in question, hence we only have to deal with the averages of T Fy4¢ - S, G.
Now, using the decomposition result for the multiplicative action given in Theorem 1.28, we can
write G = Gaper + Gpr.rat- Then we are reduced to handling the averages of T Frat - SpGaper and
T" Frat-SnGpr.rat- By some simple calculations, we easily see that the averages of the former expression
converge to zero, while for the averages of the latter one we employ our spectral assumption along
with some number-theoretic input.
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and support throughout the writing of this paper, as well as Ethan Ackelsberg, Vitaly Bergelson,
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Basics in multiplicative systems

Lemma 2.1 (Triangle inequalities for the distance). Let (X, u,.S) be a multiplicative system. Then
the following hold for any F,G € L*(X) and for any f,g € M°:

(i) Dr(S, f) < DF(S 9) + | Fl2D(f, g).

(11 (fa ) \F||2 (DF(S f)‘HDF(S 9))

(iil) Dryc(S, f) <Dr(S, f) +Da(S, f).

(iv) Dra(S, f9) < ||Gll2Dr(S, f) + | Fll2Da (S, 9)-

All the triangle inequalities are also true for the partial distances up to any N € N.

\./\/\/\./

Proof. The proofs of all the triangle inequalities are identical, so we just prove the first one.
By the triangle inequality for the L?(X) norm and by expanding the square and then by using
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the middle term, we have that

> :%Z 1SpF — F()FIIS _ 12 (ISpF — g(@)Fll2 + I Fll2l £ (p) — 9(p)])*

P 2 p

DF(Sa f)
p€eP

<Dr(S,9)* + 2| Fll2Dr(S, /)D(f, 9) + Dr(f, 9)* = (Dr(S, g) + |F|2D(f, 9))*.

The proof is complete. O

peP

Given a multiplicative system (X, i, S), f € M® and F € L?(X) with ||F||2 < 1, we have that

Dp(s, ) < S ASRESOF 5 2, (2.1)

peP p

and also for any f,g € M°, we have that

Z fp p)l < 4AD(f,9)?%, (2.2)

peP

This can be easily checked, since for any z € C with |z| < 1, it holds: ]z — 1| < [z — 1| < 2]z — 1|~

Lemma 2.2. Let (X,u,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system and F € L*(X) be a preten-
tious eigenfunction. Then the set of all pretentious eigenvalues for S corresponding to F' is exactly
Ay, where f is any pretentious eigenvalue corresponding to F.

Proof. Fix a pretentious eigenvalue f corresponding to F' and let g € A¢. Then by the first triangle
inequality, we have that D (S, g) < Dp(S, f)+ || F|2D(f, g) < oo, by assumption. On the other hand,
let g € M€ be a pretentious eigenvalue of S corresponding to F. Then by Lemma 2.1 (ii), we have
that D(f,g) < HFII (Dp(S, f) + Dp(S,g)) < oo, by assumption. This shows that g € Ay, concluding
the proof. O

Remark 2.3. In view of Lemma 2.2, whenever we consider a pretentious rational eigenvalue f & A,
we can assume that it is a Dirichlet character. Moreover, we may also assume that this Dirichlet
character is primitive.

To see why the latter is true, let x be a Dirichlet character mod ¢ that is a pretentious rational
eigenvalue and let x; the unique primitive Dirichlet character inducing y with modulus ¢;. Then
q1 | ¢ and we have

0, otherwise.

Mm:{mm»iumsz
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Then D(x1,x) < 00, and by the first triangle inequality, it follows that x; is a pretentious rational
eigenfunction corresponding to the same pretentious rational eigenfunction as x.

Consider an arbitrary finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u1,.5). It is not hard to see that
for any F' € L?(X) and any f € M, if SpF = f(p)F for almost every prime, then F is a pretentious
eigenfunction with pretentious eigenvalue f. In the next lemma, we show that the converse is also
true.

Lemma 2.4. Let (X,u,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system. For any F € L?(X) and
any [ € Mg, Dg(S, f) < oo if and only if S,F = f(p)F for almost every prime. In other words,
Hy ={F € L*(X): S,F = f(p)F for almost every prime}.

This lemma provides us with a powerful characterisation of pretentious eigenvalues that we will
use several times in what follows (without explicitly referring to the lemma every time). However, we
avoid using it when it is not necessary. Moreover, it yields a similar result for multiplicative functions
(Lemma B.2) as an immediate consequence.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. Let f € M§,, F' € 7} and we shall show that S,F" = f(p)F holds for almost
every prime. Consider integers k, {, measure-preserving transformations Ti,...,Ty and a partition of
primes (P;)1<ice with P; = {p € P: S, = T;} for any 1 < ¢ < ¢, such that for any 1 < ¢ < k we have
> pep, % = oo and for any k + 1 < i < £ we have EpeP 5 < 00. Moreover, there exist some integer
m > 1, distinct aq,...,a,, € C and a partition of primes (P})1<j<m with P} = {p € P: f(p) = a;},

such that for any 1 < j < m we have > =~ = 00. Here we have assumed that none of the finitely

pGP/
many values aq,...,a, of f is taken in a set 73’ C P containing a few primes. We are allowed to do
so, because otherw1se, we can always find g that is close to f and satisfies this assumption, and we
know that then J¢; = 7.

Now consider the partition {P; N P]'x 1<i<4,1<j<m} of the primes and let

P= J PP

k+1<i<e
1<jsm
Clearly, ZpE'P - < 0o. Then we have
1S, — f(p)F3 1
= > > —2 = > ITF-aF|3 > —+0(1). (23
1<i<l pePiNP 1<i<k pEP;NP; p
1<js<m 1<j<m
Claim. For any 1 < i < k there exists a unique 1 < j(i) < m such that [P; NP} ;)| = oo
Proof of Claim. Fix1 < i < k. Assume for contradiction that for any 1 < j < m, [P;NP;}| < oo. Since

(P})1<j<m is a partition of primes, it follows that |P;| < oo, yielding a contradiction Thus, there ex-
ists some j satisfying the claim. Now suppose again for contradiction that there exist 1 < j; < ja <

such that [P; NP} | = [P;NP;],| = co. Then we have, by (2.3), that a;, F' = T;F = aj,, since 0therw1se
we would have Dp (S, f) = co. It follows that aj, = aj,, yielding a contradiction, and concluding the
proof of the claim. A

Note that the Claim 1mp11es that m < k. Moreover, by the Claim, for any 1 < ¢ < £, we have that

OFED D ST DI EXC(}

peP 1<i<m peP; ﬂP’ perP]’( N p
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and since Y = o0, it follows that

1

pEP; p
1

- = 0. 2.4

> ! o)

Using the Claim again, (2.3) becomes

k
1
Dp(S, )2 =Y ITiF —a;)Fll3 > P O(1). (2.5)
=1

. ’
pGPlﬂPj(i)

Combining (2.4) and (2.5), and using that Dr(S, f) < oo, we have that T;F' = a;(;) F forany 1 <i < k.
Thus, we proved that if S,F' # f(p)F, then p must belong in the set

P:=PU < U PmPJ">,
1<i<k
1<jsm
J#9 (@)
which is exactly the complement of U; ;<) Pi N Pj;). Then it follows that Epeﬁ% < oo. This
concludes the proof. O

We continue with some useful results concerning the spectral measures of L? functions in mul-
tiplicative systems (see Theorem A.2). Throughout, we consider M¢ equipped with the pointwise
convergence topology and the Borel o-algebra. Moreover, the set Ay, for any f € M€, is Borel
measurable. To see why, observe that for any f € M° and any N € N, the function D(-, f; N) is
continuous, hence the set {g € M°: D(g, f; N) < k} is Borel measurable for any integer k > 0. It
follows that {g € M°: D(g, f) < k} is Borel measurable for any & > 0 and then Ay is also Borel
measurable, as a countable union of Borel measurable sets.

Now, for any multiplicative system (X,u,S) and any F' € L?(X), we denote by ur the unique
finite Borel measure in M¢ satisfying

(SnF, F) = (n) dpr(f).

f
MC
Moreover, for any finite Borel measure v on M€, we define, for each n € N, e,, € L2(MC,v), e, (f) :=

fn).

Lemma 2.5. Let (X, u,S) be a multiplicative system, F' € L?(X) and consider a measurable set
A C M€ such that pur(A) > 0. Then there exists G € L?(X) such that uc is supported on A.

Proof. We may assume that ||F||s = 1 and we will find G € L*(X) with ||G||2 = 1 such that pug is
supported on A. By Theorem A.2, there is a unitary isomorphism ® from L?(M¢, ur) to the cyclic
sub-representation of L?(X) which is generated by F'. Consider the non-zero function pp(A)~1/21 4 €
L?*(M up) and let G € L?*(X) be the image of this element under ®. This isomorphism also
conjugates S, to multiplication by e,, for any n € N. Therefore, applying Theorem A.2 twice, first for
G and then for F', we have that

f(n) dua(f) = / $.G -G du = / F0) e (A) 21w (A) P 14() dpare(f)
Me X Me

— pr(A) /A F) dur(F) = | Fn) d(ur(A) " prla) ():

f
MC

By uniqueness of the spectral measure, it follows that pug = ur(A) " tur|a, and hence we have that
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ue is supported on A. Moreover, using again Theorem A.2, it is easy to check that |G|l = 1. The
proof is complete. o

Lemma 2.6. Let (X, u,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system. Then, for any F € L*(X),
the spectral measure pp of F is supported on Mg,.

Proof. Suppose that for any p € P, S, € {T1,...,Ty}, for some d € N and some measure preserving
transformations T7,...,Ty on X. Let F € L?(X), let ur be its spectral measure with respect to the
(N, x) action S, and let v be its spectral measure with respect to the (N¢, +) action induced by
Ti,...,Ty. For any n € N, there exist k1,...,kq € N such that S, F = lel ---T;dF. Therefore, by
applying Theorem A.2 for S and Theorem A.1 for S, it follows that for any n € N,

fn) dpr(f) = / S, F-F du= / e(kixy + - - kqrq) dvp(ay,. .., 24).
Me b's Td
This defines a map 7 : (N, x) — (N¢ +), which induces a map 7 : T¢ = (m) — m = M°
such that 7 maps the measure vp to the measure pp. The map 7 is given by 7(x1,...,24)(n) =

e(((z1,...,7a),n(n)) e 1)), where (X,y)we 1) = T1y1 + - + zqyq for any x = (v1,...,24),y =
(y1,---,vyq) € N By assumption, the map 7 is finitely generated, since for any p € P,

W durtn) € { [ew) dvpisie ),

f

MC
where (vp); is the projection of the measure vr on the i-th coordinate (or equivalently, the spectral
measure of F' with respect to T;). Therefore, 77 is finitely generated. Moreover, since pp is the

push-forward of vp with respect to 7, it follows that up is supported on a subset of 7(T¢), and any
f € 7(T?) is finitely generated. The result then follows. O

It follows from the previous lemma that for any finitely generated multiplicative system and any
F € L*(X), we have

(SnF F) = (n) dur(f).
Mg,

Lemma 2.7. Let (X,u,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system. For any F € L?(X) and
any f € Mg, we have that

De(S.07 = [ Do )? dur(o) (26)
M,
Moreover, we have that
H; C{F € L*(X): pp is supported on Ay N Mg} C . (2.7)

Proof. Let F € L*(X)and f € M, We may assume that || ||z = 1. For any N € N, by Theorem A.2,

we have

L= Re( [y 9(p)F(p) dur(9))
p

Dp(S, fiN)?2 =D IF|I3 — Re(S, I, f(0)F) 3

p<N p

= [ DN dulo)

fg

p<N
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For any N € N, we define Uy, ¥ : Mg, — [0,00], by Un(g) = D(g, f; N)%,¥(g) = D(g, f)*>. Then
(Un)Nen Is an increasing sequence converging pointwise to ¥, so by the monotone convergence the-

orem, we obtain
Dr(S, f)* = Jim D(g, f; N)? dur(g) = / D(g, f)* dpr(g)-
oo Mg, M,

This completes the proof of (2.6).

Now we prove (2.7). The first inclusion is immediate by (2.6). Thus, we show the second inclusion.
Let F, f be as above and assume that pug is supported on Af = Ay N M§,. For any integer k > 0,
we define the Borel measurable set A%, = {g € M§,: D(g, f) < k}. Since the sequence (A} ; )ren is
increasing and the union of all the sets in the sequence is the set A’;, we have that

. / _ I\ o
kli{f;o NF(Af,k) = MF(Af) =1,

hence pr(A} ;) > 1/2 for all sufficiently large k. Therefore, we may assume that up(A} ;) >1/2>0
for all k > 0. Consider the unitary isomorphism ® from L2(M§g, 1r) to the cyclic sub-representation of
L?(X) which is generated by F, as guaranteed by Theorem A.2. For each k > 0, we let F}, = <I>(]l,4/f,k ),
and since pp (A% ;) > 0, then, as we did in the proof of Lemma 2.5, we can show that pp, is supported
on A% ;. Then, by (2.6), we have that Dr, (S, f) < k, hence Iy, € J#; for all k > 0. Now, by the
dominated convergence theorem, we have that

lim |Fy — F||3 = lim / |F, — F|> dp = lim / |14 — 14 |? du=0.
k—o0 k—oo [x k—oo Jx fik f

This shows that F' € %, establishing the second conclusion. The proof of (2.7), and hence the proof
of the lemma, is complete. o

Remark 2.8. In any finitely generated multiplicative system, (2.7) implies that all the pretentious
eigenvalues are finitely generated.

Now we establish some interesting properties of the subspaces 7.

Lemma 2.9. Let (X, u, S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system and f € M°. Then 5¢; is a
subspace of L*(X).

Proof. Let F,G € 5¢; and a,b € C. By the third triangle inequality, we have
Dar1v6 (S, ) < BlIGN2Par (S, £) + lal[|Fl|2Dec (S, £) = [bl|Gl2Dr(S, £) + |al[|Fll2Da(S, f) < oo
Thus, aF + bG € ;. This shows that .} is a subspace of L?(X). O

Lemma 2.10. Let (X, pu,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system and f,g € M°. Then
A = A, if and only if D(f,g) < co. In fact, if D(f, g) = oo, then S L .

Proof. We may assume that || F||2, |G|z < 1.
Suppose first that D(f, g) < co. Then by the first triangle inequality, it follows that ¢} = 4.
Now suppose that D(f,g) = co. Let F' € % and G € ;. Suppose, for sake of contradiction,
that (F,G) # 0. We have that

(F,G)(1 = f(p)g(p)) = (SpF — f(p)F., SpG) + (f(D)F, S,G — g(p)G),

22



hence, by the triangle inequality and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

T (FG)(A - f ( )9(p))| <3 1SpF = (D) Fll2[1G]l2 'y IIFl\zl\SpG—g(p)G|\27

p p

peP pelP peP

which, in view of (2.1) and (2.2) gives that
(F,G)ID(f,9)* < 4Dr(S, f)? +4Dg(S, 9)°.

Since (F,G) # 0, the left-hand side of the above diverges, while the right-hand side converges, by
assumption. This yields a contradiction. Therefore, (F, G) = 0, showing that J¢; L 7. O

The following remark concerning the subspaces % and constant functions will be useful later.

Remark 2.11. Given a multiplicative system (X, u,S), for any constant function F' € L%(X), we
have that Dp (S, f)? = || F||3D(f,1)%. So, in finitely generated systems, we have that %} contains the
constants if D(f,1) < oo, and it does not contain any constant otherwise.

In Proposition 1.10, we saw that in any finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u,S), 74
coincides with the square-integrable o(Z,,)-measurable functions. In the next lemma, we see that Z,,
is an algebra, and this fact will be useful to show that Theorem A implies Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.12. Let (X, p,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system. Then T, is an algebra.

Proof. To show that Zp, is an algebra, we show that it contains X and it is closed under complements
and finite intersections:
o Ix =1andso X € 7,.
o Let A € T,;. Then we have
1ACAAC 1AAA)
ID)]LACSl 22 22 —ID)]LA(S,l)2<OO,

peP peP

hence, A¢ € 7.
o Let Ay,..., Ay € Z,;. Then we have

<3p1ﬁAi>\<éAj> @s 14;\4;) and (ﬂAi>\<sp1(k]Aj> OA\S LA;)

i=1 j=1 j=1

hence we have

(sp—lﬁAi)A((k]Aj) Lk) SLA;AA;)

Jj=1 j=1
Therefore,
_ k k k 1
1 (S5 Nizy 4) A (N2 45)) A;NA))
Diy (S, 1)2 = 22 L J \Z Z
1 peP P j=1 " peP
= ZDHAj (S,1)? < .
=1
This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

The next result is a simple lemma that provides us with characterisations for aperiodic systems
and aperiodic L? functions.
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Lemma 2.13. Let (X, u,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system and F € L*(X). Then the
following are equivalent for any q € N:
(i) Hmy—soo & S0 Sgnir F = [ F dp in L*(X), for any r € N.

. . N rn f F d:uv ch | T,
(il) limpy—eo % Do e(;)SnF = { X

n L2(X), for any r € N.
0, otherwise

L[ Fdu, if x = xo,
(i) limyoo 2 SV, x(0)S,F = { 9@ Jx Fdu, ifx = o, .

n L?(X), for any Dirichlet character
0, otherwise

x of modulus q, where xo denotes the principal character of this modulus.®

This lemma is proved in the Appendix C.

2.2. An orthogonality criterion

The following lemma is a variant of a classical result of Katai concerning complex-valued arithmetic
functions (see [Dab75, Lemma 1], [K&t86, Eq. (3.1)], [BSZ13, Theorem 2J; see also [FH17, Proposition
9.5]), which we are stating for arbitrary Hilbert spaces.

Lemma 2.14. Let 2 be a Hilbert space and A(n) € S for eachn € N. If P C P is a set of positive
relative density” such that for any distinct py, ps € P,

1 N

Aim N 2@4(?1”), A(pan)) =0,

then

=0.

1 N
Jim HN 2 Atw)

If 2 = C, then Lemma 2.14 reduces to the classical statement of the lemma whose proof can be
found in the above mentioned references. Replacing the complex-valued arithmetic function with an
arithmetic function taking values on a Hilbert space, and the modulus with the norm on this Hilbert
space, does not affect the proof at all, hence there is no need to repeat it here.

As a consequence we obtain the following orthogonality criterion that is a key ingredient in proving
Theorem B.

Lemma 2.15. Let (X, u) be probability space, T be an additive and S be a finitely generated
multiplicative action on (X,p). Let also b : N — Z and F € L*(X) with [, F du = 0. If for any
distinct p1,p2 € P,

N
lim l Z/ Tb(P1n)=blp2n) . du =0,
n=1 X
then for any G € L*(X), we have

=0.

N—o0 2

N
1
li —N"1tp.g G
m HNE

80 always stands for a principal character.

9We say that the set P C P has positive relative density if impy_s oo \7’:([11\}5\@\ exists and is positive, where 7(N) :=

{p € P: p < N}|.
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Proof. First, note that we may assume that |G| < 1 and then using that any such G can be written
as G = £(G1 + G2) for some Gy, G2 with |G| = |G2| = 1, we may further assume that |G| = 1. Since
S is finitely generated, there exist invertible measure-preserving transformations 71, ..., Ty on (X, u)
such that {S,: p € P} = {T1,...,T4}. We define for each 1 < i < d the set P; = {p € P: S, = T}
and then we have P = U?:l P;. It follows that there exists some 1 < iy < d such that P := P;, has
positive relative density. We now define A(n) = T*™F . S, G for each n € N and then, in view of
Lemma 2.14, it suffices to show that

N

]\}13100 % ;(A(pln), A(pan))y =0 YV p1 #p2 €P. (2.8)

For any distinct p1, ps € P, we have

(A(prn), A(pan)) = / TV p . Y0 E S (T, G) - Sa(T;,C) dps
X

= [ T T (1, |G d
X

- / Tb(P1n) . pbP2n) | dp = / Tb(P1n)=b(p2n) p . du,
X X

thus, (2.8) holds, concluding the proof. O

Remark 2.16. The proof of Lemma 2.14 is an application of the Turan-Kubilius inequality. Doing
the proof, one could easily check that the assumption there could be weakened as follows: for any
distinct p1,p2 € P,

N
. 1
Jim Zl (A(pin), A(pan)) = 0.
p1,pain

Using this strengthened form of Lemma 2.14, Lemma 2.15 can be shown to hold in the more general
case of S being weakly multiplicative.

3. Proof of the Results for Multiplicative Systems

3.1. Proof of Proposition 1.10

First we show that JA4 C L*(X,0(Zy),1t). It is enough to show that 54 C L?(X,0(Zy), i), and
hence it suffices to show that functions of A are o(Z,,)-measurable.

Let F € 54 and we may assume that it is real valued. Then S,F' = F for almost every p. Let
A={x e X: F(zx) <a} for some a € R. Notice that S, ' AAA C {z € X: F(Spz) # F(x)}, thus for
almost every prime we have u(S, LANA) = 0. This implies that A € Z,,; C 0(Z,,), which shows that
F' is 0(Zp,)-measurable, establishing the first inclusion.

For the other inclusion, we claim that 4 = L?(X,C, ), for some sub-c-algebra C of the Borel
and then we will show that Z,, C C. By [FK91, Lemma 3.1], the claim is equivalent to the following
statement: 4 is a closed subspace of L?(X), containing the constants, and there is a set of bounded
functions U that is dense in 74, such that for any F,G € U, we have FG € 4. Since /4 is indeed
a closed subspace of L?(X) and the fact that it contains the constants can be readily checked, it is
enough to show the last assertion.

Let U = A N L>®(X). This is a set of bounded functions that is dense in 4. Let F,G € U. Then
Dr(S,1) < 00,De(S,1) < oo and FG € L?(X). Then, by the third triangle inequality in Lemma 2.1,
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we have that
Dra(S,1) < ||G||2Dr(S, 1) + ||F||2Da (S, 1) < oo,
which shows that FG € 54 C .
We have proved that 4 = L?(X,C,u) for some o-algebra C. Now observe that by the definition
of s and Z,,, we have that Z,, C C, and then o(Z,,) C C. Hence, L2(X,U(Ipr),u) C . This
concludes the proof.

3.2. Proof of Theorem A

We will now prove Theorem 1.14, which implies Theorem A. For the rest of this subsection, we fix
a finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u, S). For any f € My, we define ¥ to be the closed

:0}.

The fact that this a closed subspace can be easily checked. We begin by proving the following

subspace of L?(X) given by

1L
V= {F € L*(X): lim HN > Fn)S.F
n=1

N—o0

decomposition result.
Theorem 3.1. For any f € M§,, we have
L*(X) = & 1.

Combining Lemma 2.10 and Theorem 3.1 we have that for any f,g € Mg, with D(f,g) < oo, it
holds that #; = ¥;. In other words, we have the following:

Corollary 3.2. For any f,g € Mg, with D(f,g) < oo and any F € L?(X), we have that

N
o1 .o
1\}%0 N ng,l fn)S,F=0 in L*(X)

if and only if
| XN
. L _ . 2
]\}51(1)0 N n§:19(n)SnF 0 in L*(X).

To prove Theorem 3.1, we split it into the following two propositions.
Proposition 3.3. For any f € M§,, we have 7 L V5.

Proposition 3.4. Let F € L*(X) and f € M{,. If F L ¢, then

=0.

N
. 1 ey
[ 2 Fs |
Consequently, we have jffl C 7.

We remark that we shall not need the full strength of Theorem 3.1 to prove Theorem 1.14, as
Proposition 3.4 is enough. Nevertheless, the full strength of Theorem 3.1 will be useful in the proof
of Theorem 1.28.

We start with the proof of Proposition 3.3, for which we need several preliminary results that we
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are going to state and prove below.

For simplicity we adopt the notation E,c 4a(n) := ﬁ > neaa(n) forany A C Nand any arithmetic
function a. For any F' € L*(X), any f € Mg, and any A C N, limy_, IEnean,n f(n)SnF |2 exists
always, and it is a function in L?(X). We denote this function by E,c4 f(n)S, F, that is to say that

Encaf@)SuF i= lim |[Encanpn (S F]| .

In addition, whenever we write

Ene AmSnF = Ene BmSnG

for some F,G € L?(X), some f,g € M, and some A, B C N, it is implied that the equality is in
L?(X), which means that

th HEneAm[l,N]f( )Sn ' — EnEBﬁ[l S GH

—00

Proposition 3.5. Let f € M§,, F' € ¥y and P C P be finite. Then
Enegpf(n)SnF = O.

Proof. The proof of the proposition consists of two steps. First, we write P = {p1,...,ps}, where
s=|P|eN.
Claim 1. For any F € L*(X), we have

E"ENmSnF - Z H - k +1— < f[ Spfi> (EnEQPmSnF)-

ki,...,ks ENU{0} t=1 i=1

Proof of Claim 1. First we show that E,co, f(n)S,F exists. To see this, by Theorem A.2, we
have that

n€QpN[L,N]

al _ 2 1/2
L |5 X e e[ aurto))
g . (3.1)

Notice that 1o, is completely multiplicative and takes only two values, so, by [GS14, Corollary 2.1.12]
the absolute value of the limit of the averages of 1o, (n)f(n)g(n) exists (and in fact, the mean value
of this function also exists, since it is finitely generated). Then, using the dominated convergence
theorem and (3.1), it follows that E,enlo, f(n)SpF and E,co, f(n)S,F exist, and moreover, they
satisfy

EnEQPWSHF = ]EnEN]]-QPmSnF'

1
d(Qp)
Now we prove the claim by induction on s € N. Let s = 1 and then we write P = {p}. Notice that
we can express the natural numbers as

N = |_| pk va
keNU{0}

where throughout we use the symbol U to denote a disjoint union. Then we have

EneNmSnF: Z ]EHGN]]-kaP(n) (TL)SnF

keNU{0}
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:J\}gnoo Z W‘Spk(% Z ]IQP(n)WSnF)

keENU{0} n<N/pk
= m Y fjf; o B tor T @sir) = Y IO, (B, e, 7. F)
keNU{O} keNU{0}
) Y I (B, s E) - Y ﬁ{#sk(mgpmw),
keNU{O} keNU{0} p

where all the limits are in L?(X). This proves the base case of the induction. Now let s > 2 and
suppose that the statement is true for all the positive integers smaller than s. Let P’ = P\{ps} =
{p1,...,ps—1}. By the induction hypothesis, we have that

B, cn f(n)SnF = 3 H ' k +1 <H S )( ,,EQP,WS”F). (3.2)

ki,....,ks—1€NU{0} i=1
Now we notice that the set of P’-free numbers can be expressed as
ks
Opr = |_| Py QOp.
ks€NU{0}

Therefore, as we did in the base case, we have

EHGQPIWSWF: Z EHGQP/]]';D?SQP(”) (TL)SnF

ks€NU{0}
= lim_ > fpe)k sks( QP/ > \]@,(n) (n)SnF)
* ks €NU{0} ner/m[l,N/p’S‘*]
—dm Y Eovcprin st Lop (0 F)SHF)

N —o00
ks,eNU{0} ps

= > fpsx Ss(Enegp/lgp(")WSnF)

ks €NU{0} 5

QP Z fe S ps ks (EnGQPWSnF)

k eNuU{0} 5

_ ks -
=y B I (Boo, FS.F). (33)
ks €NU{0} Ps

where all the limits are taken in L?(X). Substituting (3.3) to (3.2), we obtain

EHGNWS F

Z H k +1 (Sl_[ Spfw) ( p%;}WS’pgs (EHGQPWSWF))

k1,...,ks—1€NU{0} i=1 kseNU{0}

Z H pl_iﬂ <HS’“>( WEQPWSHF)-

ki,....k.€NU{0} i=1

This completes the induction and concludes the proof of the claim. A

28



Claim 2. For any function G € L?(X) satisfying

> I (T0ss oo

ko ,okoeNU{O} i=1 Pi’

it holds that G = 0.

Proof of Claim 2. We also prove this claim by induction on s € N. Let s = 1 and then we write
P = {p}. Then for any G € L*(X), we have that

f@)* f()* J)*
= Y pkﬂs kG =~ SG+ZPH1S WG == slc+psl > k+1 SpG slc

keNu{0} keN keNU{O}

and therefore, G = 0. This proves the base case of the induction. Now let s > 2 and suppose that the
statement is true for all positive integers smaller than s. Let G € L?(X) satisfying the assumption of
the claim. Then we have that

0= Z ka+1 <11 '>G

ki,....ks€NU{0} i=1 Pi

-y MR (M) X )

ki, ke_reNU{0} i=1 Pi koenufoy P

Then, by induction hypothesis, it follows that the function G := = eNu{o} s+1 S kG € L3 (X)

satisfies G = 0. Then, by the base case, this implies that G = 0, concluding the mductlon, and hence,
the proof of the claim. A
Since F' € ¥4, it follows by Claim 1 that

Z H - o +1— < ﬁ Spfi) (EnegpmSnF) =0

ki,....k. €NU{0} i=1 i=1

and so,

> AR (115 ) (SucerT005:8) =0

ki,...kseNU{o}i=1 Pi

Then by applying Claim 2, for the function G = E, co,, f(n)S,F, we conclude that E,co, f(n)Sp,F =
0. This concludes the proof of the proposition.

O

Lemma 3.6. Let P C P containing a few primes. Then for any € > 0, there exists a finite P. C P
such that d(Qp,\Qp) < €.

Proof. Let e >0 and 6 =1 — (d(Q 5+ 1)~! > 0. Since ZpEP 5 < 00, there exists some N; € N such
that

1
E — < 4.
pEP p
p>Ne

Let P. = {p € P: p < N.} which is a finite subset of P. Then we have

d(QPE\QP)Zd(QPE)—d(QP)Zd(QP)(Z((QQZE))—1>=d(Q73)( I1 (1—3)1‘1>

pEP\Pe p
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d(Qp)((l - 1)_1 - 1) <d(Qp)((1—6)" —1) ==

pEP\P- p
This concludes the proof. O
Corollary 3.7. Let f € M§,, F € ¥y and P C PP containing a few primes. Then
EnGQPf(n)SnF =0.

Proof. Let € > 0. Since ZpeP% < o0, then d(Qp) > 0. Consider a finite set P. C P such that

d(Qp \Qp) < @, as guaranteed by Lemma 3.6. Now by Proposition 3.5, for any N large
(depending on ¢), we have

HEneQmm[l f )Sn FH < 5

Then for any N large, we have

[Ercornnm s, F|, < oomngm| X Tws.f,
|QP ﬁ | neQp. N[L,N
_ Z fn)S,F
|Q7’m LN e omGrnin 2
< |9r. 0L N [(Qp.\Qp) N [1, N|
|Q7>ﬂ[1 NJ| H n€Qpe N(LN f(")S"FH2+ |Qp N1, N]|
— 1(Qp.\Qp) N[1, N]|
< ||E F 2 z )
[Eer. i xS, |, + 1Gp VLNV
Therefore,
. e ,d(Qp\Qp)
hj{/n_fgop HEQPQ[LN]S,ZF‘L < > +2 A(Cp) <e.
Since € was arbitrary, the result follows. O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 3.3, which will follow quite easily from Corollary 3.7.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Let f € Mg, and let F' € 5 and G € ;. Then the set P := {p €
P: SpF # f(p)F'} satisfies - cp % < o00. It follows by Corollary 3.7 that E,co, f(n)S,G = 0. So for
any N € N, we have

<Fa G> = EQPO[I,N] <SnF7 SnG> = EQpﬂ[l,N]<f(n)Fa SnG> = <F5EQPO[1,N]WSHG>'

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any N € N, we have that

N 2
[, G) < I1FI||Egp v TS|
Letting N — oo, yields that (F, G) = 0. This proves that J¢; L ¥;. O
We continue by proving Proposition 3.4.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Let F € L?(X) and f € M, Suppose that

N
: 1 -
s Hﬁnzlf o

> 0.
2
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Our goal is to show that F' £ J¢;. By Theorem A.2, it follows from the assumption that

Zgn

where pp is the spectral measure of F'. It follows by Theorem 1.1 that

pr(Ar N Mg,) = pr({g € Mi,: D(g, f) < o0}) >0

Now we define the non-zero function dy € L*(Mg,, ur) by

1, ifge AN M,
5f(9)={ ! b

0, otherwise,

2

lim dur(g) >0,

which satisfies [, ; dur > 0. Consider the unitary isomorphism @ from L?(M§,, ur) to the cyclic
fg

sub-representation of L?(X) generated by F, as guaranteed by Theorem A.2. This isomorphism
conjugates S,, to multiplication by e, and also maps 1 to F. Let G = ®(d;) € L*(X). Then we have

<F, G> = <175f>L2(M§g,#F) = / 5]0 d/J,F > 0.
Mg,

By Theorem A.2 once again, we have that, for any n € N,
[ st auclo) = [ $.6-Gdu= [ a5 durto) = [ gn) Ao
fg fg fg

By uniqueness of the spectral measure, it follows that pg = é¢pp, which implies that p¢ is supported
on Ag NMg,. It follows by Lemma 2.7 that G € 4, and since F and G are not orthogonal, we obtain
that F' { s¢;. This concludes the proof. O

Recall that our goal is to prove Theorem 1.14. The following is an obvious corollary of Proposi-
tion 3.4, which will be useful to this end.

Corollary 3.8. For any F € L?(X) and any f € M, we have

N
g ST 5 3 Fs ey

= 0.
2

In view of Corollary 3.8, we see that in order to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.14, we need to
calculate the ergodic averages % 25:1 f(n)S,F, for F € 7;. In the next proposition, we do it for
F e ;.

Proposition 3.9. Let f € M{, and F' € 7. Then

J\}gnoo—Zf n)SnF = H(1——) 3 f FWe r i r2x),

pEP p neEQpe

where P = {p € P: S,F # f(p)F}.

Proof. We begin by defining a completely multiplicative sequence (G;,)nen of L?(X) functions and a
finitely generated completely multiplicative function h given by

S F, peP 0, ep
Gy = { PEOPET O ad b)) = { P
0, pePe f(p), pePe
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respectively. Then we observe that

SuF = Ga-h(b).

ab=n
Therefore, we have
1 1 1 S— —
N 2 fSuF = > f(n) D7 Gah(b) = 1= > f(@)Ga D F(b)h(D)
n=1 n=1 ab=n a=1 ng/a
= ) R
=3 =G (BT (m)h(m) ) +o(1). (3.4)

n=1 i 2 1 n 2
M N —
(n) N N |f(n)]
<[ e (K (=) - Km)|| + |5(=) - x| 1Gallz
$5 7006, (%) ko) + 35 () -ron] 22
M N
Ly (N [Gnll2
< - —) - .
<X olx() -l 2 3
n=1 n=M+1
Choosing M < N so that N/M — oo, it follows that
N - N -
N G
lim sup lim sup ’ Z MGnK(—) — K(N) Z ﬂGn < 2limsup Z [Gnll2 =0,
M—oo N—oo || 7 n n oy n 2 M—oo =3 n

. G -1
since Y, ey L8202 = || Fll2 30, 2 = 1F 2 [T yep (1= 3) 7 < [IFll2exp (3,cp 1) < oo. Thus, for
large N, we can rewrite (3.4) as

n=1 n=1 n=1
_(1 (n) _1Qp N1, N]| f(n)
QpNI[1,N] ne€QpcN[1,N] n€QpcN[l,N]

where equalities are taken in L?(X). Therefore,

N __ _
&@W%EW&de(gp) > @Sﬁ:]‘[(l—l) > @SnF in L2(X).

n€EQpe pEP p ne€Qpe

This concludes the proof. O
We are now ready to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.14.

Proof of Theorem 1.14. In view of Corollary 3.8, it suffices to show that the convergence in Proposi-
tion 3.9 holds for functions in %

Let F € #; and € > 0. There exists some G € .} such that |[F — G|2 < § and let P = {p €
P: S,G # f(p)G}. By Proposition 3.9, we have

lim “izN:WSHG— I1 (1—1) 3 g q
N—oo || N pEPA[L,N] P7 o

=0.
2
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Then by triangle inequality we have that

H%ZN:]‘()SF— I1 (1—1) 3 @sna

n=1 pePN[L,N] n€Qpcn[1,N] 2
1 1
<Hﬁnz_jl WsiF 5 > Fsic|,
1S 1 f(n)
+H_ (15,6 — -1 Ms.a
an::l peplm_[[l.,zv]( p)nGQ;[LN] " 2
1 fn) 1 f(n)
A I 05 X AEses T () B Eler
€PN[1,N] neQpcn[L,N] pePN[1,N] n€Qpcn[L,N] 2
N -
<|F- G||2+H S Tms.G - ] (1_3) 3 @Sna
n=1 pEPN[1,N] p n€QpcN[1,N] 2
T ) (S [ Tarel P S
pEPA[L,N] p n€Qpen[l,N]

rsmse I 0-) xS

n

pePN[1,N] p neQpen[1,N] 2
€ 1 1
= 1- _) =y
+ 2 H ( D Z n
pEPN[1,N] neEQpe

By sending N — oo, and using Euler products, we obtain

e smse- 1 (-5 v Mse

p

pePN[1,N] n€Qpcn[L,N] 2
e € 1 1 e ¢ 1 1\ -1
R VGRS SIS s TR § R\ R
st (-0) X =5+3 0~ )II0-;) =¢
pEP neQpc pEP pEP
Since € was arbitrary, the result follows. O

3.3. Proof of the corollaries of Theorem A

Proof of Corollary 1.15. (i) Let F € L?(X) and we may assume that [, F' du = 0. Assume that P;F
is constant. By Remark 2.11, we have that

Fdu, ifD(f,1) < oo,
PfF:/Pdeu: Jx Fdu, D 1) <00,
X , otherwise

It follows by Theorem 1.14 that

N
: 1 -
dn | 2 TS

2

and the proof of (i) is complete.
(ii) Assuming that we have proved the result for zero integral functions, if F' is any non-constant L?(X)
function satisfying Dp (S, f) < oo, we define the non-constant, zero integral function G = F— [ F dpu.



Then D¢ (S, f) < oo and so we have

> 0.
2

lim

1 e ——

Fn)S.F — M(F) - /Xqu

2
Therefore it suffices to show it for zero integral functions. Let F' € L?(X) be such a function and
suppose that Dp(S, f) < co. It follows from Lemma 2.7 that ur is supported on Ay N Mg,. Then by
Theorem A.2 and the dominated convergence theorem, we have that

N
: 1 -
s Hﬁnilf o

1S —

N (n)g(n)

2 2

I
g

dup(g) = /M M (Fo)? dpur(g)

c
fg

(3.5)

[l
—
C'?O

S &

~—

—

o,

N

S

—~

N

where vr = fur and is supported on A; N M,
Let g € A; be finitely generated. We define the function

(1N 9Tt _1-g() _ p—pg(p) —glp) +1
hp) =1 (1 p) (1 p ) p—g(p) lp— g(p)|?
and by Theorem 1.1, we have

o059

p>5

|M(g)|* >

2—exp( 2 "log|l—h(p ) (3.6)

p>5

Now, we have that

(p+ 1)1 ~Re(g(p))) _ ol— Re(g(p))
lp— g(p)|? ST -y

and then clearly Re(h(p)) € [0,1). Combining (3.6) and (3.7) and using the inequality log(l — x) >
— 7%= for € [0,1) and the fact that = +— — 3% is decreasing in [0, 1), it follows that

|M(g) >exp(Zlog1_Re )))>>exp( 2Z1—Re )

Re(h(p)) = (3.7)

p>5
. 1~ Re(g(p)) (-
(- P ey |—2<1—Re<<>)>)> o 16; =)
> exp(~16D(g.1)?), (38)

where the second last inequality follows from that |p — g(p)| — 2(1 — Re(g(p))) = p — 5 > § for all
primes p > 5. It follows by (3.5) and (3.8) that

i exp(— 2y dv .
> / exp(~16D(g, 1)?) dvr(g)

Then, by Jensen’s inequality for the convex function e™", it follows that

N
: I <7
s HNRZ_lf st

z > exp < - 16/ _ Dy, 1)? dVF(g)) = exp (— 16/ . D(g, f)? duF(g))
g = exp(—lGDF(S,j‘)Q) >0

This concludes the proof. O
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Proof of Corollary 1.17. By Lemma 2.13, S is aperiodic if and only if for any Dirichlet character y
and any F € L?*(X),

Fd if x =
lim —ZX {fx My 1LY X0,

N—roo 0, otherwise.

Then, in view of Corollary 3.2, Theorem A and Corollary 1.11, it suffices to show that the following
are equivalent:
(a) For any F € L*(X), limy_ 00 H% ﬁ[ 1 x(n)Sy FH2 = 0 holds for all x # xo.
(b) 7, = {0} for all x # xo.
(¢) Oprrat(S) = A1
(a) is equivalent to that ¥, = L%*(X) for all x # xo, which, in view of Theorem 3.1, is equivalent to
)

(b). Now (b) and (c) are equivalent by definition. This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary 1.18. At first, notice that (i) and (iv) are obviously equivalent. Moreover, in view
of Corollary 1.11, the equivalence of (ii) and (iii) follows from the equivalence:

Ay ={0}, V f € Mg, with D(f,1) = 0o <= 0p,:(5) = A,

which is true by definition. It remains to show that (i) and (iv) are equivalent.
(i) = (iv) Suppose that S is pretentiously weak-mixing, thus, S x S is pretentiously ergodic. We let
F € L?(X) be a pretentious eigenfunction with corresponding pretentious eigenvalue f € Mg, and
we define the function G € L*(X x X) by G(z,y) = F(z)F(y). Then, by the triangle inequality, we
have that

[1(Sp x Sp)G — G||L2(X><X)

<NSpF @ SpF = (f(p)F) @ SpF |l r2(xxx) + [(f(0)F) ® SpF — Gllr2(x xx)

= 18,F © S,F = (F0)F) & S,F 20 + (F()F) © S,F = (F0)F) & FPIP) L2y

= 2[[Fl215p F = f () F 2,

and then by (2.1), it follows that

S, x S,)G — G2,
Da(S x 8,12 < Y [1(Sp < Sp) IZ2(xx x
peP p

S,F — f(p)F||3
< ayrip Y IO < g mgpes, 2
p€eP

< 0.

This shows that G is pretentiously invariant with respect to S x.S, and then it follows by Corollary 1.11
that G is constant and hence, F' is constant.

(iv) = (i) On the other hand, suppose that S has no non-constant pretentious eigenfunctions. It
follows that J#; also consists of constants. We want to show that for any F' € L2(X), we have

/SnF-qu—/Fdlu/Fdlu‘—O.
X X X

which is an equivalent definition of S being pretentiously weak-mixing. It is enough to show this

N

. 1
dm

n=1

for non-constant functions with zero integral. Let F € L?(X) be a non-constant function with
J ' dp = 0. Since the averages of a sequence converge to zero if and only if the averages of the
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square of the sequence converges to zero, it is enough to show that

2

N
. 1 =
ngnooﬁ,; /XSRF-qu =0.

By Theorem A.2 and by expanding the square, we have
1 2 W 2
— SpF-Fdu| =— / f(n) dpp(f)
vl vl

1 —— LS~ g
-+ sy aur)) ([ G0 dur@)) = [ S il dar < ) £.0)

N ; </M§g M, Mg, N n;

(3.9)

We claim that for any f € Mg, we have pip(Ay) = 0. Suppose for contradiction that there exists some
f € Mg, such that pup(Ay) > 0. Then by Lemma 2.5, there exists a function G € L?(X) such that
e (Ar N Mﬁg) = 1. It can be seen by the proof of Lemma 2.5, that G is non-constant since F' is non-
constant. Since pg is supported on Ay, then it follows by Lemma 2.7 that G € ¢}, but this contradicts
the fact that 7 consists of constants. Now we define A = {(f, g) € ME, X ME, 2 D(f, g) < oo}. Then,
by Tonelli’s theorem, we have that

(e % ) (8) = [ pel(Ay) due() = 0.
M,

It follows by Theorem 1.1 that for any (f,g) € supp(ur X pur), we have M(fg) = 0. The result then

follows by sending N — oo in (3.9) and using the dominated convergence theorem. O

Proof of Corollary 1.25. Let f € Mg, and consider (X, i, S) to be the multiplicative rotation by f.
(i) In view of Corollary 1.11 it is enough to show that 7 consists of constants if and only if D(f* 1) =
oo for any k < |X|. Recall that X = f(N) and notice that this space is either S' (if and only if
f(p) = e(a) for p € P and some irrational «), or finite (if and only if for any p € P, f(p) is some
rational phase). We treat each case separately:

(a) Suppose that X = S!. Then for any ¥ € N, f¥ # 1. Moreover, the dual space of X is

X = {aF: k € Z} ~ Z. Hence, L?(X) functions can be written as

F=> ca* inL*X), (3.10)

where ¢, € St for all k € Z. Suppose first that 7 consists of constants. Then for any k € Z\ {0},
the L2(X) function Fi(x) = o* satisfies S, Fy, # F}, for many primes. But S,F = f(p)*F}, hence
f(p)k # 1 for many primes. It follows that D(f*,1) = oo, and this holds for all k¥ € Z\{0}. On
the other hand, suppose that D(f*,1) = oo for any k € N. hence for any k € Z as well. Let
F € L?(X), as in (3.10), be a pretentiously invariant function. We want to show that for any
k € Z\{0}, cx = 0. Fix k € Z\{0}. By assumption, f(p)¥ # 1 for many primes and also
S,F = F for almost every prime. It follows that there exists some py € P such that f(po)* # 1
and Sp, F' = F. Using (3.10), it is not hard to see that S, F' = F implies that either ¢, = 0 or
f(po)* = 1, but the latter case is excluded, therefore we have ¢, = 0. This shows .7 consists of
constants, concluding the proof in the first case.

(b) Suppose that X is finite. Then f1X! =1 and the dual space of X is X = {z*: 0 < k < |X|},
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hence L?(X) functions are expressed in the form

F= Y a2 inL*X),
0<k<|X]|
where ¢, € St for all 0 < k < | X|. The proof now is identical to the previous case.

The proof of the (i) is complete.

(ii) In view of Corollary 1.17, and by using (i), we have to show that for any non-principal Dirichlet
character x, 74, = {0} is equivalent to D(f*,x) = co. The proof of this is identical to that of (i).
(iii) Clearly, the identity F'(z) = x is a non-constant pretentious eigenfunction, so in view of Corol-
lary 1.18, S is not pretentiously weak-mixing. O

Before we move to the proof of the next result we need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.10. Let a : N — Z be a finitely generated additive function. Then for any o ¢ Q and for
any Dirichlet character x, we have D(e(a(n)a), x) = oo.

Proof. The non-zero values of any Dirichlet character y mod ¢ are the ¢(g)-roots of unity. On the
other hand, if « is an irrational number, then the function e(a(n)a) does not take values on the roots of
unity at all. Hence e(a(p)a) # x(p) for almost every p € P and in particular, D(e(a(n)a), x) = oco. O

Proof of Corollary 1.24. Let a : N — Z be a finitely generated completely additive function, (X, u, T)
an additive system and consider the finitely generated multiplicative system (X, u, T%).
(i) First, we observe that if 577 consists of constants, then the space of T-invariant functions also does.
In view of Corollary 1.11, this implies that pretentious ergodicity of T'* implies ergodicity of T'. Thus,
assuming that (X, u, T) is ergodic, it suffices to show that T is pretentiously ergodic if and only if a
satisfies:

e for any £ € 0vat(T)\{0} with (r,q) =1, ¢ a(p) holds for many primes, and

e a(p) # 0 for many primes.
Then, using Theorem A, Theorem A.1, Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.10, we have

N
1
T is pretentiously ergodic <=V F € L*(X), J\}im N E TR :/ F du in L*(X)
— 00 X

:1N
=Y aco(D\{0}, lim % > e(a(n)a) =0
n=1
<~V a € a(T)\{0}, D(e(a(n)a),1) = co

=V g € orat(T)\{0} with (r,q) =1, D(e(a(n)g), 1) =00

=V g € v (T)\{0} with (r,¢) = 1, the set

P:={pelP: a(p)z ¢ Z} contains many primes,
q

and since we can express P = {p € P: a(p) # 0} N {p € P: ¢{a(p)}, the result follows.

(ii) Similarly, assuming that (X, u,T) is ergodic, it suffices to show that T is aperiodic if and only
if e(a(n)a) is aperiodic for any « € (0,1) N Q. Then, using Theorem A.1, Theorem 1.1, Lemma B.1
and Lemma 3.10, we have:

N
1
T* is aperiodic <=V F € L*(X), Vr,q €N, lim — > 7@+ p = / Fdp  in L*(X)
N—oo N - X
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—VacaoT)\{0}, Vr,qeN, 1rn

— 00

algn+r)a) =0

uMz

= Vaco(D)\{0}, ¥x, lim % Z x(n)e(a(n)a) =0

—=VaecaoT)\{0}, Vx, De(a(n)a),x) =0
<=V a € 0w (T)\{0}, ¥V x, D(e(a(n)a),x) =

which, in view of Theorem 1.1, is equivalent to that e(a(n)a) is aperiodic for any « € (0,1) N Q.

o0,

(iii) Finally, we have that T is pretentiously weak-mixing if and only if 7% x T* = (T x T)* is
pretentiously ergodic (by definition), which, in view of (i), is equivalent to that T x T is ergodic and
a satisfies the condition in (i) which eventually, is equivalent to that T is weak-mixing and a satisfies
the condition in (i). This concludes the proof. (]

Proof of Corollary 1.26. (i) This follows from Corollary 1.24 (i).
(ii) Suppose that a(p) = 1 holds for almost every p € P. Suppose for sake of contradiction that
there exist a Dirichlet character x and some £ € (0,1) such that D(e(a(n)7),x) < oo. Hence,
e(a(p)Z) = x(p) for almost every p € P. On the other hand, the assumption gives that e(a(p)7) = e(7)
for almost every p € P. Combining the previous, we have that x(p) is equal to the fixed number e( ) for
almost every p € P, but since the non-zero values of any Dirichlet character mod s are equ1dlstr1buted
in the ¢(s) roots of unity, it follows that y is principal. Then, e(g) = 1, which is not possible since
€ (0,1). This yields a contradiction. It follows by Corollary 1.24 (ii) that (X, u, T%) is aperiodic for

any ergodic (X, u, T). This concludes the proof. O

3.4. Proof of the decomposition theorems

Here we prove the two decompositions theorems, namely Theorem 1.28 and Theorem 1.29. The proof
of the first one will follow easily by Theorem 3.1 and the following simple lemma.

Lemma 3.11. For any A C Mﬁg, we have that

(m(10) - (U

Proof. Let F € (UfeAJf})l and G € span(UfeA%c') Then there exist k € N, ¢1,...,¢p € C,
fi,...,fu € Aand G, € 5, for any 1 <14 < k, such that

k

G = ZciGi'

i=1
It follows that

since by assumption, (F,G;) = 0 for any 1 . This shows that

(Y7) —<span<,w>>*

The other inclusion is obvious. O

/AN
//\
-

38



Proof of Theorem 1.28. We want to show that S e = %Jr_.rat' First, we show that

<%ﬂapcr - m%@ (311)
X

where the intersection is over all the Dirichlet characters .

By Remark 2.11, it follows that for any F' € ¥1, we have fX F dp = 0. Clearly, #per € 71, thus,
for any F' € 5% per, we have fX F dp = 0. Therefore, (3.11) follows from Lemma 2.13.

Now, using (3.11), Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.11 for A being the collection of all Dirichlet char-
acters, we have

LT N (U R (U o (Y

The proof of the theorem is complete. o
To prove Theorem 1.29, we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. Let (wy,)nen be a sequence of non-negative real numbers and let D C N be a set with
positive natural density. If E,cyw, = 0, then E,cpw, = 0.

The above result is classical and easy to show, thus its proof is omitted.

Proof of Theorem 1.29. Let F € L?*(X) be a pretentious eigenfunction and let G € ), wm. Then
there exists some f € Mg, such that Dp(S, f) < co. Let P = {p € P: S,F' # f(p)F'} and then
> pep % < co. Then we have

(E, G)| = Epegp|(SnF, SnG)| = Eneop | f(n)(F, SnG)| = Encop [(F, SnG)I.
In view of Lemma 3.12, if we set w,, = [{F, S,G)| and D = Qp with natural density

d(D)—H(l—%)Zexp(—Z%)>O,

pEP pg¢P
then we have that E,cnyw, = 0, since G is pretentiously weak-mixing, and then it follows that
EHGQP |<F, SnG>| == EneDwn == O.
Hence, we have that (F,G) = 0 and this shows that % cig L Hprwm. It remains to prove that
%ﬂ;icig C Sy wm. Let F' ¢ A wm. Then, as in the proof of Corollary 1.18, we have
1N, — 1
lim & D ) dur < ) (.9) = Jim 3" [ 8,8 an
N=roo MﬁgXMgg Nngl an::l X

Let A = {(f,g) € M, xM§,: D(f,g) < oo} and then it follows by Theorem 1.1 that (urxprp)(A) > 0.
By Tonelli’s theorem, it follows that there exists some f € M, such that pr(Ap N ./\/l‘f?g) > 0. Now,
as we argued in the proof of Proposition 3.4, we can find some G € L?(X) such that Dg(S, f) < oo
and (F,G) > 0. This shows that F ¢ %‘;{;cig. The proof is complete. O

N 2

> 0.

3.5. Deduction of Theorem 1.1 from Theorem A

Let f € Mg, such that D(f,1) = co. We want to show that M(f) = 0. Let X = f(N), u be the Haar
measure on X and S be the multiplicative rotation by f, that is to say, S, (xz) = f(n)z for any n € N.

39



Let F' € L?(X) be the identity function. It suffices to show

= 0.
2

1 N
Jn |35

In view of Theorem A, we have to show that E(F | 0(Z,:)) = 0. Since D(f,1) = oo and f is finitely
generated, S,F' # F holds for many primes, and consequently, f(p) # 1 holds for many primes. Let
A C X be a measurable set that pretends to be invariant. Then S, 1A = A holds for almost every
prime, and consequently, f(p)A = A holds for almost every prime. It follows that there exists some
po € P such that f(po) # 1 and f(pg)A = A. We write f(po) = e(a) for some a € (0,1) and we
distinguish cases for a:

(i) If & € Q, then A is invariant under a rational rotation, and so it has the form of the following

disjoint union:

q—1 j
A= |_| e(—)B ,
=0 1
for some measurable set B C X, where ¢ is the denominator of . Then

q—1 q—1 .
/Fd,u:Z/ a:d,u(x):/Ze(—z)xdlu(x):O,
A j=0veli/0)B B o q
since Z‘;;é e(—j/q) = 0.

(ii) If o ¢ Q, then A is invariant under an irrational rotation, and since irrational rotations are ergodic
with respect to the Haar measure, then the set A is trivial in the sense that p(A) € {0,1}. Then
clearly, [, F' du = 0.

It follows that for any A € 7, we have fA F dp=0. Now let B € 0(Zpy) and € > 0. By Lemma 2.12,
T, is an algebra, and so there exists A € Z,,, such that u(AAB) < e. Then we have that

‘/qu‘—‘/qu—l—/ qu}—‘/ F du
B A B\A B\A

Since ¢ is arbitrary, it follows that [ g I dp = 0. This holds for any B € o(Z,), so we have that
E(F | 0(Zpy)) = 0. This shows that M(f) = 0.

Suppose now that D(f,1) < co. Let, as before, (X, i, S) be the multiplicative rotation by f and
F € L?(X) be the identity. By assumption, we have that the set P = {p € P: f(p) # 1} satisfies
> oper 1—17 < o0o. For any G € L*(X), we have that {p € P: S,G # G} C P, hence G € . This shows
that L?(X) = 74 and in particular, we have that E(F | 0(Z,,)) = F. By Theorem A, since || F||2 = 1,
it follows that

<u(B\4) <e.

i[5S T1 (- (-22) 7 - (- s e

1 N
i |73 st -

pEP p peP >0 P
N k 2
= lim %Zf(n)x—n(l—l)(zw) du(x)
N=eo Jx |V 73 pEP prM=o P
I & 1 S F |2
=g |5 Ssr =T (Z %) =0
n=1 peP p k>0 p 2

The proof is complete for completely multiplicative function.
Extending Theorem A to all weakly multiplicative systems (with exactly the same formulation)
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would similarly yield the more general case of f being multiplicative, but not necessarily completely,
of Theorem 1.1.

4. Proof of Theorem B

Recall that in Theorem B, we have to treat ergodic averages of the form

N
~ > T"F - 8,G.
n=1
The main idea is to decompose both F' and G into two distinct components that exhibit opposite
behaviours, namely one (pretentiously) periodic and one totally ergodic (or aperiodic), utilizing (1.10)
and Theorem 1.28 respectively. In this way we are reduced into dealing with ergodic averages of
T"F - S,G with the advantage of having more information regarding the behaviour of 7" F and S,,G.
Hence, the proof of Theorem B heavily depends on our previous results on multiplicative systems.
For the rest of this section, we fix a probability space (X, i), an ergodic additive action T and an
pretentiously ergodic completely multiplicative action S on (X, ). To prove Theorem B, we need the
two lemmas below.
First let us remark that for any Dirichlet character y and any rational « it is not hard to check
that the limit

1 &
IS CNs

exists. Then, combining Lemma B.4 with [DD82, Corollary 2], it follows that for any f € My, with
D(f, x) < oo the limit

b L3 (M) s
i L2

also exists.

Lemma 4.1. Let q,q0 € N and x be a primitive Dirichlet character mod qo such that qo { q. Then
we have

N
. 1 an
A}gr(l)oﬁ E e(?)x(n)—o VaeN

n=1

Proof. Let a € N. Using (B.1), for any N € N and for any K = K(N) such that K — oo and
K/N — 0 as N — oo, we have

LS (M am = 5 LS (Bt g+ )+ 0(5)
anl q N K q N

= %i&le %) <%]§x(n+qk)> +oN—oo(1)
q0 N K
- 2 (R D) (e CR) o)
(m,q0)=1



K
maqk
< (1&?20 Ezl ( g )‘+0NW<1>—oKWuHoNW(l)—oNW(l),
m,qo)=1

since for any 1 < m < go with (m,qo) = 1, we have that gy 1 mq, because qo { ¢. The proof is
complete. O

Lemma 4.2. Let r,q,q0 € N with (r,q) = 1 and x be a primitive Dirichlet character mod qo. Then
the following are equiva]ent

(i) limy oo 3 Sonzy e(22)x(n) =0,
(i) q0 # ¢-
(iii) There exists some f € Mg, with D(f, x) < oo such that imy_,o0 25:1 e(7)f(n) = 0.

Proof. (i) = (ii) Assume that go = ¢. Then, using (B.1), we have
N
1 > _ 12 ra _ T0Ix(g—r)
ngl(l)ONn_le( ) _qa_le( ) @) = q 70,

since 7(x) # 0 by the fact that x is primitive and Y (¢ — r) # 0 by the fact that (r,q) = 1.
(ii) = (i) Assume that gop # g. Then, using (B.3) and then (B.1), we have

N 90
voe(Phm=ao(y S (7))
n=a (mod qo)

Y- ) (e L))

b= n=1
1 qo0 qo ba, T(X) qo0
= — x(a e(——)—l—oNool:— X(b) + onN—oo(1).
RGPS ) Foxoe =T 3T X0 +owan)
q90|(rqo+qb) qq0|(rqo+qb)
(4.1)

Suppose that gqo | (rgo + gb). Then rqo + gb = kqqo for some k € N. Since (r,¢) = 1, then there exists
unique z,y € Z such that 1 = xr + yq, thus qo = zrqo + yqq0 = xkqqo — xqb + yqqo. It follows that
q | o and since q # qo, we have that gy = k1q for some integer k1 > 1. Therefore, 7k1q + gb = kk1q?,
hence rk1 + b = kkiq. It follows that k1 | b. Therefore, k1 | (b, qo), implying that (b, qo) > 1, thus
X(b) = 0. We proved that for any 1 < b < ¢o such that gqo | (rqo + gb), we have Xx(b) = 0. Then, the
averages on the left-hand side of (4.1) converge to zero as N — cc.

(i) = (iii) This is obvious.

(iii) = (i) Assume that

N
. 1 N
Jm 7 e () £o
Since (ii) == (i), it follows that go = g, i.e., x is primitive mod ¢. By Lemma B.4, for any f € My,
with D(f, x) < oo, we have >_ p p(l — f(p)x(p)) < co. Using this along with that ¢ is the conductor
of x, it follows from the formula given in [DD82, Remark 2.1.1] that for any such f, we have

N
dm 5 2 e(5)m 70

n=1

The proof of the lemma is complete. o
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Finally, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let (X, ) be a probability space, T be an additive action and S be a finitely generated
multiplicative action. Then 0vat(T) N Oprrat(S) = {0} if and only if for any £ € 0vat(T)\{0} and for
any qo | ¢, we have o= & Gpr.rat ().

Proof. We just show that if 0vat(T") NGpr.rat(S) = {0}, then for any £ € 0vat(T)\{0} and for any qo | ¢,
we have qlo & Tprrat(S). The other implication is obvious.

Suppose that there exist £ € 0vat(T)\{0} and qo | ¢ such that = € Tprrat(S). Letting s = I €N,
since 2 € 01at(T'), we have that qLO = % € 010t (T'), hence the non-zero rational number qio belongs in
0vat (T) N Opyr.rat(S). This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem B. Assume that T, .S are jointly ergodic. Let % € 0rat(T) N Tprrat(S) and suppose
for sake of contradiction that = # 0. Recall that by definition of Gpy.rat(S), we have (r,¢) = 1. Then
there exists F' € L?*(X) such that TF = e(5)F. Since r # 0, we have that Jx F dp = 0. Moreover,
there exist G € L?(X) and a primitive Dlrlchlet character x mod ¢ such that Dg(S, x) < oo. Since T
is ergodic and F is an eigenfunction, we have that |F| = 1. Then, using Theorem A.2 and Lemma 2.7,
since T, S are jointly ergodic, we have

2 N 2
o g |y s - g [l e()sie]
hm/ iZe(m)s G2d lim iie(m)f(n)2d ()
_N~>oo X Nn:l q " M_N%oo M?ﬁA N o q Ha

2
duc(f),

N

rn
v o)
where pg is the spectral measure of G and the inequality holds by Fatou’s lemma. It follows that
there exists some f € Mg, N A, such that

1 rn
Jim 5 > e() 0 =0

By Lemma 4.2, the last equation implies that the conductor of x is not ¢, yielding a contradiction.
Hence, 0yat(T) N Tpr.ras (S) = {0}.

On the other hand, we assume that oyat(T) N Oprrat(S) = {0}. Let F,G € L?(X) and we may
assume that [ + G du = 0. Hence we shall prove that

N
rn
d 1
ot = [ Jm |y e

= 0. (4.2)
2

[ AR
ngnooHN;T F-8,G
In view of (1.10), we decompose F' as F' = Fiay + Fiot.erg, fOr some unique Fray € Jat(T) and
Fiot.erg € Hot.erg (T'). By Lemma 2.15, we see that the contribution of Fiot.erg in the ergodic averages
in (4.2) is zero. Therefore, we may assume without loss of generality that F' € 7, (T") and a simple
approximation argument allows to further assume that F' is a rational eigenfunction for T'. Then there
exist 7, ¢ € N such that TF = e({)F, and so (4.2) is reduced to

g | (s

n=1

= 0. (4.3)
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We may assume that r # 0 (since otherwise (4.3) follows from pretentious ergodicity of S) and also
that (r,¢) = 1. Now, by Theorem 1.28, we can decompose G as G = Gpr.rat + Gaper, for some unique
Gprrat € Hprrat(S) and Gaper € Haper(S). By definition, the contribution of Gaper in the ergodic
averages in (4.3) is zero. Therefore, we may assume that G € 4, 1at(S). A simple approximation
argument allows to assume that G is a finite linear combination of pretentious rational eigenfunctions
and then, by the triangle inequality for the L? norm, we may eventually assume that G is a pretentious
rational eigenfunction for S. So there exists some Dirichlet character x such that Dg (S, x) < co and
we may assume that x is primitive (or 1 in which case the result follows trivially). Let gy be the
conductor of x. In view of Lemma 4.3, the assumption 0ya¢(T") N Gpr.rat(S) = {0} implies that go 1 g,
which implies that

N
. 1 an
J\}gnmﬁgle(?)x(n)—o, VaeN,
by Lemma 4.1, and this is equivalent to that
A}gnoo ¥ Z =0, V Dirichlet character 1 mod gq,
by Lemma B.1. In view of Theorem 1.1, the latter is equivalent to that D(x, 1) = oo for any Dirichlet

character ¢ modulo ¢. Combining Lemma 2.10 and Theorem 3.1, it follows that J&, C jifj— = Yy,
thus G' € ¥, for any Dirichlet character ¢ modulo ¢, and then it follows from Lemma 2.13 that

lim H— SG :O VaeN.
N —o0
In particular, this gives (4.3) and so concludes the proof of the theorem. O

A. Spectral theorems

Theorem A.1 (Spectral theorem on unitary operators, see [EW13, Theorem B.12]). Let (X, u,T)
be an additive system. For each F' € L*(X), there exists a unique finite Borel measure pir in S' such
that

1
(T"F, F) :/0 e(nt) dup(t).

Moreover, there exists a unitary isomorphism ® from L?(S', ur) to the cyclic sub-representation of
L?(X) which is generated by F under T, that conjugates T with multiplication by e(t).

We are also interested in a version of the spectral theorem on unitary multiplicative actions. Recall

—

that (N, x) = M° and that e, (f) = f(n),n € N.

Theorem A.2 (Spectral theorem on unitary multiplicative actions, cf. [Fol16, (1.47)]). Let (X, u, S)
be a multiplicative system. For each F € L*(X), there exists a unique finite Borel measure jp in M°
such that

(SnF, F) = [ f(n) dup(f).
MC

Moreover, there exists a unitary isomorphism ® from L?(M¢, ur) to the cyclic sub-representation of
L?(X) which is generated by F under the action S, that conjugates S,, with multiplication by e, for
any n € N.
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If (X, p,S) is finitely generated in Theorem A.2, then we can replace M¢ with My, This follows
from Lemma 2.6. In addition, if the system is weakly multiplicative, we have M in place of M°.

B. Elementary facts from number theory

We start with a classical result for aperiodic functions, which the analogue of Lemma 2.13 for multi-
plicative functions.

Lemma B.1. Let f be a bounded multiplicative function. The following are equivalent for any q € N:
(i) imy—oo & 25:1 flgn+r) =0 for any r € N.

(if) Hmy oo & Soney €(22) f(n) =0 for any r € N,

(i) imy—oo & 25:1 x(n)f(n) = 0 for any Dirichlet character x of modulus q.

We omit the proof, since it is very similar with that of Lemma 2.13, which we show later in the
appendix.

Now we state some useful classical identities that relate Dirichlet characters, linear phases and
arithmetic progressions. Given a Dirichlet character x of some modulus ¢, 7(x) = >0 _; e(2)x(m)
is the Gauss sum of x, and if x is primitive, then |7(x)| = 2, in particular, 7(x) # 0. Moreover, we
denote by ¢ the classical Euler’s totient function. We state the following classical identities:

1

x(n) = —— Z X(m)e(m), V primitive Dirichlet character y mod gq. (B.1)
T(X) £ q
1 _
- (mod q) = 77 N Z X(T)X(n)v v r,q €N, (Ta q) =1 (B2)
ola) o=,
1 a

L= (mod q) = aze(a(n_r))7 V’f‘,q eN. (B?’)

Moreover, concerning the distance of multiplicative functions, we have the following triangle in-
equalities (see [GS14]): For any multiplicative functions f,g, f',¢’,h : N = U and any N € N, we
have that

D(f,g;N) <D(f,h; N) + D(h,g; N)  and  D(ff', 991 N) <D(f,9:N) + D(f',9; N).
We conclude this appendix with some classical results on multiplicative functions.
Lemma B.2. Let f € M. Then D(f,1) < oo if and only if f(p) = 1 for almost every prime.

The above lemma follows from Lemma 2.4 but it can be proved independently as well. It is used
implicitly several times in the paper.

Lemma B.3. For any f € My, any Dirichlet character x and any t € R\{0}, D(f, x - n*) = occ.

Proof. Let t € R\{0} and x be a Dirichlet character. Let «a1,...,aq € [0,1) be distinct numbers
such that for any p € P, f(p) € {e(a1),...,e(aq)}. It suffices to show that D(f, x* - n’) = oo for
the modified character x*. Now there exists some k € N such that x*(p)* = 1 for all primes p. We
consider the multiplicative function g : N — S! given by g(p) = (f(p)x*(p))*, and then there exist
distinct B1,...,8q € [0,1) such that g(p) € {B1,...,B4} for any p € P. For each j = 1,...,d, we
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set P; = {p € P: g(p) = e(B;)}. Now by the triangle inequality for the distance of multiplicative
functions, we have that kD(f, x* - n®) > D(g, n’**), so that it is enough to show that D(g, n***) = occ.
We see that

it 1 — Re(e B —ikt
k ZZ )p )'

j=1peP;

Hence, the result will follow immediately by showing the following claim: For any z € S*, and for any
t € R\{0}, we have D(z, n"") = oco.
We now prove the claim. Let z € St and ¢ € R\{0}. For any N € N and any ¢ > 0, we have that

_ —it _ —it

PN p exp((log N)2/3+) <p< N p

> > = ‘ > 7

exp((log N)2/3+)pKN P exp((log N)2/3+)pKN

1 1
:(g—s)loglogN— Z W
exp((log N)2/3+e)<p<N

+O(1),

and so, it suffices to show that the second term in the last step of the above equation is O(1). But
this term is equal to |log(¢(1 + ﬁ +it)) — log(¢(1 + W +it)| + O(1), and this is O(1), b
the Vinogradov-Korobov zero-free region for the Riemann zeta function (see [Ric67]). O

Lemma B.4. For any f € My, and any Dirichlet character x, we have that D(f, x) < oo if and only
ity ep 3 (1= f(P)X(p)) < oo

Proof. By the previous trick with the modified character, it is enough to show that > %(1 —f(p)) <
oo provided that D(f,1) < oco. By Lemma B.2, the assumption implies that f(p) = 1 fails only in a

set P C P containing a few primes. Therefore, we have p(l - f(p) = ZpEP 5 < oo O

C. Proof of Lemma 2.13

Proof of Lemma 2.15. Let (X, p,S) be a finitely generated multiplicative system and ¢ € N.
(i) = (ii) Let € N. The assertion in case that g | r is obvious, so we assume that ¢ { r and we let
F € L*(X). We may assume that [ F' du = 0. Then we have

N q N
1 ™m 1 ™m
lim sup H— e(—)SnF = lim sup — 6(—)SnF
N—o0 N 7; q N—=00 ; N 7; q 9
n=a (mod q)
1 ra 1 N
= lim sup ’ e(—) (— 1,=4 (mo SnF>
N—soo ; q/\ N ; (mod q) ,
1
< max hmsupH— SontaF|| =0.
1<a<q N0 /q 0<n<N/q ant 2

This proves (i).
(ii) = (iii) Let F' € L*(X) and suppose that [, F du = 0. By (B.1), we have that for any primitive
Dirichlet character x of modulus ¢,

= lim sup
N —oc0

lim sup
N —oc0

’_ ws.F|




=0.

< max hmsupH— S F
2

1<a<g N—>oo

Now for any Dirichlet character x, we consider the primitive character x; inducing x, which also has
modulus g. As we have already seen, we have D(x, x1) < 0o, and then using Corollary 3.2, it follows
that

SF

lim

_ — O,
N—o0

showing the (ii) under the assumption [, F du = 0.
Now let F' € L?(X) be arbitrary and consider the zero-integral function G = F — [, F dyu. Then

we have that for any Dirichlet character of modulus ¢,
1< 1< 1<
5 v < |5 S xmsia| + (X xm)- [ £
n=1 2 n=1

n=1
and since
N 1 .
1 —, if x = xo,
lim — Z x(n) = { ¢@ X = xo
N—oo N £~ 0, otherwise,

where Y is the principal character of modulus ¢, the result follows.
(iii) = (i) Let € N with d = (r,q) and write r = r1d and q = ¢1d with (r1,q1) = 1. Let F € L*(X)
and we may assume that [\ F du = 0. Then [, SgF du= [, F dp= 0. By (B.2), we have that

1 & 1 I
lim sup ’— Sqn TF’ = lim sup 1,= (m S. F’
N—o0 N; ant N—o00 Nn§7_ (mod q)
1 qlgh
= lim sup (| == ]]-nEn (mod ql)San
N—roo N n=qi1+r1 2
1 1 g1 N+71
i sup > (5 X xsisin)
N—o0 ¢(ql) x mod g1 N n=qi+r1 2
1 N+
< max lim sup ’ Z x(n)Sn(SqaF)|| =0,
X 91 N—oo n=qit+r1 2
since any Dirichlet character of modulus ¢; has also modulus ¢q. This concludes the proof. o

Remark C.1. The proof of Lemma 2.13 can be extended to all finitely generated weakly multiplica-
tive actions. The only part that is not straightforward in this case is the proof of (iii) = (i), but one
could adapt an argument of Delange in [Del83, pp. 136-138] to handle it.
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