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Abstract

In this article, we prove twofold polynomial extension of Beigelböck’s [1] multidimensional Central Sets The-
orem (which was a common extension of Furstenberg’s Central Sets Theorem, and Milliken-Taylor theorem). We
also find the complete ultrafilter characterization of the multidimensional Central Sets Theorems. Then we prove
twofold common extension of Bergelson, Hindman, and William’s [4] polynomial Milliken-Taylor theorem, and the
multidimensional polynomial Central Sets Theorems. We also find a sufficient condition over two distinct multi-
dimensional polynomials for which their Milliken-Taylor image lie in the same color. This result gives a partial
polynomial extension of Deuber, Hindman, Leader, and Lefmann’s [8] result on the separating Milliken-Taylor
system.
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Keywords: Central sets, C-sets, Central Sets Theorem, Multidimensional Central Sets Theorem, Polynomial Central
Sets Theorem, Milliken-Taylor theorem, Polynomial Milliken-Taylor theorem, Algebra of the Stone-Čech Compacti-
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1 Introduction

Throughout our article by N, we denote the set of all positive integers. For any r P N, a r-coloring of a set X is
a partition of X into r disjoint sets. By finite coloring, we mean any r-coloring, for any r P N. Let X be finitely
colored, a set F is said to be “monochromatic” if F is contained in a single color. Let pS, ¨q be a semigroup, and F

be a family of subsets of S. We say F is partition regular (P.R.) if, for any finite coloring of S, there exists a member
of F P F in the same color, i.e. F is monochromatic. A cornerstone result in arithmetic Ramsey theory is van der
Waerden’s theorem [26], which states that the set of all arithmetic progression of any given length is P.R. over N.
Another important theorem was due to Schur [23], states that the collection ttx, y, x ` yu : x ‰ y P Nu is P.R. over
N. A nonlinear version of the van der Waerden’s theorem, known as Polynomial van der Waerden’s Theorem1 was
proved by Bergelson and Liebman in [6]. They used the methods from the topological dynamics and PET induction.
Throughout this article, we assume P to be the set of all polynomials with no constant term.

Theorem 1.1 (Polynomial van der Waerden Theorem). Let r P N, and N “
Ťr

i“1 Ci be a r-coloring of N. Then for
any finite collection of polynomials F in P, there exist a, d P N and 1 ď j ď r such that ta ` ppdq : p P F u Ă Cj .

An infinitary extension of the Schur theorem inspires the following definition of IP sets.

Definition 1.2. (IP Set)

1. For any set X , let Pf pXq be the collection of all nonempty finite subsets of X.

2. Let pS,`q be a commutative semigroup. A set A Ď S is said to be an IP set if there exists an injective sequence
xxnyn in S such that

A “ FS pxxnynq “

#
ÿ

nPα

xn : α P Pf pNq

+
.

Abbreviately for α P Pf pNq , we write xα “
ř

nPα xn.

The following theorem is a cornerstone theorem in Ramsey theory, known as the Finte sum theorem/ Hindman
theorem [12].
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1Actually, the authors proved a generalized version of the much stronger Szémeredi’s Theorem, but we are not going to discuss it in

this paper
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Theorem 1.3 (Hindman Theorem). If pS,`q is a commutative semigroup, then for every finite coloring of S, there
exists a monochromatic IP set.

For details on the classical approach to the Ramsey theory, we refer to the book [11]. In our article we use
Ultrafilter theory. So, before we proceed, we need to recall some basic results from the Stone-Čech compactification
of discrete semigroups, sometimes known as topological algebra/ theory of ultrafilter.

1.1 Topological algebra

Ultrafilters are set-theoretic objects which are intimately related to the Ramsey theory. In this section, we give a
brief introduction to this theory. For details we refer to the book [17] to the readers. A filter F over any nonempty
set X is a collection of subsets of X such that

1. H R F , and X P F ,

2. A P F , and A Ď B implies B P F ,

3. A,B P F implies A X B P F .

Using Zorn’s lemma we can guarantee the existence of maximal filters which are called ultrafilters. Any ultrafilter p
has the following property:

• if X “
Ťr

i“1 Ai is any finite partition of X , then there exists i P t1, 2, . . . , ru such that Ai P p.

Let pS, ¨q be any discrete semigroup. Let βS be the collection of all ultrafilters. For every A Ď S, define
A “ tp P βS : A P pu. Now one can check that the collection tA : A Ď Su forms a basis for a topology. This basis
generates a topology over βS. We can extend the operation “ ¨ ” of S over βS as: for any p, q P βS, A P p ¨ q if and
only if tx : x´1A P qu P p. With this operation “ ¨”, pβS, ¨q becomes a compact Hausdorff right topological semigroup.
One can show that βS is nothing but the Stone-Čech compactification of S. Hence Ellis’s theorem guarantees that
there exist idempotents in pβS, ¨q. The set of all idempotents in pβS, ¨q is denoted by E ppβS, ¨qq . It can be shown that
every member of the idempotents of pβS, ¨q contains an IP set, which means every idempotent witnesses Hindman’s
theorem. Using Zorn’s lemma one can show that pβS, ¨q contains minimal left ideals (minimal w.r.t. the inclusion).
A well-known fact is that the union of such minimal left ideals is a minimal two-sided ideal, denoted by KpβS, ¨q.
Here we recall a few well-known classes of sets that are relevant to our work.

Definition 1.4. Let pS, ¨q be a semigroup, let n P N and let A Ď S. We say that

• A is a thick set if for any finite subset F Ă S, there exists an element x P S such that Fx “ tfx : f P F u Ă A;

• A is a syndetic set if there exists a finite set F Ă S such that S “
Ť

xPF x´1A, where x´1A “ ty : xy P Au;

• A is piecewise syndetic set if there exists a finite set F Ă S such that
Ť

xPF x´1A is a thick set. It is well known
that A is piecewise syndetic if and only if there exists p P KpβS, ¨q such that A P p.

• A is central set if it belongs to a minimal idempotent in βS.

It can be proved that a set A is thick if and only if there exists a left ideal L such that L Ď A. And a set A is
syndetic if and only if for every left ideal L, L X A ‰ H. Note that if f : pS, ¨q Ñ pT, ¨q be any map between discrete
semigroups. Then f̃ : βS Ñ βT be the continuous extension of f defined by f̃ppq “ f̃plimxÑp xq.

1.1.1 Tensor product of ultrafilters

The tensor product of ultrafilters was introduced in [19]. In this section, we recall materials from [18]. Let pS, ¨q and
pT, ¨q be two discrete semigroups.

Definition 1.5. Let p P pβS, ¨q and q P pβT, ¨q be two ultrafilters. Then the tensor product of p and q is defined as

p b q “ tA Ď S ˆ T : tx P S : ty : px, yq P Au P qu P pu

where x P S, y P T.

Clearly p b q is a member of βpS ˆ T q. Tensor products can be characterized in terms of limits as follows.

p b q “ lim
sÑp

lim
tÑq

ps, tq.

Using the induction argument, one can extend the above definition of tensor products for multiple ultrafilters.

2



Definition 1.6. [4, Definition 1.15] Let k P N and for i P t1, 2, . . . , ku, let Si be a semigroup and let pi P βSi. We

define
Âk

i“1 pi P β
´Śk

i“1 Si

¯
as follows

1.
Â1

i“1 pi “ p1,

2. given k P N, and A Ď
Śk`1

i“1 Si, A P
Âk`1

i“1 pi if and only if

#
px1 . . . , xkq P

ką

i“1

Si : txk`1 P Sk`1 : px1 . . . , xk`1q P Au P pk`1

+
P

kâ

i“1

pi.

Similarly, we can readdress the above definition in the language of limit:

kâ

i“1

pi “ lim
s1Ñp1

¨ ¨ ¨ lim
skÑp

ps1, . . . , skq.

In [4], V. Bergelson, N. Hindman and K. Williams used the tensor product tricks to prove multi-dimensional
Ramsey theoretic results including Milliken-Taylor theorem, and it’s polynomial extensions. For details on multi-
dimensional Ramsey theoretic results we refer [3, 4, 17, 20]. In [1], Beigelböck proved the simultaneous extension of the
Central Sets Theorem and Milliken-Taylor theorem using a little different approach described in [4, Chapter 18]. One
of our main motivations is to study the tensor product of minimal idempotent ultrafilters, which was not extensively
covered earlier. As a consequence, we are able to prove the polynomial extensions of several multidimensional results
in Ramsey theory. Before we proceed, we need the following technical Lemma from [4] (a variation can be found in
[27]), which is essential for our purpose.

Let X be any nonempty set and let PpXq be the power set of X.

Lemma 1.7 (Lifting lemma). [4, Lemma 2.5] Let pS, ¨q be a semigroup, let m P N, and let p1, . . . , pm P βS. Let
A P

Âm
j“1 pj. Then for j P t1, 2, . . . ,mu there exists Dj : S

j´1 Ñ PpSq such that

1. for j P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, if for each s P t1, 2, . . . , j ´ 1u, ws P Dspw1, . . . , ws´1q, then Djpw1, . . . , wj´1q P pj ;

2. if for each s P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, ws P Dspw1, . . . , ws´1q, then pw1, . . . , wmq P A.

1.2 The Central Sets Theorem and its polynomial extensions

Before we proceed to our main results, we need to recall the Central Sets Theorem. After the foundation of both van
der Waerden’s and Hindman’s theorem, an immediate question appeared if one can find a joint extension of both of
these theorems. In [9], using the methods of Topological dynamics, Furstenberg defined the notions of Central Sets
and proved that if N is finitely colored, then one of the color classes is Central. Then he proved a joint extension of
both the van der Waerden’s and Hindman’s theorem, known as the Central Sets Theorem.

Theorem 1.8 (Central Sets Theorem). [9, Proposition 8.21] Let l P N, and A Ď N be a central set. For each
i P t1, 2, . . . , lu let xxi,my8

m“1 be a sequence in Z. Then there exist sequences xbmy8
m“1 in N and xKmy8

m“1 in Pf pNq
such that

1. For each m, maxKm ă minKm`1 and

2. For each i P t1, 2, . . . , lu and H P Pf pNq,
ř

mPHpbm `
ř

tPKm
xi,tq P A.

Later in [2, 24] authors established the relation between the Central sets and the minimal idempotents mentioned
in the Definition 1.4. Then using the properties of the minimal idempotents, the Central Sets Theorem was generalized
in several directions. For details about the developments and their combinatorial applications, we refer to the article
[13]. Before we state the stronger version of Theorem 1.8, we need the following definitions from [7].

Definition 1.9. (J-set)

1. A is called a J-set if and only if for every H P Pf pNNq, there exists a P N and β P Pf pNq such that for all
f P H, a `

ř
tPβ fptq P A.

2. J “ tp P βN : p@A P pqA is a J setu.

It can be proved that J sets are partition regular, and so J ‰ H. Again it is easy to verify that pJ ,`q is a two
sided ideal of pβN,`q, hence contains KpβN,`q.

• A set will be called C-set if it is a member of any idempotent in pJ ,`q.
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As every piecewise syndetic set is a J set, one can show that every Central set is a C set. The following stronger
version of the Central Sets Theorem was due to De, Hindman, and Strauss [7].

Theorem 1.10 (Stonger Central Sets Theorem, [7]). Let τ “N N, and let A Ď N.

1. A is a C set.

2. there exists functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N, and H : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ř G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and

(b) whenever m P N, G1, G2, . . . , Gm P Pfpτq, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gm and for each i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, fi P Gi,
one has

mÿ

i“1

`
αpGiq `

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq
˘

P A.

1.2.1 Polynomial extension of the Central Sets Theorem

In [15, 16], Hindman and McCutcheon extensively studied the algebraic structure of VIP systems which are the
generalizations of usual polynomials. They proved several results including the polynomial extension of Theorem
1.8. This was the joint extension of the polynomial van der Waerden’s theorem and the central sets theorem. For a
relatively weaker version readers can see [5].

Theorem 1.11 (Polynomial Central Sets Theorem). Let F P Pf pNNq, let T P Pf pPq and let A be a central subset of
N. Then there exist sequences xbny8

n“1 in N and xHny8
n“1 in Pf pNq such that

1. for each n P N, maxHn ă minHn`1 and

2. for each f P F, each P P T and each K P Pf pNq

ÿ

nPK

bn ` P

˜
ÿ

nPK

ÿ

tPHn

fptq

¸
P A.

Later in [10], both of the authors of this paper and Luperi Bagilini found the polynomial extension of Theorem
1.10, which is the stronger version of Theorem 1.11. To state this result we need the following definition which
polynomialize the notion of J sets.

Definition 1.12. (Jp-set:)

1. A is called a Jp-set if and only if for every F P Pf pPq, and every H P Pf pNNq, there exists a P N and β P Pf pNq

such that for all P P F and all f P H, a ` P
´ř

tPβ fptq
¯

P A

2. Jp “ tp P βN : p@A P pqA is a Jp setu.

We don’t know whether Jp sets are P.R., but it can be shown that every piecewise syndetic set is a Jp set. Hence
Jp ‰ H. Now one can show that pJp,`q is a two sided ideal of pβN,`q. We call a set a Cp set if it belongs to some
idempotents of pJp,`q.

Theorem 1.13 (Stronger polynomial Central Sets Theorem). [10, Theorem 11] Let A be a Cp-set and let T P Pf pPq.
There exist functions α : PfpNNq Ñ N and H : Pf pNNq Ñ PfpNq such that

1. if G,K P Pf pNNq and G Ř K then maxHpGq ă minHpKq and

2. if n P N, G1, G2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Gn P Pf pNNq, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn and for all i P t1, 2, . . . , nu, fi P Gi, then for all
P P T ,

nÿ

i“1

αpGiq ` P

¨
˝

nÿ

i“1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚P A.

However likewise in Theorem 1.10, the converse direction of Theorem 1.13 is not known. The proof of Theorem
1.13 uses induction argument. By observing that any β P Pf pNq is a subset of t1, . . . , nu for some large enough
n P N, by going along the lines of the proof of Theorem 1.13, one can deduce the following seemingly stronger version
of Theorem 1.13.

Corollary 1.14. [10, Corollary 12] Let A be a Cp-set and T P Pf pPq. Then there exist α : Pf pNNq Ñ N, H :
Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

4



1. if F,G P Pf pNNq, F Ă G, then maxHpF q ă minHpGq;

2. if xGnynPN is a sequence in Pf pNNq such that G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ and fi P Gi, i P N, then for all P P T,

ÿ

iPβ

αpGiq ` P

¨
˝
ÿ

iPβ

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚P A.

for all β P Pf pNq.

1.3 Milliken-Taylor Theorem and its twofold extensions

In 1975-76, Milliken and Taylor independently proved the joint extension of both Hindman theorem and Ramsey’s
theorem. To state the Milliken-Taylor Theorem, we need to introduce some notation. Given F,G P PfpNq, we write
F ă G to mean that maxF ă minG. When we say that a sequence xHnyn in Pf pNq is increasing if for every n P N,
maxHn ă minHn`1. We present the different terminology because these special cases arise frequently.

Definition 1.15. [4, Definition 1.3] Let k P N.

1. For any set X, rXsk “ tA Ď X : |A| “ ku.

2. For a sequence xxnyn in N

rFSpxxnynqskă “

#˜
ÿ

tPF1

xt,
ÿ

tPF2

xt, . . . ,
ÿ

tPFk

xt

¸
: F1 ă F2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă Fk

+
.

3. In a semigroup pS, ¨q, FP pxynynq is a product subsystem of FP pxxnynq if and only if there exists an increasing
sequence xHnyn in PfpNq such that for each n P N, yn “ ΠtPHn

xt where the products ΠtPHn
xt are computed in

increasing order of indices. If the semigroup is commutative, we denote it by pS,`q and the product subsystem
FP pxynynq is denoted by FSpxynynq referred by sum subsystem.

One of the fundamental theorems of Ramsey theory was due to Ramsey [22]:

Theorem 1.16 (Ramsey). If X is an infinite set, and k P N, then for every finite coloring of rXsk, there exists an
infinite set Y Ď X such that the set rY sk is monochromatic.

The following theorem was due to K. Milliken [21] and A. Taylor [25] generalizes both Ramsey’s theorem and
Hindman’s theorem, known as the Milliken-Taylor theorem. They originally proved two different but equivallent
versions of the Milliken-Taylor theorem (see [4]). Here we quote the version from [21].

Theorem 1.17 (Milliken-Taylor). Let m, r P N, and rNsm “
Ťr

i“1 Ci be a r-coloring. Let xxnyn be a sequence in N.
Then there exists i P t1, 2, . . . , ru, and a sum subsystem FSpxynynq of FSpxxnynq such that rFSpxynynqsmă Ď Ci.

To explain several extensions of the Milliken-Taylor theorem, we need the following notions of Milliken-Taylor
system.

Definition 1.18 (Milliken-Taylor system). Let m P N, let xajymj“1 and xxnyn be sequences in N. The Milliken-Taylor
System determined by xajymj“1 and xxnyn is

MT
`
xajymj“1, xxnyn

˘
“

$
&
%

mÿ

j“1

aj ¨
ÿ

tPFj

xt : F1 ă F2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă Fm

,
.
- .

The following theorem is another version of Theorem 1.17 that uses linear combination of idempotent ultrafilters.

Theorem 1.19. [4, Theorem 1.11.] Let K P N, let xajykj“1, and xxnyn be sequences in N. Let gpzq “
řk

j“1 ajz, and
let A Ď N. The following statements are equivalent.

1. There is an idempotent p P
Ş8

m“1 FS pxxny8
n“mq such that A P g̃ppq

2. There is a sum subsystem FS pxyny8
n“1q of FS pxxny8

n“1q such that MT
`
xajymj“1, xxnyn

˘
Ď A.

Using the tensor product of ultrafilters one can find a seemingly stronger version of the Milliken-Taylor theorem.

Theorem 1.20. [4, Theorem 1.17, Milliken-Taylor Theorem I] Let pS,`q be a commutative semigroup, and m P N,

and let A Ď
Śm

i“1 S. Then the following statements are equivalent.
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1. There is a sequence xxny8
n“1 in S such that

#˜
ÿ

tPF1

xt,
ÿ

tPF2

xt, . . . ,
ÿ

tPFk

xt

¸
: F1 ă F2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă Fk

+
Ď A.

2. There is an idempotent p P βS such that A P
Âm

i“1 p.

The following theorem is another version of the Milliken-Taylor theorem. Here one considers tensor products of
different idempotent ultrafilters.

Theorem 1.21. [4, Theorem 1.16, Milliken-Taylor Theorem II] Let pS,`q be a commutative semigroup, and m P N,

and let A Ď
Śm

i“1 S. The following statements are equivalent.

1. For each i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, there exist sequences xxi,ny8
n“1 in S such that

#˜
ÿ

tPF1

x1,t,
ÿ

tPF2

x2,t, . . . ,
ÿ

tPFk

xm,t

¸
: F1 ă F2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă Fk

+
Ď A.

2. There exist idempotents p1, . . . , pm P βS such that A P
Âm

i“1 pi.

In [1], Beigelböck simultaneously extends the combinatorial consequences of both of the Theorem 1.8 and Theorem
1.20. Unfortunately, Beigelböck’s result does not address the ultrafilter characterization of sets witnessing his result.
Let us first state his result, and then we address our results.

Theorem 1.22. Let pS,`q be a commutative semigroup and assume that there exists a nonprincipal minimal idempo-
tent in βS. For each l P N, let xyl,nyn be a sequence in S. Let k, r P N and let rSsk “

Ťr
i Ai. There exist i P t1, 2, . . . , ru

a sequence xanyn in S and a sequence α0 ă α1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă αn ă ¨ ¨ ¨ in PfpNq such that
”
FS

`
xan

ś
tPαn

ygpnq,tyn
˘ık

ă
Ă Ai

Our first result is the improvement of Theorem 1.22. We simultaneously extend Theorem 1.10 and Theorem 1.20
both in the algebraic and combinatorial direction. In our article, we restrict ourselves to the set of natural numbers,
but this technique can be adapted for any discrete commutative semigroups.

Theorem 1.23 (Multidimensional Stronger Central Sets Theorem I). Let m P N, and A Ď Nm. Then the following
two statements are equivalent.

1. There exists functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H : PfpNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and

(b) if npě mq P N, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn, then for each β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm ď tnu, in Pf pNq we have

$
&
%

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

¨
˝αpGiq `

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

ÿ

iPβm

¨
˝αpGiq `

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚: fi P Gi for every i P N

˛
‚

,
.
- Ă A.

2. There exists an idempotent p in pJ ,`q, such that A P
Âm

i“1 p.

Similar to the Corollary 1.14, the following corollary of the above theorem gives an infinitary version.

Corollary 1.24. Let m P N, and A Ď Nm. Then the following two statements are equivalent.

1. there exists functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and

(b) whenever pGiqi P Pfpτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every
β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq we have

$
&
%

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

¨
˝αpGiq `

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

ÿ

iPβm

¨
˝αpGiq `

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚: fi P Gi for every i P N

˛
‚

,
.
- Ă A.

2. There exists an idempotent p in pJ ,`q, such that A P
Âm

i“1 p.
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Similarly to Theorem 1.21, the following theorem is a simultaneous extension of Theorem 1.10, and Theorem
1.21.

Theorem 1.25 (Multidimensional Stronger Central Sets Theorem II). Let m P N, and A Ď Nm. Then the following
two statements are equivalent.

1. There exists functions α1, . . . , αm : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H1, . . . , Hm : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then for every i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, maxHipF q ă minHipGq, and

(b) if npě mq P N, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn, then for each β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm ď tnu, in Pf pNq we have

$
&
%

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

¨
˝α1pGiq `

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

ÿ

iPβm

¨
˝αmpGiq `

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚ : fi P Gi for every i P N

˛
‚

,
.
- Ă A.

2. There exist idempotents p1, . . . , pm in pJ ,`q, such that A P
Âm

i“1 pi.

The main difference between Theorem 1.23, and Theorem 1.25 is that in Theorem 1.23, our functions α, and H

are same throughout all the coordinates, but in Theorem 1.25, our functions α, and H are different throughout all
the coordinates. The main reason is that we used different idempotent ultrafilters. In a similar fashion to Corollary
1.24, the following corollary addresses the infinitary version of Theorem 1.25.

Corollary 1.26. Let m P N, and A Ď Nm. Then the following two statements are equivalent.

1. There exists functions α1, . . . , αm : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H1, H2 . . . , Hm : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and

(b) whenever pGiqi P Pfpτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every
β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq we have

$
&
%

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

¨
˝α1pGiq `

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

ÿ

iPβm

¨
˝αmpGiq `

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚ : fi P Gi for every i P N

˛
‚

,
.
- Ă A.

2. There exist idempotents p1, . . . , pm in pJ ,`q, such that A P
Âm

i“1 pi.

Our next result polynomialize Theorem 1.23. Unfortunately, we are unable to find the ultrafilter characterization
of the next theorem. The main problem is that we don’t know any ultrafilter characterization of the polynomial
Central Sets Theorem.

Theorem 1.27 (Multidimensional Stronger Polynomial Central Sets Theorem I). Let m P N, and let p be a minimal
idempotent in pβN,`q. Then for every A P

Âm
i“1 p, and T P Pf pP q, we have two functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N, and

H : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if G,K P Pf pNNq, and G Ĺ K, then HpGq ă HpKq, and

2. if npě mq P N, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn, then for each β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm ď tnu, in PfpNq, fi P Gi, and
P1, . . . , Pm P T we have

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβm

αpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

In fact we may consider p P E pJp,`q .

The following corollary of the above theorem gives an infinitary version of Theorem 1.27. This result is the
polynomial extension of Corollary 1.24.

Corollary 1.28. Let m P N, and let p be a minimal idempotent in pβN,`q. Then for every A P
Âm

i“1 p, and
T P Pf pP q, we have two functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N, and H : PfpNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if G,K P Pf pNNq, and G Ĺ K, then HpGq ă HpKq, and
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2. if G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ in Pf pNNq, then for each β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm, in PfpNq, fi P Gi, and
P1, . . . , Pm P T we have

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβm

αpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

In fact we may consider p P E pJp,`q .

The following theorem is the polynomial extension of Theorem 1.25. Here we considered tensor product of
different minimal idempotent ultrafilters.

Theorem 1.29 (Multidimensional Stronger Polynomial Central Sets Theorem II). Let m P N, and let p1, . . . , pm
be minimal idempotents in pβN,`q. Then for every A P

Âm
i“1 pi, and T P PfpP q, we have functions α1, . . . , αm :

Pf pNNq Ñ N, and H, . . . , Hm : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if G,K P Pf pNNq, and G Ĺ K, then for every i P t1, . . . ,mu, we have HipGq ă HipKq, and

2. if npě mq P N, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn, then for each β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm ď tnu, in PfpNq, fi P Gi, and
P1, . . . , Pm P T we have

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβm

αmpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

In fact we may consider p1, . . . , pm P E pJp,`q .

The following corollary of the above theorem gives an infinitary version of Theorem 1.29. This result is the
polynomial extension of Corollary 1.26.

Corollary 1.30. Let m P N, and let p1, . . . , pm be minimal idempotents in pβN,`q. Then for every A P
Âm

i“1 pi,
and T P PfpP q, we have functions α1, . . . , αm : Pf pNNq Ñ N, and H1, . . . , Hm : PfpNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if G,K P Pf pNNq, and G Ĺ K, then for every i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, we have HipGq ă HipKq, and

2. if G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ in Pf pNNq, then for each β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm, in PfpNq, fi P Gi, and
P1, . . . , Pm P T we have

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq ` P1

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβm

αmpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

In fact we may consider p1, . . . , pm P E pJp,`q .

1.3.1 Polynomial extension of the Milliken-Taylor theorem

Let m P N, and let h : Nm Ñ N be any polynomial having no constant term. Then from [4, Theorem 3.2], it is clear
that for every p P βN, h̃ p

Âm
i“1 pq “ hpp, . . . , pq. The following theorem is a corollary of [4, Theorem 3.2], and is the

polynomial extension of Theorem 1.20.

Theorem 1.31. [4, Theorem 1.11.] Let m P N, h : Nm Ñ N be any polynomial having no constant term, and let
A Ď

Śm
i“1 N. Then the following statements are equivalent.

1. There is a sequence xxny8
n“1 in N such that

#
h

˜
ÿ

tPF1

xt,
ÿ

tPF2

xt, . . . ,
ÿ

tPFk

xt

¸
: F1 ă F2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă Fk

+
Ď A.

2. There is an idempotent p P βS such that A P h̃ p
Âm

i“1 pq .

The following corollary immediately follows from [4, Theorem 3.2], and Corollary 1.24, and can be thought of as
the polynomial extension of Corollary 1.24.

Corollary 1.32. Let m P N, h : Nm Ñ N be any polynomial having no constant term, and let A Ď
Śm

i“1 N. Then
the following statements are equivalent.
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1. there exists functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and

(b) whenever pGiqi P Pfpτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every
β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq we have

$
&
%h

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

¨
˝αpGiq `

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

ÿ

iPβm

¨
˝αpGiq `

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚ : fi P Gi for every i P N

˛
‚

,
.
- P A.

2. There exists an idempotent p in pJ ,`q, such that A P h̃ p
Âm

i“1 pq .

In light of Corollary 1.26, the following corollary is another version of Corollary 1.32.

Corollary 1.33. Let m P N, h : Nm Ñ N be any polynomial having no constant term, and let A Ď
Śm

i“1 N. Then
the following statements are equivalent.

1. there exists functions α1, . . . , αm : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H1, . . . , Hm : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then for each i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, we have maxHipF q ă minHipGq, and

(b) whenever pGiqi P Pfpτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every
β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq we have

$
&
%h

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

¨
˝α1pGiq `

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

ÿ

iPβm

¨
˝αmpGiq `

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚ : fi P Gi for every i P N

˛
‚

,
.
- P A.

2. There exist idempotents p1, . . . , pm in pJ ,`q, such that A P h̃ p
Âm

i“1 piq .

In the above theorems, we did not consider any polynomial inside h. This inspires us the following generalization
of the above results.

Corollary 1.34. Let m P N, h : Nm Ñ N be any polynomial having no constant term, and let p1, . . . , pm be minimal
idempotents in pβN,`q. Then for every A P h̃ p

Âm
i“1 piq, and T P Pf pP q, we have two functions α1, . . . , αm :

Pf pNNq Ñ N, and H1, . . . , Hm : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if G,K P Pf pNNq, and G Ĺ K, then for each i P t1, . . . ,mu, we have HipGq ă HipKq, and

2. if G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ in Pf pNNq, then for each β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm, in PfpNq, fi P Gi, and
P1, . . . , Pm P T we have

h

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq ` P1

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1paiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβm

αmpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

3. if for each i P t1, . . . ,mu, pi “ p for some minimal idempotent p, then we can consider αi “ α, and Hi “ H

for some functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N, and H : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq.

In fact we may consider p P E pJp,`q .

Proof. Immediately follows from [4, Theorem 3.2], and Corollaries 1.28, 1.30.

Structure of the paper:

In the next section, we prove Theorem 1.23. Let i : N Ñ N be a polynomial defined by ipxq “ x for all x P N.

Then if we choose T “ tiu in Theorem 1.27, then a similar proof of Theorem 1.27 implies p2q ùñ p1q in Theorem
1.23. Hence we need to prove the reverse direction. So our first focus will be to prove p1q ùñ p2q in Theorem
1.23. Similarly, in light of Theorem 1.29, we need to prove Theorem 1.25, we need to show only p1q ùñ p2q. Then
we prove Theorem 1.27 and its another version Theorem 1.29. In the proof of Theorem 1.27, and Theorem 1.29,
we used the induction hypothesis. One can easily lift this induction hypothesis (due to the presence of idempotent
ultrafilters) to conclude the Corollaries p2q ùñ p1q in 1.24, p2q ùñ p1q in 1.26, 1.28, and 1.30. However the proofs
of Corollaries p1q ùñ p2q in 1.24, p1q ùñ p2q in 1.26 are similar to the proof of p1q ùñ p2q in Theorem 1.23,
and p1q ùñ p2q in Theorem 1.25. Then in the last section we address the polynomial extension of separating the
Milliken-Taylor theorem, originally proved in [8].
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2 Our proofs

As we promised before, in this section we will prove Theorem 1.23, and Theorem 1.27. Then we draw several new
results using these theorems.

Proof of Theorem 1.23: As mentioned earlier we are going to proof only p1q ùñ p2q.
Let α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H : Pf pNNq Ñ PfpNq be two functions such that maxHpF q ă minHpGq provided
F,G P Pf pNNq and F Ĺ G. For G P PfpNNq, let

TGpα,Hq “

$
&
%
ÿ

iPβ

¨
˝αpGiq `

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚ : n P N, β Ď r1, ns, G Ĺ G1 Ĺ G2 ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn, and for each i P t1, 2, . . . nu, fi P Gi

,
.
- .

When α,H are fixed we write it TG instead of TGpα,Hq.
Now for α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H : Pf pNq Ñ Pf pNq with maxHpF q ă minHpGq provided F,G P Pf pNNq and

F Ĺ G; define
Qpα,Hq “

č

GPPfpNNq

TG.

It is easy to verify that Qpα,Hq ‰ H and is a subgroup of pβN,`q. Furthermore, KpQpα,Hqq Ď pJ ,`q. We show,
by downward induction on l P t1, 2, . . . ,mu that for each G P PfpNNq,

$
&
%

ÿ

iPβl

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq,
ÿ

iPβl`1

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq, . . . ,
ÿ

iPβm

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq :

fi P Gi, G Ď Gi for every i P N and βl ă βl`1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βmu P
mâ

i“l

p.

Let p P K pQ pα,Hqq . For l “ m, we have TG P p so that,

$
&
%

ÿ

iPβm

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq : fi P Gi, G Ď Gi for every i P N

,
.
- Ă

mâ

i“m

p.

Therefore, let l P t1, 2, . . . ,m ´ 1u and assume that the statement is true for l ` 1. Now let, G P Pf pNNq and

A “

$
&
%

¨
˝ÿ

iPβl

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq,
ÿ

iPβl`1

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq, . . . ,
ÿ

iPβm

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq

˛
‚ :

fi P Gi, G Ď Gi for every i P N and βl ă βl`1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βmu .

We claim that

TG Ď

#
x P N :

 
pxl`1, xl`2, . . . , xmq P Nm´l : px, xl`1, xl`2, . . . , xmq P A

(
P

mâ

i“l`1

p

+
.

To this end let b P TG. Pick Gl P Pf pNNq with G Ď Gl such that b “
ř

iPβl
αpGiq `

ř
tPHpGiq fiptq. Let F “

Ť
iPβl

Gi.
Then

$
&
%

¨
˝b,

ÿ

iPβl`1

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq,
ÿ

iPβl`2

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq, . . . ,
ÿ

iPβm

pαpGiq `
ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptqq

˛
‚ :

fi P Gi, F Ď Gi for every i P N and βl`1 ă βl`2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βmu Ď A.

So, tpxl`1, xl`2, . . . , xmq P Nm´l : pb, xl`1, xl`2, . . . , xmq P Au P
Âm

i“l`1 p as required.

Now we are going to prove Theorem 1.25.
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Proof of Theorem 1.25: Similar to the previous discussion we need to prove only p1q ùñ p2q. This proof is very
similar to the above one. We need one technical change in the above proof:

for each j P t1, . . . ,mu, let αj : Pf pNNq Ñ N and Hj : Pf pNq Ñ Pf pNq with maxHjpF q ă minHjpGq provided
F,G P Pf pNNq and F Ĺ G; define

Qpαj , Hjq “
č

GPPf pNNq

TGpαj , Hjq.

Now proceed inductively as before. In the each step of the induction choose pj P KpQpαj , Hjqq Ď pJ ,`q.

Now we will prove Theorem 1.27, but before that let us recall one fact about ultrafilters from [17]. We will apply
this result. For any discrete semigroup pS, ¨q, and p P E P pβS, ¨q, if A P p “ p ¨ p, then from [17, Lemma 4.14], the
set A‹ “ tx P A : ´x ` A P pu P p.

Proof of Theorem 1.27: Let p P EpKpβN,`qq, and q “ p b p b ¨ ¨ ¨ b p, and let A P q. By using Lifting lemma
1.7, pick for each j P t1, . . . ,mu, some Dj : N

j´1 Ñ PpNq such that

(1) for each j P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, and for each s P t1, 2, . . . , j´1u, ws P Dspw1, w2, . . . , ws´1q, and thenDjpw1, . . . , wj´1q P
p, and

(2) if for each s P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, ws P Dspw1, w2, . . . , ws´1q, then pw1, w2, . . . , wmq P A.

Now we proceed using the induction argument.

For the base case, let K “ tfu. As D1pHq‹ P p, there exists a P N, and β P Pf pNq such that for all P P

T, a ` P
´ř

tPβ fptq
¯

P D1pHq‹. Define αpKq “ a, and HpKq “ β. Now assume that |K| ą 1, and that αpGq, and

HpGq have been defined for all non-empty proper subsets G of K satisfying

(1) If G,K P Pf pNNq and G Ĺ K, then HpGq ă HpKq.

(2) If n P N, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ . . . Ĺ Gn Ĺ K, then for each j P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, and β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βj ď tnu,
P1, . . . , Pj P T, and

ÿ

iPβj

αpGiq ` Pj

¨
˝ÿ

iPβj

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚P

Dj

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αpGiq ` Pj´1

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚

‹

.

Let, R “
!ř

iPβj

ř
tPHpGiq fiptq : βj ď tnu, fi P Gi

)
, F “

Ť
tHpGq : H ‰ G Ĺ Ku, and let m “ maxF and, let

for each j P t1, 2, . . . ,mu,

Mj “

$
&
%

ÿ

iPβj

αpGiq ` P

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚ : H ‰ G1 Ĺ . . . Ĺ Gn Ĺ K,P P T, and for each i P t1, . . . , nu; fi P Gi

,
.
- .

Then

Mj Ď

č

H‰G1Ĺ...ĹGnĹK,PPT

Dj

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αpGiq ` Pj´1

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚

‹

.

Let P P T, d P R, define the polynomial Qp,d as Qp,dpyq “ P py` dq ´P pdq. Clearly Qp,d P P. Let S “ T Y tQp,d :
P P T and d P Ru.

Define

E “
mč

j“1

$
&
%Dj

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αpGiq ` Pj´1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

˛
‚
˛
‚

‹

:

H ‰ G1 Ĺ . . . Ĺ Gn Ĺ K,P1, . . . , Pj´1 P T, and for each i P t1, . . . , nu, fi P Giu
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G “
č

xPM ;
j“1,...,m

´x ` Dj

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αpGiq ` Pj´1

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚

‹

P p.

Now by [10, Lemma 10], pick a P N, and β P Pf pNq such that minβ ą m, and for all Q P S, and all f P K,

a ` Q

˜
ÿ

tPβ

fptq

¸
P G.

Let αpKq “ a, and HpKq “ β. Since minβ ą m, p1q is satisfied. To verify (2), let n P N, and let G1, G2, . . . , Gn P
Pf pNNq with G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ . . . Ĺ Gn “ K, for each i P 1, . . . , n, let fi P Gi, and let P P T . If j “ 1, and β1 ă tnu, then
this follows from induction hypothesis. If j “ 1, and β1 “ tnu, then Gn “ K.

Now for all P P T, αpKq `P
´ř

tPHpkq fiptq
¯

P G Ă D‹
1pHq. Otherwise if, β1 “ γ Y tnu, then we can rename γ as

β1, and tnu as β2. Now we can proceed as follows. Choose any β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βj ă tnu, where 2 ď j ď m. Then

ÿ

iPβj

αpGiq ` P

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj

ÿ

iPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚“ a `

ÿ

iPβj´1

αpGiq ` P

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚`

P

¨
˝
ÿ

tPβ

fnptq `
ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚´ P

¨
˝
ÿ

tPβ

fnptq `
ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚

“ a ` x ` Qp,d

˜
ÿ

tPβ

fnptq

¸
P Dj

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P

¨
˝

ÿ

tPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αpGiq`

P

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚,

where, x “
ř

iPβj´1
αpGiq ` P

´ř
iPβj´1

ř
tPHpGiq fiptq

¯
, d “

ř
iPβj´1

ř
tPHpGiq fiptq.

Now we are going to prove Theorem 1.29.

Proof of Theorem 1.29: The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.27.

Let p1, . . . , pm P EpKpβN,`qq, and q “
Âm

j“1 pj , and let A P q. By using Lifting lemma 1.7, pick for each

j P t1, . . . ,mu, some Dj : N
j´1 Ñ PpNq such that

(1) for each j P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, and for each s P t1, 2, . . . , j´1u, ws P Dspw1, w2, . . . , ws´1q, and thenDjpw1, . . . , wj´1q P
pj , and

(2) if for each s P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, ws P Dspw1, w2, . . . , ws´1q, then pw1, w2, . . . , wmq P A.

Now we proceed using the induction argument.

For the base case, let K “ tfu. As D1pHq‹ P p1, there exists a1 P N, and γ1 P Pf pNq such that for all P1 P T, a1 `

P1

´ř
tPγ1

fptq
¯

P D1pHq‹. Define α1pKq “ a1, and H1pKq “ γ1. Now
Ş

P1PT D2

´
a1 ` P1

´ř
tPγ1

fptq
¯¯‹

P p2.

Again for K “ tfu, there exists a2 P N, and γ2 P Pf pNq such that for all P2 P T, we have a2 ` P2

´ř
tPγ2

fptq
¯

P
Ş

P1PT D2

´
a1 ` P1

´ř
tPγ1

fptq
¯¯‹

. Define α2pKq “ a2, and H2pKq “ γ2. Inductively for each j P t1, . . . ,mu, we

have

(1) aj P N, and γj P PfpNq such that for all Pj P T,

aj ` Pj

˜
ÿ

tPγ2

fptq

¸
P

č

P1,...,PjPT

Dj

˜
a1 ` P1

˜
ÿ

tPγ1

fptq

¸
, . . . , aj´1 ` Pj´1

˜
ÿ

tPγj´1

fptq

¸¸‹

P pj,

and
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(2) αjpKq “ aj , and HjpKq “ γj .

Now assume that |K| ą 1, and that for each j P t1, . . . ,mu, αjpGq, and HjpGq have been defined for all non-empty
proper subsets G of K satisfying

(1) If G,K P Pf pNNq and G Ĺ K, then HpGq ă HpKq.

(2) If n P N, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ . . . Ĺ Gn Ĺ K, then for each j P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, and β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βj ď tnu,
P1, . . . , Pj P T, and

ÿ

iPβj

αjpGiq ` Pj

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj

ÿ

tPHjpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚P

Dj

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αj´1pGiq ` Pj´1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHj´1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚

‹

.

for each j P t1, . . . ,mu, let Rj “
!ř

iPβj

ř
tPHjpGiq fiptq : βj ď tnu, fi P Gi

)
, F “

Ť
tHjpGq : H ‰ G Ĺ K and j P

t1, . . . ,muu. Let M “ maxF and, let for each j P t1, 2, . . . ,mu,

Mj “

$
&
%

ÿ

iPβj

αjpGiq ` P

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj

ÿ

tPHjpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚ : H ‰ G1 Ĺ . . . Ĺ Gn Ĺ K,P P T, and for each i P t1, . . . , nu; fi P Gi

,
.
- .

Then

Mj Ď

č

H‰G1Ĺ...ĹGnĹK,PPT

Dj

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αj´1pGiq ` Pj´1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHj´1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚

‹

.

Define R “
Ť

j Rj . Let P P T, d P R, define the polynomial Qp,d as Qp,dpyq “ P py ` dq ´ P pdq. Clearly Qp,d P P.
Let S “ T

Ť
tQp,d : P P T and d P Ru.

For each j P t1, . . . ,mu, define

Ej “

$
&
%Dj

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αpGiq ` Pj´1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

˛
‚
˛
‚

‹

:

H ‰ G1 Ĺ . . . Ĺ Gn Ĺ K,P1, . . . , Pj´1 P T, and for each i P t1, . . . , nu, fi P Giu

Gj “
č

xPMj

´x ` Dj

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβj´1

αpGiq ` Pj´1

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβj´1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚

‹

P pj .

Now by [10, Lemma 10], pick b1 P N, and δ1 P Pf pNq such that min δ1 ą m, and for all Q P S, and all f P K,

b1 ` Q

˜
ÿ

tPδ1

fptq

¸
P G1.

Let α1pKq “ b1, and H1pKq “ δ1.
Now E1 X G2 X D1

` 
b1 ` Q

`ř
tPδ1

fptq
˘
: f P K,Q P S

(˘‹
P p2. Now again by [10, Lemma 10], pick b2 P N, and

δ2 P Pf pNq such that min δ2 ą m, and for all Q P S, and all f P K,

b2 ` Q

˜
ÿ

tPδ2

fptq

¸
P E1

č
G2

č
D1

˜#
b1 ` Q

˜
ÿ

tPδ1

fptq

¸
: f P K,Q P S

+¸‹

.

Define α2pKq “ b2, and H2pKq “ δ2. Now for each j P t1, . . . ,mu, inductively one can construct αjpKq “ bj, and
HjpKq “ δj such that
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bj ` Q

¨
˝
ÿ

tPδj

fptq

˛
‚P Ej´1

č
Gj

č
Dj´1

¨
˝

$
&
%

¨
˝b1 ` Q

˜
ÿ

tPδ1

fptq

¸
. . . , bj´1 ` Q

¨
˝

ÿ

tPδj´1

fptq

˛
‚
˛
‚: f P K,Q P S

,
.
-

˛
‚

‹

.

Now the verification of the induction hypothesis is similar to the last part of the proof of Theorem 1.27. So we omit
the rest.

Now we show that ultrafilters witnessing the conclusion of Theorem 1.29 forms a left ideal of βppNmq,`q and
βppNmq, ¨q. Unfortunately we can’t prove the analogous result for Theorem 1.27. Define

L “ tp P βpNmq : @A P p, A satisfies the conclusion of Theorem 1.29u.

The following corollary follows from Theorem 1.29.

Corollary 2.1. L is a left ideal of pβpNmq, ¨q, and pβpNmq,`q.

Proof. Let p P L, and q P βpNkq and B P q ¨ p. Let T P PfpP q be given. Then there exists px1, . . . , xmq P Nm such
that A “ px1, . . . , xmq´1B P p. Consider the new set of polynomials T 1 “ t 1

x
P : P P T, and x P tx1, . . . , xmuu. Now

from Theorem 1.29 , there exist functions α1, . . . , αm : Pf pNNq Ñ N, and H, . . . , Hm : PfpNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if G,K P PfpNNq, and G Ĺ K, then for every i P t1, . . . ,mu, we have HipGq ă HipKq, and

2. if npě mq P N, G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn, then for each β1 ă β2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm ď tnu, in Pf pNq, fi P Gi, and
P1, . . . , Pm P T we have

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq `
1

x1

P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβm

αmpGiq `
1

xm

Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

For each i P t1, . . . ,mu, define α1
i : PfpNNq Ñ N as α1

i “ xi ¨ αi. Then the new set of functions pα1
iq

m
i“1, and pHiq

m
i“1

works for the set B. Hence B X L ‰ H. This completes the proof.
The proof of L is a left ideal of pβpNmq,`q is easy to derive so we omit the proof.

The following theorem shows that the combinatorial consequence of our Corollary 1.28 is equivalent to a version
of the polynomial extension of [17, Theorem 17.31]. The proof uses simple color induction arguments.

Theorem 2.2. Let T P Pf pPq. Then the following two versions are equivalent.

1. Let r,m P N, and let rNsm “
Ťr

i“1 Ci. Then there exists functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H : PfpNNq Ñ Pf pNq
such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and

(b) whenever pGiqi P Pfpτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every
P1, . . . , Pm P T, β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq, we have

$
&
%

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβm

αpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚:

fi P Gi for every i P N

+
Ă Cj

for some j P t1, 2, . . . , ru.

2. Let r,m P N, and let a1, . . . , am P N. Then for any N “
Ťr

i“1 Di, there exists functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and
H : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that for every P P T,

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and
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(b) whenever pGiqi P Pfpτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every
β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq we have for every fi P Gi, and P1, . . . , Pm P T,

a1 ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` am ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

αpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P Dj

for some j P t1, 2, . . . , ru.

Proof. p1q ùñ p2q Let N “
Ťr

i“1 Di, and induce a coloring rNspmq “
Ťr

i“1 Ci by defining pz1, z2, . . . , zmq P Ci ô
a1z1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` amzm P Di. Now (2) directly follows from (1).

p2q ùñ p1q Proof is similar.

The following theorem is a variation of Theorem 2.2. Proof is similar to the proof of above one and hence we
omit it.

Theorem 2.3. Let T P Pf pPq. Then the following two versions are equivalent.

1. Let r,m P N, and let rNsm “
Ťr

i“1 Ci. Then there exists functions α1, . . . , αm : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H1, . . . , Hm :
Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then for each i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, we have maxHipF q ă minHipGq, and

(b) whenever pGiqi P Pfpτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every
P1, . . . , Pm P T, β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq we have

$
&
%

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚, . . . ,

ÿ

iPβm

αmpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚:

fi P Gi for every i P Nu Ă Cj

for some j P t1, 2, . . . , ru.

2. Let r,m P N, and let a1, . . . , am P N. Then for any N “
Ťr

i“1 Di, there exists functions α1, . . . , αm : Pf pNNq Ñ
N and H1, . . . , Hm : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that such that for every P P T,

(a) if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then for each i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, we have maxHipF q ă minHipGq, and

(b) whenever pGiqi P Pfpτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every
β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq we have for every fi P Gi, and P1, . . . , Pm P T,

a1 ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` am ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

αpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P Dj

for some j P t1, 2, . . . , ru.

In the following theorem, we explicitly deduce some ultrafilters witnessing the polynomial extension of [17,
Theorem 17.31]. However, we don’t know if the converse part of this theorem is true or not.

Theorem 2.4. Let m P N, a1, . . . , am P N, p P E pKpβN,`qq, and A P a1p ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` amp. Then for every T P Pf pPq,
there exists functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and H : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and

2. whenever pGiqi P Pf pτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every P1, . . . , Pm P
T, β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq, we have

a1 ¨

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` am ¨

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβm

αpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝ ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

In fact we may consider p P E pJp,`q .
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Proof. In this proof we do not use [4, Theorem 3.2], but we use simple concept of p ´ lim . Let Φ : Nm Ñ N be the
map defined by Φpx1, x2, . . . , xmq “

řm
i“1 aixi. Clearly, Φ is a continuous map, and so we may apply [17, Theorem

3.49]. Let rΦ : βpNmq Ñ βN be the continuous extension of Φ. Let p P EpKpβN,`qq, and
Âm

i“1 p P βpNmq. Now,

rΦ
«

mâ

i“1

p

ff
“ rΦ

„
p ´ lim

x1

¨ ¨ ¨ p ´ lim
xm

px1, . . . , xmq



“ p ´ lim
x1

¨ ¨ ¨ p ´ lim
xm

Φpx1, . . . , xmq

“ p ´ lim
x1

. . . p ´ lim
xm

mÿ

i“1

aixi

“ a1 ¨ p ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` am ¨ p.

Let A P a1p ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` amp “ rΦ r
Âm

i“1 ps. Hence there exists B P
Âm

i“1 p such that ΦrBs Ď A. Now from Corollary
1.28, our result follows.

The following theorem is a variation of Theorem 2.4.

Theorem 2.5. Let m P N, a1, . . . , am P N, p1, . . . , pm P E pKpβN,`qq, and A P a1p1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampm. Then for every
T P Pf pPq, there exists functions α1, . . . , αm : PfpNNq Ñ N and H1, . . . , Hm : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then for each i P t1, 2, . . . ,mu, we have maxHipF q ă minHipGq, and

2. whenever pGiqi P Pf pτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every P1, . . . , Pm P
T, β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq, we have

a1 ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` am ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

αmpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

In fact we may consider p1, . . . , pm P E pJp,`q .

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.4. Let Φ : Nm Ñ N be the map defined by Φpx1, x2, . . . , xmq “řm
i“1 aixi. Clearly, Φ is a continuous map, and so we may apply [17, Theorem 3.49]. Let rΦ : βpNmq Ñ βN be the

continuous extension of Φ. Let p1, . . . , pm P EpKpβN,`qq, and
Âm

i“1 pi P βpNmq. Now,

rΦ
«

mâ

i“1

pi

ff
“ rΦ

„
p1 ´ lim

x1

¨ ¨ ¨ pm ´ lim
xm

px1, . . . , xmq



“ p1 ´ lim
x1

¨ ¨ ¨ pm ´ lim
xm

Φpx1, . . . , xmq

“ p1 ´ lim
x1

. . . pm ´ lim
xm

mÿ

i“1

aixi

“ a1 ¨ p1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` am ¨ pm.

Let A P a1p1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampm “ rΦ r
Âm

i“1 pis. Hence there exists B P
Âm

i“1 pi such that ΦrBs Ď A. Now from Corollary
1.30, our result follows.

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.4.

Corollary 2.6. Let m P N, h : Nm Ñ N be any polynomial with no constant term. Let a1, . . . , am P N, p P
E pKpβN,`qq, and A P h̃pa1p ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampq. Then for every T P Pf pPq, there exists functions α : Pf pNNq Ñ N and
H : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then maxHpF q ă minHpGq, and

2. whenever pGiqi P Pf pτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every P1, . . . , Pm P
T, β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq, we have

h

¨
˝a1 ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

αpGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` am ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

αpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚
˛
‚P A.
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In fact we may consider p P E pJp,`q .

Proof. Let A P h̃pa1p ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampq, and let B P a1p ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` amp be such that hrBs Ď A. Now Theorem 2.4 directly
implies our result.

The following corollary is an immediate variation of Corollary 2.6.

Corollary 2.7. Let m P N, h : Nm Ñ N be any polynomial with no constant term. Let a1, . . . , am P N, p1, . . . , pm P
E pKpβN,`qq, and A P h̃pa1p1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampmq. Then for every T P PfpPq, there exists functions α1, . . . , αm :
Pf pNNq Ñ N and H1, . . . , Hm : Pf pNNq Ñ Pf pNq such that

1. if F,G P Pf pτq and F Ĺ G then for every i P t1, . . . ,mu, we have maxHipF q ă minHipGq, and

2. whenever pGiqi P Pf pτq, is a sequence of functions, i.e. G1 Ĺ G2 Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ĺ Gn Ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ , then for every P1, . . . , Pm P
T, β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm in Pf pNq, we have

h

¨
˝a1 ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

α1pGiq ` P1

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβ1

ÿ

tPH1pGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` am ¨

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

αmpGiq ` Pm

¨
˝

ÿ

iPβm

ÿ

tPHmpGiq

fiptq

˛
‚
˛
‚
˛
‚P A.

In fact we may consider p1, . . . , pm P E pJp,`q .

Proof. Let A P h̃pa1p1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampmq, and let B P a1p1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampm be such that hrBs Ď A. Now Theorem 2.5
directly implies our result.

Though we don’t know the ultrafilter characterization of the Theorems 2.4, 2.5, but we can completely characterize
them for the set T “ tiu, where ipxq “ x for all x P N. The following theorem is a variation of [17, Theorem 17.31]
for idempotents of pJ ,`q.

Theorem 2.8. Let T “ tiu P Pf pPq, and A Ď N.

1. if A satisfies the conclusion of Theorem 2.4 if and only if there exists idempotent ultrafilter p P pJ ,`q such
that A P a1p ` ¨ ` amp.

2. if A satisfies the conclusion of Theorem 2.5 if and only if there exists idempotent ultrafilters p1, . . . , pm P pJ ,`q
such that A P a1p1 ` ¨ ` ampm.

Proof. The proof of the sufficient condition of both p1q and p2q is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.4, 2.5. For the
necessary part, both proofs are similar. So we prove the necessary part of p2q.

Let B Ď Nm be such that px1, . . . , xmq P B if
řm

i“1 aixi P A. Then the set B satisfies the combinatorial conclusion
of the Corollary 1.26. Hence there exist idempotents p1, . . . , pm in pJ ,`q, such that B P

Âm
i“1 pi. Letting Φ : Nm Ñ N

be the map defined by Φpx1, x2, . . . , xmq “
řm

i“1 aixi, from Theorem 2.5, we have

ΦrBs P Φ̃

˜
mâ

i“1

pi

¸
“ a1p1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampm.

But from the construction ΦrBs Ď A. Hence A P a1p1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ampm. This completes our proof.

3 Separation of polynomial Milliken-Taylor systems

In [8, 14], authors extensively studied and characterized the compatibility of two Milliken-Taylor systems over the
set of integers. That means they addressed when two Milliken-Taylor systems generated by two distinct finite sets
lie in the same color after a finite coloring of N. To address their result of [8], we need the notions of compressed
sequence.

Definition 3.1.

1. Let S “ tÝÑa : ÝÑa is a finite sequence in Nu.

2. The function c : S Ñ S deletes any consecutive repeated terms.

3. An element ÝÑa P S is compressed if and only if ÝÑa “ cpÝÑa q.

4. An equivalence relation on S is defined by a « b if and only if there exists a rational α such that α¨cpÝÑa q “ cp
ÝÑ
b q.
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The following theorem gives a characterization of two distinct Milliken-Taylor systems lie in the same partition.

Theorem 3.2. [8, Theorem 3.2,3.3] Let ÝÑa ,
ÝÑ
b P S. Then the following are equivalent.

1. For every finite coloring there exists two sequences xxnyn and xynyn such that MT pÝÑa , xxnynq
Ť

MT
´

ÝÑ
b , xynyn

¯

is monochromatic.

2. a « b.

In [14], authors extended Theorem 3.2 over the set of integers Z. They proved Theorem 3.2 under the condition
that ÝÑa ,

ÝÑ
b are two finite sets from Zzt0u. From [4] an immediate question appear if there exists any polynomial

extension of Theorem 3.2. Throughout this article we have seen the ultrafilter characterizations of polynomial
patterns are rich in today’s technique. But here we prove the polynomial extension of one side of Theorem 3.2.
Before that, we introduce a polynomial version of an equivalent compressed sequence.

Definition 3.3. Let m P N, and f, g : Nm Ñ N be two polynomials of finite degree defined by fpx1, . . . , xmq “ř
ai1¨¨¨idnx

i1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨xim

m , and gpx1, . . . , xmq “
ř

bj1¨¨¨jmx
j1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨xjm

m . We say f and g are equivalent, i.e. f « g if and only
if, there exists a rational α P Q such that,

bi1¨¨¨im “ αi1`¨¨¨`imai1...im@ pi1, . . . , imq.

For example the polynomials fpx, y, zq “ x3 ` 2xy2z ` xz ` z2, and gpx, y, zq “ 53x3 ` 12 ¨ 54xy2z ` 52xz ` 52z2

are equivalent.
Now we introduce the notion of the polynomial Milliken-Taylor system. This notion generalizes the notion of the

Milliken-Taylor system 1.18.

Definition 3.4 (Polynomial Milliken-Taylor system). Let f : Nm Ñ N be any polynomial with no constant term.
Let xxny8

n“1 be any sequence in N. Define

MT pf, xxny8
n“1q “

#
f

˜
ÿ

iPβ1

xi, . . . ,
ÿ

iPβm

xi

¸
: β1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă βm

+
.

The following theorem shows that if two polynomials are equivalent then their Milliken-Taylor image for some
sequences lie in the same color after partitioning N into finitely many pieces.

Theorem 3.5 (Separating Polynomial Milliken-Taylor theorem). Let r,m P N, and f, g : Nm Ñ N be two finite
degree polynomials with no constant term such that f « g. Then if N “

Ťr
i“1 Ai is any r-coloring, there are two

sequences xxny8
n“1, and xyny8

n“1 in N, and i P t1, . . . , ru such that MT pf, xxny8
n“1q

Ť
MT pg, xyny8

n“1q Ď Ai.

Proof. Let α “ p
q
. Let f, g be two polynomials defined by:

fpx1, . . . , xmq “
ÿ

ai1¨¨¨imxi1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨xim

m ,

and
gpx1, . . . , xmq “

ÿ
bj1 ¨ ¨ ¨ bjmx

j1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨xjm

m ,

where bi1¨¨¨im “ αi1`¨¨¨`imai1¨¨¨im for every pi1, . . . , imq P pN Y t0uqm.

Let hf : Nm Ñ N be a new polynomial defined by hf px1, . . . , xmq “
ř

ci1¨¨¨imxi1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨xim

m , where ci1¨¨¨im “
pi1`¨¨¨`imai1¨¨¨im for each pi1, . . . , imq P pN Y t0uqm. From Theorem 1.31, there exists i P t1, . . . , ru, and a se-
quence xzny8

n“1 in N s.t. MT phf , xzny8
n“1q Ď Ai. For each n P N, define xn “ p ¨ zn, and yn “ q ¨ zn. Then,

MT pf, xxny8
n“1q “ MT pg, xyny8

n“1q “ MT phf , xzny8
n“1q. This completes the proof.
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