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Dynamical [P*-sets in weak rings

Pintu Debnath * Sayan Goswami

Abstract

V. Bergelson and N. Hindman in [I], proved that IP*- sets contain
all possible finite sums and products of a sum subsystem of any
sequence in N. In a recent work [3], the second author of this article
has proved that a stronger result holds for dynamical TP*- sets. In
this article we will establish a non-commutative version of this result.
We will prove that a richer configuration is contained in dynamical
IP*- sets in weak rings.
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1 Introduction

Ramsey theoretic study is deeply involved with the study of topological dy-
namics, ergodic theory and the algebra of the Stone-Cech compactification of
discrete semigroups. In [4], N. Hindman established a result regarding parti-
tion regularity of finite sums of a sequence. This theorem has motivated many
mathematicians to study the IP-sets in Ramsey theory. For any set X, denote
by Py (X), the set of all nonempty finite subsets of X. Let (S, -) be a semigroup
and a set A C S is called an IP-set if and only if there exists a sequence (x,)52 ;
in S such that FP ({(x,)%2 ;) C A. The expression F'P ((2,,)22 ;) denotes the set
{Il,cr®n: F € Py (N)} and [],,. » @ is defined to be the product in increasing
order. The following theorem is known as the Hindman’s Theorem.

Theorem 1.1. [4] Let r € Nand N=C; UCy U...UC, be a finite partition
of N. Then there exist ¢ € {1,2,...,7} and a sequence (x,)52; such that
FS ({a)22) C Ci.

One can show that the above theorem is equivalent to the statement that if
an IP-set is partitioned into finitely many cells, then one of the cell is itself an
IP-set. The above theorem is true for arbitrary discrete semigroups.
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An IP*-set is a subset of .S which intersects all possible IP-sets of S. Given a
sequence (x,)%2 , in S, we say that (y,)°2 ; is a product subsystem of (2,,)%2 ;
provided there exists a sequence (H, )% ; of non-empty finite subsets such that
maxH,, < minH,,; and y,, = HtEHn xy for each n € N. Notice that if ()02 4 is
a product subsystem of (x,,)5% 1, then F'P ({y,)52 ;) C FP ({xy)5% ;). In [1], the
authors have proved that the IP*-sets contain a rich combinatorial configuration

by establishing the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let (2,)22, be a sequence in N and A be an IP*-set in (N, +).
Then there exists a sum subsystem (y,)S2, of (xn)S, such that

FS ((Yn)ne1) UFP ({yn)nzy) C A

In [3] Theorem 6], the second author of this article, has proved that a richer
configuration is contained in certain IP*-sets. We will define the zigzag finite
product configuration for [ many sequences as follows:

Definition 1.3. [3]

1. For any I € N and any I-sequences (z1,n)0%1, (T2,n)0%1 - - » (Tin)oe; in
S, define the zigzag finite product

ZFP(<<xz—,n>z°_1>é_1)—{ [lier v : H € Py (N) and }

yi € {z1,4,224,...,21,} foranyi € N
2. For any {,m € N and any l-sequences (1,n)0e1, (T2,n)0%1 5« 5 (Tin)0oq
in S, define
S ym .\l B [Liegye: HC{1,2,...,m} and
ZEP (<<xz’">":1>1:1) o { yi € {®1,4,%24,...,21,} foranyi € N

Clearly for I = 1, this is nothing but the ordinary finite product of a sequence.
In [3], the second author of this article asked the following question.

Question 1.4. Let [ € N and A C N be an IP*- set in (N, +). Then for any {
sequences (T1,,)5% 1, (T2.n)22 1 ..., (T1n)52 in N whether there exists a [ sum
subsystems (y; n)o2 ;, of (z; )22, for each i € {1,2,...,1} such that

ZFP ({(yin)rn)icy) | ZFP (((in)or)ier) C A,

We don’t know the answer of the above question. In [3, Theorem 6], it has
been established that certain IP*-sets, arise from the recurrence of Topological
dynamics, contain the above structure. To recall dynamical IP*-sets, we need
the following definitions.

Definition 1.5. [5, Definition 19.29, page 503]

1. A measure space is a triple (X, B, i) where X is a set, B is a o-algebra of
subsets of X, and is a countably additive measure on B with p (X) finite.



2. Given a measure space (X,B,pu) a function T : X — X is a measure
preserving transformation if and only if for all B € B, T~![B] € B and

1 (T1[B]) = u(B).

3. Given a semigroup S and a measure space (X, B, ), a measure preserving
action of S on X is an indexed family (Ts)scs such that each Ty is a
measure preserving transformation of X and Ts o Ty = Ty . It is also
required that if S has an identity e, then T is the identity function on X.

4. A measure preserving system is a quadruple (X, B, u, (Ts)scs) such that
(X, B, 1) is a measure space and (Ts)ses is a measure preserving action of
S on X.

From [B] Theorem 19.33, page 504], we get the following theorem:

Theorem 1.6. Let (X, B, i, (Ts)scs) be a measure preserving system. Then for
any A € B with p(A) >0, C={se S:u(ANT;[A]) >0} an IP*- set.

The following one is the definition of dynamical IP*-set.

Definition 1.7. [5, Definition 19.34, page 505] Let S be a semigroup. A sub-
set C of S is dynamical IP*- set if and only if there exist a measure pre-
serving system (X, B, u, (Ts)ses) and an A € B with u(A) > 0 such that
{seS:pu(AnT;A]) >0} CC.

In this article we will extend [3, Theorem 6] in non-commutative setting.

2 Dynamical IP*-sets in weak rings

First we need to extend [B, Theorem 19.35, page 505] and [3| Lemma 7] for
arbitrary discrete semigroups in our purpose. The proof of the following lemma
is similar to the proof of [ Theorem 19.35].

For any semigroup (S, ), s,t € Sand A C S, defines 1A= {t € S: st € A},
As*l={te S:tse A} and s71At7 1 ={z € S : sat € A}.

Lemma 2.1. Let B be a dynamical IP*-set in (S,-). Then it follows that there
is a dynamical IP*-set C C B such that for each t € C, t1C is a dynamical
IP*-set

Proof. Let us consider a probability space (X, B, u) with a measure preserv-
ing action (Ts), g of (S,-) on X, a set A € B such that u(A) > 0 and
{sES:u(AﬁTs_lA) >O} C B. Let

C= {sES:u(AﬁTs_lA) > 0}.
To see that C' is as required, let t € C and let D = ANT, 'A. We claim that

{seS:pu(DNT;'D)>0} Ct'C.



Let s € S such that u (DN T, 'D) > 0. Then
DNT;'D=AnT "ANT; ' (ANT; ' A)

CANT, (171 A)

= ANT'A
sots € Cand s €t I1C. O

The following lemma says that the intersection of finite numbers of dynam-
ical IP*-sets is dynamical IP*-set.

Lemma 2.2. Let (S,-) be a semigroup. Let A, B C S be two dynamical IP*-sets
in (S,-). Then it follows that AN B is also a dynamical IP*-set in (S, -).

Proof. Let (X, B, u, (Ts)ses) and (Y,C,v, (Rs)ses) be two measure preserving
systems and C, D be two sets guaranteed by the definition [[L71 Now we have
{seS:pu(CNT/MC]) >0} CAand {s€ S:v(DNRD]) >0} C B. Let
(X XY, D,u®v,{Ts X Rs)scs) be a dynamical system where D is the smallest
o-algebra of subsets of X x Y which contains {Bx C: B e B,C €C}, u®vis
the countably additive measure on D such that (u ® v)(B x C) = u(B) - v(C)
for each B € Band C € C, and (Ts x Rs)(z,y) = (Ts(x), Rs(y)). So,

(n@v) (€ x D)N(Ty x R) ™ C x D)) = u (CATNC)) v (DN R [D)).

This implies s € {(u® v) ((O x D) N (Ty x Ry) " [C % D]) > 0} iff s €
{s:p(CnNT/HC)) >0}n{s:v(DNRS'D]) >0} and so ANB is dynamical
IP*-set. O

Let us recall the definition of weak ring.

Definition 2.3. [5, Definition 16.33, page 419]

1. A left weak ring is a triple (S, +,-) such that (S,+) and (S,.) are semi-
groups and the left distributive law holds. That is, for all z,y,z € S one
hasz - (y+z2)=x-y+z- 2.

2. A right weak ring is a triple (S, +,-) such that (S,4) and (S,.) are semi-
groups and the right distributive law holds. That is, for all ,y,z € S one
has(z+y) - z=x-24+y- 2.

3. A weak ring is a triple (S, +, -) which is both a left weak ring and a right
weak ring.

Recall that in FP ((z,)22,) the products are taken in increasing order of
indices. The following definition of ‘all product’ of a sequence is taken from [5]
Definition 16.36, page 420].



Definition 2.4. Let (S,-) be a semigroup, let (z,)5°; be a sequence in S, and
let k € N. Then AP ((z,)k_,) is the set of all products of terms of (z,)k_;in

n=1
any order with no repetitions. Similarly AP ((x,)),~; is the set of all products
of terms of (x,)22 ; in any order with no repetitions.

For example, for k = 3, we obtain the following:

3
AP (<$n>n:1) = {1, 2, 23, 2172, T2T1, 173, T3T1, T2T3, T3T2,
$1$2$37$1$3$27$2$1$37$2$3$17$3$1$27$3$2$1}

From [5, Theorem 16.38, page 421], we have the following theorem for IP*-
sets.

Theorem 2.5. Let be (S, +,-) be a weak ring, let A be an IP* set in (S,+), and
let (x,)22, be any sequence in S. Then there exists a sum subsystem (yn)S2
of (xp)2 1 in S such that FS((x,)22 ;) UAP({x,)52 ) C A.

In this article our aim is to prove a zigzag version of the above theorem
for dynamical IP*-sets. We are thankful to the referee for improvement of the
following definition from the previous draft.

Definition 2.6. Let (S,+,-) be a weak ring, let I € N, and let (x1,)22,,
(T2,m)0%q, - (X1n)02, be any [ sequences in S.

0o r 1-1
1. ZAP (({win))_y) = {thl Toam T € N7t {1,2,.. 0} 25
N, and’y:{1,2,...,7’}—>{1,2,...,l}}.

2. For k € N, ZAP (({win)i_)l_,) = {H;lxv(tmﬂ re{1,2,... k),
1,2,y 22 kY andy s (1,2, ) — {1,2,...,1}}.

3. ZFS ({((xin)221)y) :{wa,t FePy(N)andy: F— {1,2,...,1} }
4. For k € N, ZFS (({min)i_)l_) = {EteF T D #F C{1,2,... k}
andv:F—>{1,2,...,l}}.

Let us demonstrate the above definition by a simple example.

Example 2.7. Suppose we have k,l = 2. The following is the zigzag all product
configuration:

2 V2 ) _
ZAP (((zin)2_1)?y) = {1171,1,1172,17331,27332,2,1171,1331,2,1171,2331,17331,1332,27
£C2,2$1,1,£C2,1$1,2,£C1,2$2,1,£E2,1$2,2,£E2,2$2,1}

We need the following lemma.



Lemma 2.8. Let (S,+,-) be a weak ring and let A be a dynamical I1P*-set in
(S,+). Then for all s,t € S, s71A, As™! and s~* At~ are dynamical I P*-sets
n (S, +).

Proof. Pick a measure preserving system (X, B, 1, (Tt)1es) and C € B such that
pw(C)>0and D={veS:u(CNT,C]) >0} € A We will do the proof for
sTLAtL,

Let s,t € S be given and define for u € S, R, : X — X by Ry = Tsut-
Then giVeH u,v € S7 Ru o R’U = Llgut © Ts’ut = Tsut+svt = Ts(u+v)t = Ru+v-
Therefore (X, B, i, (Ry)uecs) is a measure preserving system. It suffices to show
that {u € S:ulCnRC)H > O} C s 1At7!. So assume that u € S and

w(C N RYC) > 0. Then pu(C N T HC]) > 0, s0 sut € D C Asou €

sut

sT1At=1L. O

Lemma 2.9. Let (S,+) be a semigroup and let A be an IP*- set in S. Let
l € Nand forie {1,2,...,1}, let {x;n)5>, be a sequence in S. There exists
a sequence (Hp)o2 1 in Py (N) such that for each n € N, max H,, < min H, 41
and, if for each n € N and i € {1,2,...,l}, Yin = Y ycpy Tiu, then for each
i€ {1,2,...,1}, FS((Win)or1) € A. In particular, there exists H € Py (N)
such that for each i € {1,2,...,1}, > ey @iz € A.

Proof. We proceed by induction on [. Assume first that { = 1. By [0, Lemma
5.11], there exists an idempotent p € 85 such that for each m € N, F'S ((x1,)52,,,) €
p. Since A is an IP*-set, A € p. Then by [5, Theorem 5.14], there exists a se-
quence (H,)>2, in Py (N) such that max H,, < min H,4, for each n and, if
Yin = ZteHn 21, then F'S (<yl,n>$zozl) C A

Now assume that [ > 1 and the statement is true for [ — 1. Pick a sequence
(K,)S2, in Pf (N) such that max K,, < minK,4; for each n € N and for
each i € {1,2 — 1}, letting z;, = ZteKn x;+ for each n € N, we have
FS ((zin)22 1) C A For each n € N, let 21, = } ,c - @14 Using [5, Lemma
5.11 and Theorem 5.14] again, pick a sequence (M,)52; in Ps(N) such that
max M,, < min M, for eachn and, ify; ,, = ZjeMn 21,5, then F'S ((y1,n)5%1) C
A.

For each n € N, let H, = UjeMn K;. Note that for each n, yin, =
Djem, FLi = Djem, dotek; Tt = Dopep, e Fori € {1,2,...,1—1} and
n €N, let yp = ZteHn Z;+. Then y;, = ZjeMn zij 80 FS((yin)o2,) C

We are thankful to the referee for his help to strengthen the following theo-
rem from our previous draft.

Theorem 2.10. Let (S, +,-) be a weak ring and let A be a dynamical IP*- set
n (S,+). Letl € N and for i € {1,2,...,1}, let (x;n)>, be a sequence in S.
There exists a sequence (Hp)S2 1 in Py ( ) such that for each n € N, max H,, <
min H, 41 and, if for each n € N and i € {1,2,...,1}, yin EteHn Tit,

i€ {1727"'7l}7 ZFS (<<y1 n>n 1>1 1) UZFP (<<y1 n>n 1>1 1) A



Proof. By Lemma 2.1 we may pick a dynamical IP*-set C' C A such that for
each s € C, —s + C is dynamical IP*-set.

We construct (H,)?2; by induction so that if n > 1, then maxH, >
min H,,_; and, letting y; , = EteHn Tit

ZFS (<<yz )i 1>z 1) UZFP (<<yi,t>?:1>li:1) cc.

Pick by Lemma 29, H; € P; (N) such that for each i € {1,2,...,1}, yi1 =
z:teH1 %, then y; 1 € C. Then

ZFS ({((yithi=1)ize1) U ZFP ({(Yit)i=1)im1) = {y1.1,92.1, .-, 911} € C

Now let n € N and assume that we have chosen (H;)$2, in Py (N) such that
min H,, > max H,_; if n > 1 and

B = ZFS (({4i,s)i=1)iz1) U ZFP ({(yi.s)e1)iz1) € C,

where for s € {1,2,...,n} and i € {1,2,...,1}, yis = >, cpy. it Let

D=Ccn((=s+C)n(s'cn(Cs'n) () (s'Cut).

seB seB seB seBueB

By Lemmas 2.2 and 2.8, D is a dynamical IP*-set.

Let p = max H,,. By Lemma applied to the sequences ()72, for
i €{1,2,...,1}, pick Hy41 € Py (N) with min H,41 > p such that for each
i€{1,2,...,1}, Yin+1 € D where y; n11 = EteHn+1 Z; ¢. We need to show that
ZFS (<<yzs>?+11> 1) UZFP ({{yie)i21)iz1) € C.

To see that ZFS (((yi,s)"01)l_y) € C, let § # F C {1,2,...,n+1}, let
v F = {1,2,...)0},and let z = 3 ,cp 2y fn+1¢ F, then z € C by
assumption. If F' = {n + 1}, then z = y,(r41),nt1 € D € C. So assume that
n+le Fand G =F\{n+1} #0. Let s = >, Y(t),+- By assumption s € B
SO Yry(n+1),n+1 € —5 + C so that z € C.

To see that ZAP ({{y;,s)"57)!_,) € C, let us assume r € {1,2,...,n+ 1},
let 7:{1,2,...,7} =5 {1,2,... ,n+ 1}, let v: {1,2,...,7} = {1,2,...,1}, and
let 2 = [T, Yy)rry- n+1¢ 7[{1,2,...,r}], then z € C by assumption
so assume we have m € {1,2,...,r} such that n+ 1 = 7 (m). If r = 1, then
m = 1 so that z = y,(1),n+1 € C. So assume that r > 1. If m = r, then
s = H:;ll Yn(t),r(t) € B 80 Yy(ry i1 € s 1C s0 z € C.

Ifm= l,deﬁnen:{1,2,...,r—1}1—_1>{1,2,...,n}anduz{1,2,...,7’—1}
—{1,2,...,}byn(t) =7 (t+1)and v (t) = v (t + 1). Thens = [[,_; Yu(t),r (1)
€ B soyy(1)ni1 € Cs~! and thus z = Y(1),n+18 € C. Finally, assume 1 <m <
r. Define n: {1,2,...,7r —m} = {1,2,...,n} and v : {1,2,...,r —m} —
{1,2,...,0} byn(t)=7(m+t)and v (t) =y (m+t). Then s = H;Z_ll Yny(£),7(1)
€ Band u= H:;lm Yu(t),n(t) € Bso z = SYy(m),n+1U € C. O
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