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Dynamical IP⋆-sets in weak rings

Pintu Debnath ∗ Sayan Goswami †

Abstract

V. Bergelson and N. Hindman in [1], 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 IP⋆- 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.

Mathematics subject classification 2020: 05D10
Keywords: IP⋆-sets, Zigzag configuration, weak ring

1 Introduction

Ramsey theoretic study is deeply involved with the study of topological dy-
namics, ergodic theory and the algebra of the Stone-Čech 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 Pf (X), the set of all nonempty finite subsets of X . Let (S, ·) be a semigroup
and a set A ⊆ S is called an IP-set if and only if there exists a sequence 〈xn〉∞n=1

in S such that FP (〈xn〉∞n=1) ⊆ A. The expression FP (〈xn〉∞n=1) denotes the set
{
∏

n∈F xn : F ∈ Pf (N)
}

and
∏

n∈F xn 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 ∈ N and N = C1 ∪ C2 ∪ . . . ∪ Cr be a finite partition
of N. Then there exist i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r} and a sequence 〈xn〉∞n=1 such that
FS (〈xn〉∞n=1) ⊆ 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 〈xn〉∞n=1 in S, we say that 〈yn〉∞n=1 is a product subsystem of 〈xn〉∞n=1

provided there exists a sequence 〈Hn〉∞n=1 of non-empty finite subsets such that
maxHn < minHn+1 and yn =

∏

t∈Hn
xt for each n ∈ N. Notice that if 〈yn〉∞n=1 is

a product subsystem of 〈xn〉
∞

n=1, then FP (〈yn〉
∞

n=1) ⊆ FP (〈xn〉
∞

n=1). In [1], the
authors have proved that the IP⋆-sets contain a rich combinatorial configuration
by establishing the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let 〈xn〉∞n=1 be a sequence in N and A be an IP⋆-set in (N,+).
Then there exists a sum subsystem 〈yn〉∞n=1 of 〈xn〉∞n=1 such that

FS (〈yn〉
∞

n=1) ∪ FP (〈yn〉
∞

n=1) ⊆ 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 l many sequences as follows:

Definition 1.3. [3]

1. For any l ∈ N and any l-sequences 〈x1,n〉
∞

n=1, 〈x2,n〉
∞

n=1 , . . . , 〈xl,n〉
∞

n=1 in
S, define the zigzag finite product

ZFP
(

〈〈xi,n〉
∞

n=1〉
l
i=1

)

=

{
∏

t∈H yt : H ∈ Pf (N) and
yi ∈ {x1,i, x2,i, . . . , xl,i} for any i ∈ N

}

2. For any l,m ∈ N and any l-sequences 〈x1,n〉∞n=1, 〈x2,n〉∞n=1 , . . . , 〈xl,n〉∞n=1

in S, define

ZFP
(

〈〈xi,n〉
m
n=1〉

l
i=1

)

=

{
∏

t∈H yt : H ⊆ {1, 2, . . . ,m} and
yi ∈ {x1,i, x2,i, . . . , xl,i} for any i ∈ N

}

Clearly for l = 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 l ∈ N and A ⊆ N be an IP⋆- set in (N,+). Then for any l
sequences 〈x1,n〉∞n=1, 〈x2,n〉∞n=1 , . . . , 〈xl,n〉∞n=1 in N whether there exists a l sum
subsystems 〈yi,n〉∞n=1, of 〈xi,n〉∞n=1, for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l} such that

ZFP
(

〈〈yi,n〉
∞

n=1〉
l
i=1

)

⋃

ZFP
(

〈〈yi,n〉
∞

n=1〉
l
i=1

)

⊂ 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, µ) where X is a set, B is a σ-algebra of
subsets of X , and is a countably additive measure on B with µ (X) finite.

2



2. Given a measure space (X,B, µ) a function T : X → X is a measure
preserving transformation if and only if for all B ∈ B, T−1 [B] ∈ B and
µ
(

T−1 [B]
)

= µ (B).

3. Given a semigroup S and a measure space (X,B, µ), a measure preserving
action of S on X is an indexed family 〈Ts〉s∈S such that each Ts is a
measure preserving transformation of X and Ts ◦ Tt = Tst . It is also
required that if S has an identity e, then Te is the identity function on X .

4. A measure preserving system is a quadruple (X,B, µ, 〈Ts〉s∈S) such that
(X,B, µ) is a measure space and 〈Ts〉s∈S is a measure preserving action of
S on X .

From [5, Theorem 19.33, page 504], we get the following theorem:

Theorem 1.6. Let (X,B, µ, 〈Ts〉s∈S) be a measure preserving system. Then for

any A ∈ B with µ (A) > 0, C =
{

s ∈ S : µ
(

A ∩ T−1
s [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, µ, 〈Ts〉s∈S) and an A ∈ B with µ (A) > 0 such that
{

s ∈ S : µ
(

A ∩ T−1
s [A]

)

> 0
}

⊆ C.

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 [5, 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 [5, Theorem 19.35].

For any semigroup (S, ·), s, t ∈ S and A ⊆ S, define s−1A = {t ∈ S : st ∈ A},
As−1 = {t ∈ S : ts ∈ A} and s−1At−1 = {x ∈ S : sxt ∈ A}.

Lemma 2.1. Let B be a dynamical IP⋆-set in (S, ·). Then it follows that there

is a dynamical IP⋆-set C ⊂ B such that for each t ∈ C, t−1C is a dynamical

IP⋆-set

Proof. Let us consider a probability space (X,B, µ) with a measure preserv-
ing action (Ts)s∈S of (S, ·) on X , a set A ∈ B such that µ (A) > 0 and
{

s ∈ S : µ
(

A ∩ T−1
s A

)

> 0
}

⊆ B. Let

C =
{

s ∈ S : µ
(

A ∩ T−1
s A

)

> 0
}

.

To see that C is as required, let t ∈ C and let D = A ∩ T−1
t A. We claim that

{

s ∈ S : µ
(

D ∩ T−1
s D

)

> 0
}

⊆ t−1C.

3



Let s ∈ S such that µ
(

D ∩ T−1
s D

)

> 0. Then

D ∩ T−1
s D = A ∩ T−1

t A ∩ T−1
s

(

A ∩ T−1
t A

)

⊆ A ∩ T−1
s

(

T−1
t A

)

= A ∩ T−1
ts A

so ts ∈ C and s ∈ t−1C.

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 ⊆ S be two dynamical IP⋆-sets

in (S, ·). Then it follows that A ∩B is also a dynamical IP⋆-set in (S, ·).

Proof. Let (X,B, µ, 〈Ts〉s∈S) and (Y, C, ν, 〈Rs〉s∈S) be two measure preserving
systems and C,D be two sets guaranteed by the definition 1.7. Now we have
{

s ∈ S : µ
(

C ∩ T−1
s [C]

)

> 0
}

⊆ A and
{

s ∈ S : ν
(

D ∩R−1
s [D]

)

> 0
}

⊆ B. Let
(X × Y,D, µ⊗ ν, 〈Ts ×Rs〉s∈S) be a dynamical system where D is the smallest
σ-algebra of subsets of X × Y which contains {B × C : B ∈ B, C ∈ C} , µ⊗ ν is
the countably additive measure on D such that (µ ⊗ ν)(B × C) = µ(B) · ν(C)
for each B ∈ B and C ∈ C, and (Ts ×Rs)(x, y) = (Ts(x), Rs(y)). So,

(µ⊗ ν)
(

(C ×D) ∩ (Ts ×Rs)
−1

[C ×D]
)

= µ
(

C ∩ T−1
s [C]

)

· ν
(

D ∩R−1
s [D]

)

.

This implies s ∈
{

(µ⊗ ν)
(

(C ×D) ∩ (Ts ×Rs)
−1

[C ×D]
)

> 0
}

iff s ∈
{

s : µ
(

C ∩ T−1
s [C]

)

> 0
}

∩
{

s : ν
(

D ∩R−1
s [D]

)

> 0
}

and so A∩B is dynamical
IP⋆-set.

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 x, y, z ∈ S one
hasx · (y + z) = x · y + x · z.

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

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

Recall that in FP (〈xn〉
∞

n=1) 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].
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Definition 2.4. Let (S, ·) be a semigroup, let 〈xn〉∞n=1 be a sequence in S, and
let k ∈ N. Then AP

(

〈xn〉kn=1

)

is the set of all products of terms of 〈xn〉kn=1in
any order with no repetitions. Similarly AP (〈xn〉)

∞

n=1 is the set of all products
of terms of 〈xn〉∞n=1 in any order with no repetitions.

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

AP
(

〈xn〉
3
n=1

)

= {x1, x2, x3, x1x2, x2x1, x1x3, x3x1, x2x3, x3x2,

x1x2x3, x1x3x2, x2x1x3, x2x3x1, x3x1x2, x3x2x1}.

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 〈xn〉∞n=1 be any sequence in S. Then there exists a sum subsystem 〈yn〉∞n=1

of 〈xn〉∞n=1 in S such that FS(〈xn〉∞n=1) ∪ AP (〈xn〉∞n=1) ⊆ 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 l ∈ N, and let 〈x1,n〉∞n=1,
〈x2,n〉∞n=1, . . ., 〈xl,n〉∞n=1, be any l sequences in S.

1. ZAP
(

〈〈xi,n〉∞n=1〉
l
i=1

)

=
{

∏r

t=1 xγ(t),τ(t) : r ∈ N, τ : {1, 2, . . . , r}
1−1
−→

N, and γ : {1, 2, . . . , r} → {1, 2, . . . , l}
}

.

2. For k ∈ N, ZAP
(

〈〈xi,n〉kn=1〉
l
i=1

)

=
{

∏r

t=1 xγ(t),τ(t) : r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} , τ :

{1, 2, . . . , r}
1−1
−→ {1, 2, . . . , k} and γ : {1, 2, . . . , r} → {1, 2, . . . , l}

}

.

3. ZFS
(

〈〈xi,n〉∞n=1〉
l
i=1

)

=
{

∑

xγ(t),t :F ∈ Pf (N) and γ : F → {1, 2, . . . , l}
}

.

4. For k ∈ N, ZFS
(

〈〈xi,n〉kn=1〉
l
i=1

)

=
{

∑

t∈F xγ(t),t : ∅ 6= F ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k}

and γ : 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:

ZAP
(

〈〈xi,n〉
2
n=1〉

2
i=1

)

=
{

x1,1, x2,1, x1,2, x2,2, x1,1x1,2, x1,2x1,1, x1,1x2,2,

x2,2x1,1, x2,1x1,2, x1,2x2,1, x2,1x2,2, x2,2x2,1

}

We need the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.8. Let (S,+, ·) be a weak ring and let A be a dynamical IP ⋆-set in

(S,+). Then for all s, t ∈ S, s−1A, As−1 and s−1At−1 are dynamical IP ⋆-sets

in (S,+).

Proof. Pick a measure preserving system (X,B, µ, 〈Tt〉t∈S) and C ∈ B such that
µ(C) > 0 and D =

{

v ∈ S : µ
(

C ∩ T−1
v [C]

)

> 0
}

⊆ A. We will do the proof for
s−1At−1.

Let s, t ∈ S be given and define for u ∈ S, Ru : X → X by Ru = Tsut.
Then given u, v ∈ S, Ru ◦ Rv = Tsut ◦ Tsvt = Tsut+svt = Ts(u+v)t = Ru+v.
Therefore (X,B, µ, 〈Ru〉u∈S) is a measure preserving system. It suffices to show

that
{

u ∈ S : µ(C ∩ R−1
u [C]) > 0

}

⊆ s−1At−1. So assume that u ∈ S and

µ(C ∩ R−1
u [C]) > 0. Then µ(C ∩ T−1

sut[C]) > 0, so sut ∈ D ⊆ A so u ∈
s−1At−1.

Lemma 2.9. Let (S,+) be a semigroup and let A be an IP⋆- set in S. Let

l ∈ N and for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, let 〈xi,n〉
∞

n=1 be a sequence in S. There exists

a sequence 〈Hn〉∞n=1 in Pf (N) such that for each n ∈ N, maxHn < minHn+1

and, if for each n ∈ N and i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, yi,n =
∑

t∈Hn
xi,t, then for each

i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, FS (〈yi,n〉∞n=1) ⊆ A. In particular, there exists H ∈ Pf (N)
such that for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l},

∑

t∈Hn
xi,t ∈ A.

Proof. We proceed by induction on l. Assume first that l = 1. By [5, Lemma
5.11], there exists an idempotent p ∈ βS such that for eachm ∈ N, FS (〈x1,n〉∞n=m) ∈
p. Since A is an IP⋆-set, A ∈ p. Then by [5, Theorem 5.14], there exists a se-
quence 〈Hn〉∞n=1 in Pf (N) such that maxHn < minHn+1 for each n and, if
y1,n =

∑

t∈Hn
x1,t then FS (〈y1,n〉

∞

n=1) ⊆ A.
Now assume that l > 1 and the statement is true for l − 1. Pick a sequence

〈Kn〉∞n=1 in Pf (N) such that maxKn < minKn+1 for each n ∈ N and for
each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l− 1}, letting zi,n =

∑

t∈Kn
xi,t for each n ∈ N, we have

FS (〈zi,n〉∞n=1) ⊆ A. For each n ∈ N, let zl,n =
∑

t∈Kn
xl,t. Using [5, Lemma

5.11 and Theorem 5.14] again, pick a sequence 〈Mn〉∞n=1 in Pf (N) such that
maxMn < minMn+1 for each n and, if yl,n =

∑

j∈Mn
zl,j , then FS (〈yl,n〉∞n=1) ⊆

A.
For each n ∈ N, let Hn =

⋃

j∈Mn
Kj. Note that for each n, yl,n =

∑

j∈Mn
zl,j =

∑

j∈Mn

∑

t∈Kj
xl,t =

∑

t∈Hn
xl,t. For i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l − 1} and

n ∈ N, let yi,n =
∑

t∈Hn
xi,t. Then yi,n =

∑

j∈Mn
zi,j so FS (〈yi,n〉∞n=1) ⊆

FS
(

〈zi,j〉∞j=1

)

⊆ A.

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

in (S,+). Let l ∈ N and for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, let 〈xi,n〉∞n=1 be a sequence in S.
There exists a sequence 〈Hn〉∞n=1 in Pf (N) such that for each n ∈ N, maxHn <
minHn+1 and, if for each n ∈ N and i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, yi,n =

∑

t∈Hn
xi,t,

i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, ZFS
(

〈〈yi,n〉∞n=1〉
l
i=1

)

∪ ZFP
(

〈〈yi,n〉∞n=1〉
l
i=1

)

⊆ A.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.1 we may pick a dynamical IP⋆-set C ⊆ A such that for
each s ∈ C, −s+ C is dynamical IP⋆-set.

We construct 〈Hn〉∞n=1 by induction so that if n > 1, then maxHn >
minHn−1 and, letting yi,n =

∑

t∈Hn
xi,t,

ZFS
(

〈〈yi,t〉
n
t=1〉

l
i=1

)

∪ ZFP
(

〈〈yi,t〉
n
t=1〉

l
i=1

)

⊆ C.

Pick by Lemma 2.9, H1 ∈ Pf (N) such that for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, yi,1 =
∑

t∈H1
xi,t, then yi,1 ∈ C. Then

ZFS
(

〈〈yi,t〉
1
t=1〉

l
i=1

)

∪ ZFP
(

〈〈yi,t〉
1
t=1〉

l
i=1

)

= {y1,1, y2,1, . . . , yl,1} ⊆ C

Now let n ∈ N and assume that we have chosen 〈Hs〉∞s=1 in Pf (N) such that
minHn > maxHn−1 if n > 1 and

B = ZFS
(

〈〈yi,s〉
n
s=1〉

l
i=1

)

∪ ZFP
(

〈〈yi,s〉
n
s=1〉

l
i=1

)

⊆ C,

where for s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} and i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, yi,s =
∑

t∈Hs
xi,t Let

D = C ∩
⋂

s∈B

(−s+ C) ∩
⋂

s∈B

s−1C ∩
⋂

s∈B

Cs−1 ∩
⋂

s∈B

⋂

u∈B

(

s−1Cu−1
)

.

By Lemmas 2.2 and 2.8, D is a dynamical IP⋆-set.
Let p = maxHn. By Lemma 2.9 applied to the sequences 〈xi,t〉∞t=p+1 for

i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, pick Hn+1 ∈ Pf (N) with minHn+1 > p such that for each
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l}, yi,n+1 ∈ D where yi,n+1 =

∑

t∈Hn+1
xi,t. We need to show that

ZFS
(

〈〈yi,s〉
n+1
t=1 〉

l
i=1

)

∪ ZFP
(

〈〈yi,t〉
n+1
t=1 〉

l
i=1

)

⊆ C.

To see that ZFS
(

〈〈yi,s〉
n+1
s=1 〉

l
i=1

)

⊆ C, let ∅ 6= F ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , n+ 1}, let
γ : F → {1, 2, . . . , l}, and let z =

∑

t∈F xγ(t),t. If n + 1 /∈ F , then z ∈ C by
assumption. If F = {n+ 1}, then z = yγ(n+1),n+1 ∈ D ⊆ C. So assume that
n+1 ∈ F and G = F \{n+ 1} 6= ∅. Let s =

∑

t∈G yγ(t),t. By assumption s ∈ B
so yγ(n+1),n+1 ∈ −s+ C so that z ∈ C.

To see that ZAP
(

〈〈yi,s〉
n+1
s=1 〉

l
i=1

)

⊆ C, let us assume r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n+ 1},

let τ : {1, 2, . . . , r}
1−1
−→ {1, 2, . . . , n+ 1}, let γ : {1, 2, . . . , r} → {1, 2, . . . , l}, and

let z =
∏r

t=1 yγ(t),τ(t). If n + 1 /∈ τ [{1, 2, . . . , r}], then z ∈ C by assumption
so assume we have m ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r} such that n + 1 = τ (m). If r = 1, then
m = 1 so that z = yγ(1),n+1 ∈ C. So assume that r > 1. If m = r, then

s =
∏r−1

t=1 yγ(t),τ(t) ∈ B so yγ(r),n+1 ∈ s−1C so z ∈ C.

Ifm = 1, define η : {1, 2, . . . , r − 1}
1−1
−→ {1, 2, . . . , n} and ν : {1, 2, . . . , r − 1}

→ {1, 2, . . . , l} by η (t) = τ (t+ 1) and ν (t) = γ (t+ 1). Then s =
∏r−1

t=1 yν(t),τ(t)
∈ B so yγ(1),n+1 ∈ Cs−1 and thus z = yγ(1),n+1s ∈ C. Finally, assume 1 < m <

r. Define η : {1, 2, . . . , r −m}
1−1
−→ {1, 2, . . . , n} and ν : {1, 2, . . . , r −m} −→

{1, 2, . . . , l} by η (t) = τ (m+ t) and ν (t) = γ (m+ t). Then s =
∏m−1

t=1 yγ(t),τ(t)
∈ B and u =

∏r−m
t=1 yν(t),η(t) ∈ B so z = syγ(m),n+1u ∈ C.
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