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ON RECURRENCE FOR Zd-WEYL SYSTEMS

SEBASTIÁN DONOSO, FELIPE HERNÁNDEZ, AND ALEJANDRO MAASS

Abstract. We study the topological recurrence phenomenon of actions of locally compact
abelian groups on compact metric spaces. In the case of Zd-actions we develop new techniques
to analyze Bohr recurrence sets. These techniques include finding and manipulating correlations

between the coordinates of the set of recurrence. Using this, we show that Bohr recurrence sets
are recurrence sets for Zd-Weyl systems. This family encompasses, for example, all Zd-affine
nilsystems. To our knowledge, this is the first result towards a positive answer to Katznelson
question in the case of Zd-actions.

1. Introduction

The study of the phenomenon of recurrence in ergodic theory has a rich history. Its origins can
be traced back to H. Poincaré’s work in the late 19th century on the three-body problem, where he
discovered that trajectories in certain dynamical systems tend to return to their starting points even
in chaotic or unpredictable scenarios. Poincaré’s Recurrence Theorem formalizes this observation,
stating that for a measure-preserving transformation T on a probability space (X,X , µ) and a
set A ∈ X with µ(A) > 0, for almost any point x ∈ A there exists a sequence (ni)i∈N such that
T nix ∈ A for all i ∈ N.

The recurrence phenomenon has served to prove various deep results in different areas of math-
ematics. Since the works of Furstenberg [12], and Furstenberg and Weiss [13], there has been a
profound and fruitful connection between dynamical systems and number theory through recur-
rence properties, and, more specifically, the notion of set of recurrence (see Definition 3.1) playing
a central role in both areas. Within this context, the class of nilsystems has proved to be par-
ticularly important. Nilsystems have been used, for example, in the ergodic context of multiple
convergence along arithmetic progressions [20] and in the topological context to construct explicit
examples of sets with multiple recurrence1 [10, 23].

In our study, we focus on sets of Bohr recurrence, which are sets that exhibit recurrence for all
rotations2. One is naturally led to ask if this is enough to be a set of recurrence. This is typically
known as Katznelson’s question, popularized by Katznelson [24] for Z-actions.

Note that we avoided framing Katznelson’s question as a conjecture, as neither of the potential
answers seems more likely than the other. For a negative answer, there are some potential coun-
terexamples that are known to be good for recurrence in circle rotations, but it remains unclear
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BASAL funds for centers of excellence from ANID-Chile. The first author was partially funded by ANID/Fonde-
cyt/1241346. The third author was funded by grant ICN2021-044 from the ANID Millennium Science Initiative.
All authors are part of the ECOS-ANID grant C21E04 (ECOS210033).

1A set R ⊆ N is a a set of topological multiple recurrence if for every l ∈ N, every minimal topological system
(X, T ), and every open set U ⊆ X there is n ∈ R with U ∩ T−nU ∩ · · · ∩ T−lnU 6= ∅.

2Rotations are a subclass of nilsystems, see Section 2.2
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whether they are good for recurrence across all systems [17, 11, 9]. For a positive answer, possi-
ble strategies include the use of general structure theorems in topological dynamics and separate
the analysis for factors with specific properties (such as equicontinuity, weakly mixing, etc). For
instance, every minimal system can be obtained through proximal and equicontinuous extensions
from a strictly PI system (for background see [2] Chapter 14 or [5] Chapter 6), or by passing
through maximal d-step nilsystems and their maximal distal factor (see [18] and [21] for back-
ground). These decomposition methods have shown promising results for Z, such as lifting Bohr
recurrence to arbitrary minimal Z-pronilsystems [22]. Unfortunately, Glasscock, Koutsogiannis
and Richter constructed in [14, Theorem B] an example of a system and a set that is a set of
recurrence for its maximal equicontinous factor, but not a set of recurrence for the system itself.
So, one cannot always reduce the study of recurrence to a special factor3.

The main purpose of this article is to study Katznelson’s question outside the context of Z-
actions. The context of locally compact abelian groups has been previously explored in, for in-
stance, [26, 15, 16]. For general locally compact abelian group actions, we begin in Section 3
defining Bohr recurrence for abelian locally compact groups, using theory of duality and proving
that this definition is equivalent to the usual definition using equicontinuous systems. Then, we
state Katznelson’s question and we finish Section 3 pointing out that inverse limits and proximal
extensions lift recurrence, a result that was proved for H = Z by Host, Kra, and Maass in [22] but
that generalizes with minor adjustments for the action of a locally compact abelian group.

In Section 4 we study sets of Bohr recurrence for Zd group actions, introducing the notion of
essential sets of Bohr recurrence, which are sets of Bohr recurrence in which every element has
no zero coordinates (see Definition 4.3). We give examples and prove many properties of such
sets. Then, we introduce the notion of Bohr correlations (see Definition 4.16), with which we
develop techniques to classify sets of Zd-Bohr recurrence. In particular, a subclass of sets of great
importance is the class of sets of Bohr recurrence with the property of complete independence that
corresponds to the case in which the coordinates of a set of Bohr recurrence are correlated either
by 0 or by an irrational number (see Definition 4.19).

Our main result comes in Section 5, where we generalize the theorem of Host, Kra, and Maass
on minimal Z-nilsystems to Zd-Weyl systems, which are nilsystems (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) whose
connected component of the identity in G is abelian.

Theorem A. Let R ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Then, for every integer s ≥ 1, R is a
set of recurrence for every minimal s-step Zd-Weyl system.

The key ingredient to prove Theorem A is the following result of independent interest in the
study of sets of Bohr recurrence. The proof, together with the necessary definitions, is given in
Section 4.

Theorem B. Let R be an essential and ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence with the property of
complete independence. Then, for all r ∈ N and ǫ > 0 there exists a set of Bohr recurrence Rǫ ⊆ R
such that for any n = (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Rǫ and w1, . . . ,wd ∈ Tr there is y ∈ Rr such that

||y||Rr < ǫ and ||(n1y, . . . , ndy)− (w1, . . . ,wd)||Td·r < ǫ.

This result is key to approximate fibers in Zd-affine s-step nilsystems, allowing us to lift recur-
rence from lower-step nilfactors.

While our method works well within the family of Zd-Weyl systems, extending it to general
nilsystems remains a challenge. Currently, we are exploring a direct proof using spectral methods

3We warn the reader that the aformentioned set is not of Bohr recurrence. It is of recurrence only for the
particular factor considered
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for the general case. To be more precise, a generalization of Theorem 1.4 from [1] to Zd-actions
would be key for a measurable proof of the general case.

2. Notation, terminology, and prerequisites

2.1. Topological Dynamical Systems. A topological dynamical system, or just an H-system,
is a pair (X,H) where X is a compact metric space and H is a locally compact group of homeo-
morphisms of the space X into itself, which for our purposes we will suppose abelian. The action
of an element g ∈ H on a point x ∈ X is denoted by g(x) or gx, and the orbit of a point x under
the action of H is represented by OH(x) = {hx : h ∈ H} (or simply O(x) if the acting group is
clear).

A topological dynamical system (X,H) is transitive if there is a point x ∈ X which orbit OH(x)
is dense in X . We call such points transitive points. A stronger condition than transitivity is
minimality. A system (X,H) is said to be minimal if every point in X is transitive. In other
words, there are no nonempty closed H-invariant proper subsets of X . A subset Y ⊆ X is H-
invariant if HY = Y .

We say that (Y,H) is a subsystem of (X,H) if Y is a nonempty closed H-invariant subset of X .
An essential fact is that every dynamical system has a minimal subsystem.

A system (X,H) is equicontinuous if for all ǫ > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that for every
x, y ∈ X , dX(x, y) < δ implies dX(hx, hy) < ǫ, for all h ∈ H (dX denotes a metric in X). A pair
(x, y) ∈ X×X is called proximal if there exists a sequence (hn)n∈N ⊆ H such that d(hnx, hny) → 0
as n goes to infinity. If there is no such sequence, the pair (x, y) is said to be distal. A system is
distal if it does not have any nontrivial proximal pairs.

A factor map between topological dynamical systems (X,H) and (Y,H) is an onto continuous
map π : X → Y such that π ◦ h = h ◦ π for all h ∈ H . In this case, X is called an extension of
Y and Y a factor of X . If π is also injective, we say that (X,H) and (Y,H) are topologically
conjugate (or just conjugate), and π is called a conjugacy. An extension map π : X → Y is called
proximal if every pair of point (x1, x2) ∈ X ×X with π(x1) = π(x2) are proximal.

Let {(Xn, H)}n∈N be a sequence of topological dynamical systems such that for each n ∈ N

there is a factor map πn+1 : (Xn+1, H) → (Xn, H). The inverse limit of {(Xn, H)}n∈N of these
factors is defined as the set{

(xn)n∈N ∈
∏

n∈N

Xn : πn+1(xn+1) = xn for all n ∈ N

}
,

equipped with the product topology and the diagonal action of H given by
h(xn)n∈N = (hxn)n∈N for every h ∈ H .

A measure preserving system (m.p.s. for short) (X,X , µ,H) consists of a probability space
(X,X , µ) endowed with a X -measurable and measure preserving action of H . That is, for any
A ∈ X and h ∈ H , hA ∈ X and µ(hA) = µ(A). A set A ∈ X is invariant if µ(A∆hA) = 0 for all
h ∈ H . A m.p.s. (X,µ,H) is called ergodic if there are no nontrivial invariant sets, meaning that
if A ∈ X and µ(A∆hA) = 0 for all h ∈ H , then µ(A) ∈ {0, 1}.

2.2. Nilsystems. Let G be a group. For a, b ∈ G we define their commutator as [a, b] = aba−1b−1.
Given subgroups A,B ⊆ G, we write [A,B] to denote the subgroup of G generated by {[a, b] : a ∈
A, b ∈ B}. We define recursively the commutator subgroups Gj of G as:

G1 = G, Gj+1 = [G,Gj ], j ≥ 1.

We say that a group G is nilpotent of order s or s-step nilpotent if Gs+1 = {eG}, where eG is the
identity of G.
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Let G be an s-step nilpotent Lie group and Γ a discrete cocompact subgroup of G (i.e., Γ is
countable and G/Γ is compact). Then, we say that the compact nilmanifold X = G/Γ is an s-step
nilmanifold. Let H ⊆ G be a subgroup and consider the action of H given by left translations.
Then (X,H) is a H-system, also called an s-step nilsystem, or to be more precise, an s-step H-
nilsystem. We will always consider the Haar measure µ of (X,H) (the unique invariant measure
for the action of left translations).

Example 2.1 (Rotations). Let X be a compact abelian group, H be a group, and ϕ : H → X be
a homomorphism. Consider the action of H on X induced by ϕ, that is, h · x = ϕ(h) + x, for all
h ∈ H and x ∈ X, where the group operation of X is written in additive notation. Then (X,H) is
a 1-step nilsystem, and this system is usually called a rotation.

For a nilpotent Lie group G we denote by G0 the connected component of the identity eG in
G. Then, G0 is an open normal subgroup of G (see [22, Section 4.1]). Various representations
of nilsystems are available, some of them specifically tailored to address specific problems and
contexts. One possible choice allows us to assume that G is simply connected, which means that
G0 is simply connected (see [21, Chapter 10, Theorem 13]). Another property of nilsystems is that
they are all distal ([3, Chapter 4, Theorem 3]).

Now we give some important structural properties of nilsystems that will be useful in the next
chapters.

Theorem 2.2 ([28]). Let (X = G/Γ, H) be an s-step nilsystem.

(1) The groups Gj , j ≥ 2, are connected. In particular, Gj ⊆ G0.
(2) Let N = 〈G0, H〉 and Z = X/[N,N ]. Then, the action of H is ergodic with respect to its

unique invariant measure if and only if X is minimal with respect to the action of H, and
if and only if Z is minimal with respect to the action of H.

Proposition 2.3 ([21]). Let (X = G/Γ, H) be an s-step nilsystem. Then the canonical factor
π : X → X/Gs is open.

Corollary 2.4 ([27]). Let (X = G/Γ, H) be an s-step nilsystem with X connected. Then, the
action of H is ergodic with respect to its unique invariant measure on X if and only if it is ergodic
with respect to its unique invariant measure on the maximal torus factor X/[G0, G0] of X.

The next theorem is a well-known result in the field of nilsystems and it is a direct consequence
of Theorem 2.2 (2).

Theorem 2.5. A nilsystem (X,H) is ergodic with respect to its unique invariant measure if and
only if it is minimal.

2.3. Weyl Systems. In this section, we introduce a central object of this work, the Weyl systems.
Weyl systems are usually defined for Z-actions (see [4, 7, 25] for definitions and motivations), but
we extend its definition to Zd-actions in the natural way. Recall that an action of the additive
group Zd is given by d commuting homeomorphisms of the space.

Definition 2.6. Let (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) be an s-step Zd-nilsystem. We say that (X =
G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) is a Zd-Weyl system if G0 is abelian.

It is a known fact that for any s-step nilsystem (X,H), the closed orbit of any point x ∈ X
remains an s-step nilsystem (see for instance [30, Theorem 1.3] or [21, Section 3.2, Chapter 10]).
This property is also true for Weyl systems. To be precise, if (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) is a Zd-Weyl
system and (Y = GY /ΓY , T1, . . . , Td) is an orbit of X , then in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [21,
Chapter 11, Theorem 9] it is shown that GY

0 is a subgroup of G0 and therefore GY
0 is also abelian.
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A concrete example of Weyl systems are affine systems. An s-step Zd-nilsystem (X,T1, . . . , Td)
is said to be Zd-affine if X = Tr for some r ≥ 1 and the transformations T1, . . . , Td are defined by
Ti(x) = Aix+αi, where A1, . . . ,Ad are commuting unipotent matrices and α1, . . . ,αd ∈ Tr. We
will consider the representation X = G/Γ where (G, ◦) consists of the group of transformations of
Tr generated by the group Γ generated matrices by {Ai}

d
i=1, and the group of translations of Tr.

Thus, every element of g ∈ G is given by a transformation x ∈ X → Agx + αg, where Ag ∈ Γ
and αg ∈ Tr. For two elements g, h ∈ G, the commutator [g, h] is given by the transformation
x ∈ X → x+(Ag − I)αh− (Ah− I)αg. In consequence, we can assume without loss of generality
that Gj ⊆ Tr for each j ≥ 2.

The following result by Frantzikinakis and Kra allows one to show that the family of connected
Zd-Weyl systems corresponds to the family of affine systems.

Proposition 2.7 ([8, Proposition 3.1]). Let X = G/Γ be a connected nilmanifold such that G0

is abelian. Then, any nilrotation Ta(x) = ax on X is topologically conjugate to a unipotent affine
transformation on some finite dimensional torus 4.

By careful examination of the argument in [8] one notices that the homeomorphism X →
Td constructed in the proof of Proposition 2.7 does not depend on the transformation at all.
We sketch the argument here for completeness. The proof of Proposition 2.7 relies on finding a
homeomorphism X → G0. For this, as X is connected, it can be identified with G0Γ/Γ, and we
may further assume that G0 ∩ Γ = {eG} since it is possible to replace G by G/Γ ∩ G0 and Γ by
Γ/Γ ∩ G0 (because of Γ ∩ G0 being a normal group in G). This reduction makes G0 a connected
compact abelian group (and thus, isomorphic to a finite dimensional torus). In addition, for each
g ∈ G there is a unique representation g = g0γ with g0 ∈ G0 and γ ∈ Γ, and thus the projection
φ : X → G0, φ(gΓ) = g0 is a well defined homeomorphism. Noticing that φ transforms rotations
into affine unipotent transformations, we can apply the previous theorem to each transformation
of a Zd-nilsystem.

We will observe in subsequent sections that any minimal s-step Zd-nilsystem can be regarded
as a union of connected s-step Zd-nilsystems. Consequently, Zd-Weyl systems are finite unions of
Zd-affine nilsystems.

3. Bohr Recurrence for locally compact abelian groups

This section focuses on the concept of recurrence for systems and families of systems, together
with the notion of Bohr recurrence, which is established for locally compact abelian groups using
Pontryagin duality. We extend many known properties for G = Z. Although these properties
might be considered classical, we were unable to find a proper reference in the literature, so we
include them for the sake of completeness. Finally, we state Katznelson’s question in this context
and generalize the fact that proximal extensions and inverse limits lift up recurrence.

3.1. Bohr Recurrence. For a system (X,H) and sets U, V ⊆ X we denote NH(V, U) = {h ∈ H :
V ∩h−1U 6= ∅}. In the case U = V we just write NH(U) = NH(U,U), and in the case V = {x} we
write NH(x, U) = {h ∈ H : hx ∈ U}.

Definition 3.1. A set R ⊆ H is a set of recurrence for a system (X,H) if for any nonempty open
set U ⊆ X, R ∩ NH(U) 6= ∅. Additionally, if F is a family of H-systems, a set R ⊆ H is a set
of recurrence for the family F if for any minimal system (X,H) in the family F , R is a set of
recurrence for (X,H).

4In [8], the result is stated for measurable isomorphism, but the same proof gives topological conjugacy.
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When we say that R ⊆ H is a H-set of recurrence without specifying any particular family, we
mean that R is a set or recurrence for all minimal H-systems.

Remark 3.2. If R is a set of recurrence for a system (X,H), then there exist x ∈ X and a
sequence (hn)n∈N ⊆ R such that hnx → x as n goes to ∞. Indeed, for every n ∈ N, the set
An = {x ∈ X : infh∈R d(hx, x) < 1/n} is open and dense, and therefore any point in the dense Gδ

set ∩n∈NAn satisfies the aforementioned property.

Now, we introduce the generalities for studying sets of recurrence in the family of rotations. We
begin by discussing duality in locally compact abelian groups in order to define Bohr recurrence.
For the purposes of this discussion, we will denote the unit circle by S1 = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}.

Given a locally compact abelian group H , a character of H is a continuous homomorphism

χ : H → S1, and the set Ĥ of characters of H is an abelian group under pointwise multiplication.

For a compact subset F ⊆ H and ǫ > 0, let P (F, ǫ) = {χ ∈ Ĥ : |χ(h) − 1| < ǫ, ∀h ∈ F}. The
sets P (F, ǫ), where F and ǫ range over all compact sets and positive numbers respectively, is an

open basis at the identity eĤ , and Ĥ is a locally compact abelian topological group ([19, Theorem
23.15]).

Let H be a locally compact abelian group and consider χ1, . . . , χk ∈ Ĥ . The Bohr neighborhood
of eH or just 0 in H determined by {χ1, . . . , χk} and radius ǫ > 0 is given by

Bohr(χ1, . . . , χk; ǫ) = {h ∈ H : |χi(h)− 1| < ǫ, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , k}}.

Remark 3.3. If H is compact, then as
̂̂
H can be identified with H (see [19, Theorem 24.3]), the

topology generated by the basis of eH given by the sets Bohr(χ1, . . . , χk; ǫ), for χ1, . . . , χk ∈ Ĥ and
ǫ > 0, coincides with the topology in H.

Let H be a locally compact abelian group. We say that V ⊆ H is a H-Bohr0 set if V contains a
Bohr neighborhood of 0. Additionally, we say that W ⊆ H is a set of H-Bohr recurrence (denoted
as W ∈ H-Bohr∗0) if for every V ∈ Bohr0, W ∩ V 6= ∅. We will usually drop the prefix H- from
H-Bohr0, H-Bohr∗0, and H-Bohr recurrence if the locally compact abelian group H is clear from
the context. The family of H-Bohr0 sets is a filter, which means that it is upward closed and
closed under intersections. Additionally, the family of H-Bohr∗0 sets is partition regular, this is, for
every A ∈ H-Bohr∗0, if we partition A into N sets (An)

N
n=1, then there is an n ∈ {1, . . . , N} such

that An ∈ H-Bohr∗0. This is well-known for the case G = Z (see for example [14]) but the proof is
identical for the general case.

A classic example of a H-Bohr0 set which is not trivial is the following.

Proposition 3.4. Let (X,H) be a rotation and consider x ∈ X and U ⊆ X a neighborhood of x.
Then, N(x, U) is a Bohr0 set.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that x = eX , given that every neighborhood of x
is a translation of a neighborhood of eX . Let ϕ : H → X be the homomorphism associated to the
action of H on X . For an open neighborhood U of eX we have to prove that N(eX , U) = {h ∈ H :

ϕ(h) ∈ U} = ϕ−1(U) is a H-Bohr0 set. By Remark 3.3, there exist χ1, . . . , χk ∈ X̂ and ǫ > 0 are
such that Bohr(χ1, . . . , χk; ǫ) ⊆ U from which we deduce Bohr(χ1 ◦ ϕ, . . . , χk ◦ ϕ; ǫ) ⊆ ϕ−1(U).
This means that N(eX , U) is a H-Bohr0 set and we conclude. �

As any orbit in an equicontinuous system is, modulo conjugacy, a minimal rotation, we can
extend Proposition 3.4 to any equicontinuous system. In particular, we have that sets of Bohr
recurrence are precisely the family of sets of recurrence for equicontinuous systems and rotations.



ON RECURRENCE FOR Z
d-WEYL SYSTEMS 7

3.2. Katznelson’s question. In this section, we state Katznelson’s question regarding general
group actions.

Katznelson’s question: Given an action H , is every set of Bohr recurrence a set of (topological)
H-recurrence?

Notice that in the context of nonabelian groups, one could still formulate Katznelson’s prob-
lem replacing Bohr recurrence by equicontinuous recurrence. That is, say that S ⊆ H is a set of
equicontinuous recurrence if for any minimal equicontinous system (X,H) and nonempty open set
U ⊆ X , there exists g ∈ S such that U ∩ g−1U 6= ∅. For abelian groups, as we have seen, equicon-
tinuous recurrence is equivalent to Bohr recurrence. However, one key advantage of equicontinuous
recurrence is that it does not rely on the theory of characters, which is not readily available for
nonabelian groups. The Katznelson’s problem in this context would be asking if sets of equicon-
tinuous recurrence are necessarily sets of recurrence. It is easy to construct groups for which this
formulation of Kaztnelson problem is false, as the following example shows for instance.

Example 3.5. Consider a nonrecurrent map T on the unit circle S1 (e.g., T (x) = x2) and let S
be an irrational rotation. We have that (S1, 〈T, S〉) is a minimal system and the set N×{0} (here
we identify this set with {T n : n ∈ N}, since all powers of T are different) is a set of equicontinous
recurrence but not of recurrence for the system (S1, 〈T, S〉).

For that reason we restrict ourselves to abelian groups and focus our attention on Zd, d ≥ 2 later
on. As we pointed out in the introduction, a strategy to give a positive answer to Katznelson’s
question for Z-actions is to prove that Bohr recurrence can be lifted up through certain types of
extensions for particular classes of systems. This idea also holds for H-actions in our context,
and the following propositions show that recurrence can be lifted up through inverse limits and
proximal extensions. The proof for inverse limits is elemental and the proof for proximal extensions
is a straightforward adaptation of the original argument in [22, Proposition 3.8], so we will omit
them.

Proposition 3.6. Let {(Xn, H)}n∈N be a collection of minimal topological dynamical systems with
factor maps πn+1 : (Xn+1, H) → (Xn, H) for n ∈ N. Suppose that R is a set of recurrence for
(Xn, H) for all n ∈ N. Then, it is also a set of recurrence for the inverse limit of these systems
with respect to the factors.

Proposition 3.7. Let π : (X,H) → (Y,H) be a proximal extension between minimal systems and
let R be a set of recurrence for (Y,H). Then, R is a set of recurrence for (X,H).

Unlike proximal extensions and inverse limits, it is not easy to generalize the fact that sets
of Bohr recurrence are set of recurrence for s-step nilsystems. In the next sections, we focus on
doing this for the family of Zd-Weyl systems by developing certain techniques over sets of Zd-Bohr
recurrence.

The following results show that Bohr recurrence is preserved under homomorphisms of locally
compact groups. We present these in generality, but they will be mostly used in the case of Zd.
Related results can be found in [26, 15]. The following can be found in [6, Proposition 2.10], with
the Bohr case being a straightforward adaptation of that proof.

Proposition 3.8. Let φ : H → H ′ be a group homomorphism between the locally compact abelian
groups H and H ′, and let R ⊆ H be a set of H-recurrence (H-Bohr recurrence). Then φ(R) is a
set of H ′-recurrence (resp H ′-Bohr recurrence).
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Note that if H and H ′ are locally compact abelian groups with H ≤ H ′, Proposition 3.8 applied
to the injection map tells us that any set of H-recurrence (H-Bohr recurrence) is a set of H ′-
recurrence (resp H ′-Bohr recurrence). We state a converse statement for the Bohr case under a
finite index condition.

Proposition 3.9. Let H ≤ H ′ be locally compact abelian groups and assume that H is closed and
of finite index in H ′. If R ⊆ H ′ is a set of Bohr-H ′-recurrence, then R ∩ H is a set of H-Bohr
recurrence.

Proof. It suffices to show that for any χ1, . . . , χk ∈ Ĥ and ǫ > 0, there exists g ∈ R ∩H such that

g ∈ Bohr(χ1, . . . , χk; ǫ). As H is closed, we may extend χ1, . . . , χk to characters in Ĥ ′ (see for
instance [29, Theorem 2.1.4]). Consider ((S1)k, H ′) the rotation by these characters in (S1)k, that
is, h maps (x1, . . . , xk) to (χ1(h)x1, . . . , χk(h)xk). Consider the finite system (H ′/H,H ′), where
the action is the natural one, and take Y to be a minimal subsystem of ((S1)k ×H ′/H,H ′). Let
V ⊆ Y an open set with V ⊆ U × {e}, where U is an ǫ/2-neighborhood of 1 and e is the identity
in H ′/H . As R is a set of Bohr-H ′ recurrence, there exists g ∈ R such that g−1V ∩ V 6= ∅. This
implies that g ∈ R ∩H and g ∈ Bohr(χ1, . . . , χk; ǫ), as desired.

�

4. Bohr Recurrence for Zd-actions

In this section we establish several properties of sets of Zd-Bohr recurrence, introducing the
notion of Bohr correlations.

4.1. Basic properties of sets of Zd-Bohr recurrence. For d ∈ N, we denote by [d] = {1, . . . , d}
and for x ∈ R we denote the maximum integer z such that z ≤ x by ⌊x⌋, the decimal part of x by
{x} = x−⌊x⌋ ∈ [0, 1), and the torus norm of x by ‖x‖

T
= min{{x}, 1−{x}}, which is the distance

of x to the nearest integer. We generalize this notation for x ∈ Rr as follows:

⌊x⌋ = (⌊xi⌋)i∈[r], {x} = (xi − ⌊xi⌋)i∈[r] ∈ [0, 1)r, and ‖x‖
Tr =

r∑

i=1

‖xi‖T .

When it is clear, we will simply use ‖x‖ instead of ‖x‖
Tr . With this notation we observe that

V ⊆ Zr is a Bohr0 set if there exist ǫ > 0, d ∈ N, and α1, . . . ,αd ∈ Tr such that

{n = (n1, . . . , nr) ∈ Zr : ‖niαi‖ < ǫ, ∀i ∈ [d]} ⊆ V.

Definition 4.1 (Ramsey property). A property of subsets of Zd is Ramsey if for any set R ⊆ Zd

that has this property and any partition R = A ∪B, at least one of A or B has this property.

In other words, a family possesses the Ramsey property if and only if it is partition regular.
As we pointed out in Section 3.1 (right after Remark 3.3), the family of sets of H-recurrence is
partition regular for each locally compact abelian group H . Consequently, we have the following
proposition regarding the family of sets of Zd-Bohr recurrence.

Proposition 4.2. The sets of Zd-Bohr recurrence have the Ramsey property.

Analogously to the one dimensional case where sets of recurrence are usually considered in N

or Z \ {0} to avoid 0, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 4.3 (Essentiality). Let R ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. We say that R is
essential if ∀n ∈ R, ∀j ∈ [d], nj 6= 0.
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From now one we make the abuse of notation denoting π : Zd → Zd the permutation of
coordinates induced by a permutation π : [d] → [d].

The name “essential” is just to emphasize that this is the only relevant study case. In fact,
the next proposition shows that every relevant set of Zd-Bohr recurrence can be reduced to an
essential set of Zd-Bohr recurrence.

Proposition 4.4. Let R ⊆ Zd \ {0} be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Then, there exist d′ ≤

d, a permutation π : [d] → [d], and an essential set of Zd′

-Bohr recurrence R′ ⊆ Zd′

such that

R′ × {0}d−d′

⊆ π(R).

Proof. For J ⊆ [d] denote RJ = {(nj)j∈[d] ∈ R : nj 6= 0 ⇐⇒ j ∈ J}. Notice that, as 0 /∈ R, we
have that

R =
⋃

J⊆[d]
J 6=∅

RJ .

By the Ramsey property, there exists J ⊆ [d] nonempty such that RJ is a set of Bohr Zd-recurrence.
Now, consider a permutation π : Zd → Zd taking the coordinates J to {1, . . . , d′} maintaining their
order, where d′ = |J |. If we set R′ = p(RJ), where p : Zd → ZJ is the canonical projection, then

R′ × {0}d−d′

⊆ π(R) and R′ is an essential set of Zd′

-Bohr recurrence. �

In particular, we can always reduce to the case in which R is essential when studying recurrence
in the family of nilsystems.

Corollary 4.5. Every set of Zd-Bohr recurrence is a set of recurrence for the family of Zd-
nilsystems if and only if every essential set of Zd-Bohr recurrence is a set of recurrence for the
family of Zd-nilsystems.

Proof. We prove the nontrivial direction. Let X = (X,T1, . . . , Td) be a minimal nilsystem and
R ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. We may assume 0 /∈ R, otherwise the result is immediate.
By Proposition 4.4 there exist d′ ≤ d, a permutation π : [d] → [d] and an essential set of Zd′

-Bohr

recurrence R′ ⊆ Zd′

such that R′ × {0}d−d′

⊆ π(R). Consider the minimal nilsystem

Y = (O(eX), Tπ(1), . . . , Tπ(d′)).

Notice that for all n ∈ R′ if m ∈ {n} × {0}d−d′

⊆ π(R) we have that

T n1

π(1) · · ·T
nd′

π(d′) = T
m

π−1(1)

1 · · ·T
m

π−1(d)

d .

In this way, since R′ is a set of recurrence for Y , it follows that R is a set of recurrence for X . �

The following property enables us to consider coordinates of an essential set of Zd-Bohr recur-
rence with arbitrary magnitudes. This is the intuitive generalization of the fact for sets of Z−Bohr
recurrence we can always eliminate a finite amount of elements without losing the property of Bohr
recurrence.

Proposition 4.6 (Bands Property). Let R ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence, k ∈ Z \ {0} and
i ∈ [d]. Set Bi

k = {n ∈ Zd : ni = k}, then the set R0 = R \Bi
k is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence.

Proof. We may assume i = 1, since all the other cases are analogous. It suffices to show that
{k} × Zd−1 is not a set of recurrence. Consider the system (X = Z|k|+1, T1, . . . , Td), where Z|k|+1

denotes the cyclic group with (|k| + 1) elements, T1(x) = x + 1 mod (|k| + 1), and Tj = id for
j ≥ 2. It is immediate to check that {k} × Zd−1 is not a set of recurrence for this system. The
Ramsey property allows us to conclude that R0 is a set of recurrence. �
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Remark 4.7. We remark that in the previous proof one can also construct systems where all the
transformations act in a non-trivial way.

Next, we prove that the property of being a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence is invariant under iso-
morphisms of Zd.

Proposition 4.8. Let R ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence and M an invertible matrix with
rational coefficients of dimension d. Then, the set defined by

M−1R ∩ Zd = {n = (n1, . . . , nd)
T ∈ Zd : Mn ∈ R},

is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence.

Proof. By Proposition 3.8, the set M−1R is a set of M−1Zd-recurrence. As M has rational
coefficients, Proposition 3.9 implies that M−1Zd ∩ Zd is of Zd-recurrence. �

When dealing with sets of Zd-Bohr recurrence, it is common to encounter situations where some
coordinates are rationally dependent. For instance, it is not difficult to demonstrate that if R ⊆ Z2

is a set of Bohr recurrence, then so is R′ = {(n1, n2, n1 + n2) ∈ Z3 | (n1, n2) ∈ R}. Naturally, the
intrinsic recurrence behavior resides in the first two coordinates, rendering the third coordinate
seemingly redundant. The following definition formalizes this concept, which will be important in
the subsequent section for the purpose of eliminating certain cases.

Definition 4.9 (Redundancy). Let R ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. We say that R is

redundant if there is d′ < d, a morphism φ : Zd′

→ Zd, and a set of Zd′

-Bohr recurrence R′ such
that φ(R′) ⊆ R.

Remark 4.10. Notice that R ⊆ Zd is redundant if and only if there is v ∈ Zd \ {0} such that
Rv = {n ∈ R : vT · n = 0} is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. In this case, v is any non zero vector

in Zd orthogonal to the subspace φ(Zd′

), where φ : Zd′

→ Zd is the morphism associated to R ⊆ Zd

being redundant. We also observe that taking v in Qd \ {0} instead of Zd \ {0} leads to the same
definition.

We can provide similar definitions in the context of locally compact abelian groups; however, for
clarity, we will limit our discussion to cases involving Zd or images of Zd by matrices with rational
coefficients. Note that in such cases, a morphism is just a matrix multiplication.

To end this subsection, we prove that the property of being non-redundant is preserved under
the transformation previously described in Proposition 4.8.

Proposition 4.11. Let R ⊆ Zd be a non redundant set of Zd-Bohr recurrence and M be an
invertible real matrix with rational coefficients of dimension d. Then, M−1R∩Zd is non redundant
as well.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that M−1R ∩ Zd is redundant, then there exists v ∈ Zd \ {0}
such that

(M−1R ∩ Zd)v = {n ∈ M−1R ∩ Zd : vT · n = 0},

is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Hence, by Proposition 4.8, M(M−1R ∩ Zd)v is a set of Zd-Bohr
recurrence. If we define

RM−T v = {n ∈ R : (M−Tv)Tn = 0},

then M(M−1R∩Zd)v ⊆ RM−T v and therefore RM−T v is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. As M−Tv ∈
Qd \ {0}, we have that R is redundant, which is a contradiction. �
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4.2. Bohr Correlations. In this section we introduce the notion of Bohr correlation, which in
simple words is a slope of the line around which a specific set of Bohr recurrence accumulates. To
illustrate this notion first we provide some examples.

Example 4.12. If R ⊆ Z is a set of Z-Bohr recurrence, then for every α = (α1, . . . , αd) ∈ Rd we
have that

R̃ = {(⌊nα1 + 1/2⌋, . . . , ⌊nαd + 1/2⌋) ∈ Zd : n ∈ R},

is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence.

In Example 4.12 the set of Zd-Bohr recurrence R̃ is approximately near the line of slope
(α1, . . . , αd), in the sense that for n = (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ R̃ and i, j ∈ [d] we have that ni/nj ≈ αi/αj

as limn→∞⌊nαi + 1/2⌋/⌊nαj + 1/2⌋ = αi/αj.

Proof of Example 4.12. Let R ⊆ Z be a set of Z-Bohr recurrence and consider α1, . . . , αd ∈ R.
Define

R̃ = {(⌊nα1 + 1/2⌋, . . . , ⌊nαd + 1/2⌋) ∈ Zd : n ∈ R}.

Let r ∈ N, ǫ ∈ (0, 1) and β1, . . . ,βd ∈ [0, 1)r. Consider the Bohr neighborhood of 0

B = {n ∈ Z : ‖nαi‖ ≤ ǫ/2, ‖n(αiβi)‖ ≤ ǫ/2, ∀i ∈ [d]}.

As the family of Bohr neighborhood of 0 is a filter, we have that R ∩ B is a set of Z-Bohr
recurrence. Taking n ∈ R ∩B we have that for every i ∈ [d]

‖⌊nαi + 1/2⌋βi‖ = ‖nαiβi + βi/2− {nα+ 1/2}βi‖ ≤ ‖nαiβi‖+ ‖nαi‖ · |βi| ≤ ǫ/2 + ǫ/2 = ǫ.

Therefore R̃ is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. �

For the next example, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 4.13. Let R ⊆ Z2. Denote R1 = {n ∈ Z : ∃m ∈ Z, (n,m) ∈ R} and for n ∈ R1

denote by R(n, •) = {m ∈ Z : (n,m) ∈ R}. Suppose R1 ⊆ Z \ {0} is a set of Z-Bohr recurrence.
For n ∈ R1 denote Ln the length of the largest interval contained in R(n, •). If Ln → ∞ as n goes
to infinity, then R is a set of Bohr recurrence.

Proof. If (X, g1, g2) is a minimal rotation, we can find an arbitrarily large n1 ∈ R1 such that
d(gn1

1 eX , eX) ≤ ǫ/2. Observe that the set Ng2(eX , B(eX , ǫ/2)) is syndetic (i.e., it has bounded

gaps) by the fact that the system (X, g2) is distal, so (Og2(eX), g2) is minimal. Taking n1 such
that Ln1 > L (with L the syndetic constant associated to B(eX , ǫ/2)), we have that there ex-
ists n2 ∈ R(n1, •) such that d(gn2

2 eX , eX) ≤ ǫ/2. Thus, there exists (n1, n2) ∈ R such that
d(gn1

1 gn2
2 eX , eX) ≤ ǫ. �

Example 4.14. From Proposition 4.13, the set R = {(n1, n2) ∈ N2 : n2
1 ≤ n2 ≤ 2n2

1} is a set
of Bohr recurrence such that is approximately near a line of slope ∞, in the sense that for every
ǫ > 0, there is M > 0 such that for all (n1, n2) ∈ R ∩BR2(0,M)c we have that |n1/n2| < ǫ.

To formalize the notion illustrated in the examples, we first show that when studying Zd-
Bohr recurrence, we can assume, without loss of generality, that the coordinates of the set of
Zd-Bohr recurrence being studied are ordered. Although this assumption is not strictly necessary,
it significantly simplifies the notation, making it easier to manipulate.

We call R ⊆ Zd an ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence if R is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence such
that

∀n = (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ R, |n1| ≥ · · · ≥ |nd|.
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Remark 4.15. Let R ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence and (X,T1, . . . , Td) a system. Consider
Sd the symmetric group and notice that

R =
⋃

ϕ∈Sd

R ∩ {(n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Zd : |nϕ(1)| ≥ · · · ≥ |nϕ(d)|}.

By the Ramsey property, there is ϕ ∈ Sd such that

R′ = R ∩ {(n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Zd : |nϕ(1)| ≥ · · · ≥ |nϕ(d)|},

is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Note that recurrence in (X,T1, . . . , Td) with R′ is equivalent to
recurrence in (X,Tϕ(1), . . . , Tϕ(d)) with

R′′ = {(nϕ(1), . . . , nϕ(d)) : (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ R′},

which is an ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Additionally, notice that if R is essential, then so
is R′′.

Definition 4.16 (Bohr Correlations). Let R ⊆ Zd be an essential and ordered set of Zd-Bohr
recurrence and I ⊆ {(i, j) ∈ [d]2 : j ≥ i}. We define a vector of I-Bohr correlations for R as
P = (Pi,j)j≥i ∈ [−1, 1]d×(d+1)/2 such that ∀ǫ > 0,

RP ,I,ǫ =
{
n ∈ R :

∣∣∣∣
nj

ni
− Pi,j

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ǫ, ∀(i, j) ∈ I
}

is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. In the case I = {(i, j) ∈ [d]2 : j ≥ i} we drop the prefix I and say
that P is a vector of Bohr correlations. We denote by BC(R) the set of Bohr correlations of R.

For example, for d = 2, a vector of Bohr correlations is just the slope of a line for which many
points (a set of Bohr recurrence amount of points) are inside a cone of angle ǫ around such line.
Notice that it is not always possible to take ǫ = 0 (for instance, this is not possible in the set of
recurrence from Example 4.14).

The existence of Bohr correlations is not immediate from the definition, nor is the possibility of
extending a vector of I-Bohr correlations to a vector of Bohr correlations. We address both issues
in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.17. Let R ⊆ Zd be an essential and ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Consider
I ⊆ {(i, j) ∈ [d]2 : j ≥ i} and Q = (Qi,j)(i,j)∈I ∈ [−1, 1]I a vector of I-Bohr correlations. Then,
there exists P ∈ BC(R) that extends (Qi,j)(i,j)∈I , in the sense that Pi,j = Qi,j, ∀(i, j) ∈ I. In
particular, for I = ∅ we have that BC(R) 6= ∅.

Proof. Notice that (
nj

ni
)j≥i ∈ [−1, 1]d(d+1)/2, ∀n ∈ R. For m ∈ N, we can cover [−1, 1]d(d+1)/2 with

finitely many intervals of the form
∏

j≥i(Pi,j −
1
m , Pi,j +

1
m ), for (Pi,j)j≥i ∈ ([−1, 1] ∩ Q)d(d+1)/2.

For every n ∈ RQ,I,1/m we have that (
nj

ni
)j≥i ⊆ [−1, 1]d(d+1)/2. Hence, using the Ramsey property

(after turning the aforementioned covering into a partition), we obtain Pm = (Pm
i,j)j≥i ∈ ([−1, 1]∩

Q)d(d+1)/2 such that RQ,I,1/m ∩RPm,1/m is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence, where we define for each
m ∈ N

RPm,1/m :=
{
n ∈ R :

∣∣∣nj

ni
− Pm

i,j

∣∣∣ < 1

m
, ∀j ≥ i

}
.

Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that (Pml)l≥1 converges to P ∈ [−1, 1]d(d+1)/2. We
claim that

RP ,ǫ :=
{
n ∈ R :

∣∣∣nj

ni
− Pi,j

∣∣∣< ǫ, ∀j ≥ i
}
,

is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence for all ǫ > 0 and that P coincides with Q in I. Indeed, for the first
part notice that as Pml → P when l → ∞, we can take l large enough so that (Pml

i,j −1/ml, P
ml

i,j +



ON RECURRENCE FOR Z
d-WEYL SYSTEMS 13

1/ml) ⊆ (Pi,j − ǫ, Pi,j + ǫ), ∀j ≥ i. Therefore, RPml ,1/ml
⊆ RP ,ǫ and since RPml ,1/ml

is a set of

Zd-Bohr recurrence, so is RP ,ǫ. We conclude that P ∈ BC(R). Now for the second part, let ǫ > 0
and take l ∈ N large enough so that |Pml

i,j − Pi,j | ≤ ǫ, ∀j ≥ i, and such that 1
ml

≤ ǫ. For all

n ∈ RQ,I,1/ml
∩RPml ,1/ml

, and (i, j) ∈ I,

|Pi,j −Qi,j | ≤

∣∣∣∣
nj

ni
− Pml

i,j

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣Pml

i,j − Pi,j

∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
nj

ni
−Qi,j

∣∣∣∣ ≤
3

ml
≤ 3ǫ.

Taking ǫ → 0 yields Pi,j = Qi,j , ∀(i, j) ∈ I, concluding. �

Now we show that Bohr correlations are consistent, in the sense that if 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ l ≤ d,
then the correlation between the i-th coordinate and the l-th coordinate is the product of the
correlations between the i-th coordinate and the j-th coordinate, and the correlation between the
j-th coordinate and the l-th coordinate.

Lemma 4.18. Let R ⊆ Zd be an essential and ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence, and P ∈ BC(R).
Then, for all i, j, l ∈ [d] with i ≤ j ≤ l, Pi,l = Pi,jPj,l.

Proof. Let ǫ > 0, we have that ∀n ∈ RP ,ǫ

|Pi,l − Pi,jPj,l| ≤

∣∣∣∣
nl

ni
− Pi,l

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
nj

ni

nl

nj
− Pi,jPj,l

∣∣∣∣

≤ ǫ+

∣∣∣∣
nj

ni

nl

nj
− Pi,j

nl

nj

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣Pi,j

nl

nj
− Pi,jPj,l

∣∣∣∣

≤ ǫ+

∣∣∣∣
nl

nj

∣∣∣∣ ǫ+ |Pi,j | ǫ ≤ 3ǫ.

Letting ǫ tend to 0 we get that Pi,l = Pi,jPj,l. �

Now, we define the property of complete independence, which comprises the case where the
correlations are not rational.

Definition 4.19. Let R ⊆ Zd be an essential and ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. We say that
R has the property of complete independence if there is P ∈ BC(R) such that for all i ∈ [d], the
set {Pi,j : j ≥ i, Pi,j 6= 0} is rationally independent.

The main consequence of the property of complete independence is that it allows us to approx-
imate multiple coordinates with just one variable, which is the statement of Theorem B. For the
readers’ convenience, we state Theorem B again below.

Theorem B. Let R be an essential and ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence with the property of
complete independence. Then, for all r ∈ N and ǫ > 0 there exists a set of Bohr recurrence Rǫ ⊆ R
such that for any n ∈ Rǫ and w1, . . . ,wd ∈ Tr there is y ∈ Rr such that

||y||Rr < ǫ and ||(n1y, . . . , ndy)− (w1, . . . ,wd)||Td·r < ǫ.

Proof. Let P ∈ BC(R) such that for all i ∈ [d], {Pi,j : j ≥ i, Pi,j 6= 0} are rationally independent.
Let ǫ > 0 and for l ∈ [d] denote Il = {j ∈ [d] : j > l, Pl,j 6= 0}. As {Pl,j}j∈Il∪{l} is rationally
independent, we can find N ≥ r large enough such that for all l ∈ [d], {(nPl,j)j∈Il : n ∈ [−N,N ]},
is ǫ-dense in T|Il|.

Let M > N/ǫ. Take n ∈ RP ,ǫ/M ∩ B(0,M)c and w1, . . . ,wd ∈ Tr. We will assume without

loss of generality that w1, . . . ,wd ∈ [0, 1)r. Define ϕ : Rr → Rd·r by ϕ(x) = (n1x, . . . , ndx) and

consider y =
∑d

i=1
yi

ni
, where we define {yi}

d
i=1 inductively as follows: first we define yd = wd,
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and note that ||yd

nd
||Rr ≤ | 1

nd
| ≤ ǫ. Next, suppose we have defined for 1 ≤ l < d: yl+1, . . . ,yd ∈

Rr ∩B(0, C), where C = N + d+ 1. Take kl ∈ [−N,N ]r such that for all j > l

||Pl,jkl + Pl,j(wl −
d∑

i=l+1

{
nl

ni
yi})||Tr ≤ ǫ. (1)

The existence of each coordinate of kl is guaranteed by the definition of N and the fact that such
condition is trivial for j /∈ Il. Define

yl = wl + kl −
d∑

i=l+1

{
nl

ni
yi} ∈ Rr ∩B(0, C).

In this way, we have that ‖yl/nl‖Rr ≤ C/|nl| ≤ (1 + d+1
N )ǫ ≤ (d+ 2)ǫ. For each j ∈ [d] denote

ej ∈ (Rr·r)d the vector which j-th coordinate is the identity matrix on Rr and each other coordinate
is a matrix full of zeros. In other words, we have that for each x1, . . . ,xd ∈ (Rr)d,

(x1, . . . ,xd) =
d∑

j=1

ejxj .

We claim that

‖ϕ(y)− w‖
Td·r =

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

.

For this we will prove by induction that for every l = 0, ..., d we have that

‖ϕ(y)− w‖
Td·r =

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

j=1

njej(

l∑

i=1

yi

ni
) +

d∑

i=l+1

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi +

l∑

j=1

d∑

i=l+1

nj

ni
ejyi −

l∑

j=1

ejwj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

.

Indeed, we start with l = d for which by definition we have that

‖ϕ(y)− w‖
Td·r =

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

j=1

njej(

d∑

i=1

yi

ni
)−

d∑

j=1

ejwj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

.

Now assume that for 1 ≤ l ≤ d we have proved that

‖ϕ(y)− w‖
Td·r =

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

j=1

njej(

l∑

i=1

yi

ni
) +

d∑

i=l+1

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi +

l∑

j=1

d∑

i=l+1

nj

ni
ejyi −

l∑

j=1

ejwj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

.
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Using the definition of yl we obtain that∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

j=1

njej(

l∑

i=1

yi

ni
) +

d∑

i=l+1

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi +

l∑

j=1

d∑

i=l+1

nj

ni
ejyi −

l∑

j=1

ejwj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

j=1

njej(

l−1∑

i=1

yi

ni
) +

d∑

i=l+1

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi +

l−1∑

j=1

d∑

i=l+1

nj

ni
ejyi −

l−1∑

j=1

ejwj +

d∑

j=1
j 6=l

nj

nl
ejyl

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

j=1

njej(

l−1∑

i=1

yi

ni
) +

d∑

i=l

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi +

l−1∑

j=1

d∑

i=l

nj

ni
ejyi −

l−1∑

j=1

ejwj

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

,

in where the last equality comes from splitting the last summation into j > l and j < l, integrating
the former terms into the second summation and the later terms into the third summation, namely:

d∑

i=l+1

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi +

l−1∑

j=1

d∑

i=l+1

nj

ni
ejyi +

d∑

j=1
j 6=l

nj

nl
ejyl =

d∑

i=l

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi +

l−1∑

j=1

d∑

i=l

nj

ni
ejyi.

This concludes the induction, and using the case l = 0 we get that

‖ϕ(y)− w‖
Td·r =

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

.

Moreover, by (1) we have that for each l ∈ [d]

||Pl,jyl||Tr =
∥∥∥Pl,jwl + Pl,jkl − Pl,j

d∑

i=l+1

{
nl

ni
yi}

∥∥∥
Tr

≤ ǫ.

Therefore, we found y ∈ BRr (0, ǫd(d+ 2)) such that

‖ϕ(y)− w‖
Td·r =

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

∑

j>i

nj

ni
ejyi

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

∑

j>i

Pi,jejyi

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Td·r

+

d∑

i=1

∑

j>i

∥∥∥∥(
nj

ni
− Pi,j)ejyi

∥∥∥∥
Td·r

≤
d∑

i=1

∑

j>i

‖Pi,jyi‖Tr +
ǫCd2

M

≤ d2ǫ + d2ǫ2(d+ 2) ≤ (d+ 3)3ǫ.

We just proved that for each r ∈ N and ǫ > 0, there is M ∈ N such that for each n ∈ RP,ǫ/M ∩
B(0,M)c and w1, . . . ,wd ∈ Tr there is y ∈ Rr satisfying

||y||Rr < d(d+ 2)ǫ and ||(n1y, . . . , ndy)− (w1, . . . ,wd)||Td·r < (d+ 3)3ǫ.

Given that ǫ > 0 is arbitrary in the previous statement, we can replace ǫ with ǫ/(d+3)3 getting
M ∈ N such that for each n ∈ Rǫ := RP,ǫ/((d+3)3M) ∩ B(0,M)c and w1, . . . ,wd ∈ Tr there is
y ∈ Rr such that

||y||Rr < d(d + 2)ǫ/(d+ 3)3 < ǫ and ||(n1y, . . . , ndy)− (w1, . . . ,wd)||Td·r < ǫ,

concluding. �
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5. Recurrence in Zd-Weyl systems

In this section, our objective is to lift Zd-Bohr recurrence to the broader class of Zd-Weyl
systems. First, we begin with a brief outline of the method. Then, we introduce the concept of
total ergodicity for actions of Zd-groups. Notably, this property is characterized within nilsystems
through connectedness. Subsequently, we demonstrate that when extending Bohr recurrence to
nilsystems, we can consistently simplify the problem by focusing on scenarios where the set of Bohr
recurrence has the property of complete independence. Finally, we use this reduction to establish
that sets characterized by Zd-Bohr recurrence are sets of recurrence for Zd-Weyl systems.

5.1. Pivotal Lemma. In order to establish Theorem A, Theorem B gives as a corollary a pivotal
technical lemma that comes into play. Specifically, when dealing with a set of Bohr recurrence
with the property of complete independence, this lemma facilitates the approximation of the final
commutator group within a nilspace. This approximation is achieved by applying the powers of
commutators from the dynamics, all of which are drawn from the aforementioned set of Bohr
recurrence, to a single variable.

Lemma 5.1. Let s ≥ 2 and let (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) be a minimal s-step Zd-affine system, and
R an essential and ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence with the property of complete independence.
Then, for all ǫ > 0 there is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence Rǫ ⊆ R such that for all v ∈ Gs and all
n ∈ Rǫ there exist h ∈ Gs−1 such that

dG(h, eG) < ǫ, and dX([h, τn1
1 ] · · · [h, τnd

d ]Γ, vΓ) < ǫ. (2)

Proof. Writing X = Tp and Tix = M ix + αi where M1, . . . ,Md are unipotent matrices and
α1, . . . ,αd ∈ Tp, we recall from Section 2.3 that we consider Γ the group (with composition) gen-
erated by the transformations given by the matrices M1, . . . ,Md; and G corresponds to the group
generated by Γ and the transformations obtained by translations of elements in Tp. Moreover, we
have that G0 is isomorphic to Tp and thus G = G0Γ.

We will use vector notation g ∈ Tp for the representatives of elements g ∈ G that correspond
to the rotation by g. We use multiplicative notation for the operation on G, but notice that such
operation reduces to addition for the representatives in Tp of elements in G. We recall that by
Theorem 2.2 the group Gj can be seen as a subgroup of Tp for each j ≥ 2. Moreover, for j ≥ 2

Gj
∼=

{
d∑

i=1

(M i − I)gi | gi ∈ Gj−1 ∩G0, for each i ∈ [d]

}
⊆ Tp, (3)

in where the intersection with G0 only plays a role when j = 2, because in such case Gj−1 = G,
and Gj−1 ⊆ G0 otherwise.

Denote by Ψ: (Gs−1/Gs−1 ∩ Γ)d → Gs the map defined by

Ψ(g1Γ, . . . , gdΓ) = [g1, τ1] · · · [gd, τd], for g1, . . . , gd ∈ Gs−1 ∩G0,

which is well defined due to the fact that G0
∼= Tp, and therefore from the definition of X we get

X = G0Γ/Γ with G0 ∩ Γ = {eG}. Following the comments in Section 2.3, for each i ∈ [d] the
commutator [gi, τi] corresponds to the element (M gi −I)αi− (M i−I)gi, but gi ∈ G0

∼= Tp yields
Mgi

= I. In consequence, the commutator [gi, τi] is represented by the element −(M i−I)gi ∈ Tp.
Observe that there is q ∈ N such that (Gs−1/Gs−1 ∩ Γ) ∼= Tq. Indeed, this is direct from

Theorem 2.2 if s ≥ 3 as (Gs−1/Gs−1 ∩ Γ) = Gs−1 is a subtorus of Tp, and in the case s = 2,
we have that (Gs−1/Gs−1 ∩ Γ) = G/Γ = Tp so the same applies for q = p. Let Φ : Tq ∼=
(Gs−1/Gs−1 ∩ Γ) → Tp be such an embedding. Thus, the function Ψ seen as a function from
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(Tq)d → Tp corresponds to

Ψ(g1, . . . , gd) = −
d∑

i=1

(M i − I)Φ(gi), for g1, . . . , gd ∈ Tq,

The linear map Ψ: (Tq)d → Tp is a uniformly continuous morphism. Let ǫ > 0 and take
δ ∈ (0, ǫ) be a constant of uniform continuity for Ψ for ǫ. Using Theorem B with δ, we find Rǫ ⊆ R
such that for every h1, . . . ,hd ∈ Tq and n ∈ Rǫ there exists h ∈ Rq ∩B(0, ǫ) satisfying

‖(n1h, . . . , ndh)− (h1, . . . ,hd)‖Td·q < δ.

Therefore, we get that
‖Ψ(n1h, . . . , ndh)−Ψ(h1, . . . ,hd)‖Tp < ǫ,

or equivalently
dGs

([h, τn1
1 ] · · · [h, τnd

d ], [h1, τ1] · · · [hd, τd]) < ǫ.

In consequence
dX([h, τn1

1 ] · · · [h, τnd

d ]Γ, [h1, τ1] · · · [hd, τd]Γ) < ǫ.

As every element of Gs can be represented as [h1, τ1] · · · [hd, τd] for some h1, . . . , hd ∈ Gs−1 ∩ G0

by Eq. (3), we conclude. �

Lemma 5.1 allows us to prove Theorem A in the case where R is an essential and ordered set
of Zd-Bohr recurrence with the property of complete independence and X is connected. In what
follows, we will show how to reduce to such a case and finally show how it can be used to prove
Theorem A.

5.2. Connectedness in Nilsystems. Notice that in (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) we can always assume
that G is spanned by G0 and the elements τ1, . . . , τd defining the dynamics. Indeed, setting
G′ = 〈G0, τ1, . . . , τd〉, we have that G′ is an open subgroup of G, and since for all a ∈ X the map
g → g · a is open, the sets G′ · a, a ∈ X , are open subsets of X that are pairwise equal or disjoint.
Since these sets coverX , they are closed in X , hence compact. Moreover, given that X is compact,
there exist a1, . . . , ak ∈ X such that {Xi = G′ · ai}ki=1 covers X . For i = 1, . . . , k, let Γi denote
the stabilizer of ai in G, that is, Γi = giΓg

−1
i , where gi ∈ G is an element such that gi · eX = ai.

Note that Γi ∩ G′ represents the stabilizer of ai in G′, and Xi can be viewed as the nilmanifold
G′/(Γi ∩ G′). Since τ1, . . . , τd ∈ G′, Xi is a 〈τ1, . . . , τd〉-invariant set and (Xi, T1, . . . , Td) is a
nilsystem. In this light, we obtain a partition of X into finitely many nilsystems, and each one
can be studied separately. Thus, without loss of generality, we can substitute G by G′ and assume
that G is spanned by G0 and τ1, . . . , τd.

In order to characterize connectedness in nilsystems, we will first need the following result that
characterizes the ergodicity in a Zd-torus rotation.

Theorem 5.2. Let (TN ,α1, . . . ,αd) be a Zd-rotation. Then, the following are equivalent:

(1) (TN ,α1, . . . ,αd) is ergodic,
(2) ∀k ∈ ZN \ {0}, ∃i ∈ [d] such that k ·αi /∈ Z,

(3) ∀k ∈ ZN \ {0}, ∃(ti)di=1 ∈ Zd, k · (
∑d

i=1 tiαi) /∈ Z.

Proof. ((1) =⇒ (2)) We prove the contrapositive assertion. Suppose that ∃k ∈ ZN \ {0} such that
∀i ∈ [d] we have k · αi ∈ Z. Thus, f(x) = e2πik·x is an invariant function in L∞(TN ) that is not
constant, and thus (TN ,α1, . . . ,αd) is not ergodic.

((2) =⇒ (3)) This implication is direct.
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((3) =⇒ (1)) Suppose that (TN ,α1, . . . ,αd) is not ergodic. Then, there exists a 〈α1, . . . ,αd〉-
invariant function f ∈ L∞(TN ) which is not constant. Writing f in the classic basis of L2(TN )

f(x) =
∑

k∈ZN

cke
2πik·x,

and using the continuity of the operation x → g + x ,∀g ∈ 〈α1, . . . ,αd〉, we have that

f(gx) =
∑

k∈ZN

cke
2πik·ge2πik·x.

By the invariance of f , we conclude that ∀k ∈ ZN , ck = cke
2πik·g. As f is not constant, it exists

k ∈ ZN \ {0} such that ck 6= 0, and therefore k · g ∈ Z, ∀g ∈ 〈α1, . . . ,αd〉 which contradicts the
hypothesis. �

In what follows, we recall total ergodicity and show that Zd-torus rotations are totally ergodic.

Definition 5.3. A dynamical system (Y, T1, . . . , Td) is totally ergodic if for all m ∈ Nd the system
(Y, Tm1

1 , . . . , Tmd

d ) is ergodic. Equivalently, if the action of any finite index subgroup of Zd is
ergodic.

Theorem 5.2 immediately gives:

Proposition 5.4. An ergodic Zd-rotation (TN ,α1, . . . ,αd) is totally ergodic.

Proof. Let m ∈ Nd. Suppose that (TN ,m1α1, . . . ,mdαd) is not ergodic. Then, by Theorem 5.2,
there is k ∈ ZN \ {0} such that ∀i ∈ [d], k ·miαi ∈ Z. In particular,

∀i ∈ [d], (k

d∏

j=1

mj) ·αi ∈ Z,

and by Theorem 5.2, (TN ,α1, . . . ,αd) is not ergodic, which is a contradiction. �

We will prove that total ergodicity is equivalent to connectedness in nilsystems. We need the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) be a Zd -nilsystem and X0 be the connected component
of eX. Then, there exist p1, . . . , pd ∈ N such that X0 is a (T p1

1 , . . . , T pd

d )-invariant clopen subset of
X.

Proof. Let µ be the Haar measure on X , which has full support. As X0 is open, we have that
for each i ∈ [d], there exists a minimal period pi ∈ N for which τpi

i X0 = X0, otherwise the
sets (τki X0)k∈N are pairwise disjoint and with the same measure µ(X0), which is a contradiction.

Given that {τ ji X0}
pi

j=1 partitions X , and that X0 is open, the set X0 is also closed. Finally, as

τpi

i X0 = X0, we have the invariance, and we conclude. �

Remark 5.6. Notice that (X0, T
p1

1 , . . . , T pd

d ) is a connected Zd-nilsystem. Furthermore, X is
the union of finitely many isomorphic copies of (X0, T

p1

1 , . . . , T pd

d ), which are permuted under the
dynamics.

Finally, we have the following characterization of total ergodicity in a Zd-nilsystem.

Corollary 5.7. Let (X,T1, . . . , Td) be an ergodic s-step Zd-nilsystem for the Haar measure µ.
Then, X is connected if and only if (X,T1, . . . , Td) is totally ergodic for µ.
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Proof. If X is connected, then by Corollary 2.4 we have that for k1, . . . , kd ∈ N, (X,T k1
1 , . . . , T kd

d )

is ergodic for µ if and only if the rotations by τk1
1 , . . . , τkd

d are ergodic in the maximal factor
torus, which is always true given that such system is totally ergodic for µ by Proposition 5.4.
On the other hand, if the system is totally ergodic for µ, by Lemma 5.5, we derive that X0 is
a (T p1

1 , . . . , T pd

d )-invariant closed subset of X . But, as (X,T p1

1 , . . . , T pd

d ) is ergodic for µ, thus
minimal by Theorem 2.5, we have that X = X0, so X is connected. �

The following lemma will be useful in subsequent proofs.

Lemma 5.8. Let (X,T1, . . . , Td) be an s-step Zd-nilsystem and K ∈ Rd×d a real matrix with

integer entries. Define Si = T
Ki,1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ T
Ki,d

d , for each i ∈ [d]. Then, (X,S1, . . . , Sd) is an s-step

Zd-nilsystem. In addition, if K is invertible and (X,T1, . . . , Td) is connected and minimal, then
(X,S1, . . . , Sd) is connected and minimal as well.

Proof. Given a matrix K ∈ Zd×d and (X,T1, . . . , Td) an s-step Zd-nilsystem, it is clear that

(X, (T
Ki,1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ T
Ki,d

d )di=1) is still an s-step Zd-nilsystem, as X is an s-step nilmanifold and the

transformations (T
Ki,1

1 ◦· · ·◦T
Ki,d

d )di=1 are given by the corresponding rotations. For the second part
of the statement, suppose that (X,T1, . . . , Td) is connected and minimal, and that K is invertible.
Let N ∈ N be such that N ·K−T ∈ Zd×d. Then, notice that the action of Si corresponds to the
action generated by the vector si = KTei of Z

d, so N · ei = N ·K−T si ∈ Zd, where ei denotes
the i-th canonical vector of Rd. Hence,

〈S1, . . . , Sd〉 = 〈(T
Ki,1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ T
Ki,d

d )di=1〉 ⊇ 〈TN
1 , · · · , TN

d 〉,

and thus the action of (S1, . . . , Sd) is minimal, given that the system (X,T1, . . . , Td) is totally
ergodic by Corollary 5.7. �

To finish this subsection, we prove the proposition that allows us to reduce to the connected
case in general.

Proposition 5.9. Let (X,T1, . . . , Td) be a minimal s-step Zd-nilsystem. Then, there exists an

invertible matrix K ∈ Nd×d such that (X0, (T
Ki,1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ T
Ki,d

d )di=1) is a connected minimal s-step

Zd-nilsystem, where X0 is the connected component of eX .

Proof. By Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.8, there are p1, . . . , pd ∈ N such that
(X0, T

p1

1 , . . . , T pd

d ) is a nilsystem. However, (X0, T
p1

1 , . . . , T pd

d ) is not necessarily minimal. To fix

this, we will define an upper triangular matrix K ∈ Nd×d as follows. Set

Ki,i = min{ki ∈ [pi] : ∃ki+1, . . . kd ∈ Z, τki

j · · · τkd

d X0 = X0},

and for j > i, assuming that we have defined Ki,l for every l ∈ {i, . . . , j − 1}, we define Ki,j by

Ki,j = min{kj ∈ [pj ] : ∃kj+1, . . . kd ∈ Z, τ
Ki,i

i · · · τ
Ki,j−1

j−1 τ
kj

j · · · τkd

d X0 = X0}.

We claim that (X0, (T
Ki,1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ T
Ki,d

d )di=1) is a minimal nilsystem. As (X,T1, . . . , Td) is a
minimal nilsystem, we only need to prove that

{τ l11 · · · τ ldd : l1, . . . , ld ∈ Z, τ l11 · · · τ ldd X0 = X0} ⊆ H = 〈(τ
Ki,1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ τ
Ki,d

d )di=1〉.

We affirm that for all i ∈ [d], there are li,i, li,i+1, . . . , li,d ∈ Z such that

τ l11 · · · τ ldd ≡ τ
li,i
i · · · τ

li,d
d mod H.
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Indeed, we assume that this holds for i < d, and let m ∈ Z and r ∈ {0, . . . ,Ki,i − 1} such that
li,i = mKi,i + r. We define li+1,j = li,j −mKi,j for all j ≥ i+ 1 and, as Ki,j = 0 for all j < i, we
have that

τ
li,i
i · · · τ

li,d
d ≡ τri τ

li+1,i+1

i+1 · · · τ
li+1,d

i+1 mod H.

Note that τri τ
li+1,i+1

i+1 · · · τ
li+1,d

i+1 X0 = X0, hence, by the minimality of Ki,i, we obtain that r = 0,
concluding the induction. In this light

τ l11 · · · τ ldd ≡ 0 mod H,

which implies that τ l11 · · · τ ldd ∈ H . �

Remark 5.10. The previous proof is based in the idea that there is a parallelepiped that gener-
ates all the mesh associated to the dynamics of {Ti}di=1 in X0 (that parallelepiped repeats itself
periodically in Zd).

With this and Proposition 4.8, it will be possible to reduce to the case in that (X,T1, . . . , Td)
is an s-step nilsystem with X connected.

5.3. Nilsystems and the property of complete independence. This section is devoted to
showing how we reduce to the case where the set of Bohr recurrence has the property of complete
independence. First, we prove that if we have a redundant set of Bohr recurrence we can reduce
the dimensionality of the system.

Proposition 5.11. Let (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) be a minimal s-step Zd-nilsystem and let R ⊆ Zd

be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. If R is redundant, then there exist R′ ⊆ Zd−1, a set of Zd−1-Bohr
recurrence, and a minimal s-step Zd−1-nilsystem (Y = GY /ΓY , T ′

1, . . . , T
′
d−1) such that GY is a

subgroup of G and if R′ is a set of recurrence for (Y, T ′
1, . . . , T

′
d−1), then R is a set of recurrence

for (X,T1, . . . , Td).

Proof. Suppose R ⊆ Zd is redundant and let v = (v1, . . . , vd) ∈ Zd \ {0} given by the definition of
redundancy. Replacing R by Rv = {(n1, . . . , nd) ∈ R : vT · n = 0}, we may assume without loss
of generality that for all n ∈ R, vT · n = 0. Furthermore, as v 6= 0 we assume without loss that
vd = 1. Define the integer matrix M ∈ Zd×d by

Mi,j =





1 if i = j

vj if i = d and j 6= d

0 else

.

Clearly, M is invertible. Note that M−1R ∩ Zd is a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence by Proposition 4.8.
Set R′ = {n ∈ Zd−1 : ∃m ∈ M−1R ∩ Zd, ni = mi for each i ∈ [d − 1]}, Si = TiT

−vi
d for each

i ∈ [d], and Y = OS1,...,Sd−1
(eX). Clearly, (Y, S1, . . . , Sd−1) is a minimal s-step Zd−1-nilsystem,

and by inspecting the proof of [21, Chapter 11, Theorem 9], we know that Y can be represented
as Y = GY /ΓY with GY a subgroup of G. Finally, since, for all n ∈ R such that m = M−1n ∈ Zd

T n1
1 · · ·T nd

d = Sm1
1 · · ·Smd

d ,

we have that if R′ is a set of recurrence for (Y = GY /ΓY , S1, . . . , Sd−1) then R is a set of recurrence
for (X,T1, . . . , Td). �

It is immediate that we can apply Proposition 5.11 until we get a non-redundant set of recurrent,
as the following corollary shows.
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Corollary 5.12. Let (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) be a minimal s-step Zd-nilsystem and R ⊆ Zd be

a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Then, there exist d′ ≤ d, R′ ⊆ Zd′

a non-redundant set of Zd′

-
Bohr recurrence and (Y = GY /ΓY , T ′

1, . . . , T
′
d′) a minimal s-step Zd′

-nilsystem such that GY is
a subgroup of G and if R′ is a set of recurrence for (Y, T ′

1, . . . , T
′
d′) then R is of recurrence for

(X,T1, . . . , Td).

Proof. By applying Proposition 5.11 iteratively, we get d′ ≥ 1 such that there are R′ ⊆ Zd′

a
non-redundant set of Zd′

-Bohr recurrence and (Y = GY /ΓY , T ′
1, . . . , T

′
d′) a minimal s-step Zd′

-
nilsystem such that GY ≤ G and if R′ is a set of recurrence for (Y = GY /ΓY , T ′

1, . . . , T
′
d′) then R

is of recurrence for (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td). This is possible by the fact that the process stops at
most in d′ = 1. In this condition every set of Bohr recurrence is non-redundant. �

Now we present the result which allows us to reduce to the case in which we have a set of Bohr
recurrence R ⊆ Zd with the property of complete independence.

Theorem 5.13. Let R ⊆ Zd be a non-redundant set of Zd-Bohr recurrence and (X,T1, . . . , Td) be a
connected minimal s-step Zd-nilsystem. Then, there exist a non-redundant, essential, and ordered
set of Zd-Bohr recurrence R̃ ⊆ Zd, a connected minimal s-step Zd-nilsystem (X,S1, . . . , Sd), and

P ∈ BC(R̃) satisfying Definition 4.19, such that if R̃ is a set of recurrence for (X,S1, . . . , Sd), then
R is a set of recurrence for (X,T1, . . . , Td).

Proof. Using Corollary 4.5, and possibly replacing R by a subset of it, we may assume that R is
essential. We also assume that R is ordered by Remark 4.15. Let P ∈ BC(R). We will follow an
induction process, changing (R,P, (X,T1, . . . , Td)) iteratively. We start with R1 = R and P 1 = P ,
Ti,1 = Ti for all i ∈ [d]. For N < d suppose that we have set (RN , PN , (X,T1,N , . . . , Td,N)) such
that RN is a non-redundant, essential and ordered set of Zd-Bohr recurrence, and PN ∈ BC(RN )
satisfies

∀i ∈ [N ], {PN
i,j : P

N
i,j 6= 0, ∀i ≤ j ≤ N} are rationally independent. (4)

In addition, suppose that if RN is a set of recurrence for (X,T1,N , . . . , Td,N), then R is a set of
recurrence for (X,T1, . . . , Td).

We extend this to N + 1 as follows: If

∀i ∈ [N + 1], {PN
i,j : P

N
i,j 6= 0, ∀i ≤ j ≤ N + 1}

are rationally independent, we set (RN+1, PN+1, (X,T1,N+1, . . . , Td,N+1)) = (RN , PN , (X,T1,N

, . . . , Td,N)), extending in this way the hypotheses to N+1. If not, we repeat the following process
inductively:

Define LN = {j > N | PN,j 6= 0} and lN = min{l ≤ N + 1 : PN
l,N+1 6= 0}. Notice that

{j ∈ [N + 1] : PN
lN ,j 6= 0} = {lN , . . . , N + 1} by Lemma 4.18. Since the coordinates in RN

are ordered, the set LN corresponds to the coordinates beyond N that correlate with the N -th
coordinate. Furthermore, if LN is nonempty, it must contain N +1 by Lemma 4.18. On the other
hand, lN represents the minimal coordinate j ≤ N + 1 that has a nonzero correlation with N + 1.

As {PN
lN ,j}

N+1
j=lN

are not rationally independent, there exists v ∈ Zd \ {0} with vj = 0 for all
j < lN and vN+1 6= 0, such that

N+1∑

j=lN

vjP
N
lN ,j = 0. (5)
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Define the real matrix M ∈ Rd×d with integer entries by

Mi,j =





vN+1 if i = j

−vj if i = N + 1 and j ∈ {lN , . . . , N + 1}

0 else

.

Clearly, M is invertible, with inverse

M−1
i,j =





1/vN+1 if i = j

vj/v
2
N+1 if i = N + 1 and j ∈ {lN , . . . , N}

0 else

.

We set ǫ = (minj∈{lN ,...,N+1} |P
N
lN ,j|)/(2d||v||∞) ∈ (0, 1) where ||v||∞ = maxj∈[d] |vj |. Notice

that R′N := M−1RN
PN ,ǫ ∩Zd is a non-redundant set of Zd-Bohr recurrence by Proposition 4.8 and

Proposition 4.11, where

RN
PN ,ǫ =

{
n ∈ R | |

nj

ni
− PN

i,j | < ǫ, ∀j ≥ i

}
. (6)

We may further assume that R′N it is essential without loss of generality.
We also define

T ′
j,N =

{
T

vN+1

j T
−vj
N+1 if j ∈ {lN , . . . , N}

T
vN+1

j else
.

By Lemma 5.8, (X,T ′
1,N , . . . , T ′

d,N) is a connected minimal s-step nilsystem. For n ∈ RN such that

m = M−1n ∈ Zd, we have
T n1

1,N · · ·T nd

d,N = T ′m1

1,N · · ·T ′md

d,N . (7)

Additionally, denote IN = {(i, j) ∈ [d]2 : j ≥ i and i 6= N + 1} and define P ′N ∈ [−1, 1]I such
that for each (i, j) ∈ I

P ′N
i,j =

{
PN
i,j if j 6= N + 1

0 if j = N + 1
.

We observe that R′N can be still assumed to be ordered, giving that for every m ∈ R′N there is
n ∈ RN

P,ǫ such that

m =
( n1

vN+1
, . . . ,

nN

vN+1
,

N+1∑

j=lN

vj
v2N+1

nj ,
nN+2

vN+1
, · · · ,

nd

vN+1

)
,

and thus the only coordinate possibly changing order is the (N +1)-th coordinate, which can only
move to the right (i.e. it can only get relatively smaller in the new order of R′N ), given that

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑N+1
j=lN

vj
v2
N+1

nj

nN

vN+1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

N+1∑

j=lN

vj
vN+1

nj

nN

∣∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
nlN

nN

∣∣∣∣ ·
1

|vN+1|
·

∣∣∣∣∣∣

N+1∑

j=lN

vj
nj

nlN

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤
2

|PlN ,N |
·
N+1∑

j=lN

‖v‖∞ |
nj

nlN

− PlN ,j | < 1
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where we used Eq. (5), Eq. (6), and that

|
nN

nlN

− PlN ,N | < ǫ =⇒ |PlN ,N | −
|nN |

|nlN |
<

|PlN ,N |

2
=⇒

|nlN |

|nN |
<

2

|PlN ,N |
.

This being so, for each m ∈ R′N , |m1| ≤ · · · ≤ |mN | < |mN+1| and |mN | ≤ |mN+2| ≤ · · · |md|,
so we can assume R′N ordered by rearranging the (N + 1)-th coordinate of R′N , P ′N , and
(X,T ′

1,N , . . . , T ′
d,N) (possibly reducing to a subset of R′N ). In addition, rearranging the coor-

dinates of I as well, we have that P ′N is a vector of I-Bohr correlations and using Proposition 4.17
we can extend P ′N we can assume that P ′N is a vector of Bohr correlations. Finally, if R′N is a
set of recurrence for (X,T ′

1,N , . . . , T ′
d,N), then RN is a set of recurrence for (X,T1,N , . . . , Td,N) by

(7). Hence, we can replace (RN , PN , (X,T1,N , . . . , Td,N)) by (R′N , P ′N , (X,T ′
1,N , . . . , T ′

d,N)). We

also define L′
N = {j > N | P ′N

N,j 6= 0} and l′N = min{l ≤ N + 1 : P ′N
l,N+1 6= 0}. We note that

|L′
N | < |LN | as L′

N ⊆ LN and P ′N+1
j,cN+1

= 0 for all j ∈ [N ] by Eq. (5), where cN+1 ∈ [d] is the

coordinate designated to the previous (N +1)-th coordinate. Subsequently, if {P ′N
l′
N
,j}

N+1
j=l′

N

are not

rationally independent, the process is repeated.
Since each iteration of the process reduces the cardinality of |LN | by one, the process concludes

after finitely many iterations, yielding the desired result. �

5.4. The Main Theorem. From now on, we assume s ≥ 2. For an s-step Zd-nilsystem (X,T1, . . . , Td)
denote by

G̃ = G/Gs, Γ̃ = Γ/(Γ ∩Gs) and X̃ = G̃/Γ̃. (8)

Then, G̃ is an (s−1)-step nilpotent Lie group, Γ̃ is a discrete cocompact subgroup, X̃ is an (s−1)-

nilmanifold and the quotient map G → G̃ induces a projection π : X → X̃. Therefore, we can view
X̃ as the quotient of X under the action of Gs. Let τ̃1, . . . , τ̃d be the image of τ1, . . . , τd in G̃ and
T̃1, . . . , T̃d be the rotations by τ̃1, . . . , τ̃d in X̃. Then, (X̃, T̃1, . . . , T̃d) is an (s − 1)-nilsystem and

π : X → X̃ is a factor map.

Finally, we are able to prove Theorem A.

Theorem A. Let R ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Then, for every integer s ≥ 1, R is a
set of recurrence for every minimal s-step Zd-Weyl system.

Proof. We proceed by induction on s. If s = 1, the result is direct. Henceforth, we assume that s ≥
2, and that the statement holds for (s−1)-step Zd-Weyl systems. LetR ⊆ Zd be a set of Zd-Bohr re-
currence and let (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) be a minimal s-step Zd-Weyl system. First, we can assume
that R is non-redundant, by Corollary 5.12, and replacing the pair (R, (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td)) by
another pair
(R′, (Y = GY /ΓY , T ′

1, . . . , T
′
d′)), where d′ ≤ d, R′ ⊆ Zd′

is a set of Zd′

-Bohr recurrence and

(Y, T ′
1, . . . , T

′
d′) is a minimal s-step Zd′

-nilsystem. Furthermore, (Y, T ′
1, . . . , T

′
d′) is a Weyl system,

as GY being a subgroup of G implies that GY
0 is abelian, just like G0.

Next, we assume without loss of generality that X is connected and therefore, after a topological
conjugacy using Proposition 2.7, affine. Indeed, by Proposition 5.9 we have that there exists an

invertible matrix K ⊆ Nd×d such that (X0, (T
Ki,1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ T
Ki,d

d )di=1) is a minimal affine nilsystem.
On the other hand, by Proposition 4.8 the set R0 = {n ∈ Zd : K · n ∈ R} is a non-redundant
set of Zd-Bohr recurrence. Substituting X by X0 and R by R0, we reduce to the case where
X is connected. This is possible due to R0 being a set of recurrence for X0 implies that R is
a set of recurrence for X . In fact, as we mentioned in Remark 5.6, X is partitioned by finite
translations of X0. So, for an open subset V ⊆ X , we have that there are p1, · · · , pd ∈ N such that
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V ∩ T p1

1 · · ·T pd

d X0 6= ∅. In particular, the open set V ′ = T−p1

1 · · ·T−pd

d V ∩X0 is nonempty. If R0

is a set of recurrence for X0, then there is n ∈ R0 such that V ′∩
∏d

i=1(T
Ki,1

1 ◦ · · · ◦T
Ki,d

d )niV ′ 6= ∅,

which implies V ∩ T
−(K·n)1
1 · · ·T

−(K·n)d
d V 6= ∅. As K · n ∈ R, we have that R would be a set of

recurrence for X , concluding that is enough to assume that (X,T1, . . . , Td) is affine.
Thanks to Theorem 5.13, we can also assume that R is essential and ordered with P ∈ BC(R)

satisfying Definition 4.19, changing the system (X = G/Γ, T1, . . . , Td) to another connected mini-
mal s-step Zd-affine nilsystem.

Let U be a nonempty open subset of X . As X is minimal, by translating U to the origin using
the transformations (T1, . . . , Td), we can assume without loss of generality that U is the open

ball B(eX , 3ǫ) for some ǫ > 0. Let Rǫ ⊆ R given by Lemma 5.1. Let π : X → X̃ = X/Gs be

the canonical factor map and (X̃, T̃1, . . . , T̃d) the (s − 1)-nilsystem discussed at the beginning of

Section 5.4. Since (X̃, T̃1, . . . , T̃d) is an (s− 1)-step affine nilsystem, it follows from the induction
hypothesis, Proposition 4.6, and the fact that π is open by Proposition 2.3, that there exist
arbitrarily large elements n ∈ Rǫ with π(B(eX , ǫ))∩ T̃−n1

1 · · · T̃−nd

d π(B(eX , ǫ)) 6= ∅. It follows that
there exist x ∈ X and v ∈ Gs with dX(x, eX) < ǫ and dX(T n1

1 · · ·T nd

d x, v · eX) < ǫ. Lifting x to
G, we obtain g ∈ G and γ ∈ Γ with

dG(g, eG) < ǫ and dG(τ
n1
1 · · · τnd

d g, vγ) < ǫ. (9)

Using Lemma 5.1 to approximate v−1 ∈ Gs and the fact that n ∈ Rǫ yield the existence of
h ∈ Gs−1 such that

dG(h, eG) < ǫ and dX([h−1, τn1
1 ] · · · [h−1, τnd

d ]Γ, v−1Γ) < ǫ. (10)

In particular, lifting the last inequality to G we obtain θ ∈ Γ ∩Gs such that

dG([h
−1, τn1

1 ] · · · [h−1, τnd

d ], v−1θ) < ǫ. (11)

Write y = h · x, and note that y is the projection of hg in X and

dX(y, eX) ≤ dG(hg, eG) ≤ dG(h, eG) + dG(g, eG) < 2ǫ.

Using that [h−1, τn1
1 ], . . . , [h−1, τnd

d ] ∈ Gs we get

dX(T n1
1 · · ·T nd

d y, eX) ≤ dG(τ
n1
1 · · · τnd

d hg, θγ) = dG(h[h
−1, τn1

1 ] · · · [h−1, τnd

d ]τn1
1 · · · τnd

d g, θγ).

Using the triangle inequality, the right invariance of the distance dG, and Eq. (10) yields

dX(T n1
1 · · ·T nd

d y, eX) ≤ dG(h, eG) + dG([h
−1, τn1

1 ] · · · [h−1, τnd

d ]τn1
1 · · · τnd

d g, θγ)

≤ ǫ+ dG(τ
n1

1 · · · τnd

d g[h−1, τn1

1 ] · · · [h−1, τnd

d ], θγ).

Invoking again the triangle inequality, Eq. (9), and Eq. (11) we get

dX(T n1

1 · · ·T nd

d y, eX) ≤ ǫ+ dG(τ
n1

1 · · · τnd

d g[h−1, τn1

1 ] · · · [h−1, τnd

d ], τn1

1 · · · τnd

d gv−1θ)

+ dG(τ
n1
1 · · · τnd

d gv−1θ, θγ)

= ǫ+ dG([h
−1, τn1

1 ] · · · [h−1, τnd

d ], v−1θ) + dG(τ
n1
1 · · · τnd

d g, vγ) < 3ǫ,

finishing the proof. �



ON RECURRENCE FOR Z
d-WEYL SYSTEMS 25

References

[1] E. Ackelsberg, F. K. Richter, and O. Shalom. On the maximal spectral type of nilsystems. 2023. ArXiv preprint.
arXiv:2307.07213.

[2] J. Auslander. Minimal flows and their extensions, volume 153 of North-Holland Mathematics Studies. North-
Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1988. Notas de Matemática, 122. [Mathematical Notes].
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