arXiv:2006.03558v2 [math.DS] 21 Feb 2024

Multiple ergodic averages along functions from a Hardy field: convergence, recurrence and combinatorial applications

Vitaly Bergelson Joel Moreira Florian K. Richter^∗

March 13, 2024

Abstract

We obtain new results pertaining to convergence and recurrence of multiple ergodic averages along functions from a Hardy field. Among other things, we confirm some of the conjectures posed by Frantzikinakis in [Fra10; Fra16] and obtain combinatorial applications which contain, as rather special cases, several previously known (polynomial and nonpolynomial) extensions of Szemerédi’s theorem on arithmetic progressions [BL96; BLL08; FW09; Fra10; BMR20]. One of the novel features of our results, which is not present in previous work, is that they allow for a mixture of polynomials and non-polynomial functions. As an illustration, assume f_i(t) = a_{i,1}t^{ci,1} + · · · + a_{i,d}t^{ci,d} for c_{i,j} > 0 and a_{i,j} ∈ R. Then • for any measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X), the limit lim N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · · · T^{[fk (n)]}h_k

exists in L^2;

• for any E ⊂ N with d(E) > 0 there are a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + [f_1(n)], . . . , a + [f_k(n)]} ⊂ E. We also show that if f_1, . . . , f_k belong to a Hardy field, have polynomial growth, and are such that no linear combination of them is a polynomial, then for any measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and any A ∈ B,

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) ⩾ μ(A)^{k+1}.

Contents

1 Introduction 2 1.1 Combinatorial results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 1.2 Ergodic results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 1.3 Illustrative examples and counterexamples . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 1.4 Outline of the paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 2 Preliminaries 11 2.1 Preliminaries on nilsystems and nilmanifolds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.2 Preliminaries on Hardy fields . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

∗The third author is supported by the National Science Foundation under grant number DMS 1901453.

3 Proofs of the corollaries 13 4 Characteristic Factors 15 4.1 The sub-linear case of Theorem 4.2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 4.2 The general case of Theorem 4.2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 5 Proof of Theorem B 26 5.1 Reducing to connected and simply connected groups . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 5.2 Dealing with rational polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 5.3 Reduction to a statement about uniform distribution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 5.4 Removing the rounding function . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 5.5 A Proof of Theorem 5.7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 6 Open questions 36

1. Introduction

The goal of this paper is to establish a strong multiple recurrence theorem which has results obtained in [BL96; BLL08; FW09; Fra10; BMR20] as special cases and produces new applications to combinatorics. In particular, it provides a solution to an open problem posed by Frantzikinakis [Fra16, Problem 25], and allows us to obtain partial progress on another [Fra16, Problem 23].

1.1. Combinatorial results

The upper density of a set E ⊂ N is defined as d(E) = lim sup_{N→∞} |E ∩ {1, . . . , N}|/N. One of the central themes in Ramsey theory is the study of arithmetic patterns that appear in large sets of natural numbers. In particular, one would like to know for which sequences g_1, . . . , g_k : N → N one can always find a configuration of the form {a, a + g_1(n), . . . , a + g_k(n)} (1.1) in any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density. A fundamental result in this direction is the following theorem of E. Szemerédi.

Theorem 1.1 (Szemerédi’s Theorem, [Sze75]). For any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density and any k ∈ N there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + n, . . . , a + kn} ⊂ E.

An extension of Szemerédi’s Theorem dealing with the case of (1.1) where g_1, . . . , g_k are polynomials was obtained in [BL96]. The following theorem pertains to the one-dimensional case of this result.

Theorem 1.2 (Polynomial Szemerédi Theorem, [BL96]). For any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density and any polynomials q_1, . . . , q_k ∈ Z[t] satisfying q_1(0) = . . . = q_k(0) = 0 there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + q_1(n), . . . , a + q_k(n)} ⊂ E. Theorem 1.2 was later improved in [BLL08] to give an “if and only if” condition. A finite collection of polynomials q_1, . . . , q_k ∈ Z[t] is called jointly intersective if for all m ∈ N there is n ∈ N such that q_1(n) ≡ . . . ≡ q_k(n) ≡ 0 mod m.

Theorem 1.3 ([BLL08]). Given q_1, . . . , q_k ∈ Z[t] the following are equivalent:

(i) The polynomials q_1, . . . , q_k are jointly intersective.

(ii) For any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + q_1(n), . . . , a + q_k(n)} ⊂ E. In view of the above results, one is led to inquire whether similar results hold for more general classes of, say, eventually monotone sequences that do not grow too fast^1. A natural class of sequences to consider are those arising from Hardy fields.

Definition 1.4. Let G denote the ring (under pointwise addition and multiplication) of germs at infinity^2 of real valued functions defined on a half-line [s, ∞) for some s ∈ R. Any subfield of G that is closed under differentiation is called a Hardy field.

By abuse of language, we say that a function f : [s, ∞) → R belongs to some Hardy field H, and write f ∈ H, if its germ at infinity belongs to H. For convenience, we assume all Hardy fields considered in this paper are shift-invariant, i.e., if f ∈ H then f_u ∈ H for all u ∈ R, where f_u(t) = f(t + u). A classical example of a (shift-invariant) Hardy field is the class of logarithmico-exponential functions introduced by Hardy in [Har12; Har71]. It consists of all (germs of) real-valued functions that can be built from real polynomials, the logarithmic function log(t), and the exponential function exp(t) using the standard arithmetical operations +, −, ·, ÷ and the operation of composition. Examples of logarithmico-exponential functions are p(t)/q(t) for p(t), q(t) ∈ R[t], t^c for c ∈ R, t/log(t) and e^{√t}, as well as any products or linear combinations of the above. Other Hardy fields contain even more exotic functions, such as e^{√log t}Γ(t) and t^cζ(t) for any c ∈ R, where ζ is the Riemann zeta function and Γ is the usual gamma function (cf. [Bos84]). For more information on Hardy fields we refer the reader to [Bos81; Bos94; Fra09].

Another analogue of Szemerédi’s Theorem, which involves functions from a Hardy field, is due to Frantzikinakis [Fra15] (see also [FW09; Fra10]). Throughout the paper we use ⌊.⌋: R → Z to denote the floor function, i.e., for all x ∈ R the expression ⌊x⌋ stands for the largest integer less than or equal to x.

Theorem 1.5 ([Fra15]; cf. also [Fra10, Theorem 2.10]). Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions from a Hardy field such that for every f ∈ {f_1, . . . , f_k} there is ℓ ∈ N such that f(t)/t^ℓ → 0 and t^{ℓ−1} log(t)/f(t) → 0 as t → ∞ and have different growth, in the sense that for all i ≠ j either f_i(t)/f_j (t) → 0 or f_j(t)/f_i(t) → 0. Then for any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + ⌊f_1(n)⌋, . . . , a + ⌊f_k(n)⌋} ⊂ E. Another variant of Szemerédi’s Theorem, which was recently obtained by the authors in [BMR20], stands in general position to Theorem 1.5 and reveals a new phenomenon pertaining to multiple recurrence along a wide family of non-polynomial (and not necessarily Hardy) functions. The following is one of the combinatorial corollaries of the main result in [BMR20].

Theorem 1.6. Let f be a function from a Hardy field and assume there is ℓ ∈ N such that f(t)/t^ℓ → 0 and t^{ℓ−1}/f(t) → 0 as t → ∞. Then for any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + ⌊f(n)⌋, a + ⌊f(n + 1)⌋, . . . , a + ⌊f(n + k)⌋} ⊂ E. Both Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 leave some space for further inquiry. For instance, one would like to know if Theorem 1.6 has a version for several functions from H which deals with the patterns {a, a + [f_1(n)], . . . , a + [f_1(n + ℓ)], . . . , a + [f_k(n)], . . . , a + [f_k(n + ℓ)]} ⊂ E. As for Theorem 1.5, a natural generalization is addressed by the following conjecture of Frantzik-

1We remark in passing that for any sequence of exponential growth q(n) there exists a set E ⊂ N with d(E) > 0 which contains no pair of the form {x, x + q(n)} with x, n ∈ N (cf. [Bei+08, Corollary 4.18]).

2A germ at infinity is any equivalence class of real-valued functions in one real variable under the equivalence relationship (f ≡ g) ⇔ ( ∃t0 > 0 such that f(t) = g(t) for all t ∈ [t0, ∞) ) .

inakis. Given a finite collection of functions f_1, . . . , f_k, define

span(f_1, . . . , f_k) := { c_1f_1(t) + . . . + c_kf_k(t) : (c_1, . . . , c_k) ∈ R^k } . and span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) := { c_1f_1(t) + . . . + c_kf_k(t) : (c_1, . . . , c_k) ∈ R^k \{0} } . Also, we will write f(t) ≺ g(t) when g(t)/f(t) → ∞ as t → ∞, and f(t) ≪ g(t) when there exist C > 0 and t_0 ⩾ 1 such that f(t) ⩽ Cg(t) for all t ⩾ t_0. We say f(t) has polynomial growth if it satisfies |f(t)| ≪ t^d for some d ∈ N.

Conjecture 1.7 (see [Fra10, Problems 4 and 4’] and [Fra16, Problem 25]). Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field such that |f(t) − q(t)| → ∞ for all f ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) and q ∈ Z[t]. Then for any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + ⌊f_1(n)⌋, . . . , a + ⌊f_k(n)⌋} ⊂ E. Remark 1.8. In the statements of Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 and Conjecture 1.7, it is possible to replace the floor function ⌊.⌋: R → Z with other rounding functions, such as the ceiling function ⌈·⌉: R → Z, or the rounding to the closest integer function [.]: R → Z. Indeed, since ⌈x⌉ = −⌊−x⌋ and [x] = ⌊x + 0.5⌋, replacing ⌊.⌋ with either ⌈.⌉ or [.] actually yields equivalent formulations of those statements.

The following theorem is the main combinatorial result of this paper. It contains Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.5, 1.6 as special cases and confirms Conjecture 1.7. We denote by poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) the set of all real polynomials that can be “generated” using linear combinations of the functions f_1, . . . , f_k. More precisely,

poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) = { p ∈ R[t] : ∃f ∈ span(f_1, . . . , f_k) with lim_{t→∞} |f(t) − p(t)| = 0 } . Theorem A. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field and assume that at least one of the following two conditions holds:

(1) For all q ∈ Z[t] and f ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) we have lim_{t→∞} |f(t) − q(t)| = ∞. (2) There is a jointly intersective collection of polynomials q_1, . . . , q_ℓ ∈ Z[t] such that poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) ⊂ span(q_1, . . . , q_ℓ).

Then for any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + [f_1(n)], . . . , a + [f_k(n)]} ⊂ E. Remark 1.9. Condition (1) in Theorem A will still hold if all the f_i are shifted. Together with Remark 1.8, this observation implies that if we are in case (1) of Theorem A then the conclusion of Theorem A remains true, even if the closest integer function [·] is replaced by either ⌊.⌋ or ⌈.⌉ (or indeed with any other rounding function of the form ⌊x + c⌋, c ∈ [0, 1)). This observation, however, does not apply to condition (2) – see Example 1.14 below.

Besides resolving Conjecture 1.7, Theorem A also implies numerous new results. Corollaries A1, A2, A3, and A4 below comprise a selection of such results that we consider to be of particular interest.

The following rather special case of Theorem A already implies Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.5, and 1.6.

Corollary A1. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field and assume that every p ∈ poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) satisfies p(0) = 0. Then for any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + [f_1(n)], . . . , a + [f_k(n)]} ⊂ E.

The fact that any set of positive density contains an arrangement of the form {a, a + [n^{c1} ], . . . , a + [n^{ck} ]}, where c_1, . . . , c_k are all positive integers, follows from Theorem 1.2, whereas the case when c_1, . . . , c_k are all positive non-integers follows from Theorem 1.5. The next corollary of Theorem A deals with the previously unknown case where the constants c_1, . . . , c_k are a mix of integers and non-integers.

Corollary A2. For any c_1, . . . , c_k > 0 and any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density there exist a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + [n^{c1} ], . . . , a + [n^{ck} ]} ⊂ E. The same is true with [.] replaced by either ⌊.⌋ or ⌈.⌉. Here are examples of other configurations that were not covered by previously known results:

{a, a + [n^{c1} ], a + [n^{c1} + n^{c2} ]}, or {a, a + n, a + [n^c]}, or {a, a + [log(n)], a + [n^c]}.

The following corollary takes care of these and more general configurations. We denote by log_m(t) the m-th iterate of log(t), that is, log_1(t) = log(t), log_2(t) = log log(t), log_3(t) = log log log(t), and so on. Let K denote the smallest algebra of functions that contains t^c for all c > 0 and log^r_m(t) for all m ∈ N and r > 0. We stress that any polynomial p in K satisfies p(0) = 0 (in particular, K doesn’t contain non-zero constant functions). Therefore, from Corollary A1, we obtain the following clean statement.

Corollary A3. For any f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ K and E ⊂ N with d(E) > 0 there are a, n ∈ N such that {a, a + [f_1(n)], . . . , a + [f_k(n)]} ⊂ E. We remark that Corollaries A1 and A3 are not true if [.] is replaced by either ⌊.⌋ or ⌈.⌉ (see Example 1.14 below).

While Corollary A3 contains Theorem 1.2 as a special case, it does not encompass polynomials which have a non-zero constant term. The following theorem shows that the conclusion of Corollary A3 holds for significantly more general families K. In particular, in conjunction with Theorem A, it implies both Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.10. Let q ∈ Z[t] be an intersective polynomial, let H be a Hardy field and let L ⊂ H be a family of functions such that any f ∈ L satisfies t^{k−1} ≺ f(t) ≺ t^k for some k ∈ N, and any distinct f, g ∈ L have different growth. Let K(L, q) be the linear span over R of L and qR[t]. Then any tuple f_1, . . . , f_k from K(L, q) satisfies Condition (2) of Theorem A.

Throughout this work, we use f^{(m)}(t) to denote the m-th derivative of a function f(t). Also, given a finite set of functions f_1, . . . , f_k, define

∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) := { c_1f^{(m1)}_1 (t) + . . . + c_kf^{(mk)}_k (t) : c_1, . . . , c_k ∈ R, m_1, . . . , m_k ∈ N ∪ {0} } . Theorem A allows us to derive a corollary which extends Theorem 1.6 from a single function f to multiple functions f_1, . . . , f_k.

Corollary A4. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field and assume that for all f ∈ ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) we have lim_{t→∞} |f(t)| ∈ {0, ∞}. Then for any ℓ ∈ N, any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density contains a configuration of the form {a, a+[f_1(n)], a+[f_1(n+1)], . . . , a+[f_1(n+ℓ)], . . . , a+[f_k(n)], a+[f_k(n+1)], . . . , a+[f_k(n+ℓ)]}.

The same is true with [.] replaced by either ⌊.⌋ or ⌈.⌉.

The assumptions of Corollary A4 are satisfied, for instance, if all the f_i are a linear combinations of powers t^c with non-integer exponents c > 0. On the other hand, if some f ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) is a polynomial, then the conclusion of Corollary A4 fails. In Example 1.20 below we show that the conclusion may fail even when poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) = ∅.

1.2. Ergodic results

In [Fur77] Furstenberg developed an ergodic approach to Szemerédi’s theorem, thereby establishing a connection between dynamics and additive combinatorics. The quintessence of Furstenberg’s method is captured by the following theorem.

Theorem 1.11 (Furstenberg’s correspondence principle, see [Ber87, Theorem 1.1] and [Ber96]). For any E ⊂ N with d(E) > 0 there exists an invertible measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and a set A ∈ B with μ(A) = d(E) such that for all n_1, . . . , n_ℓ ∈ Z, d ( E ∩ (E − n_1) ∩ . . . ∩ (E − n_ℓ) ) ⩾ μ ( A ∩ T^{−n1} A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{nℓ} A ) . (1.2)

In light of (1.2), it is natural to tackle Theorem A by studying the behaviour of Cesàro averages of multicorrelation expressions of the form α(n) := μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) . (1.3)

Unfortunately, the limit of the averages^1_N ∑_N n=1 α(n) does not exist in general. This is, for example, the case when some of the f_i grow too slowly. Nevertheless, this issue can be overcome by considering weighted ergodic averages of the form 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) , (1.4)

where W : N → R_{>0} is a non-decreasing sequence satisfying lim_{n→∞} W (n) = ∞ and w(n) := ΔW (n) = W (n + 1) − W (n) is its discrete derivative.

There are many choices of W for which the limit as N → ∞ of the averages (1.4) exists. We say that a weight function W belonging to a Hardy field H is compatible with the functions f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H if 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t and the following holds:

Property (P): For all f ∈ ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) and p ∈ R[t] either |f(t) − p(t)| ≪ 1 or |f(t) − p(t)| ≻ log(W (t)). It is important to mention that given a finite collection of functions f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H, not every W ∈ H will satisfy property (P). For example W (t) = t is not compatible with f(t) = log t. On the other hand, there always exists a compatible W ∈ H (see Lemma 2.2). Roughly speaking, W can be chosen as any function which tends to ∞ and grows “slower” than any unbounded function in

∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) − R[x] = { f − g : f ∈ ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k), g ∈ R[x] } . The following theorem is the second main result of this paper.

Theorem B. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H and let W ∈ H be any function with 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t and such that f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy Property (P). Let (X, B, μ, T ) be an invertible measure preserving system.

(i) For any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X) the limit lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · · · T^{[fk(n)]}h_k (1.5)

exists in L^2.

(ii) If f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy condition (1) of Theorem A then for any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X) lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · · · T^{[fk(n)]}h_k = k∏ i=1 h^∗_i in L^2, (1.6)

where h^∗_i is the orthogonal projection of h_i onto the subspace of T -invariant functions in L^2(X). In particular, for any A ∈ B lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)μ(A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ · · · ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A) ⩾ μ(A)^{k+1}. (iii) If f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy condition (2) of Theorem A then for any A ∈ B with μ(A) > 0 we have lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) > 0. (1.7)

As a first corollary to Theorem B we obtain convergence of multiple ergodic averages with Cesàro weights along a rather large class of functions from a Hardy field. Special cases of this corollary were previously obtained in [HK05b; HK05a; Lei05; BH09; Fra10; Kou18].

Corollary B1. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H such that for all f ∈ ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) and p ∈ R[t] either |f(t)−p(t)| ≪ 1 or |f(t)−p(t)| ≻ log(t). Then for any ergodic invertible measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X) the limit lim N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · · · T^{[fk(n)]}h_k

exists in L^2. The same is true with [.] replaced by either ⌊.⌋ or ⌈.⌉.

Theorem B also provides additional information on the following result, which was originally conjectured by Frantzikinakis ([Fra16, Problem 23]; cf. also [Fra15, Problem 1]) and recently proved by Tsinas [Tsi23].

Theorem 1.12 ([Tsi23]). Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions from a Hardy field such that |f(t) − q(t)|/ log t → ∞ for every q ∈ Z[t] and f ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k). Then for any ergodic measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and any f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ L^∞(X) we have lim N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · · · T^{[fk(n)]}h_k = k∏ i=1 ∫ h_i dμ in L^2.

Part (ii) of Theorem B implies Theorem 1.12 under the additional assumption that the functions f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy Property (P) with W (t) = t, which is slightly stronger than the assumption that |f(t) − q(t)|/ log t → ∞ for every q ∈ Z[t] and f ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k). However, Theorem B gives more than that. Indeed, part (ii) of Theorem B provides a confirmation of a variant of Theorem 1.12 where the condition |f(t) − q(t)|/ log t → ∞ is weakened to

|f(t) − q(t)| → ∞, but at the price of replacing Cesàro averages by weighted averages (where one can choose any weight for which Property (P) is satisfied, cf. Lemma 2.2).

Corollary B2. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H and let W ∈ H be any function with 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t and such that f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy Property (P). Suppose that for all q ∈ Z[t] and f ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) we have lim_{t→∞} |f(t) − q(t)| = ∞. Then for any invertible ergodic measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X) lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · · · T^{[fk(n)]}h_k = k∏ i=1 ∫ h_i dμ in L^2.

The same is true when [.] is replaced by either ⌊.⌋ or ⌈.⌉.

Example 1.13. For each i = 1, . . . , k let f_i be of the form f_i(t) = a_1t^{c1} + · · · + a_dt^{cd} for a_i ∈ R and c_i > 0, c_i /∈ Z and assume that the f_i are linearly independent. Then W (t) = t is a compatible weight and hence, in view of Corollary B2, we deduce that for any invertible ergodic measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X) lim N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · · · T^{[fk(n)]}h_k = k∏ i=1 ∫ h_i dμ in L^2. (1.8)

We remark that in the case when f_1, . . . , f_k have different growth, this result was obtained by Frantzikinakis in [Fra10, Theorem 2.6]

Finally, we formulate two corollaries of Theorem B which imply Theorem A (via Furstenberg’s correspondence principle). We believe that these two results are also of independent interest.

Corollary B3. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H satisfying condition (1) of Theorem A. Then for any invertible measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and any A ∈ B,

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) ⩾ μ(A)^{k+1}. (1.9)

The same is true when [.] is replaced by either ⌊.⌋ or ⌈.⌉.

Corollary B4. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H satisfying condition (2) of Theorem A. Then for any invertible measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and any A ∈ B with μ(A) > 0 we have

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) > 0. (1.10)

We would like to stress that one cannot replace lim sup with lim in (1.9) and (1.10), as the limits don’t exist in general. In fact, if one replaces lim sup with lim inf, the left hand side may equal 0 in either case.

1.3. Illustrative examples and counterexamples

While part (i) of Theorem B holds for any functions f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H of polynomial growth (with an appropriate W ), parts (ii) and (iii) require some additional constraints. This is of course unavoidable since for certain functions from H the conclusions of parts (ii) and (iii) of Theorem B are known to fail. In this subsection we collect examples that illustrate that under some ostensibly natural weakenings/modifications of its conditions, parts (ii) and (iii) of Theorem B are no longer true.

As was discussed in Remark 1.9, if condition (1) of Theorem A holds, then the conclusion remains valid when the floor function ⌊.⌋ is replaced with either the ceiling function ⌈.⌉ or the closest integer function [.]. However, as the next example demonstrates, the same is not true in general for condition (2) of Theorem A.

Example 1.14. Let c > 0 be such that n^c /∈ N for any n ∈ {2, 3, ...} and consider the pair of functions

f_1(n) = n − n^c and f_2(n) = n + n^c.

Since f_1, f_2 satisfy condition (2) of Theorem A, it follows that any set E ⊂ N of positive upper density contains a triple of the form {a, a + [f_1(n)], a + [f_2(n)]}. However, the set E = 2N − 1 does not contain any configurations of the form {a, a + ⌊f_1(n)⌋, a + ⌊f_2(n)⌋} or {a, a + ⌈f_1(n)⌉, a + ⌈f_2(n)⌉}. One may wonder if in Theorem A one can relax condition (1) by replacing span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) with span^∗_Z(f_1, . . . , f_k) = {c_1f_1(t) + . . . + c_kf_k(t) : c_1, . . . , c_k ∈ Z}. However, the following example shows that this is not possible.

Example 1.15. Let α and β be two rationally independent irrationals with max{|α|, |β|} ⩽ 1/8, and consider the functions

f_1(n) = α^{−1}n^2 + n and f_2(n) = β^{−1}(n^3 − αn + 1/2).

Then the set E = {n ∈ N : {nα} ∈ [0, 1/8), {nβ} ∈ [0, 1/8)} does not contain a triple of the form {a, a + [f_1(n)], a + [f_2(n)]}.

To see why this is the case, observe that {a, a + [f_1(n)]} ⊂ E implies that the number [f_1(n)]α is within^1_8 of an integer, which when combined with the condition |α| ⩽ 1/8 implies that f_1(n)α is within^1_4 of an integer. Similarly, {a, a + [f_2(n)]} ⊂ E implies that f_2(n)β is within^1_4 of an integer. On the other hand, due to the choice of f_1 and f_2, for every n ∈ N we have f_1(n)α + f_2(n)β ≡ 1/2 mod 1; so which precludes that {a, a + [f_1(n)], a + [f_2(n)]} ⊂ E.

Next, we address the following natural question.

Question 1.16. Let H be a Hardy field. Is it true that for any f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H with polynomial growth the set of returns R = { n ∈ N : μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) > 0 } . (1.11)

is either finite or satisfies d̄(R) > 0 (or at least d^∗(R) > 0^3)?

The following example shows that the answer is negative even when all the functions involved are essentially polynomials.

Example 1.17. Let α be an irrational, C > 0, and consider the functions

f_1(n) = 2nα − 1/2 and f_2(n) = 2nα + 1/2 − 2C/n.

3Given a set R ⊂ N the upper Banach density of R is defined by

d^∗(R) := lim_{N→∞} sup_{M∈N} 1 N |R ∩ {M, M + 1, . . . , M + N}|.

Moreover, let T : {0, 1} → {0, 1} be the map T (x) = x + 1 mod 2 and A = {0}. A straightforward calculation shows that { n ∈ N : A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ T^{−[f2(n)]}A ≠ ∅ } = { n ∈ N : {nα − 1/2} < C/n } , which, for C sufficiently small, is an infinite set of zero upper Banach density by the classical Tchebychef’s inhomogenous version of Dirichlet’s Approximation Theorem (see [Gra18]).

Remark 1.18. Examples analogous to Example 1.17 exist where [·] is replaced by ⌊·⌋ and ⌈·⌉. One can also create an example where the dynamical system is an irrational rotation instead of a rotation on only two points. Finally we point out that, by choosing α appropriately one can make the set { n ∈ N : {nα − 1/2} < C/n } be arbitrarily sparse.

In view of Example 1.17 one might suspect that polynomials with irrational coefficients are the only obstruction to an affirmative answer to Question 1.16. The following example shows that this is not the case. In fact, no integer linear combination of the functions f_1 and f_2 in the following example are in R[x]\Z[x].

Example 1.19. Let f_1(n) = n + √ n and f_2(n) = n − √ n. Since the parity of ⌊f_1(n)⌋ and of ⌊f_2(n)⌋ are different whenever n is not a perfect square, we see that, for a rotation on two points (i.e. with the same T and A as in Example 1.17) the set (1.11) has 0 Banach upper density. However, it follows from Theorem 1.2 that the set (1.11) has an infinite intersection with the set of perfect squares, and hence is itself infinite.

Our final example shows that the hypothesis in Corollary A4 can not be weakened to the assumption that poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) = ∅.

Example 1.20. Let f_1(t) = t^{5/2} and let f_2(t) = 5/2t^{3/2} + t. Let α ∈ R be irrational, let ε > 0 be small and let E = {n ∈ N : {nα} < ε}. Since the linear combination

t → f_1(t + 2) − 2f_1(t + 1) + f_1(t) − f_2(t + 1) + f_2(t)

tends to 1 as t → ∞, if for some a, n ∈ N we have a+{0, [f_1(n)], [f_1(n+1)], f_1(n+2)], [f_2(n)], [f_2(n+ 1)]} ⊂ E, then we would have {kα} < 6ε for some integer k with |k| ⩽ 6. By choosing ε and α appropriately, this becomes impossible, showing that the conclusion of Corollary A4 fails for these functions.

1.4. Outline of the paper

After presenting some preliminaries in Section 2, in Section 3 we briefly explain how each result mentioned in the introduction follows from Theorem B. Sections 4 and 5 are dedicated to the proof of Theorem B. In Section 4 we show that the nilfactors are characteristic for the expressions involved, and in Section 5 we use this to reduce Theorem B to the case of nilsystems, which can then be studied directly using equidistribution results developed in [Ric23]. Finally, in Section 6, we formulate some natural open questions.

Acknowledgements. We thank N. Frantzikinakis for providing helpful comments on an earlier version of this paper.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Preliminaries on nilsystems and nilmanifolds

Let G be a (s-step) nilpotent Lie group and Γ a uniform^4 and discrete^5 subgroup of G. The quotient space X := G/Γ is called a (s-step) nilmanifold. An example of a (1-step) nilmanifold is X = T^d := R^d /Z^d.

An element g ∈ G with the property that g^n ∈ Γ for some n ∈ N is called rational (or rational with respect to Γ). A closed subgroup H of G is then called rational (or rational with respect to Γ) if rational elements are dense in H. For instance, if G = R^2 and Γ = Z^2 then the subgroup H = {(t, αt) : t ∈ R} is rational if and only if α ∈ Q.

Rational subgroups play a key role in the description of sub-nilmanifolds. If X = G/Γ is a nilmanifold, then a sub-nilmanifold Y of X is any closed set of the form Y = Hx, where x ∈ X and H is a closed subgroup of G. It is not true that for every closed subgroup H of G and every element x = gΓ in X = G/Γ the set Hx is a sub-nilmanifold of X, because Hx need not be closed. In fact, it is shown in [Lei06] that Hx is closed in X (and hence a sub-nilmanifold) if and only if the subgroup g^{−1}Hg is rational with respect to Γ. For more information on rational elements and rational subgroups see [Lei06].

The Lie group G acts naturally on X via left-multiplication given by the formula a(gΓ) = (ag)Γ for every a ∈ G and gΓ ∈ x. There exists a unique Borel probability measure on X that is invariant under this action by G called the Haar measure on X (see [Rag72]), which we denote by μ_X .

By a (s-step) nilsystem we mean a pair (X, T ) where X is a (s-step) nilmanifold and T : X → X is left-multiplication by a fixed element a ∈ G. Since the Haar measure μ_X is T -invariant, a nilsystem is simultaneously a topological dynamical system and a (probability) measure preserving system. It is well known that for a nilsystem, being transitive, minimal and uniquely ergodic are all equivalent properties.

We denote by G^∘ the connected component of G that contains the identity element 1_G of G. If a ∈ G^∘, then a^t is well defined for every t ∈ R and the nilsystem (X, T ) can be naturally extended to a flow (i.e. a R-action on X whose time 1 map is T ).

Proposition 2.1. Given a minimal nilsystem (X, T ) there exists a nilsystem (Y, S) with Y = G/Γ for a connected and simply connected nilpotent Lie group G such that (X, T ) is (conjugate to) a subsystem of (Y, S). Moreover, the flow induced by (Y, S) is ergodic and if π : G → Y is the natural projection and H ⊂ G is a closed and rational subgroup such that X = π(H) then Γ ⊂ H. We thank A. Leibman for help with the following proof.

Proof. Let X = G^′/Γ^′ and let a ∈ G^′ be such that T x = ax for all x ∈ X. Let G^′_c denote the connected component of the identity in G^′, and let π^′ : G^′ → X be the natural projection. Then π(G^′_c) is open in X and thus, by minimality, π(a^ZG^′_c) = a^Zπ(G^′_c) = X. Let G^{′′} := a^ZG^′_c, let Γ^{′′} := Γ^′ ∩ G^{′′} and denote by G^{′′}_c the connected component of the identity in G^{′′}. Then we have X = G^{′′}/Γ^{′′} and a ∈ G^{′′}, but since G^{′′}_c = G^′_c we also have G^{′′} = a^ZG^{′′}_c .

Since X is compact it has a finite number d of connected components. For any x ∈ X the point a^dx is in the same connected component as x. This implies that there exists γ_0 ∈ Γ^{′′} such

4A closed subgroup Γ of a Lie group G is called uniform if the quotient space G/Γ, endowed with the quotient topology, is a compact topological space.

5A subgroup Γ of a Lie group G is called discrete if there exists an open cover of Γ in which every open set contains exactly one element of Γ.

that a^dγ_0 ∈ G^{′′}_c and d is the smallest natural number with this property. Therefore Γ^{′′}, being contained in G^{′′} = a^ZG^{′′}_c , is generated by Γ^{′′} ∩ G^{′′}_c and γ_0.

Using [CG90, Theorem 5.1.6] we can find a Malcev basis, i.e. generating set {γ_1, . . . , γ_k} for Γ^{′′} ∩ G^{′′}_c such that G^{′′}_c = {γ^{t1}_1 · · · γ^{tk}_k : t_1, . . . , t_k ∈ R}. Therefore Γ^{′′} is generated by {γ_0, γ_1, . . . , γ_k} and G^{′′} = a^ZG^{′′}_c = { γ^{t0}_0 · · · γ^{tk}_k : t_0 ∈^1_d Z, t_1, . . . , t_k ∈ R } . Let s ∈ N be the nilpotency step of G^{′′}, let F be the free product of k + 1 copies of R, and let F^′ be the free product of Z and k copies of R, embedded as a subgroup of F in the natural way. There is a surjective homomorphism ψ : F^′ → G^{′′} taking each generating copy of R to the one parameter subgroups {γ^t_i : t ∈ R} of G^{′′}, and taking the copy of Z to {γ^n_0 : n ∈ Z}. Since G^{′′} is s-step nilpotent, ψ must vanish on the (s + 1)-st group F^′_{s+1} in the lower central series of F^′. One can in fact show that ψ must vanish on F_{s+1} ∩ F^′, where F_{s+1} is the (s + 1)-st group in the lower central series of F , and hence ψ descends to a homomorphism on the group G := F^′/(F_{s+1} ∩ F^′). Let Ĝ := F/F_{s+1}, let G̃ be the connected component of the identity in G, let Γ = ψ^{−1}(Γ^{′′}) and let â ∈ G be such that ψ(â) = a. The four listed properties can now be checked by a routine argument.

2.2. Preliminaries on Hardy fields

Let W ∈ H with 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t and recall that w(n) := ΔW (n) = W (n + 1) − W (n). Given a nilmanifold X and a Borel probability measure ν on X, we say a sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} of points in X is uniformly distributed with respect to ν and W -averages if lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)F (x_n) = ∫ F dν (2.1)

holds for every continuous function F ∈ C(X). This notion extends the classical notion of uniform distribution mod 1, which corresponds to the case where W (N) = N, the nilmanifold X = R/Z is the one dimensional torus and ν is the Lebesgue measure.

We need the following two results form [Ric23].

Lemma 2.2 ([Ric23, Corollary A.5]). Let H be a Hardy field and assume f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H have polynomial growth. Then there exists W ∈ H with 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t such that f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy property (P).

Lemma 2.3 ([Ric23, Theorem 5.1]). Let H be a Hardy field and W ∈ H be a function satisfying 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t. Then for any f ∈ H with the property that t^{ℓ−1} log(W (t)) ≺ |f(t)| ≺ t^ℓ for some ℓ ∈ N, the sequence (f(n))_{n∈N} is uniformly distributed mod 1 with respect to W -averages.

We also need the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Assume f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H have polynomial growth. Then we can partition {1, . . . , k} into two sets I and J such that (a) Any f ∈ span^∗{f_j : j ∈ J } satisfies |f(t) − p(t)| → ∞ for any p ∈ R[t] (b) for any i ∈ I there exist p_i ∈ poly(f_1, . . . , f_k), and {λ_{i,j} : j ∈ J } ⊂ R such that lim_{t→∞} | | | f_i(t) − ∑ j∈J λ_{i,j} f_j(t) − p_i(t) | | | = 0.

Proof. We use induction on k. For the base case of this induction, which corresponds to k = 1, we distinguish between the cases when lim_{t→∞} |f_1(t) − p(t)| < ∞ for some p ∈ R[t], and when lim_{t→∞} |f_1(t) − p(t)| = ∞ for all p ∈ R[t] (noting that the limit must exist since any Hardy field function is eventually monotone.). If we are in the first case then simply take I = {1}, J = ∅, c = lim_{t→∞} f_1(t) − p(t), and p_1(t) = p(t) + c. If the latter holds, then we pick I = ∅ and J = {1} and we are done.

Now assume the claim has already been proven for k − 1. This means that for the collection {f_1, . . . , f_{k−1}} there exist disjoint I^′, J^′ ⊂ {1, . . . , k − 1} with I^′ ∪ J^′ = {1, . . . , k − 1}, {λ_{i,j} : i ∈ I^′, j ∈ J^′} ⊂ R, and {p_i : i ∈ I^′} ⊂ poly(f_1, . . . , f_{k−1}) such that conditions (a) and (b) are satisfied. We again distinguish two cases. The first case is when there exists {η_j : j ∈ J^′} ⊂ R, η_k ∈ R, and p ∈ R[t] such that lim_{t→∞} | ∑ j∈J^′ ηj fj(t) + ηkfk(t) − p(t)| < ∞. If we are in this case, then we take I = I^′ ∪ {k}, J = J^′, c = lim_{t→∞} ∑ j∈J^′ ηj fj(t) + ηkfk(t) − p(t), p_k(t) = η^{−1}_k (p(t) + c), and λ_{k,j} = −η^{−1}_k η_j for all j ∈ J^′. It is then straightforward to check that conditions (a) and (b) are satisfied. The second case is when lim_{t→∞} | ∑ j∈J^′ ηj fj(t) + η_kf_k(t) − p(t)| = ∞ for all {η_j : j ∈ J^′} ⊂ R, η_k ∈ R, and p ∈ R[t]. But this just means that if we choose I = I^′ and J = J^′ ∪ {k} then conditions (a) and (b) hold.

We also need the following corollary of Lemma 2.3.

Corollary 2.5. Let f ∈ H and assume f satisfies property (P) with respect to some W ∈ H with 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t. If

lim_{ε→0} d_W ({n : ‖f(n) − 1/2‖_T < ε}) > 0, (2.2)

then f = p + g where p ∈ Q[x] and lim_{t→∞} g(t) → 0.

Proof. Since f satisfies property (P), we either have |f(t) − p(t)| ≪ 1 for some p ∈ R[t] or |f(t) − p(t)| ≻ log(W (t)) for all p ∈ R[t]. If we are in the latter case then we claim that f(n) is uniformly distributed mod 1 with respect to W -averages, which makes (2.2) impossible. To prove the claim, let ℓ be the smallest integer for which f(t) ≪ t^ℓ. If ℓ > 1 then a standard inductive argument using the version of van der Corput’s trick^6 in [BMR20, Corollary 2.6] reduces the claim to the case ℓ = 1. For ℓ = 1 the claim follows by Lemma 2.3.

So we must be in the first case, when |f(t) − p(t)| ≪ 1 for some p ∈ R[t]. Define c = lim_{t→∞} f(t)−p(t). By replacing p(t) with p(t)+c, we can assume without loss of generality that c = 0. Note that f(t) = g(t) + p(t) where g(t) is some function that satisfies lim_{t→∞} g(t) → 0. If p − p(0) /∈ Q[x] then in view of Weyl’s Equidistribution Theorem [Wey16] the sequence f(n) is uniformly distributed mod 1 with respect to Cesàro averages and hence also uniformly distributed mod 1 with respect to W -averages, making (2.2) impossible. Therefore we must have p − p(0) ∈ Q[x]. Finally, note that p(0) must be rational, because otherwise all the accumulation points of f(n) mod 1 are irrationals, contradicting (2.2).

3. Proofs of the corollaries

In this section we explain how all the results in the introduction can be derived from Theorem B.

Corollary B1 follows directly from part (i) of Theorem B by taking W (t) = t and Corollary B2 follows directly from part (ii) of Theorem B in the case of an ergodic system. Corollaries B3 and B4 follow from parts (ii) and (iii), respectively, together with the fact that for any bounded

6Strictly speaking, Corollary 2.6 in [BMR20] is formulated for well distribution (an amplified variant of uniform distribution), but the exact same derivation (using [BMR20, Proposition 2.5]) holds for the version we use here.

sequence a : N → R taking non-negative values we have^7

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 a(n) ⩾ lim sup N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n). (3.1) Theorem A is obtained by combining Corollaries B3 and B4 with Furstenberg’s correspondence principle (Theorem 1.11).

Proof of Corollary A1. Since all the f_i have polynomial growth, there is a maximum degree d among all polynomials in poly(f_1, . . . , f_k). If all p ∈ poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) satisfies p(0) = 0, then poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) ⊂ span(t, t^2, . . . , t^d). Since the polynomials t, t^2, . . . , t^d are jointly intersective, the result follows from part (2) of Theorem A.

Proof of Corollary A2. The conclusion follows immediately from Corollary A1 when the rounding function is the closest integer function [·]. We next prove the result for the floor function ⌊·⌋, noting that the case for the ceiling function ⌈·⌉ is analogous. Since ⌊x⌋ = [x − 1/2] and when n, c ∈ N we have ⌊n^c⌋ = n^c = [n^c], it follows that, for each = 1, . . . , k, ⌊n^{ci} ⌋ = [f_i(n)] where

f_i(n) = { n^{ci} if c_i ∈ N n^{ci} − 1/2 otherwise.

Since the functions f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy the conditions in Corollary A1, it follows that the conclusion holds.

Corollary A3 can be shown to follow from Corollary A1. Alternative, since K = K(L, q) where q(t) = t and L = {t^c log^r_m : c ∈ (0, 1), m ∈ N, r > 0}, by using Theorem 1.10 one can derive Corollary A3 from part (2) of Theorem A.

The following theorem provides a convenient description of functions which satisfy Condition (2) in the Theorem A and, in particular, implies Theorem 1.10.

Theorem 3.1. Let q ∈ Z[t] be an intersective polynomial, let H be a Hardy field and let L ⊂ H be a family of functions such that any f ∈ L satisfies t^{k−1} ≺ f(t) ≺ t^k for some k ∈ N, and any distinct f, g ∈ L have different growth. Let K̃(L, q) to be the linear span over R of L and qR[t] and let K(L, q) be the set of functions f ∈ H such that there exists f^∗ ∈ K̃(L, q) with lim | |f(t) − f^∗(t) | | = 0.

Then functions f_1, . . . , f_k from H satisfy Condition (2) of Theorem A if and only if {f_1, . . . , f_k} ⊂ K(L, q) for some L and q as above.

7For completeness, we provide a proof of (3.1): Let cN (M) =^M_{W (N)} (w(M) − w(M + 1)) if M < N, and cN (N) =^{Nw(N)}_{W (N)} . Since w(n) is eventually non-increasing, cN (M) ⩾ 0 for sufficiently large M. The following identity, which can be readily checked by induction, shows that the weighted averages of a are related to the unweighted averages via the coefficients cN (M): 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n) = N∑ M=1 cN (M) ( 1 M M∑ n=1 a(n) ) . Applying this formula with a ≡ 1 it follows that, for each N ∈ N, the coefficients cN (1), . . . , cN (N) add up to 1. Therefore, for an arbitrary non-negative a : N → R, for any N there exists some M = M(N) ⩽ N such that 1 M M∑ n=1 a(n) ⩾ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n). Moreover, since cN (M) → 0 as N → ∞ for any fixed N, we have that M(N) → ∞ as N → ∞, so we get (3.1).

Proof. Suppose that f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ K(L, q) for some L and q as in the statement of Theorem 3.1. Then poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) ⊂ qR[t], which is spanned by the jointly intersective collection {t^ℓq(t) : ℓ ⩾ 0}. This shows that f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H satisfy Condition (2) of Theorem A.

Conversely, let H be a Hardy field and let f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H satisfy Condition (2) of Theorem A. Using [Ric23, Lemma A.3] we can find g_1, . . . , g_m ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) of different growth satisfying t^{ℓ−1} ≺ g_j (t) ≺ t^ℓ for all j = 1, . . . , m and some ℓ ∈ N (which depends on j) and p_1, . . . , p_s ∈ poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) such that for every i = 1, . . . , k there exists f^∗_i ∈ span^∗(g_1, . . . , g_m, p_1, . . . , p_s) with lim |f_i(t) − f^∗_i (t)| = 0. Condition (2) implies that p_1, . . . , p_s ∈ span(q_1, . . . , q_ℓ) for some jointly intersective polynomials q_1, . . . , q_ℓ ∈ Z[t]. In view of [BLL08, Proposition 6.1] there exists an intersective polynomial q such that q_1, . . . , q_ℓ ∈ qZ[t], and hence p_1, . . . , p_s ∈ qR[t]. Letting L = {g_1, . . . , g_m}, we conclude that f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ K(L, q).

Finally, it remains to prove Corollary A4.

Proof of Corollary A4. For every ℓ ∈ N let F_ℓ denote the collection of functions

F_ℓ := { n → f_i(n + j) : i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, j ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ} } . In view of Theorem A, it suffices to show that F_ℓ satisfies condition (1) in that theorem. Considering a finite Taylor expansion of f_j, it follows that each function in F_ℓ “almost” belongs to ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k), in the sense that for any f ∈ F_ℓ there exists g ∈ ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) such that |f(n)−g(n)| → 0. More generally, for any f ∈ span^∗(F_ℓ) there exists g ∈ ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) such that |f(n) − g(n)| → 0.

Next let f ∈ span^∗(F_ℓ) and let g ∈ ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) be such that |f(n) − g(n)| → 0. Suppose, for the sake of a contradiction, that there exists q ∈ Z[t] with degree d such that lim_{t→∞} |f(t) − q(t)| < ∞. Therefore also lim_{t→∞} |g(t) − q(t)| < ∞. Taking derivatives we have lim_{t→∞} |g^{(d)}(t) − q^{(d)}(t)| = 0, and since q^{(d)} is a non-zero constant, this contradicts the assumption on ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k).

4. Characteristic Factors

In this section we show that nilsystems are characteristic for the ergodic averages (1.5). We will make use of the uniformity seminorms introduced in [HK05b] for ergodic systems. As was observed in [CFH11], the ergodicity of the system is not necessary.

Definition 4.1. Let (X, B, μ, T ) be an invertible probability measure preserving system. We define the uniformity seminorms on L^∞(X) recursively as follows. |||h|||_0 = ∫ X h dμ and |||h|||^{2s}_s = lim_{N→∞} 1 N N∑ n=1 |||h · T^nh|||^{2s−1}_{s−1} for every s ∈ N. The existence of the limits in this definition was established in [HK05b] for ergodic systems and in [CFH11, Section 2.2] in general.

Here is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.2. Let H be a Hardy field and W ∈ H with 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t. Assume f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H satisfy (P), |f_1(t)| ≪ . . . ≪ |f_k(t)|, and lim_{t→∞} |f_k(t)| = lim_{t→∞} |f_k(t) − f_i(t)| = ∞ for every i < k. Then there exists s ∈ N such that for any invertible measure preserving system

(X, B, μ, T ) and any h_k ∈ L^∞(X) with |||h_k|||_s = 0 we have sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2

= o_{N→∞}(1), (4.1)

where the suprema are taken over all functions h_1, . . . , h_{k−1} ∈ L^∞(X) with ‖h_i‖_L∞ ⩽ 1 and all a ∈ ℓ^∞(N) with ‖a‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1. 4.1. The sub-linear case of Theorem 4.2

For the proof of Theorem 4.2 we have to distinguish between the case when f_k has at most linear growth (i.e. |f_k(t)| ≪ t), and the case when f_k has super-linear growth (i.e. t ≺ |f_k(t)|), because the respective inductive procedures used to prove these two cases rely on different arguments. In this subsection we focus on the proof of the former case, which for the convenience of the reader we state as a separate theorem here. In this theorem we assume only that the “weight-function” W (t) has sub-exponential growth (i.e., W (t) ≺ c^t for all c > 1), in contrast to Theorem 4.2 where W (t) is assumed to have at most linear growth (i.e., W (t) ≪ t). This is because averages with sub-exponential weights show up naturally in our inductive procedure.

Theorem 4.3. Let k ∈ N. Let H be a Hardy field and W ∈ H with 1 ≺ W (t) and suppose W (t) has sub-exponential growth. Assume f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H satisfy property (P), |f_1(t)| ≪ . . . ≪ |f_k(t)| ≪ t, and lim_{t→∞} |f_k(t)| = lim_{t→∞} |f_k(t) − f_i(t)| = ∞ for every i < k. Then there exists a constant C_k > 0, depending only on k and f_1, . . . , f_k, such that for any invertible measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) and any h_k ∈ L^∞(X) we have sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_k|||h_k|||_{k+1} + o_{N→∞}(1), (4.2) where the suprema are taken over all functions h_1, . . . , h_{k−1} ∈ L^∞(X) with ‖h_i‖_L∞ ⩽ 1 and all a ∈ ℓ^∞(N) with ‖a‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1. Given f : R → R and g : R → (0, ∞), we write f(t) ∼ g(t) if lim_{t→∞} f(t)/g(t) = 1. The first step in proving Theorem 4.3 is to reduce it to the case f_k(t) ∼ ct for some c > 0 using a method often described as “change of variables”.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose Theorem 4.3 has already been proven for a specific k ∈ N when f_k(t) ∼ ct for some c > 0. Then Theorem 4.3 follows in full generality for this specific k.

Remark 4.5. It follows from [Ric23, Lemma 6.2 and Remark 6.3] that if W, g ∈ H with 1 ≺ W and log(W (t)) ≺ g(t) then W ∘ g^{−1} has sub-exponential growth.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. By replacing f_k with −f_k and T with its inverse T^{−1} if necessary, we can assume without loss of generality that f_k(t) is eventually positive. If f_k(t) ∼ ct for some c > 0 then there is nothing to show. Thus, we can assume f_k(t) ≺ t. Let g(t) := f_k(t) and define K_j := {n ∈ N : j < g(n) ⩽ j + 1} . A straightforward calculation shows that for all but finitely many j ∈ N one has K_j = N ∩ ( g^{−1}(j), g^{−1}(j + 1) ] = { ⌊g^{−1}(j)⌋ + 1, ⌊g^{−1}(j)⌋ + 2, . . . , ⌊g^{−1}(j + 1)⌋ } . (4.3)

Since 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i

= 1 W (N) ⌊g(N)⌋∑

j=1 ∑ n∈K_j w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i + o_{N→∞}(1),

instead of (4.2) is suffices to show sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) ⌊g(N)⌋∑

j=1 ∑ n∈K_j w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_k|||h_k|||_{k+1} + o_{N→∞}(1). (4.4) Set V = W ∘ g^{−1}. According to Remark 4.5, V (t) has sub-exponential growth. In particular, lim_{N→∞} sup_{c∈[0,1]}^{V (N+c)}_{V (N)} = 1, which implies that lim N→∞ W (N) V (⌊g(N)⌋) = lim_{N→∞} V (g(N)) V (⌊g(N)⌋) = 1.

Therefore, (4.4) is equivalent to sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 V (⌊g(N)⌋) ⌊g(N)⌋∑

j=1 ∑ n∈K_j w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2 ⩽ C_k|||h_k|||_{k+1} +o_{N→∞}(1) which is implied by sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 V (N) N∑ j=1 ∑ n∈K_j w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_k|||h_k|||_{k+1} +o_{N→∞}(1) (4.5)

Define g_i(t) := f_i(g^{−1}(t)) for i = 1, . . . , k and note that g_k(t) = t. Also note that g_1, . . . , g_k, V belong to the same Hardy field. Indeed, from f_1, . . . , f_k, W ∈ H we conclude that g_1, . . . , g_k, V ∈ H ∘ g^{−1}, and according to [Bos81, Lemma 6.4] if g ∈ H with lim_{t→∞} g(t) = ∞ then H ∘ g^{−1} = {f ∘ g^{−1} : f ∈ H} is a Hardy field. Since |f_i(t)| ≪ f_k(t) for all i ⩽ k, there exists C ∈ N such that |f_i(t)| < Cf_k(t) for all t in some half-line [t_0, ∞). This implies that |f_i(n) − g_i(j)| < C for all n ∈ K_j and all but finitely many j ∈ N. In other words, for all but finitely many j ∈ N and all n ∈ K_j we have [f_i(n)] ∈ [g_i(j)] + {−C, . . . , C}. For every η = (η_1, . . . , η_k) ∈ {−C, . . . , C}^k define

K^{(η)}_j := {n ∈ K_j : [f_1(n)] = [g_1(j)] + η_1, . . . , [f_k(n)] = [g_k(j)] + η_k}.

Then, ⋃ η∈{−C,...,C}^k K (η) j = K_j. Therefore, to prove (4.5), it suffices to show that for every η = (η_1, . . . , η_k) ∈ {−C, . . . , C}^k we have

sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 V (N) N∑ j=1 ∑ n∈K^{(η)}_j w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[gi(j)]}T^{ηi} h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_{k,η}|||h_k|||_{k+1} + o_{N→∞}(1), (4.6) for some constants C_{k,η}. Note that |||h_k|||_{k+1} = |||T^{ηk} h_k|||_{k+1}. Moreover, the supremum over all functions h_1, . . . , h_{k−1} ∈ L^∞(X) with ‖h_i‖_L∞ ⩽ 1 is the same as the supremum over all functions T^{η1} h_1, . . . , T^{ηk−1} h_{k−1} ∈ L^∞(X) with ‖T^{ηi} h_i‖_L∞ ⩽ 1. This means that (4.6) holds if and only if for all h_k ∈ L^∞(X) we have

sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 V (N) N∑ j=1 ∑ n∈K^{(η)}_j w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[gi(j)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_{k,η}|||h_k|||_{k+1} + o_{N→∞}(1), (4.7) where the suprema are taken over all functions h_1, . . . , h_{k−1} ∈ L^∞(X) with ‖h_i‖_L∞ ⩽ 1 and all a ∈ ℓ^∞(N) with ‖a‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1. Define b ∈ ℓ^∞(N) as

b(j) := ∑ n∈K^{(η)}_j w(n)a(n) ∑ n∈K_j w(n) , ∀j ∈ N, and note that ‖b‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1 since ‖a‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1. Thus (4.7) becomes sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{b∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 V (N) N∑ j=1 b(j) ∑ n∈K_j w(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[gi(j)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_{k,η}|||h_k|||_{k+1} + o_{N→∞}(1). (4.8) Let v(n) := ΔV (n) = V (n + 1) − V (n). Pick y_j ∈ R such that ⌊g^{−1}(j)⌋ + 1 = g^{−1}(j + y_j) and observe that y_j → 0 as j → ∞ because g(t) = f_k(t) ≺ t. Then

W (⌊g^{−1}(j)⌋ + 1) v(j) = V (j + y_j) v(j) = V (j) v(j) + V (j + y_j) − V (j) V (j + 1) − V (j)

A straightforward application of the mean value theorem shows that^{V (j+yj )−V (j)}_{V (j+1)−V (j)} = O(y_j) and hence W (⌊g^{−1}(j)⌋ + 1) v(j) = V (j) v(j) + o_{j→∞}(1). (4.9)

A similar calculation shows W (⌊g^{−1}(j + 1)⌋ + 1) v(j) = V (j + 1) v(j) + o_{j→∞}(1). (4.10)

By invoking (4.3) and combining (4.9) and (4.10) we get ∑ n∈K_j w(n) v(j) = W (⌊g^{−1}(j + 1)⌋ + 1) − W (⌊g^{−1}(j)⌋ + 1) v(j) = V (j + 1) − V (j) v(j) + o_{j→∞}(1)

= 1 + o_{j→∞}(1).

Therefore (4.8) is equivalent to sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{b∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 V (N) N∑ j=1 b(j)v(j) k∏ i=1 T^{[gi(j)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_{k,η}|||h_k|||_{k+1} + o_{N→∞}(1). (4.11) Since g_k(t) = t, (4.11) follows from the hypothesis of the lemma once we have verified that g_1, . . . , g_k satisfy property (P) with W (t) replaced by V (t). In other words, it remains to show that for all f ∈ ∇-span(g_1, . . . , g_k) and p ∈ R[t] either |f(t) − p(t)| ≪ 1 or |f(t) − p(t)| ≻ log(V (t)). Since g_1, . . . , g_k have at most linear growth, all it’s derivatives are either asymptotically constant, or asymptotically negligible. Therefore, it suffices to show the property for f ∈ span(g_1, . . . , g_k) instead of f ∈ ∇-span(g_1, . . . , g_k). This follows readily from the fact that f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy property (P) and g_i = f_i ∘ g^{−1} and V = W ∘ g^{−1}.

For the inductive step in the proof of Theorem 4.3 we need the following version of van der Corput’s Lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let p_1, p_2, p_3, . . . be an eventually monotone sequence of positive real numbers. Let P_N := ∑_N n=1 p_n and assume lim N→∞ P_N = ∞ and lim_{N→∞} p_N P_N = 0.

Let H be a Hilbert space and, for every N ∈ N, let u_N : N → H be a sequence bounded in norm by 1. Then

lim sup N→∞ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 P_N N∑ n=1 p_nu_N (n) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

⩽ lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ | | | 1 H H∑ m=1 1 P_N N∑ n=1 p_n ⟨ u_N (n + m), u_N (n) ⟩ | | | . (4.12)

Proof. Pick N_1 < N_2 < N_3 < . . . ∈ N such that

lim sup N→∞ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 P_N N∑ n=1 p_nu_N (n) ‖ ‖ ‖ = lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n) ‖ ‖ ‖. By further refining the subsequence (N_k)_{k∈N} if necessary, we can also assume that for all m ∈ N the limit lim_{k→∞} 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ⟨ u_{Nk} (n + m), u_{Nk} (n) ⟩

exists. Then (4.12) follows if we can show lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

⩽ lim sup H→∞ lim_{k→∞} | | | | 1 H H∑ m=1 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ⟨ u_{Nk} (n + m), u_{Nk} (n) ⟩ | | | | . (4.13)

First, observe that ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n) − 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n + 1) ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n) − N_k+1∑

n=2 p_{n−1}u_{Nk} (n) ‖ ‖ ‖

⩽ 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=2 |p_n − p_{n−1}| + o_{k→∞}(1) Since p_n is monotonic, the latter quantity can be bounded by 1 P_{Nk} |p_{Nk} | + o_{k→∞}(1) = o_{k→∞}(1)

Iterating this observation and (Cesàro) averaging we deduce that, for any H ∈ N, lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n) − 1 H H∑ m=1 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n + m) ‖ ‖ ‖ = 0. In particular, lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 H H∑ m=1 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n + m) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . (4.14)

Using Jensen’s inequality and expanding the square on the right hand side of (4.14) leaves us with lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 H H∑ m=1 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n + m) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

⩽ lim_{k→∞} 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 H H∑ m=1 u_{Nk} (n + m) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

= 1 H^2 H∑ m_1,m_2=1 ( lim_{k→∞} 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ⟨ u_{Nk} (n + m_1), u_{Nk} (n + m_2) ⟩ )

= 1 H^2 ∑ 1⩽m_2<m_1⩽H 2 Re ( lim_{k→∞} 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ⟨ u_{Nk} (n + m_1), u_{Nk} (n + m_2) ⟩ ) + O ( 1 H )

= 1 H^2 ∑ 1⩽m_2<m_1⩽H 2 Re ( lim_{k→∞} 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ⟨ u_{Nk} (n + m_1 − m_2), u_{Nk} (n) ⟩ ) + O ( 1 H )

= Re ( 1 H H∑ m=1 2(H−m) H ( lim_{k→∞} 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ⟨ u_{Nk} (n + m), u_{Nk} (n) ⟩ )) + O ( 1 H )

⩽ | | | 1 H H∑ m=1 2(H−m) H ( lim_{k→∞} 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ⟨ u_{Nk} (n + m), u_{Nk} (n) ⟩ )| | | + O ( 1 H )

Since the function

Ψ(m) := lim_{k→∞} 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_n ⟨ u_{Nk} (n + m), u_{Nk} (n) ⟩

is positive definite, its uniform Cesàro average exists, meaning that for any (L_k)_{k∈N} , (M_k)_{k∈N} ⊂ N with M_k − L_k → ∞ as k → ∞ the limit lim_{k→∞} 1 M_k − L_k M_k−1∑

m=L_k Ψ(m)

exists and equals lim H→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 Ψ(m).

In particular, this means that lim H→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 2(H−m) H Ψ(m) = lim_{H→∞} 1 H H∑ m=1 Ψ(m). This shows that lim_{k→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 H H∑ m=1 1 P_{Nk} N_k∑

n=1 p_nu_{Nk} (n + m) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

⩽ lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ | | | 1 H H∑ m=1 1 P_N N∑ n=1 p_n ⟨ u_N (n + m), u_N (n) ⟩ | | | , which finishes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. We use induction on k. For the base case of this induction, which corresponds to k = 1, we have to show that for any invertible measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ), any h_1 ∈ L^∞(X), and any function f_1 ∈ H with |f_1(t)| ≪ t, we have sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n)T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_1|||h_1|||_2 + o_{N→∞}(1), (4.15)

where the supremum is taken over all a ∈ ℓ^∞(N) with ‖a‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1. In light of Lemma 4.4, we can assume without loss of generality that f_1(t) ∼ ct for some c > 0. Instead of taking the supremum in (4.15), it suffices to show that for any a_1, a_2, . . . ∈ ℓ^∞(N) with ‖a_N ‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1 we have ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n)T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_1|||h_1|||_2 + o_{N→∞}(1). (4.16)

Note that lim_{N→∞} w(N)/W (N) = 0 because W (t) has sub-exponential growth. By applying Lemma 4.6 with W (N) = P_N , w(n) = p_n, and u_N (n) = a_N (n)T^nh_1, we see that (4.16) follows if we can show

lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) a_N (n + m)a_N (n) ∫ T^{[f1(n+m)]−[f1(n)]}h_1 · h_1 dμ | | | ⩽ C1|||h1|||^2. (4.17)

Since f_1(t) ∼ ct, we have [f_1(n+m)]−[f_1(n)] ∈ [cm]+{−2, −1, 0, 1, 2} for all but finitely many n ∈ N. Define, for η ∈ {−2, −1, 0, 1, 2}, the set V_η := {n ∈ N : [f_1(n+m)]−[f_1(n)] = [cm]+η}. Then, since ⋃ η∈{−2,−1,0,1,2} Vη is co-finite in N, in place of (4.17) it suffices to show that for all η ∈ {−2, −1, 0, 1, 2}, lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) a_N (n + m)a_N (n)1_{Vη} (n) ∫ T^{[cm]+η}h_1 · h_1 dμ | | | ⩽ C_1 5 |||h_1|||^2. (4.18)

We can rewrite (4.18) as

lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | | ∫ T^{[cm]+η}h_1·h_1 dμ | | | | | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n + m)a_N (n)1_{Vη} (n) | | | ⩽ C_1 5 |||h_1|||^2, which is implied by lim H→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | ∫ T^{[cm]+η}h_1 · h_1 dμ | | | ⩽ C_1 5 |||h_1|||^2. (4.19)

To see why (4.19) holds, let r(m) := |{n ∈ N : [cn] + η = m}| and observe that lim H→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | ∫ T^{[cm]+η}h_1 · h_1 dμ | | | = lim_{H→∞} c H H∑ m=1 r(m) | | | ∫ T^mh_1 · h_1 dμ | | | . Since r(m) ⩽ 1 + c^{−1}, we have lim H→∞ c H H∑ m=1 r(m) | | ∫ T^mh_1 · h_1 dμ | | ⩽ (c + 1) ( lim H→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | ∫ T^mh_1 · h_1 dμ | | ) . But lim H→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | ∫ T^mh_1 · h_1 dμ | | | ⩽ |||h_1|||^2, by the definition of |||.|||_2, and so (4.19) holds with C_1 = 5(c + 1).

For the proof of the inductive step, assume Theorem 4.3 has already been proven for k − 1; we want to show sup h_1,...,h_{k−1} sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2

⩽ C_k|||h_k|||_{k+1} + o_{N→∞}(1). (4.20)

Again, in light of Lemma 4.4 we can assume f_k(t) ∼ ct for some c > 0, and instead of having the suprema sup_{h1,...,hk−1} and sup_{a∈ℓ}∞ in (4.20), it suffices to show that for any h_{1,N} , . . . , h_{k−1,N} ∈ L^∞(X) with ‖h_{i,N} ‖_L∞ ⩽ 1 and any a_N ∈ ℓ^∞(N) with ‖a_N ‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1 we have ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C_k|||h_k|||_{k+1} + o_{N→∞}(1), (4.21)

where, for convenience, we took h_{k,N} = h_k for all N ∈ N. We apply Lemma 4.6 once more, this time with u_N (n) = a_N (n) ∏_k i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} , and deduce that (4.21) holds if

lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n + m)a_N (n) ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n+m)]}h_{i,N} · T^{[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} dμ | | | | ⩽ C_k|||h_k|||^2_{k+1}. (4.22)

Next, we write (4.22) as

lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n + m)a_N (n) ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]−[f1(n)]} ( T^{[fi(n+m)]−[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} · h_{i,N} ) dμ | | | ⩽ C_k|||h_k|||^2_{k+1}. (4.23)

Define c_i := lim_{t→∞} f_i(t)/t. Then, arguing as above, we have [f_i(n + m)] − [f_i(n)] ∈ [c_im] + {−2, −1, 0, 1, 2}. Moreover,

[f_i(n)] − [f_1(n)] ∈ [f_i(n) − f_1(n)] + {−1, 0, 1}.

Thus, if we define for η = (η_1, . . . , η_k) ∈ {−2, −1, 0, 1, 2}^k and κ = (κ_1, . . . , κ_k) ∈ {−1, 0, 1} the set V_{η,κ} := {n ∈ N : [f_i(n + m)] − [f_i(n)] = [c_im] + η_i, [f_i(n)] − [f_1(n)] = [f_i(n) − f_1(n)] + κ_i},

then the union ⋃ η∈{−2,−1,0,1,2}^k ⋃ κ∈{−1,0,1}^k Vη,κ is co-finite in N. Therefore, to establish (4.23),

it suffices to show that for every η ∈ {−2, −1, 0, 1, 2}^k and κ ∈ {−1, 0, 1}^k we have

lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n + m)a_N (n)1_{Vη,κ} (n) ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)−f1(n)]+κi} ( T^{[cim]+ηi} h_{i,N} · h_{i,N} ) dμ | | | ⩽ C_k 5^k3^k |||h_k|||^2_{k+1}. (4.24)

Set f̃_{i−1}(t) := f_i(t) − f_1(t) and h̃_{i−1,m,N} := T^κi ( T^{[cim]+ηi} h_{i,N} · h_{i,N} ) , i = 2, . . . , k, and take ã_{m,N} (n) := a_N (n + m)a_N (n)1_{Vη,κ} (n). Then (4.24) is implied by

lim sup H→∞ lim sup N→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)ã_{m,N} (n) k−1∏ i=1 T^{[f̃i(n)]}h̃_{i,m,N} ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2 ⩽ C_k 5^k3^k |||h_k|||^2_{k+1}. (4.25) By the induction hypothesis, for each m ∈ N we have the estimate

lim sup N→∞ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)ã_{m,N} (n) k−1∏ i=1 T^{[f̃i(n)]}h̃_{i,m,N} ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2 ⩽ C_{k−1}|||T^{[ckm]+ηk} h_k · h_k|||_k. Hence, (4.25) follows from

lim sup H→∞ 1 H H∑ m=1 C_{k−1}|||T^{[ckm]+ηk} h_k · h_k|||_k ⩽ C_k 5^k3^k |||h_k|||^2_{k+1}, which holds for C_k := (c_k + 1)5^k3^kC_{k−1} and can be proved similarly to (4.19).

4.2. The general case of Theorem 4.2 The induction that we will use to prove Theorem 4.2 is similar to the PET-induction scheme utilized in [Ber87]. Given a function f ∈ H of polynomial growth, we call the smallest d ∈ N for which |f(t)| ≪ t^d the degree of f, and denote it by deg(f). Consider the relation f ∼_{PET} g if and only if deg f = deg g > deg(f − g) and note that ∼_{PET} defines an equivalence relation on H.

Now given a finite collection F = {f_1, . . . , f_k} of functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H, let d_{max} be a number that is bigger or equal than the degree of any function in F. Also, for each d ∈ {1, . . . , d_{max}}, let m_d denote the number of equivalence classes of the set {f ∈ F : deg(f) = d} with respect to the equivalence relation ∼_{PET}. The vector (m_1, . . . , m_{dmax} ) is called the characteristic vector of F. We order characteristic vectors by letting (m_1, . . . , m_{dmax} ) < (m̃_1, . . . , m̃_{dmax} ) if the maximum j for which m_j ≠ m̃_j satisfies m_j < m̃_j.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. We prove the theorem by induction on the characteristic vector of F = {f_1, . . . , f_k}. The case when d_{max} = 1 (i.e., all functions in F have degree 1) follows from Theorem 4.3. We can therefore assume that f_k has degree at least 2 and that the theorem has been proved for all families whose characteristic vector is strictly smaller than that of F.

After reordering, if necessary, we fall into one of the following two cases: either all functions in F are equivalent or f_1 ≁_{PET} f_k (while keeping |f_1(t)| ≪ . . . ≪ |f_k(t)|).

Our goal is to show

lim sup N→∞ sup h_1,...,h_{k−1}∈L^∞ sup_{a∈ℓ∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} = 0,

where the suprema are taken over all functions h_1, . . . , h_{k−1} ∈ L^∞(X) with ‖h_i‖_L∞ ⩽ 1 and all a ∈ ℓ^∞(N) with ‖a‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1. As we did in the proof of Theorem 4.3 in the previous subsection, instead of asking for the suprema over h_1, . . . , h_{k−1} and a, it suffices to show that for any h_{1,N} , . . . , h_{k−1,N} ∈ L^∞(X) with ‖h_{i,N} ‖_L∞ ⩽ 1 and any a_N ∈ ℓ^∞(N) with ‖a‖_ℓ∞ ⩽ 1 we have

lim sup N→∞ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2

= 0, (4.26)

where, for convenience, we took h_{k,N} = h_k for all N ∈ N. Then we use Lemma 4.6 with u_N (n) = a_N (n) ∏_k i=0 T^{[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} and conclude that in order to establish (4.26) it suffices to show that for every m ∈ N lim N→∞ | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n + m)a_N (n) ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n+m)]}h_{i,N} · T^{[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} dμ | | | = 0. (4.27)

Note that [f_i(n + m)] − [f_1(n)] = [f_i(n + m) − f_1(n)] + e_{i,n} where e_{i,n} ∈ {−1, 0, 1} and [f_i(n)] − [f_1(n)] = [f_i(n)−f_1(n)]+ẽ_{i,n} where ẽ_{i,n} ∈ {−1, 0, 1}. For each vector v = (v_1, . . . , v_k, ṽ_1, . . . ṽ_k) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}^{2k} , let A_v be the set of n’s for which (e_{1,n}, . . . , e_{k,n}, ẽ_{1,n}, . . . ẽ_{k,n}) = v. Since N = ⋃ v∈{−1,0,1}^{2k} Av, instead of (4.27) it suffices to show that for every v ∈ {−1, 0, 1} 2k

we have lim N→∞ | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n + m)a_N (n)1_{Av} (n) ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n+m)]}h_{i,N} · T^{[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} dμ | | | = 0. (4.28)

But for n ∈ A_v we have ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n+m)]}h_{i,N} · T^{[fi(n)]}h_{i,N} dμ

= ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n+m)]−[f1(n)]}h_{i,N} · T^{[fi(n)]−[f1(n)]}h_{i,N} dμ

= ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n+m)−f1(n)]+vi} h_{i,N} · T^{[fi(n)−f1(n)]+ṽi} h_{i,N} dμ. Hence (4.28) is the same as lim N→∞ | | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a_N (n + m)a_N (n)1_{Av} (n) ∫ k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n+m)−f1 (n)]+vi} h_{i,N} · T^{[fi(n)−f1(n)]+ṽi} h_{i,N} dμ | | | | = 0.

(4.29)

Now let

f̃_{i,m}(n) := f_i(n) − f_1(n) and h̃_{i,N} := T^ṽi h_{i,N} for each i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, and f̃_{k+i,m}(n) := f_i(n + m) − f_1(n) and h̃_{k+i,N} := T^vi h_{i,N} for each i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Also, set ã_N (n) := a_N (n + m)a_N (n)1_{Av} (n). With this notation, (4.29) can be written as lim N→∞ | | | 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)ã_N (n) ∫ 2k∏ i=1 T^{[f̃i,m(n)]}h̃_{i,N} dμ | | | = 0. (4.30)

Observe that |||h̃_{2k,N} |||_s = |||h_k|||_s = 0. Also, since |f_i(t)| ≪ |f_k(t)| for all i = 1, . . . , k − 1, it follows that |f̃_{i,m}(t)| ≪ |f̃_{2k,m}(t)| for all i = 1, . . . , 2k − 1. Moreover, since the degree of f_k is at least 2, the degree of f̃_{2k,m} is at least 1. Thus (4.30) will follow by induction after we show that the characteristic vector (m̃_1, . . . , m̃_ℓ) of F̃ = {f̃_{1,m}, . . . , f̃_{2k,m}} is strictly smaller than the characteristic vector (m_1, . . . , m_ℓ) of F = {f_1, . . . , f_k}.

Indeed, for each f_i which is not equivalent to f_1, the functions f̃_{i,m} and f̃_{k+i,m} are equivalent to each other. Moreover, if f_i(t) and f_j(t) are not equivalent to f_1(t), then f̃_{i,m} is equivalent to f̃_{j,m} if and only if f_i(t) is equivalent to f_j(t). Letting d be the degree of f_1(t), this shows that m̃_j = m_j for all j > d. Finally, if f_i(t) is equivalent to f_1(t), then both f_i(t) − f_1(t) and f_i(t + m) − f_1(t) have degree smaller than that of f_i(t). This shows that m̃_d < m_d. Therefore (m̃_1, . . . , m̃_ℓ) is strictly smaller than (m_1, . . . , m_ℓ) and we are done.

5. Proof of Theorem B

In this section we give the proof of Theorem B. The first step is to use Theorem 4.2, which was proved in the previous section, together with the structure theory of Host-Kra to reduce Theorem B to the following special case:

Theorem 5.1. Theorem B holds when (X, B, μ, T ) is an ergodic nilsystem.

A measure preserving system is called an s-step pro-nilsystem if it is (isomorphic in the category of measure preserving systems to) an inverse limit of s-step nilsystems. In other words, (X, B, μ, T ) is an s-step pro-nilsystem if there exist T -invariant σ-algebras B_1 ⊂ B_2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ B such that B = ⋃ B_n and for all n, the system (X, B_n, μ, T ) is isomorphic to an s-step nilsystem.

The following result from [HK05b] gives the relation between the uniformity seminorms and pro-nilsystems.

Theorem 5.2 ([HK05b]). Let (X, B, μ, T ) be an ergodic system. For each s ∈ N there exists a factor Z_s ⊂ B with the following properties:

1. The measure preserving system (X, Z_s, μ, T ) is an s-step pro-nilsystem; 2. a function h ∈ L^∞ is measurable with respect to Z_s if and only if it belongs to the set { h ∈ L^∞(X) : ∫ X h · h^′ dμ = 0 ∀h^′ ∈ L^∞(X, B, μ) with |||h^′|||_{s+1} = 0 } . Proof of Theorem B. Let H be a Hardy field, let f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H be of polynomial growth. Let W ∈ H be compatible with f_1, . . . , f_k, in the sense that Property (P) holds. Let (X, B, μ, T ) be an invertible measure preserving and let h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X) and A ∈ B with μ(A) > 0. Using a usual ergodic decomposition argument, we may assume without loss of generality that the system is ergodic.

If lim_{t→∞} f_i(t) is finite for some f_i, then neither condition of Theorem A holds so parts (iii) and (ii) hold vacuously. As every f_i ∈ H is eventually monotone, this also implies that [f_i(n)] is eventually constant, and hence part (i) holds if it holds when f_i is removed from {f_1, . . . , f_k}. Iterating this observation we may assume that lim_{t→∞} |f_i(t)| = ∞ for every i. A similar argument shows that we can assume that lim_{t→∞} |f_i(t) − f_j(t)| = ∞ for every i ≠ j.

Let s ∈ N be given by Theorem 4.2 and let Z_s be given by Theorem 5.2. In view of Theorems 4.2 and 5.2 we can assume that all the functions h_i are measurable in Z_s, which is equivalent to assuming that (X, B, μ, T ) is itself an s-step pro-nilsystem. Therefore there exists a sequence of σ-algebras B_1 ⊂ B_2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ B such that for each ℓ ∈ N the system (X, B_ℓ, μ, T ) is an ergodic nilsystem.

It now follows from Theorem 5.1 that the conclusions (i) and (ii) of Theorem B hold after replacing each h_i with E[h_i | B_ℓ], and that lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) ∫ X H_ℓ · T^{[f1(n)]}H_ℓ · · · T^{[fk(n)]}H_ℓ > 0

where H_ℓ = E [1_A | B_ℓ] and E[· | B_ℓ] denotes the conditional expectation on the σ-subalgebra B_ℓ. Since E [h_i | B_ℓ] → h_i and H_ℓ → 1_A in L^p for every p < ∞ as ℓ → ∞, we conclude that the conclusions of Theorem B also hold for h_1, . . . , h_k and A.

The rest of this section is devoted to proving Theorem 5.1.

Outline of the proof of Theorem 5.1: The first step in the proof of Theorem 5.1 is a reduction to the case when the nilmanifold X is of the form X = G/Γ for a connected and simply connected nilpotent Lie group G. These conditions on G ensure that the nilsystem is embedable into a flow (i.e. a R-action) on the same nilmanifold. This reduction is achieved at the price of losing ergodicity of the Z-action; nevertheless, the R-flow is ergodic. Then another reduction is performed, to avoid local obstructions.

These reductions allow us to reformulate Theorem 5.1 as a statement about uniform distribution of certain sequences in a nilmanifold, which we prove by drawing from recent results obtained in [Ric23].

5.1. Reducing to connected and simply connected groups

The first step in the proof of Theorem 5.1 is essentially a reduction to the case when X is a nilmanifold G/Γ where the corresponding nilpotent Lie group G is connected and simply connected. This is a somewhat technical and by now standard reduction but which is crucial in order to deal with the rounding function and to use the equidistribution results from [Ric23]. It turns out that the additional structure of nilsystems allow us to upgrade L^2 convergence into pointwise convergence. We now state this case of Theorem 5.1 as a separate theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H and let W ∈ H be any function with 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t and such that f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy Property (P). Then for any nilsystem (X, B_X , μ_X , T ), where X = G/Γ and G is connected and simply connected, we have:

(i) For any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ C(X) and x ∈ X the limit lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i(x)

exists.

(ii) If f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy condition (1) of Theorem A then for any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ C(X) and any x ∈ X lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i(x) = k∏ i=1 h^∗_i (x)

where h^∗_i (x) := lim_{N→∞}^1_N ∑_N n=1 h_i(T^nx).^8 (iii) If f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy condition (2) of Theorem A then for any A ∈ B with μ(A) > 0 we have lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) > 0. Proof of Theorem 5.1 assuming Theorem 5.3. Let (X, B_X , μ_X , T ) be an ergodic nilsystem.

In view of Proposition 2.1 we can represent X = G/Γ as a closed subsystem of another nilsystem (Z, B_Z , μ_Z , S) where Z = Ĝ/Γ̂ for a connected and simply connected nilpotent Lie group Ĝ which contains G as a closed and rational subgroup. Letting G̃ be the connected component of the identity in G and letting a ∈ G be such that T corresponds to left multiplication by a, we also have that G = a^ZG̃ and Ĝ = a^RG̃. If G = Ĝ then G is connected and simply connected and the desired conclusion follows directly from Theorem 5.3. From now on suppose that G ≠ Ĝ.

8Recall (e.g. from [AGH63]) that for a nilsystem (X, T ) and a continuous function h ∈ C(X) the limit limN→∞^1_N ∑_N n=1 h(T^nx) exists at every point x.

To establish parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem B for the nilsystem (X, B_X , μ_X , T ), it suffices to consider continuous functions h_i, for they are dense in L^2. By the Tietze-Urysohn extension theorem, any continuous function h ∈ C(X) can be extended to a continuous function on Z. The conclusions now follows directly from parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 5.3.

Before proving part (iii) of Theorem B for the nilsystem (X, B_X , μ_X , T ), we need some facts about the relation between X and Z. For every y ∈ X the set D := {t ∈ R : a^ty ∈ X} = {t ∈ R : a^t ∈ G} forms a closed subgroup of R. We can’t have D = R for this would imply G = Ĝ, so D must be discrete. Notice that D is also independent of y. Let c = min{t > 0 : t ∈ D}. Let R := S^c : X → X. Since 1 ∈ D, it follows that c =^1_m for some m ∈ N and hence R^m = T .

We claim that μ_Z =^1_c ∫_c 0 S^t_∗μ_X dt. Indeed, since T acts ergodically on X, then so does R.

Therefore the system (X, R) is uniquely ergodic and hence μ_X = lim_{N→∞}^1_N ∑_N n=1 δ_Rn_x. Since Ĝ = aRG̃ = ⋃_{t∈[0,1)} atG, we have Z = ⋃_{t∈[0,1)} StX and thus the flow (St)_{t∈R} on Z is transitive and hence uniquely ergodic. It follows that

μ_Z = lim_{N→∞} 1 N ∫_N 0 δ_St_x dt = lim_{N→∞} 1 N mN∑ n=1 ∫_c 0 δ_St_Rn_x dt =^1_c ∫_c 0 S^t_∗μ_X dt. Now, fix A ⊂ X with μ_X (A) > 0. Let B = ⋃ t∈[0,c) S tA. It follows that S^{−t}B ∩ X = A for every t ∈ [0, c) and hence μ_Z (B) = m ∫_c 0 μ_X (a^{−t}B) dt = μ_X (A) > 0. In view of part (iii) of Theorem 5.3 (and the choice of W ) applied to (Z, B_Z , μ_Z , S) we deduce that lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)μ_Z ( B ∩ S^{−[f1(n)]}B ∩ · · · ∩ S^{−[fk(n)]}B ) > 0 as long as the functions f_i satisfy either condition (2) or (1) of Theorem A. Since X is T invariant, for any n_1, . . . , n_k ∈ Z and any t ∈ [0, c) we have S^{−t} ( B ∩ S^{n1} B ∩ · · · ∩ S^{nk} B ) ∩ X = A ∩ T^{n1} A ∩ · · · ∩ T^{nk} A. Therefore, for every n ∈ N μ_Z ( B ∩ S^{−[f1(n)]}B∩ · · · ∩ S^{−[fk(n)]}B ) = 1 c ∫_c 0 μ_X ( S^{−t} ( B ∩ S^{−[f1(n)]}B ∩ · · · ∩ S^{−[fk(n)]}B )) dt = 1 c ∫_c 0 μ_X ( A ∩ S^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ · · · ∩ S^{−[fk(n)]}A ) dt = μ_X ( A ∩ S^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ · · · ∩ S^{−[fk(n)]}A ) and the desired conclusion follows.

5.2. Dealing with rational polynomials Next we perform another simplification, this time restricting the class of allowed functions f_i.

Theorem 5.4. Theorem 5.3 holds if we further assume that each function f_i satisfies the condition

If |f_i(t) − p(t)| → 0 for some p ∈ R[t] with p − p(0) ∈ Q[t], then p − p(0) ∈ Z[t]. (5.1)

To reduce Theorem 5.3 to Theorem 5.4 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let a(n) be a bounded sequence (of real or complex numbers, or vectors of a

Banach space), let R ∈ N and let H be a Hardy field, W ∈ H satisfying 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t and w := ΔW . Then lim N→∞ [ 1 W (RN) RN∑ n=1 w(n)a(n) − 1 R R−1∑ d=0 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(Rn + d) ] = 0.

Proof. Because W ∈ H, lim_{t→∞} W (t)/t exists and, because W (t) ≪ t, that limit is in [0, ∞). If it is nonzero, then L := lim^{W (Rt+d)}_{W (t)} = lim^{W (Rt+d)}_{Rt+d}^t_{W (t)}^{Rt+d}_t = R, and if lim W (t)/t = 0 then W (t)/t is eventually decreasing, so L ⩽ R. Since W is eventually increasing (because 1 ≺ W (t)) we have L ⩾ 1. Next it follows from L’Hôpital’s rule and the mean value theorem that w(Rt + d)/w(t) →^L_R .

We now have 1 W (RN) RN∑ n=1 w(n)a(n) = 1 + o(1) LW (N) R−1∑ d=0 N∑ n=1 w(Rn + d)a(Rn + d)

= R−1∑ d=0 1 + o(1) LW (N) N∑ n=1 L R w(n)a(Rn + d)

= 1 + o(1) R R−1∑ d=0 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)a(Rn + d).

Proof of Theorem 5.3 assuming Theorem 5.4. After reordering the f_i’s if necessary, we can assume that the functions f_1, . . . , f_m do not satisfy condition (5.1), whereas the functions f_{m+1}, . . . , f_k do. For each i = 1, . . . , m let p_i ∈ R[t] be such that p_i − p_i(0) ∈ Q[t] and |f_i(t) − p_i(t)| → 0. Let R be a common denominator for all the coefficients of all the polynomials p_i − p_i(0), for i = 1, . . . , m.

Observe that the polynomials p_{i,d} : t → p_i(Rt + d) − p_i(d) have integer coefficients for any fixed d ∈ N and any i ⩽ m. Therefore, for each d ∈ N and i ∈ {1, . . . , k} the function f_{i,d} : t → f_i(Rt + d) satisfies condition (5.1). Parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 5.3 now follow from Theorem 5.4 and Lemma 5.5.

Finally, we prove part (iii). Suppose that the functions f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy condition (2) of Theorem A and let q_1, . . . , q_ℓ ∈ Z[t] be jointly intersective and such that poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) ⊂ span^∗(q_1, . . . , q_ℓ). By the pigeonhole principle, for some d ∈ {0, . . . , R − 1} the polynomials q̃_i : t → q_i(Rt + d), i = 1, . . . , ℓ are jointly intersective. Therefore the functions f_{1,d}, . . . , f_{k,d} also satisfy condition (2) of Theorem A. Then using Lemma 5.5 and Theorem 5.4 we have lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)μ (_k ⋂ i=0 T^{−[fi(n)]}A )

⩾ 1 R lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)μ (_k ⋂ i=0 T^{−[fi,d(n)]}A ) > 0, where, to simplify the expression, we used f_0 = f_{0,d} ≡ 0.

5.3. Reduction to a statement about uniform distribution Thus far, we have reduced Theorem 5.1 to Theorem 5.4. Our next goal is to reduce Theorem 5.4 to the following result:

Theorem 5.6. Let G be a connected and simply connected nilpotent Lie group, let Γ ⊂ G be a uniform and discrete subgroup, let X = G/Γ, and let a ∈ G. Let f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H satisfying property (P) for some W ∈ H with 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t and property (5.1) from Theorem 5.4. Then there exists a Borel probability measure ν on X^k such that the sequence n → ( a^{[f1(n)]}, a^{[f2(n)]}, . . . , a^{[fk(n)]} ) Γ^k (5.2)

is uniformly distributed with respect to ν and W -averages.

Moreover, if condition (2) of Theorem A is satisfied then the point 1_Xk = 1_Gk Γ^k belongs to the support of ν, and if condition (1) of Theorem A is satisfied then ν is the Haar measure on the subnilmanifold Y^k ⊂ X^k, where Y = {a^nΓ : n ∈ Z}.

Proof of Theorem 5.4 assuming Theorem 5.6. Let G be a connected and simply connected nilpotent Lie group and let Γ ⊂ G be a uniform and discrete subgroup such that X = G/Γ and T : X → X is given by left multiplication by some element a ∈ G. Our goal is to show that (i) For any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ C(X) and x ∈ X the limit lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i(x)

exists.

(ii) If f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy condition (1) of Theorem A then for any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ C(X) and any x ∈ X lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) k∏ i=1 T^{[fi(n)]}h_i(x) = k∏ i=1 h^∗_i (x)

where h^∗_i (x) := lim_{N→∞}^1_N ∑_N n=1 h_i(T^nx).

(iii) If f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy condition (2) of Theorem A then for any A ∈ B with μ(A) > 0 we have lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)μ ( A ∩ T^{−[f1(n)]}A ∩ . . . ∩ T^{−[fk(n)]}A ) > 0. For each x ∈ X, let g_x ∈ G be such that x = g_xΓ. For any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ C(X) we have k∏ i=1 h_i ( a^{[fi(n)]}x ) = k∏ i=1 h_i ( g_x ( g^{−1}_x ag_x )_{[fi(n)]} Γ ) . Now let ν_x be the measure on X^k given by Theorem 5.6 with g^{−1}_x ag_x in the role of a and define H_x(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k) := h_1(g_xx_1)h_2(g_xx_2) · · · h_k(g_xx_k). We then have lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) k∏ i=1 h_i ( a^{[fi(n)]}x ) = ∫ X^k H_x dν_x. (5.3)

In particular, this proves part (i). To prove part (ii), suppose that condition (1) holds. Then ν_x is the Haar measure on Y^k_x , where Y_x = {g^{−1}_x a^ng_xΓ : n ∈ Z}. The Haar measure μ_{Yx} on Y_x can be described by ∫ Y_x h dμY^x = limN→∞ 1 N ∑_N n=1 f(g^{−1}_x a^ng_xΓ), and hence for each i = 1, . . . , k, ∫ Y_x h_i(g_xy) dμ_{Yx} (y) = lim_{N→∞} 1 N N∑ n=1 h_i(a^nx) = h^∗_i (x).

Therefore ∫ X^k H_x dν_x = k∏ i=1 ∫ Y_x h_i(g_xx_i) dμ_{Yx} (x_i) = k∏ i=1 h^∗_i (x). This together with (5.3) proves part (ii).

To prove part (iii) it is enough to show that for any continuous non-negative function h ∈ C(X) with ∫ X h dμ > 0 we have lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) ∫ X h(x) · k∏ i=1 h ( a^{[fi(n)]}x ) dμ_X (x) > 0.

In view of (5.3) and the dominated convergence theorem, it suffices to show that ∫ X h(x) ∫ X^k H_x dν_x dμ_X (x) > 0, (5.4)

where H_x is the same function as above, only with h_1 = . . . = h_k = h. Observe that if h(x) > 0 for some x ∈ X, then H_x(1_Gk Γ^k) = h(x)^k > 0. Since H_x is a continuous function and 1_Gk Γ^k is in the support of ν_x for every x ∈ X, it follows that whenever h(x) > 0, also ∫ X^k Hx dνx > 0. Since ∫ X h dμ_X > 0 we have that μ_X ({x ∈ X : h(x) > 0}) > 0, so (5.4) holds.

5.4. Removing the rounding function

Next, let us reduce Theorem 5.6 to a result that no longer involves the bracket function [.]: R → Z. Theorem 5.7. Let G be a connected and simply connected nilpotent Lie group, let Γ ⊂ G be a uniform and discrete subgroup, let b ∈ G and X = G/Γ. Let H be a Hardy field and let W ∈ H satisfy 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t. For any finite collection of functions f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H of polynomial growth satisfying property (P) and property (5.1) there exists a Borel probability measure ν on X^k such that the sequence x_n = ( b^{f1(n)}, . . . , b^{fk(n)} ) Γ^k is uniformly distributed with respect to ν and W -averages.

Moreover, if condition (2) of Theorem A is satisfied then the point 1_Xk = 1_Gk Γ^k belongs to the support of ν, and if condition (1) of Theorem A is satisfied then ν is the Haar measure on the subnilmanifold Y^k where Y ⊂ X is defined by Y = {b^tΓ : t ∈ R}.

Proof of Theorem 5.6 assuming Theorem 5.7. Let G̃ = G × R, let Γ̃ = Γ × Z, let X̃ = G̃/Γ̃ and let b = (a, 1) ∈ G̃. Let ρ(t) = t − [t] for t ∈ R and let π : X̃^k → X^k be the map π ( (g_1, t_1, . . . , g_k, t_k)Γ̃^k ) = (a^{−ρ(t1)}g_1, . . . , a^{−ρ(tk )}g_k)Γ^k. Observe that π is well defined (i.e., the choice of the co-set representative does not matter in the definition of π) and that π ( (b^{t1} , . . . , b^{tk} )Γ̃^k ) = (a^{[t1]}, . . . , a^{[tk ]})Γ^k for every t_1, . . . , t_k ∈ R.

However, we alert the reader that π is not a continuous map.

From Theorem 5.7 it follows that the sequence x_n := (b^{f1(n)}, b^{f2(n)}, . . . , b^{fk (n)})Γ̃^k is uniformly distributed with respect to ν̃ and W -averages, where ν̃ is some Borel probability measure on X̃k. We now consider two cases separately.

• Case I: the map π is ν̃-a.e. continuous.

In this case, for any H ∈ C(X^k) also H ∘ π is ν̃-a.e. continuous and hence, since H (( a^{[f1(n)]}, a^{[f2(n)]}, . . . , a^{[fk(n)]} ) Γ^k ) = H ∘ π(x_n), it follows that the sequence defined in (5.2) is uniformly distributed with respect to the pushforward ν := π_∗ν̃ and W -averages.

If condition (2) of Theorem A is satisfied then Theorem 5.7 also implies that the point 1_{X̃k} is in the support of ν̃. Since ρ is continuous at 0, the map π is continuous at 1_{X̃k} and, because ν = π_∗ν̃, it follows that the point 1_Xk = π(1_{X̃k} ) belongs to the support of ν. If condition (1) of Theorem A is satisfied then Theorem 5.7 also implies that ν̃ is the Haar measure on the subnilmanifold Ỹ^k where Ỹ ⊂ X̃ is defined by Ỹ = {b^tΓ : t ∈ R}. Since Y := {a^nΓ : n ∈ Z} satisfies Y^k = π(Ỹ^k) it follows that ν = π_∗ν̃ is the Haar measure on Y^k.

• Case II: π is not ν̃-a.e. continuous.

Then there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , k} such that the set D_i := {(g_1, t_1, . . . , g_k, t_k)Γ̃^k : {t_i} = 1/2} has ν̃(D_i) > 0, where {x} = x − ⌊x⌋ denotes the fractional part. After reordering we can assume μ(D_i) > 0 for i = 1, . . . , k_0 and μ(D_i) = 0 for i > k_0. Since the sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} is uniformly distributed with respect to W -averages and with respect to ν̃, it follows that for each i ⩽ k_0,

lim_{ε→0} d_W ({ n ∈ N : ‖ ‖f_i(n) −^1_2 ‖ ‖_T < ε} ) > 0, where ‖x‖_T = |x − [x]| is the distance to the closest integer. In view of Corollary 2.5, there exists a polynomial p_i ∈ Q[x] such that |f_i(n) − p_i(n)| → 0 as n → ∞. In view of property (5.1), for each i ⩽ k_0 we in fact have p_i(x) − p_i(0) ∈ Z[t]. This implies in particular that Case II is incompatible with condition (1) of Theorem A. It now follows that the sequence { p_i(n) } is constant and hence equals 1/2, and therefore the sequence { f_i(n) } converges to 1/2. This implies that all the accumulation points of the sequence (x_n)_{n∈N} lie inside D_i. Therefore ν̃(D_i) = 1 for all i ⩽ k_0. Hence supp ν̃ is a subset of D := ⋂_{k0} i=1 D_i. Since ν̃(D_i) = 0 for all i > k_0, it follows that the restriction of π to D is ν̃-a.e. continuous^9. Therefore, we now restrict our attention to D. Let y_n = (a^{f1(n)}, 1/2, . . . , a^{fk}0^{(n)}, 1/2, b^{fk}0^{+1(n)}, . . . , b^{fk (n)})Γ̃^k ∈ D ⊂ X̃^k and note that d(x_n, y_n) → 0 as n → ∞ outside of a set of zero density, where d is any compatible metric on X̃^k. It follows that (y_n)_{n∈N} is also uniformly distributed with respect to ν̃ and W -averages. Unfortunately, it is not necessarily the case that π(y_n) is getting close to ((a^{[f1(n)]}, . . . , a^{[fk(n)]})Γ^k) (see Example 5.8 below).

Since for every i ⩽ k_0, the function x → f_i(x)−p_i(x) is in H, it eventually stops changing sign. Recalling that p_i(n) − 1/2 is always an integer and ρ has only jump discontinuities at 1/2 + Z, we deduce that ρ(f_i(n)) = ρ(f_i(n) − p_i(n) + 1/2) converges as n → ∞ (to either 1/2 or −1/2). Let

c_i := ρ ( 1 2 ) − lim_{n→∞} ρ ( f_i(n) ) ∈ {−1, 0}. (5.5) To ease the notation, set c_i = 0 for all i > k_0. Let ψ : X̃^k → X^k be the map obtained by composing π with translation by the element (a^{c1} , . . . , a^{ck} ) ∈ G^k, and let ψ̃ = ψ|_D. We claim that the sequence (a^{[f1(n)]}, . . . , a^{[fk (n)]})Γ^k is uniformly distributed with respect to the measure ν := ψ̃_∗ν̃ and W -averages.

Since [f_i(n)] = f_i(n) − ρ(f_i(n)), in view of (5.5) after unraveling the definitions we have

9This may sound somewhat paradoxical since π is discontinuous at every point in D, but this is the same phenomenon exhibited by the map f : (x, y) → ⌊x⌋, which is discontinuous at every point in the vertical line L = {(0, y) : y ∈ R}, but whose restriction π|L is constant and hence continuous.

that lim_{n→∞} d (( a^{[f1(n)]}, . . . , a^{[fk (n)]} ) Γ^k, ψ̃(y_n) ) = 0. (5.6)

If H ∈ C(X^k), then H ∘ ψ̃ is ν̃-a.e. continuous, and therefore, from (5.6) and the fact that (y_n)_{n∈N} is uniformly distributed with respect to ν̃ and W -averages, we deduce that ∫ X^k H dν = ∫ D H ∘ ψ̃ dμ_Y = lim_{N→∞} 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)H(ψ̃(y_n))

= lim_{N→∞} 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n)H (( a^{[f1(n)]}, . . . , a^{[fk (n)]} ) Γ^k ) , which proves the claim.

Finally, if f_1, . . . , f_k satisfy condition (2) of Theorem A, then arguing as in Case I we see that the point 1_Gk Γ^k = 1_Xk belongs to the support of ν. Since we already saw above that, in Case II, condition (1) of Theorem A can not hold, this finishes the proof.

Example 5.8. Let f_1(n) = n, f_2(n) = n − 1/n, W (n) = n, [·] = ⌊·⌋, G/Γ = T = R/Z and a ∈ R\Q arbitrary. Then G̃ = R^2 , Γ̃ = Z^2 and π : T^4 → T^2 is given by π(x_1, t_1, x_2, t_2) = (x_1 − a{t_1}, x_2 − a{t_2}) and (b^{f1(n)}, b^{f2(n)})Z^4 equidistributes on Y = {(t, 0, t, 0) : t ∈ T}. In this case π is discontinuous on Y , so it falls into Case II of the proof. Indeed π_∗μ_Y is the Haar measure on the diagonal {(x, x) : x ∈ T} ⊂ T^2, but the sequence (⌊n⌋a, ⌊n − 1/n⌋a) is uniformly distributed on the set {(x, x − a) : x ∈ T} ⊂ T^2.

5.5. A Proof of Theorem 5.7

The purpose of this subsection is to give a proof of Theorem 5.7. For this proof, we need two of the main results from [Ric23].

Theorem 5.9 ([Ric23, Theorem E]). Let G be a connected and simply connected nilpotent Lie group, Γ a uniform and discrete subgroup of G, and H a Hardy field. Assume W ∈ H satisfies 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t and f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H satisfy property (P). Let v(n) := a^{f1(n)}_1 · . . . · a^{fk(n)}_k , ∀n ∈ N, where a_1, . . . , a_k ∈ G are commuting. Then there exist q ∈ N, a closed and connected subgroup H of G, and points x_0, x_1, . . . , x_{q−1} ∈ X such that Y_r := Hx_r is a closed sub-nilmanifold of X and (v(qn + r)Γ)_{n∈N} is uniformly distributed with respect to μ_{Yr} and W -averages for all r = 0, 1, . . . , q − 1. Given an element a in a simply connected nilpotent Lie group G we write dom(a) for the set of all t ∈ R for which a^t is a well defined element of the group. For example, a rational number r q with gcd(r, q) = 1 belongs to dom(a) if and only if there exists b ∈ G such that b^q = a^r. Since G is assumed to be simply connected, if such a b exists then it is unique. It also follows from the assumption of G being simply connected that dom(a) = R if and only if a ∈ G^∘.

Given a connected nilmanifold X = G/Γ, the maximal factor torus of X is the quotient [G^∘, G^∘]\X, where G^∘ is the identity component of G. We will use ϑ: X → [G^∘, G^∘]\X to denote the factor map from X onto [G^∘, G^∘]\X. Note that the maximal factor torus is the torus of maximal dimension that is a factor of the nilmanifold X.

Theorem 5.10 ([Ric23, Theorem D]). Let G be a simply connected nilpotent Lie group, Γ a uniform and discrete subgroup of G, and assume the nilmanifold X = G/Γ is connected. Let H be a Hardy field, W a function in H satisfying 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t, and f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H functions in H satisfying property (P). Consider v(n) := a^{f1(n)}_1 · . . . · a^{fk(n)}_k , ∀n ∈ N, where a_1, . . . , a_k ∈ G are commuting, and f_i(N) ⊂ dom(a_i) for all i = 1, . . . , k. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) the sequence (v(n)Γ)_{n∈N} is uniformly distributed with respect to W -averages in the nilmanifold X = G/Γ.

(ii) The sequence (ϑ(v(n)Γ))_{n∈N} is uniformly distributed with respect to W -averages in the maximal factor torus [G^∘, G^∘]\X.

We actually need the following corollary of Theorem 5.10.

Corollary 5.11. Let G be a simply connected nilpotent Lie group, let Γ ⊂ G be a uniform and discrete subgroup, and suppose X = G/Γ is connected. Let a_1, . . . , a_k ∈ G^∘ and b_1, . . . , b_l ∈ G have the property that any two elements in {a_1, . . . , a_k, b_1, . . . , b_l} commute. Let W ∈ H satisfy 1 ≺ W (t) ≪ t, and suppose g_1, . . . , g_m ∈ H have the following properties: (A) {g_1, . . . , g_m} satisfies Property (P);

(B) |g(t) − p(t)| → ∞ for any g ∈ span^∗(g_1, . . . , g_m) and p ∈ R[t]. Let λ_{1,1}, . . . , λ_{k,m} ∈ R, let p_1, . . . , p_l ∈ R[t], define φ_i(t_1, . . . , t_m) := ∑_m j=1 λ_{i,j}t_j, and assume that p_i(N) ⊂ dom(b_i) for all i ⩽ l and that the set { a^{φ1(t1 ,...,tm)} 1 · . . . · a^{φk(t1,...,tm)} k · b^{p1(n)}_1 · . . . · b^{pl(n)}_l Γ : t_1, . . . , t_m ∈ R, n ∈ Z } is dense in X.

Then the sequence ( a^{φ1(g1(n),...,gm(n))} 1 · . . . · a^{φk(g1(n),...,gm(n))} k · b^{p1(n)}_1 · . . . · b^{pl(n)}_l Γ ) n∈N is uniformly distributed in X with respect to W -averages.

Proof. According to Theorem 5.10 it suffices to show that the projection of the sequence ( a^{φ1(g1(n),...,gm(n))} 1 · . . . · a^{φk(g1(n),...,gm(n))} k · b^{p1(n)}_1 · . . . · b^{pl(n)}_l Γ ) n∈N onto the maximal factor torus [G^∘, G^∘]\X is uniformly distributed with respect to W -averages there. Since X = G/Γ is connected, we have that G^∘Γ = Γ. This implies (see [Lei05, Subsection 2.6]) that there exist e_1, . . . , e_s ∈ G^∘ and q_1, . . . , q_s ∈ Z[t] such that

b^{p1(n)}_1 · . . . · b^{pl(n)}_l Γ = e^{q1(n)}_1 · . . . · e^{qs(n)}_s Γ.

It thus suffices to show that the projection of the sequence ( a^{φ1(g1(n),...,gm(n))} 1 · . . . · a^{φk (g1(n),...,gm(n))} k · e^{q1(n)}_1 · . . . · e^{qs(n)}_s Γ ) n∈N (5.7) is uniformly distributed with respect to W -averages in the maximal factor torus [G^∘, G^∘]\X. Note that since X is connected, the embedding G^∘ → G descents to an isomorphism between the finite dimensional torus G^∘/([G^∘, G^∘]Γ) and the quotient [G^∘, G^∘]\X. The down-side of replacing b^{p1(n)}_1 · . . . · b^{pl(n)}_l Γ with e^{q1(n)}_1 · . . . · e^{qs(n)}_s Γ is that the e_is and a_js are not necessarily commuting. However, after projecting onto [G^∘, G^∘]\X, this doesn’t matter. On the flip side, the advantage of replacing b^{p1(n)}_1 · . . . · b^{pl(n)}_l Γ with e^{q1(n)}_1 · . . . · e^{qs(n)}_s Γ is that the action of the sequence (5.7) remains an action by translation when passed through the isomorphism that identifies [G^∘, G^∘]\X with G^∘/([G^∘, G^∘]Γ) because its generators a_1, . . . , a_k, e_1, . . . , e_s belong to G^∘. Working within translations on G^∘/([G^∘, G^∘]Γ) is convenient since it enables us to use uniform distribution results for finite dimensional tori from Section 2.

Finally, the fact that the projection of ( a^{φ1(g1(n),...,gm(n))} 1 · . . . · a^{φk (g1(n),...,gm(n))} k · e^{q1(n)}_1 · . . . · e^{qs(n)}_s Γ ) n∈N onto G^∘/([G^∘, G^∘]Γ) is uniformly distributed follows from the fact that the projection of the set { a^{φ1(t1,...,tm)} 1 · . . . · a^{φk(t1 ,...,tm)} k · e^{q1(n)}_1 , · . . . · e^{qs(n)}_s Γ : t_1, . . . , t_m ∈ R, n ∈ Z }

is dense, together with properties (A) and (B), the Weyl criterion and Lemma 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 5.7. Replacing X with the subnilmanifold {b^tΓ : t ∈ R} we may assume that the set {b^tΓ : t ∈ R} is dense in X.

It follows directly from Theorem 5.9 that there exist q ∈ N and connected sub-nilmanifolds Y_0, Y_1, . . . , Y_{q−1} of X^k such that for every r ∈ {0, 1, . . . , q − 1} the sequence (( b^{f1(qn+r)}, b^{f2(qn+r)}, . . . , b^{fk (qn+r)} ) Γ^k ) n∈N is uniformly distributed with respect to the Haar measure μ_{Yr} of Y_r and W -averages. Thus, if we set ν := (μ_{Y0} + . . . + μ_{Yq−1} )/q then it follows from Lemma 5.5 that the sequence (( b^{f1(n)}, . . . , b^{fk (n)} ) Γ^k ) n∈N is uniformly distributed with respect to ν and W -averages. This proves the first part of Theorem 5.7.

Next we prove that if condition (2) of Theorem A holds, then 1^k_X ∈ supp ν. Let q_1, . . . , q_ℓ ∈ Z[x] be jointly intersective polynomials such that poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) ⊂ span^∗(q_1, . . . , q_ℓ). We claim that there exists r ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1} such that the polynomials q̃_i : n → q_i(qn + r), i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, are jointly intersective. Indeed, since q_1, . . . , q_ℓ are jointly intersective, for any w ∈ N there exists n_w ∈ N such that q_i(n_w) ≡ 0 mod w! for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. By the pigeonhole principle, there exists r ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1} such that n_w ≡ r mod q for infinitely many w. With this choice of r, it follows that the polynomials q̃_1, . . . , q̃_ℓ have a common zero modulo w! for infinitely many w ∈ N. But this implies that q̃_1, . . . , q̃_ℓ have a common zero modulo any number, proving that they are jointly intersective. We shall show that 1_Xk ∈ Y_r.

Define, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the function f̃_i(t) := f_i(qt + r), and let P := poly(f̃_1, . . . , f̃_k). Observe that P ⊂ span^∗(q̃_1, . . . , q̃_ℓ). Applying Lemma 2.4 to f̃_1, . . . , f̃_k we find disjoint I, J ⊂ {1, . . . , k} with I ∪ J = {1, . . . , k}, {λ_{i,j} : i ∈ I, j ∈ J } ⊂ R, and {p_i : i ∈ I} ⊂ P such that conditions (a) and (b) of Lemma 2.4 are satisfied. After reordering f̃_1, . . . , f̃_k if necessary, we can assume that J = {1, . . . , l} and I = {l + 1, . . . , k} for some l ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k} (where l = 0 corresponds to the case J = ∅ and l = k to the case I = ∅). For i ∈ {l + 1, . . . , k} define

φ_i(t_1, . . . , t_l) = l∑ j=1 λ_{i,j} t_j and f^∗_i (t) = φ_i (~ f_1(t), . . . , f̃_l(t) ) + p_i(t)

and observe that |f_i(t) − f^∗_i (t)| → 0 as t → ∞. Therefore d (( b^{f̃1(n)}, . . . , b^{f̃k (n)} ) Γ^k, ( b^{f̃1(n)}, . . . , b^{f̃l(n)}, b^{f ∗l+1(n)}, . . . , b^{f ∗k (n)} ) Γ^k ) → 0 (5.8)

as n → ∞. Since the sequence ((b^{f̃1(n)}, . . . , b^{f̃k (n)})Γ^k)_{n∈N} is uniformly distributed with respect to μ_{Yr} and W -averages, it follows from (5.8) that the same is true for the sequence

(( b^{f̃1(n)}, . . . , b^{f̃l(n)}, b^{f ∗l+1(n)}, . . . , b^{f ∗}k^{(n)} ) Γ^k ) n∈N . In view of Corollary 5.11, we therefore must

have that Y_r = {y_{t,n} : t ∈ R^l , n ∈ N}, where for t = (t_1, . . . , t_l) ∈ R^l and n ∈ N we define y_{t,n} = ( b^{t1} , . . . , b^{tl} , b^{φl+1(t1,...,tl)+pl+1(n)}, . . . , b^{φk (t1,...,tl)+pk(n)} ) Γ^k. (5.9)

It now follows from [BLL08, Proposition 2.3] that the sequence (y_{0,n})_{n∈N} has 1_Xk as an accumulation point.

Finally, we assume that condition (1) of Theorem A holds. We will show that in this case Y_0 = X^k (and in particular q = 1). Following the same procedure as above but with r = 0, we conclude that Y_0 = {y_{t,n} : t ∈ R^l , n ∈ N} where y_{t,n} is given by (5.9).

We claim that for every fixed t ∈ R^l , the sequence (y_{t,n})_{n∈N} is dense in the set {b^{t1} Γ}×· · ·× {b^{tl} Γ} × X^{k−l}. Indeed, this follows from [Ric23, Corollary 1.7] together with condition (1) of Theorem A (which implies that any integer linear combination p of the polynomials p_{l+1}, . . . , p_k must satisfy p − p(0) /∈ Q[x]) and our assumption that {b^tΓ : t ∈ R} is dense in X. Therefore it follows that the set {y_{t,n} : t ∈ R^l , n ∈ N} is dense in X^k and hence that Y_0 = X^k as desired.

6. Open questions

In this section we collect some pertinent open questions and conjectures.

Let f_1, . . . , f_k be linearly independent functions of the form f_i(t) = a_1t^{c1} + · · · + a_dt^{cd} where a_i, c_i ∈ R, c_i > 0. If all the f_i are integer polynomials, then we know from [FK06] that for any totally ergodic system (X, B, μ, T ) and any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X), lim N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 T^{f1(n)}h_1 · . . . · T^{fk(n)}h_k = ∫ X h_1 dμ · . . . · ∫ X h_k dμ. (6.1)

On the other hand, if all the c_i are non-integers, then it follows from Example 1.13 that for any ergodic system (X, B, μ, T ) and any h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X), lim N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · . . . · T^{[fk(n)]}h_k = ∫ X h_1 dμ · . . . · ∫ X h_k dμ. (6.2)

The following conjecture expands on the above observations and is supported by multiple results and conjectures involving the notion of joint ergodicity, including [Fra15, Theorem 2.3], [Fra23, Theorem 1.7], [DKS21, Conjecture 1.5], [BB84], [BLS06].

Conjecture 6.1. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of the form f_i(t) = a_1t^{c1} + · · · + a_dt^{cd} where a_i, c_i ∈ R, c_i > 0. Let (X, B, μ, T_1, . . . , T_k) be a measure preserving system with k commuting (and invertible) measure-preserving transformations. Suppose

• for all h ∈ L^∞(X) and i ≠ j one has 1 N N∑ n=1 T^{[fi(n)]} i T^{−[fj (n)]} j h −−−−→ N→∞ ∫ X h dμ, where the convergence takes place in L^2(X).

• for all H ∈ L^∞(X^k) one has lim N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 ( T^{[f1(n)]} 1 × . . . × T^{[fk(n)]}_k ) H = ∫ X^k H dμ^k where the convergence takes place in L^2(X^k).

Then for all h_1, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X) we have lim N→∞ 1 N N∑ n=1 T^{[f1(n)]}

1 h_1 · . . . · T^{[fk(n)]}_k h_k = ∫ X h_1 dμ · . . . · ∫ X h_k dμ where the convergence takes place in L^2(X).

Remark 6.2. It may well be the case that Conjecture 6.1 is true for any functions f_1, . . . , f_k in a Hardy field H.

Conjecture 6.3. Let f_1, . . . , f_k be functions of polynomial growth from a Hardy field H, let W be a compatible weight, let (X, B, μ, T ) be an invertible measure preserving system, let h_0, . . . , h_k ∈ L^∞(X) and consider the multicorrelation sequence

α(n) := ∫ X h_0 · T^{[f1(n)]}h_1 · · · T^{[fk(n)]}h_k dμ.

Then there exists a nilmanifold Y = G/Γ, a continuous function F ∈ C(Y ), a point y ∈ Y and a_1, . . . , a_k ∈ G such that α(n) = F ( a^{[f1(n)]} 1 · · · a^{[fk(n)]}_k y ) + ν(n), n ∈ N where ν satisfies lim N→∞ 1 W (N) N∑ n=1 w(n) | |ν(n) | | = 0. Our notion of compatibility between a tuple of functions f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ H and a weight function W hinges on the Property (P). This relationship is necessary to prove Theorem B because of the reliance on the results from [Ric23]. However, it is possible that a weaker notion of compatibility is sufficient. Given a Hardy field H and f_1, . . . , f_k, W ∈ H we define the property Property (WP): For all f ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) and p ∈ R[t] either |f(t) − p(t)| ≪ 1 or |f(t) − p(t)| ≻ log(W (t)). Conjecture 6.4. Theorem B holds if Property (P) gets replaced with Property (WP).

We remark that Conjecture 6.4 implies Theorem 1.12.

Condition (2) in Theorem A is somewhat complicated. In a way this is inevitable if we want to allow families of jointly intersective polynomials. However, there is a simpler, more natural, and slightly weaker condition which might be sufficient to imply the conclusion.

Question 6.5. Can one replace condition (2) in Theorem A with the weaker assumption that the collection of polynomials

poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) ∩ Z[t] = { q ∈ Z[t] : ∃f ∈ span^∗(f_1, . . . , f_k) with lim_{t→∞} |f(t) − q(t)| = 0 }

is jointly intersective?

One of the motivations for this paper was to expand on our previous work from [BMR20] which revealed a new phenomenon pertaining to non-polynomial functions, say, from a Hardy field (see Theorem 1.6 above). As a corollary of Theorem 1.6, if f ∈ H and t^{ℓ−1} ≺ f(t) ≺ t^ℓ for some ℓ ∈ N, then for every E ⊂ N with d̄(E) > 0 the set

R = R_f := { n ∈ N : E ∩ ( E − ⌊ f(n) ⌋) ≠ ∅ } (6.3)

is thick, i.e. contains arbitrarily long intervals. This stands in contrast with the case when f is a polynomial, in which case R(A, f) is in general not thick, but is always syndetic, i.e. it has bounded gaps. This difference is all the more striking since syndeticity and thickness are complementary notions (a set is syndetic if and only if its complement is not thick). Regarding (6.3) we have a dichotomy:

R_f is { thick if t^{ℓ−1} ≺ f(t) ≺ t^ℓ for some ℓ ∈ N syndetic otherwise.

Corollary A4 in the Introduction implies that if f_1, . . . , f_k belong to a Hardy field and satisfy a “non-polynomiality condition” then the intersection R_{f1} ∩ · · · ∩ R_{fk} is thick. While we can not replace the condition with the more natural poly(f_1, . . . , f_k) = ∅, as shown in Example 1.19, there is an intermediate condition which might be sufficient.

Question 6.6. Does Corollary A4 still hold if ∇-span(f_1, . . . , f_k) is replaced with the set { c_1f^{(m1)}_1 (t) + . . . + c_kf^{(mk )}_k (t) : c_1, . . . , c_k ∈ Z, m_1, . . . , m_k ∈ N ∪ {0} } ? In particular, we don’t know if letting f_1(t) = t^{3/2} and f_2(t) = αt^{3/2} + t, where α ∈ R\Q , the intersection R_{f1} ∩ R_{f2} is thick.

References

[AGH63] L. Auslander, L. Green, and F. Hahn. Flows on homogeneous spaces. With the assistance of L. Markus and W. Massey, and an appendix by L. Greenberg. Annals of Mathematics Studies, No. 53. Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J., 1963, pp. vii+107. isbn: 9780691079639.

[BB84] D. Berend and V. Bergelson. “Jointly ergodic measure-preserving transformations”. In: Israel J. Math. 49.4 (1984), pp. 307–314.

doi: 10.1007/BF02760955.

[Bei+08] M. Beiglböck, V. Bergelson, N. Hindman, and D. Strauss. “Some new results in multiplicative and additive Ramsey theory”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 360.2 (2008), pp. 819–847.

doi: 10.1090/S0002-9947-07-04370-X.

[Ber87] V. Bergelson. “Ergodic Ramsey theory”. In: Logic and combinatorics (Arcata, Calif., 1985). Vol. 65. Contemp. Math. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1987, pp. 63–87.

doi: 10.1090/conm/065/891243.

[Ber96] V. Bergelson. “Ergodic Ramsey theory – an update”. In: Ergodic theory of Z^d actions (Warwick, 1993–1994). Vol. 228. London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1996, pp. 1–61.

doi: 10.1017/CBO9780511662812.002.

[BH09] V. Bergelson and I. J. Håland Knutson. “Weak mixing implies weak mixing of higher orders along tempered functions”. In: Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 29.5 (2009), pp. 1375–1416.

doi: 10.1017/S0143385708000862.

[BL96] V. Bergelson and A. Leibman. “Polynomial extensions of van der Waerden’s and Szemerédi’s theorems”. In: J. Amer. Math. Soc. 9.3 (1996), pp. 725–753.

doi: 10.1090/S0894-0347-96-00194-4.

[BLL08] V. Bergelson, A. Leibman, and E. Lesigne. “Intersective polynomials and the polynomial Szemerédi theorem”. In: Adv. Math. 219.1 (2008), pp. 369–388.

doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2008.05.008.

[BLS06] V. Bergelson, A. Leibman, and Y. Son. “Joint ergodicity along generalized linear functions”. In: Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 36.7 (2006), pp. 2044–2075.

doi: 10.1017/etds.2015.11.

[BMR20] V. Bergelson, J. Moreira, and F. K. Richter. “Single and multiple recurrence along non-polynomial sequences”. In: Adv. Math. 368 (2020), p. 107146.

doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2020.107146.

[Bos81] M. Boshernitzan. “An extension of Hardy’s class L of “orders of infinity””. In: J. Analyse Math. 39 (1981), pp. 235–255.

doi: 10.1007/BF02803337.

[Bos84] M. Boshernitzan. ““Orders of infinity” generated by difference equations”. In: Amer. J. Math. 106.5 (1984), pp. 1067–1089.

doi: 10.2307/2374273.

[Bos94] M. Boshernitzan. “Uniform distribution and Hardy fields”. In: J. Anal. Math. 62 (1994), pp. 225–240.

doi: 10.1007/BF02835955.

[CFH11] Q. Chu, N. Frantzikinakis, and B. Host. “Ergodic averages of commuting transformations with distinct degree polynomial iterates”. In: Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 102.5 (2011), pp. 801–842.

doi: 10.1112/plms/pdq037.

[CG90] L. J. Corwin and F. P. Greenleaf. Representations of nilpotent Lie groups and their applications. Part I. Vol. 18. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Basic theory and examples. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1990, pp. viii+269. isbn: 0-521-36034-X.

[DKS21] S. Donoso, A. Koutsogiannis, and W. Sun. “Seminorms for multiple averages along polynomials and applications to joint ergodicity”. In: Journal d’Analyse Mathématique (2021).

doi: 10.1007/s11854-021-0186-z.

[FK06] N. Frantzikinakis and B. Kra. “Ergodic averages for independent polynomials and applications”. In: J. London Math. Soc. (2) 74.1 (2006), pp. 131–142.

doi: 10.1112/S0024610706023374.

[Fra09] N. Frantzikinakis. “Equidistribution of sparse sequences on nilmanifolds”. In: J. Anal. Math. 109 (2009), pp. 353–395.

doi: 10.1007/s11854-009-0035-y.

[Fra10] N. Frantzikinakis. “Multiple recurrence and convergence for Hardy sequences of polynomial growth”. In: J. Anal. Math. 112 (2010), pp. 79–135.

doi: 10.1007/s11854-010-0026-z.

[Fra15] N. Frantzikinakis. “A multidimensional Szemerédi theorem for Hardy sequences of different growth”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 367.8 (2015), pp. 5653–5692.

doi: 10.1090/S0002-9947-2014-06275-2.

[Fra16] N. Frantzikinakis. “Some open problems on multiple ergodic averages”. In: Bull. Hellenic Math. Soc. 60 (2016), pp. 41–90.

doi: 10.1109/tac.2015.2392613.

[Fra23] N. Frantzikinakis. “Joint ergodicity of sequences”. In: Adv. Math. 417 (2023), Paper No. 108918, 63.

doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2023.108918.

[Fur77] H. Furstenberg. “Ergodic behavior of diagonal measures and a theorem of Szemerédi on arithmetic progressions”. In: J. Analyse Math. 31 (1977), pp. 204–256.

doi: 10.1007/BF02813304.

[FW09] N. Frantzikinakis and M. Wierdl. “A Hardy field extension of Szemerédi’s theorem”. In: Adv. Math. 222.1 (2009), pp. 1–43.

doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2009.03.017.

[Gra18] J. H. Grace. “Note on a Diophantine Approximation”. In: Proc. London Math. Soc. (2) 17 (1918), pp. 316–319.

doi: 10.1112/plms/s2-17.1.316.

[Har12] G. H. Hardy. “Properties of Logarithmico-Exponential Functions”. In: Proc. London Math. Soc. (2) 10 (1912), pp. 54–90.

doi: 10.1112/plms/s2-10.1.54.

[Har71] G. H. Hardy. Orders of infinity. The Infinitärcalcül of Paul du Bois-Reymond. Reprint of the 1910 edition, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics and Mathematical Physics, No. 12. Hafner Publishing Co., New York, 1971, pp. v+62.

[HK05a] B. Host and B. Kra. “Convergence of polynomial ergodic averages”. In: Israel J. Math. 149 (2005). Probability in mathematics, pp. 1–19.

doi: 10.1007/BF02772534.

[HK05b] B. Host and B. Kra. “Nonconventional ergodic averages and nilmanifolds”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 161.1 (2005), pp. 397–488.

doi: 10.4007/annals.2005.161.397.

[Kou18] A. Koutsogiannis. “Integer part polynomial correlation sequences”. In: Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 38.4 (2018), pp. 1525–1542.

doi: 10.1017/etds.2016.67.

[Lei05] A. Leibman. “Pointwise convergence of ergodic averages for polynomial sequences of translations on a nilmanifold”. In: Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 25.1 (2005), pp. 201–213.

doi: 10.1017/S0143385704000215.

[Lei06] A. Leibman. “Rational sub-nilmanifolds of a compact nilmanifold”. In: Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 26.3 (2006), pp. 787–798.

doi: 10.1017/S014338570500057X.

[Rag72] M. S. Raghunathan. Discrete subgroups of Lie groups. 1st ed. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, Band 68. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1972, pp. ix+227. isbn: 978-3-642-86428-5.

[Ric23] F. K. Richter. “Uniform distribution in nilmanifolds along functions from a Hardy field”. In: J. Analyse Math. 149 (2023), pp. 421–483.

doi: 10.1007/s11854-022-0253-0.

[Sze75] E. Szemerédi. “On sets of integers containing k elements in arithmetic progression”. eng. In: Acta Arithmetica 27.1 (1975), pp. 199–245.

url: http://eudml.org/doc/205339.

[Tsi23] K. Tsinas. “Joint ergodicity of Hardy field sequences”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 376 (2023), pp. 3191–3263.

doi: 10.1090/tran/8752.

[Wey16] H. Weyl. “Über die Gleichverteilung von Zahlen mod. Eins”. In: Math. Ann. 77.3 (1916), pp. 313–352.

doi: 10.1007/BF01475864.

Vitaly Bergelson The Ohio State University bergelson.1@osu.edu

Joel Moreira University of Warwick joel.moreira@warwick.ac.uk

Florian K. Richter École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne (EPFL) f.richter@epfl.ch