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Abstract

Generalized polynomials are mappings obtained from the conventional polynomials by
the use of operations of addition, multiplication and taking the integer part. Extending the
classical theorem of H. Weyl on equidistribution of polynomials, we show that a generalized
polynomial g(n) has the property that the sequence (¢(n)A)nez is well distributed mod 1
for all but countably many A € R if and only if ‘ lllin lg(n)| = oo for some (possibly empty)

n|—oo
set J having zero density in Z. We also prove anf/érsion of this theorem along the primes
(which may be viewed as an extension of classical results of I. Vinogradov and G. Rhin).
Finally, we utilize these results to obtain new examples of sets of recurrence and van der

Corput sets.

1 Introduction

The classical theorem of H. Weyl [W] states that if a polynomial f(¢) € R[t] has at least one co-
efficient, other than the constant term, irrational, then the sequence f(n),n =1,2,3,... is uni-
formly distributed mod 1 (u.d. mod 1) meaning that for any continuous function F' : [0,1] —

R, one has

1 e
i, ¢ R0} = /0 F(z)dr,

N—ooo N
n

where {-} denotes the fractional part. One can actually show that under the above assump-

tion the sequence f(n),n € Z, is well distributed mod1 (w.d. mod 1) meaning that for any
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continuous function F': [0,1] — R,

N

1
NlM—)ooN M Z )}):/0 F(ﬂ?)d:l?

(See [L] and [E1].)
A slightly less precise formulation of Weyl’s theorem states that for any polynomial f(t) € R[t]
with deg(f) > 1, the sequence (f(n)\)pez is w.d. mod 1 for all but countably many A € R.

Our goal in this paper is to extend this result to a wide family of generalized polynomials.

Generalized polynomials are mappings f : Z — R that can be informally described as functions
which are obtained from the conventional polynomials by the use of the operations of addition,
multiplication and taking the integer part [-]Ll (One gets, of course, the same family of func-
tions by using the fractional part {-}.) For example, the following functions are generalized

polynomials:
q1(n) = [an?]Bn, g¢2(n) = [V2n? + mn] + V3n([V17n +log 2)).

More formally, the class GP of generalized polynomials can be defined as follows (see [BLei].)
Let GF, denote the ring of polynomial mappings from Z to R and let GP = U2 (G P,,, where,
forn > 1,

GP,=GP,_1U{v+w|v,weGP,_1}U{vw |v,w € GP,_1} U{[v] | v € GP,_1}.

We would like to remark that, in principle, one should distinguish between generalized poly-
nomials as mappings and as formal expressions. Throughout the paper the term “generalized

polynomial” is used in both meanings, but it will be clear from the context what is meant.

While the conventional polynomials have a canonical representation of the form f(n) = azn® +
ap_1n* 1+ +a;n+ag, the generalized polynomials may be represented in a variety of ways,
each representation having its own advantages and disadvantages, depending on the situation
at hand.

As a rule, when dealing with generalized polynomials we will be tacitly assuming that they are
represented by algebraic formulas involving arithmetic operations and brackets [-], {-}. On some
occasions it is convenient to work with “piecewise” representations of generalized polynomials.

For example, a cumbersome-looking generalized polynomial
5
q(n) = [Qn — [ n]%] (V3 —V2)n+v2n

can be represented as

n m™m 2
an) = { £n7 }wni i f
’ = V5

! One can define vector-valued generalized polynomials ¢ : Z* — R' in a similar way.



We also mention in passing that any bounded generalized polynomial ¢(n) can be represented
as q(n) = f(T"xy), n € Z, where T is a translation on a nilmanifold X, zp € X and f : X - R

is a Riemann integrable function. (See |[BLei].)

Generalized polynomials may exhibit behavior which is quite different from that of conventional

polynomials. For example, the following generalized polynomial takes only two values:

0, {na} <1—{a}

u(n) =|(n+1)a] = [na] —[a] = { 1 {na} >1—{a}

Also, generalized polynomials may vanish on sets of positive density while growing to infinity

on other such sets (consider, for example, nu(n)).

Let us call a generalized polynomial ¢ : Z — R adequate if there exists (a potentially empty) set
J C Z having density Zerﬁ such that lim,¢ s |n—o0 [¢(1)] = 00. We will use the abbreviation
AGP for the set of all adequate generalized polynomials. Also, let us call a generalized poly-
nomial regular if for all but countably many A € R the sequence (g(n)\)nez is well-distributed

mod 1.

One of the main results of this paper is that the sought after generalization of Weyl’s theorem
holds for the adequate generalized polynomials.

Theorem A [Theorem B.] A generalized polynomial ¢ : Z — R is regular if and only if it is

adequate.

Remark 1.1 While adequate generalized polynomials have more similarities with the conven-
tional polynomials, they still may possess some unexpected features. We demonstrate this by

the following two examples.

1. Let q(n) = [V3n] — [V2n] = (V3 — v2)n — ({V/3n} — {V/2n}). Clearly q(n) € AGP and
it is mot hard to check that (unlike the conventional polynomials) q(n) is not eventually

monotone.

2. The set J which appears in the above definition of an adequate generalized polynomial
may be_non-trivial. For example, let qp(n) = |an||n*, where k € N, «a is a Liouville

numbm@ and || - || denotes the distance to the closest integer. Note that

o] = dist(z,Z) = {z}(1 = [2{z}]) + (1 - {z})[2{z}]

% The (natural, or asymptotic) density d(E) of a set E C Z is defined by

. |En{-N,-N+1,...,N—1,N}|
d(E):= 1
(B) := Jim_ 2N +1
if the limit exists.
3 A real number « is called a Liouville number if for every positive integer m, there are infinitely many pairs

of integers P, Q with @ > 1 such that |o — §| < QLm



is a generalized polynomial, so q, € GP. Let J = {n : ||an| < ﬁ} = {n:{an} <
ﬁ or{an} >1— ﬁ} Then the set J is infinite (since « is a Liouville number)

and has density zero. Moreover, forn & J, |qx(n)| > /|n|, so  lim  |gx(n)| = 00 and
o

né¢J,|n|—
thus qx(n) € AGP.

Here is a multidimensional version of Theorem A, which will be also proved in this paper:

Theorem B [cf. Theorem [A1] Let q,..., g be generalized polynomials. Then ¢y, ..., g are
adequate if and only if there exists a countable family of proper affine subspaces B; C RF such
that for any (A1,...,A\x) ¢ U B,

(Mai(n), ..., Aeqr(n))nez
is w.d. mod 1 in the k-dimensional torus T*.

Let P denote the set of primes. We regard ¢(p),p € P as the sequence (q(p,))neN, Where
(pn)nen is the sequence of primes in increasing order. It is known (see |[Rh]| and see also
Theorem 3.1 in [BKS]) that Weyl’s theorem holds along the primes. The following result
demonstrates that a similar phenomenon occurs in the context of generalized polynomials.
Theorem A’ [Theorem 53] Let g(n) € AGP. Then, for all but countably many A € R,
(¢(Pn)N)nen is u.d. mod 1.

We would like to notice that while in Theorem A we establish the well-distribution of the
sequence ¢q(n), Theorem A’ deals with the more classical notion of uniform distribution. The
reason for this is that the phenomenon of well-distribution just does not take place along
the primes. For example, one can show, with the help of Corollary 1.2 in [MPY], that for
any irrational o > 1 of finite type (being of finite type is a generic property), the sequence
(pna)nen cannot be well-distributed mod1. There are all the reasons to suspect that the

sequence (p,@)neN is not well-distributed mod 1 for any irrational a.
The above results allow one to obtain new applications to sets of recurrence in ergodic theory.

A set D C Z is called a set of recurrence if given any invertible measure preserving trans-
formation T on a probability space (X, B, ) and any set A € B with pu(A) > 0, there exists
d e D, d=#0, such that

w(ANT=4A) > 0.

(A detailed discussion of additional variants of the notion of the set of recurrence is given in
Subsection [6.11)

Given a class € of measure preserving systems (such as, say, translations on a d-dimensional
torus) we will say that a set D C Z is good for recurrence for systems of this class, or just
“good for € if for any system (X, B, i, T) belonging to % and any set A € B with u(A) > 0,
there exists d € D, d # 0, such that

w(ANT=4A) > 0.



Given a set £ C Z, the upper Banach density d*(E) is defined by

En{M+1,M+2,....N

(For E C N, d*(E) is defined similarly, under the assumption M > 1.)

The following theorem summarizes some known results about recurrence along (conventional)
polynomials (and follows from the results contained in [K-MF], [F2], [B] and [BLL] ):

Theorem 1.2 Let q(n) € Q[n] with ¢(Z) C Z and deg(q) > 1. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:
(i) q(n) is intersective, i.e. for any a € N, {q(n) :n € Z} NaZ # (.

(ii) {q(n) : n € Z} is good for any cyclic system (X,B,u,T), where X = Z/kZ, p is the

normalized counting measure on X, and Tx =z + 1 mod k.
(i1i) {q(n) :n € Z} is a set of recurrence.

(iv) {q(n) : n € Z} is a (uniform) averaging set of recurrence (or, more precisely, averaging
sequence of recurrence): for any measure preserving system (X, B, u, T) and any set A € B
with u(A) >0,

N-1
1
i —q(n)
N_ljl\/[m_mON_Mn;/lu(AﬂT A) > 0.
(v) For any E C Z with d*(E) > 0,
N-1
Jiminf n;/[d (EN(E —q(n))) > 0.

Extending Theorem to generalized polynomials (or at least to adequate generalized poly-
nomials) is a non-trivial problem. For example, in Subsection [6.3] we provide examples of
generalized polynomials ¢;(n),g2(n), g3(n) such that (1) {¢1(n) : n € Z} is good for any cyclic
system, but not good for translations on a one-dimensional torus T, (2) {g2(n) : n € Z} is good
for translations on T¢, but not on T and (3) {g3(n) : n € Z} is a set of recurrence but not
an averaging set of recurrence. We have, however, the following variant of Theorem for

adequate generalized polynomials.

Theorem C [cf. Corollary and Corollary [6.14] Let g(n) € AGP with ¢(Z) C Z. Then

the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) For any d € N, any translation 7" on T? and any ¢ > 0,

<n< N :|Tin)
oSS N T <)
N—oo N

0,

where ||z|| = dist(x,Z) = min |z — y|.
yeZ



(ii) For any d € N, any translation 7" on a torus T¢ equipped with a Haar measure u, and
any measurable set A C T¢ with p(A) > 0,

N-1
im — —q(n)
]\}1_13100 nZ:;) w(ANT A)>0

(iii) {¢(n) : n € Z} is a (uniform) averaging set of recurrence: for any probability measure
preserving system (X, B, u,T) and any A € B with u(A) > 0,

N-1
1
; —q(n)
N—ljlv[m—moN—Mn;JM(AmT A)>0.
(iv) For any E C Z with d*(E) > 0,
N—1
]\}I—%IEEO Nl n;/[d (EN(E —q(n))) > 0.

The following are examples of adequate generalized polynomials satisfying the condition (i) of

Theorem C (see the discussion after Remark [6.12] in Section [6] for more examples):

Example 1.3 (see Proposition [6.18])

1. q(n) = [ar(n)], where a # 0 and r(n) € Zn] with r(0) = 0.

2. q(n) = [r(n)], where r(n) € R[n] has two coefficients o, B, different from the constant
term, such that % ¢ Q.

The following result is a version of Theorem C for adequate generalized polynomials along the
primes.
Theorem D [cf. Corollary [616] Let g(n) € AGP with ¢(Z) C Z. Then the following

conditions are equivalent:

(i) For any d € N, for any translation 7" on a finite dimensional torus T? and for any e > 0,

< < . q(pn)
i L0 SN TEO) <]

0.
N—oo N

(ii) {q(p) : p € P} is an averaging set of recurrence for finite dimensional toral translations.

(iii) {q(p) : p € P} is an averaging set of recurrence: for any probability measure preserving
system (X, B, u,T) and any A € B with u(A) > 0,

1
s T E : —q(p)

peEP

where () is the number of primes < N.



(iv) For any F C N with d*(E) > 0,

N
o1 \
l}gggofﬁnéld (EN(E—q(pn))) >0.

The following are examples of adequate generalized polynomials satisfying the condition (i) of
Theorem D:

Example 1.4 (see Remark [6.20])

1. q(n) = [ar(n — 1)], where a # 0 and r(n) € Z[n] with r(0) = 0.

2. q(n) = [r(n)], where r(n) € R[n] has two coefficients o, B, different from the constant
term, such that 5 ¢ Q.

One can actually show that adequate generalized polynomials provide new examples of van der
Corput sets (this is a stronger notion than that of a set of recurrence - see the details in Section
[6).

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we present the preliminary material on
generalized polynomials (borrowed mainly from [Lei2]), which will be needed for the proofs in
subsequent sections. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem A. In Section 4 we deal
with generalizations of Theorem A. Section 5 is devoted to uniform distribution of generalized
polynomials along the primes. Finally, in Section 6 we establish some new results on sets of

recurrence and van der Corput sets.

2 Preliminary material on generalized polynomials

There are, essentially, only two known approaches to proving Weyl’s equidistribution theorem
which was discussed in the Introduction. The first approach is based on “differencing” technique
which boils down to what is called nowadays van der Corput trick (which states that if (z,,45 —
ZTp)nez is w.d. mod 1 for all h € N, then (z,)nez is w.d. mod 1). The second, dynamical,
approach is due to Furstenberg and is based on the fact that the so called skew-product systems

are uniquely ergodic (see [F1], Section 2, and [F2], Section 3.3).
While the task of proving Theorems A and B is quite a bit more challenging, there are basically

only two ways of meeting this challenge. One approach would consist of introducing for any
g € AGP a certain N-valued parameter v(g) (which coincides with the degree when g is
a conventional polynomial) and applying (appropriately modified and adjusted) differencing
technique as a method of reducing the parameter v(g). While such an approach works very well

for conventional polynomials, it becomes cumbersome and tedious when applied to generalized



polynomials. In this paper we preferred to choose an approach based on the canonical form of
generalized polynomials that was established by A. Leibman in [Lei2]. We then prove Theorems
A and B by utilizing some of Leibman’s results, which are partly based on the fact that
translations on nilmanifolds are uniquely ergodic on the ergodic components. This approach
to proving Theorems A and B may be viewed as a far-reaching extension of Furstenberg’s

dynamical method.

In this section, we will introduce the notion of basic generalized polynomials from [Lei2] and
present the results from [Lei2|, which state that (i) the basic generalized polynomials are jointly
equidistributed and (ii) any bounded generalized polynomial can be represented as a piecewise

polynomial function of these basic generalized polynomials.

2.1 Basic generalized polynomials

Let A = {ay,a9, - ,a;} be a finite ordered set with an order a; < a;+1 (1 <14 < k). Define a
well-ordered “index” set B(.A) in the following way:

We will define inductively sets L™(A) so that B(A) = U2 L™(A):
(0) Let LY(A) = A.
(1) Define L'(A) to be the set of all expressions of the form

v =[-[[ao, mica], maaa] - - - ], muey],

where [ > 0, m; € N and «; € A have the property that a1 < ag and a3 < ag < -+ < oy.
We extend the order from L°(A) to L'(A) as follows:

if ay € A, a9 € LY(A)\ A4, then oy < an
if (B1,71,m1) < (82,72, m2) lexicographically, then [y, m151] < [y2, m2B2].
More precisely, for
7 = [[ o [[OZ(], m1a1]7 mQOZQ] e ]7 mlOél] and Y2 = [[ ot [[507 nlﬁl]a ’I’LQﬁQ] e ]7 nkﬁk])

(i) if I =0 and k = 0, then 71,72 € A, so 11 < 72 < ap < fo
(i) if L =0 and k > 1 (respectively I > 1 and k = 0), then v; < 2 (respectively v2 < 71)
(iii) if I > 1,k > 1, we put

ap < B
Y1 <72 if ¢y = and 7] <

/ /
a; = Br,v) = Yo and my < ng,

where 7] = [[- - - [, mioa], mac] - - - |, my—1oq—1], ¥y = [[--- [[Bo,n1 1), n2B2] - - - |, ng—1Br—1]-



(2) Assuming that L™(A) has been defined, let L"*1(A) be the set of all expressions
Y= [ o [[Oé(),ml()él], T ],ml()él],

where | > 0, m; € N and «; € L"(A) have the property that oy < ag, a1 < ag < -+ < ay,
and a;41 < [+ [[ag, mia1], - - -], msay] for all i. Now extend the order from L™(A) to L"1(A)

similarly to the way it was done above for n = 0.
Finally put B(A) = U2 ,L"(A). Note that B(.A) is the minimal set containing all elements in

A and all expressions of the form [y, mf] with 8,7 € B(A), m € N such that 5 < ~ and either
v € Aory=[\kd with \,§ € B(A), k € N, 0 < 3, where the order < is defined as follows:

if a1 € A, a9 € B(A)\A, then oy < ag 2.1)
if (B1,71,m1) < (B2,72, m2) lexicographically, then [y1,m181] < [v2,m255].
Note that any a € B(.A) has the following representation:
a=[[---[60,m1d1], -], mudi], (2.2)

where my,...,m; € N and dy,...,0; € B(A) such that dy,d1 € A, §1 < g, 01 < 02 < -+ <
and 52'4_1 < [ e [[50,’171,151], i ],mlél] for all 3.

Example 2.1 Let A= {a,b,c} witha <b< c.
(1) LO(A) consists of a,b,c.

(2) The elements of L'(A)\ L°(A) are:
[b, mal, [c, ma], [c,mb] (m € N)
[[b, m1a], mab], [[c, mia], mab], [[b, m1a], mac], [[c, m1a], mac], [[c, m1b], mac] (m1, ma € N)

[[[b, m1a], mab], msc], [[[c, m1a], mab], msc| (M1, ma, m3 € N)

(3) Some new elements in L*(A) are:
[[b, ma],r[b,a]] (m >2,r € N)
[[c, mal],r[b, al], [[c, mb], r[b, a]], [[c, mb], r[c,a]] (m,r € N)

Note that the lists in (1), (2) and (3) above are given in ascending order. For example,
(1) ¢ < [b,ma] since c € A and [b,ma] € B(A)\A
(ii) [b,mia] < [c,mea] since b < ¢

(i1i) [c,mia] < [c,m2b] since a < b



We define now generalized polynomials v,,a € B(.A), in the variables x5, € A as follows:

T forae A
Vo =
v (o)™ for @ = [y, mf]

The generalized polynomials v, are called basic generalized polynomials. Given a well-ordered
system A and its index set B(A), the set P = P4 = {po € R[n] : a € A} is called a system of
polynomials and for 5 € B(A) we denote by vg(P) the function vg(pa(n) : o € A).

Example 2.2 Let A = {a,b,c} with a < b < c¢. Here are lists of some basic generalized

polynomials vy :
(1) a € LY(A): vy = g, vp = Tp, Ve = T

(2) o€ LY(A)\ LO(A):

Vibma] = T61%a}™; Viema) = Teda}™s Viemp) = Te{Tp}™

Vb, mralmat] = To8%at ™ {26}, Vlle,mial,mab] = TedTa} " H{Tb} ™2, Vipmialmed = To{Ta} " {1}

Vje;ma)mad) = Te{Ta} ™" {T ™, Vjemybmad = Telp ™ {zc )™
(

U[[[b,m1a],m2b],m3zc] = xb{xa}ml {xb}m2 {‘Tc}mg s V[[e,m1a],mab],msc] = xc{xa}ml {xb}m2 {xc}m3

(3) some examples for a € L*(A):
V(b,ma) rlb,a)] = ToiTa} " {zo{Ta}}"
Vlje;malrlb,a]] = TelTa} " {zp{Ta}}"
l[e.mb],rlbsa]] = Telmp} ™ {xp{Ta}}”
Vie;mb]rle,a]] = Ted@n} " {zc{za}t}”

Note, however, that z.{xp} and zp{zs}{zAxp}} are not basic generalized polynomials.

Example 2.3 For a system P4 with q.(n) = v/2n, q(n) = V/3n, q.(n) = V6n? and a < b < c
as in Example [2.2,

va(P) = V2n, vy (P) = V3n{V2n}, v an(P) = Ve {(VIn}*{V3n}

Theorem 2.4 (Theorem 0.1 in [Lei2|]) Let P = {q, : o € A} be a well-ordered system of
polynomials in Rin], Q-linearly independent modulo Q[n] —I—BH (that is, spang PN (Q[n]+R) =
{0}.) Then for any k € N and any distinct ai,...,a € B(A), (Va,(P),...,0q,(P)) is well-
distributed in [0,1]¥ meaning that for any continuous function F :[0,1]* — R one has

N
1
lim F({(va, (P)}, ..., {va, (P)}) = F(x)dx.
v 2 P @) (Pl = [P
n:M+l )
1Q[n] + R, a subspace of Q-vector space R[n], consists of polynomials ¢(n) = amn™ + - -+ + a1n + ao with
a; € Qfor 1 <i7<mandap € R.

10



Example 2.5 For the system of polynomial P4 in the above Example 2.3, the sequence
(Ua(P)a Ulb,a] (P)7 U[[¢,2a),3b] (P)) = (\/577,, \/gn{\/in}v \/6n2{\/§n}2{\/§n}3)

is well-distributed in [0, 1]3.

2.2 Leibman’s canonical representation of bounded generalized polynomials

In this section, we describe results from [Lei2] on a canonical form of bounded generalized

polynomials.

A pp-function (piecewise polynomial function) f on @ C R™ is a function such that @ can
k

be partitioned into finitely many subsets, @ = |J @Q; with the property that, for each i, Q; is
i=1

defined by a system of polynomial inequalities,

Qi={zeQ:¢i1(x)>0,...,0is(x)>0,91(x) >0,...,9%,(x)> 0},

where ¢; ;,1; ; are polynomials, and f|g, is a polynomial. We will retain the terminology of
[Lei2], where the polynomials ¢; ;,1; ; are called the conditions of f and the polynomials f|g,

are called the variants of f.

Example 2.6
xy, y>at o >yP
fle,y) =S a2 4+y—+3, y<a?
4, x <y’

is a pp-function on [0,1]2.

The complexity cmp(u) of (a representation of) a generalized polynomial u is defined in the

following way:

cmp(u) = 0 if u is a polynomial;

For example, cmp(p1{p2}) = 1, cmp(p1{{p2}+ps}) = 2, and cmp(p1 {{p2}+psHpa}+{ps}) = 3,
where p;(n) € R[n]. If f(z1,...,2,,) is a pp-function with conditions ¢; j, 1; ; and variants f;
and uq,...,u, are bounded generalized polynomials, then

cmp(f(ug, ... ,um)) =

max{cmp(d; j(u1, ..., Umn)), cmp(Y; j(ut, ..., up)),cmp(fi(ur, ..., up)) 1 <i<k1<j<s;}

11



For a natural number M € N and a system of polynomials P = {q, : a € A}, we write M 1P
for {M~1q, : a € A}. Slightly modifying terminology used in [Lei2] we say that a statement
S holds for a sufficiently divisible M if there exists My € N such that S holds whenever M is
divisible by M.

Theorem 2.7 (cf. Theorems 0.2 and 6.1 in [Lei2]) Letu be (a representation of ) a bounded
generalized polynomial over Z. Let R be the Q-algebra generated by the polynomials occurring
inu and let P = {qo : a € A} be a system of polynomials such that spangP + Q[n] + R D R.
If M € N is sufficiently divisible, then there exists an infinite subgroup A in Z such that for
any translate ' = ng + A of A, there exist distinct aq, ..., € B(A) and a pp-function f on
[0, 1]" with cmp(f({va} : o € B(A))) < emp(u) such that

ulpr = F({vay (M7EP)}, oo {ve, (MTEP)})|ar
Remark 2.8

1. (cf. Remarks after Theorem 0.2 in [Lei2]) The algebra R which appears in Theorem [2.7]

depends on the representation of u.

2. If f(z1,...,xk) is a pp-function with variants f1, ... fx, then each of f;({va; (M1P)}, ..., {va, (M~1P)})

s also a generalized polynomial.

3. The condition spangP + Q[n] + R D R can be replaced with the property that spang P +
Qn] + R contains the products of any ¢ polynomials occurring in w, where ¢ < cmp(u).
Thus we can pick P to be finite and Q-linearly independent modulo Q[n] + R.

4. Theorem [2.7] also holds for bounded generalized polynomials over Ze.

2.3 Representation of (unbounded) generalized polynomials

In this subsection we focus our attention on formulas representing elements of GP and AGP.
First, we note that any generalized polynomial g(n) can be represented (see for example Propo-
sition 3.4 in [BMCc]) as

k
g(n) = bi(n)n’, (2.3)
=0

where b;(n) is a bounded generalized polynomial for each i (0 < i < k).

It follows from [BLei] that one can write b;(n) = g;(T"xzo) (0 < i < k), where T is a trans-
lation on a nilmanifold X, g € X and ¢; : X — R are piecewise polynomial mappings.
This fact allows us to rewrite formula (23] in the following form which reveals the dynamical

underpinnings of the class GP:

q(n) = Z gi(T™zo)n'. (2.4)



Now, it follows from Theorem 27 that the (k + 1) tuple (bg(n),...,bg(n)), which appears in
formula (2.3]), can actually be written in a form which involves basic generalized polynomials.

More precisely, given bounded generalized polynomials by(n), ..., bx(n), we have

(i) a system of polynomials P = {p, : a € A} which is Q-linearly independent modulo
Q[n] + R,

(i) a1,...,0q € B(A),
(i) M € N,
(iv) a subgroup A = aZ C Z for some a € N,

such that for any translate A’ = aZ+b (0 < b < a—1), there exist pp-functions fo i ), . ,gb)

on [0, 1]' satisfying the formulas
k b '
dlaz+s(n) = > £ {va, (MTIP)}, . {va, (MT1P )Y, b=10,1,...,a— L. (2.5)
=0

Theorem 2.9 (Proposition 10.2 in [Lei2]) Let g(n) € GP. For the representation of q(n)
in the form (ZH), let Q be a subset of [0,1]" defined by a system of polynomial inequalities and
let Q' = {n € Z: ({va,(M71P)},... {va,(M7IP)}) € Q}. If for each b = 0,1,...,a — 1,
fi(b)\Q is non-zero for at least one i € {1,2,...,k}, then the sequence q(n),n € Q', tends to
infinity in density, that is, if d(Q') > 0, then for any A > 0, the set {n € P | |q(n)| < A} has

zero density.

Theorem 2.9 allows us to derive a useful corollary which provides a characterization of adequate

generalized polynomials.

Corollary 2.10 Suppose that ¢ € GP has a representation as in (Z.35) with a partition [0,1]! =
Uj=1 Qj such that

(i) each Q; is given by polynomial inequalities,

(i1) if (x1,...,21) € Qj, then fi(b)(xl,...,a:l) is a polynomial for any b =0,1,...,a — 1 and
any 1 =0,1,...,k.

Then q(n) € AGP if and only if, for each j, if d({n | ({vay (M IP)}, ... {va,(M~1P)}) €
Q;}) > 0, then for each b=0,1,...,a — 1, fl.(b) lg,# 0 for somei=1,2,...k.

We conclude this subsection with a short discussion of examples of adequate generalized poly-
nomials. Clearly, any conventional non-constant polynomial belongs to AGP. A more gen-

eral class of examples is provided by generalized polynomials for which in the representation
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(23) one of bj(n),7 = 1,2,...,k, attains only finitely many values in R\ {0}. Another class
of examples can be obtained as follows. Assume that if g(n) € GP has the property that
d({n : g¢(n) = 0}) = 0. Then for any ¢1 € AGP, q(n)qi(n) is also in AGP. Finally, we re-
mark that “generically” generalized polynomials of the form [[p(n)]q(n)] — [[¢(n)]p(n)] (or, say,
[p(n)q(n)]—[p(n)][g(n)]) belong to AGP. This principle is illustrated by the following example.

Example 2.11 Let ky, ko € N and let i, 8 be irrational numbers such that 1, a, 5 are rationally

independent.

(1) [apn®1+42) — [anh)[Bnk2) = a{Brk2}nk + Blan®t ik — {aBnki+R2} — {ank1}{Bnt2} €
AGP.

(2) [lan®t]an*2] — [[Bn*2]an™] = a{pn*2}n*t — B{an®}nb> — {[an™]fn*2} + {[Bn**]an™} €
AGP.

(3) llan™]Bn*2] — lan*1][Bn*2] = a{Bn*2}nMt — {[an®1]Bn"2} — {an™ }{Bn*2} € AGP.

(4) [aBnbr+h2] — [[an®)Bnke] = Bfan® k> + {aBnki+E2) — {[an®]Bnt?} € AGP.

2.4 Identities

Here we collect some identities from Section 5 in [Lei2], which we will need in the next section.

Below “x =1” means “x =y mod 17. Let u,uq,...,ur be any real numbers or functions.
{ug +ug + - +ur} ={ur} + {ua} + - + {ug}. (2.6)
For a > 0, if £ < {u} < min(%2,1) for some b=0,1,...,[d]
{a{u}} = a{u} -0 (2.7)
and if @ € N, ifgg {u} < % for some b=0,1,...,a—1
{au} = a{u} —b. (2.8)
1—{u} if{u}>0
{~u} = | (2.9)
0 if {u} =0.
k k
{JTHwid} = [ J{wi- (2.10)
i=1 i=1

14



k k k k
u1 H{uz} = H{Uz} - Zuj H{Uz} + Z Z qs H{Uz}, (2.11)
i=2 i=1 =2 i#j 1=2 Sc{l,...k} ¢S
1S|=1
where, for each S, 1 < |S| <k, g5 = £[[;cq -

In particular, we have for k = 2

ur{ug} = {ug Hua} — uo{ur} + uqug, (2.12)
and for £k =3
ur{us Hust = {ur Huo Hus} — uo{us Hus} — ug{us Hua} (2.13)
+ujug{us} + ujuz{ua} + uous{ui } — ujugus.
For any m with 1 < m < k, taking u; = ug = -+ = uy, in (ZI1]), we have for any M € Z
divisible by m
k
Mug{u " I s}
i=m-+1
k k k (2.14)
M M M
= H{Ui} T Z uj H{Ui} + ™ Z Z qs H{Ui}-
i=1 j=m4l iy 1=2 Sc{1,..k} ¢S

5=t

Notice that every term appearing on the right side in (2.14]), with the exception of the term
% Hle{u,-}, has complexity less than or equal to that of the term on the left side.

3 Proof of Theorem A

In this section, we will use the apparatus introduced in Section 2lin order to prove the following

result.

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem A from the introduction) A generalized polynomial q : Z — R

is reqular if and only if it is adequate.

3.1 Auxiliary lemmas

In this short subsection, we formulate and prove lemmas, which will be utilized throughout
Section Bl We begin with the following definition.
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Definition 3.2 Let P4 be a system of polynomials and E C B(A). A bounded generalized
polynomial q(n) is said to have a canonical pp-form with respect to B(A) \ E if the following
holds:

If M € N is sufficiently divisible, then there exist an infinite subgroup A of Z such that, for any
translate A’ of A, there exist a pp-function f(x1,...,x) and aq,...,a € B(A) \ E satisfying

ala(n) = f({va, (M7 P}, - {va, (M ™I P4)}).

If E =0, we will say that a bounded generalized polynomial ¢(n) has a canonical pp-form with
respect to B(A).

Lemma 3.3 Let P4 be a system of polynomials such that it is Q-linearly independent modulo
Q[n]+R and let v € B(A). Suppose that a bounded generalized polynomial uw(n) has a canonical
pp-form with respect to B(A) \ {v}. Then for any non-zero ¢ € Z,

cvy(P4)(n) + u(n)

is w.d. mod 1.

Proof:  Use identities (2.0]), (2.7), ([2.8) to get that for any M € N,
0, (Pa) = Mo, (M~ Pa) + u(n)

for some M’ € N and w(n) has a canonical pp-form with respect to B(A)\{~}. (If necessary,

we extend A to guarantee that w(n) has a canonical pp-form.)

Since u(n) has a canonical pp-form with respect to B(A) \ {7}, there are aq,...,a; € B(A)
with o; #£ v forall i =1,2,...,k, M € N, and an infinite subgroup A of Z with the property
that for any translate A’ of A, there exists a pp-function g(z1,...,zx) such that for n € A,

vy (Pa)(n) +u(n) = Moy (M1 Pg)(n) + g({va, (M TP}, ..., {va, (M P4)}) (mod 1).
Since P4 is Q-linearly independent modulo Q[n] + R,
(Moo (M7 PA),vay (MTIPA), ... Vo, (MT1Py))

is well-distributed in [0, 1]**! by Theorem 2.4l
Let F be an 1-periodic continuous function (so that fol Fx+g(yi,...,yx))dx = fol F(z)dx).
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‘We have

1 Na

oW o 2 FlenPam +ui)
1 oL 1 1 1
_ . ! — — —
= N2_1}\1;111_>00 N, N, n:NEIHF (eM'vy (M7 Pa)(n) + g({va, (M~ Pa)}, ..., {va, (M~ Pa)}))

1 1
:ﬁz/o /0 F(x+g9(y,...,uk)dedy; - - dyy
P A] 4
1 1 )
:ﬁz/o /0 F(m)d:ﬂdyl...dyk:/o Plo)do.
P A] 4
O

Lemma 3.4 Let Py be a system of polynomials with a well-ordered set A and the well-ordered
index set B(A). If as < ay for ai,as € B(A), then vo,{va, } = v for some o > ay.

Proof:  If a; € A, then va, {vay } = Vja;,a0]-
Otherwise, write vy, = vs,{vs, }""* - - {vs5,}", where 0p,01 € A, §1 < g, 01 < 02 < -+ <

and ;41 < [+ - [[00, m161],---],m;d;] for all i. Then vy, {va, } = vy for some v as following:

(1) If 05 < g, then v = [[[ - - [00, m101], - - - |, msds], cval.

(2) If ag = §; for some i > 1, then v = [[- - - [0, m161], -+, (mi + 1)&;], -+, msds].

(3) If §; < ag < 41 for i > 1, then v = [[- - - [do, m101], - -+, m0;i], @], Mg 10i41]y -+ -+ , Ms0s).
(4) If ag < 01, then v = [[[ - - [00, a2], m161], - - - |, ms0s).

3.2 Proof of Theorem [3.1]

Before embarking on the proof, we provide an illustrative example. (For brevity we write vg

for vg(P) for a system of polynomials P.)

Example 3.5 (Special case of Theorem A) Consider the following adequate polynomial:

q(n) = {V2n}n® + (V3{V2n} + {von* {VTn} H{VIIn* {VEn} {V11n* {VTn}} )n

+ (3{V2n} — {VEn2H{ VT {V11n?}). (3.

We will show that q(n) is regular.

Let a system of polynomials P4 consist of

Voy = V2n, Vog = Vn, Voy = Vion?, Uy = V1103
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with the order ayp < ag < ag < ay. Then we can write

2
Q(n) = Z fi({val }’ {UQQ }’ {Ua?, }7 {Ua4}’ {’U[ag,az} }7 {U[[a4,a3},[a4,a2ﬂ})ni

=1
+ fol{vas }s {vas }s {as }s {vau b5 {V[as,00) 1> {V]jas 8] fas,a0]] )

where

foa1, w0, 23, 4, w5, 26) = 1,  f1(x1, T2, 73, 24, 5, 76) = V321 + 2576,

f0($1,$2,$3,$4,$5,$6) = 31131 — T2X3T4.

Let ¢; = 1,¢0 = /3. Then c1,co are rationally independent and the set of coefficients of f1, f2

is a subset of spang{ci,ca}.

Let S be the set of all A € R such that {cj)\ni 17 =1,2,i =1,2}UPy is Q-linearly independent
modulo Q[n] + R. Note that the set S is co-countable. Fix X\ € S. Then

{a(n)A} = (Mn?{v2n}}
+{V3Aan{v2n}} + An{VER2 (VI VIR {VEn* V11 (VTn}}}} - (3.2)
+ (3{v2n} — (VB H{V T {V11n® )\

By Theorem [2.77, there is a system of polynomials Py such that
(i) it contains {c;An’:j=1,2,i =1,2} U Py,
(i) it is Q-linearly independent modulo Q[n] + R,
(111) {q(n)A\} has a canonical pp-form with respect to B(A’).
Indeed, let A = AU {as, 51, B2, 85}, where
(i) vas = V550°, v5, = An, vg, = V3An, v, = An?,
(i) a1 <ag <ag <oy <as<fr<PB2<pfs

We will explain now how to get a canonical form of {q(n)\}. Consider separately the following

component appearing in right hand side of (3.2):

(1) Vo {VIn} {11 {(Von? {v11n* {vTn}} }}
(2) {2 {V2n}} +{VB3an{v2n}} + (3{v2n} — {VBn® {VTn}{v1In’})A
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For (1), apply identity @I3) to the term An{v/5n2{v/Tn} HV11n3{/5n2H{V11n3{/Tn}}}:

= DnH{Ven2 (VT HVIIR3 {(Ven? H{V11n3 {VTn}}} (3.3a)
—VER2 (VT D H{V11R3 {VEn2 V1103 {(VTn} }} (3.3b)
— V1IR3 {VEn VT3 (VTn} H{n HV5n {VTn}} (3.3¢)
+ w(n), (3.3d)

where w(n) is the sum of terms with complezity < 5.

Then

(i) the expression (33d) can be rewritten as follows:
VIT (VBn2 {VIIn vV Tn} } A {VBEn2 (VTn)} = VIIn3{V5n2} () {VBn2{VTn} vV IIn* (vTn}}
= Yllllea,as),p1].las,az]],[aa,az2]]
Let v = [[[[aa, as], Bu]. [as, az]], [aa, az]].

(ii) the expression ([B.3a) {An}H{V5n?{VTn}HV11n3{V/5n2HV/11n3{\/Tn}}} can be written

as {vg, HVas,a0) HV[[aw,as],[an,as]] ) and S0 vy does not occur in this expression.

(iii) As for the expression ([B.3D), use the identity @I2) with u; = V5n?{V/Tn}{\n} and
uy = V113 {V/En2H{V11n2{/Tn}}. Then

ui{ug} = {us Huo} —ua{ur} +wiug
= (VB {(VTn} {An} HVIIn3 (VB0 H{VIIn* {VTn} }}
— V11 (Ve HV1In (VT HvBn? (VTn}{An}}
+ V55 (VT H{Von? HAn V1103 {Vn}}

= {V[jas,a2],61) HVllou 0], [an,00)) } — Vlffas,as),foa,as]l. [as,az),81]) T Vllllas,as)os],61],loa,02]]

Note that vy does not occur in this expression. In particular, in
vy = VI (Vi O HVEn {(Vn} H{VIIn  {VTn}},
the term An appears inside a single bracket {-}, whereas in the expression
Vl[[aa,es),[aa,az]],[[as,ae],B1]] = VI3 (V2 V11 (VT } H{Ven2 {(Vin}{\n}},

the term An appears inside a double bracket: {v/5n%{\/Tn}{\n}}, and so

Vllla,as], [ as]], [[as,az],81]] 7 Uy-

Also, the complexity of V([[(as,az],a3],61],[as.az2]] 8 Smaller than the complexity v, and so it

is not equal to v,
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(iv) Ezpression (2) {\n?{v/2n}}+ {3 \n{v2n}}+ (3{V2n} — {502 H{VTn}{V/11n3})\ and

expression w(n) in B.3d) have complexity <5, so vy does not occur in this expression.

So {q(n)A} = —{vy} + w'(n), where w'(n) has a pp-form with respect to B(A)\{v}. Now we
use Lemmal3.3 to conclude that g(n)X is w.d. mod 1.

Proof of Theorem B.Ik Suppose that g(n) is not adequate. Then there is L > 0 such that
the set {n € Z | |¢(n)| < L} has positive upper density:

N
1
IN + Z L—r,)(g(n)) =a>0.
N

n=—

d{n € Z|[lq(n)| < L}) = lim sup

Now take A > 0 such that A < 7 and let A =[0,a/4] U[l — a/4,1]. The Lebesgue measure of
A is a/2. On the other hand,

1 N N

IN +1 Z 1A({Q( ))‘}) = 2N1+1 Z 1(_L7L)(q(n)).

n—=— n——

By Corollary 0.25 in [BLei|, the limit of the expression on the left hand side of the above

formula exists and so we have

1 N
lim > 1a{gm)A}) > a
=—N

N—ooo 2N + 1

Thus there are uncountably many A such that ¢(n)A is not w.d. mod 1.

Now let us prove that if g(n) is adequate, then g(n)A is w.d. mod 1 for all but countably many
A

By Theorem 27| for any ¢ € GP, there exist

(1) a system of polynomials P4 = {p, : @ € A} which is Q-linearly independent modulo
Q[n] + R,

(2) Qy,...,0p € B(A)7
(3) M eN,
(4) an infinite subgroup A = aZ,

such that for any translate aZ +b, b =0,1,...,a — 1, there are pp-functions féb), l(b), cee Igb)

on [0, 1]' satisfying the formulas
|aZ+b Zf {qu IPA)}v"'7{Ual(M_1PA)})ni7 b:0717"'7a_ L.
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Without loss of generality, one can assume that A = Z, since if for some a € N, g(an + b)A
is w.d. mod 1 for all 0 < b < a — 1, then g(n)A is w.d. mod 1. Now consider a partition

Z = \J“, Z; such that lim ﬁ|ZZ N{L+1,...,N}| exists for all i. Let $£f),n € Z, be
N—-L—oo ' . .

an enumeration of Z; in ascending order: ng) < :Es_)H for all n. Then if q(:p@)A is w.d. mod 1

(b)

k aJ

for all ¢, then ¢(n)\ is w.d. mod 1. So one can assume that pp-functions féb), cee re

polynomials. Also, we will assume, for convenience, that M = 1 (this will simplify the notation

and will not affect the proof). So it is sufficient to consider the representation

k

a(n) =) fil{va, (PA)}, -, {va, (PP,

i=0
where fo,..., fr are polynomials. Note that, by Corollary 210 f; is a non-zero polynomial for
some ¢ > 1.

Let c¢1,...,cs € R be rationally independent and such that spangz{ci,...,cs} contains all the
coefficients of f; for 1 <7 < k. Let S C R be the set of all A such that the set

{eian' i1 <i<k1<j<s}UPy

is Q-linearly independent modulo Q[n] + R. Note that the complement of S is countable.
Then {g(n)A} is a sum of terms

{ac;an'{vg, (PA) Y™ - {vg,, (P4)}*"} (3.4)
and
fO({UOq (PA)}7 EERE) {UOél (PA)}))‘7

where a € Z\{0}, 1 < B2 < -+ < B, d1,...,d, € N and ¢ > 1. For brevity, we write vg for
vg(P4) in the remaining part of the proof.

By Theorem 2.7l one can find a system of polynomials Py D {c;An’:1<i<k,1<j<s}UPy
such that it is Q-linearly independent modulo Q[n] + R and {g(n)A} has a canonical pp-form
with respect to B(A').

Let us consider the expression W = c;An’{vg, }%* - - - {vg, }% (which is a part of formula (3.4))).

In view of Lemma [3.4] there are two possibilities:

(1) there is s with 1 < s < m such that c;A\n'{vg, }% - {vg, ,}%~1 = vg for some B’ € B(A')
and B < e, 50 e {ug, 0+~ {0, }*m = v {5, )% -~ {05, }*m with & < 5,

(2) there is v € B(A’) such that v, = cjAn'{vg, }% - - {vg,, }m

For case (2), a canonical form of {c;An'{vg, }% ---{vg, }9} is {v,}.
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For case (1), apply identity (2.14):

vg{vg, 1% - {vg, 1 = {vg Hoa, } % - {vg,, 1

- Z divﬁi{vﬁ’}{vﬁi }di_l H {'L)Bj }dj (3‘5)

s<j<m,ji

+ w(n),

where w(n) is the sum of terms with complexity lower than the complexity of the term

A m
ciani{vg, }4 - {vg, }4m =1 In the sum 3 | dyvg,{ve Hvg, 341 11 {vs, 14 |, consider
i=s s<j<m,ji
the term for ¢ = m:

dnvg, fvg} [T {vs 39 {vs, 3"
s<j<m—1

Since ' < By, by Lemma [3.4] we have vg, {vg'} = vgr for some 5" > B,,. Using Lemma [3.4]
again, we conclude that there is v, € B(A’) such that v,,, = vg, {vp} [« j<m_1{vs; 1 {vg, Jdm =L,
Let sp > s be the minimal natural number such that if ¢ > sg, then there is v; € B(A") such
that

Uy = Uﬁi{vﬁ’}{vﬁi}di_l H {Uﬁj }dj'

s<j<m,j#i
Let v = (W) be the maximum of all ; for all so < i < m.
Write « as in (2.2)):
v = [+ [60,m101],- -], mudy],

where mq,...,m; € N and &y, ...,d € B(A’) are such that dp,d1 € A, 61 < dp, 1 <o < --- <
0y and d;41 < [+ [[d0,m161],- -], m;0;] for all 4 = 1,2...,1 — 1. Note that there is a unique
i € {1,2,...,1} such that §; = 8’ and m; = 1. In this case we will say that ' is a principal
indez of .

Now let us consider the remaining terms in (3.0, that is, all the terms different from

m

d;— d;
> divg{opHos Y50 [T {vs, 3
i=s0 s<j<m gt

Notice that

(i) for so <i < m, {v,,} does not occur in the expression {vg Hvg, }% - {vg,, }om.

(ii) the complexity of w(n) is lower than the complexity of v., for sy <4 < m, and hence, by

Theorem 27, {v,} does not occur in a canonical form of w(n).
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(iii) for the expressions d;vg, {vg }{vg, }4~1 Hsgjgmdﬂ{vgj}dj with ¢ < so, one has

divs{vg Hos 3 T {vs, 3 = divg{on, 3% -+ {vg,}%, (3.6)

s<j<m,j#i
where 7ng,...,m € B(A"), no < m < -+ < n and dj,...,d, € N. Note that ' is a
principal index of n9. To get a canonical form for {d;v,,{vy, }% - - {v,, }%}, we need to
apply identity (Z.I4)) to the right side of (3.6]). In this way we will obtain terms v~ such
that 8’ is not a principal index of 4", terms with the complexity lower than the complexity
of vy, for 59 < ¢ < m, and terms which are products of closed terms?J each having the

complexity lower than the complexity of v,, for so < i < m. [See the treatment of formula

(3.3D) in Example B.5]

In this way we get a canonical pp-form with respect to B(A’) \ {7sy, - - -, Ym} for the remaining
terms in (3.5). Hence, for each of the expressions W = ¢;An‘{vg, }¥ - - - {vg, }¥ in the formula
(B4), there exists v = v(W) € B(A’) such that a canonical form of {c; \n*{vg, }% - {vg, }¥}
can be written as

r{vy} +3(n), (3.7)
where r € Z \ {0} and g(n) has a canonical pp-form with respect to B(A’) \ {~}.
Now consider those expressions of the form (B4]) which have the highest complexity. If W

is any of these expressions, there is v(W) € B(A’) as above. Let v, be the maximum of all
these y(W') and denote W, the expression corresponding to 7,. Our assumption on complexity
guarantees that if for some § € B(A’), {vg} satisfies cmp({vg}) = cmp({v,,}) and occurs in W
for W # W,, then vg # v,,. Then, {q(n)\} = r{v,,} + ¢(n), where r € Z\ {0} and ¢(n) has a
canonical pp-form with respect to B(A")\{7,}. Thus, by Lemma B3] ¢(n)\ is w.d. mod 1.

O

Remark 3.6
While for a general g(n) € AGP the problem of determining/describing all real X for which

(q(n)\)nez is w.d. mod 1 is hard, one can solve it completely in some special cases:

1. Let q(t) = at® + -+ + a1t + ap € R]t].

(a) q(n)X is w.d. mod 1 if and only if a;\ is irrational for some i =1,2,... k.

(b) If there are distinct i,j > 1 such that g—; ¢ Q, then [g(n)]\ is w.d. mod 1 if and only if
A Q.

(c) If q(n) = aqo(n) + B, where a ¢ Q, then [q(n)]\ is w.d. mod 1 if and only if 1,c, a\ is
rationally independent.

Note that 1(a) follows from Weyl’s Theorem. For 1(b) and 1(c), notice that [q(n)]A = q(n)\ —
Mgq(n)}. Then 1(b) and 1(c) follow from the fact that if q(t) € R[t] has an irrational coefficient

% a representation of generalized polynomial u is closed if v = {w} for some w € GP
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other than constant term, [q(n)|\ is w.d. mod 1 if and only if (g(n),q(n)A) is well distributed
in [0, 1]2.

The following additional examples are taken from [HI] and [HZ].

2. Let a be irrational. If o® ¢ Q, then [an]n) is w.d. mod 1 for any irrational X\, but if o® € Q,
then X\ & spang{1, a} is necessary and sufficient condition for [an]n\ to be w.d. mod 1.

3. If a,8 € R\ {0} and either a/B € Q or (a/B)? € Q then [an][Bn]\ is w.d. mod 1 for all
irrational . But if for some c € Qt, a/B = /c & Q, then X must be rationally independent
of 1,+/c for [an][Bn]|A to be w.d. mod 1.

4. For any k € N,k > 3, any ai,...,ar € R\{0} and any irrational X\, the sequence

[arn][aen] - - [agn]A is w.d. mod 1.

4 Two more generalizations of Theorem [3.1]

This section is devoted to generalizations and extensions of Theorem B.Il Among other things,
we will prove a multidimensional version of Theorem B.I] and formulate the multi-parameter

version of Theorem 1] which involves adequate generalized polynomials on Z¢.

4.1 A multidimensional form of Theorem [3.1]

The following result is an extension of Theorem B.I] and contains Theorem B as a special case.

Theorem 4.1 Letqy,...,qr, hi,...,hx € GP. Then q,...,qi are adequate if and only if there
exists a countable family of proper affine subspaces B; C RF such that for any (\i,...,\) ¢

UBi}
(Mq1(n) + hi(n), A2g2(n) + ha(n), ..., Akqr(n) + hi(n))

is w.d. mod 1 in the k-dimensional torus TF.

Proof: If one of ¢; is not adequate, then by Theorem [B.1] ¢;(n)\,n € N, is not w.d. mod 1

for uncountably many A.

In the other direction, suppose that ¢i,..., g, are adequate. By Theorem 2.7] for any general-
ized polynomials q1, . .., g, there exist (1) a system of polynomials P4 = {p, : @ € A} which is
Q-linearly independent modulo Q[n]+R, (2) aq,...,o; € B(A), (3) M € N and (4) an infinite
subgroup A C Z with the property that for any translate A’ of A there are pp-functions f;; on
[0,1]! such that

(i) gj(n) can be written as
k;
g (n) = fij({va, (M P}, .. {va, (M7 Pa) .
=0
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(ii) hj(n) has a canonical pp-form with respect to B(A).

As in the proof of Theorem [3.I) we can assume that A = Z and that all f;; are polynomials.
Let C be the set of all the coefficients of f;;. Let c1,..., ¢, € R be rationally independent and
satisfy spang{ci,...,cm} D C. Let S C R” be the set of all Ay, ..., A, such that the set

{Cil/\iQnig |1<ip <m,1<dp <k, 1 <43 <maxk;}UPy
J

is Q-linearly independent modulo Q[n] + R. Note that the complement of S is a countable

family of proper affine subspaces in R*. The rest of the proof is the same as that of Theorem

3.1
O

Corollary 4.2 Let q be an adequate generalized polynomial and let h € GP. Then for all but
countably many X\, (¢(n)A + h(n))nen is w.d. mod 1.

4.2 Generalized polynomials of several variables

In this paper we mainly deal with generalized polynomials on Z. However, the main notions

and results can be naturally extended to generalized polynomials on Z<.

A Folner sequence in Z% is a sequence (®y) of finite subsets of Z¢ such that for every n € Z¢,

We say that a mapping u : Z¢ — R is w.d. mod 1 if for any continuous function f on R/Z and
any Fglner sequence (®y),

Let us call a generalized polynomial ¢ : Z¢ — R adequate if for any A > 0, the set {n € Z% |
lg(n)| < A} has zero densityé

The following extension of Theorem B can be proved by an argument similar to the one which

was used in the proof of Theorem E.11

6 The density of the set £ C Z¢ is defined by
. 1 d
lim ———— |[EN{-N,---,N
g en gy BN NP

if the limit exists.
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Theorem 4.3 Let qi,...,qg hi,...,hi be generalized polynomials on Z%. Then qi,...,q are

adequate if and only if there exists a countable family of proper affine subspaces B; C RF such
that for any (\1,..., ) ¢ U B,

(A1q1(n) + hi(n), A2ga(n) + ha(n), ..., Akqr(n) + hi(n)),czd

is w.d. mod 1 in the k-dimensional torus T*.

5 Uniform distribution of sequences involving primes

In this section we will be concerned with the distribution of values of generalized polynomials
along the primes. Among other things, by utilizing a version of the W-trick from [GT], we will
derive Theorem A’ (see the introductory section) from Theorem Bl As in the Introduction, P
will denote the set of primes in N and we will write (¢(p))pep for (¢(pn))nen, where (pp)nen is
the sequence of primes in the increasing order. The following notation will be used throughout
this section. For N € N, P(N) =Pn{1,2,...,N}, #(N) =|P(N)|, R(N)={re{1,...,N}:
ged(r, N) =1} and ¢(N) = |R(N)].

The structure of this section is as follows. In Subsection [5.1] we will derive some results about
the distribution of values of generalized polynomials (including Theorem A’) with the help of
a technical result which is a variation on the theme of W-trick. The proof of this technical
results will be given in Subsection

5.1 Distribution of values of (¢(p))yep

It was shown in [BLei|, Corollary 0.26, that, for any generalized polynomial ¢ : Z — R,

N-1

: 1 2mig(n) :
N_l]l\/l[ll_mo N n;/[e exists. (5.1)

The following theorem (which will be proved in this section) is a P-analogue of (B.I)). For

convenience, we write e(x) for 27,

Theorem 5.1 Let g(n) be a generalized polynomial. Then

A}i_r)rloo ) Z e(q(p)) exists . (5.2)
pEP(N)
Corollary 5.2 Let Uy,...,U; be commuting unitary operators on a Hilbert space H and let

q1,---,qr be generalized polynomials Z — Z. Then for f € H

N
1
N Z U{ll(Pn) L. U]gk(pn)f
n=1
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converges m norm.

We also prove in this section the following P-version of Theorem [B.11

Theorem 5.3 Let q(n) € AGP. Then (q(p)\)pep is uniformly distributed (mod 1) for all but
countably many .

Remark 5.4 For a given adequate generalized polynomial q(n), the sets
S1={AeR: (¢(n)A)nen is u.d. mod 1} and Sy ={X € R: (¢(p)\)pep is u.d. mod 1}

are, in general, distinct.

For example, let q(n) = v/3n? + V/3{nv2} and \ = ﬁ Then q(n)A is w.d. mod 1, but
{a(p)A} € [3,1) for all p except p =2.

On the other hand, let g(n) = v2n* + (n — 2[in]) @(\/in — [v2n)) + @(\/in —[v/2n]). Note
that

V2nt + @{\/ﬁn} if n € 2Z

V2nt + \/5{\/571} ifne€2Z+1.

Then q(n)% is mot uniformly distributed mod 1 (indeed it is equidistributed with respect to

f(@) dw, where f(z) = 3 for @ € [0,3) and f(@) = § for = € [5,1)) but {a(p) L} = {v2p} for
p > 3, so it is uniformly distributed mod 1.

q(n) =

We also have the following result.

Theorem 5.5 Let q1,...,q; be adequate generalized polynomials and let hy, ..., hy be any gen-
eralized polynomials. Then there exists a countable family of proper affine subspaces B; such
that for any (M\1,..., ) ¢ UB; C R,

(M1 (p) + hi(p), A2g2(p) + h2(p), - - - s Aeqi(p) + hi(P))per
is u.d. mod 1 in the k-dimensional torus TF.

Before giving the proofs of Theorems 5.1 and B3], we formulate two technical lemmas. The
first of these lemmas is a classical result allowing one to replace the averages along primes with
the weighted averages involving “the modified von Mangoldt function” A’(n) = 1p(n)logn,

n € N1 The proof of the second lemma will be given in the next subsection.

"In the previous sections we used the notation A’ for translates of subgroups in Z. There should be, hopefully,

no confusion with the modified von Mangoldt function.
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Lemma 5.6 (see Lemma 1 in [FHK].) For any bounded sequence (v,) of vectors in a normed

vector space,

EYE D SRS SRR

pEP(N
Lemma 5.7 Let q(n) € GP. For e > 0, there is W € N such that for sufficiently large N,
T 1 N
/
W;A(n)e(qm)) " oW E%(:W)NEZ: qWn+r))| <e

Proof of Theorem [5.1] By Lemma [5.6] it is sufficient to show that the sequence

1 N
= = 3" M neg(n)
n=1

is a Cauchy sequence.

By Lemma [5.7] for given € > 0, we can find W such that if N is sufficiently large,

n=1 W) ramy IV ot

Note that for each W and r, §(n) = ¢(Wn + r) is a generalized polynomial, so by Corollary
0.26 in [BLei], + Zivzl e(q(Wn +r)) converges. Thus,

lim —e > ig: (Wn +
Noo (W) v 2 claWn )

reR(W) n=1

exists. Therefore, there is sufficiently large N such that if Ny, Ny > N, then

N3
Z Z (Wn+r)) L Z NiZe(q(Wn—l—r)) <€,
rER(W HW) reRW) 2 n=1

so |lan,w — an,w| < 3e. Now we can see that (a,)nen is a Cauchy sequence from the following
observation: for NW < M < (N + 1)W,

ap = NWan-i-% Z A'(n)e(q(n))

M
n=NW+1
M W log M
and |4 NE‘;VHA’(n)e(q(n)) < == since A'(k) < logk.
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Proof of Corollary By spectral theorem, without loss of generality, we can assume that
H = L*(X) for some measure space X and U, f(z) = ™% (®) f(z) for a.e. x € X, where o

are measurable real-valued functions on X. Then

Uq1(Pn) L. ng(pn)f(x) — 627T’i(q1(P7L)¢1(x)+"'+Qk(pn)¢k(x))f(x).

N

Note that by Theorem [(.1] the sequence 3 Z 2mi((a1(pr)é1 (@)t +ak(Pr)or(®)) £ (1) converges for
n=1

almost every x € X, so it converges in norm.

O

Proof of Theorem [5.3] Note that ¢(Wn + r) is adequate for any W € N and r =1,...,W.
Thus, there exists a countable set Ay, such that (¢(Wn+r)\)pen is u.d. mod 1 for A ¢ Ay,
Let A= me Aw,r. It is sufficient to show that if A ¢ A, then for any nonzero integer a,

—_ / f—
dm N ZA W =0

Again, by Lemma [5.7] for given € > 0, we can find W such that if N is sufficiently large,

| W 1 | XN
WZ_;A’(n)e(aq(n))\)—W Z NZ_: agq(Wn+r)\)| <e.

reR(W)

Since ¢(Wn 4+ r)A is u.d. mod 1, for sufficiently large N,

N
Z e(agq(Wn +r1)X)

< €,
so, for such NV,
1 NW

- /

N nZ::l AN (n)e(ag(n)A)| < 2e.
Hence

1 NW
—_— / = 1  — ! =
A}gnoo Z A(n )A) A}gnoo N nzz:l A (n)e(ag(n)A) = 0.

5.2 Proof of Lemma [5.7]

In this subsection we utilize a version of Green-Tao techniques from [Sun] to derive Lemma [5.7]
(see [Sunl, Proposition 3.2 and [BLeiS|, Lemma 7.4).

Let us recall first some basic notions and facts regarding nilmainfolds and nilrotations. (See

[Mal] and [BLei] for more details.) A nilmanifold X is a compact homogeneous space of a
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nilpotent Lie group G, that is, X = G/I" where I is a closed, co-compact subgroup of G. A

nilrotation of X is a translation by an element of G.

It is shown in [BLei| that any bounded generalized polynomial is “generated” by an ergodic
nilrotation. To give a precise formulation, we need the notion of piecewise polynomial mapping
on a nilmanifold. Given a connected nilmanifold X, there is a bijective coordinate mapping

1'is continuous. A mapping

7:X = [0, 1)k. While, in general, 7 may not be continuous, 7~
f: X — R'is called piecewise polynomial if the mapping f o 77! : [0,1)¥ — R! is piecewise
polynomial, that is, there exist a partition [0,1)* = L; U--- U L, and polynomial mappings
Pi,...,P.: R* — R! such that each L; is determined by a system of polynomial inequalities
and f o717 agrees with P; on L;. For a non-connected nilmanifold X, f is called piecewise

polynomial if it is a piecewise polynomial on every connected component of X.

Proposition 5.8 (cf. Theorem A in [BLei]) For any bounded generalized polynomial u :
Z — R, there is an ergodic Z-action i generated by a nilrotation on X, a piecewise polynomial
mapping f: X — R" and a point x € X such that

Nilmanifolds are characterized by the nilpotency class and the number of generators of G; for
any D, L € N there exists a universal, “free” nilmanifold Np 1, of nilpotency class D, with L
generators such that any nilmanifold of class < D and with < L generators is a factor of Np p.
A basic nilsequence is a sequence of the form n(n) = g(1)(n)z) where g is a continuous function
on a nilmanifold X, x € X and ¢ : Z — G is a nilrotation of X. We may always assume that
X = Np g, for some D and L; the minimal such D is said to be the nilpotency class of . Given
D,L € N and M > 0, we will denote by Lp 1, the set of basic nilsequences n(n) = g(¢(n)z)
where the function g € C(Np 1) is Lipschitz with constant M and |g| < M. (A smooth metric

on each nilmanifold NVp ;, is assumed to be chosen.)

Following [GT], for W,r € N we define Ay, .(n) = %A,(W’I’L-FT), n € N, where ¢ is the Euler

function, (W) = |R(W)|. By W we will denote the set of integers of the form W =[] »p,
peP(m)
m € N. It is proved in [GT] that “the W-tricked von Mangoldt sequences A’W’T are orthogonal

to nilsequences”:

Proposition 5.9 (cf. Proposition 10.2 from |[GT]) For any D,L € N and M > 0,
N

1
lim limsup sup ‘— wr(n) —n(n)| = 0.
i s s[5 Ao = 1500

-1
reR(W) "

To prove Lemma [5.7] we need to study the behavior of the following sequence:

1 N
(A () = De(a(Wn+ 1))
n=1
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We can write e(q(n)) = f(»(n)x), where 1 is an ergodic nilrotation and f is a Riemann-
integrable function with || f]|, < 1, so now we need to extend Proposition to this case.
In order to get this generalization, we will utilize a result on well-distribution of orbits of
nilrotations which was obtained in [Leil]. A sub-nilmanifold Y of X is a closed subset of X of
the form Y = Hz, where z € X and H is a closed subgroup of G. It is proven in [Leil] that

the sequence (¢(n)z) is well-distributed in a union of subnilmanifolds of X.

Proposition 5.10 (c.f. Theorem B in [Leill]) For a nilrotation ¢ on X and x € X, there

exist a connected closed subgroup H of G and points x1,xs, ...,z € X, not necessarily distinct,

such that the sets Y; = Hxj,j = 1,2,...,k, are closed sub-nilmanifolds of X, Orb(x) =
{(n)a},cq = Ué‘?:le, the sequence ¥(n)x,n € Z, cyclically visits the sets Y1,...,Yy and for
each j =1,2,...,k the sequence {1(j + nk)x}necz is well-distributed in Y;

Proposition 5.11 If f is Riemann-integrable with || f|| < 1, then

N

1
lim limsup su — ! S(n)—1 Wn+r)x)| =0. 5.3
§3, Imowp oup )\Nngl( () = DS @Wn +1)a) (5.3)

Proof:  Since f can be written as f = f; — fo +i(f3 — f1) with 0 < f; < 1, it is enough to
show (B3] for f with 0 < f < 1.

For any e > 0, one can find smooth functions g, g2 on X such that (i) 0 < g1 < f < go, (ii)
ij (92 — g1) dpj < € (recall that p; is the Haar measure on Yj for j = 1,2,...,k).

For W and r, write g1 w,(n) = g1(¢(Wn +r)x) and g2 w,(n) = g2((Wn + r)x). Note that

(A (n) = D f(Wn +r)z) < Ay, (n)gawr(n) — g1.wr(n)
= (Aw,(n) = Dgaw,r(n) + (g2,w.r(n) — grwyr(n)).

By Proposition [£5.9,
N

1
lim limsup sup |— ! +n)—=1)gawr(n)| =0.
“/‘/‘//SZVO N—o0 TER(W)‘NZ( W, ( ) ) ( )|

For given W and r, let a; = Wj +r (mod k) for 1 < j < k. Thus, p(W(kn +j) +r)z) € Yy,
for n € Z. Moreover, since H is connected, {¢)(W (kn + j) + )z }nez is well-distributed in Y, .

Hence,

n=1

N

1

_—_— N N _ <

]\}I_I}éo N 2:1(92,W,r(/<m +7) — gr,wr(kn +j)) /Ya.(gg 91) dpy,, <€,
n= j

8 A sequence (2, )nen is said to be well-distributed in Y; if for any open subset U of Y; with u;(0U) = 0
. 1
Nﬁl}l&nﬁw N M <n<N:z,eU} =p;(Y),

where p; is the Haar measure on Y;.
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and

N k N
. 1 1 . 1 . .
i ;(gsz,r(n) —gwe(n)) =+ ; R ;(92,W7r(/m +3J) = grwe(kn+j)) <e

Therefore,

o Ly

limsuplimsup sup — Z( war(n) = 1) f(e(Wn +r)r) <e

Wew N—oo reR(W) N n—1

W—o0

Similarly,

(A, (n) = Df @ (Wn +r)z) > (A, (n) — Dgrwr(n) = (92w (n) — g1war(n)),

=)
liminfliminf inf S gN (A, (n) = 1) f(¢(Wn +17)x) > —€
WeW Nosoo reR(W) N Wir -
W—o0 n=

Hence,

N
1
lim limsup sup ‘— (A, (n) = 1) f(p(Wn +r)x)| = 0.
WM//E%\Q N—oo reR(W) anz:l W

Now we are in position to prove Lemma [5.71

Proof of Lemma 5.7 By Proposition 5.7l for any ¢ > 0, we can choose W € W such that
for any r € R(W) and for large enough N,

<€,

1 N
N Z( %/V,r(n) —1e(qWn+r))
n=1

and so
1 & R €
N ;A (Wn+1r)e(q(Wn+r)) — N o) ; elqWn +1))| < S
Note that A'(Wn +r) =0 if r ¢ R(W). Thus, we have
| MW 1 | X
N Z AN (n)e(q(n)) — 07 Z N Z e(q(Wn+r))| <e.
n=1 reR(W) " n=1
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6 Recurrence along adequate generalized polynomials

6.1 Sets of recurrence

In this subsection we prove Theorems D and E and also establish new results about the so
called van der Corput sets (see Definition [6.2) and FCT sets (see Definition [6.6]).

First, we will recall some relevant definitions. As before, we will find it convenient to use the
following notation: e(z) = > ||z|| = dist(x,Z), and [M,N] = {M,M +1,...,N}.

Definition 6.1 A set D C Z 1is

1. a set of recurrence if given any invertible measure preserving transformation T on a
probability space (X, B, u) and any set A € B with u(A) > 0, there exists d € D,d # 0,
such that

w(ANT=1A) > 0.

2. a set of strong recurrence if given any invertible measure preserving transformation
T on a probability space (X, B, 1) and any set A € B with u(A) > 0, we have

limsup p(ANT A) > 0.
deD,|d|— oo

3. an averaging set of recurrence if given any invertible measure preserving transforma-

tion T on a probability space (X, B, p) and any set A € B with u(A) > 0, we have

1
limsup ————— ANT4A) > 0.
DA, 2 )

4. a set of nice recurrence if given any invertible measure preserving transformation T

on a probability space (X, B, 1), any set A € B with p(A) > 0 and any € > 0, we have
ANTA) > p2(4) - e
for infinitely many d € D.

Definition 6.2 A set D C Z\{0} is a van der Corput set (vdC set) if for any sequence

(Un)neN of complex numbers of modulus 1 such that

N
. 1 _
Vd € D, ]\}1_{%0 N E Up+dUy =0

n=1

we have
1 N
NI nz_l Un = 0.
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Remark 6.3 In this definition, we assume u,1q =0 if n+d < 0. Alternatively, one can work

with bi-infinite sequence (up)nez instead of (un)neNn and use the averages Wlﬂ Zivz_N instead

N
Of % Zn:l :

The following theorem provides a convenient spectral characterization of van der Corput sets
and motivates the introduction of the notion of FCT sets in Definition below

Theorem 6.4 (cf. Theorem 1.8 in [BLes|)
Let D C Z\{0}. The following statements are equivalent:

1. D is a van der Corput set.
2. If o is a positive measure on T such that 6(d) =0 for all d € D, then o({0}) = 0.

3. If o is a positive measure on T such that 6(d) =0 for all d € D, then o is continuous.

Remark 6.5 The equivalence of statements of 2 and 3 follows from the fact that a translation
of a measure does not change the modulus of its Fourier coefficients: For a measure o and
2o €T, let o'(E) = 0(E — x0). Then o'(n) = e>™%05(n).

Definition 6.6 (cf. Definitions 2, 7, and 11 in [BLesd])

1. An infinite set D of integers is a FC™ set if any positive finite measure o on the torus

T = [0,1) with lim|g_,e0 gep 6(d) = 0 is continuous.

2. An infinite set D of integers is a nice FCT set if for any positive finite measure o on
the torus T =[0,1),
o({0}) < limsup |5(d)|.
|d|—o00,deD

3. An infinite set D of integers is a density FC™ set if every positive finite measure o on
the torus T =[0,1) such that

1
lim ———— 16:(d)| = 0
N [DA =N, N]| deD%_:N v

18 continuous.

Remark 6.7

1. (cf. Theorem 1.8 and Propositions 3.5, 3.7, 3.9 in [BLed]) It is known that if D is a van
der Corput set, a FC™T set, a nice FCT set and a density FC™T set respectively, then it is
a set of recurrence, a set of strong recurrence, a set of nice recurrence and an averaging

set of recurrence respectively.
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2. (cf. Theorem 2.1 and Question 1 in [BLes]) If D is a FC* set, then it is a van der
Corput set. However, it is not known whether there exists a van der Corput set which is
not a FCT set.

3. D= (P—-1)JAN + 1) is a nice FCT set, but not a density FCt set. (This gives a

negative answer to Question 7 in [BLes|.)

The following result provides a criterion for a set to be a FC™" set, which is a generalization of
Propositions 1.19, 2.11 from [BLes| and Lemma 4.1 from [BKMST].

Proposition 6.8 Let D C Z. Suppose that A is a countable subset in T (we use the natural
identification T = [0,1)) and satisfies

1. A= Uzozl Ay with Ay C Agiq and |Ag| < 0.

2. For any k € N and € > 0, there exists a sequence (by)neN with b, € D and |b,| T 0o such
that

(i) ||bpall < € for any a € Ay and for any n € N
(ii) (bnT)nen s u.d. mod 1 for any x ¢ A

Then D is a nice FCT set. Moreover, if {b, : n € N} can be chosen so that, in addition to (i)
and (i), it has positive upper density in D meaning that

by,:ncNYN[-N,N
msup b7 €N} [N V)

> 0, 6.1
S D A N, N (6.1)

then D is a density FC™T set.

Proof: Note that condition 2(77) implies that 0 € A. In order to prove that D is a nice FC*

set, we need to show that, for any positive finite measure o on T = [0, 1),

o({0}) < limsup |6(d)].
deD,|d|—oo

By condition 1, for any € > 0, we can find Ay such that o0(Ax) > 0(A)—e. By condition 2, there
exists a sequence (by)nen such that ||byal| < 5= for all a € Ay, and (b, %)nen is u.d. mod 1 for
any = ¢ A.

Define fy(x) = %:i:l e(bpx). Then A}i_r)noofN(x) =0if z € A® and lijrvnjélop|fN(x) —1] <eif
x € Aj. Since A is countable, we can choose a subsequence (N;);jen such that N&igloo In; ()
exists for every € A, and hence for every x € [0,1). Let f(x) := Niigloo fn;(x). Note that
0<|f(x)| <1 forall xand f(z) =0 for x € T\A.
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By the dominated convergence theorem,

1
/ f(z Nll_n)loo N; ; /T e(bpx)do = N%linoo F Z (6.2)
Note that f(x) =0 for x € T\ A. Denoting By, = A\ A, we have
x)do| = f(z)do + f(z) da—l—/ f(z)do
Ay By T\A
~|[ @ [ swaol 2| [ swae| - [ 1swiao
> 0(Ag) — o(By) — ea(Ay), (6.3)
since
F(@)do| > / 1do — / 1= f(2)]do > o(Ay) — co(Ap).
Ay A Ay

Also we have

limsup |6(d)| > limsup |6(b,)|

deD,|d|—o0 n—o0
N 1 Nj
> limsup — o(by)| > | im — a(by)| - 6.4
mswp 321006, 2 | Jim -3 () (6.4)

From formulas (6.2]), (6.3) and (6.4]), we get

o(Ay) — o(By) — eo(Ag) < limsup |5(d)|.
deD,|d| o0

Since Ay C Ag41, A =J Ax and By, = A\ A, klim o(Ag) = o(A) and klim o(By) = 0. Since €
— 00 —00

can be taken to be arbitrarily small, we have

o({0}) < o(4) < limsup [5(d)].
deD,|d|—o0

It remains to show that, under the condition (6.I]), D is a density FC* set. In view of Remark

it is enough to show that if a positive finite measure ¢ on T satisfies
1
lim —————— 5(d)| =
NS%e [D [N, N]| 2. @) =0,
deDN[—N,N]
then o({0}) = 0.

Since {b,} has positive upper density in D, for some sequence (NN;);jen we have



Now we utilize the same argument as above and get, from ([6.2)) and (6.3]),
o0(Ag) — o(Bg) —eo(Ag) <O0.

Taking k — oo and € — 0, we get o({0}) = 0.
O

Remark 6.9 Proposition[6.8 is a generalization of Proposition 1.19 in [BLes] (and of Lemma
4.1 in [BKMST]), where the case A = |J Ay with Ay = {{ :a € Z,0 < a < k!} was considered.

We will now turn our attention to nice FC* and density FC™ sets which can be constructed
with the help of integer-valued adequate generalized polynomials. But first we establish the

following useful criterion.
Proposition 6.10 Let (a,)nenN be a sequence of integers such that

1. for any k € N, any ai,...,a € R, and any € > 0, the set {n € N | |lapa| < €,7 =

1,...,k} has positive lower densit

2. there exists a countable set A C R such that (anZ)neN is u.d. mod 1 for any x ¢ A.
Then {a, : n € N} is a nice FCT set and a density FCT set.

Proof: Without loss of generality we assume that A is a Q-vector space. Write A = {«; :
j€N}and Ay ={o;: 1 <j <k}. For any e >0 and k € N, let

Ay = {(x1, 22, . x) € [0, D) ||| <e,5=1,2,...,k}.

Let (bp)nen be an enumeration of the elements of B¢y := {a, € N : (apoq,...,an0) € Aci}
such that |by| is increasing. Let Ccj := {n : a, € B¢y} which is of positive lower density by
the condition 1. Obviously (by)nen satisfies condition 2(i) in Proposition 6.8

It remains to show that (b,)nen satisfies condition 2(ii) in Proposition Let 8 ¢ A and
ho € Z\{0}. Note that a,(hof + Zle mja;) ¢ A for any (my,...,my) € Z* since A is a

Q-vector space. Thus, for any continuous function g(x1,...,z;) on [0, 1]*,
X
A;i_t)noo N z:l 62”’hoa”ﬁg(ana1, coanag)| =0 (6.5)
n=

® The lower density d(E) of a set E C N is defined by

d(E) := lim inf [EN {1,]2\}. ) .,N}|.
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since any continuous function which can be uniformly approximated by linear combination of

exponential functions. Moreover equation ([G.5)) still holds for a Riemann integrable function g,

so we have
1 1 1 &
lim |— g e2mihobnBl <~ lim |- E e2mithoanfq an, ..., an0)| = 0.
N—oo ]Vn_1 - Q(C€7k) N—oo Nn—l As'k( nt o k)

Thus, (by,), satisfies condition 2(ii) in Proposition [6.8] so we are done.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Theorem [3.1] and Proposition [6.101

Theorem 6.11 Let q(n) € AGP with ¢(Z) C Z. If for any k € N, any a1,...,01 € R,
and any € > 0, the set {n € N | |l¢(n)ai|| < €, = 1,...,k} has positive upper density, then
{q(n) | n € N} is a nice FC* set and a density FC™T set.

Remark 6.12 [t is known that for any aq,...,ar € R, the density of the set {n € N |
llg(n)ay|| < e,a = 1,...,k} exists. (This follows, for example, from Theorems A and B in
[BLei].) On the other hand, the set {n € N | |lg(n)a;| < €, = 1,...,k} may be finite (in
particular, empty) or have zero density:

(i) Let qi(n) = [[an] 5], where o > 1 is an irrational number and ¢ € N with ¢ > Z%5. Then

e N ()i < £} =0 and {n € N | gt~ D] < £} = {2} (finite).

(ii) Let ga(n) = 2n% — 1+ [1 — {[{an}n]B}], where a = P 1077" and B is an irrational

number. Then

2n2 —1 otherwise

n? if {an 1
@(n):{2 f{an} <}

Thus the set {n € N | ||ga(n)3|| < 1} is infinite but has zero density. In fact, {ga(n) |
n € N} is a set of recurrence but not a set of averaging recurrence. (see Example [(.23

for more details)

The family of adequate generalized polynomials which satisfy the condition of Theorem [6.17]is
quite large. First, it includes all (conventional) intersective polynomials (see the condition (i) in
Theorem [[.2]). It also includes the class AGPNGP,4, where GP, is the set of admissible gener-
alized polynomials which was introduced in [BKM]. The family GP,4 is defined as the smallest
subset of the generalized polynomials that includes g(n) = n, is closed under addition, is an
ideal in the space of all generalized polynomials, (i.e. is such that if ¢ € GP,4 and ¢2 € GP
then ¢1q2 € GP,4) and has the property that for all [ € N, ay,...,a; € R, q1,...,q € GPuy
and 0 < B < 1, [Zé:l a;q;(n) + B] € GP,q. For example, if ¢(n) is an integer-valued adequate

generalized polynomial and I € N, then ¢(n)n' (is admissible and) satisfies the condition of

38



Theorem (The fact that admissible generalized polynomials are “good” for Theorem
follows from Theorem A in [BKM].) There are also non-admissible adequate generalized poly-
nomials which satisfy the condition of Theorem [6.I1l For example, if o > 1 is irrational, and
0 < ¢ < gpc€Q, then both q1(n) = [[an]£] and ¢2(n) = [[an]<]? satisfy the condition of
Theorem (see Proposition 4.1 in [BH]), but they are not admissible. Curiously, if the
rational number c satisfies % < ¢ < %5 then only g2 satisfies the condition of Theorem [E.111
See also Section [6.2] where necessary and sufficient conditions for [g(n)], where ¢(n) € R[n]
has at least one irrational coefficient other than constant term, to be good for Theorem

are established.

Corollary 6.13 If q(n) € AGP with q(Z) C Z, then the following are equivalent:

i) For any d € N, any translation T on T and any € > 0,
Y Yy Y

o IS N T ©) <o
N—oo N

0.

(ii) {q(n) :n € N} is an averaging set of recurrence for finite dimensional toral translations.
(iii) {q(n) : n € N} is an averaging set of recurrence.

(iv) {q(n) : n € N} is a “uniform averaging set of recurrence”: For any invertible probability

measure preserving system (X, B, u,T) and any A € B with u(A) > 0,

N-1
1
i —q(n)
N_l]l\}[n N n_EMu(A NnT A) > 0.

(v) {q(n) :n € N} is a density FC* set.

Proof: By Theorem [6.11] (i) implies (v) and it is obvious that (v) = (iii) = (i) = (4).
The equivalence of (iii) and (iv) is the consequence of the fact (obtained in [BLei]) that
N—-1

1
i E q(n)
N lim . w(ANT A)

exists.
O

By Furstenberg’s correspondence principle (see, for example, Theorem 1.1 in [B]), given any
E C Z with d*(F) > 0 there exist an invertible measure preserving system (X, B, u,T') and
A € B with u(A) = d*(E) such that for any n € Z one has

d(ENE—n)>u(ANT"A).
Thus we have the following combinatorial result:
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Corollary 6.14 Let q(n) € AGP with q(Z) C Z. The following are equivalent:

(i) For any d € N, for any translation T on a finite dimensional torus T¢ and for any e > 0,

g LS SN ATQ) <}
N—00 N '

(i) For any E C N with d*(E) > 0,

N-1
J\P_%IEEO N_ I H;Jd (Eﬂ (E — q(n))) > 0.

Proof: Let A.:= {t € T?: ||t|| < €}. Note that

N
{1<n< N T0) <e} 1 a(n)
so the limit of formula in (7) exists.
(i) = (4i) follows from Corollary and Furstenberg’s correspondence principle.
Now let us prove (ii) = (i). Let E = {n: || T™0|| < ¢/2}. Note that
& (BN (E - q(n)) > 0= EN(E - q(n) £ 0

& [|T™ )], [T (0)]] < €/2 for some m

= |79 (0)]| < e.
Thus we have

L4 (T7(0)) = d*(E N (E — q(n))),
so (7) follows from (7).
(]

The next theorem and its corollary deal with adequate generalized polynomials along the primes
and follow immediately from Theorem [£.3] and Proposition [6.10l For examples of generalized
polynomials which are good for Theorem [6.15], see Remark [6.20]

Theorem 6.15 Let q(n) € AGP with q(Z) C Z. If for any k € N and any oy, ...,a; € R,
{n € N | |lg(pn)ci| < €,i =1,...,k} has positive upper density for any e > 0, then {q(py) |
n € N} is a nice FCT set and a density FC™ set.

Corollary 6.16 If q(n) € AGP with q(Z) C Z, then the following are equivalent:

(i) For any d € N, for any translation T on a finite dimensional torus T¢ and for any e > 0,

< < : q(pn)
i LSS N T O) <]

0.
N—oo N
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(ii) {q(p) : p € P} is an averaging set of recurrence for finite dimensional toral translations.
(i1i) {q(p) : p € P} is an averaging set of recurrence.
(iv) {q(p) : p € P} is a density FC™T set.

(v) For any E C N with d*(E) > 0,

lim inf — Z d"(EN(E—q(pn))) > 0.

N—oo

6.2 Recurrence properties of [¢(n)]|, where ¢(n) € R[n|

Let ¢(n) € R[n] and assume that it has at least one irrational coefficient other than the constant
term. In this subsection we establish necessary and sufficient conditions for [¢(n)] to satisfy
the condition of Theorem [6.111

Lemma 6.17 Let a,b € N and x € R.

(1) [z] = b[%] and {z} = b{%} if and only if {%} < .
(2) If 0 < 6 < 5 and ||%|| < & then |jaz|| = ab||%| < abé.
Proof: (1) follows since [z] = b[%] + i and {z} = b{%} —i if and only if : < {$} < =,

i=0,1,...,b—1.
To show (2) we use that {az} = {ab%} = ab{%} —i if and only if & < {4} < & i =

ab
0,...,ab—1. If {x} <0< 21b then ¢ = 0 and {az} = ab{%} < abd < %, which shows
that |jaz| = ab||%]|. If {#} > 1 —6 so that [|[£]| =1 —{%}, then i = ab— 1 and {az} =

ab{%} — (ab—1) >1—abs > % so that |laz| =1 — {az} = ab(1l — {%}) = ab||%||.
(]

Proposition 6.18 Let g(n) € R[n] be a polynomial with at least one irrational coefficient other

than the constant term. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) {lg(n)] : n € N} is a set of recurrence.
(ii) {Jg(n)] : n € N} is an averaging set of recurrence.
(iii) {{q(n)] : n € N} is a nice FC* set.

(iv) {Jq(n)] : n € N} is a density FC* set.

(v) q(n) satisfies one of the following two conditions:
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(a) q(n) has two coefficients o and B, different from the constant term, such that o/ &
Q.

(b) q(n) = aqo(n) + B, where « is an irrational number, 5 € [0,1] and qo(n) € Z[n] is
intersective (i.e. for all s € N there exists n € N such that s | go(n)).

Proof:  Since (iv) = (i) = (i) and (i7i) = (i), it is enough to prove (v) = (iii), (v) = (iv)
and (i) = (v). Let us first prove (v) = (i4i) and (v) = (iv) by showing that [¢(n)] satisfies the
assumption of Theorem Suppose that ¢(n) satisfies the condition (a). Note that for any
A # 0, g(n)\ ¢ Q[n]+R, so the sequence g(n)\ is w.d. mod 1. Let y1,...,v; € Rand e > 0. By
reordering vy, ..., Vg, if necessary, we can assume that 1,v,...,7, are rationally independent

and that v = §2 +Z] 1b I, aij € Z, bij € N, i =r+1,...,k. Let b; = Hfzrﬂbij and

Cij = b for j =0,...,7. Then we claim that ( I()O), [g(M)]35s -, [g(n)]37) is w.d. mod 1 in
R Indeed, for any (co,cl, coyep) € ZTPN {(0,0,...,0)}, we need to show that

Co 4 Cj d
ay = 00— +Zc] =5 +Zb_;'7j g(n) = > c;v{g(n)}
j=1 j=1

iswd. mod 1. If e =¢cy =--- =¢ =0, then a, = b—oq(n), SO obviously (ap) is w.d. mod 1.
Otherwise, (a,) is w.d. mod 1 by Lemma[3.3] since ¢(n)(z2+> 74 i Z~;) and g(n) are Q-linearly
independent modulo Q[n] + R.

Thus if § > 0, then the set

A= (e N < a2 <67 = 1)

has positive density. Now consider sufficiently small §. By Lemma [6.17, if n € As, then
(i) bollg(n)], so [|52[g(n)]]| =0
(i) gl 52l = llatm)]§taseisll < lla(n)]g laijle; < dlaijle;,

so for i > 7, [lg(n)vl| < 6377, |aijlci;. Hence, A5 C {n € N | [[[g(n)]vill <ei=1,...,k}if
6 > 0 is sufficiently small.
Now we consider that g(n) satisfies the condition (b). Note that ¢(n)\ is w.d. mod 1 for all

A ¢ éQ. Let v1,...,7% € R and € > 0. By reordering 71, ..., vk, if necessary, we can assume
that 1,71, .. yr, are rationally independent and that v; = #2 +Z] 1 Z” Z: :ﬁ i, aij € Z,
bijGN,i:r+1, k. Letb—HZ 1 bij for j=0,.. r+1andletb—b0br+1.

Note that (%, e (bzh", %) is w.d. mod 1. Indeed, for any non-zero (ci,...,¢41) €
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Z"+1 we need to show that

aw:qmzhgkn+@my%+qﬂ%?
- (Z =Ly C’“;l) an) = Y TH{a(m)}
i=1 ' i=1 '

is w.d. mod 1. If ¢; =0 for all 1 < ¢ < r, then a, = c’b“q( ) is w.d. mod 1. Otherwise, by
Lemma 3.3l (a,) is w.d. mod 1 since (Z SE+ CT%) q(n) and ¢(n) are Q-linearly independent
modulo Q[n]+ R. Note that if go(n) = 0 mod a then gp(am +n) = 0 mod a for any m. So the
fact that go(n) is intersective implies that for each b € N, there exists d such that b|qgo(bn + d)
for all n € N. Let § > 0 be small. If n satisfies that 2° 0 < {q (bntd)y min{z, B+5} then

1. we have that {q(bni;rd)} < 1,80 {q(b"+d } < 4,5+ thus by Lemma [6.17, [q(bn + d)]32 =0
(mod 1)

2. we have that b|go(bn+d) and B —6 < {g(bn+d)} < B+6, so ||[g(bn+d)] & || < ﬁ since
[Q(m)]b}x qo(m ba(ﬁ {q(m)}) for all m.

Since (%, ey %, @) is w.d. mod 1,
[(H% B—4 _ q(n) 6+5
As = e N b ol |90 <5 220 < (10 ingg 2E0)
has positive density for any § > 0.
Now note that if ¢;; = b—], j=1,...,rand ¢ 41 = b for i > r, then
o G0 N Qi1 1
awh = )52+ ;m e D e
al 1
= 0 + Z awcm + [Q(n)]aai,r+lci,r+l-

So if n € As then by Lemma [6.17]
0
[lg(m)]vll < Z5|a2j|clj | | |@irt1lCiri1

so that |[[¢(n)]v:|| < € if 6 > 0 is sufficiently small. Hence, for sufficiently small § > 0, Ay is
contained in the set E = {n € N | ||[¢(n)]vil| <e€,i=1,...,k}, so E has positive density.

Now we are proving (i) = (v): There are two possibilities for ¢(n):
(1) q(n) = agi(n) + B1, where o, 51 € R, « irrational, and ¢; € Z[z]
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(2) q has two coefficients « and 3, different from the constant term, such that o/5 ¢ Q.

The second case corresponds to condition (a).

So it remains to show that for ¢(n) = aqi(n) + p1, where «, 51 € R, « irrational and ¢;(n) €
Z[n], there must exist § € [0,1] and an intersective polynomial gy € Z[n| such that ¢(n) =
ago(n) + 8. Let v = 2. Suppose that for each € > 0 there exists n € N such that |[[g(n)]1|| =
lgi(n) + (81 — {a)D)E] = [[(B1 — {a(n)})L]| < e. This means that for infinitely many n
there exists k, € Z with |k, + (81 — {¢(m)})1]| = [L(kna + B1 — {g(n)})| < € such that
kna + 61 = {q(n)} + a, € [apn,a, + 1), where a, € R, |a,| < €|a|. Since this is true for
arbitrarily small € > 0, k,, = k eventually, so there must exist k € Z with ka + 51 € [0,1]. For
such a k, let 5 :=ka + 51 and go(n) := ¢1(n) — k.
It remains to show that go(n) is intersective. Let b € N with b > 1. For ¢ > 0, there is
n € N such that both [[g(m)] L = llao(n) + (8 — {amHLI = (8 — {amDL < € and
Ilg(n)] & = H&b") + (8= {g(n)}) |l <e. If € is sufficiently small, this implies that b | go(n).
Thus, go(n) must be intersective.

(]

Remark 6.19 It follows from the proof of (i) = (v) in Proposition [6.I8, that if {[¢(n)] : n €
N} is good for every translation on a two dimensional torus, then it is a set of recurrence. Is

it sufficient that {[q(n)] : n € N} is good for translations on one dimensional torus?

In the following remark we discuss variants of the conditions appearing in Proposition [6.18]

when one considers generalized polynomials along the primes.

Remark 6.20 1. Ifq(n) satisfies the assumption (v) (a) in Proposition[6.18, then the same
argument as in the proof of Proposition [6.18 gives that {[q(p)] : p € P} is a nice FC™T
set and a density FCT set.

2. Let qo(n) € Z[n] with go(0) = 0 and o # 0. Then for any a € N and any irrational
v, (qo(Pr, — 1)Y)neN is uniformly distributed mod 1, where p, is the increasing sequence
of prime numbers in the congruence class 1 + aZ. (See Theorem 1.2 in [BLes].) Then
one can employ similar argument as in the proof of Proposition [6.18 to derive that the
sequence ([aqo(p — 1)])pep satisfies the assumption in Theorem [6.18, which implies that
{lago(p — 1)] : p € P} is a nice FCt set and a density FCT set. Similarly, so is

{lago(p +1)] : p € P}.

3. It may not be easy to find a condition like the assumption (v) (b) in Proposition for
{lg(p)] : p € P} and {[g(p —1)] : p € P} to be a nice FC*t set or a density FC* set. For

exzample, let us consider qo(n) = n? + 4n — 12. We claim that qo(n) is an intersective
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polynomial. To see this, let f(n) = qo(4n + 2). Then f(n) € Zn] with f(0) =0, so f(n)
is intersective and so z's qo(n). Now let g1(n) = {gqo(n), where o is a positive irrational
number satisfying 5 < g5. Note that [q1(n)]5 = 1590(n) — 5 {{5q0(n)} and |50 (n)]| = 15
ifn ¢ AZ+2. So{[q1(p)] : p € P} is not a set of recurrence for the translation by L.
Similarly, if we take q2(n) = $(n® + 2n — 3), where « is a positive irrational number
satisfying é

16, then we can check that we also can see that {[g2(p—1)] : p € P} is not

a set of recurrence for the translation by X =

6.3 An assortment of examples pertaining to recurrence

The goal of this short final subsection is to present some additional examples dealing with
recurrence properties of generalized polynomials. We say that a sequence (x,)nen C Z is good

for (averaging) recurrence if the set {z, | n € N} is a set of (averaging) recurrence.

Example 6.21 There exists an adequate generalized polynomial q(n) which is good for recur-
rence for cyclic systems but not good for recurrence for a translation on 1-dimensional torus.

It follows from Proposition [6.18 that for «, 8 € R\ {0}, where « is irrational, g(n) = [an + S]
is good for recurrence if there exists k € Z such that f — ok € [0,1]. If this condition is not
satisfied, there still exists n for which 0 < {%JFB} < 1 such that l|[an+ B]. So q(n) is good for

recurrence for any cyclic system. However, if « = /11 and B = 2 then

and \/— < \/— {\/_n}\/— \/—, whzch shows that [v/11n + 2] is not good for recurrence
for the translation on the one-torus by \/ﬁ

(mod 1)

One can show that the generalized polynomial ¢(n) = [[v/2n]v/2] is good for recurrence for trans-
lations on 1-dimensional torus. Indeed, for each 3 € R and € > 0, {n € N : ||[v/2n]V2]3]| < €}
is of positive density. However, [[v/2n]v/2], n € N, is not good for recurrence for translations

on 2-dimensional torus. The following example establishes a similar fact for any d.

Example 6.22 Let ay,...,q441 be irrational numbers such that 1, aq, ..., aq+1 are Q-linearly
independent and 1 < o; < § for all j =1,2,...,d+ 1. Let gj(n) = [[ajn]o%] —(2n —2).

Define q(n) = 4n—4+5 [d+1 dﬂ qi(n )} . Then q(n) is good for recurrence for translations on

d-dimensional torus, but not good for recurrence for translations on (d + 1)-dimensional torus.

Proof: Note that
1, {Oé n} < &
qj(n) = { ’ 2

0, otherwise .

45



Thus,

( dn+1, {ajn} < %J for all j
n)—=
1 dn — 4, otherwise .

noj+ 5. Since 1 <aj < 3, 1 <{dn+1)%} < 2a; < 1.

If {ajn} <, then (4n +1)F =
% = na; — aj. Note that

If {oan} > 5, then (4n — 4)

1 .

5 <1 <{nag} —{a;} <1 {ay},
since 1 — % = 5 — (aj — 1). So we have ||(4n —4)% || > min(3, {o;}). Hence q(n) is not good
for translation by (..., %).

Now let us show that q(n) is good for recurrence for translations on d-dimensional torus. For
giwen By,...,Bq, we can find v1,...,7s with s < d and some | such that 1,v1,...,7vs,0q are
rationally independent and f1,. .., Bq € spang{l,v1,...,7s}. Let Bi = ao + > r_q QikYk, where
ar €Q for1 <i<dand0<k<s. Since 1,v1,...,7s,q; are rationally independent, the set
{n:{an} > 5, (4n — 4)a € Z for all i, ||(4n — 4)a;;y;|| < 9 for all i, j} is of positive density
for any § >0, so the set {n : ||q(n)B;|| < €,j =1,2,...,d} is of positive density for any e > 0.

O

Example 6.23 There are examples of g(n) € GP such that {q(n) | n € N} is a set of recur-
rence but is not an averaging set of recurrence. See (a)-(c) below.

A real number 8 € R is a Liouville number if for any | € N there exist infinitely many n for
which 0 < |nB|| < # Liouville’s constant, o = 372 107", is a Liouville number such that
0<{an} < # for infinitely many n € N. Let

1
Sa:{n€N|0<{om}<E}.

The set S, has density 0 since the sequence an is w.d. mod 1 so that for any k € N the set
{n e N |{an} < 1} has density +. We can see that S, is a set of recurrence since it contains
arbitrarily long arithmetic progressions starting at (0.: For let | € N and m € N, m > [, be
such that 0 < {am} < % < ﬁ Then for alli=1,2,...,1, mi € S,.
Let 8 € R be irrational and let

1 if{an} <1

0 otherwise

v(n) = [1 = {{an}n|f}] = {

The following generalized polynomials q1,q2,q3 are good for recurrence since S, is a set of
recurrence. However, none of them is good for averaging recurrence since the set of values of
the generalized polynomials on N\ S, is not a set of recurrence and N\ S, has density 1. Note

that g5 and q3 are adequate, but q; is not.

10We say that a set S C N contains arbitrarily long arithmetic progressions starting at 0 if for any | € N there
exists n € N with n,2n,...,In € S.
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n if{on} <1

0 otherwise

(a) qi(n) =v(n)n = {
n if {an} < 1
[[ﬁn] \/5] otherwise

2n? if {an} < 2

2n2 —1 otherwise

(b) q2(n) = v(n)n + (1 —v(n))[[V2n]v2] =

(¢) g3(n) =2n* —1+v(n) = {
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