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PRIME NUMBER THEOREM FOR REGULAR TOEPLITZ
SUBSHIFTS

KRZYSZTOF FRACZEK, ADAM KANIGOWSKI, AND MARIUSZ LEMANCZYK

ABSTRACT. We prove that neither a prime nor an [-almost prime number the-
orem hold in the class of regular Toeplitz subshifts. But, when a quantitative
strengthening of the regularity with respect to the periodic structure involving
Euler’s totient function is assumed, then the two theorems hold.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a topological dynamical system (X, T"), where T is a homeomorphism of a
compact metric space X, one says that a prime number theorem (PNT) holds for
(X, T) if the limit

. 1
(1) J\lflirclm m(N)

> (1)

p<N

(p stands always for a prime number) exists for each z € X, an arbitrary f € C'(X)
and m(N) denotes the number of primes up to N. Then, via the Riesz theorem, for
all f e C(X), we have

. 1
(2) J\lflirclm w(N)

D f(TP) = f fdu,
p<N X
for a Borel probability measure v, on X, where v, depends only on x € X.

Let us first consider the cyclic case X = Z/kZ and Tx = x + 1. Fix 2 € X and
notice that (1) indeed holds by the classical prime number theorem in arithmetic
progressions, where v, is the uniform probability measure on the “coset” {a < k :
(a,k) = 1} + z. Hence, a PNT holds in cyclic (and therefore also in finite) systems.

Consider now the procyclic case, that is, assume we are given an odometer system
(H,T) with

H =liminvy o Z/mZ, Tx = x + (1,1,...)

(here n¢niyq for ¢ = 0). In this case, a PNT still holds. Indeed, the space H has a
sequence of natural partitions D* = (Df,..., D! _,),t > 0, consisting of clopen sets
and such that 7D} = D! | o4 »,- It follows that the sets D}, i < n, — 1, have the
same diameter which goes to 0 as ¢ — c0. Moreover, it is not hard to see that each
character of the group H is constant on the levels of the towers D! for ¢ sufficiently
large. Hence, each f € C'(H) can be approximated uniformly by functions which
are constant on the levels of the towers D' and a PNT holds because it does in the
finite case.

Our main results concern prime number theorems for extensions of odometers.
Recall that odometers are zero entropy topological systems which are minimal (all
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T-orbits are dense) and uniquely ergodic (there is only one T-invariant measure -
Haar measure in this case). Before we describe our results, let us discuss a PNT
in the class of uniquely ergodic systems. First, recall that for all such systems ()
holds a.e. with respect to the unique invariant measure [3], [24]. On the other hand,
one can easily construct a counterexample to the validity of (I for all x € X.
Indeed, denote by P the set of prime numbers and consider the left shift S on
{0, 1}% and the subshift (X1, _,,S) obtained by the orbit closure of the characteristic
function 1p__p of the “symmetrized” primes. It has a unique invariant measure of
zero entropy (which is the Dirac measure at the fixed point ...0.00...) and a PNT
fails in it (see e.g. [§] for details). Now, this particular uniquely ergodic model of
the one-point system implies paradoxically that each ergodic dynamical system has
a uniquely ergodic model (X,T) [ in which a PNT does not hold. To see this,
take any uniquely ergodic model (Y, v, R) of the given measure-theoretic dynamical
system. Since the one-point system is (Furstenberg) disjoint with any other system,
the product system (X1, _, x Y, S x R) is still uniquely ergodic, with the unique
invariant measure 9_ggo... ® v. It is not hard to see that the product system is still
measure-theoretically isomorphic to the original system. Since the new system has
(X1,,_s,5) as its topological factor, a PNT does not hold in (X3, , xY,S x R)B
Hence, if we think about a necessary condition for a PN'T to hold, it looks reasonable
to add the minimality assumption to avoid a problem of ,exotic” orbits on which
PNT does not hold (we also recall that a uniquely ergodic system has a unique
subsystem which is strictly ergodic). However, in this class one can still produce
counterexamples to a PNT, see [19] for the first symbolic counterexamples (although
their entropy is not determined in [19]), or [I3] for non-symbolic counterexamples.
On the other hand, we have quite a few classes in which a PNT holds, including
systems of algebraic origin [IT], [23], symbolic systems [4], [10], [16], [I7] or recently
[13] in the category of smooth systems, where a PNT has been proved in the class of
analytic Anzai skew products. Finding a sufficient dynamical condition for a PNT
to hold, postulated a few years ago by P. Sarnak [21] seems to be an important and
difficult task in dynamics, however we rather expect the following:

Working Conjecture: Fach ergodic and apem'odicﬁ measure-theoretic dynamical
system has a strictly ergodic model in which a PNT fails.

If true, this makes Sarnak’s postulate even harder to realize. The present paper
should be viewed as introductory steps in trying to understand the conjecture.

A PNT can be reformulated as the existence of a limit of & >, _y f(T"z)A(n),
where A stands for the von Mangoldt function: A(p‘) = logp for £ > 1 and 0
otherwise. Proving dynamical prime number theorems for zero entropy systems is

IRecall that the Jewett-Kreiger theorem says the following: Suppose (Z,k, R) is an ergodic
measure-theoretic dynamical system. Then there exists a uniquely ergodic (even strictly ergodic,
that is, additionally minimal) topological system (Y, .S) with the unique invariant measure v such
that (Z, k, R) and (Y, v, S) are measure-theoretically isomorphic.

2To illustrate this, consider an irrational rotation R, on T for which a PNT holds because of
Vinogradov’s theorem (prime “orbits” are equidistributed). However, our observation shows that
there is a uniquely ergodic model of R,, in which the eigenfunctions are still continuous but a PNT
fails, that is, some of the prime “orbits” are not equidistributed.

3The set of periodic points has measure zero.
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closely related to Sarnak’s Mobius disjointness conjecture [20]:

3) &O%gv AT ) () = 0

for each z € X, f € C(X) in each zero entropy dynamical system (X,T) (p
stands for the M&bius function: (1) =1, pu(py-...-pr) = (—1)* for different primes
P1,- -+, Pk, and p(n) = 0 for the remaining n € N). Here, the class of systems for
which we expect the positive answer is precisely defined. In fact, in quite a few cases
(see [4], 5], [9]-[11], [16] and [I7]) one can observe the following principle: once we
can prove Sarnak’s conjecture for (X, 7T") with a “sufficient” speed of convergence to
zero in (B then a PNT holds in (X, T).

With all the above in mind we come back to extensions of odometers that we
intend to study. We stay in the zero entropy category of systems and we assume
minimality. Further, we assume that the systems are almost 1-1 extensions of
odometersf] We also assume that our systems are Symbolicﬁ All these natural
assumptions determine however a very precise class of topological systems, namely
Toeplitz subshifts (X, S), where z is a Toeplitz sequence over a finite alphabet A,
see Section 7 in Downarowicz’s survey [7]. That is, z € A% has the property that
for every a € Z there is £ € N such that z(a) = xz(a + kf) for each k € Z, and X, is
the set of all y € A% with the property that all subblocks of y also appear in #. One
shows then that there is a sequence ny|n;, 1 such that if Per,,(z) :={a € Z : z(a) =
x(a + kny) for each k € Z} then

(4) | Pern, (z) = 2.

t=0

Moreover, there is a natural continuous factor map 7 : X, — H, where H stands
for the odometer determined by (n;). In fact, we will restrict our attention to
so called regular Toeplitz subshifts, whose formal definition is that the density of
Ufio Per,,(z) goes to 1. Regular Toeplitz subshifts are zero entropy strictly er-
godic systems, and measure-theoretically isomorphic to the rotation given by their
maximal equicontinuous factors. Although in [7] there are four other equivalent
conditions for regularity (see Theorem 13.1 in [7]), we will choose a different path.
Since 7 : X, — H is a continuous and equivariant surjection,
E':=a (D" = (E},..., E.,_,) with B! = x(D})

n

is an S-tower of height n, whose levels are closed (hence clopen). By the minimality
of (X,,S) there is a unique tower with clopen levels and of fixed height. Let us
consider a metric on A% inducing the product topology given by

d(z, y) = 2 nkz)2y()

The diameters of the levels of towers E* do not converge to zero, unless z is periodic.
Moreover, the diameters of different levels are in general different as the shift S is

4f (H,T) is a factor of (X, S) via 7 : X — H, then (X, S) is called an almost 1-1 extension of
(H,T) if there is a point h € H such that |[7~!(h)| = 1; in fact, in this case the set of points with
singleton fibers is G5 and dense.

®We recall that each zero entropy system has an extension which is symbolic [2], and clearly if
a PNT holds for a system, it does for a factor.
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not an isometry. Let us consider the diameter of the tower E* given by:

§(E'):= > diam(E}).
0<j<ng
It is not hard to see (see Appendix [A]) that the regularity of a Toeplitz sequence is
equivalent to
S(E!
(5) tim )

t—0o0 ¢
It is also not hard to see that this property does not depend on the choice of (n;)
satisfying (4]). We recall that the M&bius disjointness of subshifts given by regular
Toeplitz sequences has been proved in [1]. Here are two first results of the paper
proved in Section [2] and Section [ respectively:

Theorem A. A PNT does not hold in the class of minimal almost 1 — 1 symbolic
extensions of odometers satisfying ([Bl). That is, a PNT need not hold in a strictly
ergodic subshift determined by a regular Toeplitz sequence.

Theorem B. A PNT holds in the class of minimal almost 1 —1 symbolic extensions
of odometers in which (B) holds with a speed

O(E*

(6) lim (E)
t=20 p(1y)

where ¢ denotes the Euler totient function.

=0,

As for all Toeplitz dynamical systems constructed in the proof of Theorem A, we

have S .

0 < liminf (E') < lim sup OE)

o o) e p()

which shows that the condition (@) in Theorem B is optimal to have a PNT. The

systems in Theorem B are strictly ergodic and since they all have non-trivial cyclic
factors, the measures v, y € X, in (2)) are never S-invariant g

< 400,

We then turn our attention to an [-almost prime number theorem (P;NT) which
is much less explored than the PNT case and which, for the first time in dynamics,
is studied in [14] (for some smooth Anzai skew products). Recall that for any [ > 1 a
natural number is called an [-almost prime if it is a product of [ primes. We denote
the set of l-almost prime numbers by P;. By P we denote the set of [-almost prime
numbers < N and we let (V) stand for the cardinality of PV. A classical result of
Landau asserts that
(7) im — )y

Noow N _(loglog Nyt ’
log N (=1

see § 56 in [15].
Analogously to the PNT, we say that a topological dynamical system (X,T)
satisfies a P;INT if the limit

1
lim

N—w WZ(N) Z f(Tnx)

nE]P’lN

exists for each x € X and each f e C(X).

6To be compared with the case of Sturmian systems, see Theorem B.1, in which vy, Yy € Xo g,
are equal to the unique S-invariant measure.
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In Section Bl and Section Bl we provide sketches of proofs of the exact analogues of
Theorems A and B for a P;NT for regular Toeplitz subshifts.
In Section we prove a new polynomial ergodic theorem:

1
lim N 2 F(SPMr) exists

for monic polynomials P with positive integer coefficients for all symbolic minimal
almost 1-1 extensions of odometers with a modified condition (). In Section [6.2] we
provide a regular Toeplitz subshift which does not satisfy the polynomial ergodic
theorem for squares but it satisfies a PNT. We refer again to [19] for the first
examples of strictly ergodic systems (of low complexity), where the Birkhoff ergodic
averages along squares do not converge.

While Theorem A confirms the Working Conjecture for a subclass of odometers,
we have been unable to confirm it for the whole class of odometers. Confirming
Working Conjecture for the class of automorphisms with discrete spectrum seems
to be the first step toward a possible general statement. In Appendix [Bl we provide
a simple argument showing that a PNT holds for all symbolic models of irrational
rotations given by Sturmian sequences. The Sturmian systems are strictly ergodic
and are almost 1 — 1 extensions of irrational rotations.

2. REGULAR TOEPLITZ SUBSHIFTS WHICH DO NOT SATISFY PNT (PROOF OF
THEOREM A)

For all K,ne N and a € Z let
m(K;n,a) ={1<p< K:peP,p=a mod n}.
Theorem 2.1 (PNT in arithmetic progressions, see [22]). For any natural n and
any integer a with (a,n) = 1 we have
m(K;n,a) 1

A )

We construct a Toeplitz sequence € {0, 1} with the period structure (n;):
(8) Nir1 = Kep1ny, (kt+1,nt) =1

for each t = 1. We will show that for this z:
Z F(SPx) does not exist,

p<nt

.
15 7 (ng)

where F(y) = (—1)V©®). At stage t, x is approximated by the infinite concatenation
of 24[0,n; — 1] € {0,1,7}™ (that is, we see a periodic sequence of 0, 1,7 with period
ny). Successive “7” will be filled in the next steps of construction of x. We require
that:

) o <

(10) {0<i<mng: x(i) =" c{0<j<n:(j,n) =1},
(11) H0<i<n: (i) =7} > (1 = l—ol)go(nt),
(12) #lp < ne: ufp) =7) > ga(n)
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We choose k. satisfying (&) and:

o(k 1
(13) ki) H

ki1
(14) o(kipr) = 100”1,
(15) 8lognys1 < m(ner1),  8m(ny) < m(ngs)

and for each 0 < a < ny, (a,n;) = 1, we have

7 (1g41)
p(ne)
The latter we obtain from Theorem 21 (remembering that n, is fixed, so the number
of a is known, we can obtain the accuracy as good as we want by taking k;,

sufficiently large).
We need two simple observations:

(16) #({a +ne: § =0, ket mIP’) = T(ne1; e, a) < 2

(17) {0 <k <mngr: (kyneyr) =1} < U {a+jn;: j=0,... k1 — 1}
(s
Lemma 2.2. For every 0 < a < ny with (a,n;) = 1, we have
#{0 < J <k : (a+ jne, nusn) = 1} = o(kig).

Proof. First note that (a+ jng, ny 1) = 1iff (a + jny, k1) = 1. Indeed, assume that
(a+ jng, kip1) = 1. If for some prime p we have p|(a+ jn;) and p|n;1 = nikeyq, then
plkiy1. Otherwise, we have p|n;, so pla. As (a,n;) = 1, this gives a contradiction.
Thus (a + jng, k1) = 1 implies (a + jng, myp1) = 1. The opposite implication is
obvious. Thus

{0<j <kiyr:(a+jngmn) =1 ={0< 7 < ki1 : (a+ gng, keyr) = 1.
Let us consider the affine map
Lk Z 55 2> a+ jng € Z/kpsr Z.
If J:={0<¥{<kiy1: (£, key1) =1} then
{0<j<kpr: (a+gng, k) =13 =A(J).
Since (ny, k1) = 1, the map A is a bijection. It follows that
#{0 < J < k1 : (a+ jng, kigr) = 1} = #{0 < L < Ky 2 (G ig) = 1}
= @(kit1),
which completes the proof. 0O

We need to describe now which and how we fill "?" in x4,4[0, n;; — 1]. This block
is divided into k;,; subblocks

xt[(),nt — 1]3715[0, ng — 1] .. .xt[O, ng — 1] .

Y
k41

"Note that if p; stand for the i-th prime then 2.>i1/pj = +o0, whence remembering that

@(Pzpwrl szrs) PiPi+1 -+ Pit+s HS ( 1/pi+j); we have 1_[;:0(1 - l/piJrj) — 0, and therefore
[0 = 1/pisj) < 1/2 for s large enough.
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We fill in all "?" in the first block x;[0,n; — 1] in such a way to “destroy” a PNT for
the time n;, namely

! > P(SPz) = ! (=14

m(ny) = m(ny) =
p\nt
Pl
1— 1+ (_1)r(p))_
W(nt) p<ni p;t p;t
(p7nt):1 (pynt):l (p,nt):l
z¢(p)=0 zi(p)=1 zy(p)="

As the number of the primes dividing n; is bounded by log n;, it is negligible com-
pared to m(n;) = n;/logn,. It follows that

EPIE

p<ns ()
P\nt

log n,

= o(1),

so the first summand does not affect the asymptotic of the averages in (Il). Since
the number of p in the last summand is at least 27 (n;) in view of (I2), we can fill in
x4 at places {p < ny : (p,ny) = 1, 24(p) =7} to obtain the sum completely different
that the known number which we had from stage ¢ — 1.

We fill in (in an arbitrary way) all remaining places between 0 and n; — 1 and
all places a + jn; for 0 < j < k;11 such that this number is not coprime with n4,1,
so that (I0) will be satisfied at stage t + 1. We must remember that for certain
0 < a < ny coprime to n, r;(a) was already defined at previous stages, so along the
corresponding arithmetic progressions a + jn;, 0 < j < ki1, these places are also
filled in previously. On the other hand, if 24, 1(a+ jn;) #7 (that is, z,41(a+jny) =0
or zyy1(a+ jny) = 1) and (a + jng,ngeq) = 1 for some 0 < j < kyyq then x(a) #7.
In view of ([IT), it gives

{0 <i <ngpr: (Gnegr) = 1o (3) #7}
c{0<a<ng:(a,ng) =1,2411(a) #7}

v U {a +gns 0 < j < kigq, (a +jntant+1) = 1}-

o<a<ng
(aynt):l
zi(a)#?

By (I0), Lemma 2.2 (I1]) and (I4]), it follows that

F#0 <i < mnppr: (Gnep1) = 1w (4) #7}

< () + #{0 <a <ng:(a,n) =1, x1(a) #7Ho(kigr)

<0000 + (35 o) Pmpthess) = (i + 3] ol

k=1 k=1
Ly 1
< — < — .
]; lookw(ntﬂ) 99<P(”t+1)

In particular, at stage ¢t + 1, also (1) is satisfied.
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Similar arguments show that
{p <1t 21 (p) #7} < {p < ygr e} U D < ny i (p) #7}
v U {a+jny:0<j <k, a+ jn, e P}

0<a<ng
(G,Nt)zl
xi(a)#?

In view of (I6), (II)) and (I3)), it follows that
#{p < nusr 2 (p) #7}

<logngr + m(ng) + 2#{0 < a <y : (a,n) = 1, 24(a) ¢?}_ﬂ(”t+1)

o(ne)

2 m(neg) 1
®g0(nt) o(ny) < §7T(nt+1)'

< logng1 + m(ng) +

Therefore, at stage t + 1, also (I2) is satisfied.
Finally, note that
©(nes1) _ o(ne) o(kis1) < o(ng) 1

x -

Y
N1 Ty Kt ng 2

so (@) holds and the resulting Toeplitz sequence is regular.

3. TOEPLITZ SUBSHIFTS FOR WHICH A P;NT DOES NOT HOLD

We now intend to give an example of a (regular) Toeplitz sequence = such that a
P;NT does not hold for the corresponding subshift. In fact,

F(Sp(l)x) does not exist.

tli,nolo m(ng) W
For any natural m and 0 < a < m, let
m(N;m,a) .= #P) A (a +mZ)).
Lemma 3.1. If (a,m) > 1 then
(18) m(N;m,a) = o(m(N)).
If (a,m) =1 then
m(N;m,a) 1

(19) WL TN e

Proof. The proof is by induction on [. If [ = 1 and (a,m) > 1 then m(N;m,a) < 1,
so ([I8) holds. If (a,m) = 1 then (I9) is given by Theorem 2.1

Suppose that (I8) and (I9) are satisfied for all parameters less than some natural
number [ > 2. Assume that (a,m) € P; for some j > 1. If j > [ then m(N;m,a) = 0.
If (a,m) € P, then m(N;m,a) < 1, so (I8) holds. If p¥) := (a,m) € P; for some
1 < j < then,

m(N;m,a) < mj([N/pP];m/p?, a/p?) = O(m_(N))
N(loglog N)i=i—1 N(loglog N)i=1
= = == N .
O< log N ) 0< log N ) o(m(N))
Now, suppose that (a,m) = 1. Assume that p; < py < ... < p; are prime
numbers such that p® = p;---p < N, p» = @ mod m. Then p; < v/N. Since
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(p1,m) = 1, there exists a unique 0 < a(p;) < m such that p; - a(p;) = a mod m
and (a(p;),m) = 1. Then

m(N;m,a) = 2 T ([N /p1];m, alpy)).
plS\l/N

As p; <V/N implies N ;=N =1/l by assumption, for every € > 0 there exists N,
such that for all N > N. and p; < VN with (p;,m) = 1, we have

(1- >7Tl 1([N/p1]) 7Tlfl<[N/p1]).
p(m) p(m)

Since m(N) = >, cyny T-1([N/p1]), it follows that

7T1(N) m.a 7T1(N

o0m) <m(N;m,a) < (1+¢) ()

for every N > N,, so we have (I9). o

<m_1([N/pi];m,a(p1)) < (1 +¢)

~—

(1-¢)

Lemma 3.2. For every l = 2, we have

(20) #{p" e B (p, N) > 1} = o(m(N)).
Proof. Notice that #{p) e PN:(p® N) > 1} < DN = 1(%) Therefore, using (1),
N/p _(loglog(N/p))"*
@ N.(pO) N —
#pVeP (pY N) > 1) = <Zlog (N/p) (1 —2)! )

=O< N (loglog(N))""t (1—-1) Z log N )
log N (-1 loglogN ~ plog (N/p)

So again, by ([7), the result will follow by showing that

1 log N
= o(1).
loglog N ;Vplog(N/p) o)

Note that

log N log N log N
- = _ + B ——
25T T 2 Pl T 2 pos(V
p<N1/2 p>N1/2

and that the second term contains at most one prime p. Moreover, as [ > 2 and
(p¥, N) > 1, the number N is not prime, so N/p > 2. Using this, we get

log N 1 1 logN
————<2) —+ ———- =0(logloglog N),
2 Tov) < 22y T Toga wiw ~ )

as ZP|N% = O(logloglog N), see e.g. [12]. This finishes the proof. O

Now, we repeat the scheme of the construction from Section 2] almost word for
word, although we have to take care how to choose k; 1.
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First of all, we require that k; . is large enough so that

(21) m(nge1;ng, a) < 2% for every 0 < a < n; with (a,n;) =1,
A
€
(22) 2 7Tl(nt+1§nt,a) < éﬂ'l(ntﬂ),
0<a<nt,(a,ng)>1
(23) #{p(l) € P?tﬂa (p(l), 1) > 1} = o(m(neq)).

The existence of such k;,; is guaranteed by Lemmas [3.1] and
Next, we replace (I2) by

1
#HpO e P s (o) =7} = Smln)

and requiring (instead of (I6])) that for (a,n;) = 1, we have

#{a+ g 0<j <k} nPy) < Zwa
(1)
cf. (2I). Furthermore, we replace (I5) by the requirement that

1
#{pV e P . p) = amodn, with (a,n,) > 1} < gm(ntﬂ),

cf. (22)). To carry over the previous proof, it remains to show that
1 0]

> )=o),
Wl(nt) PP (p() ny)>1

This follows from (23) applied in the previous step of the construction.

4. REGULAR TOEPLITZ SUBSHIFTS WHICH SATISFY A PNT (PROOF OF
THEOREM B)

Let z € A% be a regular Toeplitz sequence. Then, for every k € N, there is an
ni-periodic sequence z € (A U {?})Z so that

x(7) #7 implies x(j) = xx(j) = x;(j) for all [ = k
and
T =T(x) = #{0 < j < ng: xp(y) =7} = o(ng).
For every Toeplitz sequence x € A% and natural m let us consider a new Toeplitz
sequence (™ e (A1) given by

2™ (5) = (z(j —m),...,z(j +m)) for every j € Z.

If (ny);>1 is a periodic structure of x, then it is also a periodic structure of (™)
Moreover,

(24) 7.(x™) < (2m + 1) 74 (2) for every k > 1.

Hence, the regularity of  implies the regularity of 2™,
Theorem B follows directly from Lemma [A.Tl and the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (X, S) is a Toeplitz system such that

7k = o(p(nk)).
Then (X,,S) satisfies a PNT.
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Proof. To show a PNT for (X,,S), it suffices to show that for every continuous
F: X, — C and every € > 0 there exists N, so that for every N, M > N, and every
r € Z, we have

(25)

S F(57a) -

p<N

Z F(Sp”:c)‘ <e.

p<M

7(N) (M)

Note that the above is stronger than what is needed as it shows that the convergence
in () is uniform in y € X,. We first assume that F': X, — R depends only on the
zero coordinate, i.e. F'(y) = f(y(0)) for some f: A4 — R.

Fix € > 0. Fix also k£ > 1 so that

(26) 7% < %gp(nk).

Next choose N, such that for every N > N., we have
) _ e n(h)
pln)! 8ep(ny)
(28) #{p < N :p|ni} <logny < %w(N).

(27) )F(N; Mgy @) — for all a € Z with (a,ng) = 1,

We will show that for all N > N, and r € Z we have

1 1
(29) | F(SP*z) - F(5°2)| < £l Fllup
w5 2 p
(a—ryng)=1
wp(a)#?

which implies (25)).
Recall that z;, € (A U {?})Z is an m-periodic sequence (used to construct z at
stage k). If for some a € Z we have
zp(a) # 7,
then
z(a+ j-ng) = zx(a) for every j € Z.

This implies that if p < N and xx(p + r mod ny) # 7, then
(30) F(SPtrg) = F(Sprr mednig),
Note that
#{p < N:ap(p+7r modng) =7}
< Z #p<N:p=a—r mod ng}

O<a<ng
(a’irynk):l
zg(a)="?

+ Z #{p<N:p=a—r mod ng}.

0<a<nyg
(a—rng)>1

Assume that N > N.. By [27) and (28], for every integer v with (v,n;) = 1 we
have

7(N)

(14

#{p<N:p=v modng} =mr(N;ngv) < (1+¢/8)

BS
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and
(31) Z #p<N:p=a—r modng} <#{p <N :pn} < E7T(N),
0<a<nyg 8
(a—rnp)>1

where left inequality follows from the fact that if (a —r,ng) > 1 and p, = a —r
mod ny, for a prime p,, then (a —r,ny) = p, and

{p<N:p=a-—r modng}={p.}
It follows that (use also (26]))
#{p < N:zi(p+r modny) =7}

<#O<a<ng:(a—rmng) =1z4(a) =731+ ¢/8) ZET]:;)) + %W(N)
<7(1 + 5/8)2 i\g + %ﬂ(N) < %ﬁ(N).

Let
={p< N:x(p+r modny) # 7}
Then by the above, for every N > N,,

1 1 €
32 F(SP* ) — F(SP7 )| < = || F ) sup-
(32) ’ﬂ<N>,,;V (§77) ~ i 20 F )| < 1Pl
But by (30),
PIRACEEIENDY > F(S°)
pePN O<a<ng p<N

zk(a)#? p=a—r mod ny

— Z F(S*)#{p < N,p=a—r mod ng}.

0<a<nk
zy(a)#?
If (a — r,ny) = 1, then again by (27)), we have
N N N
)#{péN,p=a—r mod ng} — m( )‘ = )W(N;nk,a—r)— m(N) - gﬂ( )'

In view of (BI), it follows that

1 T 1 a
)W(N) ZN F(S770) = s OS;M F(S x)‘
(a—ryng)=1

g (a)#?

- ¥ F(S“x)ﬂ(N;Z’}’VC)L_T)— Ly F($°)|

QO(TLk) 0<a<nyg

0<a<ng
g (a)#? (a—rnE)=1
g (a)#?
1 T(N)| e
< |F(S%x |‘ N;ng,a—r)— ‘ = || F|su
) L ()| 81 e
(a—rng)=1
y,(a)#?
e#{0<a<ng:axp(a) #?,(a—r,ng) =1} €
< |l 5 +2) < 1 Flows.
8 o(ny) 8 2
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Together with (B2]), this gives (29), which completes the proof in the case of F
depending only on the zero coordinate.

Now suppose that F': X, — C depends only on finitely many coordinates. Then

there exists natural m and f : A*™*! — C such that F(y) = f(y(—m),...,y(m)) for
every y = (y(k))rez € Xo. Denote by X, m < (A?*™*1)Z the orbit closure of 2™ e
(A?™HNZ Then every y™ € X ) is of the form y™ (k) = (y(k—m), ..., y(k+m))
for some y = (y(k))rez € Xa-
In view of ([24)), (X, ), S) is a regular Toeplitz shift with ?(2™) = o(¢(ny)). Let
us consider F : X, — C given by F(y™) = f(y™(0)) = f(y(—m),...,y(m)) for
y™ € X, (m. Since F' depends only on the zero coordinate, by (23)) applied to 2™
and the map F, for every € > 0 there exists N. such that for N, M > N., we have

1

1 p+r p+T
)W(N) ,,;VF(S 0= —an p%p(s )
1 R p+r,.(m 1 n p+r .(m
- ‘W(N)p;VF(S z( ))_ﬂ'(M) p%F(S z( )))<5.

Thus (23) holds for every F': X, — C depending only on finitely many coordinates.
As the set of such functions is dense in C'(X,), (25) also holds for every F' € C'(X,),
which completes the proof. O

As p(n) — o0 when n — o0, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.2. If x is Toeplitz for which the sequence (7y) is bounded then (X, S)
satisfies a PNT.

5. TOEPLITZ SUBSHIFTS FOR WHICH A P;NT HOLDS
Theorem 5.1. Suppose that (X,,S) is a Toeplitz system such that
7k = o(p(ng)).
Then, for every F € C(X,) and y € X,, the limit

Z F(S”my) exists.

pWePN

1;
Nl—Igo Wl(N)

Proof. The proof proceeds along the same lines as the proof of Theorem (4.1l It relies
on the following analogue of (29): for every ¢ > 0 there exists a natural N. such
that for all N > N, and r € Z, we have

1 D) 1
(3) | N P - Y F(S)| < el Pl
7Tl<N> p(DePN (‘O(nw 0<a<ng
(a—r,nk)zl
g (a)#?

In turn, the proof of (29) is based on only two elements: (27) and (BI). Their
l~almost prime counterparts follow directly from (I9) and (I8), respectively. Now,
we repeat the arguments of the proof of (29) almost word for word, replacing (27])
and (BI) by their [-almost prime counterparts. 0O

Remark 5.2. In view of (29) and (33), under the assumption 7, = o(p(ny)), we
have

> F(SPy)

p<N

Z F(Sp(l)y) = lim

lim
pWeP]N N=e 7T(N)

N=x m(N)
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for every F' e C'(X,) and y € X,, so a PNT and a P;NT fully coincide for this class
of regular Toeplitz systems.

6. ERGODIC AVERAGES ALONG POLYNOMIAL TIMES

Let P be a monic polynomia]ﬁ of degree d > 1 with non-negative integer coeffi-
cients. Note that, under these assumptions, P(-) is a strictly increasing function on
N. For every n € N, let

RY:={0<a<n:a=P(m) modn for some m € N} and ¢*'(n) := #R”.
For all N;n € N and a € R? let
pP'(N;n,a) = #{1 <m < N:P(m)=a mod n}.
and
P(n,a) i= o (mina), p"(n) = max o (nin, a).
acRy,

Lemma 6.1. The function " is multiplicative, i.e. ¥F (niny) = ¥ (n)vf (ny) if
(n1,ng) = 1. Ifa € Z/nZ, ny,...,ny are pairwise coprime and n = ny ---ny then
a€ R iffa; € Rf; fori=1,... k, where 0 < a; < n; is the remainder of a when
divided by n; (that is, 0 < a; < n; and a; = a mod n;). Moreover,

p

k

(34) o (n,a) = [ om0

i=1
Proof. Note that the multiplicativity of 1 follows from the second part of the
lemma.

Moreover, note that a € RY iff a = P(m) mod n for some 0 < m < n. Indeed,
if a = P(m) mod n for some m € N, then a = P(m’) mod n, where 0 < m’ < n is
the remainder of m when divided by n.

Ifae Rl ., ie a=P(m) modny---ny for some 0 < m < n, then a; = a =
P(m) = P(m;) mod n; for every ¢ = 1,..., k, where 0 < m; < n; is the remainder
of m when divided by n;.

Now, suppose a € Z/nZ, a; = a mod n; and a; € Ri, fori =1,...,k. Then, for
every i = 1,...,k, there exists 0 < m; < n; such that a; = P(m;) mod n;. By the
Chinese Remainder Theorem, there exists a unique 0 < m < n such that m = m;
mod n; for i = 1,..., k. It follows that

P(m)=P(m;) =a; =a modn; foralli=1,... k.
This yields a = P(m) mod n;---n; and a € RE.

The argument above also shows (34). ©

Remark 6.2. Note that in the argument above we used the fact that the a;’s
determine a as by the ChRT there exists only one 0 < a < n such that a = qg;
mod n; foreach i =1,...,k.

For any natural n denote by w(n) the number of its prime divisors (counted
without multiplicities) and by p(n) the product of its prime divisors.

Corollary 6.3. The arithmetic function pp is multiplicative and p*'(n) < Cg(::))n

8The leading coefficient of P equals 1. This assumption is only for simplicity. In fact, Theo-
rem [6.8 below is true whenever the set of (non-zero) coefficients of P — P(0) is coprime, see the
proof of Corollary and the assumptions of Albis theorem in [I§].
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Proof. The multiplicativity of p follows directly from (34). By Albis theorem (see
Corollary 3 of Theorem 1.23 in [I8][), for any prime number we have p? (p") < dp™ .
This result combined with the multiplicativity of p? gives the required bound of

pP(n). o
Lemma 6.4. For allneN, ae RY and N = P(n), we have
PYN
,op(n,a)<J - 1) <#{meN:1<P(m)<N,P(m)=a mod n}
n
P~YN
< pP(n,a)<7< )4 1).
n

Proof. Let s := pF(n,a) and let 1 < my; < ... < m, < n be all numbers such
that P(m;) = a mod n. Note that a natural number m satisfies P(m) < N and
P(m) =a modn iff m = jn+r with0 < j < (PYN)—r)/nand 0 <r <n
satisfies P(r) = a mod n. Thus, r = m; for some ¢ = 1,...,s. It follows that

p:=#{meN:1<P(m)<N,P(m)=a modn}

_ ; ([—P_l(]\;) _mi] + 1).

Since
P~Y(N P7Y(N) — P7Y(N) —
)y PR e (PR
n n n
P~ Y(N)—m; P~Y(N
LW =m L PPN
n n
by summing up, this gives
PY(N PY(N
3( ( )—1><p<8( ( )+1)
n n

O

Remark 6.5. As P is an increasing function, we can apply the above inequalities
to P(N) instead of N (as P(N) = N). Then P(m) < P(N) iff m < N, and the
result of the lemma implies

N

pP(n,a)<z—1> < pP(N:n,a) <,0P(n,a)(% +1).

We now focus on the simplest case when P(n) = n?. We continue to write R for
RP 1) for ¢¥ and p for pP. In view of Theorems 1.27 and 1.30 in [I8], we have the
following result.

Proposition 6.6. For every prime number p > 2, for every a € R,~, where N = 2n
or 2n + 1, we have

2 ifa=a" modp fora e Ry\{0}
Na)y=< 20" ifa=p7d andd =a" mod p fora” e R,\{0}
p" ifa=0.

p(p

9Note that compared to notation from [I8], we have:
(

pF(n;n,a) = Ap_q(n), p¥'(n) = max Ap_4(n);
aeRF

n

the estimate on Ap in [I8] depends only on the degree of the polynomial.
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Moreover, we have

w(pQ"H) _
Furthermore, If p = 2 then
p(2,a) =1 for allae Ry, p(4,a) =2 for allae Ry
and for any N = 3, where N = 2n or 2n + 1, for every a € Ryn, we have
4 ifa=1 mod 8

P2 £ 2p 41
2(p+1)

p2n+1+p+2

and (™) = S5

4-2" ifa=2%d,2r<N-3,d =1 mod8
p(2¥, a) =< 2-2" ifa=2%d,2r=N-2,d =1 mod 4
2" ifa=2"a',2r=N—-1,a =1 mod 2
2" if a = 0.
Moreover,
. 22—l 4 4 " 22" + 5
P = T and (@) = T

Corollary 6.7. For every natural n > 2, we have p(n) < 4+/n. Moreover, if n is
square-free, then p(n) < 2+,

Proof. By a direct inspection of the formulas in Proposition 6.6, we obtain:

p(2V) < 2v2N | p(3V) < 23N

but for all p > 5, we have
p(™) < VPV,
Indeed, for the cases @ = o’ mod p (for @’ € R,\{0}) and a = 0, it is direct. For

the case p(pV,a) = 2p", we have a = p*a’ < pV, so 2r < N — 1 and then indeed
The second inequality follows directly from p(p) < 2. O

For some future purposes, we are interested in cases (in Proposition [6.6]) which
gives possibly smallest values for the function p, hence, for every prime number p
and any natural n, let

{0<a<p":a=d modpforade R\NO}} ifp>2

Do Ry if p* =2
Fopn = R, if pn =4
{0<a<2":a=1 mod 8} if n > 3.

By Proposition [6.6] ﬁpn < Rpyn.
Let n = p!"py? - p.™ be the canonical representation of n. Let

S :Z/NL — LZ)p\" L x ... x L/p"*ZL

10We obtain these formulas by using the formulas for the values of ¢ and counting the number
of the possibilites in each row, so for N = 2n, we have:

—1
P=1 ouy NP —1 9o
w(an)z 5 p2n 1+Z 5 p2n 2r 1+1=
r=1

n—1 n n
it 2p2<n_r_1)=1+p(p—1) )" -1 _p* i 4p+2
2 & 2 p-1 2(p+ 1)
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be the canonical ring isomorphism. Recall (cf. Lemma [6.1] and Remark [6.2]) that ®
establishes a one-to-one correspondence between R,, and Rpgnl X ... X Rp;”k. Set

R, = ¢_1(Rp;”1 X ... X szlk)

and
Y(n) := #R,.
Then, clearly, QZ is a multiplicative function. Moreover, by Proposition [6.6] for each
a € R,~n, we have
1 ifpV =
va)=+ 2 ifpN =2o0rp>2
4 ifp=2and N > 3.

Hence, in view of (B4]), for every a € R,,, we have

1
(35) 3 cuw(n) p(n,a) <2- gw(n)
Moreover, by definition,
p"‘lp—gl it p>2
> 2 it p" =2
V") = 2 if p" =4

n=3 if p=2andn > 3.
It follows that

(36) 1 (1—5<%<4H<1—%).

(To obtain these inequalities, for n = p"'py™ - - - p,'*, write

2« (M) (n) _ Hk 2¢(p;")

i=1 pznz
and apply the formula above.)

6.1. Polynomial ergodic theorem. In the result below P is a monic polynomial
of degree d > 1 with non-negative integer coefficients.

Theorem 6.8. Suppose that (X,,S) is a Toeplitz system such that

(37) 7 = o(nk/p" (ny)).
Then, for every continuous map F : X, — C and y € X,, the limit
im P(m)
(38) Jim > F(S7y)
m<N
exists.

Proof. To show (38)), we need to prove that for every € > 0 there exists N so that
for every N, M > N, and every r € Z, we have

(39) (SP(m)+ - Z SP(m)+7" < e

N m<N m<M

We first assume that F': X, — R depends only on the zero coordinate, i.e. F(y) =
f(y(0)) for some f: A — R.



18 K. FRACZEK, A. KANIGOWSKI, AND M. LEMANCZYK

Fix € > 0. Choose k£ > 1 so that

g N
40 e < =———.

40) £ 8 pP ()

Next, choose N. = 8n?/e. Then, in view of Remark (and the choice of V), for
every N > N, and a € Rfk, we have

(41) <pP(ng) <np < -—

8nk'

N
p"(Nsng, a) = pP(ng, a) —
ng

From now on, we write that an integer number v belongs to Rfk if there exists
0 < v < ng such that v = v mod n; and v’ € R,fk. We will show that for all
N = N, and r € Z, we have

1 m T 1 a
(42) )N 3 RSP . N P (a—r)F(S"0)| < e F o,

m<N 0<a<ng

P
a—reRnk

z(a)#?

and this implies (39]).
Recall that z;, € (A U {?})Z is an my-periodic sequence (used to construct z at
stage k). Note that for every a € Z, we have

z(a) # 7= x(a+j-ng) = zx(a) for every j € Z.
This implies that if m < N and zx(P(m) + r mod ny) # 7, then
(43) F(sP(m)+rl,) _ F(SP(m)+r mod nkl‘)

Therefore,

= > #{m<N:Pm)=a-r modng}= > p"(Ninga—r).

0<a<ng O<a<ng

P P
afreRnk afreRnk
wp(a)="? zp(a)="?

Assume that N > N.. By (), for every integer v € R , we have
N
p" (N5, v) < 2p" (ng) —.
g
In view of (HQ), it follows that

#{m < N : 2x(P(m) +r mod ny) = 7}

N
<#{O0<a<ng:a—reR x.(a) z?}QpP(nk)n—
k

Mg

N
k

W

Let
Uy :={m < N:zp(P(m)+r modng) # 7}.
Then by the above, for every N > N,

1 m T 1 m T 8
(4) 5 2 FST ) - o 3 BT 0)| < P e

m<N meUn



PRIME NUMBER THEOREM FOR REGULAR TOEPLITZ SUBSHIFTS 19
But by (@),
PIRACHEREE TN > F(S%)

meUn 0<a<ny m<N
a*TERfk P(m)=a—r mod ny
wp(a)#?

— Z F(S)#{m < N: P(m)=a—r mod ng}

0<a<ng
afreRfk
wp(a)#?
= Z F(S)p” (N;ng,a — 7).
0<a<ng
afreRfk
g (a)#?
By (1), we have
N eN
P P
Ning,a—r)— Ng,a —1r)—| < ——.
‘p ( y Tk ) P ( k> )le 8nk;
It follows that
1 1
‘N F(SPmWtre)y - — Z pF (ng, a — r)F(Sax))
meUn T 0<a<Rr§Dk
a—reR,,
mk(at)qré’.;c
1 1
=|— F(S)p" (N;ng, a —r) — — P, a—r)F(S%
\NZ (8°2)p"( - JF(S"x)
a—reRfk a—rERfk
g (a)#? zp(a)#?
1 a P P N
<< X IR (N a = 1) = p (a0 = 1)
0<a<nyg T
a—reRY
k
g (a)#?
e#{0<a<ng:ap(a) #?7,a—re RP} 5
< 1l - L < g

Together with (A4]), this gives (42), which completes the proof in the case of F
depending only on the zero coordinate. The rest of the proof runs as in the proof
of Theorem F1] this is by passing to the Toeplitz sequences (™ e (A?"+1)Z for
m=>=1. 0O

Remark 6.9. Denote by P(,,) the set of all prime divisors of elements of the sequence
(n¢)i=1. In view of Corollary 6.3, ?; = o(p(n;)/d*™)) implies [B7). Unfortunately,
if P(,,) is finite then the sequence (p(n;)/d*™)),>; is bounded, so Theorem 6.8 in
the way, is not applicable. Fortunately, if P,,) is infinite then p(n;) Jd“) — oo
as t — 400, so Theorem applies to a non-trivial class of regular Toeplitz shifts,
in particular, it applies when the periodic sequences z; defining x have a bounded
number of “?”.

However, Theorem applies to a much wider class of regular Toeplitz shifts
when P(n) = n?. Then, by Corollary 6.1, ?; = o(y/n;) implies ([B37). Here the
finiteness or the infinity of the set P(,,) does not matter.
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The assumption (B7) about the growth of the sequence (7;);>1 is the least re-
strictive when all n; are square-free. Then, by the second part of Corollary [6.7]
1
?, = o(n/2*™)) implies [B7). Therefore, 7, = O(n, st ) also implies (B7). In-
1
deed, it suffices to show that 2" = o(n®s21os27 ) for square-free numbers n — +0.

Suppose that w(n) = k and denote by (p;);>1 the increasing sequence of all prime
numbers. Since

k
Inn > Zlnpl > klink,
=1

we have
2¢(n) 2% 2" 1
1 = logo n < klogo k = k logg logg k
n logg logy n 2 logg logg n 2 logg (k logg k) 2 logg k+logg logg k

As k log, log, k

1
VS22 v 1 ] W(n) — logg logo n
g hibg, b — T0 when k — 400, this gives 2 o(nleszloszn ),

6.2. Counter-examples. We will show that there exists a regular Toeplitz se-
quence x € {0, 1}% with the period structure (n;);>; satisfying

(45)  mpsr = keong with (kipr,ng) = 1, gy > 27 and Y L < 4o
PEP ()
and such that
1
lim — Z F(5™ z) does not exist,

t—o0 TLt O<m<m
where F(y) = (—1)Y©. Let
1 p—1
0<p:=— ] —
16 PEP(ny) p
By (36)), for every t > 1, we have

2¢0)9) ()
Uz

(46) > 8.

Passing to a subsequence of (n;)»1 (and remembering that ¢ (m) — o when m —
), we can assume that

Set

At stage ¢, x is approximated by the infinite concatenation of [0, n;—1] € {0, 1, 7}™
(that is, we see a periodic sequence of 0, 1,7 with period n;). Successive “?” will be
filled in the next steps of construction of x. We require that:

(47) {0 <i<ng: z(i) =7} < Ry,;
(48) #{ae Ry, : zy(a) =7} = (1— %)0(ny);
(49) #{0 <m < g s x(m?) =7} = By/ny.
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Recall that, in view of Lemma (remembering that P~'(n;1) = /Mir1), (35)
and (@3), for each a € R,,, we havd']
#{a+jn;: 0<j <kiyr} 0N?) = #({m? = amod n, : m? <ngyy}) — 1

D A/ 1
> (—t“ - 1>p(nt,a) 1> ( AL 1)—2“(’“) 1

Ny ¢ 2
> lgw(nt)<7Vnt“ _ 2) > EQW(M) VIt
2 Ty 4 Ty ’
SO
wlm) fy
(50) #{a+ g 0<j <k} 0N = = nt“.
t
By the definition of the sets R,, and ﬁn, we have
(51> Rnt+1 - U {CL +jnt : 0 <] < ktJrl}v
acRn,
(52) E"t+1 - U {a+jny: 0<j <k}
welon,

Moreover, by Lemma [6.1], for every a € R,,, we have

(53) #{ie Ry, i=a modng = #Ry,., = (k).

We need to describe now which and how we fill "?" in a;,[0, 1451 — 1]. This block
is divided into k;,; subblocks

$t[0,nt - ]_]l’t[o, ng — 1] .. .$t[0, ng — 1] .

~—

ki1

We fill in all "?" in the first block z;[0,n; — 1] in such a way to “destroy” the
convergence of averages in (45) for the time n;, namely

M s R G S YR R S SV )]
\/TTt o<m<,/nt \/TTt m<,/ng m<,/ng m<,/ng
xt(m?)=0 z¢(m?)=1 zi(m?)="?
And, since the number of m in the last summand is at least 8,/n; in view of (E9),
we can fill in these places at stage ¢t + 1 to obtain the sum completely different that
the known number which we had from stage ¢ — 1. We also fill in (in an arbitrary
way) the remaining places in {0,...,n; — 1}.

We fill in (in an arbitrary way) all places in {n, ..., n; 1 —1}\R,,,, and only these
places, so that ([AT) will be satisfied at stage ¢ + 1.

We must remember that for any a € R, if z4(a) #7 then for every 0 < j < ki1,
we have zy41(a + jny) = ai(a + jny) = x,(a) #?. Moreover, for any a € R, if
x¢(a) =7 then for every 0 < j < kyyq with a + jng € R
In view of (52), this gives

#{Z € }N%ntJrl : "L‘t+1(i) 7!?}
<d(ng) + Z #{a + jn, € ‘ZN%nt+1 10 <J <k}

aeﬁnt e (a)#?

e We have zpyq(a + jng) =7.

HN? stands for {m? : m > 0}.
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In view of (B3) and (48), it follows that

i€ oy, 20 (i) 27} < D0n) + (Blkirn) — D{a € B, < mul0) £7}
- - - 1— - -
< P(ne) + (P(ker) — Dveb(ne) = <’Yt 4t >¢(nt+1) < Ve (M)
U (ki)
Therefore, at stage t + 1, also (48] is satisfied.
A similar argument combined with (50), (48]) and (6] shows that
#{0 < m? < Nyl - xt+1( ) _7} = #{Z € Rnt+1 nN? le( ) :?}

= Z #{a+jn; € Ry, nN? 10 < j < kyyr)

a€Rn, xt(a)="

2900 gy g ~

— w(nt) . _

> NZ T T a2 D#{a e Ry, : zy(a) =7}

a€Rn, xt(a)="

=(1—y)~——— 4 QW(M ( t) = B/Nis1-
T

Therefore, at stage ¢t + 1, also (49)) is satisfied. This completes the construction.

Remark 6.10. In view of (A7), in the constructed example of Toeplitz system
(X, S) we have 7, < ¢(n). Moreover, 1(n;) = o(¢(n¢)). Indeed, by Proposition[6.6]

for every prime number p we have 1/1( ") < pt T 22 It follows that
W) 1 pe2_3
plp") 2 p-1 4

for all prime p > 7. It follows that

() - ot

Consequently, we have 7y = o(¢(n;)). Therefore, in view of Theorem 1] (X,,S)
satisfies a PNT.

APPENDIX A. THE DIAMETER OF A TOWER

Let z € A% be a Toeplitz sequence with the periodic structure given by (n;)i1.
Recall that
Per,, () ={a€Z: x(a+ jny) = z(a) for all j € Z}.
Let Aper,, (z) := Z\ Per,, (z). Then, we define the periodic sequence z; € (AU {?})”
by: (k) = x(k) if k € Pery,(z) and x,(k) =7 if k € Aper,, (z). Note that the
density of the set Aper,, (x) is equal to 3, where
= #{O k<nt ( ) _?} = (Apernt(x)m{Oala"'ant_l})'
It follows that the regularity of (X, S) is equivalent to 7, = o(ny).
Lemma A.1. For any Toeplitz sequence x € A we have
7, < O(E") <37 for everyt = 1.
Proof. First note that for every 0 < 7 < n; we have
={ye X, :y(k—7j) = x(k) = 2(k) for all k € Per,,}.
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Moreover, if k € Aper,, () then we can find y, z € £}, so that y(k — j) # z(k — j).
It follows that
dlam(E;) _ 27inf{\n|:n€Apernt(:v)f{j}}.

Suppose that
Aper, () n{0,1,...,ny — 1} = {l1, 15, ..., s}

with 1 < Iy < ... <l, <nyand s =7;. Thus, diam(E}) = 1 and if [;_; < j <,
(lp =15 —ny and ls11 = I3 + ny) then diam(E}) = 2-min{j—li—1li=7}  Therefore,

S(E Z diam(E}) > Z diam(E; ) =

0<j<ng

and

S(E') = Z diam(E}) = Z Z diam(E})

0<j<ny =1 l— 1+l1 <]<l itlit1
2
s
=Z<1+ Y 2*])<3s,
j= L1 —1l; 1;,—1
i=1 1$_]< ’L+§ i 1$J$’L 2271

which completes the proof. 0
As the regularity of x is equivalent to 7, = o(n;), we have the following conclusion.

Corollary A.2. A Toeplitz sequence is regqular if and only if 5(E') = o(ny).

APPENDIX B. STURMIAN DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS SATISFY A PNT

Let T : T — T (T := R/Z) be an irrational rotation on T by «. For every
non-zero € T let {Ag, A1} be the partition given by the intervals Ay = [0, 5) and
Ay = [B,1). For every x € T denote by Z € {0, 1}Z the code of z defined by Z(k) =i
if and only if T*x € A;. Finally, denote by X, 5 < {0,1}% the closure of the set
{z €{0,1}? : x € T}. Since X, g is an invariant subset for the left shift S on {0, 1}7,
we can focus the topological dynamical system S : X, g — X, 3.

Theorem B.1. For the topological dynamical system S : X, 5 — Xop a PNT holds.

Proof. For every y = (y(n))uez € Xap the set () ., Aymy = T has exactly one
element 7(y) € T. Moreover, m: X, 53 — T is a contmuous map intertwining S and
T and there exists a unique S—invariant probability measure p on X, 3. The m-image
of p coincides with Lebesgue measure on T.

By Vinogradov’s theorem, for any character f(x) = e*™* n € Z, we have
(54) J\Irlféo | Z f(T"x) Lf(a:) dx for every x € T.

p<N

Since every continuous function f : T — C is uniformly approximated by trigono-
metric polynomials, (54]) holds also for any continuous f. Moreover, (54) holds for
any Riemann integrable f : T — R. Indeed, for every ¢ > 0 there are two continu-
ous functions f_, fi : T — R such that f_(z) < f(x) < fy(x) for every z € T and
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$o(f(x) = f-(2))dz < e. It follows that

5 7)< iy s 3

p<N p<N

:Lf+(x)dx<ﬁrf(x)dx+e

lim sup
N—0 7T

and

- 1 » . 1 »
llj{fn_};’clf m(N) Z J(TPz) = 1\1/1520 7(N) p;vf(T @)

) _ Lf(a:) iz > L J (@) do — .

As £ > 0 can be chosen freely, this gives (54)).

Suppose that f : X, — R depends only on finitely many coordinates. More
precisely, assume that f(y) = g(y(—n),...,y(n)) for some g : {0,1}*"*! — R. Then
there exists F' : T — R such that f = F ox and F' is constant on the atoms of
the partition \/;_ T "{Ao, A1} (for example, if n = 0 and f is the characteristic
function of {y € X, : y(0) = 0} then F is 14,). It follows that F' is Riemann
integrable. Therefore, for every y € X, 3, we have

Z f(S (N) > F(TPr(y ﬁf dx_wadﬂ.

p<N p<N

Since every continuous function f : X, 3 — R is uniformly approximated by func-
tions depending on ﬁnitely many coordinates,

ZfSp —>J fduforanyyeXaﬁ

( p<N

holds for every continuous f. O
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