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Abstract. We study two properties of nonsingular and infinite measure-preserving ergodic systems:
weak double ergodicity, and ergodicity with isometric coefficients. We show that there exist infinite
measure-preserving transformations that are ergodic with isometric coefficients but are not weakly
doubly ergodic; hence these two notions are not equivalent for infinite measure. We also give type
IIIλ examples of such systems, for 0 < λ ≤ 1. We prove that under certain hypotheses, systems
that are weakly mixing are ergodic with isometric coefficients and along the way we give an exam-
ple of a uniformly rigid topological dynamical system along the sequence (ni) that is not measure
theoretically rigid along (ni) for any nonsingular ergodic finite measure.

1. Introduction

The notion of weak mixing for finite measure-preserving transformations has several different
and equivalent characterizations, and each has played different roles in various applications of the
weak mixing property. It is now well-known that in infinite measure the theory is quite different.
The first example showing this was given by Kakutani and Parry when they constructed in [15]
infinite measure-preserving Markov shifts T such that T × T is ergodic but T × T × T is not er-
godic (as is well-known, this cannot happen for finite measure-preserving transformations). Since
then many related notions an examples have been constructed for infinite measure-preserving and
nonsingular transformations; we refer to [5] for a survey of these results and to [13] where many of
these results are discussed in the context of group actions.

While our first examples are infinite measure-preserving transformations we also consider a non-
singular versions of our construction.
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2. Preliminaries

We let (X,B, µ) denote a standard Borel space that we will assume to be nonatomic, where µ is a
σ-finite measure, often assume to be a probability measure; sometimes wemay omit the σ-algebraB
from the notation. If we start with a σ-finite infinite measure (X,µ)we can always choose an equiv-
alent probability measure ν. In all cases we assume the measures are nonatomic. A transformation
(X, ν, T ) (sometimes we may simply write the transformation T ) is nonsingular if it is measurable
(T−1(A) ∈ B for all A ∈ B) and µ(A) = 0 if and only if µ(T−1(A)) = 0. A transformation T is
ergodic if whenever µ(T−1A4 A) = 0 we have µ(A) = 0 or µ(Ac) = 0, and it is conservative if
for all sets A of positive measure there exists an integer n > 0 with µ(A ∩ T−nA) > 0. We will
assume our transformations are invertible (i.e., invertible on a set of full measure and with mea-
surable inverse); in this case, as the measures are nonatomic, it is known that if a transformation is
ergodic, then it is conservative, see e.g. [19, 3.9.1].

A nonsingular transformation (X,µ, T ) is doubly ergodic (DE) if T × T is ergodic. It is weakly
doubly ergodic (WDE) if for any two measurable sets A, B with positive measure, there exists
n ∈ Z such that µ(T nA ∩ A) > 0 and µ(T nA ∩ B) > 0 (we note that this notion was originally
called doubly ergodic in [8], and that we can choose n > 0 in the definition). The transforma-
tion T is ergodic with isometric coefficients (EIC—see [13]) if for any separable metric space Y
and S : Y → Y an invertible isometry, for any equivariant Borel map φ : (X, ν, T ) → Y , i.e.,
S ◦ φ = φ ◦ T µ-a.e., the image of almost all points in X under φ is a single point., i.e., the map φ
is constant a.e. A transformation T is weakly mixing (WM) if for any ergodic measure preserving
transformation on a probability space (Y,m, S), the transformation T × S is ergodic on X × Y
with respect to the product measure µ⊗m. All these notions only depend on the measure class of
the measure. We use the following result from in [3].

Theorem 2.1. A nonsingular dynamical system (X,T,B, µ) is weakly mixing if and only if when-
ever f ∈ L∞(X,C), λ ∈ C, are such that f ◦ T = λf a.e., then f is constant a.e. (and λ = 1).

From the definitions it follows that if a transformation is DE then it is WDE; the fact that the
converse is not true for infinitemeasure-preserving transformations was shown in [4,8]. Glasner and
Weiss [12] proved that DE implies EIC and that EIC implies WM, and later Loh and Silva proved
that WDE implies EIC (these results are in the context of nonsingular group actions). In [12],
it is shown that for nonsingular group actions, WM implies ergodic; for the case of nonsingular
transformations T WM implies WM of T n, n 6= 0 [16, 2.1]. For completeness we observe that
EIC implies ergodicity: if a nonsingular transformation T is EIC and A is a T -invariant set we can
define a map φ : X → {0, 1} by φ(x) = 0 for x ∈ A and φ(x) = 1 for x ∈ Ac. Let S be the
identity on {0, 1}. Then φ is a non-constant a.e. equivariant map onto the isometry S on {0, 1};
total ergodicity of T can also be shown by a similar argument.

Glasner and Weiss [12] also showed that in infinite measure EIC does not imply DE. In this
paper we prove that in infinite measure EIC does not imply WDE. Glasner and Weiss [13] also
asked whether WM implies EIC, which remains open as far as we know; in Section 5 we study
some properties related to this question. In summary, we now know the following implications and
that the converse does not hold for each of the first two implications.
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DE =⇒ WDE =⇒ EIC =⇒ WM.

2.1. Rank-One Transformations.
Rank-one transformations play a central role in ergodic theory and this concept is central to our
paper. We describe the cutting and stacking construction of rank-one transformations.

A column is a finite ordered collection of intervals of finite measure
Ck = {Ck(0), Ck(1), . . . , Ck(hk − 1)}.

Ck(0) is called the base of the kth column, Ck(i) is the i-th level of the kth column, and hk is
the height of the kth column; the width of the column w(Ck) is the length of the largest interval
in Ck. In the measure-preserving case all the intervals of a given column are of the same length,
in the nonsingular case they may be of different lengths. Each column defines a column map TCk

that consists of the (unique orientation preserving) affine translation (simply a translation in the
measure-preserving case) that sends interval Ck(i) to interval Ck(i + 1), for 0 ≤ i < hk − 1; this
map is defined on every level of Ck except for the top level. To specify a rank-one construction
we are given (rk), a sequence of integers with rk ≥ 2, and (s(k, i)), i = 0, . . . , hk − 1, a doubly
indexed sequence of nonnegative integers. Let column C0 consist of a single interval. For each
k ≥ 0, column Ck+1 is obtained from column Ck by first subdividing each interval in Ck into rk
subintervals to obtain rk subcolumns; denote them Ck,0, . . . , Ck,rk−1. Over each subcolumn Ck,i
place s(k, i) new intervals to obtain a new subcolumn C ′k,i, now height hk + s(k, i), for each i =
0, . . . , rk−1. Finally stack the new subcolumC ′k,i+1 right over subcolumnC ′k,i for i = 0, . . . , rk−1
to obtain column Ck+1; i.e, map the top level in C ′k,i to the bottom level in C ′k,i+1. Note that the
column map TCk+1

agrees with TCk
wherever TCk

is defined. We let X be the union of all the
columns; the new subintervals can be chosen so that X is a interval, which can be of finite or
infinite measure. We let T be the limit of the TCk

. Regarding the cuts into rk subintervals we note
that in the measure-preserving case the cuts are uniform, i.e., all the subintervals are of the same
length, and in the nonsingular case one must specify in advance the ratios on the subintervals in the
cuts but they are done so that the width of the column w(Ck) decreases to 0 as k →∞.
It follows that for every measurable set of finite measure A ⊂ X and every ε > 0 there exists

N > 0 such that for every j ≥ N there exists a union Ĉj of some levels of Cj such that

µ(Ĉj4A) < ε.

One can show that T is nonsingular and ergodic (see [18, 4.2.1] for a proof that includes the non-
singular case).

Famous examples of cutting and stacking transformations include the Chacón (rk = 3, s(k, 0) =
0, s(k, 1) = 1, s(k, 2) = 0, for all k ≥ 0) and Kakutani (rk = 2, s(k, 0) = s(k, 1) = 0, for all
k ≥ 0) transformations. See e.g. [19] for a discussion of these and other examples. A rank-one
tower transformation is a rank-one transformation with one cut (rk = 2) and whose spacers are
only in the last column (s(k, 0) = 0). An example of such a transformation is the Hajian-Kakutani
skyscraper transformation (s(k, 1) = 2hk), see e.g. [19].

3. A Construction that is EIC but not WDE

We have already mentioned that WDE implies EIC; in this section we show that the converse of
this implication is not true; our approach is to develop some techniques to verify the EIC property
for some transformations.
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Theorem 3.1. There exists a measure-preserving rank-one transformation T on a σ-finite measure
space that is not weakly doubly ergodic but is ergodic with isometric coefficients.

The example is a rank-one transformation, first defined by Adams, Friedman and Silva in [4], that
has been called the HK(+1) transformation since it is a variant of the Hajian-Kakutani transforma-
tion. It is a rank-one tower transformation. For the base case choose column C0 consisting of the
unit interval [0, 1), and let rk = 2, s(k, 0) = 0 and s(k, 1) = 2hk + 1, for all k ≥ 0. So the height
is given by hk+1 = 4hk + 1. This defines an infinite measure-preserving rank-one transformation.
In [4], it was shown to be weakly mixing but not doubly ergodic; the proof in [4] that the transfor-
mation is not doubly ergodic also works to show it is not weakly doubly ergodic, and another proof
is given in [8]. For reference we recall that the Hajian-Kakutani transformation is obtained when at
stage k we add 2hk subintervals instead of 2hk+1 subintervals; this transformation has eigenvalues
and is not weakly mixing, in fact it is not totally ergodic (its square is not ergodic). In this section
we show that the HK(+1) transformation is EIC. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let (X,T, µ,B) be an ergodic nonsingular transformation and (Y, d) a separable
metric space with S an invertible isometry on Y . Suppose that there is a Borel equivariant map
φ : X → Y , i.e., a Borel map such that S ◦ φ = φ ◦ T µ-a.e. Then there exists a point x ∈ X such
that φ(x) has a dense orbit in a set full measure that is in the image of φ.

Proof. By Lemma 1 of [6], there exists an element x ∈ X such that for all ε > 0 we have
µ(φ−1(B(φ(x), ε)) > 0. By ergodicity of T , as T is also conservative,

⋃
n>0 T

nφ−1B(φ(x), ε)
is a set of full measure in X . We observe that

T nφ−1B(φ(x), ε) = φ−1SnB(φ(x), ε)

Thus
⋃
n>0 S

n(B(φ(x), ε) = Y mod µφ−1. Since S is an invertible isometry it follows that
SnB(φ(x), ε) = B(Snφ(x), ε). Let

Z =
⋂
m>0

⋃
n>0

B(Snφ(x), 2−m).

Then Zc =
⋃
m>0[

⋃
n>0B(Snφ(x), 2−m)]c is a countable union of measure zero sets, so Z has full

measure, and we can see that {Snφ(x) : n > 0} is dense in Z.
The union

⋃
i∈ZB(Siφ(x), ε) is the entire space but for a set of measure 0. Taking the intersection

over a sequence of ε tending to 0, we have a full measure space for which the orbit of φ(x) is dense
in the space. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let X = (X,T, µ,B) denote the HK(+1) transformation and suppose that
there exists a Borel measurable equivariant map φ fromX to a separable isometry (Y, d, S). Choose
a point y = φ(x), for x ∈ X , that has a dense orbit under S in the image of φ in Y . There exists a
point q ∈ Y such that the set

A = {x ∈ X : d(φ(x), q) <
ε

2
}

has positive measure. Let L be a level in column n for which µ(A ∩ L) > 9
10
µ(L). Since

µ(T hnL ∩ L) ≥ 1

2
µ(L), we must have µ(T hnA ∩ A) > 0.
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Thus, there exists some z ∈ A such that T hnz ∈ A. So

d(Shn(φ(z)), φ(z)) ≤ d(φ(z), q) + d(Shn(φ(z)), q)

= d(φ(z), q) + d(φ(T hnz), q)

<
ε

2
+
ε

2
= ε.

Next, choose ` such that
d(S`(y), φ(z)) < ε.

We then have

d(Shny, y) = d(Shn+`y, S`y)

≤ d(Shn+`y, Shnφ(z)) + d(Shnφ(z), φ(z)) + d(φ(z), S`y)

< 3ε.

Now for each m ≥ n there exists a level L′ in Cm such that µ(A ∩ L′) > 9
10
µ(L′). As a result, we

must have d(Shmy, y) < 3ε for all m ≥ n. Then we have d(S4hn+1y, y) < 3ε, so by the triangle
inequality, we have

d(S4hny, y) ≤ d(Shny, y) + d(S2hny, Shny) + d(S3hny, S2hny) + d(S4hny, S3hny)

< 12ε.

So

d(Sy, y) ≤ d(S4hn+1y, Sy) + d(S4hn+1y, y)

= d(S4hny, y) + d(S4hn+1y, y) < 15ε.

This proves that y is a fixed point under S, so as the orbit of y is dense the map φ is trivial. Thus
the HK(+1) transformation is EIC.

Since it was shown in [4, 8] that the HK(+1) transformation is not weakly doubly ergodic, this
completes the proof that EIC and WDE are not equivalent. �

4. Type IIIλ examples

Let T denote an invertible ergodic nonsingular transformation on a σ-finite measure space (X,µ).
Let ωn = ωµn = dµ◦Tn

dµ
. Define the ratio set

r(T ) = {t ∈ [0,∞) : ∀A, µ(A) > 0,∃n > 0, µ(A ∩ T−nA ∩ {x : ωn(x) ∈ Bε(t)}) > 0},

where Bε(t) = {x ∈ [0,∞) : |x − t| < ε}. If ν is a σ-finite measure equivalent to µ there exists
a positive a.e measurable function h such that ν = hµ, so ων = (h ◦ T/h)ωµ, and since every set
A of positive measure has a measurable subset of positive measure where h is almost constant, it
follows that the ratio set is the same for all equivalent measures. It is well known that r(T ) \ {0} is
a multiplicative subgroup of the positive real numbers, see e.g. [9]. If r(T ) 6= {1}, then T admits
no equivalent σ-finite T -invariant measure and we say that it is type III. There are several types of
type III transformations:

1. Type IIIλ: r(T ) = {λn : n ∈ Z} ∪ {0} for some λ ∈ (0, 1)
2. Type III0: r(T ) = {0, 1}.
3. Type III1: r(T ) = [0,∞).
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In this section, we will extend our construction above to a type IIIλ example of a system that is EIC
but not WDE.

Let λ be a real number with 0 < λ < 1. We will construct IIIλ nonsingular tower transforma-
tions that we will call nonsingular HK(+1, λ) transformations, via cutting and stacking as follows:

1. Start with the unit interval [0, 1) as our 0th column: C0 = {[0, 1)}.
2. The k + 1th column Ck+1 is obtained by cutting intervals of Ck into two in a way such that

the ratio of the measure of the two pieces is λ, with the left piece being larger than the right
piece. Then insert 2hk + 1 spacers on top of the stack. So rk = 2, s(k, 0) = 0, s(k, 1) =
2hk + 1, as before, except that now intervals are cut in the uneven ratio λ.

Let (X,Sλ,B, µ) denote the rank-one system we constructed above; when clear from the context
we will write S for Sλ. We first show that the system is indeed a type IIIλ system.

Theorem 4.1. Let 0 < λ < 1. (X,Sλ,B, µ) is a type IIIλ ergodic system.

Proof. Write S = Sλ. On a level set, the Radon-Nikodym derivative dµ◦S
dµ

on that set is the amount
of expansion or contraction of the interval when it is mapped to the level above it. One can verify
that the factor of expansion or contraction is always a power of λ, so the ratio set r(S) is a subset of
{λn} ∪ {0}. It thus suffices to show that r(S) contains λ. Given a measurable set A with positive
measure, for ε > 0 small, pick a level I on Ck such that µ(A ∩ I) ≥ (1− ε)µ(I). Then on the left
sublevel J of I , µ(A ∩ J) ≥ (1− ε(1 + λ))µ(J). It thus follows that

µ(ShkA ∩ (I \ J)) ≥ λ(1− ε(1 + λ))µ(J) = (1− ε(1 + λ))µ(I \ J)
as I \J is the right subinterval of I . In addition, we have µ(A∩ (I \J)) ≥ (1− ε(1+λ))µ(I \J).
For ε sufficiently small, it follows that (1− ε(1 + λ)) + (1− ε(1 + λ)) ≥ 1, so by the pigeonhole
principle, µ(ShkA∩A) > 0. On J , dµ◦S

hk

dµ
= λ, so it follows that the system is type IIIλ. The proof

of ergodicity is as in [18, 4.2.1]. �

We adapt the argument in [4, Theorem 1.5] to the nonsingular setting to show that (X,S,B, µ)
is in fact not weakly doubly ergodic; this argument was used to prove that the infinite measure-
preserving HK(+1) transformation is not doubly ergodic but it also yields that is is not weakly
doubly ergodic.

Theorem 4.2. Let 0 < λ < 1 and let S be the HK(+1, λ) nonsingular transformation. There exists
subsets A and B of X of positive measure such that for all n ∈ Z,

µ× µ((S × S)n(A× A) ∩ (A×B)) = 0.

Proof. Let B be the top level of C1 and A = S−1B. Let Rn be the transformation on Cn that maps
each level to the one above it and maps the top level to the bottom level. Note that Rn agrees with
S on Cn except on the top level. For L = A or L = B, define

In(A,L) = {i : 0 ≤ i < hn, µ(R
i
nA ∩ L) > 0}

In = In(A,A) ∩ In(A,B).

We show by induction that In = ∅. Since I1(A,B) = ∅, I1 = ∅. Assume that In = ∅. Note that
A and B are unions of levels in Cn. As A is not contained in any of the additional spacers added
to the system on the nth iteration of the cutting/stacking process (for n > 1), R2hn

n+1A and R2hn+1
n+1 A

are contained in the spacers placed on the right subcolumn of Cn. We thus have the following:
In+1(A,L) ⊂ In(A,L) ∪ (In(A,L) + hn) + (In(A,L) + 2hn + 1) + (In(A,L) + 3hn + 1).
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Hence,

In+1 = In+1(A,A) ∩ In+1(A,B)

⊂ In(A,A) ∩ In(A,B)

∪ (In(A,A) + hn) ∩ (In(A,B) + hn)

∪ (In(A,A) + 2hn + 1) ∩ (In(A,B) + 2hn + 1)

∪ (In(A,A) + 3hn + 1) ∩ (In(A,B) + 3hn + 1)

By induction, all rows are empty. For all i, there exists n > 0 such that SiA = Ri
nA, so µ×µ((S×

S)i(A× A) ∩ (A×B)) = 0. �

Hence, there existsA andB of positivemeasure such that there does not existn such thatµ(SnA∩
A) > 0 and µ(SnA∩B) > 0. This shows that S is not weakly doubly ergodic. Now we show using
a similar argument to Theorem 3.1 that S is EIC.

Theorem 4.3. Let (X,S,B, µ) denote the nonsingular type IIIλ HK(+1, λ) transformation. Then
there does not exist a nontrivial Borel equivariant map φ : (X,S,B, µ)→ (Y, T, d) where T is an
isometry on a separable metric space Y .

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, there exists y in the image of φ that has a dense orbit under T in the image
of φ in Y . There exists a point q ∈ Y such that the set

A = {x ∈ X : d(φ(x), q) <
ε

2
}

has positive measure. Let L be a level in column n for which µ(A ∩ L) > (1 − 1
1000(λ+1)

)µ(L).
Since µ(ShnL ∩ L) ≥ 1

λ+1
µ(L), we must have µ(ShnA ∩ A) > 0. Thus, there exists some z ∈ A

such that Shnz ∈ A, so

d(T hn(φ(z)), φ(z)) ≤ d(φ(z), q) + d(T hn(φ(z)), q) < ε.

Next, choose ` such that
d(T `(y), φ(z)) < ε.

We then have

d(T hny, y) = d(T hn+`y, T `y) ≤ d(T hn+`y, T hnφ(z)) + d(T hnφ(z), φ(z)) + d(φ(z), T `y)

< 3ε.

Now for eachm ≥ n there exists a level L′ in Cm such that µ(A ∩ L′) > (1− 1
1000(λ+1)

)µ(L′). As
a result, we must have d(T hmy, y) < 3ε for all m ≥ n. Then we have d(T 4hn+1y, y) < 3ε, so by
the triangle inequality, we have

d(T 4hny, y) ≤ d(T hny, y) + d(T 2hny, T hny) + d(T 3hny, T 2hny) + d(T 4hny, T 3hny) < 12ε.

So
d(Ty, y) ≤ d(T 4hny, y) + d(T 4hn+1y, y) < 15ε.

This proves that y is a fixed point under T , so the map is trivial. Thus the type IIIλ 4hk + 1
transformation is EIC. �
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One can also obtain type III1 examples. In our construction, at even times of the inductive con-
struction, choose a fixed λ1 and at odd times choose a λ2 such that log(λ1)/ log(λ2) is irrational;
this results in a type III1 transformation by a standard argument (see [9]), and our arguments can
also be adapted to show these transformations are EIC and not WDE.

5. WM and EIC

As we have mentioned, in [13], Glasner and Weiss asked whether there exists a nonsingular (or
infinite measure) transformation that isWM but not EIC. In this section we consider results inspired
by this question.

In this section, we first show that transformations admitting isometric factors to locally compact
metric spaces are not weakly mixing. Next, we will show that topological rigidity does not imply
measure theoretic rigidity, ruling out an approach to proving the equivalence of non-equivalence
of EIC and WM by only using topological rigidity. We will then construct an isometric factor for a
family of tower transformations. We will then prove using either Proposition 5.2 or the equivalence
of EUC and WM that a subset of those tower transformations are not weakly mixing. Finally, we’ll
use that result and [2] and [17, Chapter 15] to deduce that there exists irrational rotations satisfying
certain rigidity conditions. A similar analysis of the latter two processes described can be found
in [1] and [7].

Definition 5.1, as well as Proposition 5.2 were introduced in unpublished undergraduate the-
sis [14] for the case of sigma-finite subinvariant transformations (that include infinite measure-
preserving transformations). We state the proposition for the setting of nonsingular transformations
and include a proof essentially following the ideas in [14].

Definition 5.1. A nonsingular system (X,µ, T,B) is Locally Compact Ergodic with Isometric
Coefficients (LCEIC) if for any locally compact metric space (Y, d) and S : Y → Y an invertible
isometry, for any equivariant Borel map φ : (X, ν, T )→ Y , i.e., S ◦φ = φ ◦T µ-a.e., the image of
almost all points in X under φ is a single point., i.e., the map φ is constant a.e.

Proposition 5.2. For nonsingular transformations, LCEIC is equivalent to WM.

Proof. Wewill first show thatWM implies LCEIC. Let (X, ν, T,B) be a nonsingular transformation
that is WM. From the definition of WM it follows that every T -invariant L∞ function is constant
a.e., so T is ergodic. Let (Y, d, S) denote an invertible isometry on a locally compact metric space.
Let f : X → Y be a Borel equivariant map. Assume that there does not exist one point p ∈ Y such
that f−1(p) is of full measure. By Lemma 3.2, we may assume that there exists a point y ∈ Y with
a dense orbit on an invariant set of full measure. For each a ∈ Y , there exists a sequence ni,a such
that

lim
i→∞

Sni,a(y) = a

We define a group operation
a · b = lim

i→∞
Sni,a+ni,b(y)

It is clear that the limit exists. To check that the operation is well defined, if there were two sequences
mi,a and ni,a such that a = limi→∞ S

ni,ay = limi→∞ S
mi,a(y), then letting

e = lim
i→∞

Sni,a−mi,ay

we can check that
a · e = a.
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This implies that e is the identity. Thus, we have that S is a rotation on a locally compact abelian
group Y . Thus, by Pontryagin duality, there exists a character χ such that χ(Sy) 6= 1. In addition,
note that χ(Sa) = χ(Sy · a) = χ(Sy) · χ(a) for each a ∈ Y . As χ is continuous, χ is measurable
with respect to ν. Hence χ(Sy) is a nontrivial eigenvalue of S with eigenfunction χ. Let g = χ◦f .
Then letting λ = χ(Sy), we have

λg = λχ ◦ f = χ ◦ S ◦ f = χ ◦ f ◦ T = g ◦ T
Hence, λ is an eigenvalue for T and T is not WM, a contradiction.

Now we will show that LCEIC implies WM. Suppose (X, ν, T,B) is a nonsingular system that
is not weakly mixing. Then there exists a Borel eigenfunction f : X → S1 with f ◦ T = λf
pointwise almost everywhere for some λ ∈ S1. Letting (S1, d, S) denote the rotation by λ, it
follows that f : X → S1 is a Borel equivariant map to a compact isometry. Hence, (X, ν, T,B) is
not LCEIC. �

Let (M,ρ) be a complete separable metric space and T : M → M a homeomorphism. If (qi)
is a topological rigidity sequence for T , then it is well known that for any finite measure µ such
that µT = µ, (qi) is a measurable rigidity sequence for T . If M is compact, then there exists a
finite invariant measure, but in general, T need not admit a finite invariant measure. Thus, if one
finds a topological dynamical system (M,T, ρ) that admits a topological rigidity sequence (qi) that
is not a rigidity sequence for an irrational rotation, T could still fail to be weakly mixing for any
nonsingular measure ν onM . The below example illustrates that fact.

Theorem 5.3. There exists a separable metric space (Y, d) and an isometry S on Y such that S is
topologically uniformly rigid with respect to (ni) but for any finite Borel measure ν on Y which is
ergodic and nonsingular with respect to S, (Y, S, d) is not measure theoretically rigid with respect
to (ni).

Proof. In [11], it is shown that there exists a sequence of integers (ni) such that for any γ 6= 1,
γni does not tend to 1 and that ni are rigidity times for an invertible measure preserving weakly
mixing transformation (X,T, µ,B) (invertibility isn’t shown explicitely in [11] but it follows from
the construction being a Gaussian measure space construction). Let A be a non-invariant positive
measure subset of X . Then as T is rigid with respect to ni

µ(T niA4A)→ 0.

Let X1 = {T nA : n ∈ Z}. Define a metric d on X1 with d(B,C) =
√
µ(B4C). Let Y be

completion ofX1 with respect to d. Let S : X1 → X1 denote the transformation that takes T nA to
T n+1A. Since

d(S(T n(A)), S(Tm(A))) = d(T n+1(A), Tm+1(A)) =
√
µ(T n+1(A)4Tm+1(A))

=
√
µ(T nA4TmA) = d(T nA, TmA),

it follows that S is an isometry, so S extends to a map on Y . Since T is weakly mixing, it is in par-
ticular totally ergodic. The metric space (X1, d) has no isolated points so Y is a complete metric
space with no isolated points and by the Baire category theorem it is uncountable. We have that Y
is uncountable with A having dense orbit under S and (Y, S, d) is a topological dynamical system
with S an isometry.
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We now show that (Y, S, d) is uniformly rigid with respect to (ni). To do this, let B be an ele-
ment of Y . As {T nA} is dense in Y , there exists ` such that d(T `A,B) < ε

3
. Next, pick i large

enough so that d(T niA,A) < ε
3
. Then,

d(T niB,B) ≤ d(T ni+`A, T niB) + d(T ni+`A, T `A) + d(T `A,B) < ε

so T niB → B with respect to d.

There is another interpretation for the set Y . Observe that X1 equipped with d can be viewed
as a subspace of L2(X,µ) via the map T nA 7→ 1TnA. As L2(X,µ) is complete and X1 shares the
same metric as the L2 metric, Y can be viewed as a closed subspace of L2(X,µ).

Suppose there exists a finite nonsingular ergodic measure ν on Y that is measure theoretically
rigid with respect to (ni). Let B(Y ) denote the Borel subsets of Y . As there exists a continuous
isometry between Y and a Hilbert space, namely L2(X,µ), (Y, ν, S,B) is not ergodic with unitary
coefficients. Hence, S is not weakly mixing. Hence, there exists an eigenfunction f ∈ L∞(Y, ν)
with eigenvalue 1 6= λ ∈ C∗ ∼= S1 with f ◦ S = λf . On the other hand, if (ni) is a measure
theoretic rigidity sequence for (S, Y, d), ‖f ◦ Sni − f‖L2(Y,ν) → 0. But

‖f ◦ Sni − f‖L2(Y,ν) = ‖f‖L2(Y,ν)|λni − 1| → 0.

But as ni is not a rigidity sequence for any rotation, |λni − 1| cannot possibly go to 0. Hence, there
does not exist a finite nonsingular ergodic measure on Y that is rigid with respect to S along the
sequence (ni). �

Remark 5.4. The system (Y, S) does not admit any invariant Borel probability measure η as on any
invariant probability measure η, uniform rigidity implies measure theoretic rigidity, and because
ergodic measures are extreme points in the space of probability invariant measures. As any home-
omorphism on a compact space admits an ergodic invariant measure, Y is not a compact metric
space.

Another possible candidate of WM systems that are not EIC are rank-one transformations since
the spectrum of rank-one transformations are somewhat understood by the results of Aaronson and
Nadkarni in [2] and [17, Chapter 15]:
Theorem 5.5. [17, Corollary 15.57] Let T be a rank-one σ-finite measure preserving tower trans-
formation with stack heights hi. Then the spectrum of T contains all complex numbers λ satisfying

∞∑
i=1

|λhi − 1|2 <∞.

Proof. We use the notation of [17, Corollary 15.57]. First, we pass from T to an isomorphic rank-
one transformation without any spacers in the last column as done in [17, 15.42]. This is done by
adding the spacers in the tower transformation to the first column instead of the last column. Then
mk is the number of cuts of the stack and γk,i is the height of each stack, including spacers in the
ith column of the kth iteration of the cutting and stacking transformation. Hence, since T is a tower
transformation,mk = 2 for all k and γk,1 = hk − hk−1 and γk,2 = hk as γk,i are the heights of each
stack in the cutting and stacking transformation . It then follows from [17, Corollary 15.57] that

∞∑
i=1

|λhi − 1|2 <∞.

�
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This suggests that if there exists a metric space (M,d), an isometry T :M →M such that there
exists a rank-one tower transformation whose heights (hi) satisfy the property that no complex
numbers satisfy Theorem 5.5, then the rank-one transformation is an EIC transformation that isn’t
weakly mixing. The remainder of this section will be using Theorem 5.5 to either rule out more
examples or deduce rigidity results of rotations on the circle.

Proposition 5.6. Let (qi) be a sequence of natural numbers with qi+1

qi
≥ 2. Let (S, Y, d) be a topo-

logical dynamical system with S an isometry. Suppose the metric space Y satisfies
∑
d(Sqiy, y) <

∞ for some y ∈ Y . Then there exists a nontrivial equivariant map φ from a rank-one tower trans-
formation with heights (qi) to Y . In particular, the image of the map is in {Sny}n∈N.

Proof. Define (X,S, µ,B) to be the rank-one tower transformation with heights qi. We may pass
to an equivalent finite measure ν such that ν(Cn+1 \ Cn) = rnµ(Cn+1 \ Cn) where Ck denotes
the kth column of the cutting and stacking construction of X . Define a function gk : Ck → Y
by gk(Cj

k) = Sj(y) where Cj
k is the jth interval in column Ck and gk is zero on X \ Ck. Define

fk : X → Y by fk = gk on Ck and fk = gj on Cj \ Cj−1 for all j ≥ k + 1. We claim that
fk converges in L∞ to some φ which has the desired properties. For this, note that on X \ Ck,
fk = fk+1, and so we need to worry only about the difference on Ck. Ck+1 is built by cutting
the levels of Ck into 2 columns of equal size, and so we will let Cj

k(n) denote the nth level in the
jth new column created by cutting Ck in this fashion, where 0 ≤ j ≤ 1. Observe that on Cj

k(n),
fk+1 = Sjqk+ny, and fk = Sny, giving that for each 0 ≤ j ≤ 1,

d(fk+1, fk) = d(Sn(Sjqky), Sny)

≤ d(Sqky, y)

Since ∑
d(Sqky, y) <∞

the (fk)’s form aCauchy sequence and converge pointwise to someφ. Sinceφ(Tx) = limk→∞ fk(Tx) =
limk→∞ Sfk(x) = Sφ(x) we have that φ is a desired factor. �

Thus, combining the [13] result that proves the equivalence between EUC and WM and [2], we
obtain the following:

Proposition 5.7. Let (T,X, µ) be a σ-finite measure preserving transformation, (qi) a sequence of
integers with qi+1

qi
≥ 2 that has a set B such that

∞∑
i=1

√
µ(B4T qiB) <∞.

Then there exists a complex number λ such that∑
i

|1− λqi |2 <∞.

Proof. By Proposition 5.6, there exists a nontrivial equivariant map from a rank-one tower trans-
formation S with heights (qi) to the metric space {χTnB}L2(X,µ). This implies that S is not ergodic
with unitary coefficients and hence not weakly mixing. By Theorem 5.5, it follows that there exist
a complex number λ such that ∑

i

|1− λqi |2 <∞.

�
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Finally, we rule out a family of tower transformations with the quotient of two consecutive heights
are bounded. To do this, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.8. Let (Y, S, d) be a topological dynamical system with Y an isometry. Let (qi) be a
sequence with

2 ≤ qi+1

qi
≤ K

where K is some positive constant. Suppose there exists y ∈ Y with
∑∞

i=1 d(S
qiy, y) < ∞. Then

T := {Sny}n∈N is totally bounded.

Proof. Let qi+1

qi
be bounded by K and choose L large enough so that

∞∑
i=L

d(Sqiy, y) <
ε

K
.

We assert that T is covered by qL − 1 balls of radius 2ε centered on y, Sy, S2y, . . . , SqL−1y. Let
A = {n : n ∈ NSny ∈ Bε(y)}. Let

H = {h ∈ N : h = h1 + h2 + · · ·+ hk, k ∈ N, hi = qj, j ≥ L, hi are distinct}.

Notice that if h ∈ H , then

d(Shy, y) ≤
k∑
j=1

d(Shjy, y) ≤
∞∑
i=L

d(Sqiy, y) <
ε

K
.

Let
P = {p ∈ N : p = p1 + p2 + p3 + · · ·+ pK , pi ∈ H∀i}.

The set P is contained in A because for p ∈ P ,

d(Spy, y) ≤
K∑
j=1

d(Spjy, y) ≤ ε.

Then the subset

B = {b ∈ N : b = a

∞∑
j=L

ajqj, 0 ≤ ai ≤ bqi+1/qic, all but finitely many aj are 0} ⊂ P.

is contained in A. Let r be the least integer in B greater than a given b ∈ B. We claim that
b− r ≤ qL. Write

b =
∞∑
j=L

ajqj

where we use similar notation as before. Pick the least ` with a` 6= bq`+1/q`c. This exists since all
but finitely many aj are zero. Then

r ≤ s := (a` + 1)q` +
∞∑

j=`+1

ajqj ≤ b+ qL

since

b+ qL = (aL+1)qL+ · · ·+a`q`+ · · · ≥ (aL+1+1)qL+1 · · ·+a`q`+ · · · ≥ · · · ≥ (a`+1)q`+ · · · .
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Hence r − b ≤ qL as claimed. The difference between two consecutive elements in A is less than
or equal to qL. Since Bε(S

jy) ⊇ j +A (since S is an isometry), it follows that the balls of radius ε
around y, Sy, . . . , SqL−1y covers T . �

Combining Proposition 5.6 with Lemma 5.8, we have the following:

Theorem 5.9. Let (Y, d, S) be a topological dynamical system with S an isometry. Suppose (qi)
is a sequence of integers such that qi+1

qi
< K for some K and there exists some y ∈ Y such that∑∞

i=1 d(S
qiy, y) < ∞. Then there exists λ ∈ T such that

∑∞
i=1 |1− λqi |2 < ∞. In particular, the

tower transformation with heights (qi) is not weakly mixing.

Proof. By Proposition 5.6, there exists a nontrivial equivariant Borel map from a rank-one tower
transformation having heights (qi) to (Y, S, d). The image of the map is in particular contained in
C := {Sny}n∈N. By, Lemma 5.8 C is compact, so the tower transformation is not weakly mixing
by Proposition 5.2. Thus, by Theorem 5.5,

∑∞
i=1 |1− λqi |2 <∞. �

6. Open Questions

Question 6.1. Does there exist (ni) be a sequence such that ni+1

ni
is unbounded and (ni) is not

a rigidity sequence for any irrational number α but there exists a topological dynamical system
(Y, S, d) with S an isometry and an element x ∈ Y such that

∑∞
i=1 d(S

nix, x) <∞?

Remark 6.2. ni+1

ni
cannot go to infinity because otherwise, as observed by [7] and [10], (ni) would

be a rigidity sequence for uncountably many irrational numbers.

Question 6.3. Can one improve Theorem 5.9 so that
∑∞

i=1 |1− λqi | <∞?
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