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ARITHMETIC SUBTREES IN LARGE SUBSETS OF PRODUCTS OF TREES

KAMIL BULINSKI AND ALEXANDER FISH

ABSTRACT. Furstenberg-Weiss have extended Szemerédi’s theorem on arithmetic progressions to trees by
showing that a large subset of the tree contains arbitrarily long arithmetic subtrees. We study higher
dimensional versions that analogously extend the multidimensional Szemerédi theorem by demonstrating

the existence of certain arithmetic structures in large subsets of a cartesian product of trees.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Arithmetic subtrees. In [4], Furstenberg and Weiss have generalized Szemerédi’s Theorem on arith-
metic progressions to trees. We begin by reformulating this theorem in terms of semigroups as follows. We
let A be a finite set and let A* = J)_, A" denote the set of all finite words in the alphabet A. We will write
an element of A* as a word Ay --- A, rather than as a tuple. Note that A* is the free semigroup generated
by A, with the empty word §) being the identity. We let |w| € Z>( denote the length of w € A* and we let
B.(A*) ={w € A* | |w| < r} denote the ball of radius r and we let S.(A*) = {w € A* | |w| = r} the sphere
or radius r in the Cayley graph of this semigroup. For A C A* we can define the upper density
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We say that w’ € A* is a descendent of w if there exists an u € A* such that w’ = wu and if |u| = 1 then v’
is also a child of w. Furstenberg and Weiss showed that if A has positive density then it contains arbitrarily

large arithmetic subtrees, which we may define as follows.

Definition 1.1. An arithmetic subtree in A C A* of order r is a map ¢ : B,.(A*) — A such that there exists
q € Zo such that for all w € B,_1(A*) and A € A we have that

(1) [p(wA)] = |p(w)| +q
(2) The element ¢(w) is a descendent of ¢(w)A.

We call g the gap of this arithmetic subtree.
So an arithmetic tree of order r is an embedding of the full finite |A|-ary tree of depth r where each edge is

mapped to a branch of the same length ¢ and at each vertex in the image we have a splitting into |A| such

non-overlapping branches.

Theorem 1.2 (Furstenberg-Weiss [4]). If A C A* satisfies d(A) > 0, then for any 7 € Z~ there exists an

arithmetic subtree in A of order r.

We note that the original proof of Furstenberg-Weiss used Ergodic Theory and Markov Systems, though an

elegant and short combinatorial proof was later found by Pach-Solymosi-Tardos [5].
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As an example, notice that if B C Z>( has positive upper density
d(B) := lim sup BOO N
N—o0 N

then the set

Ap = | Sp(A")

bEB

satisfies that d(Ag) = d(B) > 0, thus contains arbitrarily large arithmetic subtrees by this theorem and thus
by definition, B contains arbitrarily large arithmetic progressions. Thus one can recover Szemerédi’s theorem
from this theorem of Furstenberg-Weiss. Alternatively, one also sees that the case |A| = 1 is Szemerédi’s

theorem.

1.2. Products of trees. As we have seen, the Furstenberg-Weiss theorem extends Szemerédi’s theorem on
Arithmetic Progressions. In this paper, we will investigate whether there is a multidimensional Furstenberg-

Weiss theorem that extends the multidimensional Szemerédi theorem in an analogous way.

We let I' = A* ® A* denote the direct sum of A* with itself, thus elements in I" are pairs (w1, w3) € A X A and
multiplication is performed ordinate-wise. We define the level of v = (w1, w3) € T', denoted by Level(y) €
7%, to be the pair (Jwi],|wa|) were |w| denotes the word length of w € A*. For (i,j) € Z2, we define the
level set

Lij ={yeTl'| Level(y) = (i,)}

Definition 1.3. For A C I" we define the upper density

N-1
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Recall that the 2-dimensional Szemerédi theorem can be formulated as saying that a set of positive density
in N2 contains a cartesian product of two arbitrarily long arithmetic progressions in N of the same common

difference. Thus it now makes sense to ask the following question.

Question 1.4. If A C ' with d(A) > 0 then does A contain the cartesian product of two arbitrarily large
arithmetic trees with the same gap? More precisely, if » > 0 then does there exist a ¢ and two arithmetic
trees ¢1, @2 : Br(A*) — A* with gap ¢ such that (¢1(w1), p2(ws)) € A for all wy,ws € B,.(A*)?

Remark 1.5. An affirmative answer immediately implies the two dimensional Szemerédi theorem as follows.
If B C N? has positive upper density
3 |B n [07 N)2|

d(B) = limsup >0

( ) N—o00 N?
then letting Ap = ; j)ep Li,; We see that d(Ap) = d(B) > 0 and the existence of product of arithmetic
trees of gap ¢ and order r in Ag implies the existence of the cartesian product of two arithmetic progessions

of length r and gap ¢ in B.

We remark that a different multidimendsional extension of the Furstenberg-Weiss theorem has been posed
by Dodos and Kanellopoulos (Problem 6 in [1]), though it instead considers positive density subsets of the

level product | J, .y Li,; rather than the cartesian product of two trees.

ieN
We are unable to answer Question 1.4, but we will turn to proving weaker extensions of the Furstenberg-Weiss

theorem that still imply the multidimensional Szemerédi theorem in the same way as in Remark 1.5



1.3. Arrays of horizontal trees. We state our first partial result concerning Question 1.4. Note that
an affirmative answer to this question would imply that for all integers r > 0 there is some integer ¢ > 0
such that our positive density subset A C I' would contain r horizontally embedded copies of an arithmetic
subtree with gap ¢ and depth r such that the vertical distance between these consecutive horizontal trees is

q. Our first partial result says that this is indeed the case.

Theorem 1.6. For A C I" with d(A) > 0 and r € Z+ there exists a positive integer ¢ and an injective map
¢: B.(A*) x{0,1,...7} — A such that the following hold.

(1) For some constants c1,cs € Z>o we have
Level(é(u, 7)) = (qlu| + ¢1,qj + ¢2) for all u € B, (A*),j € {0,1,...,r}.

(2) For each j € {0,1...,7}, we have an arithmetic subtree ¢; : B,(A*) — A* with gap ¢ and y; € A*
such that for all u € B, (A*), we have ¢(u,j) = (¢;(u),y;)-

Observe that this result extends the two-dimensional Szemerédi theorem in N? by the same argument as given
in Remark 1.5. The embedding provided by this result is much weaker than the sought cartesian product
structure and it is natural to ask whether one can find stronger embeddings that more closely resemble a

cartesian product such as ones where the ¢; are all equal.

1.4. Free Products. We now turn to presenting our next multidimensional extension of Furstenberg-Weiss
theorem that extends naturally the multidimensional Szemerédi theorem as in Remark 1.5. This will involve
finding certain non-degenerate arithmetic embeddings of finite subsets of the free product A**xA* into positive
density subsets of I' = A & A.

If one views I' as the vertex set of the cartesian product of two trees, then each vertex (wi,ws) € I' has
horizontal children (w; A, ws2) and vertical children (wq,wsA). Thus this (undirected) graph (the cartesian
product of two trees) has cycles such as squares. We now pass to the universal cover to obtain an acyclic

graph by considering the free product of A* as follows.

Recall that we consider A* to be the free semi-group with identity () generated by A. The free product
[ = A* x A* is the free semigroup generated by

{Xa | AeA}U{Yy | A€ A}

Thus every element in [ can uniquely be written as a word (product) of elements from this set. We define
the level of v € T', denoted by Level(y) € ZQZO, to be the pair (n,m) where n (resp. m) is the number of
letters of the form X (resp. Y)) in the word ~. Let B,(I') denote the set of words in I' of word length
at most r. Recall that I' = A* & A* denotes the direct sum of A* with itself, thus elements in ' are pairs
(w1, wz) € A x A and multiplication is performed ordinate-wise. Thus the natural homomorphism [ »T
preserves levels. For v = (w1, ws) € ', we define X = (w1 A\, we) and 7Y = (w1, w2A). In other words, we

have a right action of I" T where ~ -7 is the product of v € I and the image of ¥ € LinT.
In a semigroup S, we say that s’ € S is a descendent of s € S if s’ = st for some ¢t € S.

Given A C T and u,v € Z2,, we define an (u,v)-arithmetic product tree of order r in A to be a map

¢ : B.(T') = A such that
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(1) For v € B,_1(T') and A € A we have

Level(¢(7X))) = Level(¢(7)) + v

and

Level(¢(7Yy)) = Level(¢(y)) + v.
(2) For v € B,_1(T') and A\ € A we have that ¢(7Xy) is a descendent of ¢(7)Xy and ¢(7Yy) is a
descendent of ¢(y)Y).

Our main theorem may now be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.7. Let A C T be a subset with d(A) > 0 and let u,v € Z%,. Then for 7 > 0 there exists

n € Zso such that there is an (nu, nv)-arithmetic product tree of order r in A.

Question 1.8. Can the hypothesis u,v € ZQ>0 be weakened to u,v € Z>¢? In particular, can we take
u=(1,0) and v = (0,1)?

Remark 1.9. Let us now show how an affirmative answer to our original Question 1.4 implies an affirmative
answer to this question. Finding a cartesian product of two arithmetic product trees (in A*) of order r and
gap ¢ inside A means that we have a mapping ¢’ = B,.(A*) X B.(A*) — A such that ¢'(z,y) = (¢1(x), d2(x))
for some ¢1, ¢o : B-(A*) — A* that are arithmetic trees with gap ¢ and of order . But then if 7 : Br(f) —
B,(A*) x B,(A*) denotes the natural homomorphism I' — T restricted to B,(I), then ¢ = ¢ o 7 is in
fact a (qu, qu)-arithmetic product tree of order r for u = (1,0) and v = (0,1). So indeed an affirmative
answer to Question 1.4 implies an affirmative answer to Question 1.8 for this w and v, but in fact it is
not hard to extend this argument to show that it would answer Question 1.8 completely. In other words,
Question 1.4 asks whether the (u,v)-arithmetic product trees can be chosen so that they factor through the

natural homomorphism I —T.

Remark 1.10. It is not hard to see that Theorem 1.7 implies the multidimensional Szemerédi theorem as
follows. Let B C Z%, be a set of positive density and construct Ag C I as in Remark 1.5 so that d(Ag) > 0.
Choosing arbitrary r > 0 and setting v = (2,1),v = (1,2) we see, by Theorem 1.7, that for some ¢ > 0 the

set Ap contains a (qu, gv)-arithmetic product tree of order r. This means that B contains a set of the form
A={zqu+yq+a|zy€Lsoandz+y<r}

where a € Z2, is the level of the the root of this arithmetic product tree. But it is not hard to see that this
is equivalent to the two dimensional Szemerédi theorem as for r large enough A contains a cartesian product

of two arbitrarily large arithmetic progressions of the same gap.

1.5. Outline of the paper. In Section 2 we will provide a proof of Theorem 1.6, which uses a quantitative
extension of Theorem 1.2 due to Pach-Solymosi-Tardos [5]. The remaining sections are devoted to the proof
of Theorem 1.7, which relies on extending the techniques of Furstenberg-Weiss [4] on Markov systems. Our
exposition will be self contained and we use some slightly different definitions that will be more convenient
in our more complex situation. The main novelty that we introduce is the notion of a common endomorphic
extension of two commuting Markov systems, which naturally extend the endomorphic extensions used by

Furstenberg-Weiss in [4].

Acknowledgement: The authors were partially supported by by the Australian Research Council grant
DP210100162.



2. ARRAYS OF TREES (PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6)

In this section, we let A be a finite set and we will let Ty := By(A*) = {w € A* | |w| < N} denote the
|Al-ary tree with N + 1 levels and L; = {z € A* | |z| =4}. f A C Tn x Ty C A* x A* then we define the
density

1 |AN (L  Ly)
WA=F 2 TLnl
0<i,j<N—1 v J

which can conveniently be rewritten as follows

1 el
Av(A) = 15 3 AT,

(z,y)€A

Defining, for y € A*, the horizontal slice A, = {z € A* | (z,y) € A} we have that

N-1
1) av(A) = STIAIT Y dn(4y)
J=0 ly|=j

where we also use dy to denote the density on the one-dimensional tree (it will be clear from the context

which density we use), so
N—

_ 1 al _ 14y O Li|
=5 2 Z A

TEA,y =0
We will need the following notion introduced by Pach-Solymosi-Tardos in [5], which is a relaxation of the

notion of an arithmetic subtree introduced by Furstenberg-Weiss [4].

Definition 2.1. A regular embedding ¢ : T; — Ty is an injective mapping such that

(1) ¢ maps a level into a single level, i.e., if w,w" € Ty satisfy |w| = |[w’| then |¢p(w)| = |d(w’)].
(2) For w € Ty_1 and A € A we have that ¢(w) is a descendent of ¢(w)A.

Note that if ¢ also satisfies that |p(w))| = |p(w)| + ¢ for all w € T;—; and A € A then we say that ¢ is
arithmetic with gap q, as in Definition 1.1. The following powerful result is implicit for A = {0,1} in the
work of Pach-Solymosi-Tardos [5] (it is exactly the statement regarding “The set of levels occupied by the
elements of Hy in T,,...” in their proof of Theorem B) and for arbitrary finite A it is covered by Theorem
9.62 in [1], see also Equation (22) of [2].

Theorem 2.2 (Pach-Solymosi-Tardos [5], see Theorem 9.6.2 in [5] for details). If § > 0 then there exists an
€ > 0 such that for sufficiently large N we have that if S C Ty with dy(S) > ¢ then there exists a regular
embedding ¢ : Ty — Ty with ¢(Ty) C S and d > eN.

We will now use this to show the following result, which immediately implies Theorem 1.6 as d(A) =
limsupy_, o dN(AN (Ty X Tw)) for ACT.

Theorem 2.3. Fix § > 0 and r € Z~o . Then for arbitrarily large N € Z~( we have the following: Let
A C Ty x T with dy(A) > 6, then there exists a mapping ¢ : T, x {0,1,...7} — A such that the following
hold.

(1) For some constants c1,ca € Z>o we have

Level(¢(u, 7)) = (qlul + 1,95 + ¢c2) forallu e T,.,j €{0,1,...,7}.
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(2) For each j € {0,1...,r}, we have a regular embedding ¢; : T,, — T which is arithmetic with gap ¢
and y; € Ty such that for all u € T,., we have ¢(u,j) = (¢;(u),y;).

Lemma 2.4. If 0 < ay,...,ay < 1 satisfy %Zi\; a; > 0 then for some J C {1,..., N} with |J]| > %N we
have that a; > %5 for all j € J.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Now fix § > 0 and suppose that A C Ty x Ty satisfies dy(A) > 6. Thus applying
this Lemma to the sum (1) we have a set J C {1,... N} with |J| > SN such that for all j € J we have that

- é
AT 3 dn(4y) 2

lyl=7
and thus there exists a y; € L; with dy(A,,) > 2. By Theorem 2.2 there exists an € = ¢(§) > 0, such that,
assuming N is sufficiently large, we have a regular embedding ¢; : Ty — A,,, where d = [eN]. Say B; C A,
is the image of this regular embedding ¢; and we let L(B;) = {|z| | z € B;}. Now the set (J; L(B;) x {j}
is a subset of {1,...,N} x {1,..., N} with density at least & - & > £¢(§) > 0. So by the two dimensional
Szemerédi theorem, if N is sufficiently large then (J; L(B;) x {j} C {1,... , N}? contains a cartesian product

of two arithmetic progressions of length r with the same common difference ¢ > 0. Thus our mapping

¢: T x{0,1,...7} = | J B x {4}

may be constructed from a suitable restriction of the mapping (u, j) — (¢;(u), j)- |

3. MARKOV SYSTEMS

Definition 3.1. A A-Markov system (M, T, p) consists of a compact metric space M and continuous maps
T\ : M — M and py : M — [0,1] for each A € A such that

ZpA(x) =1 forall z e M.

AEA
The associated Markov Operator P : C(M) — C(M) is defined by

(Pf)(x) =Y pal@) f(Taz).

AEA

We say that (M, T, p) is endomorphic with respect to a continuous S : M — M if whenever py(z) > 0 then
S(T)\Jt) =xT.

Let us recall the notion of the Endomorphic Extension of a Markov system introduced in [4].

Definition 3.2. The Endomorphic Extension of a A-Markov system (M,T,p) is the A-Markov system
(M, T,p) given by
M = M"<o,
pa(z) =pa(zg) forx=(...,z_1,70) €M
and

T)\(' e ,1’_2,%_1,1’0) = ( e 7x—17‘TOaT>\‘T0)'

Lemma 3.3. The Endomorphic extension is endomorphic with respect to the shift map S:M— M given

by g(...,l‘l,xo) = (...,.132,%‘1).

We will now extend this notion by defining common Endomorphic Extension for two commuting Markov

systems on the same space.
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Definition 3.4. We say that a A-Markov system (M, T, p) commutes with a A’-Markov system (M,T”",p’)
if T\T, =T, T for all A € A, X € A'.

Suppose that (M, T,p) is a A-Markov system that commutes with a A’-Markov system (M,T’,p’). Then
their common endomorphic extension is the space M = M%%0. Let x;; € M denote the (4,j) component
of x € M. Define Ty : M — M by (ﬁ\x)” = Z;41,; for i < 0 and (f,\)(),j = Thxo ;. In other words, Ty
shifts horizontally to the left and inserts T (zo ;) to the vacant 0, j component. We define S:M — M to
be the right shift (§)” = x;_1,;. Thus we have a A-Markov system (M, i@ endomorphic with respect
to S where Da(x) = pa(zo,0). Similairly, we have a A’-Markov system (M, ,1\:’,1;’) that is endomorphic with
respect to the vertical shift S’ : M — M given by (5”1‘)1'7]' = x; j_1. Here (5’733)” = x; j+1 for j < 0 and
(T72)i0 = (T)i0; with p/ () = p} (w0,0)-

Lemma 3.5. For A € A and ) € A’ we have that f\ and TN’, commute.

Proof. We need to consider a few cases by checking the components. First TA%V’A/:E has (0,0) component
T)\T},z0,0 and /Tv’,\ff\ac has (0,0) component T%,Thxo,0. By commutativity of the two original Markov systems
(M,T,p) and (M, T’,p"), these two (0,0) components coincide. The other cases are easy to check and do

not require this commutativity assumption. O

We will also need the following Lemma, which is easy to establish.

Lemma 3.6. For A € A and ) € A’ we have that T; and SA'; commute.

4. STATIONARY MEASURES

Given a A-Markov system (M, T,p), we say that a probability measure p on M is stationary if P*u = u

where P denotes the assocated Markov operator. In other words

/Pfdp:/fdu for all f € C(M).

We say that a Markov system has constant transition probabilities if py(x1) = px(z2) for all 1,25 € X and
A € A. For simplicity of language, in this case we will treat py as element of [0, 1] rather than a function on
M.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that (M, T,p) and (M, T’,p’) are two A-Markov systems that commute and that have

constant transition probabilities. Then their associated Markov operators commute.

Proof. For f € C(M) and x € M we have that
P'Pf(z) =P'(Pf)()
=Y P(@)(P)(T )
NeA

D o@D pa(Th (@) f(Ta TS )

MNeEA AEA

Z P (@)pA (T3 (2)) F(TA T @)

AN EA

But by commutativity and the assumption that py and p), are constant on M, we see that this expression

is symmetric in T and 7", hence the desired result. O
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Lemma 4.2. Two Markov systems on a compact metric space M whose Markov operators P; and P

commute have a common stationary measure.

Proof. Let pu be any measure on M and define
] Nl

i = O (P (P
i,j=0

By compactness this has a weak-* limit and one readily sees that it is invariant under both Markov operators
as

[ sans ~ [ ptaus| = 00/m11
for all f € C(M) and P = Py, Ps. |

Proposition 4.3. Let M be the common endomorphic extension of two commuting A-Markov systems
(M,T1,p1) and (M,T,ps) with constant transition probabilities and let p be a measure for M that is
stationary for both systems. Then there exists a measure i on M that is stationary for (]T/f , ﬁ,ﬁl) and

(M,E,p}) and such that 7*x = p where 7 : M — M is the factor map 7(z) = zg, for x € M = Mo,

Proof. Let [ip be any measure (not necessarily stationary) on M such that m* o = p (for example, one can
take p1p to be the product measure H;)Z':O u). Now let
;N
v = > (PO (BY fio.
i,j=0
Observe that for ¢ = 1,2 we have that
mo(T)x= (T)rom
and that (p;) and (p;)» are equal (more precisely, they are constant functions, on M and M respectively,
with the same value) and so we must have that Pfn* = W*E*. This relation now implies that 7*uy = pu.

Thus if we take a weak*-limit of iy then it is a stationary measure that also projects to p on M. |

We now state some basic facts about stationary measures on endomorphic systems already established in

[4]. We give proofs for completeness.

Proposition 4.4. Let pu be a stationary measure on a A-Markov system (M, T, p) that is endomorphic with
respect to a continuous S : M — M. Let P : C(M) — C(M) be the corresponding Markov operator on M.
Then

(1) The operator P extends uniquely to P : LY(M, p) — L4(M, pu) for 1 < g < oo, which has operator

norm 1 and is defined by the same formula

Pf(x) =Y palx)f(Tz).

AEA
(2) For any h,g € L (M, ) we have (where Sg is the function Sg(z) := g(Sz))

P(h-Sg) = (Ph)-g.

(3) P is a left inverse of S. That is, PS =L
(4) The map S preserves fi.
(5) P and S are adjoint operators on L%(M, p).



Proof. Let f: M — C be measurable. Then for ¢ > 1 we have,

|Pf(z)| = Zp/\ f(Thz)
AEA
<> (@) f(Taw)]
AEA
1/q
(ZP,\ N (Taz)|? >
AEA
= (P(If17)(x))"/

Actually, the first inequality shows that ||Pf|lcc < ||f|lco and so P has operator norm 1 on L*. Now for
1 < ¢ < o0, if we integrate the estimate |Pf|? < P(|f]?) just established we get

[Pfl%dp < | P(If|D)dp=[ |f|dp.
Jipirans | /

This shows that P is an operator on L9(M, u) with operator norm 1. Now if h,g € L>°(M, 1) then

P(h-Sg)(x ZPA (h-Sg)(Thx)
AEA

= Zp)\ TA.’E (STACU)

AEA

= pr h(Txz)g(x)
AeA

— Ph(x) - g(a).

In particular, if we take h =1 and use Ph = 1, then we get the identity P(Sg) = g, so PS = I. Integrating

/gdu = /P(Sg)du = /Sgdm
so S preserves . Finally,

(89) = [ - Sgdu= [ PO Sg)dn = [ Ph-gdn = (Ph.g)

thus P and S are indeed adjoint on L2(M, p). O

this we get

5. TREES IN MARKOV SYSTEMS

Given a A-Markov system (M, T,p) a path from x to 2’ in (M, T,p) is a sequence of points o, ..., z, such
that zy = x, x, = 2’ and for each i € {0,...,n — 1} there exists \; € A such that x,1; = T),z; and
P, (x;) > 0. Given such a path, we say that its length is n and we say that it has initial direction Ao if n > 0.

Definition 5.1. Suppose that M; = (M, T1,p1) and My = (M, T, ps) are commuting A-Markov systems
and let A C M. Given vectors u = (uy, uz),v = (v1,v2) € Zio we define an (u,v)-arithmetic product tree of
order 7 in M to be a map ¢ : B,.(T ) — A such that for v € B,_1(T ) and A € A we have that:

(1) There is a path in (M,T1,p1) of length u; from ¢(v) to some point & € M with initial direction A
followed by a path of length us in (M, Ts,p2) from this point  to ¢(yX)).

(2) There is a path in (M, T, ps2) of length vy from ¢(7) to some point € M with initial direction A
followed by a path of length vy in (M, Ty, p1) from this point  to ¢(7Yy)
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We say that ¢(0) is the root of this (u,v)-arithmetic product tree.

The main result concerns the existence of embeddings of arithmetic product trees in such commuting Markov

systems.

Definition 5.2. We say that a A-Markov system (M, T, p) is non-degenerate if for all A € A, the function
p» is not 0 on all of M. Moreover, we say that it has disjoint images if T\(M) N Ty (M) = () for distinct
AN eA.

Theorem 5.3. Let My = (M,T1,p1) and My = (M, T5,p2) be non-degenerate commuting A-Markov
systems with constant transition probabilities and disjoint images. Suppose that y is a common stationary
measure for both of these systems and A C M a measurable set with p(A) > 0. Then for each positive
integer r > 0 and u,v € Z2, there exists a positive integer n such that there exists a (nu,nv)-arithmetic
product tree of order 7 in A. Moreover, there is a positive measure subset A’ C A such that all a € A’ are

roots of a (nu,nv)-arithmetic product tree of order r in A.

We first show that we may reduce this to the case of Endomorphic systems as follows.

Theorem 5.4. Let My = (M, T1,p1) and Mo = (M, Ts, p2) be commuting A-Markov systems with constant
transition probabilities and disjoint images that are endomorphic with respect to continous S; : M — M
and Sy : M — M respectively. Suppose also that (7)) commutes with Sy for all A € A. Suppose that p is
a common stationary measure for both of these systems and A C M a measurable set with u(A4) > 0. Fix
u,v € Zio. Then for each positive integer r > 0 there exists a positive integer n such that there exists a
(nu, nv)-arithmetic product tree of order r in M. Moreover, there is a positive measure subset A’ C A such

that all a € A’ are roots of a (nu,nv)-arithmetic product tree of order r.

Proof of Theorem 5.3 from Theorem 5.4. We let M be the common endomorphic extension of these systems
and let 7 : M — M be the natural map as in Proposition 4.3. By Proposition 4.3, we may find a measure g
that is stationary for both of the systems on M such that 7*fi = . Let A = 7=1(A), thus fi(A) = u(A4) > 0.
By Lemma 3.6, we may apply Theorem 5.4 to find an n such that an (nu,nv)-arithmetic product tree
o : Br(f) — A exists. Finally 7 o ¢ is an arithmetic product tree in A, which can be justified by the
identities m((T;)xz) = (T;)a(m(z)) and px(7(z)) = pa(x), for x € M, A€ A and i = 1,2, that show that 7
preserves paths of any given length and initial direction. Finally, the set A’ C A of roots of such trees is
measurable and so if pu(A’) = 0 then (7=t A’) = 0, which would contradict the positivity of the measure of
the set of roots of such trees in A, thus p(A’) > 0. O

6. RECURRENCE IN ENDOMORPHIC SYSTEMS

We prove in this section Theorem 5.4. So fix two non-degenerate A-Markov systems (M,T7,p1) and
(M, T5,p2) that commute and have constant transition probabilities and are Endomorphic with respect
to two commuting continuous maps Sy : M — M and Sy : M — M respectively. Thus their corresponding
Markov Operators P; and P, commute. Recall that we also assume that So and (77), commute for all
A € A (cf. Lemma 3.6) and thus So and P; commute. Let p be a measure on M that is stationary for both
processes. Thus S7 and Sy preserve p (by Proposition 4.4). We now let Sp,S2 also denote the corresponding
Koopman operators on L?(M, B, ). Note that (by Proposition 4.4) Py, P, extend to norm 1 operators on
L?(M, B, 1) and L>(M, u) and that P; is a left inverse of S;, that is

PZ‘SZ‘:I fori:1,2.
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Now let
Hym = L*(M,S;™S;™B, 1)

denote the space of L?-functions measurable with respect to the sub-g-algebra S} "S5 ™ B, which we note is

precisely the set of those functions written as
SnSmg  for some g € L2(M, B, ).

Now let
Hoo = ﬂ Hn,m = L2(M, ﬂ Sl_nSQ_mBa :U)

n,m>0 n,m>0
and let Q@ m and Q« denote the orthogonal projection onto H,, ,,, and Hs respectively. Note that for all

f € L?(M, B, 1) and sequences n; — 0o, m; — oo we have that
hm Qni,mif = Qoof
71— 00

Note also that @, and Q) are conditional expectations and hence have L° norm at most 1.

Lemma 6.1. We have that ST P[*'SS"Py" = Qpn m-

Proof. First we show that if f € H, ,, then the left hand side fixes f. By definition, this means that
f=5753¢g for some g. Thus we have
SUPISY Ry [ = STPISE Py SISy g = STSYg = f

where we have used the commutativity of S7 and S5 together with the relations P;.S; = I, thus showing that
the left hand side is indeed the identity on H,, ,,. Now we show that if f is orthogonal to H,, ,, then so is
the left hand side applied to f. If h € H,, ;,, then

(ST PS5 Py f, h) = (f, (ST PI'Sy" Py")"h) = (f, 85" Py ST Pi'h) = (f, 55" ST P3" Pr'h)
where we have used the fact that S; and P; are adjoint (see Proposition 4.4) followed by the commutativity
of S; and P, (which follows from the fact that So = Py and P, = S§ commute). However, we see that

SyST P Pl'h € H,, , and so the fact that f is orthogonal to H,, ,,, implies that this inner product is indeed
0. O

Lemma 6.2. We have that H,, is P;,P», S1 and Sy invariant. Moreover, P; and S; are inverses on H.

Proof. If f € Hp,, with n,m > 0, then f = S755"¢g for some g. Hence using P;S; = I we get that
Pf= S{‘_ng’g € Hyp—1,m. So Py maps H,, mm to Hy,_1 ., and similarly, by commutativity of S; and S, we
can show that P, maps Hy, », to Hy, n—1. As Hy ,, is a subset of H,,_1 ,, and H, ,,—1, we can see that H
is indeed invariant under P; and P,. Clearly S1, S» preserve H,, ,, thus H, as well. Now given f € H, we

have that f = S1¢g for some g and hence

S1Pf=5PSg=5y9=/F,
showing that Sy is a left inverse of P;. O
We can now see that for any f € LQ(M, B, 11) we have that

2) PR =575 " Qoo fll2 = ISTS5 PP f — Qoo fll2 = |@nam f — Qoo fl = 0 as n,m — oo.

Let w1, us,v1,v2 € Z~ and let
Wy = Py Py? Wy = P/ Py2.
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Now for A € A we let By = (T1)A(M) and C) = (T2)x(M). Note that the By are disjoint by assumption,
likewise for C. Moreover, by disjointness we have that Py (1, h)(z) = (p1)ah((T1)rz) for any h € L (M, p)
and likewise for C, which we will use throughout. In particular, this means that P;(15,) = (p1)x» > 0is a
positive constant function and so the function
o1 =14 [[(Pilg,) - (P21c,)
A€A
has positive integral. Note that if € A is such that () > 0 then that means that for each A with positive
probability (p1)a(z) > 0 one can land in By, and likewise for C. Now let
po =14 [[ Pi(li, - P P3"01) - Po(lc, - PP n).
AEA

Note that if x € M is such that ps(x) > 0 then that means that € A and one may find, for each A € A, a
path zg, 1, ..., Zy,n in the Markov system (M, Ty, p;1) of length n which starts at zp = z, then immediately
hits By (that is, 21 € B)) and so this path has initial direction A (by disjointness of the B)), followed by a
path yo, . .., Yu,n in the Markov system (M, T, p2) with yo = @, and ©1(Yu,n) > 0, thus yy,, € A. Likewise,
the same implication holds for C) and (v1,v2) in place of By and (uj,us). Hence, using the language of
Definition 5.1 we have that z is the root of some (nu, nv)-arithmetic tree of order 1 in A, where u = (u1, uz)

and v = (v1,v2). From (2), we now have for large enough n that
P T Py gy = ST LS g 4 o(1)

where o = Qo1 and likewise for vy, vy in place of uy,us. Thus for large enough n we have that g is

approximately (in L?)

Yo =14 [[ Pi(lp, - ST 185" o) - Pa(lley - S 95 " on),
AEA
that is, since 15 is almost ¢s for n large enough, it will be enough to show that s has positive integral for

arbitrarily large n in order to verify the same for ¢o.
Using the identity P(h-Sg) = Ph- g, for P = Py, P5, we obtain that

o = <]lA H(PlllBA) . (PQ]IC,\)> (Sl—ulnsz—ugnspoo)M\ (S;vlnsgvgnwm)lA\
AEA

— @1 (S;ulnsgugngpw)m‘ (S;vlnS;vzngpoo)M‘

= o1 - WolAl- Wl

where in the final step we have used the fact that W; and W5 are inverses of Koopman operators and thus
are multiplicative (on L*°). Since we wish to show that )2 has a positive integral (for arbitrarily large n),
it will be enough to show that Q12 has a positive integral as Q. is a conditional expectation operator.
Moreover, the fact that it is a conditional expectation operator means that Qoo (f - 9) = (Qwof) - g for g in
H, and f,g in L°°, hence
Qootls = oo - Wil - W3 lL.

Now since ¢ and (pg;l are positive functions with the same support, the Ergodic Szemerédi theorem for
commuting transformations [3] (applied to W7 and W) demonstrates that for arbitrarily large n, the integral

of Qoot)2 is bounded away from zero (greater than a positive constant depending only on 12).
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We now proceed to show the existence of order r arithmetic trees in A by studying higher order recurrence.
To do this, we define recursively
or =1a H Pi(1p, - PP 0, ) - Pa(ley - PP ).

A€EA
for r > 2 (for » = 2 this is indeed the definition of ¢4 above). One can prove by induction that ¢, (z) > 0
implies that x is the root of an order r — 1 (nu, nv)-arithmetic tree as follows. We have already argued the
base case above. For the induction step, notice that ¢, (z) > 0 implies that € A and one may find, for each
A € A, a path 29,21, ...,2y,, in the Markov system (M, Ty, p;1) of length n which starts at zg = x, then
immediately hits By (that is, ;1 € B)) and so this path has initial direction A, followed by a path yo, . . ., Yusn
in the Markov system (M, T5, pa) with yo = z,, and ¢,—1(Yu,n) > 0, thus by the inductive hypothesis y,,n,
is the root of an order r — 2 (nu, nv)-arithmetic tree in A. Likewise, the same implication holds for C) and
(v1,v2) in place of By and (uy,us). Using the recursive structure of (nu,nv)-arithmetic trees we get that
indeed x is the root of an (nu, nv)-arithmetic tree of order (r —2) +1 = r — 1, completing the inductive step.

As shown for o1, we can show that
Pt Py, — ST LS Q o ]2 — 0 as n — oo.
Hence we have that |[¢), — ¢, |2 — 0 as n — oo where

Yr =14 H Pi(1g, - 87" "G Qoopr 1) - Pa(lley - ST S5 M Quotpr 1)
AEA

which, by the same calculations as above, we can write as

br =01 - (W Quopr—1)™ - (W3 Quoipr—1)'™.

Now as ¢,_1 is close to 1,_1 for large n and [|1),]ls < 1, we see that 1), is L?-close to

01 - (WPQootbr—1)™ - (W3 Qoothr_1)M.

Now by induction on r we see that, for large n, we have that 1), is L? close to a product of the form
U= o1 [[ W W s
a,b
where the product is taken over some finite multiset of non-negative integers a,b. As before, we see that

Qoow; = Poo lean QImSOOO
a,b

and again by the Ergodic Szemerédi theorem for commuting transformations we see that this function’s

integral is bounded away from zero for sufficiently large n.

7. MARKOV PROCESSES ON LABELLED TREES

In this section we will prove Theorem 1.7 using our main Theorem 5.3 on arithmetic product trees in Markov
systems. Let A be a finite set and let

T ={0,1}A >N
Thus an element in 7 € T is a {0,1} vertex labelled tree, i.e., a function from the product of two trees

T A* x A* — {0,1} with each vertex pair (w;,w2) labelled 7(wy,w3). We now define two right actions of
A* on T as follows. For w € A* and 7 € T let 7X,, € T denote the {0,1} labelled tree by

TXw(’wl,wg) = T(wwl,wg).
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Lemma 7.1. This defines a right action, i.e., 7Xy = 7 and

TXwXw = T Xpw

Proof. For (wi,ws2) € A* x A* we have that
(TX’LUXU)/)(U}17 w2) - ((TXw)Xw’)(wly w2)
= (7X)(w'wy, ws)
= 7(ww'wy, ws)

= (Twa/)(’wl,U)Q).

Similarly, we have a right action given by defining for w € A* and 7 € T the element 7Y, € T given by
7Y (w1, we) = (w1, wwsy) for (wy,ws) € A* X A™.
Clearly these two actions commute, i.e., 7.X,, Yy = 7Y Xy .

Now define a new space of labelled vertex-labelled trees M =T x A x A, i.e., an element w € M is now a
triple 7 = (7, A1, A2), which we think of as 7 € T labelled by a pair (A, A2) € A x A. We define a right
action of A* by defining

(1, A1, A2) Xy = (7 X, t(w), Ao)
for non-empty w = Ay - -+ A\, € A* where t(w) = A, denotes the final letter (if w is empty, then we define X,
act trivially). Analogously, we define

(1, A1, A2) Yy, = (7Y, Ap, t(w)).

Clearly, these two actions commute, i.e.,

XYy =Yy Xy forme M,w,w € A*.

We may define a A-Markov System on M by defining py(z) = ﬁ and (T1)ym = 7X, and another A-
Markov system (with the same transition probabilities) by defining (T3)xm = 7Y). Note that these two
Markov Systems commute and hence so do their Markov Operators P; and P». For w € A* x A*, we define
m(w) := 7(w) for 7 = (7, A1, \2) € M.
Given any subset A C A* x A* we may define an element 74 € M where
ma = (1a, A1, \2)
where A1, Ay are arbitrary. Define also
Lij = {(wi,wz) € A" x A" [ |w1| =1, [wa| = j}
where |w| denotes the length of w € A*. For S C A* x A* we may define a density
1SN Ly
dn( N2 Z |Li |
1,7=0 g

Now let

N-—1

1 U
i = S (P,
i,5=0
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and let
E={(r,\1,X2) € M | 7(0,0) =1}.

Proposition 7.2. For positive integers N we have that

pn (E) = dn(A).

Proof. First note that for any measure g on M we have that
* * 1 * 1 *
(Pr)"(Py)™ = (Z W(Tl))\)”(z W(T2),\)mli
AEA AEA
1 * *
NG Do XY,
w1 EA™ wo EA™
where we have defined ;X to be the pushforward measure of ;4 under the mapping © — 7.X,,, and likewise

we have similarly defined pY,;. However, note that

(O 4 Xy Yo, )(E) = Os X, Vo, (E)

w1~ w2
and so this equals 1 if and only if (14X, Y, )(0,0) = 1 which happens if and only if 1 4 (w1, ws2) € 1 which
happens if and only if (wy,ws) € A. Thus
_ AN Lnm|
| Ln,m|
as |Lp m| = |A|™™™, which completes the proof. O

(P7)"(Py)" 04 (E)

We now let p be a weak® limit of the pn such that

p(E) = limsup ux(E) = limsupdy(A) = d(A4) > 0,

N—oo N—oo
where we have used the fact that F is clopen. Thus p is a stationary measure for the commuting systems
(M, T1,p) and (M,T5,p). To ensure that we can apply Theorem 5.3 we now need to show the following

lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Both of these systems have disjoint images.

Proof. For A and x € M we have (T1)x(z) € T x {A} x A. But T x {A} x A are disjoint subsets of M for
different A, thus (M, T},p) has disjoint images (by definition). Likewise (T5)x(z) € T x A x {\} hence Ty

also has disjoint images. O
It will be convenient to write

TWa =1Xo,Ye, forme M and a = (o1,a2) € A" x A*.

Now fix an integer 7 > 0 and u,v € Z2%. Fixing u,v € Z% and r € Z~(, by Theorem 5.3 we have an integer
n and F' C E with u(E’) > 0 such that each 7 € E’ is the root of some (nu,nv)-arithmetic product tree
of order r in F (with respect to our pair of Markov systems (M,T1,p), (M,Ts,p)). By construction, p is

supported on the closure of orbit of 74, where we define the orbit to be the set
{maW, | @« € A" x A*}.

Thus we now fix such a root m € E’ that is also in the closure of this orbit. Now observe that if zg,...,z, € M

a path of length ¢ with initial direction Ag in the system (M, Ty, p) then that means that x; = £oXx,. A, -
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Consequently, this means that a (nu, nv)-arithmetic tree in E with root 7 is a map 1 : Br(f) — E that can

be written as
Y(7) = 7We(y)

where ¢ : BT(f) — A" x A* is a tree in A* X A* as defined in Section 1.4. Now since 7 is in the orbit closure
of m4 and the image of ¢ is finite (as its domain is), this means that we can choose appropriate o € A* x A*
such that

m(w) = maAWq(w) for all w € ¢(B,(I)).

Now for all v € B, (') we have that 1(y) = Wy € E and thus

1= 7Ws5)(0) = 7(¢(7)) = maWa(8(7)) = malad(7)),

which means that a¢(y) € A. But one easily sees that v — a¢(vy) is also an (nu,nv)-arithmetic tree as ¢
is (the tree structure is preserved by left multiplication). This completes the proof that if d(A) > 0 then A

contains an (nu, nv)-arithmetic product tree of any order, which is exactly Theorem 1.7.
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