arXiv:2202.08782v1 [math.DS] 17 Feb 2022

POLYNOMIAL ORBITS IN TOTALLY MINIMAL SYSTEMS

JIAHAO QIU

ABSTRACT. Inspired by the recent work of Glasner, Huang, Shao, Weiss and Ye [13], we prove that the maximal ∞-step pro-nilfactor X_∞ of a minimal system (X,T ) is the topological characteristic factor along polynomials in a certain sense. Namely, we show that by an almost one to one modification of π : X → X_∞, the induced open extension π^∗ : X^∗ → X^∗_∞ has the following property: for any d ∈ N, any open subsets V_0,V_1,... ,V_d of X^∗ with ⋂d i=0 π^∗(V_i) ≠ /0 and any distinct non-constant integer polynomials p_i with p_i(0) = 0 for i = 1,... ,d, there exists some n ∈ Z such that V_0 ∩ T^{−p1(n)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (n)}V_d ≠ /0.

As an application, the following result is obtained: for a totally minimal system (X,T ) and integer polynomials p_1,..., p_d, if every non-trivial integer combination of p_1,... , p_d is not constant, then there is a dense G_δ subset Ω of X such that the set

{(T^{p1(n)}x,... ,T^{pd (n)}x) : n ∈ Z}

is dense in X^d for every x ∈ Ω.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this section, we will provide the background of the research, state the main results of the paper and give an outline of the ideas for the proofs.

1.1. Density problems.

For a totally ergodic system (X,X , μ,T ) (this means T^k is ergodic for any positive integer k), Furstenberg [11] shown that for any non-constant integer polynomial p and f ∈ L^2(μ),

(1.1) lim_{N→∞} 1 N N−1 ∑_{n=0}^{f (T p(n)x) =} ∫ f dμ

in L^2 norm, where an integer polynomial is a polynomial with rational coefficients taking integer values on the integers. Bourgain [2] shown that (1.1) holds pointwisely for any f ∈ L^r(μ) with r > 1.

For topological dynamics, the following question is natural.

Question 1.1. Let (X,T ) be a totally minimal system (this means T^k is minimal for any positive integer k) and let p be a non-constant integer polymonial. Is there a point x ∈ X such that the set {T^{p(n)}x : n ∈ Z} is dense in X?

Note that for Question 1.1 we cannot use the results of Furstenberg and Bourgain on polynomial convergence for totally ergodic systems, as not every minimal system admits a totally ergodic measure. In addition, the total minimality assumption is necessary, as can be seen by considering a periodic orbit of period 3 and taking an integer polynomial by p(n) = n^2.

In [13], it was shown that the answer to Question 1.1 is positive for any integer polynomial of degree 2.

In order to precisely state the equidistribution results for totally ergodic nilsystems obtained by Frantzikinakis and Kra [9], we start with the following definition. A family of integer

This research is supported by NNSF of China (11431012,11971455) and China Post-doctoral Grant (BX2021014).

Date: February 18, 2022.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 37B05, Secondary: 37B99. Key words and phrases. Totally minimal systems, polynomial orbits. 1

polynomials {p_1,..., p_d} is said to be independent if for all integers m_1,...,m_d with at least some m_j ≠ 0, j ∈ {1,...,d}, the polynomial ∑^d_{j=1} m_j p_j is not constant.

In [9], it was shown that for a totally ergodic nilsystem which is equivalent to be totally minimal (see for example [1, 19, 21]), there exists some point whose orbit along an independent family of integer polynomials is uniformly distributed and thus dense. They also pointed out that the assumption that the polynomial family is independent is necessary, as can be seen by considering an irrational rotation on the circle.

In this paper, we give an affirmative answer to Question 1.1. We prove:

Theorem A. Let (X,T) be a totally minimal system, and assume that {p_1,..., p_d } is an independent family of integer polynomials. Then there is a dense G_δ subset Ω of X such that the set

(1.2) {(T^{p1(n)}x,...,T^{pd (n)}x) : n ∈ Z}

is dense in X^d for every x ∈ Ω.

If one assumes that (X,T ) is minimal and weakly mixing, Huang, Shao and Ye [17] showed that for any family of distinct integer polynomials, the set (1.2) is dense.

1.2. Topological characteristic factors.

For a measure preserving system (X,X , μ,T ) and f_1,..., f_d ∈ L^∞(μ), the study of convergence of the multiple ergodic averages

(1.3) 1 N N−1 ∑_{n=0}^f1^{(T nx)··· f}d^{(T dnx)}

started from Furstenberg’s elegant proof of Szemerédi Theorem [23] via an ergodic theoretical analysis [10]. After nearly 30 years’ efforts of many researchers, this problem (for L^2 convergence) was finally solved in [14, 25]. The basic approach is to find an appropriate factor, called a characteristic factor, that controls the limit behavior in L^2(μ) of the averages (1.3). For the origin of these ideas and this terminology, see [10]. To be more precise, let (X,X , μ,T ) be a measure preserving system and let (Y,Y ,ν,T ) be a factor of X. We say that Y is a characteristic factor of X if for all f_1,..., f_d ∈ L^∞(μ),

lim_{N→∞} 1 N N−1 ∑_{n=0}^f1^{(T nx)··· f}d^{(T dnx) − 1}_N^{N−1}∑_{n=0}^{E ( f}1^{|Y )(T nx)···E ( f}d^{|Y )(T dnx) = 0}

in L^2 norm. The next step is to obtain a concrete description for some well chosen characteristic factor in order to prove convergence. The result in [14, 25] shows that such a characteristic factor can be described as an inverse limit of nilsystems, which is also called a pro-nilfactor.

The counterpart of characteristic factors for topological dynamics was first studied by Glasner in [12]. To state the result we need a notion called saturated subset. Given a map π : X → Y of sets X and Y , a subset L of X is called π-saturated if

{x ∈ L : π^{−1}({π(x)}) ⊂ L} = L

i.e., L = π^{−1}(π(L)). Here is the definition of topological characteristic factors:

Definition 1.2. [12] Let π : (X,T ) → (Y,T ) be a factor map of topological dynamical systems and d ∈ N. (Y,T ) is said to be a d-step topological characteristic factor if there exists a dense G_δ subset Ω of X such that for each x ∈ Ω the orbit closure

L^d_x (X) := O ( (x,...,x d times ),T × ... × T^d ) is π × ... × π d times

-saturated. That is, (x_1,...,x_d) ∈ L^d_x (X) if and only if (x^′_1,...,x^′_d) ∈ L^d_x (X) when-

ever π(x_i) = π(x^′_i) for every i = 1,...,d.

In [12], it was shown that for minimal systems, up to a canonically defined proximal extension, a characteristic family for T × ... × T^d is the family of canonical PI flows of class (d − 1). In particular, if (X,T ) is distal, then its largest class (d − 1) distal factor is its topological characteristic factor along T × ... × T^d . Moreover, if (X,T ) is weakly mixing, then the trivial system is its topological characteristic factor. For more related results we refer the reader to [12].

On the other hand, to get the corresponding pro-nilfactors for topological dynamics, in a pioneer work, Host, Kra and Maass [15] introduced the notion of regionally proximal relation of order d for a topological dynamical system (X,T ), denoted by RP^{[d]}(X). For d ∈ N, we say that a minimal system (X,T ) is a d-step pro-nilsystem if RP^{[d]}(X) = Δ and this is equivalent for (X,T) being an inverse limit of minimal d-step nilsystems. For a minimal distal system (X,T), it was proved that RP^{[d]}(X) is an equivalence relation and X/RP^{[d]}(X) is the maximal d-step pro-nilfactor [15]. Later, Shao and Ye [22] showed that in fact for any minimal system, the regionally proximal relation of order d is an equivalence relation and it also has the socalled lifting property.

Very recently, the result in [13] improves Glasner’s result to pro-nilsystems significantly. That is, they proved:

Theorem 1.3 (Glasner-Huang-Shao-Weiss-Ye). Let (X,T) be a minimal system, and let π : X → X/RP^{[∞]}(X) = X_∞ be the factor map. Then there exist minimal systems X^∗ and X^∗_∞ which are almost one to one extensions of X and X_∞ respectively, and a commuting diagram below such that X^∗_∞ is a d-step topological characteristic factor of X^∗ for all d ≥ 2.

(1.4) X π fflffl X^∗

π^∗ fflffl σ^∗ oo

X_∞ X^∗_∞

τ^∗oo

In the theorem above, one can see that for any open subsets V_0,V_1,...,V_d of X^∗ with ⋂d i=0 π^∗(V_i) ≠ /0, there is some n ∈ Z such that

V_0 ∩ T^{−n}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−dn}V_d ≠ /0.

Based on this result, in this paper we use PET-induction which was introduced by Bergelson in [3], to give a polynomial version of their work:

Theorem B. Let (X,T ) be a minimal system, and let π : X → X/RP^{[∞]}(X) = X_∞ be the factor map. Then there exist minimal systems X^∗ and X^∗_∞ which are almost one to one extensions of X and X_∞ respectively, and a commuting diagram as in (1.4) such that for any open subsets V_0,V_1,...,V_d of X^∗ with ⋂d i=0 π^∗(V_i) ≠ /0 and any distinct non-constant integer polynomials p_i with p_i(0) = 0 for i = 1,...,d, there exists some n ∈ Z such that

V_0 ∩ T^{−p1(n)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (n)}V_d ≠ /0.

1.3. Strategy of the proofs.

To prove Theorem A, by Theorem 1.3 it suffices to verify the system (X^∗,T ) which is also totally minimal. It is equivalent to prove that for any given non-empty open subsets V_0,V_1,...,V_d of X^∗, there exists some n ∈ Z such that

V_0 ∩ T^{−p1(n)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (n)}V_d ≠ /0.

Notice that X^∗_∞ is an almost one to one extension of a totally minimal ∞-step pro-nilsystem which can be approximated arbitrarily well by a nilsystem (see [8, Theorem 3.6]), we get that (X^∗_∞,T ) satisfies Theorem A (Lemma 2.8), which implies there is some m ∈ Z such that

π^∗(V_0) ∩ T^{−p1(m)}π^∗(V_1) ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (m)}π^∗(V_d) ≠ /0.

Using Theorem B for open sets V_0,T^{−p1(m)}V_1,...,T^{−pd (m)}V_d and integer polynomials p_1(·+ m) − p_1(m),..., p_d(· + m) − p_d(m), there is some k ∈ Z such that

V_0 ∩ T^{−p1(k+m)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (k+m)}V_d ≠ /0,

as was to be shown.

To prove Theorem B, we use PET-induction, which was introduced by Bergelson in [3], where PET stands for polynomial ergodic theorem or polynomial exhaustion technique (see [3, 7]). See also [4, 5] for more on PET-induction.

Basically, we associate any finite collection of integer polynomials with a ‘complexity’, and reduce the complexity at some step to the trivial one. Note that in some step, the cardinal number of the collection may increase while the complexity decreases.

We note that when doing the induction procedure, we find that the known results are not enough to guarantee them, and we need a stronger result (Theorem 4.2). After we introduce PET-induction in Subsection 4.1, we will explain the main ideas for the proof via proving some simple examples.

1.4. The organization of the paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the basic notions used in the paper are introduced. In Section 3, we first give a proof of Theorem A assuming Theorem B whose proof is very complicated. In Section 4, we prove Theorem B.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Professors Wen Huang, Song Shao and Xiangdong Ye for helping discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we gather definitions and preliminary results that will be necessary later on. Let N and Z be the sets of all positive integers and integers respectively.

2.1. Topological dynamical systems.

A topological dynamical system (or system) is a pair (X,T ), where X is a compact metric space with a metric ρ, and T : X → X is a homeomorphism. For x ∈ X, the orbit of x is given by O(x,T ) = {T^nx : n ∈ Z}. For convenience, we denote the orbit closure of x ∈ X under T by O(x,T ), instead of O(x,T ). A system (X,T ) is said to be minimal if every point has a dense orbit, and totally minimal if (X,T^k) is minimal for any positive integer k.

A homomorphism between systems (X,T ) and (Y,T ) is a continuous onto map π : X → Y which intertwines the actions; one says that (Y,T ) is a factor of (X,T ) and that (X,T ) is an extension of (Y,T ). One also refers to π as a factor map or an extension and one uses the notation π : (X,T ) → (Y,T ). An extension π is determined by the corresponding closed invariant equivalence relation R_π = {(x,x^′) ∈ X × X : π(x) = π(x^′)}.

2.2. Regional proximality of higher order.

For ⃗n = (n_1,...,n_d) ∈ Z^d and ε = (ε_1,...,ε_d) ∈ {0,1}^d, we define ⃗n · ε = d ∑_{i=1}^ni^εi^.

Definition 2.1. [15] Let (X,T ) be a system and d ∈ N. The regionally proximal relation of order d is the relation RP^{[d]}(X) defined by: (x,y) ∈ RP^{[d]}(X) if and only if for any δ > 0, there exist x^′,y^′ ∈ X and ⃗n ∈ N^d such that: ρ(x,x^′) < δ ,ρ(y,y^′) < δ and

ρ(T^{⃗n·ε} x^′,T^{⃗n·ε} y^′) < δ , ∀ ε ∈ {0,1}^d\{⃗0}.

A system is called a d-step pro-nilsystem if its regionally proximal relation of order d is trivial, i.e., coincides with the diagonal.

It is clear that for any system (X,T ),

... ⊂ RP^{[d+1]}(X) ⊂ RP^{[d]}(X) ⊂ ... ⊂ RP^{[2]}(X) ⊂ RP^{[1]}(X).

Theorem 2.2. [22, Theorem 3.3] For any minimal system and d ∈ N, the regionally proximal relation of order d is a closed invariant equivalence relation.

It follows that for any minimal system (X,T),

RP^{[∞]}(X) = ⋂ d≥1 RP^{[d]}(X)

is also a closed invariant equivalence relation.

Now we formulate the definition of ∞-step pro-nilsystems.

Definition 2.3. A minimal system (X,T ) is an ∞-step pro-nilsystem, if the equivalence relation RP^{[∞]}(X) is trivial, i.e., coincides with the diagonal.

The regionally proximal relation of order d allows us to construct the maximal d-step pronilfactor of a minimal system. That is, any factor of d-step pro-nilsystem factorizes through this system.

Theorem 2.4. [22, Theorem 3.8] Let π : (X,T) → (Y,T ) be a factor map of minimal systems and d ∈ N ∪ {∞}. Then,

(1) (π × π)RP^{[d]}(X) = RP^{[d]}(Y ).

(2) (Y,T ) is a d-step pro-nilsystem if and only if RP^{[d]}(X) ⊂ R_π .

In particular, the quotient of (X,T ) under RP^{[d]}(X) is the maximal d-step pro-nilfactor of X. 2.3. Nilpotent groups, nilmanifolds and nilsystems.

Let L be a group. For g,h ∈ L, we write [g,h] = ghg^{−1}h^{−1} for the commutator of g and h, we write [A,B] for the subgroup spanned by {[a,b] : a ∈ A,b ∈ B}. The commutator subgroups L_j, j ≥ 1, are defined inductively by setting L_1 = L and L_{j+1} = [L_j,L], j ≥ 1. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer. We say that L is k-step nilpotent if L_{k+1} is the trivial subgroup.

Let L be a k-step nilpotent Lie group and Γ be a discrete cocompact subgroup of L. The compact manifold X = L/Γ is called a k-step nilmanifold. The group L acts on X by left translation and we write this action as (g,x) → gx. Let τ ∈ L and T be the transformation x → τx of X. Then (X,T ) is called a k-step nilsystem.

We also make use of inverse limits of nilsystems and so we recall the definition of an inverse limit of systems (restricting ourselves to the case of sequential inverse limits). If {(X_i,T_i)}_{i∈N} are systems with diam(X_i) ≤ 1 and ϕ_i : X_{i+1} → X_i are factor maps, the inverse limit of the systems is defined to be the compact subset of ∏_{i∈N} X_i given by {(x_i)_{i∈N} : ϕ_i(x_{i+1}) = x_i,i ∈ N}, which is denoted by lim_{←−}{X_i}_{i∈N} . It is a compact metric space endowed with the distance ρ(x,y) = ∑_{i∈N} 1/2^iρ_i(x_i,y_i). We note that the maps {T_i}_{i∈N} induce a transformation T on the inverse limit.

The following structure theorems characterize inverse limits of nilsystems. Theorem 2.5 (Host-Kra-Maass). [15, Theorem 1.2] Let d ≥ 2 be an integer. A minimal system is a d-step pro-nilsystem if and only if it is an inverse limit of minimal d-step nilsystems. Theorem 2.6. [8, Theorem 3.6] A minimal system is an ∞-step pro-nilsystem if and only if it is an inverse limit of minimal nilsystems.

2.4. Some facts about hyperspaces and fundamental extensions.

Let X be a compact metric space with a metric ρ. Let 2^X be the collection of non-empty closed subsets of X. We may define a metric on 2^X as follows: ρ_H (A,C) = inf{ε > 0 : A ⊂ B(C,ε),C ⊂ B(A,ε)} = max{max_{a∈A} ρ(a,C),max_{c∈C} ρ(c,A)},

where ρ(x,A) = inf_{y∈A} ρ(x,y) and B(A,ε) = {x ∈ X : ρ(x,A) < ε}. The metric ρ_H is called the Hausdorff metric on 2^X .

Let π : (X,T) → (Y,T ) be a factor map of systems. We say that: (1) π is an open extension if it is open as a map;

(2) π is an almost one to one extension if there is a dense G_δ subset Ω of X such that π^{−1}({π(x)}) = {x} for every x ∈ Ω.

The following is a well known fact about open mappings (see [24, Appendix A.8] for example).

Theorem 2.7. Let π : (X,T) → (Y,T ) be a factor map of systems. Then the map π^{−1} : Y → 2^X ,y → π^{−1}(y) is continuous if and only if π is open. 2.5. Polynomial orbits in minimal systems.

We have the following characterization of polynomial orbits in minimal systems. Lemma 2.8. Let (X,T ) be a minimal system and let p_1,..., p_d be non-constant integer polynomials. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) There exists a dense G_δ subset Ω of X such that the set {(T^{p1(n)}x,...,T^{pd (n)}x) : n ∈ Z} is dense in X^d for every x ∈ Ω.

(2) There exists some x ∈ X such that the set {(T^{p1(n)}x,...,T^{pd (n)}x) : n ∈ Z} is dense in X^d.

(3) For any non-empty open subsets U,V_1,...,V_d of X, there is some n ∈ Z such that U ∩ T^{−p1(n)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (n)}V_d ≠ /0.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) is obvious.

(2) ⇒ (3): Assume there is some x ∈ X such that the set {(T^{p1(n)}x,...,T^{pd (n)}x) : n ∈ Z} is dense in X^d. It is clear that for any m ∈ Z, the set X(x,m) := { ( T^{p1(n)}(T^mx),...,T^{pd (n)}(T^mx) ) : n ∈ Z} is dense in X^d.

Fix non-empty open subsets U,V_1,...,V_d of X. As (X,T) is minimal, there is some m ∈ N with T^mx ∈ U. Notice X(x,m) is dense in X^d, we can choose some n ∈ Z such that T^{pi(n)}(T^mx) ∈ V_i for i = 1,...,d, which implies T^mx ∈ U ∩ T^{−p1(n)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (n)}V_d.

(3) ⇒ (1): Assume that for any given non-empty open subsets U,V_1,...,V_d of X, there is some n ∈ Z such that U ∩ T^{−p1(n)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (n)}V_d ≠ /0.

Let F be a countable base of X, and let Ω := ⋂ V_1,...,V_d ∈F ⋃ n∈Z T^{−p1(n)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (n)}V_d.

Then it is easy to see that the dense G_δ subset Ω is what we need. □ The following result can be derived from [9, Theorem 1.2].

Corollary 2.9. Let (X = L/Γ,T ) be a totally minimal nilsystem, and assume that {p_1,..., p_d} is an independent family of integer polynomials. Then there is some x ∈ X such that the set {(T^{p1(n)}x,...,T^{pd (n)}x) : n ∈ Z} is dense in X^d.

By Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 2.9 we have:

Corollary 2.10. Let (X,T ) be a totally minimal system and assume that {p_1,..., p_d} is an independent family of integer polynomials. If (X,T ) is an almost one to one extension of an ∞-step pro-nilsystem, then there is some x ∈ X such that the set {(T^{p1(n)}x,...,T^{pd (n)}x) : n ∈ Z} is dense in X^d.

2.6. Polynomial recurrence.

Recall that a collection F of subsets of Z is a family if it is hereditary upward, i.e., F_1 ⊂ F_2 and F_1 ∈ F imply F_2 ∈ F . A family F is called proper if it is neither empty nor the entire power set of Z, or, equivalently if Z ∈ F and /0 ∈ F . For a family F its dual is the family F^∗ := {F ⊂ Z : F ∩ F^′ ≠ /0 for all F^′ ∈ F }. It is not hard to see that F^∗ = {F ⊂ Z : Z\F /∈ F }, from which we have that if F is a family then (F^∗)^∗ = F . If a family F is closed under finite intersections and is proper, then it is called a filter. A family F has the Ramsey property if A = A_1 ∪ A_2 ∈ F implies that A_1 ∈ F or A_2 ∈ F. It is well known that a proper family has the Ramsey property if and only if its dual F^∗ is a filter [10].

For j ∈ N and a finite subset {p_1,..., p_j} of Z, the finite IP-set of length j generated by {p_1,..., p_j} is the set { p_1ε_1 + ... + p_jε_j : ε_1,...,ε_j ∈ {0,1} } \{0}. The collection of all sets containing finite IP-sets with arbitrarily long lengths is denoted by F_{f ip}.

Lemma 2.11. [16, Lemma 8.1.6] F_{f ip} has the Ramsey property.

Then we have:

Corollary 2.12. F^∗_{f ip} is a filter.

For a system (X,T), x ∈ X, a non-constant integer polynomial p and a non-empty open subset V of X, set

N(x,V ) = {n ∈ Z : T^nx ∈ V } and N_p(x,V ) = {n ∈ Z : T^{p(n)}x ∈ V }.

Proposition 2.13. [16, Proposition 8.1.5] Let (X,T ) be a minimal system and (x,y) ∈ X × X\Δ. Then (x,y) ∈ RP^{[∞]}(X) if and only if N(x,V ) ∈ F_{f ip} for every open neighborhood V of y.

The following proposition follows from the argument in the proof of [16, Theorem 8.1.7], which also can be derived from [6, Theorem 0.2].

Proposition 2.14. Let (X,T ) be a minimal ∞-step pro-nilsystem. Then for any x ∈ X, N(x,V ) ∈ F^∗_{f ip} for every open neighbourhood V of x.

The following proposition is from [20, Section 2.11].

Proposition 2.15. Let (X,T ) be a nilsystem, x ∈ X and an open neighborhood U of x. For any non-constant integer polynomial p with p(0) = 0, we can find another ‘larger’ nilsystem (Y,S) with y ∈ Y and an open neighborhood V of y such that

{n ∈ Z : T^{p(n)}x ∈ U} ⊃ {n ∈ Z : S^ny ∈ V }.

It follows Theorem 2.6 that a minimal ∞-step pro-nilsystem is an inverse limit of minimal nilsystems. By Propositions 2.14 and 2.15 we can get:

Proposition 2.16. Let (X,T ) be a minimal ∞-step pro-nilsystem and let p be a non-constant integer polynomial with p(0) = 0. Then for any x ∈ X, N_p(x,V ) ∈ F^∗_{f ip} for every open neighbourhood V of x.

Notice that F^∗_{f ip} is a filter, thus by Proposition 2.16 we have:

Corollary 2.17. Let (X,T) be an almost one to one extension of a minimal ∞-step pronilsystem and let p_1,..., p_d be non-constant integer polynomials with p_i(0) = 0 for i = 1,...,d. Then there exists a dense G_δ subset Ω of X such that for any x ∈ Ω, ⋂d i=1 N_{pi} (x,V ) ∈ F^∗_{f ip} for every open neighbourhood V of x.

2.7. A useful lemma.

To end this section we give a useful lemma which can be derived from the proof of [13, Theorem 5.6]. For completeness, we include the proof here. To do this, we need the following topological characteristic factor theorem.

Theorem 2.18. [13, Theorem 4.2] Let π : (X,T ) → (Y,T ) be a factor map of minimal systems. If π is open and X/RP^{[∞]}(X) is a factor of Y , then Y is a d-step topological characteristic factor of X for all d ∈ N.

With the help of the above powerful theorem we are able to show:

Lemma 2.19. Let π : (X,T) → (Y,T ) be a factor map of minimal systems. If π is open and X/RP^{[∞]}(X) is a factor of Y , then for any distinct positive integers a_1,...,a_s, there is a dense G_δ subset Ω of X such that for any open subsets V_0,V_1,...,V_s of X with ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) ≠ /0 and any z ∈ V_0 ∩ Ω with π(z) ∈ ⋂s i=0 π(V_i), there exists some A ∈ F_{f ip} such that T^{ain}z ∈ V_i for every i = 1,...,s and n ∈ A.

Proof. By Theorem 2.18, for every d ∈ N there is a dense G_δ subset Ω_d of X such that for each x ∈ Ω_d, L^d_x (X) = O((x,...,x),T ×...×T^d) is π ×...×π-saturated.^1 Set Ω = ⋂ d∈N Ω_d, then Ω is a dense G_δ subset of X.

We next show that the set Ω meets our requirement.

Now fix distinct positive integers a_1,...,a_s. Let V_0,V_1,...,V_s be open subsets of X with W := ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) ≠ /0, then π^{−1}(W)∩V_i ≠ /0 for every i = 0,1,...,s. Let z ∈ Ω∩V_0 ∩π^{−1}(W ).

For i = 1,...,s, let z_i ∈ π^{−1}({π(z)}) ∩V_i and choose δ > 0 with B(z_i,δ ) ⊂ V_i.

1See Definition 1.2.

Set N = max{a_1,...,a_s}. Let {b_j}_{j∈N} be a sequence of positive integers such that b_{j+1} ≥ N(b_1 + ... + b_j) + 1, and let I_j be the finite IP-set generated by {b_1,...,b_j}. Claim: For i,i^′ ∈ {1,...,N} and m,m^′ ∈ I_j, im = i^′m^′ if and only if i = i^′ and m = m^′. Proof of Claim. Suppose for a contradiction that there exist i,i^′ ∈ {1,...,N} with i < i^′ and m,m^′ ∈ I_j such that im = i^′m^′. Let ε_1,...,ε_j,ε^′_1,...,ε^′_j ∈ {0,1} such that m = b_1ε_1 +...+b_jε_j and m^′ = b_1ε^′_1 + ... + b_jε^′_j. Let

j_0 = max{1 ≤ n ≤ j : ε_n + ε^′_n > 0}.

If j_0 = 1, then m = m^′ = b_1, and thus im < i^′m^′. If j_0 ≥ 2, then we have

b_{j0} ≤ |iε_{j0} − i^′ε^′_{j0} |b_{j0} = | i j_0−1

∑_{n=1}^bn^εn^{− i′ j0−1}∑_{n=1}^bn^{ε′}n^| ≤ j_0−1

∑_{n=1}^bn^{|iε}n^{− i′ε′}n^|

≤ N(b_1 + ... + b_{j0−1}), which is a contradiction by the choice of b_{j0} . This shows the claim. □

For k ∈ N, let B_k = b_1 + ... + b_k and let⃗z_k = (z^k_1,...,z^k_{BkN}) ∈ X^{BkN} such that

z^k_j = { z_i, j = a_im, where i ∈ {1,...,s}, m ∈ I_k; z, otherwise.

By the claim above, every⃗z_k is well defined.

Recall that for any d ∈ N, L^d_z (X) is π × ... × π-saturated, then ⃗y ∈ L^d_z (X) for any ⃗y = (y_1,...,y_d) ∈ X^d with π(z) = π(y_i) for i = 1,...,d. In particular,⃗z_k ∈ L^{BkN}_z (X) which implies that there is some n_k ∈ N such that ρ(T^{jnk} z,z^k_j) < δ for j = 1,...,B_kN.

Let A_k = {mn_k : m ∈ I_k} and A = ⋃ k∈N A_k. Then A ∈ F_{f ip} and T^{ain}z ∈ B(z_i,δ ) ⊂ V_i for i = 1,...,s and n ∈ A.

This completes the proof. □

3. PROOF OF THEOREM A ASSUMING THEOREM B

In this section, assuming Theorem B we give a proof of Theorem A. We start with the following simple observation.

Lemma 3.1. Let π : (X,T) → (Y,T ) be an almost one to one extension of minimal systems. Then (X,T ) is totally minimal if and only if (Y,T ) is totally minimal.

Now we are in position to show Theorem A assuming Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem A assuming Theorem B. Let (X,T) be a totally minimal system and let X_∞ = X/RP^{[∞]}(X). It follows from Theorem B that there exist minimal systems X^∗ and X^∗_∞ which are almost one to one extensions of X and X_∞ respectively, and a commuting diagram below: X π fflffl X^∗

π^∗ fflffl σ^∗ oo

X_∞ X^∗_∞

τ^∗oo

By Lemma 3.1, (X^∗,T ) and (X^∗_∞,T ) are both totally minimal. It suffices to verify Theorem A for system (X^∗,T ).

Let {p_1,..., p_d} be an independent family of integer polynomials, and let V_0,V_1,...,V_d be non-empty open subsets of X^∗. As π^∗ is open, π^∗(V_0),π^∗(V_1),...,π^∗(V_d) are non-empty open subsets of X^∗_∞. Notice that X^∗_∞ is an almost one to one extension of X_∞ which is a minimal ∞-step pro-nilsystem, thus by Lemma 2.8 and Corollary 2.10, there is some m ∈ N such that

π^∗(V_0) ∩ π^∗(T^{−p1(m)}V_1) ∩ ... ∩ π^∗(T^{−pd (m)}V_d)

=π^∗(V_0) ∩ T^{−p1(m)}π^∗(V_1) ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (m)}π^∗(V_d) ≠ /0

For i = 1,...,d, let p^′_i(n) = p_i(n + m) − p_i(m). Then every p^′_i is an integer polynomial with p^′_i(0) = 0. Now using Theorem B for integer polynomials p^′_1,..., p^′_d and open sets V_0,T^{−p1(m)}V_1,...,T^{−pd (m)}V_d , there exists some k ∈ N such that

V_0 ∩ T^{−p1(k+m)}V_1 ∩ ... ∩ T^{−pd (k+m)}V_d

=V_0 ∩ T^{−p′1(k)}(T^{−p1(m)}V_1) ∩ ... ∩ T^{−p′d (k)}(T^{−pd (m)}V_d) ≠ /0,

which implies Theorem A for system (X^∗,T ) by Lemma 2.8.

This completes the proof. □

4. PROOF OF THEOREM B

In this section, we will prove Theorem B. Let P^∗ be the set of all non-constant integer polynomials taking zero value at zero. A system A is a finite subset of P^∗.

4.1. The PET-induction.

Two integer polynomials p,q will be called equivalent if they have the same degree and the leading coefficients of the polynomials p,q coincide as well. If C is a set of equivalent integer polynomials, its degree w(C) is the degree of any its members.

For every system A , we define its weight vector ϕ(A ) as follows. Let w_1 < ... < w_k be the set of the distinct degrees of all equivalence classes appeared in A . For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let ϕ(w_i) be the number of the equivalence classes of elements of A with degree w_i. Let the weight vector ϕ(A ) be

ϕ(A ) = ( (ϕ(w_1),w_1),...,(ϕ(w_k),w_k) ) . For example, the weight vector of {c_1n,...,c_sn} is (s,1) if c_1,...,c_s are distinct non-zero integers; the weight vector of {an^2 + b_1n,...,an^2 + b_tn} (a is a non-zero integer) is (1,2); and the weight vector of {an^2 + b_1n,...,an^2 + b_t n, c_1n,...,c_sn} (a is a non-zero integer and c_1,...,c_s are distinct non-zero integers) is ( (s,1),(1,2) ) ; and the weight vector of the general polynomials of degree not more than 2 is ( (s,1),(k,2) ) . Let A ,A^′ be two systems. We say that A^′ precedes A if there exists a degree w such that ϕ(A^′)(w) < ϕ(A )(w) and ϕ(A )(u) = ϕ(A^′)(u) for any degree u > w. We denote it by ϕ(A^′) ≺ ϕ(A ). Under the order of weight vectors, we have (1,1) ≺ (2,1) ≺ ... ≺ (m,1) ≺ ... ≺ (1,2) ≺ ( (1,1),(1,2) ) ≺ ... ≺ ( (m,1),(1,2) ) ≺ ... ≺ (2,2) ≺ ( (1,1),(2,2) ) ≺ ... ≺ ( (m,1),(2,2) ) ≺ ... ≺ ( (m,1),(k,2) ) ≺ ... ≺ (1,3) ≺ ( (1,1),(1,3) ) ≺ ... ( (m,1),(k,2),(1,3) ) ≺ ... ≺ (2,3) ≺ ... ≺ ( (a_1,1),(a_2,2)...,(a_k,k) ) ≺ .... For p ∈ P^∗ and m ∈ Z, define (∂_m p)(n) := p(n + m) − p(m). It is clear that ∂_m p ∈ P^∗ for any p ∈ P^∗ and m ∈ Z.

The following lemma can be found in [4, 18].

Lemma 4.1. Let A be a system and let m_1,...,m_d be distinct non-zero integers. Let p ∈ A be an element of the minimal degree in A and let

A^′ = {q − p, ∂_{m j} q − p : q ∈ A , 1 ≤ j ≤ d},

then ϕ(A^′) ≺ ϕ(A ).

4.2. A stronger result.

Throughout this section, let (X,T ) and (Y,T ) be minimal systems, and let

X^π−→ Y^ϕ−→ X/RP^{[∞]}(X) =: X_∞

be factor maps such that π is open and ϕ is almost one to one.

For systems A = {p_1,..., p_s} and C , we just say that π has the property Λ(A ,C ) for convenience, if for any open subsets V_0,V_1,...,V_s of X with ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) ≠ /0, there exist z ∈ V_0 and n ∈ N such that

(1) T^{pi(n)}z ∈ V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s;

(2) T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) for q ∈ C .

It follows from Theorem 1.3 that to show Theorem B, it suffices to show the following stronger result:

Theorem 4.2. For any systems A and C , π has the property Λ(A ,C ).

4.2.1. Ideas for the proof of Theorem 4.2.

To prove Theorem 4.2, we will use induction on the weight vector of A . The first step we do is to show that π has the property Λ(A ,C ) if the weight vector of A is (s,1), i.e., A = {c_1n,...,c_sn}, where c_1,...,c_s are distinct non-zero integers. In the second step we assume that π has the property Λ(A^′,C^′) for any system C^′ and the system A^′ whose weight vector is ≺ ( (ϕ(w_1),w_1),...,(ϕ(w_k),w_k) ) . Then we show that π also has the property Λ(A ,C ) for any system C and the system A with weight vector ( (ϕ(w_1),w_1),...,(ϕ(w_k),w_k) ) , and hence the proof is completed.

Before giving the proof of the second step, we show Theorem 4.2 holds for system A with weight vectors (1,2) and ( (s,1),(1,2) ) as examples to illustrate our basic ideas.

4.2.2. The concrete construction.

We use a simple example to describe how we prove Theorem 4.2.

Let (X,T ) be a minimal system, and assume π : X → X/RP^{[∞]}(X) = X_∞ is open. For open subsets U,V of X with π(U) ∩ π(V) ≠ /0, we aim to choose some n ∈ Z with

(4.1) U ∩ T^{−n2}V ≠ /0.

Construction. The classical idea (under some assumption) to show (4.1) is the following: (i): Cover X by the orbits of U,V . That is, choose d ∈ N with ⋃d i=1 T^iU = X = ⋃d i=1 T^iV ;

(ii): Cnstruct x_1,...,x_d ∈ X and n_1,...,n_d ∈ N such that

T^{(ni+...+n j)2} x_j ∈ T^iV, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ d.

Once we have achieved this, then x_d ∈ T^lU for some l ∈ {1,...,d} which implies

U ∩ T^{−(nl +...+nd )2}V ≠ /0.

For general minimal systems, this construction needs some modifications. Now consider the return time set

(4.2) N_k(W_1,W_2) := {n ∈ Z : W_1 ∩ T^{−kn}W_2 ≠ /0}.

It follows from Theorem 2.18 that N_k(W_1,W_2) is non-empty for any non-zero integer k and any open subsets W_1,W_2 of X with π(W_1) ∩ π(W_2) ≠ /0. Thus to ensure the existence of the construction (i), the first change we make is the following:

(i)*: Cover some fixed fiber instead of the whole space. That is, choose some x ∈ X with π(x) ∈ π(U) ∩ π(V) and choose a_1,...,a_d ∈ N such that

π^{−1}({π(x)}) ⊂

(^d⋃ j=1 T^{a j}U ) ∩ (^d⋃ j=1 T^{a j}V ) . Let us go into the detail of the first two steps in construction (ii). Choose x_1 ∈ X and n_1 ∈ N with T^{n21} x_1 ∈ T^{a1}V . Note that by Bergelson-Leibman Theorem [4] such choice exists. What additional condition the point x_1 need to satisfy remains to be determined.

For the choice of x_2, a feasible method is to track x_1 along ∂_{n1} n^2 = n^2 + 2n_1n. To be more precise, it suffices to choose x_2 ∈ X and n_2 ∈ N such that T^{n2} x_2 ∈ T^{a2}V and T^{n2+2n1n2} x_2 ∈ V_{x1} , where V_{x1} is an open neighbourhood of x_1 with T^{n21}V_{x1} ⊂ T^{a1}V . This implies that the return time set {n ∈ Z : T^{a2}V ∩ T^{−2n1n}V_{x1} ≠ /0} should be non-empty. By the argument above about the set (4.2), a suitable condition is π(T^{a2}V ) ∩ π(V_{x1} ) ≠ /0. Thus to guarantee the induction procedure, the points we choose in construction (ii) need to be very close to the fixed fiber, i.e., T^{n21} π(x_1),T^{n2} π(x_2) ∈ π(U) ∩ π(V):

π(x)

T^{a1}V

T^{a2}V

T^{ad} V T^{a1}V

T^{a2}V

T^{ad} Vπ(x) x_1 x_1x_2 x xn^{21} n^{21}2n^1n^2 n^2 X∞X

Furthermore, we will reduce the system of any given complexity to the lower one, thus the points chosen in construction (ii) also need to be close to the fixed fiber along polynomials of any higher degrees, that is why we need property (2) in Theorem 4.2 additionally.

Summarize it as follows:

(ii)*: For any system C , construct x_1,...,x_d ∈ X and n_1,...,n_d ∈ N such that

(1) T^{(ni+...+n j)2} x_j ∈ T^iV for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ d;

(2) T^{q(n)}π(x_j) ∈ π(U) ∩ π(V) for 1 ≤ j ≤ d and q ∈ C .

Practically, we will use construction (i)* and (ii)* for general cases to prove Theorem 4.2. When doing this, we find that if in the collection of polynomials there are linear elements and other non-linear elements, the argument will be very involved. We will explain in Subsection 4.4 how to overcome this difficulty via proving Case 4.5.

4.3. The first step: A = {c_1n,...,c_sn}.

Lemma 4.3. If there are distinct non-zero integers c_1,...,c_s such that A = {c_1n,...,c_sn}, then π has the property Λ(A ,C ) for any system C .

Proof. Fix distinct non-zero integers c_1,...,c_s. Let V_0,V_1,...,V_s be open subsets of X with W := ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) ≠ /0. Recall that the map π is open, thus W is an open subset of Y and π^{−1}(W ) ∩V_i ≠ /0 for every 0 ≤ i ≤ s.

Case 1: min{c_1,...,c_s} > 0.

Fix a system C . By Corollary 2.17, there is a dense G_δ subset Ω_Y of Y such that for any y ∈ Ω_Y , ⋂ q∈C N_q(y,V ) ∈ F^∗_{f ip} for every open neighbourhood V of y.

By Lemma 2.19, there exists a dense G_δ subset Ω_X of X such that for any x ∈ Ω_X ∩V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ), there exists A ∈ F_{f ip} such that T^{cin}x ∈ V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s and n ∈ A.

Let z ∈ π^{−1}(Ω_Y ) ∩ Ω_X ∩V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ). Then we have

{n ∈ Z : π(z) ∈ ⋂ q∈C T^{−q(n)}W } = ⋂ q∈C N_q(π(z),W) ∈ F^∗_{f ip},

and we can choose some n ∈ Z such that

(1) T^{cin}z ∈ V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s;

(2) T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ W = ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) for q ∈ C .

Thus π has the property Λ(A ,C ).

Case 2: min{c_1,...,c_s} < 0.

Fix a system C . Assume c_m = min{c_1,...,c_s} < 0 for some m ∈ {1,...,s}. Let

A^′ = {−c_mn, (c_1 − c_m)n,...,(c_{m−1} − c_m)n, (c_{m+1} − c_m)n,...,(c_s − c_m)n}, C^′ = {q(n) − c_mn : q ∈ C }.

By Case 1, π has the property Λ(A^′,C^′). Then for open sets V_m,V_0,...,V_{m−1},V_{m+1},...,V_s, there exist w ∈ V_m and n ∈ Z such that T^{−cmn}w ∈ V_0,T^{(ci−cm)n}w ∈ V_i for i ∈ {1,...,s}\{m} and T^{q(n)−cmn}π(w) ∈ ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) for q ∈ C . By letting z = T^{−cmn}w, we deduce that π has the property Λ(A ,C ).

This completes the proof. □

4.4. Examples.

In this subsection, we show Theorem 4.2 holds for system A with weight vectors (1,2) and ( (s,1),(1,2) ) . Case 4.4. ϕ(A ) = (1,2).

Proof. Let A = {an^2 + b_1n,...,an^2 + b_t n}, where a is a non-zero integer and b_1,...,b_t are distinct integers. Let V_0,V_1,...,V_m be open subsets of X with W := ⋂t m=0 π(V_m) ≠ /0. Recall that the map π is open, thus W is an open subset of Y . For 0 ≤ m ≤ t, by replacing V_m by V_m ∩ π^{−1}(W ) respectively, we may assume without loss of generality that π(V_m) = W .

As (X,T) is minimal, there is some N ∈ N such that ⋃N j=1 T^jV_m = X for every 0 ≤ m ≤ t.

Let x ∈ X with π(x) ∈ W and let

{1 ≤ j ≤ N : π(x) ∈ T^jW } = {a_1,...,a_d}.

Then we have π^{−1}({π(x)}) ⊂ t⋂ m=0 (^d⋃ j=1 T^{a j}V_m ) . As the map π is open, by Theorem 2.7 we can choose δ > 0 such that

(4.3) π^{−1} ( B(π(x),δ ) ) ⊂ t⋂ m=0 (^d⋃ j=1 T^{a j}V_m ) , and (4.4) B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ W ∩

(^d⋂ j=1 T^{a j}W ) . Fix a system C . Write p_m(n) = an^2 + b_mn for 1 ≤ m ≤ t and let η = δ /d. Inductively we will construct x_1,...,x_d ∈ X and n_1,...,n_d ∈ N such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l ≤ d, • π(x_l) ∈ B(π(x),lη);

• T^{pm(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{a j}V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nl )}π(x_l) ∈ B(π(x),lη) for q ∈ C .

Assume this has been achieved, then for 1 ≤ j ≤ d,

• π(x_d) ∈ B(π(x),dη) = B(π(x),δ ); • T^{pm(n j+...+nd )}x_d ∈ T^{a j}V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nd )}π(x_d) ∈ B(π(x),dη) = B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ ⋂d j=1 T^{a j}W for q ∈ C by (4.4).

As π(x_d) ∈ B(π(x),δ ), it follows from (4.3) that x_d ∈ T^{a j}V_0 for some j ∈ {1,...,d}. Put z = T^{−a j} x_d and n = n_j + ... + n_d, then we have

• z = T^{−a j} x_d ∈ V_0;

• T^{pm(n)}z = T^{−a j} (T^{pm(n)}x_d ) ∈ V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n)}π(z) = T^{−a j} (T^{q(n)}π(x_d)) ∈ W = ⋂t m=0 π(V_m) for q ∈ C .

This shows that π has the property Λ(A ,C ).

We now return to the inductive construction of x_1,...,x_d and n_1,...,n_d. Step 1: Let I_1 = π^{−1} ( B(π(x),η) ) . Then I_1 is an open subset of X and

π(x) ∈ t⋂ m=1 π(I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_m)

=:S_1

⊂ B(π(x),η).

(i) When t = 1, i.e., A = {p_1}. By Bergelson-Leibman Theorem [4], there exsit x_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_1 and n_1 ∈ N such that for q ∈ C , T^{p1(n1)}x_1, T^{q(n1)}x_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_1.

Then for q ∈ C we have π(x_1), T^{q(n1)}π(x_1) ∈ B(π(x),η).

(ii) When t ≥ 2. Let A_1 = {p_m − p_1 : 2 ≤ m ≤ t} = {(b_m − b_1)n : 2 ≤ m ≤ t}, C_1 = {−p_1, q − p_1 : q ∈ C }.

By Lemma 4.3, π has the property Λ(A_1,C_1). Then for open sets I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_1 and I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_2,...,I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_t , there exist y_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_1 and n_1 ∈ N such that

(1a) T^{pm(n1)−p1(n1)}y_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_m for 2 ≤ m ≤ t; (1c) T^{−p1(n1)}π(y_1), T^{q(n1)−p1(n1)}π(y_1) ∈ S_1 for q ∈ C . Set x_1 = T^{−p1(n1)}y_1. By (1a), for 1 ≤ m ≤ t we have T^{pm(n1)}x_1 ∈ T^{a1}V_m.

By (1c), for q ∈ C we have π(x_1), T^{q(n1)}π(x_1) ∈ S_1 ⊂ B(π(x),η).

Thus by (i) and (ii) we can choose x_1 ∈ X with π(x_1) ∈ B(π(x),η) and n_1 ∈ N such that • T^{pm(n1)}x_1 ∈ T^{a1}V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t ; • T^{q(n1)}π(x_1) ∈ B(π(x),η) for q ∈ C .

Step l: Let l ≥ 2 be an integer and assume that we have already chosen x_1,...,x_{l−1} ∈ X and n_1,...,n_{l−1} ∈ N such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1,

• π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),(l − 1)η) ⊂ B(π(x),δ ); • T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}x_{l−1} ∈ T^{a j}V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),(l − 1)η) for q ∈ C .

Choose η_l > 0 with η_l < η such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1,

T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{a j}V_m, ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ t,

(4.5)

T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}B ( π(x_{l−1}),η_l ) ⊂ B(π(x),(l − 1)η), ∀ q ∈ C .

(4.6)

Let I_l = π^{−1} ( B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ) . By (4.4), we have π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ ⋂d j=1 T^{a j}W and

π(x_{l−1}) ∈ t⋂ m=1 π(I_l ∩ T^{al} V_m) ∩ π ( B(x_{l−1},η_l) )

=:S_l

⊂ π(I_l) = B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η).

Let A_l ={p_m − p_1, ∂_{n j+...+nl−1} p_m − p_1 : 1 ≤ m ≤ t,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1} ={(b_m − b_1)n, (b_m − b_1 + 2an_j + ... + 2an_{l−1})n : 1 ≤ m ≤ t,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1}, C_l ={−p_1, q − p_1, ∂_{n j+...+nl−1} q − p_1 : q ∈ C ,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1}.

By Lemma 4.3, π has the property Λ(A_l,C_l). Then for open sets I_l ∩T^{al} V_1,I_l ∩T^{al} V_2,...,I_l ∩ T^{al} V_t ,B(x_{l−1},η_l),...,B(x_{l−1},η_l)

t(l−1) times

, there exist y_l ∈ I_l ∩ T^{al}V_1 and n_l ∈ N such that for 1 ≤ j ≤

l − 1, (la)_1 T^{pm(nl )−p1(nl )}y_l ∈ I_l ∩ T^{al}V_m for 2 ≤ m ≤ t; (la)_2 T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 pm(nl )−p1(nl )}y_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; (lc)_1 T^{−p1(nl )}π(y_l), T^{q(nl )−p1(nl )}π(y_l) ∈ S_l for q ∈ C ; (lc)_2 T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 q(nl )−p1(nl )}π(y_l) ∈ S_l ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) for q ∈ C .

Set x_l = T^{−p1(nl )}y_l. By (la)_1 for 1 ≤ m ≤ t we have T^{pm(nl )}x_l ∈ T^{al} V_m.

By (la)_2 and (4.5), for 1 ≤ m ≤ t,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 we have T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1+nl )}x_l =T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}(T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 pm(nl )}x_l) ∈ T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{a j}V_m.

By (lc)_1, for q ∈ C we have π(x_l), T^{q(nl )}π(x_l) ∈ S_l ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η) ⊂ B(π(x),lη).

By (lc)_2 and (4.6), for q ∈ C ,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 we have

T^{q(n j+...+nl−1+nl )}π(x_l) =T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}(T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 q(nl )}π(x_l)) ∈ T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ⊂ B(π(x),lη).

We finish the construction by induction. □

Case 4.5. ϕ(A ) = ( (s,1),(1,2) ) . From (la)_1,(la)_2 in the proof of Case 4.4, we can see that the points T^{pm(nl )}x_l and T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 pm(nl )}x_l should be in different open sets. However, this may not hold for the family of polynomials containing linear ones. The reason is clear, for any linear polynomial q ∈ P^∗, one has ∂_mq = q for all m ∈ Z. In this case, we cannot use q and ∂_mq to track different open sets.

To overcome this difficulty, we divide the proof of Case 4.5 into the following two claims whose proofs will be given after the proof of Case 4.5 since they are very long. For general cases, the idea is similar.

Claim 4.6. Let A = {an^2 + b_1n,...,an^2 + b_t n}, where a is a non-zero integer and b_1,...,b_t are distinct integers, and let c_1,...,c_s be distinct non-zero integers. Then for any system C and open subsets V_0,V_1,...,V_m of X with ⋂t m=0 π(V_m) ≠ /0, there exist z ∈ V_0 and n ∈ N such that

• T^{cin}z ∈ V_0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{an2+bmn}z ∈ V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ ⋂t m=0 π(V_m) for q ∈ C .

Claim 4.7. Let A = {an^2 + b_1n,...,an^2 + b_t n}, where a is a non-zero integer and b_1,...,b_t are distinct integers, and let c_1,...,c_s be distinct non-zero integers. Then for any system C and open subsets W_0,W_1,...,W_s of X with ⋂s i=0 π(W_i) ≠ /0, there exist z ∈ W_0 and n ∈ N such that

• T^{an2+bmn}z ∈ W_0 for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{cin}z ∈ W_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ ⋂s i=0 π(W_i) for q ∈ C .

Using Claims 4.6 and 4.7, we are able to give a proof of Case 4.5. Proof of Case 4.5 assuming Claims 4.6 and 4.7. Fix a system C . Let A = {an^2 + b_1n,...,an^2 + b_t n, c_1n,...,c_sn} where a is a non-zero integer, b_1,...,b_t are distinct integers, and c_1,...,c_s are distinct nonzero integers. Let V_0,V_1,...,V_s,U_1,...,U_t be open subsets of X with

W := s⋂ i=0 π(V_i) ∩ t⋂ m=1 π(U_m) ≠ /0.

Let A_1 = {an^2 +b_1n,...,an^2 +b_t n}. Using Claim 4.6 for system A_1 and integers c_1,...,c_s, then for system C and open sets V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ),U_1,...,U_t, there exist w ∈ V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ) and k ∈ N such that

• T^{cik}w ∈ V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{ak2+bmk}w ∈ U_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(k)}π(w) ∈ π ( V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ) ) ∩ ⋂t m=1 π(U_m) ⊂ W for q ∈ C .

For every 1 ≤ i ≤ s, as T^{cik}w ∈ V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ), there is some w_i ∈ V_i with π(T^{cik}w) = π(w_i) which implies (4.7) π(w) = π(T^{−cik}w_i).

Choose γ > 0 such that T^{cik}B(T^{−cik}w_i,γ) ⊂ V_i, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

(4.8) T^{ak2+bmk}B(w,γ) ⊂ U_m, ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ t,

(4.9) T^{q(k)}B ( π(w),γ ) ⊂ W, ∀ q ∈ C . (4.10)

Let W_0 = B(w,γ) ∩ π^{−1} ( B(π(w),γ) ) ∩V_0 and let W_i = B(T^{−cik}w_i,γ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Then W_0 is a non-empty open set as w ∈ W_0, and π(w) ∈ π(W_i) by (4.7). Let A_2 = {∂_k p : p ∈ A_1} = {an^2 + (b_1 + 2ak)n,...,an^2 + (b_t + 2ak)n}, C_1 = {∂_kq : q ∈ C }.

Now using Claim 4.7 for system A_2 and integers c_1,...,c_s, then for system C_1 and open sets W_0,W_1,...,W_s, there exist z ∈ W_0 and l ∈ N such that T^{al2+(bm+2ak)l} z ∈ W_0 ⊂ B(w,γ), ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ t,

(4.11) T^{cil}z ∈ W_i = B(T^{−cik}w_i,γ), ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

(4.12)

T^{∂kq(l)}π(z) ∈ s⋂ i=0 π(W_i) ⊂ π(W_0) ⊂ B(π(w),γ), ∀ q ∈ C .

(4.13)

By (4.8) and (4.12), for 1 ≤ i ≤ s we have T^{ci(l+k)}z ∈ T^{cik}B(T^{−cik}w_i,γ) ⊂ V_i.

By (4.9) and (4.11), for 1 ≤ m ≤ t we have

T^{a(l+k)2+bm(l+k)}z = T^{ak2+bmk}(T^{al2+(bm+2ak)l} z) ∈ T^{ak2+bmk}B(w,γ) ⊂ U_m. By (4.10) and (4.13), for q ∈ C we have T^{q(l+k)}π(z) = T^{q(k)}(T^{∂kq(l)}π(z)) ∈ T^{q(k)}B(π(w),γ) ⊂ W.

Put n = l + k, then we have

• z ∈ V_0;

• T^{cin}z ∈ V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{an2+bmn}z ∈ U_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t;

• T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ W = ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) ∩ ⋂t m=1 π(U_m) for q ∈ C .

This completes the proof of Case 4.5. □ We now proceed to the proof of Claims 4.6 and 4.7.

Proof of Claim 4.6. We show this claim by induction on s. When s = 0, it follows from Case 4.4. Let s ≥ 1 be an integer and suppose the statement of the claim is true for (s − 1).

Let c_1,...,c_s be distinct non-zero integers, and let V_0,V_1,...,V_m be open subsets of X with W := ⋂t m=0 π(V_m) ≠ /0. By the similar argument in the proof of Case 4.4, we may assume without loss of generality that π(V_m) = W for 0 ≤ m ≤ t, and there exist x ∈ X with π(x) ∈ W , a_1,...,a_d ∈ N and δ > 0 such that

(4.14) π^{−1} ( B(π(x),δ ) ) ⊂ t⋂ m=0 d⋃ j=1 T^{a j}V_m, and (4.15) B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ W ∩

(^d⋂ j=1 T^{a j}W ) . Fix a system C and let η = δ /d. Write p_m(n) = an^2 + b_mn for 1 ≤ m ≤ t. Inductively we will construct x_1,...,x_d ∈ X,k_1,...,k_{d+1} ∈ {1,...,d} with k_1 = 1 and n_1,...,n_d ∈ N such that for every 1 ≤ j ≤ l ≤ d,

• x_l ∈ T^{akl+1} V_0;

• π(x_l) ∈ B(π(x),lη);

• T^{ci(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak j} V_0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{pm(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak j} V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nl )}π(x_l) ∈ B(π(x),lη) for q ∈ C .

Assume this has been achieved, there exist 1 ≤ j ≤ l ≤ d with k_j = k_{l+1} such that • x_l ∈ T^{akl+1} V_0 = T^{ak j} V_0;

• T^{ci(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak j} V_0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{pm(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak j} V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nl )}π(x_l) ∈ B(π(x),lη) ⊂ B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ ⋂d j=1 T^{a j}W for q ∈ C by (4.15).

Put n = n_j + ... + n_l and z = T^{−ak j} x_l, then the claim follows.

We now return to the inductive construction of x_1,...,x_d,k_1,...,k_{d+1} and n_1,...,n_d. Step 1: Let I_1 = π^{−1} ( B(π(x),η) ) Then I_1 is an open subset of X and

π(x) ∈ t⋂ m=0 π(I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_m)

=:S_1

⊂ π(I_1) = B(π(x),η).

Let A_1 = {p_m(n) − c_1n : 1 ≤ m ≤ t} and C_1 = {−c_1n, q(n) − c_1n : q ∈ C }.

By our inductive hypothesis, the conclusion of Claim 4.6 holds for system A_1 and integers c_2 − c_1,...,c_s − c_1. Then for system C_1 and open sets I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_0,I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_1,...,I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_t , there exist y_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_0 and n_1 ∈ N such that (1a)_1 T^{(ci−c1)n1} y_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_0 for 2 ≤ i ≤ s;

(1a)_2 T^{pm(n1)−c1n1} y_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; (1c) T^{−c1n1} π(y_1), T^{q(n1)−c1n1} π(y_1) ∈ S_1 for q ∈ C . Set x_1 = T^{−c1n1} y_1. By (1a)_1, for 1 ≤ i ≤ s we have T^{cin1} x_1 ∈ T^{a1}V_0.

By (1a)_2, for 1 ≤ m ≤ t we have T^{pm(n1)}x_1 ∈ T^{a1}V_m.

By (1c), for q ∈ C we have (4.16) π(x_1), T^{q(n1)}π(x_1) ∈ S_1 ⊂ B(π(x),η) ⊂ B(π(x),δ ).

There is some k_2 ∈ {1,...,d} with x_1 ∈ T^{ak}2 V_0 by (4.14) and (4.16).

Step l: Let l ≥ 2 be an integer and assume that we have already chosen x_1,...,x_{l−1} ∈ X, k_1,...,k_{l−1} ∈ {1,...,d} and n_1,...,n_{l−1} ∈ N such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1,

• π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),(l − 1)η);

• T^{ci(n j+...+nl−1)}x_{l−1} ∈ T^{ak j} V_0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}x_{l−1} ∈ T^{ak j} V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),(l − 1)η) for q ∈ C .

As π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),(l − 1)η) ⊂ B(π(x),dη) = B(π(x),δ ), by (4.14) there is some k_l ∈ {1,...,d} such that x_{l−1} ∈ T^{akl} V_0.

Choose η_l > 0 with η_l < η such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1, B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak}l V_0,

(4.17) T^{ci(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak j} V_0, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

(4.18) T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak j} V_m, ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ t,

(4.19) T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ⊂ B(π(x),(l − 1)η), ∀ q ∈ C .

(4.20)

Let I_l = π^{−1} ( B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ) . By (4.15), we have π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ ⋂d j=1 T^{a j}W and

π(x_{l−1}) ∈ t⋂ m=1 π(I_l ∩ T^{ak}l V_m) ∩ π ( B(x_{l−1},η_l) )

=:S_l

⊂ π(I_l) = B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η).

Let A_l = {p_m(n) − c_1n, ∂_{n j+...+nl−1} p_m(n) − c_1n : 1 ≤ m ≤ t,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1}, C_l = {−c_1n, q(n) − c_1n, ∂_{n j+...+nl−1} q(n) − c_1n : q ∈ C ,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1}.

By our inductive hypothesis, the conclusion of Claim 4.6 holds for system A_l and integers c_2 − c_1,...,c_s − c_1. Then for system C_l and open sets B(x_{l−1},η_l),I_l ∩ T^{ak}l V_1,...,I_l ∩ T^{ak}l V_t ,B(x_{l−1},η_l),...,B(x_{l−1},η_l)

t(l−1) times

, there exist y_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) and n_l ∈ N such that for 1 ≤

j ≤ l − 1, (la)_1 T^{(ci−c1)nl} y_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) for 2 ≤ i ≤ s; (la)_2 T^{pm(nl )−c1nl} y_l ∈ I_l ∩ T^{ak}l V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; (la)_3 T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 pm(nl )−c1nl} y_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) for 1 ≤ m ≤ t;

(lc)_1 T^{−c1nl} π(y_l), T^{q(nl )−c1nl} π(y_l) ∈ S_l for q ∈ C ; (lc)_2 T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 q(nl )−c1nl} π(y_l) ∈ S_l ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) for q ∈ C . Set x_l = T^{−c1nl} y_l. By (la)_1 and (4.17), for 1 ≤ i ≤ s we have (4.21) T^{cinl} x_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{akl} V_0. By (4.18) and (4.21) , for 1 ≤ i ≤ s,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 we have T^{ci(n j+...+nl−1+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ci(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak j} V_0.

By (la)_2, for 1 ≤ m ≤ t we have T^{pm(nl )}x_l ∈ T^{akl} V_m.

By (la)_3 and (4.19), for 1 ≤ m ≤ t and 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 we have T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1+nl )}x_l =T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}(T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 pm(nl )}x_l) ∈ T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak j} V_m.

By (lc)_1, for q ∈ C we have (4.22) π(x_l), T^{q(nl )}π(x_l) ∈ S_l ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η) ⊂ B(π(x),lη). By (lc)_2 and (4.20), for q ∈ C and 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 we have

T^{q(n j+...+nl−1+nl )}π(x_l) =T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}(T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 q(nl )}π(x_l)) ∈ T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ⊂ B(π(x),lη).

There is some k_{l+1} ∈ {1,...,d} with x_l ∈ T^{akl+1} V_0 by (4.14) and (4.22). We finish the construction by induction. □ Using Claim 4.6, we are able to give a proof of Claim 4.7.

Proof of Claim 4.7. Let A_1 ={−an^2 − b_1n, −an^2 + (c_1 − b_1)n,..., −an^2 + (c_s − b_1)n}, C_1 ={q(n) − an^2 − b_1n : q ∈ C }.

Using Claim 4.6 for system A_1 and integers b_2 − b_1,...,b_m − b_1, then for system C_1 and open sets W_0,W_0,W_1,...,W_s, there exist w ∈ W_0 and n ∈ N such that

• T^{(bm−b1)n}w ∈ W_0 for 2 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{−an2−b1n}w ∈ W_0;

• T^{−an2+(ci−b1)n}w ∈ W_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{q(n)−an2−b1n}π(w) ∈ ⋂s i=0 π(W_i) for q ∈ C .

Put z = T^{−an2−b1n}w, then the claim follows. □ 4.5. Proofs of Theorems 4.2 and B.

Now we are able to give proofs of the main results of this section. Proving them, we need two intermediate claims whose proofs will be given in later subsection since they are very long.

For a weight vector ⃗w = ( (ϕ(w_1),w_1),...,(ϕ(w_k),w_k) ) , define min(⃗w) = w_1 and max(⃗w) = w_k. That is, for any system A with weight vector ⃗w, there are a,b ∈ A such that for all p ∈ A, min(⃗w) = w_1 = deg(a) ≤ deg(p) ≤ deg(b) = w_k = max(⃗w).

Claim 4.8. Assume π has the property Λ(A^′,C^′) for any systems A^′ and C^′ if the weight vector of A^′ is ⃗w. Let A = {p_1,..., p_t } be a system with weight vector ⃗w, and let B be a system such that deg(b) < min(⃗w) for all b ∈ B. Then for any system C and open subsets V_0,V_1,...,V_t of X with ⋂t m=0 π(V_m) ≠ /0, there exist z ∈ V_0 and n ∈ N such that

• T^{b(n)}z ∈ V_0 for b ∈ B;

• T^{pm(n)}z ∈ V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t;

• T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ ⋂t m=0 π(V_m) for q ∈ C .

Claim 4.9. Assume π has the property Λ(A^′,C^′) for any systems A^′ and C^′ if the weight vector of A^′ is ⃗w. Let A be a system with weight vector ⃗w, and let c_1,...,c_s ∈ P^∗ be distinct linear polynomials such that c_i /∈ A for 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Then for any system C and open subsets V_0,V_1,...,V_s of X with ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) ≠ /0, there exist z ∈ V_0 and n ∈ N such that

• T^{a(n)}z ∈ V_0 for a ∈ A ;

• T^{ci(n)}z ∈ V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s;

• T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) for q ∈ C .

With the help of Claims 4.8 and 4.9, we are able to show Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2 assuming Claims 4.8 and 4.9. For a system A , if ϕ(A ) = (s,1) for some s ∈ N, then π has the property Λ(A ,C ) for any system C by Lemma 4.3.

Now fix a system A with (s,1) ≺ ϕ(A ) for all s ∈ N. That is, there is some p ∈ A with deg(p) ≥ 2. Assume π has the property Λ(A^′,C^′) for any systems A^′ and C^′ if ϕ(A^′) ≺ ϕ(A ). Fix a system C . We next show that π also has the property Λ(A ,C ).

Case 1: deg(p) ≥ 2 for every p ∈ A .

Notice that for any non-zero integer a, ∂_a p ≠ p for every p ∈ A . By the similar construction in the proof of Case 4.4, one can deduce that π has the property Λ(A ,C ).

Case 2: There is some p ∈ A with deg(p) = 1.

Let A = {c_1,...,c_s, p_1,..., p_t } such that deg(c_i) = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s and deg(p_m) ≥ 2 for 1 ≤ m ≤ t. Let V_0,V_1,...,V_s,U_1,...,U_t be open subsets of X with

W := s⋂ i=0 π(V_i) ∩ t⋂ m=1 π(U_m) ≠ /0.

Let A^′ = {p_1,..., p_t } and B = {c_1,...,c_s}. Then ϕ(A^′) ≺ ϕ(A ). By our PET-induction hypothesis, π has the property Λ(A^′,C ). Using Claim 4.8 for systems A^′ and B, then for system C and open sets V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ),U_1,...,U_t, there exist w ∈ V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ) and k ∈ N such that

• T^{ci(k)}w ∈ V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ s;

• T^{pm(k)}w ∈ U_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t;

• T^{q(k)}π(w) ∈ π ( V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ) ) ∩ ⋂t m=1 π(U_m) ⊂ W for q ∈ C .

For every 1 ≤ i ≤ s, as T^{ci(k)}w ∈ V_0 ∩ π^{−1}(W ), there is some w_i ∈ V_i with π(T^{ci(k)}w) = π(w_i) which implies

(4.23) π(w) = π(T^{−ci(k)}w_i).

Choose γ > 0 such that T^{ci(k)}B(T^{−ci(k)}w_i,γ) ⊂ V_i, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

(4.24) T^{pm(k)}B(w,γ) ⊂ U_m, ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ t,

(4.25) T^{q(k)}B(π(w),γ) ⊂ W, ∀ q ∈ C .

(4.26)

Let W_0 = B(w,γ) ∩ π^{−1} ( B(π(w),γ) ) ∩V_0 and let W_i = B(T^{−ci(k)}w_i,γ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Then W_0 is a non-empty open set as w ∈ W_0 and π(w) ∈ π(W_i) by (4.23). Let A^{′′} = {∂_k p_m : 1 ≤ m ≤ t} and C^′ = {∂_kq : q ∈ C }.

Then π has the property Λ(A^{′′},C^′) as ϕ(A^{′′}) = ϕ(A^′) ≺ ϕ(A ). Using Claim 4.9 for systems A^{′′} and B, then for system C^′ and open sets W_0,W_1,...,W_s, there exist z ∈ W_0 ⊂ V_0 and l ∈ N such that T^{∂k pm(l)}z ∈ W_0 ⊂ B(w,γ), ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ t,

(4.27) T^{ci(l)}z ∈ W_i = B(T^{−ci(k)}w_i,γ), ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

(4.28)

T^{∂kq(l)}π(z) ∈ s⋂ i=0 π(W_i) ⊂ π(W_0) ⊂ B(π(w),γ), ∀ q ∈ C .

(4.29)

Recall that deg(c_i) = 1, by (4.24) and (4.28) for 1 ≤ i ≤ s we have T^{ci(l+k)}z = T^{ci(k)}(T^{ci(l)}z) ∈ T^{ci(k)}B(T^{−ci(k)}w_i,γ) ⊂ V_i.

By (4.25) and (4.27), for 1 ≤ m ≤ t we have T^{pm(l+k)}z = T^{pm(k)}(T^{∂k pm(l)}z) ∈ T^{pm(k)}B(w,γ) ⊂ U_m.

By (4.26) and (4.29), for q ∈ C we have T^{q(l+k)}π(z) = T^{q(k)}(T^{∂kq(l)}π(z)) ∈ T^{q(k)}B(π(w),γ) ⊂ W.

Now set n = l + k, we get that

• z ∈ V_0;

• T^{ci(n)}z ∈ V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{pm(n)}z ∈ U_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ W = ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) ∩ ⋂t m=1 π(U_m) for q ∈ C .

This completes the proof. □ We are ready to show Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem B. It follows Theorems 1.3 and 4.2. □ We now proceed to the proof of Claims 4.8 and 4.9.

Proof of Claim 4.8. Fix a weight vector ⃗w with min(⃗w) ≥ 2, otherwise the system B will be empty and there is nothing to prove.

We prove this claim by PET-induction, the induction on the weight vector of the system B. Fix a non-empty system B such that deg(b) < min(⃗w) for all b ∈ B, and suppose the statement of the claim is true for any systems B^′,A^′,C if ϕ(B^′) ≺ ϕ(B) and ϕ(A^′) = ⃗w.

Let A = {p_1,..., p_t } be a system with weight vector ⃗w, and let V_0,V_1,...,V_t be open subsets of X with W := ⋂t m=0 π(V_m) ≠ /0. By the similar argument in the proof of Case 4.4, we may assume without loss of generality that π(V_m) = W for 0 ≤ m ≤ t, and there exist x ∈ X with π(x) ∈ W , a_1,...,a_d ∈ N and δ > 0 such that

(4.30) π^{−1} ( B(π(x),δ ) ) ⊂ t⋂ m=0 d⋃ j=1 T^{a j}V_m, and (4.31) B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ W ∩

(^d⋂ j=1 T^{a j}W ) . Fix a system C and let η = δ /d. Inductively we will construct x_1,...,x_d ∈ X,k_1,...,k_{d+1} ∈ {1,...,d} with k_1 = 1 and n_1,...,n_d ∈ N such that for every 1 ≤ j ≤ l ≤ d, • x_l ∈ T^{akl+1} V_0;

• π(x_l) ∈ B(π(x),lη);

• T^{b(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak j} V_0 for b ∈ B; • T^{pm(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak j} V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nl )}π(x_l) ∈ B(π(x),lη) for q ∈ C .

Assume this has been achieved, we can choose 1 ≤ j ≤ l ≤ d with k_j = k_{l+1} such that • x_l ∈ T^{akl+1} V_0 = T^{ak j} V_0;

• T^{b(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak j} V_0 for b ∈ B; • T^{pm(n j+...+nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak j} V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nl )}π(x_l) ∈ B(π(x),lη) ⊂ B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ ⋂d j=1 T^{a j}W for q ∈ C by (4.31).

Put n = n_j + ... + n_l and z = T^{−ak j} x_l, then the claim follows.

We now return to the inductive construction of x_1,...,x_d,k_1,...,k_{d+1} and n_1,...,n_d. Let b_1 ∈ B be an element of the minimal weight in B.

Step 1: Let I_1 = π^{−1} ( B(π(x),η) ) . Then I_1 is an open subset of X and

π(x) ∈ t⋂ m=0 π(I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_m)

=:S_1

⊂ π(I_1) = B(π(x),η).

Let B_1 = {b − b_1 : b ∈ B}, A_1 = {p_m − b_1 : 1 ≤ m ≤ t}, C_1 = {−b_1,q − b_1 : q ∈ C }.

Then ϕ(B_1) ≺ ϕ(B) by Lemma 4.1, and ϕ(A_1) = ϕ(A ) as deg(b_1) < deg(p_m) for every 1 ≤ m ≤ t. By our PET-induction hypothesis, the conclusion of Claim 4.8 holds for systems A_1 and B_1. Then for system C_1 and open sets I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_0,I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_1,...,I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_t , there exist y_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_0 and n_1 ∈ N such that

(1b) T^{b(n1)−b1(n1)}y_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_0 for b ∈ B; (1a) T^{pm(n1)−b1(n1)}y_1 ∈ I_1 ∩ T^{a1}V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; (1c) T^{−b1(n1)}π(y_1), T^{q(n1)−b1(n1)}π(y_1) ∈ S_1 for q ∈ C .

Set x_1 = T^{−b1(n1)}y_1. By (1b), for b ∈ B we have T^{b(n1)}x_1 ∈ T^{a1}V_0.

By (1a), for 1 ≤ m ≤ t we have T^{pm(n1)}x_1 ∈ T^{a1}V_m.

By (1c), for q ∈ C we have (4.32) π(x_1), T^{q(n1)}π(x_1) ∈ S_1 ⊂ B(π(x),η) ⊂ B(π(x),δ ).

There is some k_2 ∈ {1,...,d} with x_1 ∈ T^{ak}2 V_0 by (4.30) and (4.32).

Step l: Let l ≥ 2 be an integer and assume that we have already chosen x_1,...,x_{l−1} ∈ X, k_1,...,k_{l−1} ∈ {1,...,d} and n_1,...,n_{l−1} ∈ N such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1,

• π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),(l − 1)η); • T^{b(n j+...+nl−1)}x_{l−1} ∈ T^{ak j} V_0 for b ∈ B; • T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}x_{l−1} ∈ T^{ak j} V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; • T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),(l − 1)η) for q ∈ C .

As π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),(l − 1)η) ⊂ B(π(x),dη) = B(π(x),δ ), by (4.30) there is some k_l ∈ {1,...,d} such that x_{l−1} ∈ T^{ak}l V_0.

Choose η_l > 0 with η_l < η such that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1, B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{akl} V_0,

(4.33) T^{b(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak j} V_0, ∀ b ∈ B,

(4.34) T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak j} V_m, ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ t,

(4.35) T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ⊂ B(π(x),(l − 1)η), ∀ q ∈ C .

(4.36)

Let I_l = π^{−1} ( B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ) . By (4.31), we have π(x_{l−1}) ∈ B(π(x),δ ) ⊂ ⋂d j=1 T^{a j}W and

π(x_{l−1}) ∈ t⋂ m=1 π(I_l ∩ T^{ak}l V_m) ∩ π ( B(x_{l−1},η_l) )

=:S_l

⊂ π(I_l) = B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η).

Let B_l = {b − b_1, ∂_{n j+...+nl−1} b − b_1 : b ∈ B,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1}, A_l = {p_m − b_1, ∂_{n j+...+nl−1} p_m − b_1 : 1 ≤ m ≤ t,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1}, C_l = {−b_1, q − b_1, ∂_{n j+...+nl−1} q − b_1 : q ∈ C ,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1}.

Then ϕ(B_l) ≺ ϕ(B) by Lemma 4.1, and ϕ(A_l) = ϕ(A_1) = ϕ(A ). By our PET-induction hypothesis, the conclusion of Claim 4.8 holds for systems A_l,B_l. Notice that for any nonzero integer a, ∂_a p_m ≠ p_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t. Hence for system C_l and open sets B(x_{l−1},η_l),I_l ∩ T^{akl} V_1,...,I_l ∩ T^{akl} V_t ,B(x_{l−1},η_l),...,B(x_{l−1},η_l)

t(l−1) times

, there exist y_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) and n_l ∈ N such

that for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1, (lb) T^{b(nl )−b1(nl )}y_l, T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 b(nl )−b1(nl )}y_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) for b ∈ B; (la)_1 T^{pm(nl )−b1(nl )}y_l ∈ I_l ∩ T^{ak}l V_m for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; (la)_2 T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 pm(nl )−b1(nl )}y_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) for 1 ≤ m ≤ t; (lc)_1 T^{−b1(nl )}, T^{q(nl )−b1(nl )}π(y_l) ∈ S_l for q ∈ C ;

(lc)_2 T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 q(nl )−b1(nl )}π(y_l) ∈ S_l ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) for q ∈ C . Set x_l = T^{−b1(nl )}y_l. By (lb) and (4.33), for b ∈ B we have T^{b(nl )}x_l ∈ B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak}l V_0.

By (lb) and (4.34), for b ∈ B,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 we have T^{b(n j+...+nl−1+nl )}x_l =T^{b(n j+...+nl−1)}(T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 b(nl )}x_l) ∈ T^{b(n j +...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak j} V_0.

By (la)_1, for 1 ≤ m ≤ t we have T^{pm(nl )}x_l ∈ T^{ak}l V_m.

By (la)_2 and (4.35), for 1 ≤ m ≤ t,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 we have T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1+nl )}x_l =T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}(T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 pm(nl )}x_l) ∈ T^{pm(n j+...+nl−1)}B(x_{l−1},η_l) ⊂ T^{ak j} V_m.

By (lc)_1, for q ∈ C we have (4.37) π(x_l), T^{q(nl )}π(x_l) ∈ S_l ⊂ B(π(x_{l−1}),η) ⊂ B(π(x),lη). By (lc)_2 and (4.36), for q ∈ C ,1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 we have

T^{q(n j+...+nl−1+nl )}π(x_l) =T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}(T^{∂n j+...+nl−1 q(nl )}π(x_l)) ∈ T^{q(n j+...+nl−1)}B(π(x_{l−1}),η_l) ⊂ B(π(x),lη).

There is some k_{l+1} ∈ {1,...,d} with x_l ∈ T^{akl+1} V_0 by (4.31) and (4.37). We finish the construction by induction. □

Using Claim 4.8, we are able to give a proof of Claim 4.9. Proof of Claim 4.9. Fix a weight vector ⃗w = ( (ϕ(w_1),w_1),...,(ϕ(w_k),w_k) ) . Let A be a system with weight vector ⃗w, and let c_1,...,c_s ∈ P^∗ be distinct linear polynomials such that c_i /∈ A for 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Assume that π has the property Λ(A ,C ) for any system C .

When w_k = 1, that is, every polynomial in A is linear, it follows from Lemma 4.3. When w_k ≥ 2. Let p ∈ A with deg(p) = w_k and let A_p = {a ∈ A : a, p are equivalent} and A_r = A − A_p.

Fix a system C and let B = {a − p : a ∈ A_p}, A^′ = {c_i − p, −p, a − p : 1 ≤ i ≤ s, a ∈ A_r}, C^′ = {q − p : q ∈ C }.

It is easy to see ϕ(A^′) = (ϕ(w_k),w_k) ≺ ϕ(A ), thus π has the property Λ(A^′,C^′). For any b ∈ B, there is some a ∈ A_p such that deg(b) = deg(a − p) < deg(p) = w_k = min(ϕ(A^′)). Using Claim 4.8 for systems A^′ and B^′, then for system C and open sets V_0,V_1,...,V_s, V_0,...,V_0

(|A^′|−s) times , there exist w ∈ V_0 and n ∈ N such that

• T^{a(n)−p(n)}w ∈ V_0 for a ∈ A_p; • T^{ci(n)−p(n)}w ∈ V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s; • T^{−p(n)}w, T^{a(n)−p(n)}w ∈ V_0 for a ∈ A_r;

• T^{q(n)−p(n)}π(w) ∈ ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) for q ∈ C .

Now put z = T^{−p(n)}w ∈ V_0, then we have

• T^{a(n)}z ∈ V_0 for a ∈ A_p ∪ A_r = A ;

• T^{ci(n)}z ∈ V_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ s;

• T^{q(n)}π(z) ∈ ⋂s i=0 π(V_i) for q ∈ C .

This completes the proof. □

REFERENCES

1. L. Auslander, L. Green and F. Hahn, Flows on homogeneous spaces, Annals of Math. Studies 53, Princeton 1963.

2. J. Bourgain, Pointwise ergodic theorems for arithmetic sets, with an appendix by the author, H. Furstenberg, Y. Katznelson and D. S. Ornstein, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. No. 69 (1989), 5–45.

3. V. Bergelson, Weakly mixing PET, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 7 (1987), no. 3, 337–349. 4. V. Bergelson and A. Leibman, Polynomial extensions of van der Waerden’s and Szemerédi’s theorems, J.

Amer. Math. Soc. 9 (1996), no. 3, 725–753.

5. V. Bergelson and A. Leibman, Set-polynomials and polynomial extension of the Hales-Jewett theorem, Ann. of Math. (2) 150 (1999), no. 1, 33–75.

6. V. Bergelson and A. Leibman, IP^∗_r -recurrence and nilsystems, Adv. Math. 339 (2018), 642–656. 7. V. Bergelson and R. McCutcheon, An ergodic IP polynomial Szemérdi theorem, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.

146 (2000), no. 695.

8. P. Dong, S. Donoso, A. Maass, S. Shao and X. Ye, Infinite-step nilsystems, independence and complexity, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 33 (2013), no. 1, 118–143.

9. N. Frantzikinakis and B. Kra, Polynomial averages converge to the product of integrals, Israel J. Math.

148 (2005), 267–276.

10. H. Furstenberg, Ergodic behavior of diagonal measures and a theorem of Szemeŕedi on arithmetic progressions, J. Anal. Math. 31 (1977), 204–256.

11. H. Furstenberg, Recurrence in ergodic theory and combinatorial number theory, M. B. Porter Lectures.

Princeton University Press, Princeton, N. J. 1981.

12. E. Glasner, Topological ergodic decompositions and applications to products of powers of a minimal transformation, J. Anal. Math. 64 (1994), 241–262.

13. E. Glasner, W. Huang, S. Shao, B. Weiss and X. Ye, Topological characteristic factors and nilsystems, to appear in J. Eur. Math. Soc..

14. B. Host and B. Kra, Nonconventional ergodic averages and nilmanifolds, Ann. of Math. (2) 161 (2005), no. 1, 397–488.

15. B. Host, B. Kra and A. Maass, Nilsequences and a structure theory for topological dynamical systems, Adv. Math. 224 (2010), no. 1, 103–129.

16. W. Huang, S. Shao and X. Ye, Nil Bohr-sets and almost automorphy of higher order, Mem. Amer. Math.

Soc. 241 (2016), no. 1143.

17. W. Huang, S. Shao and X. Ye, Topological correspondence of multiple ergodic averages of nilpotent group actions, J. Anal. Math. 138 (2019), no. 2, 687–715.

18. A. Leibman, Multiple recurrence theorem for nilpotent group actions, Geom. Funct. Anal. 4 (1994), no.

6, 648–659.

19. A. Leibman, Pointwise convergence of ergodic averages for polynomial sequences of translations on a nilmanifold, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 25 (2005), no. 1, 201–213.

20. A. Leibman, Pointwise convergence of ergodic averages for polynomial actions of Z^d by translations on a nilmanifold, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 25 (2005), no. 1, 215–225.

21. W. Parry, Ergodic properties of affine transformations and flows on nilmanifolds, Amer. J. Math. 91 (1969), 757–771.

22. S. Shao and X. Ye, Regionally proximal relation of order d is an equivalence one for minimal systems and a combinatorial consequence, Adv. Math. 231 (2012), no. 3–4, 1786–1817.

23. E. Szemerédi, On sets of integers containing no k elements in arithmetic progression, Acta Arith. 27 (1975), 199–245.

24. J. de Vries, Elements of Topological Dynamics, Kluwer Academic Publishers 993, Dor–drecht. 25. T. Ziegler, Universal characteristic factors and Furstenberg averages, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 20 (2007), no.1, 53–97.

(J. Qiu) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, PEKING UNIVERSITY, BEIJING, 100871, CHINA Email address: qiujh@mail.ustc.edu.cn