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Abstract

Given any amenable group (with a left Haar measurg | or dg), we can select out Bglner
subnet{Fy; 8 € ®} from any left Falner net i, which isL*-admissiblfor G, namely, for any
BorelG-space X, 27) and anyp € L¥(X, Z), there exists some functigsi on X such that

Moore-SmithI;‘rg |F_1|/ e(gdg=¢"(X) Yxe X and ¢" = (gy)" Vg e G.
<0 |Fal JF,

Moreover, ifG is o-compact such as a locally compact second countable Hdftisaoenable
group, theny* € L¥(X, 2), ¢*(gX) = ¢*(X) a.e, andy* is a.e.independent of the choice of the
L*-admissible Fglner n¢Ey; 0 € ®} in G.

Consequently, we may easily obtain: (1) a Universal Erg@igintegration Theorem; (2)
the Khintchine Recurrence Theorem f@rcompact amenable group; (3) the existencerof
finite invariant Radon measures for any Borel action of anrebke group on a locally compact,
o-compact, metric space by continuous maps of; and (4) anL*-pointwise multiple ergodic
theorem.

Keywords: [-pointwise (multi-) ergodic theorenErgodic decompositionRecurrence
theorem.
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0. Introduction

Felner sequences permit ergodic averages to be formed,handthelP-mean andL!-
pointwise ergodic theorems hold under “suitable cond&idor measure-preserving actions of
o-compact amenable groups; s€ 43, 16, 11, 12, 15, 41, 35, 27, 10, 33, 6] and so on. Al-
though thel.1-pointwise ergodic theorem has been well known over tentpEggner sequences
since E. Lindenstrauss 20027], yet there has been no one over Fglner net for general arlgenab
group that does not have any Fglner sequence at all. On teetahd, is there any other kind of
admissible Fglner sequences for pointwise convergendd®éiwempered one?

In this paper, we prove theP-mean ergodic theorem, £ p < oo, over any Fglner net
(cf. Theorem0.4); and moreover, for any amenable gro@pwe can select out some Fglner
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subnet from any Fglner net @&, which isadmissiblefor the L*-pointwise ergodic theorem for
any BorelG-spaceX (cf. Theoren®.5). An important setting that is beyond the ergodic theorems
available in the literature is the topological action on enpact metric spack:

e G~ X, whereG is adiscrete uncountable abeliagroup.

But our results are valid for this case.

Consequently, as applications, we will present a new egdeitomposition theorem for-
compact amenable groups by only a concise one-page prodh@bren0.8), the Khintchine re-
currence theorem for any continuous actiometompact amenable groups (cf. Theorer), a
existence ofr-finite invariant measure (cf. PropositiOrilQ, and a simplé.*-pointwise conver-
gence theorem of multiple ergodic averages for any topoddgnodule action on a measurable
space (cf. Theorei@.11).

0.1. Amenability

By anamenablegroup, in one of its equivalent characterizations, it alsvesfers to a locally
compact Hausddi (IcH) groupG, with aleft Haar measures (sometimes writé - | anddg if
no confusion) on the Boret-field ¢ of G, for which it holds the lefEglner conditior{36]: for
any compact& of G ande > 0, there exists a compadtaof G such that- is (K, g)-invariant;
i.e.,|KF A F| < g|F|, whereA A B=(A\ B)U (B\ A) is the symmetric dierence.

Recall from B6, Definition 4.15]) that a netKy, 6 € ®} (where @, =) is a directed set) of
compacta of positive Haar measureg®fs called asumming nein G if the following conditions
are satisfied:

(1) Ky C Ky if 0 § 9
(2) G = Ujyeo Ki whereK® is the interior of the seK;
(3) limgeo |gKy A Kg| - [Kg|™* = 0 uniformly forg on compacta o6.

Here limyee is in the sense of Moore-Smith limit; c2f]. Clearly, if G has a summing sequence
it is o-compact.

From now on letG be an IcH group, then there holds the following very importamma for
our later arguments.

Lemma 0.1([36, Theorem 4.16]) G is amenable if and only if there exists a summing netin G.
G is ao-compact amenable group if and only if there exists a sumsgggence in G.

We will need the following two basic concepts.

Definition 0.2 ([36]). Let{Fy; 6 € ®} be a net of compacta of positive Haar measuré of

(1) {Fg; 0 € B} is called aFglner netin G if and only if

im 19FaF,| _
° L’Qg) S 0vgeG.

(2) {Fg; 60 € O} is called ax -Fglner net(or uniform Fglner net) il6s if and only if

IKFg AF]

£ = 0 for every compact& of G.

e lim
=S¢

One can analogously defif@lner sequenceand.z -Fglner sequencén ac-compact amenable
groupG.



A ¢ -Fglner sequence is simply called a Fglner sequence in nitangtlire like p7, 10].
Clearly, every.# -Fglner nefsequence irc must be a Fglner nisequence; but the converse
is never true ifG is not a discrete amenable group. In fact, one can easilytems Fglner
sequence iR, with the usual Euclidean topology, that is nota-Fglner sequence (cf36,
Problem 4.7]).

We can then obtain the following fact from Lemral.

Lemma 0.3. Every amenable group G has &/(-)Fglner net in it. Moreover, if G is-compact,
then it has a ¢#-)Falner sequence.

Note that every subnet of a Fglner netGnis also a Fglner net i6. A non-o-compact
amenable group does not have any Fglner sequence in it. &ompéeRY, as a discrete abelian
group, it is amenable but has no Fglner sequence at all.

0.2. Ergodic theorems for amenable groups

Let (X, .Z") be a measurable space. By (X, .2"), it denotes the Banach space composed
of all the bounded? -measurable functions: X — R with the uniform convergence topology
induced by the sup-norifp|le = Supcx le(X)l.

LetG ~1 X be aBorel action of an amenable gro@on X, by .2 -measurable maps &
into itself, whereT : (g, X) = Tgx or gxis the jointly measurabl&-action map. In this case
is called aBorel G-space See§3.2

By M(G ~r1 X) we mean the set of all the-invariant probability measures oX,(%2"). Itis
well known that ifX is compact metrizable witl?” = Zx andT is continuous, them(G ~t X)
is non-void compact convex (cfL4, 50]). In addition, independently of the Haar measuré&of
we can define, for k¥ p < oo, two linear closed subspacesldi(X, 2, u):

FP= (¢ e LP(X, 2 ,1) | Tgs = ¢ Vg € G} (0.1a)

and

NP =1{p—Tgpl¢ € LP(X, 27, p1), g € G}, (0.1b)
where, for anyg € G, theKoopman operator
Tg: Lp(X7 f%nu) d Lp(X9 %,ﬂ)

associated t& ~1 X is defined byTq¢: X — X; x = ¢(Tgx) for x € X.
We can then obtain the followirig’-mean ergodic theorem, which generalizestheompact
amenable group case.

Theorem 0.4. Let G ~1 X be a Borel action of an amenable group G on X andibtlong to
M(G ~1 X); then, for anyl < p < oo,

LP(X, 27, u) = Ff & N, (0.2a)
Moreover, for any Fglner n€f,; 0 € ®} in G and anyp € LP(X, 2, ),

60 |Fgl
3

LP(u)-lim — /F Typdg = P(e). (0.2b)



Here
P: Ffj @ ij — Fl'j (0.2¢)

is the projection with|P|| < 1. The statement also holds forfinite u with u(X) = co when
l<p<oo.

Remarks of Theorem0.4. (1) For any Bore action af-compactamenable grou, theLP-
mean ergodic theorem, particulaidy-case, over any summing sequence/6rFglner
sequenceéF,} in G, has been showed since Bewley 193] gnd Greenleaf 19731p).
Also see 12, 15, 25, 26, 41, 27, 10] etc. However, Theorem.4 has no other restriction on
the Faglner sequengeet{Fy; 6 € ®} in G.

(2) One step in the recipe for proving-pointwise ergodic theorem (cf38, §2.4]) is based
on the following “fact”:

o i Jr, Tep(¥dg — ¢(x) a.e.¥g € FP.
This is because 16 is o-compact, then fop € F,’j, one can find by Fubini's theorem some
u-conull Xp € 2" such thailg¢(x) = ¢(x) mg-a.e.g € G for anyx € Xo and thus

1
£ [ Tootdg= 000 vxe e
[Fol Je,
However, ifG is noto-compact, themg is noto-finite and{F4; 6 € ®} is not countable.
Thus the above “fact” is never a true fact.

Since the action map(g, X) is As-measurable with respect tpfor any fixedx in X, then
for any compact& of G and any observatiop € L*(X, 27), by Fubini’s theorem we can well
define theergodic average op overK as follows:

AK. ¢)(¥) = ﬁ /K o(Tedg Vxe X,

Unlike the mean ergodic theorem, we can only obtairLthepointwise convergence over Fglner
subnet inG here.

In this paper, we will only pay our attention to the followilgft-Haar-measure version which
is more convenient for us to make use later on.

Theorem 0.5. Let {F/;¢ € @’} be any Fglner net in any amenable group G. Then we can
select out a Fglner subnéty; 6 € ®} of {F;,; 0 € @'}, which is [*°-admissiblefor G; namely, if
G ~t Xis aBorel action of G on any X, then there is a continuousalirfanction

AQ LXK ) lleo) = R, Tpo); @ ¢ (0.3a)
such thatVy € L¥(X, Z),
¢ =(Tgp)" YgeG (0.3b)
and
I@ierg A(Fg, 0)(X) = ¢*(X) VYxe X (0.3¢c)

If G is abelian, then Jy* = ¢* for any ge G.
4



HereR* is equipped with the product topology, i.e., the topoldgy. of the usual pointwise
convergence.

Remarks of Theorem0.5. (1) Here we cannot obtain that(x) is 2 -measurable, sincg*
is only a Moore-Smith limit of a net of measurable functioh$, ¢); if lim 4 IS se-
quential, then the limip* is automatically.2 -measurable for any € L*(X, Z") by the
classical measure theory. Moreover, we cannot asserpifrgtis invariant too. However,
this theorem is already useful for some questions; seg,TdgorenD.6, TheorenD.8and
Proposition0.10below for ergodic theory.

(2) It should be noted here that it is illegal to arbitraribkep € L¥(X, 27, ) in place of
¢ € L*(X, Z") in general, formg does not need to he-finite and so we cannot employ
Fubini's theorem o1& x X here.

(3) TheLP-mean ergodic theorem will play no role for proving Theor@mbecause of (2) in
Remarks of Theorer@.4.

The following is an easy consequence of Theor@rmsndO0.5, in which we will not impose
any additional restriction, like the Tempelman condition édhe Shulman condition (cf. Remark
(2) of TheorenD.6below), on the Fglner sequences we will consider here.

Theorem 0.6. Let G be an amenable group; then we can select out a Fgineres{iby 6 € G}
from any Fglner netFy; 6 € ®’} in G, which is °-admissiblefor G; namely, if Gt X is a
Borel action of G on any X, then one can find a linear operator ¢* from L°(X, 2°) to RX
(to L=(X, 2") if G is o-compact by taking €-admissible Falner sequence for G) such that for
all p € L¥(X, 27),
o ¢" =(Tgp)" Vg€ G,
o liMpe A(Fn, )(X) = ¢*(X) VX € X;
e moreover, itM(G ~r X) # &, then for eachu € M(G ~1 X)
- Tge*(X) = ¢*(X), p-a.e..¥ge G,
— ¢* = P(p) p-a.e., and
— if uis ergodic, thenp*(x) = [, ¢du for p-a.e. xin X.

Here R.) is the projection for p= 1 as in Theoren®.4.

Remarks of Theorem0.6. (1) The pointwise convergenceaterywherén TheorenD.6can-
not be extended th*(X, 2", u) in stead ofL>(X, 2). Let us consider the action @ on
the circleT = R/Z defined by

Th: X X+na (mod1l)

whereq is any fixed irrational number, and lg¢x) = x /2 € LY(T, %r, u) whereu = dx.
Then there is a summing sequeri8g; n € N} in Z so that

lim supi th(TiX) =+00 VYXxeT,

e 190l 57



see [L1, Theorem 1]. Now for any pointy € T we can find a Fglner sequen(@€,; n € N}
in Z such that

and then for any Fglner subsequeriEg} of {F,}, there is no a desired limig* as in
Theorem0.6. In fact, Theoren0.6 does not hold folLP(X, .27, u) instead ofL*(X, .Z"),
p < oo, by [11, Proposition 5].

(2) The question opointwiseconvergence of ergodic averages is much more delicate than
meanconvergence. Whe is a second countablamenable group, in 20027] Lin-
denstrauss proved the most genérapointwise ergodic theorem that holds f8racting
on Lebesgue spaces, over any-Falner sequence,;n € N} satisfying the so-called
Shulmarnytempered Condition [41, 27]: |UynFi*Fn| < CIFq| for someC > 0 and all
n > 1. This condition is weaker than the so-callBgmpelman Condition for summing
sequence\:F;an| < C|Fp| for someC > 0 and alln > 1, needed in3, 43, 11, 35] and so
on.

e The first point of our Theorerd.6 is over Fglner sequence neith#f -Fglner nor
summing sequences. Although one can select out a temgé&rédsiiner subsequence
from any.# -Fglner sequence (cf2f, Proposition 1.4]), yet we cannot select out a
tempered’ -Falner subsequence from any Fglner sequence that is b6t BilIner.

e The other point is that our amenable grdsipve consider here is not necessarily sec-
ond countable. The second countability is an important itimmdfor Lindenstrauss’s
basic covering resul27, Lemma 2.1] which is used in his proof of thé-pointwise
ergodic theorem.

So our Theorerd.6is not a consequence of Lindenstrauss'pointwise ergodic theorem
nor of his proving. In other words, there are other non-tereg& aglner sequences which
are admissible foL*-pointwise convergence.

(3) A. del Junco and J. Rosenblatt showed2d][that on every nontrivial Lebesgue space
(X, 4, 1) one can find an ergodig-action and some € L* (X, 4, i) such thatA(F;, ¢)(X)
does not have a limit almost everywhere over the Fglner seyE,; n € N} in Z defined
by F; = {n?,n? + 1,...,n% + n} that satisfies Tempelman’s condition but is notincreasing.
However, by our Theore®.6, it follows that we can always find some Fglner subsequence
{Fn} of {F/} such that

AFn. 9)(X) = ¢"(x)  a.e.(u).

This shows that the pointwise convergence is very sendibii@e choice of the Faglner
sequence i®.

(4) The continuity of the Moore-Smith limia(.): L¥(X, 2°) — RX; ¢ + ¢* in Theorem0.5
is a new ingredient for non-ergodic systems; and it is amathportant point thap*(X) is
defined at everywherein X (not only a.e.) for any bounded observatio(T his point will
be needed in Lemm@.7 below); moreovery* does not depend on any invariant measure
u. These points are new observations in ergodic theory, $iaes ~1 X is not assumed
to be unique ergodic and even not topological.
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We will provide a little later some applications of Theor&rb and its proof idea in, respec-
tively, §0.3.1 for probability theory,§§0.3.2,0.3.3and0.3.4 for ergodic theory, ang0.3.5 for
the L*-pointwise convergence of multiple ergodic averages ofraahke module actions. Some
further applications such as for product of amenable gremgsquasi-weakly almost periodic
points will be presented later §8.5 and§4.

Outline of the proof of Theorems0.5and 0.6 Since K. Yosida and S. Kakutani 19344
the maximal ergodic theorem (or maximal inequality) hay@than essential role in the proofs
of the LP-pointwise ergodic theorems (cf. e.gd3[ 41, 27, 33, 5] etc.). In our situation, however,
relative to a left Fglner nefFy; 0 € ®} in G, yet there is no such a maximal inequality and
even thoughM*p(X) = sup.e |A(Fg, @)(X)I, for ¢ € L*(X, Z), is not Z -measurable (cf.33,
§2.3.1]). Thus we here cannot expect to use the standard recipedeingLP-pointwise ergodic
theorems for I< p < oo (cf. [33, §2.4]).

In §3.2 not involving any ergodic theory, we will first prove the ey@hereL*-pointwise
convergence, by only using the classical Arzela-Ascaottem,

AFo.0)(X) = " (X) VX e X, Vo e L™(X Z),

for some Fglner subngF,; 6 € O} that relies orc ~t X but not on the observatiop(x). To
obtain aL*-admissible Fglner subnet@that is independent of an explicit Boi@tspaceX, we
need to consider a “big” Bore&-spaceX = [], X, which is just the product space of all Borel
G-spacesX,. See§3.3.

But, sinceThTge = Tgnp # Thge andny is only a left Haar measure @, we cannot
deduce th&-invariance, and specially the measurability, of the MeBnaith limit ¢*. To obtain
the invariance and measurability, we will need to utiliz¢ 83 the mean ergodic theorem (i.e.
Theorem0.4) which will be proved in§2 using classical functional analysis (¢f1). In other
words, theL.P-mean ergodic theorem will play a role in proving Theor@

Note that the mean ergodic theorem early played a role fot &pointwise convergence in
[46, 47, 11] in a different way based on Banach’s convergence theorem. Howhkedatter is
invalid in our situation because of having no thé**mean ergodic theorem” condition

lim JIA(Fn, @) = ¢lleys = 0

as the condition (4) of47, Theorem XllI1.2.1] and olL*(X, Z") is never a subset of second
category of (1(X, 27, 1), ]l - Il1). This means that even for Theordh®, the standard recipe for
provingLP-pointwise ergodic theorems ford p < o is not valid here.

0.3. Applications

We will present four applications of Theoretn5 and its proof methods here. Ouf°-
pointwise convergence averywheras an important point for our arguments.

0.3.1. Universal conditional expectations

We now present our first application of TheorenS and0.6in probability theory and er-
godic theory. As in Theorer@.6, letG ~1 X be a Borel action of an amenable gro@mn a
measurable spacX(2"). Set

2c={Be 2 |T,'[B] =BVYge G}
7



and
(={BeZ|u(TS'[B] o B)=0YgeG} Vue MG X)

which both formo-subfields of2". ThenP(¢) = E,(¢|Zs,) for ¢ € LY(X, 2",u) by Theo-
rem0.4;, moreover, functior is Zg-measurable if and only iT4¢ = ¢ Vg € G.

Now by Theorem$.5and0.6, we can obtain the following, which says th@dg is suficient
to the family M(G ~r X).

Lemma 0.7. Let G beo-compact amenable and X a Borel G-space wMt{G ~1 X) # &.
Then there exists a bounded linear operaforL* (X, Z7) — L*(X, Z") such that

1) eI < 1,

(2) &(p) = ¢ if p € L¥(X, Z5), and

(3) foranyu € M(G ~r X), E(¢) is a version of E(¢| Zc,) (i.e.E(¢) = Eu(¢|Zc,) n-a.e.)
forany¢ € L*(X, Z).

Proof. Define&: ¢ — ¢* for eachy € L*(X, Z") wherey* is given as in Theoreri.6 based
on somelL*-admissible Fglner sequence, s&y;n = 1,2,...} for G. Then (1) and (2) of
Lemma0.7both hold automatically.

To check (3), lex € M(G ~t1 X) andB € Zg, be arbitrary. Then by Theoreth6 and
Fubini’s theorem follows that fap € L*(X, Z),

im = [ [ 1a09Tes00cu00dg
lim —/ /1B(Tgx)¢(Tgx)dy(x)dg

n—>"°|Fn|
I|m— / d
WL T Je, Jp P99

=/¢dﬂ
B

which proves (3) since* = P(¢) a.e.is Zg,-measurable by Theoret6. O

/B E(8)l

In 1963 V. S. Varadarajan showed a universal conditionagetgiion theorem for any locally
compactsecond countablelausdoff (abbreviated to IcscH) group by using harmonic analy-
sis combining with the martingale theor§4, Theorem 4.1]. Here our ergodic-theoretic proof
is very concise by using fliciently thec-compact amenabilityithout assuming the second
countability axiom.

On the other hand, since thé-pointwise ergodic theorem of Lindenstrauss is for IcscH
group and is foa.e.convergence, not faverywhereonvergence as in our Theorént, hence
the classicalP-pointwise ergodic theorems in the literature cannot plagla in the proof of
Lemma0.7in place of Theoren.6.

0.3.2. Universal ergodic disintegration of invariant maeess
We now turn to the important decomposition of an invariatability measure into ergodic
components. Let’s consider a BofelspaceX, whereG is an IcH group an a compact Haus-
dorff space withZ™ = %y the Borelo-field. As usualuy € M(G ~ X) is said to beergodicif
and only if theO-1 lawholds:
8



e u(By=00r1V¥Be 2g,.}

The classical Ergodic Decomposition Theorem of Farreliadarajan]3, 44] claims thatif
X is (G-isomorphically) compact metrizable and G is Icsdi¢rt everyt € M(G ~ X) has a.s.
uniquely an ergodic disintegratigh: X — uy. See also10, Theorem 8.20].

However, ifG is not second countable, then the methods developet3my, 10] are all
invalid. Moreover, if K, 27, 1) is not (isomorphically) a compact metrizable probabitipace,
then there exists no a disintegrationofin general; see, e.g.8] for counterexamples. Our
Theorem0.8below shows that a universal ergodic disintegration (g@o@fl u € M(G ~ X))
is always existent iK is G-isomorphically a compact metric space.

Let .7 (X) consist of all the Borel probability measures ¥rendowed with the customary
topology as follows:

e the functionu — u(f) = [, fdu is continuous, for any fixed € C(X).

Now based on Theore®6 and LemmeD.7, we can then concisely obtain a universal ergodic
disintegration in a very general situation.

Theorem 0.8. Let G ~1 X be a Borel action of a-compact amenable group G by continuous
transformations of a compact metric space X to itself sueh M(G ~t X) # @. Then there
exists anZ -measurable mapping

B X = MG ~t X); X Bx

such that for anyt € M(G ~t X),

(1) forany¢ e L1(X, 2", ), it holds that
(@) ¢ € LY(X, 2. and [, ¢dBy = E, (¢|25,) (x) for u-a.e. xe X;
(b) p= [y Bxdu(X), i.e. [ odu = [} [} edBxdu(X) Yo € LX(X, 27, );
(2) moreoverpy satisfies the 0-1 law (i.@x is ergodic to G X) for u-a.e. xe X.

Namely{Bx; x € X}, characterized by1), is a “universal ergodic disintegration” of G~ X.

Proof. For the convenience of our later argument§0B8.4 we will illustrate our proof by divid-
ing into three steps.

Step 1. A universal constructiobet ¢ — ¢* from L*(X, 2°) to RX be as in Theorerd.6
associated to some™-admissible Fglner sequengé,}y® for G. Then for anyx € X, we can
define a positive linear functiondk: C(X) — R by ¢ — ¢*(X) such thatLy(1) = 1. By the
Riesz representation theorem, it follows that for ang X, there exists a (unique) probability
measure, writ@y, on 2" (= H$x) such that

Lx(p) = /X @dBx Vg € C(X),

andgy is independent of any in M(G ~r X). Given anyy € C(X), clearlyx — Bx(¢) = ¢*(X)
is 2 -measurable by Theoret6. HenceX > x — Bx € . (X) is 2 -measurable.

11t should be noted here that sometimeis calledergodicif weakly u(B) = 0 or 1VB € 2. If G is IcscH, then the
two cases are equivalent to each other; see, d4.1B, 37]. However, in general, the latter is weaker than the former
for Zc C 2, in general; seelld] and [37, §12] for a counterexample.
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In order to check th&-invariance o3, for anyh € G andy € C(X), we can se@ ¢ € C(X)
and that

. 1 . 1
/tpd,Bx = lim — Typ(x)dg = rI1|m —I/ Thgp(X)dg
X Fn

n—oo [Fn| Jh, —o [Fp

n—oo

= / ThedBx
X

which implies thafTy8x = Bx. Thus,8x € M(G ~t X). (This also proves the classical result of
M. Day: M(G ~1 X) # @.)

Step 2. Checking property (1irst the property (b) is valid whenever (a) is true. Notihg t
property (a) holds, for any € C(X), by Lemma0.7. The general !-case follows from the stan-
dard approximation theorem and the Lebesgue dominateceogence theorem of conditional
expectation (cf., e.g..1b, pp. 109]). Indeed, fop € L1(X, 2", u) note thatp = > ¢n, u-a.e,
¢n € C(X) where3”, llgnlls < oo.

SetA = {X: ¢(X) # >_,#n(X)}. Thenu(A) = 0 and letA, be open neighborhoods éfwith
An D An1 andu(A,) — 0. Lety, € C(X) such thajy, = 0 outsideA, and O< y, < 1 onA,. For
eache > 0, the powey is continuous and

J ([ xidse) o = [ o< e

Letting firste — 0 and them — oo, we find

= lim i/ TgThe(x)dg
IFal JE,

n—oo g—0

0 = lim lim /X ( / Xﬁdﬁx) du(x) = lim /X BAdu() = /X B ().

Hencesx(A) = 0 for u-a.e. xe X. This implies thatp = >, #n, Bx-a.e, for y-a.e. xe X.

Next, >, IE(Ignll 26l < 00, sothaio := {x: >, E(l¢nll Z6,) () (= X nBx(I#nl)) < oo}
is of u-measure one. Now fot e Xo, > 1énl € LY(X, 27, Bx), and so

/x <; ¢”> dbx = ; /X $ndBx.

We also havei-a.e. xe X, [y ¢ndBx = E(¢nl Zc,)(X), so that
/X <Z ¢n> dBx = > E(@nl2c)(x)  (u-ae. xe X).
Sinceg = >, ¢n (Bx-a.e), we find

/>;¢dﬂx = Z E(pnlZcu)(X) = E (Z ¢n|<%e,p> (X) = E(¢l Z6)(X)  (u-a.e. xe X)

This proves the property (b).
10



Step 3. Checking property (Finally, we will proceed to prove the property (2). For thé,
1 € M(G ~t X) be any given. By the property (1), it follows that for aBy Zc .,

Bx(B) = E, (181 2G,) (X) = 1(X) (u-a.e. xe X).

Thatis to say, foB € 2, we have = 8x(B) Bx-a.e, for u-a.e. xe X. Thus, ifg € L*(X, Z)
is Zc-measurable, then

t,DE/t,Dd,BX, Bx-a.e, (u-a.e.xe X).
X

Let B = {By, By,...} be a countable algebra of -subsets oK with o-(8) = 2" and& be as in
Lemma0.7. Then one can find somg, € 2" with u(&,,) = 1 such that for alk € &, andB € 8,

&(1p) ﬁxg'e'/xs(ls)dﬁx = /x Ep, (18| 2G,) dBx = Bx(B).

Now for anyx € &, and anyl € Zg,, choose a sequen@g, € B8 with 1,3nk — 1) a.e. fy); and
then

. Br-a.e. .
B(1) = Jim 5(Bn) "2 lim Ey, (1,

= E,Bx (1| “%G,,Bx) ,BX-a.e.
=1 pxae.

%G,ﬁx) e Es, <|!m 1s,,

‘%G»ﬁx)

by Lemma0.7 andBy € M(G ~1 X). SoBx(l) = 0 or 1 and thugy is ergodic for any € &,.
This therefore proves Theoredn8 O

In TheorenD.8G is not assumed commutative. Tlhecompactness is needed in Theo@i®
to guarantee the measurabilitygfand Lemmad.7. We now conclud€0.3.2 with some remarks
on Theoren®.8

Remarks of Theorem0.8 (1) In TheorenD.8 our disintegrationBy, x € X} is independent
of u and it is in facta.s.unique.

(2) Each invariant componepy is constructed over a sané-admissible Fglner sequence
{Fn}$° for G. It should be noted that disintegrati¢sy; x € X} is important in many as-
pects of ergodic theory; for example, for defining fiber pretdfy 1y ® uydv of a G-factor
o (X, 2,1 = (Y, 2, v) with 2] = 25, in Furstenberg’s theorylp].

(3) If G acts by continuous maps on a compact metric spatieen one can obtain an ergodic
integral representation for apye M(G ~ X) by Choquet’s theorem (cf3[7, §12]); but
no the disintegratiofBy; x € X}.

(4) LetG be ac-compact amenable group, whichrist second countable. Then the Farrell-
Varadarajan theorem plays no role in this case. Moreovere$ is not metrizable (oth-
erwise it is second countable), hen&®,[Theorem 8.20] cannot play a role too.

(5) If Gis not amenable, then Theordh8 does not need to be true. For example,Gowe
take the discrete group @fll permutations ofN and we naturally act it on the compact
metric spacg0, 1} (cf. [14, 44)).

11



0.3.3. A Khintchine-type recurrence theorem
LetR be equipped with the standard Euclidean topology. Then Khifitchine’s recurrence
theorem says that (cf2fl, 32)):

e If R ~g Xis a continuous action dk on a compact metric spacépreserving a Borel
probability measurg, then for anykE € &y with u(E) > 0, the set

{teRIu(ENTE) > u(E)* — &}, Ve>0,
is relatively dense ifR

V. Bergelson, B. Host and B. Kra have recently derived in @)&e following multiple version
of Khintchine’s theorem, only valid iergodicZ-actionZ ~r X:

e (Ne Z|W(ENT_,ENT_2E) > u(E)® - &} and
(Ne Z|WENT_ENT_onE NT_3E) > u(E)* - &},
each of the above two sets is relatively densg.in

Using Theorem$.4, 0.6 and0.8 and diterently with P4, 32], we may now generalize Khint-
chine’s theorem froniR-actions to amenable-group actions as follows:

Theorem 0.9. Let G ~r X be au-preserving Borel action of a-compact amenable group G,
by continuous transformations on a compact metric spaceoKnecessarily ergodic. Then for
anyy € L2(X, %x, 1) with ¢ > 0 a.e. andf, ¢du > 0, the set

. . 2
Hip.e) = {g e G‘ [ 90Tt > < / sodﬂ) —e}, Ve >0,
X X
is of positive lower Banach density; i.64(¢, €) has positive lower density over any Fglner
sequencéF,}y° in G. This implies that (¢, ) is syndetic in G.

Proof. Let {F,}}° be any Fglner sequence® Let {8y, x € X} be the universal ergodic disinte-
gration ofG ~1 X by Theorem0.8 Then foru-a.e. % € X, by using Theoren®.6 for 3y, in
place ofy,

im Fi| /F Tor0dg= ¢ (0 = /X o0 (in (L6 27 B) I 1) -

nN—oo
1 2
im 2 [ ([ co0eTnd0) da= ( [ o)
n—e [Fol JE \Jx X
Therefore by Theorei®.8, Fatou lemma, Fubini’'s theorem and Jensen’s inequalitgameobtain
that
1 . . 2
imint = < / SD(X)‘P(TgX)d#(X)) dg> | ( / godﬁxO) du(x)
noeo [Fnl JE, \/x x \Jx
2
> ([ [ ettt
X JX
2
([
X

Furthermore,
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This means that for any > 0, the setH (¢, €) has positive lower density ovéF,}$° in G.
The proof of Theoremd.9is thus completed, foiF,}$° is arbitrary. O

A special important case is thatx) = 1g(x) for B € $Bx with u(B) > 0. Moreover, since
hereG is not necessarily an abelian group and so there is no arcapfgianalogue of Herglotz-
Bochner spectral theorem (c§, Theorem 36A] for locally compact abelian group) for the
correlation functiorg — (¢, Tqp) from G to C, our proof of Theorend.9is of somewhat interest
itself.

We will consider the recurrence theorem in the case@iatnoto-compact in§4.2.

0.3.4. Existence af-finite invariant measures

ReplacingC(X) by C¢(X) = {¢: X — R|¢ continuous with supd() compact in the above
proof of TheorenD.8 we in fact have proved the following byproduct, which gextiees the
classical theorems of KrytBBogolioubdf and of Day.

Proposition 0.10(o-finite invariant measure)Let G ~t X be a Borel action of an amenable
group G by continuous maps of a “locally compact Haugtigpace” X to itself such that

e o"(X) 20 forsomeyp € C;(X) over some Fglner ngEy; 0 € ©} in G.

Then there exists a nontrivial Borel measuren X with the following properties:

(i) u(K) < oo for every compact set K X;
(i) u(E) =inf{u(V): E € V,V open for every Ee Hx;
(i) w(E) = supgu(K): K ¢ E, K compac} for every open set E and for each & %x with
u(E) < o0; and
(iv) forevery ge G, [, ¢du = [, Tgpdu for eachp e C¢(X).
In particular, if X is a locally compact--compact metric space, thenis a o-finite invariant
measure for G~1 X.

Proof. As in Step 1 of the proof of Theoref§, it is easy to see that there exists a nontrivial
Borel measurg on X with the properties (i)—(iv).

Now let X be an Ic,o-compact metric space. We first need to prove thistquasi-invariant
forG nt X:

o VE € #x andg € G, u(E) >0 & u (TS'E) > 0.
If u(E) > O; then one can find some compact ket E, u(K) > 0 andg, € C.(X) with ¢, = 1
onkK, 0< ¢, <1 andgn(X) N\ 1k(X). By ¢n(Tgx) — 1k (TgX) and (iv), it follows that

u (Tg’lE) > / 1k (Tgx)du = lim /qﬁn(Tgx)d,u = lim /q)nd,u > u(K) > 0. (0.4)
X n=eo Jx n=eo Jx

Conversely, ifu (T;*E) > 0, then by the above argument witi := T,'E in place ofE and
h := g™ in place ofg, we can see that & p (T;'E’) = u(E). Thusy is quasi-invariant for
G NNT X.

In fact, (0.4 also implies thay (T;'E) > u(E) for anyg € G. Thus,u is invariant. This
proves Propositiod.10 O
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Clearly, Day’s fixed-point theorem and KnffeBogolioubdt’s construction proofs, for any
amenable grou acting continuously on a compact metric spaGeboth does not work for
proving the existence of a-finite co-invariant measure here; this is because the convex set of
probability measures oX is not compact foiX is not compact.

In fact, we may read Propositidh10as follows:

e Let G~ X be a Borel action of an amenable group G, by continuous n@apa,locally
compacto-compact metric space X. If Gyvr X does not have any-finite invariant
measure, then the Moore-Smith lingit = 0 for any ¢ € C.(X) over any I*-admissible
Falner net{Fy; 0 € ®} in G; i.e., G X isdissipative

Clearly, this proposition has some interests of its own.

0.3.5. L°-Pointwise multi-ergodic theorem for topological modules
In what follows,G is called atopologicalR-moduleif and only if G is a module over a ring
(R, +, ) such that

e G is a topological group,R, +, -) is such thatRR, +) is an IcH abelian group with a fixed
Haar measur¢- | or dt, and the scalar multiplicatiort,g) — tg fromRx G to G is
continuous.

We now consider a Borel action of a topologi¢é&moduleG on a measurable spack, (2°),
T: G x X — XorwriteG ~t X. Given anyg € G andt € R, we customarily write

Tg: X=X, x> Tgx=TgxVxe X

Now for anygs,...,g € G and any compact of R with [K| > 0O, for anyy € L*(X, Z"), we
may define thenultiple ergodic averagef ¢ over @y, .. ., g; K) as follows:

KL
e /K o(Tigr) - ¢(Tig ¥t

Our methods developed for Theor@nbis also valid for the following multiple ergodic theorem.

Theorem 0.11. Let G be a topological R-module; then we can select out a suliigt € 0}
from any netK; ; ¢’ € ®'} of positive Haar-measure compacta(& +) such that, ifG ~r X is
a Borel action ofG on X, thenforany g...,g € G and anyp € L*(X, Z"),

.....

for anyu € M(G ~t X) if M(G ~1 X) £ @.
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Proof. This follows easily from a slight modification of the proof ©heorem3.3 presented in
§3.2 by noting

-1

< lle = wlllielhs M,
k=0

in place of 8.2). So we omit the details. O

The interesting point of Theorethlllies in that{Ky, 6 € ®} is independent of any observa-
tionsy in L*(X, Z).

.....

eral. Of course, if we are only concerned with the classiaaédhaR = Z and
_ _ T2 _ 7l
Tg =T Tg, =T",... . Tg=T"
for au-preserving mag or
_ _ T2 _ Tl
Tg =T, Tg, =T5"....Tg =T"

for u-preserving commuting magis, To, ..., Tj, then combining with the multiple2-mean er-
godic theorems of Host-Krdlp] (also Ziegler fi9]) or of Tao [42] (also Austin [l]) we can see
Atz 11(p) Or Ar, 1,7, (p) is 2 -measurable and independent of the choice of Fglner subse-
qguence.

Corollary 0.12. Let Ty,..., T, be | commuting:-preserving automorphism of X. Then one can
select out a Fglner subsequeri€g} from any Fglner sequend€/,} in (N, +) such that for any
peL®(X 2,
lim !
e |Fn| ieF,

.....

We note that if thd-*-pointwise convergence is required for the previously gi¥elner net
itself, not over its Fglner subnet, then the question is mharider and more delicate; see, e.g.,
[4] for 2-tuple commuting case and()] for ergodic distal systems.

Question 0.13.In Theorem0.11, if we consider the sequential limit over a Fglner sequence i

.....

L>-admissible Fglner subsequences.

1. The adjoint operators, null spaces and range spaces

Let E be a Banach space and l&t(E) denote the space of all continuous linear operators
of E into itself. By E* we denote the dual Banach spaceeofvhich consists of all the bounded
linear functionals oE. Forx € E and¢ € E*, write ¢(X) = (X, ¢) if no confusion. Recall that
E is calledreflexiveif and only if E = E**. In this section we will prove a preliminary theorem
(Theoreml.2 below).
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1.1. Orthogonal complements, projection and adjoint opasa
Let H be a subset dE. Then we define

H™ = {¢ € E* (X, ¢) = 0 VX € H}.

Clearly,H+ = H" is a closed linear subspace Bf. A continuous linear operatd? of E into
itself satisfyingP? = P is called aprojectionof E to itself (cf. [30, Definition 6.1]).

Given anyT e .Z(E), we define a continuous linear operatorksf, T*: E* — E*, by
¢ — ¢ o T, which is called thedjointto T, such that

IT*l=|IT|| and TL)* =L*T* VT,Le .Z(E).
Moreover it holds that
(Tx ¢y =(X,T*¢) VYxeE,¢e€E andT € Z(E).

See, for example 30, 11.2] and [39, VI.2].
The following simple lemma will be useful in our proof of theeam ergodic theorem 2.

Lemma 1.1. Let G be an IcH group with a left Haar measuresrand {Tg; g € G} a family of
continuous linear operators of a reflexive Banach space Esadfisatisfying conditions:

() Th(Tgx) = Tgnx Vg, h e G, x € E;

(I) forxe Eandy € E*, g (Tgx,y*) is a Borel function on G;
() forxe E andy € E*, g (TgX, y*) is mg-integrable restricted to any compacta of G.
Then{T;.,g € G} is also such thafl), (II) and(lll) with E* in place of E.
Proof. Letg, h € G be arbitrary. Then

TS-1T;_1 = (Th—ng—l)* = (Tg—lh—l)* = T(*hg)—l.
ThusT;,1 is contravariant irg. Next for anyy* € E* and anyx € E** = E, the function
g Ty, X =, Tg1X)

is obviously Borel measurable @by (). Thusg +— T is weakly measurable. Finally by

</ Tg—ldg> =/T5_1dg
K K

for any compact sét of G, we can conclude tha{tT;,l}geG satisfies condition (1) ore*. This
completes the proof of Lemmial O
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1.2. Vanishing space and range space

Let 7 = (Ty)sco be a family of continuous linear operators Bfto itself, where® is not
necessarily a directed set. Thanishing spaceof 7, written V(7"), is the set of vectors € E
such thaflTyx = O for all @ € @. Itis clear that

V(7) =), ker(Ty)

is a closed linear subspacelbf

By the range ofT € Z(E), write R(T), is meant the set of vectoysof the formy = Tx
Clearly R(T") is alinear subspace. However, it need not be closedR () represent the minimal
closed linear manifold that contains the ranges ofgli.e.,

R(7") = spaniR(Ty), 0 € 6},
which is referred to as thelosure of the rangeof 7.

1.3. Preliminary theorem

The following result is very important for proving our Theon0.4in the next section, which
is an extension of a theorem of E. Lorc®9[ Theorem 1] or 30, Theorem 8.1] for a single
operator of the reflexive Banach spdte

Theorem 1.2. Let E be a reflexive Banach space and-= (Ty)sco a family of continuous linear
operators of E to itself. Le¥(7") and R(7") denote the vanishing space and the closure of the
range of7, respectively. LeT * = (T;)eeco, V(7 *) andR(7*) be the corresponding structures
defined in the dual space'EThen

V() =R(T™), RE)*=V(T); (1.2)
and

V(T =R(T), RT*)* =V(T). (1.2)

Proof. First of all we note thaT** = T forall T € Z(E) andE* = E. We have therefore that
R(7) = R(T) andV(7**) = V(7)) and that {.1) implies L.2) by applying (.1) with 7" in
place of7". Hence to prove the theorem, we need only prdvé)(

To start df, let¢ € V(7) be arbitrarily given. TheiT;(¢) = O for all§ € ®. Now if x € E,
then(Tyx, ¢) = (x, T;(¢)) = 0 for all & € ®. Hencey is orthogonal to the union of the ranges of
all Ty and (by linearity and continuity) tR(77). This implies thaR(7")* > V(7*). Now for the
opposite inclusion, suppose that R(7°)*. Then(Tyx, ¢) = 0 for anyx € E and any € ®. But
by (Tox, @) = (X, T;(¢)), we see thal;(¢) = O for all 0 € ® and sop € V(7). Thus it follows
thatR(7")* c V(7*) and in consequence we haR¢7)* = V(7).

Next we letp € E* andéd € O be arbitrarily given and set = T;(¢). If x e V(7") is arbitrary,
then(x, ) = (X, T;(#)) = (Tgx,¢) = 0. Thusy L V(7). This means tha¥ (7)) > R(7*) since
V(7)* is a closed linear manifold. To g®t(7)* c R(7*), we now assum¥ (7)* ¢ R(7*)
and then we can choose a functiogat V(7°)* in E* satisfying¢ ¢ R(7*). Then there exists
a functional inE** which is O restricted t&R(7*) and is 1 ong by the Hahn-Banach theorem.
Therefore by the reflexivity o, we have the existence of a vectoe E such thatx L R(77)
andg¢(x) = 1. Sincex L R(77*), hence(x, T;(¥)) = 0 for eachy € E* and anyd € ®. Hence
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(Tox, ) = 0 for anyy € E* and any € @. This means that € V(77) and sincep € V(7)*, we
get¢(x) = 0. This contradictg(x) = 1. Whence the hypothesis thd(7)* ¢ R(7*) is false.
ThusV(7)* c R(7*) and henc&/ (7)* = R(7T ).

The proof of Theorem.2is therefore completed. O

Remark 1.3. The space¥ (7), R(7), V(7*), andR(7 ) all are defined by~ independently of
any Fglner netils. This is a crucial point in the proof of Theoredin §2.

We note that the weak compactness of a bounded defptdys no a role in the above proof
of Theoreml.2

1.4. Topologies for linear transformations

To better understand our mean ergodic theorems, it is negessknow the various topolo-
gies on the Banach spacé(E).

1. Theuniform topologyin .Z(E) is the topology defined by the usual operator norm.

2. LetT,Tq, Ty, ... belong to.Z(E). Suppose that for every € E, |[Tx— TaX|le — 0 as
n — oco. Then{T,} is said to convergstronglyto T.

3. LetT, Ty, To, ... belong to.Z(E). Suppose for every vectere E and for any functional
¢ € EX,(Tx—=TyX ¢) —» 0 asn — co. Then we sayT,} convergesveaklyto T.

Clearly, uniform convergence implies strong convergeand;strong convergence implies weak
convergence. Our mean ergodic theorems all are in the séifse strong topology o (E).

2. The mean ergodic theorems of continuous operators

In this section, we will first prove an abstract mean ergodentem (Theorem2.1 which
implies Theoren®.4 exceptp = 1) using Theoreni.2 Secondly we shall prove the cage- 1
of TheoremD.4 providedu(X) < oo.

Before proving, we first point out that our approaches inticeti here are only valid for
groups, for we need to involve the adjoint operafbfs in our procedure.

2.1. Abstract mean ergodic theorem

Let E be a Banach space, and {&tbe an amenable group with any fixéxt Faglner net
{Fy,0 € ®}in it as in §0.1. We can now generalize Lorch’s mean ergodic theore39, (Theo-
rem 9.1]) as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let {Ty: E — E}gc be a family of continuous linear operators of a reflexive
Banach space E to itself, which is such that:

Q) TgTh = Thg V0, heG,
(2) forxe Eandy € E*, g (Tyx,y*) is Borel measurable on G, and
(3) {Tg}gec is me-almost surely uniformly bounded; i.¢Tg|| < 8 for mg-a.e. ge G.

Set

F={xeE|Tgx=xVYgeG} and N ={x-Tgx|xeE,geG}.
Then

E=FeN
18



and

1
— | Tgxdg— P(x) VxeE.
[Fol Je,

Here
P.FeN-—-F
is the projection||P|| < g; i.e., A(Fy,.) converges strongly to(® in Z(E).

This type of mean ergodic theorem was first introduced by d.Neumann in 193234] for
the case thafTy: 77 — ¢} is generated by a single unitary operatoof a Hilbert space’#’
to itself, and then it was extended to more general spacesHhbert space. See, e.g., F. Riesz
in 1938 |0 for the casg|T|| < 1, E = LP where 1< p < oo; E. Lorch in 1939 29| for the case
wherekE is a reflexive Banach space afids power bounded; and K. Yosida and S. Kakutani
for weakly completely continuous of a Banach space to itself, respectively, in 19381p] and
[22]; also see 9, Theorem 9.13.1].

We notice here that condition (3) ensures that for amyE and any compact subskétof G
with [K| > 0, thePettis integralof the vector-valued functiol, x: g — Tgx overK

1 /
AK,X) ;= — [ Tyxd
(K.%) Kl Ji '@ g
is a well-defined vector i by

1
K]

See, e.g.,9, Proposition 8.14.11] and B, Chap. Ill]. ThusA(K,.): E — E makes sense for any
compact& of G, which is linear with respect ta € E with [|A(K, .)I| < supk [ITgll-

KXY = o [ Toxyrdg vy <

Proof of Theoren2.1 Let7 = {l — Tg,g € G} and thenF = V(7) andN = R(7") which are
independent ofF4; 6 € ®}, wherel is the identity operator dE. Suppose first thate Eisin F;
thusTyx = x for all g € G and then

1
— [ Tgxdg=x V6e0O.
[Fol Je,
Thus restricted té-, we have

1
lim — Tgxdg= x.
6o |Fol Jp, ° 9

Now lety € N be arbitrary. This means that for amy- 0, there are finite number of elements,
sayds, ..., € G, and vectorgy, . .., 7z, z € E such that
y=@-Tgz)+ -+ (Z-Tez)+z |z <e

By the asymptotical invariance of the Fglner (fef; 6 € ®} and the a.s. uniform boundedness of
{Ty}, an easy calculation shows that

lim sup
6O

< Be.

E

1
‘H /FH Tgydg
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Itis now clear thay € N implies that

1
— Tqydg— 0O
Il Jr, 9
sincee is arbitrary.
Meanwhile the above argument shows tRat N = {0} and soF + N = F & N. Suppose that
x € F andy € N. Then

1 7
— [ Tg(x+y)dg— x and |[|x]|<glIx+yl.
[Fol Jr,
We have therefore shown thafF,, .), restricted to vectors i & N, converges to the projection
P of F & N ontoF for which||P]| < .
To prove Theorem2.1, it remains to show tha& = F @ N. By similar arguments, according
to Lemmal.1lwe see that for the adjoint operator group
{To:E 5B} |
geG
which is such that

ToaThi=Thg and @) =T;: VYgheG,

if we restrict to the manifold=(7 ) & N(7*) that is associated to

7= {I* _Té_l}geG - {I* _Tail}geG’

there follows tha%‘ fFH Tg(-)dgconverges to the projection 6{(7) & N(7™) ontoF(77). In
particular,F(7) N N(7*) = {0}.

Now to the contrary suppose that there is somse0 in E such thaix ¢ F(77) @ N(7°). Then
there exists some functionale E* such thaty L F & N and¢(x) = 1 by the Hahn-Banach
theorem; hence # 0. Butg € F+ = N(7*) andg € N+ = F(7*) by virtue of Theorenmi..2and
Remarkl.3 Hencep = 0. This contradiction shows th&t= F & N.

The proof of Theoren2.1is thus completed. O

We note here that in Theorelthe projectiorP is independent of the Fglner {&; 6 € 6}
in G. This thus completes the proof of our Theor@rin the case k p < oo sinceLP(X, 2", u),
for 1 < p < o0, are reflexive Banach spaces.

2.2. Proof of Theorerf.4
We need only say some words for the case 1 under the conditiop(X) < co. In fact, let

Fi={pel'X. 2.1)|¢=Typ¥geG} and N!={y-TglyelL(X 2 ,u).geG}

Then we can easily see thiat N N, = {0} and that for anys = ¢1 + ¢, € F,; @ N, with ¢, € F;,
andg, € Ni there followsA(Fy, ¢) — ¢1 With ||¢1]|1 < ||¢]l1 andA(Fg, #2) — 0 in L -norm. Now
let ¢ € LY(X, 2", ) be arbitrary; and theAy, € L?(X, 2", ) with ¢, — ¢ in L*-norm. Since
Yn = P(Yn) + (Un — P(yn)) whereyn — P(yn) € N,% and|IP(¥m) — P(¥n)ll1 < [l¥m — ¥nll1 for all
m.n > 1, it follows thate := L*- lim,_. P(¢n) € F% and¢ — ¢ € N:.. Thus,

1 _Elanl
(X 2,1 =F,&N,.

This hence completes the proof of the case 1 of TheorenD.4wheneveu(X) < .
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2.3. A mean ergodic theorem for product amenable groups

LetGy,..., G bel o-compact amenable groups which respectively have fixetHkdir mea-
suresmy, ..., m, wherel > 2 is an integer. Bym we denote the usu&ifold product measure
m; ® - -- ® m on thel-fold product spac&; x - -- x G. Let{Tglgea, 1 < i < |, be families of
continuous linear operators of a same reflexive Banach dpszéself satisfying conditions (1),
(2) and (3) of Theorer.1

Then by Theoren2.1, for any Falner sequencgg{) " in G;,1 <i < |, we can obtain in
the sense of the strong operator topology that

1 .
Pi(. =Iim%/ Tg (-)dg.
i(+) néoom (Frq)) £0 g() g

Under the above situation, the following result generaliz4].

Theorem 2.2. There follows that

1
L Tg, -+ Todon - dg.
1 | naoom(l:lg]l)x..,xlzg)) /F.(-.l)x»-»ng') 91 qd01 o]

Proof. First of all, we note that for any bounded linear operatoE — E,

/. LTgidg = L/, Tgidg

FY FY

/. TgiLdg = (/ Tgidg) L
FY FY

forall1<i<l;andm(F® x---x FQ) = my (FP) ---m (FY). Letl = 2. Then by Fubini's
theorem,

and

. :
lim ——————— /
oo m(F x FR) Jroee

. 1 1
= Am ml(Fr(})) /Fﬁl) [mz(l:r(]z)) /ng) Tnggzdgzl do

. 1 1
= AE)TC]O 'ml(Fr(]l)) /F,(}) T91 lw(ng)) /F,(f) ngd%] dgl

. 1 1
it o] [

= P1P;.

) T91T92 d gld 07

By induction onl, we can easily prove the statement for any P< . This completes the proof
of Theorem2.2 O
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WhenevelG; = --- = G| = Z, then this result reduces to an analogous cas8hfTheo-
rem 1].

For a single continuous linear operaloof E, Cox [7] showed that if sup||l — T"|| < 1, then
T = 1. Similar to [31, Theorem 4], using Theore&h2 we can generalize and strengthen Cox’s
theorem as follows.

Corollary 2.3. Under the same situation of Theoré@®, let||l — P;---Py|| < 1; then Ty = | for
allgeGj,1<i<l

Proof. Let||l = Py---Pj|| = @ < 1. ThenP; - - - Py is invertible and|Py - - - P|| < (1 - a)~2. Since
for anyh € G, and any vectok € E we have

[ = ThOl = I = TR = 1I(P1 - - P)~H(P1--- P)(I = T)(X)l

1

< 1—|IF’1'“F’|(I =TI,
-

the last term is equal to 0 by Theorén® SoTy = | for eachh € G;. Similarly, it follows Ty, = |

forallhe Gjfor1<i<|- 1. This proves the corollary. O

3. Pointwise ergodic theorem for amenable groups

This section will be devoted to proving ouf°-pointwise ergodic theorems (Theoreth$
and 0.6 stated in§0.2) by using classical analysis and of-mean ergodic theorem (Theo-
remO0.4).

3.1. Arzela-Ascoli theorem

Recall that a topological spaceéis call ak-space provided that if a subsét of X intersects
each closed compact set in a closed set thés closed. The two most important examples of
k-spaces are given in the following.

Lemma 3.1([23, Theorem 7.13]) If X is a Hausdoff space which is either locally compact or
satisfies the first axiom of countability, then X is a k-space.

Thus each metric space iskaspace likeL*(X, 2") with the uniform norm| - ||, over any
measurable spacX(2").

A uniformity for a setX is a non-void familyZ of subsets oX x X such that: (a) each
member of%Z contains the diagonal(X); (b) if U € %, thenU™! = {(y, X) | (x,y) € U} € % (c)
if U e Z,thenVoV C U forsomeV in %; (d) if U andV are members o#/, thenUNV € % ;
and (e) ifU € 7 andU c V c X x X, thenV € % . The pair K, %) is called auniform space

If (X, %) is a uniform space, then thaiform topology¥ of X associated t@” is the family
of all subsetd of X such that for eaclt € T there isU € % with U[x] c T. In this caseX is
called auniform topological space

Lemma 3.2([23, Theorem 6.10]) Let X,,a € A, be a family of uniform topological space;
then] ], . Xo, with the product topology (in other words, the pointwispdlogy), is a uniform
topological space.

Thus, the product spad®* with the topologyZ,.c of pointwise convergence is a uniform
topological space.
Now it is time to formulate our important tool—the classidaizela-Ascoli theorem (cf.,
e.g., 3 Theorem 7.18]).
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Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. Let C(X, Y) be the family of all continuous functions on a k-space X
which is either Hausdgfor regular to a Hausdof uniform topological space Y, and le(X. Y)
be equipped with the compact-open topology. Then a subyfdmif C(X, Y) is compact if and
only if

(@) Fisclosedin @X,Y),

(b) F is equicontinuous on every compact subset of X, and

(c) F[X] ={f(X)| f € F} has compact closure in Y for eactexX.

3.2. L*-Pointwise convergence everywhere

Let (X, Z) be a measurable space aBdan amenable group with the identigy We now
consider a Borel dynamical system, i®.acts Borel measurably oX,

T:GxX—> X orwrite Gt X

That is to say, the action mdpsatisfies the following conditions:

(1) T: (9,X) — T(g,X) is jointly measurable; and

(2) Tex=xandTg, Tg,x = Tg,g,xfor all xe X andgs, gz € G.
In such case,X, Z") is called aBorel G-space If X is a topological space witl?" = %x and
T(g, X) is jointly continuous, theiX is called atopologicalG-space

By 7 we denote the family of all compacta &f For anyK € %, define the continuous
linear operator

AK,.): L2(X, 2) = L°(X, 2),

which is called theergodic averagever K, by

AKX = o /K Taedg Vg € L°(X, 2).

Clearly, the operator normig\(K, .)|| < 1 and||T|| = 1.

Next we will simply write €, || - [lg) = (L*(X, Z), ] - ll~), which is a Banach space, and let
Y = RX endowed with the topology of pointwise convergence (i.e.ghoduct topology). Then
E is ak-space by Lemma&.1andY is a Hausddf uniform topological space by Lemn&2 In
fact, Y is a vector space by(ry)xex + (F)xex = (Yrx + ri)xex fory e R andr,r’ € Y.

Now, for anyK € %, we can define the functiafi(K,.): E — Y by the following way:

Es ¢ AK. @) = (AK, ©)(X))xex € Y. (3.1)
Since for anyp, y € E andx € X there follows
IAKK, ©)(X) = A(K. 9)(X)] < llg = Ylle. (3.2

we can see thatl(K, .) is continuous ork valued inY and{A(K,.), K € J#s} is an equicontinu-
ous subfamily of2(X, Y), noting that her€(X, Y) is equipped with the compact-open topology.

Under these facts we can obtain the followitfg-pointwise convergence theorem, which is
completely independent of ergodic theory®i~1 X.
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Theorem 3.3. Given any Fglner nefF/,; ¢ € ®'} in G and any Borel G-space X, one can find
a Falner subnetFy; 0 € ®} of {F;,; & € ®'} in G and a continuous linear functioA(.): E —» Y
such that in the sense of Moore-Smith limit

lim A(Fq,.) = A() inC(E,Y)
6cO
with the property: for eacly € E,
lim A(Fg, 9)(X) = A(P)(¥) ¥x e X and Alp) = A(Tgp) Y9 € G.

Moreover, ifgn, — ¥ as n— oo in (E, || - [lg), thenA(en)(X) = AW)(X) in R for all x € X.

Proof. Let F = Cleprof{A(Fy,.); & € ©’}) be the closure of the familjA(F;,,.); 6 € O’} in
C(E, Y) under the compact-open topology. To employ the ArzelaefisTheorem, in light of
Lemmas3.1and3.2 it is suficient to check conditiondf and ).
For that, letL: E — Y be any cluster point ofA(F},.);¢ € ®'}in C(E,Y), ¢ € E,x € X
ande > 0. Define an open neighborhoodldfy) in Y
Vo=V (L T) = {€ R[50 - LM < £}

and for anyy € E with |lp — e < § define another open neighborhood §§) in Y

Vo=V (Logix ) = {€ e R |10 - L)l < 2}
Since
U(L; o, V,) = {SEC(EY)IS(p) eV, } and Z(L;y,V,) ={SeC(E,Y)ISW) eV,
both are open neighborhoods of the pdint C(E, Y), then
W= (% (Lo, V) N % (L0, Vy)) N{A(F),.),0 € 0} # 2.
Now take anysS from the above non-void intersectiofi. So
IL(@)(¥) = L)X < L) () = S) (9] + IS(e)(x) = S@IX)] + [SW)(x) = L) (A
<e&,
which implies thaf is equicontinuous; that is to say, conditido) bolds.

In addition, to check conditiorty, for anyy € E with ||¢|le < N — & and anyx € X, we have

L@ < L) = SN+ IS0 < 5 + liele.

Therefore
Flg] := {A(F}.9) 16 €@} C[-N,N]*.
Because N, N]* is a closed compact subset ¥f F[¢] has a compact closure ¥ and so
condition €) holds.
If the Moore-Smith limitA(y) exists, then it is easy to se@(y) = A(Tqy) for g € G by the
asymptotical invariance of Fglner nets. Therefore, theestant follows immediately from the
Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. O

It should be noted that although the Moore-Smith litfiify) is a function onX bounded by
ll¢lls, yet it does not need to b@ -measurable in general fafr = R* is only with the pointwise

topology.
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3.3. Pointwise ergodic theorem
Now we are ready to prove Theoréghband Theoren.6.

3.3.1. Proof of Theorer.5

LetG be any given amenable group &if},; ¢ € @’} a Fglner net irs. TheorenB.3implies
that for any Borel actiolcs ~t (X, Z7), one always can find some Fglner subffet 6 € 0}
from the given netFj,; ¢ € ®'}, which isL*-admissible folG ~r (X, £7); namely,

Moore-Smith

ArFne)0 = 2 [ oTdg M () e X

foranyy € L= (X, Z7). In view of this, we can prove Theoretn5 as follows.

Proof. In contrast to Theorer@.5, for arbitrary Falner subnefFy; 6 € @} of {F},; ¢’ € ®'}in G,
there are two disjoint families of Bor&8-actions

Fi,:= {G AT, (Xy, %);y S F}
and

Fo = {G MNT, (X,{, %), e A} ,

where{Fy; 6 € ©} is L~-admissible folG ~r, (X,, Z;) for eachy € T" and{Fy; 6 € ©} is not
L*-admissible folG ~r, (X4, Z3) foreacht € A, such that every Bor&@-actionG ~r (X, Z7)
belongs either té; or to F, and withF, # & (and in factF; # @).

In order to arrive at a contradiction, noting that # @ and soF» is not the class of all Borel
G-actions, we can set

X = Hze/\x’l’ Z = ®AEA%

and then define the Borel action@fon X as follows:
T:GxX—>Xor Gt X; (9 (X)aea) = Tg((X)aea) = (TagX) en-

Now everyyp € L¥(X,,, 23,), for any Ao € A, may be thought of as an elemenin L*(X, Z°)
by the following way:

¢(X) = QD(XAO) VX = (X/l)/lE/\ e X.

Clearly,
Ar(K, 9)(x) = A, (K, 9)(Xs0): VX = (X2)aen € X,

over any compacti of G.

Then by Theorer8.3with G ~r (X, Z") in place ofG ~1 (X, £7), we can further select out
a Fglner subndfj,; 6" € ®”} from the Fglner subnéfE,; 6 € ®} of {F;; 0" € @'} in G, which
is L¥-admissiblefor G ~r X. Clearly,{F/,;0” € ®”} in G is L¥-admissible foiG ~r, X, for
eachi € A.
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Let Ao € A be arbitrarily given. LeA(.): L®(Xy,, Z5,) — R*0 be given byA(y) = A(p),
whereA(.) is defined by TheorerB.3for G ~t X over{F,,;0” € ®@”}. ThenA(y) is linear
continuous in the sense:

Ay +y) = aAp) + Aly) YaeRande,y € L*(Xy, Z2)

and

A(‘Pn)(x) - A(‘/’)(X) VX e X/lo aS‘Pn - l// in (Lw(x/lo’ %0)’ “ : “00)

Since{F;,;0” € ®"}is itself a left Falner net i5, henceA(p) = A(Tgp) for anygin G and all
[ in Lw(xﬁo’ %o)'

Finally, by the same manner as definirgandF, above, we now define two new families of
BorelG-actionsFy andF4 over{F;,; 0" € ®"} instead offFy; 6 € ®}. Since{F;,; 8" « ®"}is a
subnet offFy; 6 € ®}, we haveF; € Fy. ButF, € F{ andF; U F, contains all BoreG-actions,
this implies that~} = @, a contradiction.

This proves Theorerf.5 O

3.3.2. Proof of Theorerd.6

LetG be ar-compact amenable group. We now assuvit@ ~1 X) # @ whereXis a Borel
G-space with a Borel structure, i.e=field 27 onX. ThenL®(X, 2") c LP(X, Z",u),1 < p < oo,
for anyu € M(G ~r X).

The following statement is clearly contained in the staddaoof of Completeness df?,
which also holds in the caggX) = co.

Lemma 3.4.1f 1 < p < o and ifgn = ¢ in LP(X, 2", u) as n — oo, then{pn) has a
subsequence which converges pointwisgmost everywhere to.

There is no a net version of Lemm3a4 in the literature yet. Now we are ready to complete
the proof of Theorend.6 combining Theoremd.4and Theorend.5.

Proof of Theoren®.6. Let A: ¢ — ¢* from L°(X, .2") to RX over some_*-admissible Fglner
net{Fy; 0 € ©} for G by Theoren®.5. Next letu € M(G ~1 X) andy € L*(X, Z") be arbitrarily
given. Then from Theorer.4, it follows that under thé.*-norm,

lim A(Fo.¢) = P(¢) € Fly = {¢ € L'(X. 27.11) | Tgp = ¢ Vg € G} ;

(Z/tpd,u ifuergodic).
X

Since (X(X, 27, 1), 1l . |l1) is a Banach space, we can choose a sequgicen = 1,2, ...} from
{Fg; 6 € ®} such that

lim A(Fy,.¢) = P(e)

So by Lemma&B.4, we can obtain thap*(x) = P(¢)(X) for u-a.e. xe X.
The proof of Theorem.6is thus completed. O
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Remark 3.5. Let G be ac-compact amenable group with &ff-admissible Fglner sequence
{Fo;n = 1,2,...}. We note that in Theore@.6, for anyp € L*(X, 2", u), we may takey” a
version ofy with ¢” € L*(X, Z") such that

I lleo = llgllcoye  and y = ¢’ —¢| = 0a.e.(u).

ThenTgy = ¢ a.e.for eachg € G. By Fubini’s theorem, we can take someonull Xg € 2
such that for anyg € Xp and formg-a.e. ge G, ¢(TgXo) = ¥(Xo) (= 0). Thus

rlim A(Fn,y) =y =0a.e.
This means that
¢(¥) = lim A(Fn, ¢)() = lIm AFn, ¢)(9) = ¢"(x) p-a.e. xeX

Hence thea.e.pointwise convergence holds fere L*(X, 2, u) for any o-compact amenable
group.

3.4. Stability under perturbation of Fglner nets

The pointwise convergence we consider in Theobebis stable under perturbation of Falner
netin the following sense, which makes it is impossible td imecessary condition of pointwise
convergence for Fglner net G

Proposition 3.6. Let G ~t X be a Borel action of an amenable group G ongX L*(X, Z),
and let{Fy; 6 € ®} be a Fglner netin G satisfying that

Ieirg A(Fg, )(X) = " (X) VYxe X (ora.e. xe X).

AssumgDy; 6 € B} is a net of compacta of G witlimyeg |Dy|/|F¢| = 0, and set G = F4 A Dy.
Then

Ieirg A(Cy, p)(X) = ¢*(X) VYxe X (ora.e. xe X).
€l
Proof. Setpg(X) = A(Fq, ©)(X) — A(Cq, ¢)(X) for eachx € X andd € @. Then,

o= ( / Toelddg- / | Tgso(x)dg) + <ﬁ - %) / Tovtdo

consequently, sincEy A Cy = Dy and||Cq| — |Fl| < |Dyl,

D 1 1
lpa(X)] < IDel <— [Tge(X)|dg + Cil /Ce |Tg¢p(x)|dg)

IFol \ D¢l Jp,
< 2||¢lloo| Dol
Fol
Thus, by our hypothesis, liggs ¢9(X) = 0. This proves the proposition. O

Thus we may read Propositi@i6 backwards to obtain that {f; 6 € @} and{Sy; 0 € O} are
two Falner nets i satisfying{Sy; 8 € 0} is admissible for pointwise convergence®i~1 X
and limye |[Fo A Syl/ISel = 0, then{Fy; 6 € B} is also admissible for pointwise convergence of
G MNNT X.
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3.5. The Dunford-Zygmund theorem

Using Theoren®.2 and Theoren®.6, we can easily obtain the following™-pointwise er-
godic theorem for product of amenable groups.

Proposition 3.7. Let G, H be any twar-compact amenable groups; and {4}, {Kn}y be two
L*-admissible Fglner sequences in G and H, respectively. Tdreamy Borel actions G~ X
and Gs X and anyp € L*(X),

1
|FnllKnl

im =i [ [ ToSwe9dgan= Ar(As()9 vxe X

Moreover, for any: € M(G ~1 X) N M(H ~s X),

AT(As((p)) = Eﬂ (Eﬂ((p|<%fs,ﬂ)|%(3,ﬂ) a.e.
Here A (.) = lim, At (Fn,.) and As(.) = lim, As(K,, .) as in Theoren®.5.

This idea may be useful fdr*-pointwise ergodic theorem for connected Lie groups. See
[12) and [33, §7] for other generalizations of the Dunford-Zygmund theore

4. Further applications

In this section we shall present some simple and standalitappns of our mean and point-
wise ergodic theorems. Please keeping in mind that we hdyeonvergence in the mean, which
is not even convergence almost everywhere, in all ofidamean ergodic theorems below.

4.1. LP-mean ergodic theorems

Another interesting application is to exterith] Proposition 6.6]. Let-: G — X be a Borel
homomorphism from the amenable gro@go an IcH groupX. Let u be a fixed left-invariant
o-finite Haar measure of. We then consider the dynamical system:

T:GxX—=X; (9% 9(X) =leg(X), (4.1)

wherely: x - yxis the left translation oK by y for anyy € X. Then,Ty: ¢(X) = ¢(l5gX) is a
unitary operator of.P(X, Bx, u) for anyg € G. Next by 28, Theorem 30C], for X p < c and
fixed¢ € LP(X, Bx, 1), g — Ty(¢) is Borel measurable froi® into (LP(X, Bx, w), Il - llp)-

Therefore Theorer.1follows the followingLP-mean ergodic theorem, even thoygis not
finite whenX is not compact.

Corollary 4.1. Leto: G — X be a Borel homomorphism from the amenable group G to an IcH
group X. Then unde@.1), for 1 < p < oo, over any Fglner nefFy)geo in G,

LP- lim — / Tyodg= P(#) Ve € L°(X, Bx. 1)
Fo

0c® |F9|

Here P: LP(X, %x,u) = Ff @ NP — FP is the projection.
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Proposition 6.6 of 15] only asserts the weak convergence under the much moréctedtr
conditionsG = Z', p = 2 andX is a compact metrizable abelian group as an illuminatedafse
the weak mean ergodic theoremZf[ 15, Proposition 6.11]. IG is not abelian or compact, then

¢ = / To(#)dg+ Tg(¢) = Vge G and ¢ is notwell defined
G

Whence Furstenberg’s proof idea @b] Proposition 6.6] is not valid for our Corollady1above.

The above application is for a measure-preserving systemrns out that we can do some-
thing for non-singular systems. LeX,(Z") be a BorelG-space. A probability measugeon X is
said to bequasi-invariantf u ~ g(u), that is to sayu(B) = 0 if and only if u(g™'[B]) = 0 VB €
2, forallg e G. Letp(g, X) > 0 be theRadon-Nikodym derivativéefined byp(g, X) = Ji(x)
for y-a.e.x € X, for anyg € G. Thenp(g, X) is a Borel function of the variabley(x) € G X X
whenever X, 27) is a standard Borel space (cb(, Example 4.2.4]). If supg .x (g, X) < o,
thenTy: ¢ — ¢ o gis uniformly bounded fronLP(X, 2", u) to itself forg € G and hence there
follows the following result:

Corollary 4.2. Let G be ac-compact amenable group and I, 2") be a standard Borel
G-space with a quasi-invariant probability measwrelf Radon-Nikodym derivative satisfies
SUReG xex (9 X) < oo, then, forl < p < oo, any Faelner sequend&,}y’ in G,

n4>o<y| n

LP- lim Fil Tyodg= P(g) Vo e LP(X. 2, p)
Fn

and moreover

IF' / d(Tgx)dg = P(¢)(x) V¥xe Xandg € L™(X Z)
over some Fglner subsequeri§, } of {F,}. Here P. LP(X, 2",u) = FP ® NP — FPis the
projection.

In addition, we note that in Corollad.1the case = 1 cannot be obtained from the case of
p = 2 sinceu(X) = co wheneveiX is not a compact group.

4.2. Recurrence theorems for amenable groups

We now indicate briefly how our ergodic theorems apply to ‘fpir@ena of physics” as fol-
lows. LetG be an amenable group not necessasitgompact and letX, 2, 1) a probability
space. We now consider thatacts Borel orX by 2"-transformations

Tg: X=X, x=g(Xx),

which preserve.. We note that in many cases such@invariant measure always exists (@, [
14, 44] and Theoren®.8 and Propositio®.10. Then we may apply Theoreth4to show that
for eachg € LP(X, 27, ),

1 p
—/ Todg 2% P(g) asn — oo 4.2)
[Fol Je,
over any Fglner ngfy; 0 € ®} in G.

There holds
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o P L%(X, 2 ,) = F2@ N5 — F7 is an orthogonal, self-adjoint and positive definite
operator,

so thaP(¢), ¢) > O forall ¢ € LA(X, 2", u). Also P(1) = 1. Settingp = 1z —u(Z) for any € 2
we deduce thatP(1s), 1z) > u(X)?. Hence for anyt € 2" there follows

P(L:)(X) >0 p-a.e. xe X.
For if B= {x € 2| P(1x)(x) = 0} we will have
#(B)? < (P(1s), 1) < (P(1g), 15) = (18, P(15)) = O.

We then can obtain by Theoredm the following pointwise recurrence theorem, which gen-
eralizes the classical Poincaré recurrence theo88frflom Z or R to amenable groups:

Theorem 4.3(Positive recurrence)Let (X, 2°) be a Borel G-space and an invariant proba-
bility measure onit. Then for artye 2" and any Fglner nefF = {Fy;0 € O} in G,

>0

D;(x 3) = limsuph9 € G2 90 € X1 A Fdl
0O |F9|

for u-a.e. xe .

Proof. Letu(X) > 0. Given any poink € X with 13(x) = P(1)(X) > 0, if DZ-(x, %) = 0 then

1
lim — [ 13(Tgx)dg= 0.
I Je =(Tgx)dg
Further by Theorer.5, it follows that one can find &-admissible Fglner subnet over which
1 (X) = 0, a contradiction. This proves Theordn3. O

It should be noted that since the classicaimean ergodic theorem and Lindenstrauss’s point-
wise ergodic theorem is relative to a temperédFglnefsummingsequencgl6, 27], the above
result cannot be directly concluded from those; since olmétmet{F4; 0 € ®} in G as in§0.1
is essentially weaker thand -Fglnefsumming sequence.

4.3. Quasi-weakly almost periodic points of metric G-space

Based on the foregoing TheorefrB we next shall consider another generalized version of
Poincaré’s recurrence theorem associated to a meastuabteon.

Theorem 4.4(Quasi-weakly almost periodic points)et X be a separable metric andG X a
Borel action of an amenable group G on X preserving a Borebphility measure.. If (Y, d) is

a separable metric space aids a measurable map of X to Y, thera.e. xe X is such that to
anye > 0, T = {g € G|d(¢(X), ¢(gX) < €} has positive upper density relative to any Fglner net
{F;ne®}inG.

Proof. Let y, be the probability distribution of the random variaplealued inY, that is to say,
Uy, = po ¢t and write its suppoft; = suppfs,). SetF = {Fn;n € O}

Then for anyr > 0, u(¢™2[B(y, r)]) > 0 for anyy € Y1, whereB(y, r) is the open ball of radius
r centered ay in Y. By Theorem4.3, it follows that for anyy € Y; ande > 0 we have

Di(x,X) >0, p-a.e. xeX:=g¢ By €],
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therefore
D7({g e Gld(¢(X), ¢(gX) < €}) >0, u-a.e. xe . (4.3)

By the separability off, one can find a sequence of poigise Y: such thaty; < [J, B(yk, €).
Combined with 4.3) this yields that there exists a 96t € Ax with u(X.) = 1 such that

DF({ge Gld(¢(X), p(gx) < €}) >0 Vxe X..

Lettinge, | 0 as¢ — oo andQ = (), X,,; thenu(Q) = 1 and every poink € Q has the desired
property. This thus completes the proof of Theorerh O

LetG be ac-compact amenable group. A very interesting case of theatimorem is thap
is the identity mapping oX onto itself for a separable metric Bok®ispaceX. Given any Fglner
sequencé& = {Fp;n e N}in G, write

D%(x,r) = lim sup“:—l| / lgixn(g¥dg xe€ Xandr >0, (4.4)
n—oo nl JF,
and
Quap(G ~ X) = {x € X|D%(x,€) > 0Ve > 0} . (4.5)

The latter is called the set guasi-weakly almost periodic points the BorelG-spaceX relative
to the Fglner sequendé&,;n € N} in G (cf., e.g., [L7] for the special case o0& = Z and
Fn=1{1,2,...,n} a Falner sequence if)). Clearly, Quap(G ~ X) is G-invariant if G is abelian.
A new ingredient of Theorer.4, however, is that our dynamical systdm G x X — X is only
Borel measurable and §g: X — X is not necessarily continuous for eagk G.

Since O-(x, €) is a measurable function af Quap(G ~ X) rel. {Fn; n € N} is y-measurable
and further by Theorem.4 we easily see that(Quap(G ~ X)) = 1 for anyu € M(G ~t X).
Therefore, ifX is a compact metriG-space, therQuap(G ~ X) rel. {Fp;n € N} is of full
measure 1. So the phenomenon of quasi-weakly almost pendiion is by no means rare.
This generalizes and meanwhile strengthens the classitdids recurrence theorem.

Corollary 4.5. LetT: (X, &x, 1) — (X, $x, u) be a measure-preserving, not necessarily contin-
uous, transformation of a separable metric space X. Thep-fe. xe X, one can find p— o
with Tx — Xx.

Why do we need to introduce the concept g.w.a.p. point fomnatsle group actions®et’s
recall that for any cyclic topological dynamical systdm X — X, a pointx is calledrecurrent
iff Any — oo such thafT™x — x ask — oo (cf. [15]). For a group action dynamical system,
G s X, in many literature a poink is said to be recurrent ifit, € G such thaiS; x — x as
n — co. However, this cannot actually capture the recurrencesbthitG(x); for example, to a
one-parameter flo® ~s X, S;, x — xforanyt, — 0inR. In view of this, we need to introduce
the upper density T§x, €) > 0 over a Fglner net i instead ofx — co.
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