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Abstract. In this paper we develop Host–Kra and inverse Gowers the-
ory for abelian groups of bounded exponent. We show that the Host–Kra
factors Z≤k(X) associated with actions of such groups admit extensions
with the structure of polynomial towers. This new notion is a system ob-
tained as a finite iteration of abelian extensions of the trivial system by
polynomial cocycles; crucially, the intermediate extensions in this sys-
tem are not required to agree with the Host–Kra factors. We prove that
all such extensions are Abramov (generalizing a recent result of Candela,
González-Sánchez, and Szegedy), but not necessarily Weyl, and have the
structure of k-step translational systems.

Combining this structure theorem with a correspondence principle
due to the first and third authors, we derive an inverse theorem for the
Gowers norms on finite abelian groups of bounded exponent: large Uk+1-
norm implies large correlation with a polynomial of degree ≤ k (on the
same group), even when the exponent is not square-free or is divisible by
small primes. This resolves a conjecture of the first and third authors for
such groups, and also answers a question of Candela, González-Sánchez,
and Szegedy.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we introduce a new type of dynamical system tower, which
we call a polynomial tower (see Definition 1.14). We show that the sys-
tems in such towers extend the Host–Kra factors associated with actions of
bounded-exponent groups. This ergodic-theoretical result is then used to
prove an inverse theorem for the Gowers norms over finite abelian groups
of bounded exponent that does not require extending the underlying group.
We begin by recalling the basic notation we will use, leading eventually to
the definition of a polynomial tower.

1.1. Measure-preserving systems. Throughout this paper, Γ = (Γ,+) is
understood to be a discrete countably infinite abelian group (and later we
will impose the further condition that Γ be of bounded exponent). We begin
by recalling the notion of a measure-preserving Γ-system, or Γ-system for
short.

Definition 1.1 (Measure preserving systems).

• A Γ-system is a quadruple X = (X,X, µ, T ) where (X,X, µ) is a
Lebesgue probability space and T : Γ × X → X is a near-action1 of
Γ on X by measure-preserving transformations. Thus, T γ1+γ2(x) =

1We work with near-actions rather than actions due to our identification of cocycles
that agree almost everywhere, but the reader is advised to ignore the technical distinction
between near-actions and actions on a first reading.
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T γ1 ◦ T γ2(x) and T 0(x) = x for all γ1, γ2 ∈ Γ and almost all x ∈ X,
and T γ : X → X is measure-preserving for each γ ∈ Γ. X is called
ergodic if the only functions f ∈ L2(X) satisfying f ◦ T γ = f µ-a.e.
for all γ ∈ Γ are the constants.
• We say that one Γ-system Y = (Y,Y, ν, S ) is a factor of another Γ-

system X = (X,X, µ,T ) (or equivalently, that X is an extension of
Y) and write

(1)
X

Y

if there is a measure-preserving map π : X → Y such that π◦T γ(x) =
S γ ◦ π(x) for µ-a.e. x ∈ X and every γ ∈ Γ. If X and Y are factors
of each other (with the factor maps inverting each other outside of
a null set) we say that X and Y are isomorphic or equivalent, and
write

X Y

Traditionally, ergodic structure theory has been primarily interested in
the case when the group Γ is a finitely generated abelian group (see [16]
and [34] for Γ = Z, [12] for Γ = Zk and also [14, 13, 15] for compactly
generated group actions via nilspace theory). However, the focus of this
paper will be on the case when Γ is of bounded exponent, that is to say
there exists a natural number m such that the subgroup mΓ B {mγ : γ ∈ Γ}
of Γ is trivial. A particularly well-studied example of such a group with
bounded exponent in this context is the countable vector space Fωp over a
finite field Fp of some prime order p (cf. [1, 2]).

Suppose that Γ is of bounded exponent. By Prüfer’s first theorem (cf. [27,
Chapter 5, Theorem 18]), Γ is isomorphic to a direct sum of cyclic groups of
order dividing m. It will be convenient to “work in coordinates” and exploit
this direct sum representation explicitly, so we shall henceforth assume that
Γ is of the concrete form

(2) Γ =

∞⊕
i=1

Z/miZ
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where each mi > 1 divides m. In particular, with this basis, the Pontrya-
gin dual Γ̂ B Hom(Γ,T) (with T = R/Z the standard unit circle) can be
naturally expressed as an infinite product

(3) Γ̂ =

∞∏
i=1

1
mi
Z/Z.

This abelian group is compact2, but uncountable. It will be convenient3 to
also work with the countable dense subgroup

(4) Γ̃ =

∞⊕
i=1

1
mi
Z/Z ≤ Γ̂

consisting of frequencies ξ ∈ Γ̂ with only finitely many non-zero compo-
nents; this group is isomorphic to Γ itself, but is dependent on the specific
coordinate system (2) used to define Γ and so should not be viewed as a
“canonical” object attached to Γ (in contrast to the Pontryagin dual Γ̂, which
has excellent functoriality properties).

In this paper we will make particular use of a certain type of extension (1),
namely an abelian (group) extension. We first give some general notation
for cocycles, which we will rely heavily on in this paper.

Definition 1.2 (Cocycles of abelian group actions). Let U be a locally com-
pact abelian group. A U-group is a Polish abelian group A equipped with
an action u 7→ Vu of U on A (that is to say, a continuous homomorphism
V : U → Aut(A) from U to the automorphism group Aut(A) of A, which we
equip with the compact-open topology). We abbreviate Vua as ua for u ∈ U
and a ∈ A.

(i) If A is a U-group, we define the difference operators ∂u : A → A as
∂ua B ua − a.

2All compact or locally compact abelian groups in this paper will be understood to be
metrizable, and additive rather than multiplicative.

3This is because we have chosen to restrict our measure-preserving systems to be
Lebesgue spaces, hence countably generated, and similarly restricted our compact abelian
groups to be metrizable. One could in principle work with “uncountable” systems and
structure groups (in the spirit of [18], [25], [22], [23]), in which case one would not need
to introduce the non-canonical countable dense subgroup Γ̃, but this would require adapt-
ing a significant portion of the literature to the uncountable setting (in particular adopting a
more “point-free” approach to ergodic theory, based more upon measure algebras and von
Neumann algebras than concrete representations of systems), which we have not attempted
to accomplish here.
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(ii) If A is a U-group, we define the invariant subgroup AU ≤ A of A by
the formula AU B {a ∈ A : ua = a ∀u ∈ U}.

(iii) If A is a U-group, we define C(U; A) to be the U-group of tuples
(au)u∈U with u 7→ au taking values in A depending continuously on u,
equipped with the compact-open topology. We define the derivative
operator dU : A → C(U; A) by dUa B (∂ua)u∈U , thus (dUa)u = ∂ua
for all u ∈ U. We abbreviate dU as d if the acting group U is clear
from context.

(iv) A continuous map T : A→ B between two U-groups A, B is said to
be equivariant if T (ua) = uTa for all a ∈ A and u ∈ U. We write
T⊕U : C(U; A)→ C(U; B) for the map T⊕U(au)u∈U B (Tau)u∈U .

(v) We let dU A ≤ C(U; A) denote the image of dU , thus we have the
short exact sequence

(5) 0→ AU → A→ dU A→ 0

of abelian groups. Elements dUa of dU A will be called U-coboundaries,
or simply coboundaries when the acting group U is clear from con-
text. We will informally refer to a as an “antiderivative” or “inte-
gral” of the coboundary dUa.

(vi) An element a : u → au of C(U; A) will be called a U-cocycle (or
simply a cocycle when the acting group U is clear from context) if
one has the U-cocycle equation

(6) au+u′ = au + uau′

for all u, u′ ∈ U; the group of such U-cocycles will be denoted
Z1(U; A). One easily checks that dU A ≤ Z1(U; A), thus every U-
coboundary is a U-cocycle. We let H1(U; A) denote the quotient
group Z1(U; A)/dU A, thus we have the short exact sequence

(7) 0→ dU A→ Z1(U; A)→ H1(U; A)→ 0

of abelian groups. When H1(U; A) is trivial (i.e., every U-cocycle
is a U-coboundary), we say that A has trivial U-cohomology. Two
U-cocycles will be said to be U-cohomologous if they differ by a
U-coboundary.
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Later on we shall also need a weighted version of the above notation, in
which the acting group U has a “weight filtration” on it, and the group A
being acted on also has a “polynomial filtration” that is compatible with the
weight filtration; see Theorem 4.2.

Example 1.3. If U, A are locally compact abelian groups, we can give
C(U; A) the “regular” translation U-action u0(au)u∈U B (au+u0)u∈U . This
U-action has trivial U-cohomology. Indeed, if (bu)u∈U is a U-cocycle in
C(U; A), setting u 7→ au B bu(0) to be the antiderivative, it follows from
the U-cocycle property and the translation U-action for every v ∈ U that

dv((au)u∈U) = (au+v)u∈U − (au)u∈U

= (bu+v(0))u∈U − (bu(0))u∈U

= (bu(0) + bv(u))u∈U − (bu(0))u∈U

= (bv(u))u∈U .

Remark 1.4. By default, the acting group U will be the discrete group Γ,
but we will frequently need to consider other locally compact acting groups
(such as the compact structure groups of a tower, or various subgroups of
Γ) in our arguments. One could also develop a higher order cohomology of
group actions, and rely more extensively on advanced features of homolog-
ical algebra, but we will not need to do so here.

Definition 1.5 (Cocycles and skew products). Let X = (X,X, µ, T ) be a
Γ-system, and U a compact abelian group.

(i) We letM(X,U) be the space of measurable functions f : X → U,
up to almost everywhere equivalence; this is a Γ-group with ac-
tion T γ f B f ◦ T γ and the topology of convergence in measure.
As per Theorem 1.2, this gives notions of derivatives, cocycles,
coboundaries, etc. on M(X,U). Note that if X is ergodic then
M(X,U)Γ = U, as the only Γ-invariant elements of M(X,U) are
the constants.

(ii) We abbreviate Z1(Γ;M(X,U)) as Z1(Γ,X,U), which is then the
space of tuples ρ = (ργ)γ∈Γ with ργ ∈ M(X,U) obeying the Γ-
cocycle equation

(8) ργ1+γ2 = ργ1 + γ1ργ2
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for all γ1, γ2 ∈ Γ. We similarly abbreviate H1(Γ;M(X,U)) as H1(Γ, X,U).
(iii) If ρ ∈ Z1(Γ,X,U) is a Γ-cocycle, we define the skew product X×ρU

to be the probability space X × U (endowed with the product of µ
and the Haar measure on U) with near-action

T γ(x, u) B (T γx, u + ρ̃γ(x))

where for each γ, we arbitrarily select a measurable representative
ρ̃γ : X → U of ργ. (Thus X ×ρ U is only defined up to equivalence.)
We also depict the relationship between X and X ×ρ U by the dia-
gram

(9)
X ×ρ U

X

ρ;U

which one can view as a special case of (1).
(iv) We set the range group U to be T by default unless otherwise spec-

ified, thus we abbreviateM(X) =M(X,T), Z1(Γ,X) = Z1(Γ,X,T),
etc..

We caution that a skew product X ×ρ U of an ergodic system X need
not be ergodic; by Mackey–Zimmer theory this failure of ergodicity occurs
if and only if ρ is Γ-cohomologous to a cocycle taking values in a proper
closed subgroup of U (see Theorem A.7).

Example 1.6. If ρ : Γ → U is a homomorphism into a compact abelian
group U (or equivalently, a Γ-cocycle using the trivial action on U =M(pt,U)),
then we have the extension

(10)
U

pt

ρ;U

where pt is the trivial system consisting of a single point, and U is the
rotational system with T γ : U → U given by T γx B x + ρ(γ).

Remark 1.7. As is well known, two Γ-cocycles ρ, ρ′ which are Γ-cohomologous
will give rise to equivalent Γ-systems X×ρU, thus one often has the freedom
to add or subtract a Γ-coboundary to a given Γ-cocycle ρ. In our arguments,
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X j

X j−1

...

X1

X0 = pt

ρ j;U j

ρ j−1;U j−1

ρ1;U1

Figure 1.1. A tower of height j.

though, it will frequently be important to select “good” representation of a
cocycle that obeys some additional properties, such as being a polynomial
of a given degree, which are not necessarily preserved by the addition or
subtraction of a coboundary.

We will be particularly concerned here with towers of abelian group
extensions for various cocycles ρi : Γ × Xi−1 → Ui taking values in vari-
ous compact abelian groups Ui (which we call the structure groups of the
tower), thus Xi = Xi−1 ×ρi Ui, or more compactly

X j = pt ×ρ1 U1 ×ρ2 U2 · · · ×ρ j U j

where the skew product should be applied from left to right; see Figure 1.1.
Abelian group extension towers are somewhat analogous to the notion of a
solvable series in group theory. We refer to j as the height of the tower.

Every ergodic Γ-system X gives rise to a canonical tower of a given height
k ≥ 1, namely the Host–Kra tower of the Host–Kra factors4 Z≤k(X); see
Figure 1.2. We review the formal definitions of these factors in Appen-
dix A, including the construction of the cubic measure µ[k], the Γ-cocycles

4The factor Z≤k(X) is sometimes also denoted Z<k+1(X) in the literature. The Kronecker
factor Z≤1(X) should not be confused with the space of cocycles Z1(Γ,X,U); we hope that
this unfortunate collision of notation does not cause confusion.
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X

Z≤k(X)

Z≤k−1(X)

...

Z≤1(X)

Z≤0(X) = pt

ρk;Uk

ρk−1;Uk−1

ρ2;U2

ρ1;U1

Figure 1.2. The Host–Kra tower of height ≤ k.

ρk and structure groups Uk and various related notions and facts. We re-
mark that while the factors Z≤ j(X) are canonically defined, and the struc-
ture groups U j are also unique up to isomorphism, the Γ-cocycles ρ j are
only unique up to coboundaries (even after fixing the structure groups U j),
as per the usual Mackey–Zimmer theory of group extensions. The smallest
factor Z≤0(X) is the invariant factor of X, which is trivial as we are assum-
ing ergodicity. The factor Z≤1(X) is known as the Kronecker factor, and
is generated by the eigenfunctions of X; the factor Z≤2(X) is also known
as the Conze–Lesigne factor (cf. [7, 8, 9, 20]). Roughly speaking, the kth

Host–Kra factor Z≤k(X) controls the distribution of k+1-dimensional cubes
in X, and plays an important role in understanding other patterns in X, such
as k + 2-term arithmetic progressions; intuitively speaking, functions mea-
surable in Z≤k(X) should be thought of as having “generalized degree ≤ k”
in some sense.

The Γ-cocycles arising in the Host–Kra tower have the important addi-
tional property of being type5 ≤ j; see Theorem A.4. For any ergodic Γ-
system X and any compact abelian group U, the collections Z1

≤ j(Γ,X,U) of

5This concept was denoted “type < j” in [1], and “type j” in most other literature.
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type ≤ j Γ-cocycles in Z1(Γ,X,U) form a nested chain of subgroups
(11)
dΓM(X,U) = Z1

≤0(Γ,X,U) ≤ Z1
≤1(Γ,X,U) ≤ Z1

≤2(Γ,X,U) ≤ · · · ≤ Z1(Γ,X,U)

which will play an important role in our analysis.
We say that a system X is of order6 ≤ k if X is isomorphic to Z≤k(X),

such that X itself appears at the top of the height k Host–Kra tower. The
basic properties of systems of order ≤ k are recalled in Theorem A.3. For
instance, if a system is of order ≤ k, it is of order ≤ k′ for any k′ ≥ k.
However, as we shall see in this paper, it will be important to consider
alternate representations of X by towers, even though this will complicate
the type structure of each level of the tower.

The Host–Kra tower interacts (in a somewhat complicated fashion) with
the concept of an Abramov system.

Definition 1.8 (Polynomials). Let Γ be a countable abelian group, let X =
(X,X, µ, T ) be an ergodic Γ-system, U be a compact abelian group, and let
k be an integer.

(i) We let Poly≤k(X,U) be the subgroup of M(X,U) consisting of f
which are polynomials of degree at most k in the sense that ∂γ1 . . . ∂γk+1 f =
0 for all γ1, . . . , γk+1 ∈ Γ; thus for instance Poly≤0(X,U) = U (by
ergodicity) and Poly≤−1(X,U) = {0}. More generally we adopt the
convention Poly≤k(X,U) = {0} if k ≤ −1, including if k = −∞. We
similarly let Poly1

≤k(Γ,X,U) be the subgroup of Z1(Γ,X,U) consist-
ing of cocycles (ργ)γ∈Γ such that each ργ is a polynomial of degree
≤ k. We also define Poly≤k(Γ,U) and Poly1

≤k(Γ, Γ,U) in the same
fashion, using the translation action of Γ on itself. As before, we ab-
breviate Poly≤k(X) = Poly≤k(X,T), Poly1

≤k(Γ,X) = Poly1
≤k(Γ,X,T),

and Poly≤k(Γ) = Poly≤k(Γ,T).
(ii) We say that X is Abramov of order ≤ k if it is generated (as a mea-

sure algebra7) by Poly≤k(X). In particular if a system is Abramov of
order ≤ k, it is also Abramov of order ≤ k′ for any k′ ≥ k.

6The symbol ≤ is often omitted in the literature.
7That is to say, the σ-algebra of X, quotiened out by null sets, is generated by

the σ-algebra associated to (arbitrary measurable representatives) of the polynomials in
Poly≤k(X).)
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We have nested sequences of abelian groups
0 = Poly≤−1(X,U) ≤ Poly≤0(X,U) = U

≤ Poly≤1(X,U)

≤ . . .

≤ M(X,U)

(12)

and

0 = Poly1
≤−1(Γ,X,U) ≤ Poly1

≤0(Γ,X,U) = Hom(Γ,U)

≤ Poly1
≤1(Γ,X,U)

≤ . . .

≤ Z1(Γ,X,U)

which are related to the chain (11) by the subgroup relation

Poly1
≤k−1(Γ,X,U) ≤ Z1

≤k(Γ,X,U)

for any k ≥ 1 (see [1, Lemma 4.3(iii)]); we also clearly have the short exact
sequence

0→ U → Poly≤k(X,U)
dΓ
→ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,X,U) ∩ dΓM(X,U)→ 0

of abelian groups for any k ≥ 0.
We recall some previously known relationships between order and Abramov

systems:

Proposition 1.9 (Order and Abramov systems). Let X = (X,X, µ, T ) be an
ergodic Γ-system, and let k ≥ 1.

(i) If X is Abramov of order ≤ k, then it is of order ≤ k. (Equivalently:
polynomials of degree ≤ k are Z≤k(X)-measurable.)

(ii) If X is of order ≤ 1 (i.e., a Kronecker system), then it is Abramov of
order ≤ 1.

(iii) For k ≥ 2, there exist Z-systems of order ≤ k that are not Abramov
of order ≤ k.

(iv) If Γ = Fωp and p ≥ k − 1, and X is of order ≤ k, then it is Abramov
of order ≤ k.

(v) If Γ = Fωp and X is of order ≤ k, then it is Abramov of order ≤ C(p, k)
for some quantity C(p, k) depending only on p, k.

(vi) If X is of order ≤ k, then so is any factor of X.
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(vii) If k = 5, then there exists a Fω2 -system of order ≤ 5 that is not
Abramov of order ≤ 5, but is a factor of a system that is Abramov of
order ≤ 5.

Proof. For (i), see [1, Lemma A.35]. The claim (ii) is immediate from the
fact that Kronecker systems are generated by eigenfunctions. For (iii), see
[10]. For (iv), see [1], [2]. For (v), see [1]. For (vi), see Theorem A.3(i).
For (vii), see [21] and [5]. □

Theorem 1.9(vii) disproves a conjecture from [1] that an Fωp -system of
order ≤ k was necessarily Abramov of order ≤ k even in low characteristic
cases. One of the main results of this paper is to salvage a weaker form of
this conjecture (which we proposed previously in [19], and which is also
suggested by the second part of Theorem 1.9(vii)):

Theorem 1.10 (Abramov extension in the bounded-exponent case). Every
ergodic Γ-system of order ≤ k is a factor of an Abramov system of order
≤ k.

In light of Proposition 1.9 and the example constructed in Section 1.3
below (which shows that finite order systems for the action of groups of
bounded exponent do not admit Weyl tower extensions in general (see the
next section for the definition)), Theorem 1.10 provides an essentially sharp
structural description of the Host–Kra factors for bounded-exponent ac-
tions.

Theorem 1.10 had previously been established in the model case Γ = Fωp
by Candela–González-Sánchez–Szegedy [5] using methods from nilspace
theory [6]; by combining this result with the ergodic Sylow decomposition
from [19], one can then also establish Theorem 1.10 in the case when the
exponent m is square-free (as in this case the p-Sylow components of Γ are
either finite or isomorphic to Fωp ).

By combining Theorem 1.10 with a now-standard correspondence princi-
ple argument, combined with some additional technical ingredients, we can
obtain an inverse theorem for Gowers norms in finite groups of bounded ex-
ponent, confirming a conjecture of two of the authors [24, Conjecture 1.11]
for that class of groups.
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Theorem 1.11 (Inverse Gowers theorem for groups of bounded exponent).
Let m ≥ 1 be an integer, let k ≥ 1 and let δ > 0. Then there exists some
ε = ε(k,m, δ) such that for every finite, m-exponent, abelian group G and
any 1-bounded8 function f : G → C with ∥ f ∥Uk+1(G) > δ, there exists a
polynomial P ∈ Poly≤k(G) (viewing G as a translational G-system in the
obvious fashion) such that

|Ex∈G f (x)e(−P(x))| > ε,

where e(θ) B e2πiθ.

We define the Gowers norms Uk+1(G) and derive this theorem from The-
orem 1.10 in Section 11. This result was previously known for k ≤ 2 [24],
for vector spaces over finite fields Fp [33, 32], and more recently for groups
of square-free exponent m [3]. We note that even the case of exponent 4
in Theorem 1.11 appears to be new. In [19, Theorem 1.12], we proved a
weaker version of Theorem 1.11, where the correlating polynomial may
have degree exceeding k (depending on m and k). Candela, González-
Sánchez, and Szegedy later9 established another weaker form [3, Theo-
rem 1.12], in which the correlation is given by so-called projected phase
polynomials of degree ≤ k (see [3] for the definition). They further showed
that these projected phase polynomials are averages of higher-degree poly-
nomials, thereby recovering our earlier weaker inverse theorem. They asked
(cf. [3, Question 6.1]) whether projected phase polynomials of degree ≤ k
can be approximated by a bounded number of genuine phase polynomials of
degree ≤ k and proved that this is equivalent to establishing Theorem 1.11
(cf. [3, Proposition 6.2]). So the proof of Theorem 1.11 affirmatively an-
swers this question as well. In order to avoid working with projected phase
polynomials (or equivalently, with passing from G to a larger group exten-
sion in order to define the polynomial P) we will need to spend a non-trivial
amount of effort in the proof of Theorem 1.11 to ensure that the tower of
abelian extensions arising in Theorem 1.10 are still factors of (ultraproducts
of) the group G.

8A function f : G → C is 1-bounded if | f (x)| ≤ 1 for all x ∈ G.
9Very recently [4], these authors extended this result to the unbounded-exponent case,

with the role of projected phase polynomials now replaced by projected nilsequences.
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1.2. Weyl towers and polynomial towers. Henceforth Γ is assumed to be
a countable abelian group of bounded exponent. We establish Theorem 1.10
by obtaining a more precise (but technical) description of Γ-systems of or-
der ≤ k in terms of a certain new type of tower, which we call a polynomial
tower. To motivate this construction, we first recall the existing notion of a
Weyl system.

Definition 1.12 (Weyl system). An ergodic Γ-system X is said to be a Weyl
system of order ≤ k if it is of order ≤ k, and the cocycles ρ1, . . . , ρk appearing
in the Host–Kra tower (Figure 1.2) can be chosen to lie in Poly1

≤ j−1(Γ,Z≤ j−1(X),U j)
for all j = 1, . . . , k.

Remark 1.13. Every Weyl system of order ≤ k is also an Abramov system
of order ≤ k (cf. [1, Theorem 3.8]). However the converse is false, as
demonstrated in [19, Appendix D]. An expanded version of the example
constructed in [19, Appendix D] is presented in Section 1.3 and analyzed in
detail in Section 3 below.

One natural way to prove Theorem 1.10 would be to show that every er-
godic Γ-system of order ≤ k can be extended to a Weyl system of order ≤ k.
In [1] this was established for Γ = Fωp in the "high characteristic" regime
when p > k (without extensions), and when p ≤ k it was shown that an
ergodic Γ-system is a Weyl system of order ≤ Cp(k) for some constant de-
pending only on p, k. In our previous work [19], we were able to accomplish
this result for all groups of bounded exponent if one generalized the notion
of extension by allowing the acting group Γ to also be extended to a larger
group (and in particular to permit Γ to become exponent-free). However,
we have not been able to make this strategy work while keeping the group
Γ unchanged. In fact, we show in Section 3 that the example constructed in
Section 1.3 does not admit any extension to a Weyl Γ-system of the same
order. Our solution to this has been to replace the Host–Kra tower by a
more general type of tower, where the intermediate factors are no longer
required to match the Host–Kra factors Z≤ j(X), but for which the cocycles
ρ j still can be expressed as polynomials. To this end, we define

Definition 1.14 (Polynomial tower). Let k, j ≥ 1. An ergodic Γ-system
X is said to admit a polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height j if X is
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isomorphic to the top X j of a tower (Figure 1.1), in which each cocycle ρi,
1 ≤ i ≤ j lies in Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,Xi−1,Ui).

Clearly, every Weyl system admits a polynomial tower of order ≤ k and
height k (in fact the lower cocycles of the Host–Kra tower are even lower
degree than what is needed for this claim). On the other hand, we have the
following simple observation:

Lemma 1.15. Let k ≥ 1. If an ergodic Γ-system X admits a polynomial
tower of order ≤ k and some height j, then it is Abramov of order ≤ k (and
hence of order ≤ k, by Theorem 1.9(i)).

Proof. By induction, it suffices to show that if X is Abramov of order ≤ k
and ρ : Γ×X→ U is a polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ k−1, then X×ρU is
also Abramov of order ≤ k. If we let u : (x, u) 7→ u be the vertical coordinate
function of X ×ρ U, then one has ∂γu = ργ a.e. for all γ ∈ Γ, hence u is a
polynomial of degree ≤ k. Since X ×ρ U is generated as a σ-algebra by X
and u, the claim follows. □

In view of Theorem 1.15, we see that to prove Theorem 1.10 (and thus
Theorem 1.11), it suffices to show (assuming bounded-exponent) that every
ergodic Γ-system of order ≤ k extends to an ergodic system that admits a
polynomial tower of order ≤ k and some height j. In fact, for technical
inductive reasons it is convenient to establish a stronger result in which the
polynomial tower enjoys additional useful properties (see Theorem 1.17).

Definition 1.16 (Exact cocycles and tower, large spectrum and purity). Let
X be an ergodic Γ-system, and U a compact abelian group.

(i) A Γ-cocycle ρ ∈ Z1(Γ,X,U) is said to be exact if for all d ≥ 0, and
any frequency ξ ∈ Û in the Pontryagin dual Û B Hom(U,T) of U,
the cocycle ξ ◦ ρ is of type ≤ d if and only if it is polynomial of
degree ≤ d − 1, that is to say the obvious subgroup relation

{ξ ∈ Û : ξ ◦ ρ ∈ Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,X)} ≤ {ξ ∈ Û : ξ ◦ ρ ∈ Z1

≤d(Γ,X)}

is in fact an equality for all d ≥ 0. A polynomial tower (Figure 1.1)
of order ≤ k and height j is said to be an exact polynomial tower if
all the Γ-cocycles ρ1, . . . , ρ j in the tower are exact.
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(ii) An ergodic Γ-system X is said to have large spectrum if for any
ξ in the countable group Γ̃ defined in (4), there is a solution ϕξ ∈
M(X,T) to the eigenfunction equation ∂γϕξ = ξ · γ; in other words,
every element of Γ̃ is an eigenvalue of the Γ-action on X.

(iii) An ergodic Γ-system X is said to be k-pure if for almost every
x0 ∈ X the filtered group ıx0(Poly≤k(X)) is pure (see Definition C.6)
in Poly≤k(Γ) where both of these groups are equipped with the poly-
nomial filtration and ιx0 is the sampling map

(13) ιx0 P(γ) B P(T γx0),

which (as we shall show in Section 6) is a well-defined injective
Γ-equivariant morphism from Poly≤k(X) to Poly≤k(Γ) for almost all
x0.

(iv) An ergodic extension X = Y ×ρ U of Γ-systems Y (as in (9)) is
called relatively k-pure if the group (dΓPoly≤k(X))U of U-invariant
functions in dΓPoly≤k(X) is a pure subgroup of Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,X).

In more informal terms,

(i) The Γ-cocycles ρi in an exact polynomial tower are “as polynomial
as possible”, in the sense that any component ξ ◦ ρi of the Γ-cocycle
will be a polynomial of the smallest degree compatible with its type
(if ξ ◦ρi is of type ≤ k, then it will be polynomial of degree ≤ k−1);

(ii) Systems with large spectrum have a plentiful (though still count-
able) supply of eigenfunctions; and

(iii) In systems that are k-pure one can manipulate polynomials by work-
ing “locally” using shifts by Γ, rather than “globally” in the system
X.

(iv) The notion of relative purity will be a technical one, required to
ensure that extensions of a pure system are also pure.

Theorem 1.17 (Technical form of main theorem). Let 1 ≤ j ≤ k and let X
be an ergodic Γ-system of order ≤ j. Then there is an ergodic Γ-extension
X′ of X that has large spectrum and admits an exact polynomial tower
(X′i)i=0,..., j of order ≤ k and height j such that the factor X′i is k-pure for



POLYNOMIAL TOWERS 17

each 1 ≤ i ≤ j and the abelian extension

X′i

X′i−1

ρi;Ui

is relatively k-pure for each 1 < i ≤ j.

Thanks to Theorem 1.15, the j = k case of Theorem 1.17 will imply
Theorem 1.10. We will in fact strengthen the large spectrum hypothesis in
Theorem 1.17 slightly, in that we will require that the factor X′1 in the poly-
nomial tower already has large spectrum (which of course implies the same
for the full system X′), but we ignore this minor detail for this introduction.
We can combine all the above implications together into an equivalence;
see also Figure 1.3.

Theorem 1.18 (Equivalence form of main theorem). Let X be an ergodic
Γ-system, and let k ≥ 1 be an integer. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) X is of order ≤ k.
(ii) X is a factor of an Abramov system of order ≤ k.

(iii) X is a factor of a polynomial tower of order ≤ k and some height j.
(iv) X is a factor of an exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height

k of large spectrum that is also k-pure.
(v) X is a factor of an exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height k

of large spectrum that is also k-pure and such that every extension
in the tower is relative k-pure.

In Section 10, we demonstrate that exact polynomial towers admit a rep-
resentation as translational systems. While this structural characterization
is not strictly required to derive our main ergodic-theoretic and combina-
torial conclusions (Theorems 1.17 and 1.11), it establishes an analogue for
groups of bounded exponent of existing results involving different group ac-
tions [30, 31, 19]. To state the result precisely, we first recall the definition
of a translational system.

Definition 1.19. A translational system is a Γ-system of the form X =
(G/Λ,B, µG/Λ, T ) where G is a Polish group, Λ ≤ G is a closed co-compact
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Exact polynomial tower
order ≤k
height k

large spectrum
k-pure

relative k-pure

Exact polynomial tower
order ≤k
height k

large spectrum
k-pure

Weyl
order k

Polynomial tower
order ≤k
height k

Polynomial tower
order ≤k

any height

Abramov
order ≤k

order ≤k

extension

Figure 1.3. Key implications between various properties of
ergodic Γ-systems when Γ is an arbitrary group of bounded
exponent, for a given k ≥ 1. For the dashed line, one needs
to pass to an extension of the original system.

subgroup,B is the Borelσ-algebra on G/Λ, µG/Λ is a normalized G-invariant
regular Borel probability measure on G/Λ, and T γ(gΛ) = ϕ(γ) gΛ for some
homomorphism ϕ : Γ → G. If G is k-step nilpotent, we call X a k-step
translational system.

Theorem 1.20. Let 1 ≤ j ≤ k, and let X be an exact polynomial tower
of order ≤ k and height j. Then X is isomorphic to a k-step translational
system.

Combining Theorem 1.17 and Theorem 1.20, we immediately obtain the
following structural description of finite order systems.
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Corollary 1.21. Every ergodic Γ-system of order ≤ k is a factor of a k-step
translational system.

We discuss the proof of our main technical result, Theorem 1.17, and
the key innovations behind it in a separate overview section (Section 2).
In the next section we present an example that illustrates our new notion
of polynomial tower and, at the same time, shows that one cannot in gen-
eral strengthen Theorem 1.10 by replacing “Abramov” with “Weyl” if one
insists on not also extending the acting group.10

1.3. An illustrative example. The following example, building upon a
construction from [33], will help motivate the concept of a polynomial
tower. Here we take Γ = Fω2 . We begin with a rotational system X(0) which
we define to be the compact abelian group (Z/2Z)N with the standard trans-
lation action

T
∑

i γiei(xi)i∈N B (xi + γi)i∈N

where e1, e2, . . . is the standard basis of Fω2 , we use the obvious additive
action of F2 on Z/2Z. We then let X = X(0)×ρZ2 be the abelian extension of
X(0) by the 2-adic group Z2 = lim

←−−
Z/2nZ and the cocycle ρ : Γ × X(0) → Z2

given by the formula

ρ

∑
i

γiei, (xi)i∈N

 B∑
i

|γi|(1 − 2|xi|),

where we define |x| ∈ Z2 for x ∈ Z/2Z by setting |x| = 0 if x = 0 mod 2
and |x| = 1 if x = 1 mod 2, where we embed the integers into Z2 in the
usual manner; note that as only finitely many of the γi are non-zero, the
summations here are well-defined. One can check that this is indeed a Γ-
cocycle.

Remark 1.22. The system X can be informally viewed, in the limit as N →
∞ of the random process ((xi)N

i=1, s), where (x1, . . . , xN) is drawn uniformly
at random from (Z/2Z)N , and s B

∑
i |xi| is the Hamming norm of the

random vector (x1, . . . , xN), viewed as a Z2-valued random variable. The

10In our earlier paper [19] we showed that if one is allowed to extend the acting group
as well - a notion we termed generalized extensions - then every bounded-exponent system
of finite order admits a Weyl extension.



20 A. JAMNESHAN, O. SHALOM, AND T. TAO

shift T ei then corresponds to the operation of flipping the value of the “bit”
at xi, which adjusts s by 1 − 2|xi|.

For any natural number n, we can quotient Z2 down to Z/2nZ, which then
produces intermediate factors X(n) B X(0) ×ρ mod 2n Z/2nZ by reducing the
cocycle ρ modulo 2n. The factor X(1) is again a rotational system, as it can
be identified with (Z/2Z)N × (Z/2Z) with rotational action

T γ((x, s)) = ((x, s) + ρ1(γ))

where ρ1 : Γ→ (Z/2Z)N × (Z/2Z) is the homomorphism

ρ1

∑
i

γiei

 B (γi)i∈N,
∑

i

γi

 .
One can then create a height k tower for any k ≥ 1, where each X( j) =

X( j−1) ×ρ j 2 j−1Z/2 jZ and the cocycles ρ j : Γ × X( j−1) → 2 j−1Z/2 jZ for j ≥ 2
can be taken for instance to be

ρ j(γ, (x, s)) B ρ(γ, x) mod 2 j − ι j(ρ(γ, x) mod 2 j−1) ∈ 2 j−1Z/2 jZ

where ι j : Z/2 j−1Z → Z/2 jZ is an arbitrary section of the short exact se-
quence

0→ 2 j−1Z/2 jZ→ Z/2 jZ→ Z/2 j−1Z→ 0

(for instance, one could arbitrarily define ι j(k mod 2 j−1) = k mod 2 j for
k = 0, . . . , 2 j−1, although many other choices are possible); see Figure 1.4.

In Section 3 we establish the following facts about this tower:

Proposition 1.23.

(i) X is ergodic (and hence X(k) is ergodic for all k ≥ 0).
(ii) For each k ≥ 1, X(k) is of order ≤ k and Abramov of order ≤ k. Also,

X(k) = Z≤k(X) = Z≤k(X(l)) for any l ≥ k. (In particular, this tower is
the Host–Kra tower for X, and the ρ j are of type ≤ j.)

(iii) For any k, d ≥ 1, the Γ-cocycle ρk can be selected to be polynomial
of degree ≤ d if and only if d ≥ 2k−1 − 1.

(iv) For each k ≥ 1, ρ mod 2k is a polynomial of degree ≤ k − 1.
(v) X(3) does not admit an Fω2 Weyl extension.

The powers of two arising in part (iii) are related to Lucas’s theorem,
which among other things asserts that the degree ≤ d polynomial n 7→

(
n
d

)
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X(k)

X(k−1)

...

X(1)

pt

ρk;2k−1Z/2kZ

ρk−1;2k−2Z/2k−1Z

ρ2;2Z/4Z

ρ1;(Z/2Z)N×Z/2Z

Figure 1.4. The Host–Kra tower for X(k). For k ≥ 3, this is
not a Weyl tower (or even a polynomial tower of order ≤ k).

mod 2 is 2k-periodic if and only if d ≥ 2k−1. From this proposition we see
that the cocycle ρ3 that extends the Conze–Lesigne factor X(2) = Z2(X) to
the third Host–Kra factor X(3) = Z3(X) cannot be a quadratic polynomial,
but (if it is to be polynomial at all) must be at least cubic in degree. In
particular, once k ≥ 3, X(k) is of order ≤ k but not a Weyl system of order
≤ k, and (1.4) is not a polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height k.

On the other hand, each X(k), k ≥ 2 does admit a polynomial tower of
order ≤ k and height 2 in Figure 1.5 where ρ0 : Γ → (Z/2Z)N is the homo-
morphism

ρ0

∑
i

γiei

 B (γi)i∈N.

X(k)

X(0)

pt

ρ mod 2k;Z/2kZ

ρ0;(Z/2Z)N

Figure 1.5. A polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height 2
for X(k).
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Remark 1.24. The first few systems X(k), k = 0, 1, 2 of the above tower
were studied in [33, Appendix E], where it was noted that X(2) failed a
variant of the exact roots property (a property weaker than k-purity), in
that there existed quadratic polynomials P ∈ Poly≤2(X(2)) that were not of
the form P = 2Q for any cubic polynomial Q ∈ Poly≤3(X(2)), although it
turns out that such P can be expressed as 2R for a cubic polynomial R ∈
Poly≤3(X(3)) in the extension X(3). This failure of the exact roots property is
related to the inability to “straighten” the cocycles in Theorem 1.23(iii) to
be of lower degree than 2k−1 − 1.
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OS was supported by NSF grant DMS-1926686 and Alon Fellowship. Over
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Application Research Fund, and by NSF grants DMS-1764034 and DMS-
2347850, and is particularly grateful to recent donors to the Research Fund.

2. Overview of the main steps in the argument

The primary technical contribution of this paper is Theorem 1.17, from
which our main ergodic-theoretic result, Theorem 1.10, follows. In this
section, we outline the methodology employed to derive Theorem 1.17. We
also emphasize our main new contributions. These include:

• An integration lemma for cocycles in exact polynomial towers with
large spectrum (Theorem 5.6). See also Sections 4 and 5 for related
results.
• The classification of injective objects (purity) in the category of fil-

tered abelian groups (see Appendix C).
• The characterization of purity via the existence of specific retrac-

tions (Sections 6 and 7).
• The existence of pure extensions (Section 9).

Let 1 ≤ j ≤ k, and let X be an ergodic Γ-system of order ≤ j. Our goal
is to find an extension X′ that is an (exact) polynomial tower of order ≤ k.
Furthermore, we require that X′ satisfies the following conditions:
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(i) large spectrum;
(ii) k-pure;

(iii) X′i is a relatively k-pure extension of X′i−1.

Theorem A.8 allows us to write X as an abelian extension

X � Z≤ j−1(X) ×ρ U,

where ρ is a cocycle of type ≤ j and U is a compact abelian group. Con-
ventionally, this proposition is applied in conjunction with an inductive ar-
gument on j, to replace Z≤ j−1(X) with a more tractable system. However,
a system of order ≤ j − 1 generally does not admit extensions that are j-
pure (or, more generally, extensions that are k-pure with the degree control
required later) if one insists on working strictly within the Host–Kra tower
factors. To overcome this, we must extend Z≤ j−1(X) to a system of order
≤ j (or more generally, order ≤ k). To implement this move rigorously
within an inductive framework, we must formally decouple the notions of
order and height. This distinction is the primary motivation for the separate
indices j and k appearing in the statement of Theorem 1.17.

By the induction hypothesis, there exists an extension Y j−1 which is an
exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and satisfies the technical conditions
(i)–(iii). The extension π j−1 : Y j−1 → Z≤ j−1(X) allows us to lift the cocycle
ρ, thereby inducing an extension of X given by

Y j−1 ×ρ◦π j−1 U.

This extension may not be ergodic, but a result of Zimmer [35] shows that
one can always replace ρ ◦ π j−1 with a minimal cocycle ρ′ cohomologous
to ρ ◦ π j−1, and replace U by the corresponding Mackey range (a closed
subgroup U′ ≤ U), to obtain an ergodic extension Y j−1 ×ρ′ U′ of X.

At this stage, our goal is to demonstrate that ρ′ is cohomologous to an
exact cocycle. Establishing this would allow us to replace ρ′ with such an
exact representative, thereby realizing the system as an exact polynomial
tower extending X. Following standard practice in the field (cf. [1, 30, 19]),
we employ Pontryagin duality and a form of divisibility (in our case the k-
purity of the extension), to reduce the problem to the case where the cocycle
takes values in the torus T.
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We proceed by adapting the framework from [1]. We define a system to
satisfy the straightening property up to level k if every T-valued cocycle of
type ≤ d is cohomologous to a polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ d − 1 for
all d ≤ k. By induction on d, we demonstrate that Y j−1 possesses this prop-
erty. Assuming we succeed in this regard, it follows that for every character
ξ ∈ Û′, the torus-valued cocycle ξ ◦ ρ′ is cohomologous to a polynomial
of the smallest degree compatible with its type; unpacking the definition
of exactness then shows that ρ′ is cohomologous to an exact cocycle, as
required.

Let σ be a (generic) T-valued cocycle of type ≤ d on Y j−1, and assume
the straightening claim holds for all smaller values of d. We represent Y j−1

as a tower
Y j−1 = U1 ×ρ1 U2 × · · · ×ρ j−2 U j−1,

where U1, . . . ,U j−1 are compact abelian groups and ρ1, . . . , ρ j−2 are ex-
act. We then employ a downward induction to linearize the higher order
Conze–Lesigne equations associated with vertical translations by the struc-
ture groups U j−1, . . . ,U1.

As the inductive step mirrors the basis, we focus here on the structure
group U j−1. The inductive hypothesis on d yields a higher order Conze–
Lesigne equation

(14) ∂uσ = pu + dΓFu,

for some polynomial pu and a measurable map Fu. The degree bookkeeping
here is governed by the type (weight) filtration on U j−1: if u has weight
wt(u) (equivalently u ∈ (U j−1)>ℓ−1 with wt(u) ≥ ℓ), then pu can be chosen
to have degree

pu ∈ Poly1
≤d−1−wt(u)(Γ,Y

j−1)

(in particular, pu ∈ Poly1
≤d−ℓ−1 whenever u ∈ (U j−1)>ℓ−1).

Noting that the pair (pu, Fu) is not unique, our objective is to find a choice
where u 7→ pu and u 7→ Fu are linear (i.e. cocycles in u):

pu+v = pu + pv ◦ Vu, Fu+v = Fu + Fv ◦ Vu, (u, v ∈ U j−1),

where Vu denotes the vertical translation action of U j−1.
Once this linearity is established, we take advantage of the large spec-

trum and our integration theorem for cocycles (see Theorem 5.6) in order
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to write (pu)u∈U j−1 = dU P for some polynomial P of the appropriate de-
gree. Moreover, by Theorem 4.1 we can write (Fu)u∈U j−1 = dU F for some
F ∈ M(Y j−1). Consequently, σ − P − dΓF is U j−1-invariant. This invari-
ance implies that the remainder is measurable with respect to a polynomial
tower of strictly smaller height, allowing us to close the argument via the
inductive hypothesis on j.

The linearization process typically involves two steps: linearizing u 7→
pu over an open subgroup of U j−1, followed by resolving the case where
the last structure group is finite. The former is achieved by modifying the
argument in [1, Proposition 6.1]; the primary challenge here is preserving
the degrees of the polynomials pu, which may vary with u via the weight
filtration. Given the similarity of the first stage to existing literature, we
shall focus our exposition on the case where U j−1 is finite.

In the finite group case, we rely on the bounded-exponent assumption to
apply a result from [19, Theorem 1.4], allowing us to represent

U j−1 =

N∏
i=1

Z/miZ,

where each mi divides the torsion (exponent) of Γ. Following the strategy in
[1, Proposition 7.1], we linearize Equation (14) coordinate-by-coordinate,
repeating the argument N times via induction.

To illustrate this, we focus on a single cyclic component by selecting a
generator e ∈ U j−1 for one such component. Let U = ⟨e⟩, equipped with
the filtration induced by U j−1. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we define ni to be
the minimal integer so that nie ∈ U>i. These integers generate a system of
relations. For the purpose of this overview, consider the special case where
U = Z/4Z is endowed with the 2-adic filtration (i.e. n1 = 2, n2 = 4). From
Equation (14), we obtain the following relations for the generator e and its
multiple 2e,

∂eσ − dΓFe = pe, ∂2eσ − dΓF2e = p2e,

where (by the preceding degree bookkeeping) pe has degree ≤ d−2 and p2e

has degree ≤ d−3 in this 2-adic example (reflecting wt(e) = 2 and wt(2e) =
3). The cocycle identity yields the telescoping series

∑3
i=0 ∂eσ◦Vie = 0, and

the identity ∂2eσ = ∂eσ+∂eσ◦Ve. By substituting these into our expressions
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for pu, we derive the following system of relations,

dΓ

 3∑
i=0

∂eFe ◦ Vie

 = 3∑
i=0

∂e pe ◦ Vie,

dΓ

F2e −

1∑
i=0

Fe ◦ Vie

 = p2e −

1∑
i=0

pe ◦ Vie.

For the sake of simplicity, we further assume that pe is invariant to transla-
tions by e (a non-trivial assumption that we address in the sequel). Under
this condition, the system reduces to

3∑
i=0

∂eFe ◦ Vie ∈ 4Poly≤d(Y j−1),

F2e −

1∑
i=0

Fe ◦ Vie ∈ 2Poly≤d(Y j−1) + Poly≤d−1(Y j−1).

We interpret these as linear equations: b1 = 4x1, and b2 = 2x1 + x2, where
b1, b2 are fixed constants, x1 ∈ Poly≤d(Y j−1) is a variable to be determined
later, and x2 ∈ Poly≤d−1(Y j−1) is a lower order error term.

The preceding analysis ensures that this system is solvable over Γ. For-
mally, we may embed Poly≤d(Y j−1) in Poly≤d(Γ) by fixing a generic point
x0 ∈ Y j−1 and defining the map ιx0(P)(γ) = P(T γx0). Applying this map
to the equations above yields a system of equations where the variables are
polynomials on Γ. The assumption of k-purity of Y j−1 means that when-
ever there is a solution to a finite system of relations in the filtered group
Poly≤d(Γ), there is also a solution in Poly≤d(Y j−1). By subtracting this solu-
tion from Fe, and adjusting pe by adding the corresponding derivative, we
can force the first equation to zero while preserving the degrees of the poly-
nomials pu for all u ∈ U. Fortunately, in that case Theorem 4.1 can be used
to linearize u 7→ Fu, but since u 7→ ∂uσ is a cocycle, equation Equation (14)
guarantees that u 7→ pu is now also linear.

In the general case where pe is not invariant to translations by e, we
develop a mechanism that allows us to solve equations involving vertical
translations by the last structure group. We observe that, in our setting, k-
purity can be characterized via the existence of retractions for certain short
exact sequences in the category of filtered locally compact abelian groups.
Specifically, by fixing a generic point x0 ∈ Y j−1, the embedding ιx0 induces
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a short exact sequence

0→ Poly≤k(Y
j−1)

ιx0
→ Poly≤k(Γ)→ Poly≤k(Γ)/ιx0(Poly≤k(Y

j−1))→ 0.

While this sequence does not split in general, k-purity implies that its re-
striction to any subgroup B ⊆ Poly≤k(Γ) which contains ιx0(Poly≤k(Y

j−1))
as a subgroup of finite index, does split in the category of filtered locally
compact abelian groups. Let B ≤ Poly≤k(Γ) denote the subgroup gener-
ated by ιx0(Poly≤k(Y

j−1)), pe and all of its translations under the action of e.
Under these conditions, we obtain a retraction r : B → Poly≤k(Y

j−1) which
preserves the degrees of polynomials. In Theorem 7.2, we demonstrate
that the assumption of relative k-purity implies that there exists a retraction
that is additionally equivariant with respect to the action of U on B and
Poly≤k(Y

j−1). The existence of such an equivariant retraction allows us to
resolve the previously derived equations without assuming invariance of pe,
thereby achieving the required linearization.

To complete the induction, we must demonstrate that the resulting poly-
nomial tower is exact and satisfies the technical conditions (i)–(iii). While
exactness follows from the straightening property, the system constructed
thus far may not inherit the other properties. Consequently, we must pass
to a further extension that preserves the exact polynomial-tower structure
while satisfying the required properties.

Condition (i), the large spectrum property, is achieved by taking an er-
godic component of the joining of X with a rotational system possessing
a large spectrum. Condition (ii), k-purity, follows from condition (iii); in-
deed, a relatively k-pure extension of a k-pure system is itself k-pure.

To achieve relative k-purity, we utilize a construction that, given a system
X and a family of Γ-polynomials, realizes these polynomials on an exten-
sion X′. In fact, we demonstrate that this construction can be performed
such that X′ remains an exact polynomial tower. Specifically, we consider
the countable collection of all finite systems of relations. Whenever a solu-
tion exists in Γ, we extend the system to incorporate it. Since this extension
may generate more systems of linear equations, we repeat this process itera-
tively and take an inverse limit (see Theorem 9.2 for a precise formulation).
The resulting system is a relatively k-pure extension that remains an exact
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polynomial tower with a large spectrum. We demonstrate that such a system
is necessarily k-pure, thereby completing the proof of Theorem 1.17.

3. Analysis of the example

In this section we prove Theorem 1.23, establishing parts (i)–(v) in turn.
Strictly speaking, the material in this section is not needed elsewhere in the
paper, but may serve to provide useful intiution for the arguments in those
sections.

We begin with part (i). The translational system X(0) = pt ×ρ0 (Z/2Z)N

is ergodic because the homomorphism ρ0 : Γ → (Z/2Z)N has dense image.
To show that the extension X = X(0) ×ρ Z2 (and hence all the intermediate
extensions X(k)) are ergodic, it suffices by Theorem A.7 to show that the
Γ-cocycle ρ is not cohomologous to a cocycle taking values in a closed
proper subgroup of Z2. The only such subgroups are of the form 2mZ2 for
some m ≥ 1, and in particular are contained in 2Z2; so it suffices to show
that the quotient of ρ by 2Z2, that is to say ρ1, is not a Γ-coboundary in
Z/2Z. Suppose for contradiction that this were the case, thus there existed
F ∈ M(X(0),Z/2Z) such that ρ1 = dΓF. In particular this would imply
that ∂en F = 1 mod 2, but by approximating F in measure by functions
depending on finitely many coordinates, we have ∂en F → 0 in measure as
n→ ∞, giving the desired contradiction. This establishes ergodicity.

We introduce the coordinate functions xn ∈ M(X,Z/2Z) for n ∈ N and
s ∈ M(X,Z2) by the formulae

xn : ((xi)∞i=1, s) 7→ xn; s : ((xi)∞i=1, s) 7→ s.

Clearly we have ∂e j xn = 1n= j mod 2, so the xn are linear. From construc-
tion we also have

∂e j s = ρ(e j) = 1 − 2|x j|

so in particular ∂e j∂ek s = 0 for j , k. From the identity |a + b| = |a| + |b| −
2|a||b|, we have ∂h| f | = |∂h f | − 2| f ||∂h f | for any function f and shift h, so by
a routine induction we have

∂k
e j

s = (−2)k−1(1 − 2|x j|)

for any k ≥ 1. From this we conclude that s mod 2k is a polynomial of
degree ≤ k for all k ≥ 1. Since ∂hs = ρ(h) mod 2k, we conclude that
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ρ mod 2k is a polynomial of degree ≤ k − 1, giving part (iv). As X(k) is
generated by the xn and s mod 2k, we also see that X(k) is an Abramov
system of order ≤ k, and hence also of order ≤ l for any l ≥ k, giving some
of the components of part (ii). To complete the proof of (ii), it suffices by
Theorem A.3 to show that Z≤k(X) ≤ X(k) for all k ≥ 1.

The Pontryagin dual of the compact abelian group (Z/2Z)N × Z2 is the
abelian discrete group Γ × Z(2∞), where Z(2∞) B lim

−−→
1
2nZ/Z is the Prüfer

2-group. By Plancherel’s theorem, this implies that the characters

χ∑i γiei,a/2m mod 1((xi)∞i=1, s) B e
(∑

i γixi

2
+

as
2m

)
for

∑
i γiei ∈ Γ, a an odd integer, and m ≥ 1, form an orthonormal basis of

L2(X). We claim that the Gowers–Host–Kra seminorms

∥χ∑i γiei,a/2m mod 1∥Uk+1(X)

(as defined in, e.g., [1, Appendix A]) vanish for m ≥ k + 1; by [1, Lemma
A.32], this implies that all such characters are orthogonal to Z≤k(X). The
remaining characters are all X(k) measurable, so this implies that Z≤k(X) ≤
X(k) as required.

It remains to calculate the Gowers–Host–Kra seminorms. Let h1, . . . , hk+1 ∈

Γ be shifts, and write h j =
∑

i h j,iei for h j,i ∈ {0, 1}. The expression
∑

i γi xi
2

is linear and thus annihilated by ∂h1 . . . ∂hk+1 . As for the as
2m term, a routine

induction using the identity |a+ b| − |a| = |b|(1− 2|a|) for a, b ∈ Z/2Z shows
that

∂h1 . . . ∂hk+1

as
2m =

∑
i

ah1,i . . . hk+1,i

2m (−2)k(1 − 2|xi|)

and hence, with ∆hχ(x) B χ(x + h)χ(x) denoting the multiplicative deriva-
tive,

∆h1 . . .∆hk+1χ
∑

i γiei,a/2m mod 1((xi)∞i=1, s) =
∏

i

e
(
ah1,i . . . hk+1,i

2m (−2)k(1 − 2|xi|)
)
.

(All but finitely many of the terms in the product are equal to one.) Inte-
grating in the xi, s variables, we conclude that∫

X
∆h1 . . .∆hk+1χ

∑
i γiei,a/2m mod 1 =

∏
i

cos
(
2π

ah1,i . . . hk+1,i

2m (−2)k

)
.
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If m ≥ k + 2, then for any i with h1,i · · · hk+1,i = 1 we have∣∣∣∣∣cos
(
2π

a
2m−k

)∣∣∣∣∣ < 1,

and the right-hand side is bounded uniformly away from 1 (since a is odd
and m − k ≥ 2). By the law of large numbers, for large N and for asymp-
totically almost all h1, . . . , hk+1 in the span of e1, . . . , eN , the set of indices
i ∈ {1, . . . ,N} with h1,i · · · hk+1,i = 1 has cardinality (2−(k+1) + o(1))N, and
hence the above product is exponentially small in N.

In the remaining boundary case m = k + 1, the integrand simplifies to

∆h1 . . .∆hk+1χ
∑

i γiei,a/2k+1 mod 1 = (−1)#{i: h1,i···hk+1,i=1},

so averaging over h1, . . . , hk+1 in the span of e1, . . . , eN gives

Eh1,...,hk+1(−1)#{i: h1,i···hk+1,i=1} =

(
1 −

1
2k

)N

→ 0 (N → ∞).

Averaging in h1, . . . , hk+1 and using the convergence properties of the Gowers–
Host–Kra seminorms (see [1, Lemma A.18]), we obtain the desired vanish-
ing ∥∥∥χ∑i γiei,a/2m mod 1

∥∥∥2k+1

Uk+1(X)
= 0

for all m ≥ k + 1, completing the proof of (ii).
We establish (iii). We begin with the “only if” direction. Suppose for

contradiction that one could choose the Γ-cocycle

ρk ∈ Z1
≤k(Γ,X(k−1), 2k−1Z/2kZ)

to be polynomial of degree at most 2k−1 − 2. Since X(k) is isomorphic to
X(k−1) ×ρk 2k−1Z/2kZ, we can use the vertical coordinate of the latter space
to construct a measurable function u ∈ M(X(k), 2k−1Z/2kZ) such that ∂γu =
ρk(γ) for all γ ∈ Γ, and such that X(k) is generated as a measure algebra by
X(k−1) and u. Since we are assuming the ρk(γ) to be polynomials of degree
≤ 2k−1 − 2, we conclude that u is polynomial of degree ≤ 2k−1 − 1. In
particular, any 2k−1 − 1-fold derivative of u is constant, hence any 2k−1 − 1-
fold derivative of ∂S u vanishes; thus ∂S u is a polynomial of degree at most
2k−1 − 2. Iterating this, we conclude that ∂2k−1−1

S u is of degree ≤ 0, thus
constant by ergodicity; in particular, ∂2k−1

S u = 0.
On the other hand, as the group 2k−1Z/2kZ has exponent 2, we have 2u =

0. Using the identity ∂S 2 = 2∂S+∂
2
S , we conclude that ∂S 2u = ∂2

S u. A routine
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induction then shows that ∂S 2k−1 u = ∂2k−1

S u = 0; thus u is S 2k−1
-invariant and

thus lies in M(X(k−1), 2k−1Z/2kZ). But then X(k) would be equal to X(k−1),
which is absurd. Thus, ρk cannot have degree less than or equal to 2k−1 − 2.

To conclude the proof of (iii), it suffices to exhibit a polynomial u ∈
Poly≤2k−1(X(k), 2k−1Z/2kZ) such that X(k) is generated as a measure algebra
by X(k−1) and u. We can take the explicit choice

u((xi)∞i=1, s) B 2k−1
(

s
2k−1

)
mod 2k,

noticing from Lucas’s theorem that the binomial coefficient
(

s
2k−1

)
mod 2

is periodic modulo 2k, but not modulo 2k−1, and so u is well-defined and
measurable with respect to X(k) but not X(k−1); it is then clear that X(k) is
generated by X(k−1) and u; it remains to verify that u is a polynomial of
degree at most 2k−1. It will suffice to prove that

(
s
d

)
mod 2 is of degree ≤ d

for any d ≥ 0. This is clear for d = 0; for higher d one can proceed by
induction, noting from the binomial theorem that

∂ei

(
s
d

)
=

(
s

d − 1

)
(1 − 2|xi|) +

(
s

d − 2

)(
1 − 2|xi|

1

)
+ · · · +

(
1 − 2|xi|

d − 1

)
mod 2,

which is a linear combination of
(

s
d′

)
for d′ ≤ d − 1 and

(
s

d′

)
xi for d′ ≤ d − 2

and thus of degree at most d − 1 by induction hypothesis. This gives the
claim.

It remains to establish (v). To this end, we represent

X(2) = (Z/2Z)N ×ρ Z/4Z

where

ρ : Γ × (Z/2Z)N → Z/4Z

is defined by

ρ

∑
i∈A

ei, x

 B∑
i∈A

(1 − 2|xi|) mod 4

for any finite A. Let σ : Γ × X(2) →
1
2Z/Z be the cocycle defined by

σ(γ, (x, t)) B
ρ(γ, x) − ∂γF(x, t)

4
where F(x, i mod 4) = i mod 8 for i = 0, . . . , 3. Thus, we have

X(3) = X(2) ×σ
1
2
Z/Z.
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Lemma 3.1. Let π : Y → X(2) be a Weyl extension. Then σ ◦ π is not
cohomologous to a quadratic cocycle on Y (with values in 1

2Z/Z).

Assuming this lemma, let us prove that there does not exist a Weyl ex-
tension of X(3), establishing (v). Towards a contradiction, assume there
exists a Weyl extension Y of X(3). Writing Y = Z≤2(Y) ×p U, denoting by
π : Z≤2(Y)→ X(2) the factor map, and using [19, Proposition A.9], there is a
surjective group homomorphism φ : U → 1

2Z/Z such that φ ◦ p is cohomol-
ogous to σ ◦ π on Z≤2(Y). Since φ ◦ p is a quadratic cocycle by assumption,
this contradicts Theorem 3.1.

It remains to establish Theorem 3.1. Towards a contradiction, assume
that there are G ∈ M(Y, 1

2Z/Z) and a quadratic cocycle q : Γ × Y → 1
2Z/Z

such that
σ ◦ π = q + dG.

Then

d
(F ◦ π

8
+

G
2

)
=
ρ ◦ π1 ◦ π(y)

8
−

q
2

where π1 : X(2) = (Z/2Z)N × Z/4Z → (Z/2Z)N describes the coordinate
projection. It was observed in [19, Appendix D] that the right hand side of
the previous equation is a polynomial of degree ≤ 2. Thus Q = F◦π

8 +
G
2 is a

cubic polynomial. Moreover, we have

2Q =
F ◦ π

4
= ι ◦ π

where ι : (Z/2Z)N × Z/4Z → T is the map ι(x, t) B t
4 which is polynomial

of degree ≤ 2 (cf. [33, Appendix E]).
We could conclude by showing that on Y there is no cubic polynomial Q

such that 2Q = ι ◦ π. To this end, we will use a different representation of
X(2). From the previous analysis, we can represent

X(2) = ((Z/2Z)N × Z/2Z) ×ρ2 2Z/4Z

with the action T γ(x, r, t) = ((x, r) + ρ1(γ), ρ2(γ, (x, r)) + t).
We write Y = Z≤1(Y) ×p U. Let φ : U → 2Z/4Z be the surjective ho-

momorphism given by [19, Proposition A.9]. Now choose t ∈ U such that
φ(t) = 2 ∈ 2Z/4Z. Since (0, t) fixes Z1(Y), the derivative by (0, t) reduces
the degree of polynomials by 2 (cf. Theorem B.1(iii)), if P is a cubic poly-
nomial on Y, then ∆(0,t)∆(0,t)P = 0. Moreover it follows from the cocycle
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identity and since U is a 2-torsion group (cf. [19, Theorem 1.4]) and there-
fore 2t = 0 that

∆(0,t)P + ∆(0,t)P ◦ V(0,t) = 0.

It follows that ∆(0,t)(2P) = 0, but ∆(0,t)(ι ◦ π) = 1
2 , 0, yielding the desired

contradiction.

4. Integrating cocycles on compact groups: the role of exact cocycles

Let X be an ergodic Γ-system. A compact abelian group U is said to act
freely on this Γ-system if the Γ action can be enlarged to a Γ × U action
(in particular, the U-action and Γ-action commute), and the vertical shift
maps V : u 7→ Vu of this action are continuous and faithful (i.e., injective)
from U to the unitary group U(L2(X)) (equipped with the strong operator
topology). For instance, any ergodic skew product Y ×ρ U has a free action
of U coming from the vertical shifts Vv(x, u) B (x, u + v); conversely, it
is well known (see [11, Theorem 3.29]) that any free action arises in this
fashion, up to isomorphism.

If X has a free U action u 7→ Vu, then U also acts on M(X, A) by
setting uF B F ◦ Vu for any compact group A. Thus we can define U-
cocycles ( fu)u∈U in Z1(U;M(X, A)), U-coboundaries dU F in dUM(X, A),
and so forth as per Theorem 1.2. We first observe that the action here has
trivial cohomology:

Lemma 4.1 (Integrating a cocycle). Let U, A be compact abelian groups,
and let X be an ergodic Γ-system with a free U action u 7→ Vu. Let f : u 7→
fu be an element of C(U;M(X, A)). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) (Coboundary) f lies in dUM(X, A), that is to say there exists F ∈
M(X, A) such that f = dU F.

(ii) (Cocycle) f lies in Z1(U;M(X, A)), that is to say one has the U-
cocycle equation

(15) fu+v = fu + Vu fv

for all u, v ∈ U.

In fact, M(X, A) has trivial U-cohomology, in the sense that we have the
short exact sequence

(16) 0→M(X, A)U →M(X, A)
dU
→ Z1(U;M(X, A))→ 0



34 A. JAMNESHAN, O. SHALOM, AND T. TAO

of locally compact abelian groups, where Z1(U;M(X, A)) is equipped with
the topology inherited fromM(X × U, A).

Most of this lemma is already contained in [16, Lemma C.8]. One tech-
nical point here is that we require the sequence (16) to be short exact in the
category of locally compact abelian groups, not just abelian groups, so in
particular the map dU here is required to be open; see Appendix C.

Proof. A short calculation shows that (i) implies (ii). In the converse direc-
tion, express X = Y ×ρ U as above, and then set

(17) F(y, u) B fu(y, u0)

for some point u0 ∈ U. A direct computation then shows that for almost all
u ∈ U, one has fu = (dU F)u = ∂uF.

Clearly, M(X, A)U is a closed subgroup of M(X, A). To complete the
proof it is left to show that dU is an open map. Let f ∈ M(X, A) and ε > 0
be arbitrary, the topology onM(X, A) is generated by sets of the form

Bε( f ) B {g ∈ M(X, A) : µ({x ∈ X : | f (x) − g(x)| > ε}) < ε}

where | f (x) − g(x)| is the distance between f (x) and g(x) in A. We now
prove that dU(Bε( f )) is open in Z1(U;M(X, A)). Let g ∈ Bε( f ) be arbitrary,
then there exists ε1 < ε such that

(18) µ({x ∈ X : | f (x) − g(x)| > ε1}) < ε1.

Choose ε2 = ε − ε1, and let (hu)u∈U ∈ Z1(U;M(X, A)) be such that

(19) µ({(u, x) ∈ U × X : |∂ug(x) − hu(x)| > ε2}) < ε2.

We need to show that there exists some h ∈ Bε( f ) such that (hu)u∈U = dUh.
Since u 7→ ∂ug − hu is a cocycle, we can define F as in (17) such that
dU F = dUg − (hu)u∈U and furthermore from the construction and (19) we
see that F is ε2-close to 0 in measure. Now set h B F − g, then clearly
dUh = (hu)u∈U and from the construction, h is ε2-close to g in measure.
Combining this with (18) using the triangle inequality we see that h is ε-
close to f in measure, or equivalently h ∈ Bε( f ) as required. □

Informally, this lemma asserts that one can “integrate” any U-cocycle
( fu)u∈U on a compact group acting freely to obtain an “antiderivative” F.
However, in our applications, we will frequently want to also require F to
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be a polynomial of degree at most d + 1 for some d ≥ −1. Thus, we are
interested in classifying the U-cocycles ( fu)u∈U that are of the form dU F for
some F ∈ Poly≤d+1(X, A).

Now that we are no longer necessarily working with the Host–Kra tower
in Figure 1.2, it turns out that different elements of U can act with a differ-
ent “weight”, even if one restricts attention to non-zero elements. We now
introduce some algebraic notation to handle weights on the acting group U,
and their impact on “polynomiality” on a U-group A.

Definition 4.2 (Weighted actions and cocycles). Let U be a compact abelian
group. A weight filtration on U is a nested sequence of compact subgroups

U = U>0 ≥ U>1 ≥ . . .

of U. The weight wt(u) ∈ [1,+∞] of an element u of U is then defined as

wt(u) B sup{i + 1 : u ∈ U>i},

thus elements of U>i have weight at least i + 1, and 0 has weight +∞.
If U has a weight filtration, a polynomial filtration on a U-group A com-

patible with that weight filtration is a nested sequence of U-subgroups

Poly≤−∞[A] ≤ · · · ≤ Poly≤−1[A] ≤ Poly≤0[A] ≤ Poly≤1[A] ≤ · · · ≤ A

with the property that

(20) ∂uPoly≤d[A] ≤ Poly≤d−wt(u)[A]

for all d ∈ Z and u ∈ U. In particular, if P ∈ Poly≤d[A] and u ∈ U>i, then
∂uP ∈ Poly≤d−i−1[A]. Informally: if u is of weight k, then ∂u behaves like a
differential operator of order ≤ k.

For any d ∈ Z, we define Poly1
≤d−wt[U; A] ≤ Z1(U; A) to be the collection

of cocycles (au)u∈U ∈ Z1(U; A) obeying the additional condition

(21) au ∈ Poly≤d−wt(u)[A]

for all u ∈ U. In particular, au ∈ Poly≤d−1[A] for all u ∈ U, and one can
strengthen this to au ∈ Poly≤d−i−1[A] whenever u ∈ U>i for some i ≥ 0. By
construction, one has the sequence

0→ Poly≤d[A]U → Poly≤d[A]
dU
→ Poly1

≤d−wt[U; A]
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exact at the first two terms. Informally, elements of Poly1
≤d−wt[U; A] are like

“virtual derivatives” of “virtual polynomials of degree ≤ d”.

The structure group U of an ergodic abelian extension X = Y×ρU comes
with a natural weight filtration, which we call the type filtration: if u ∈ U
and i ≥ 0, we say that u is of weight > i if the action of u fixes the factor
Z≤i(X), or equivalently the derivative operator ∂u annihilatesM(Z≤i(X), A)
for any compact abelian group A. The set of all u of weight > i will be
denoted U>i; this clearly forms a weight filtration (recall from ergodicity
that Z≤0(X) is trivial). One can think of U>i as a sort of “orthogonal com-
plement” to Z≤i(X).

Remark 4.3. At each stage Z≤k(X) = Z≤k−1(X) ×ρk Uk of the Host–Kra
tower, the type filtration (Uk,>i)∞i=0 is simply given by Uk,>i = Uk for i < k
and Uk,>i = 0 for i ≥ k, such that all non-zero elements of Uk have the same
weight k. But, as the example in Section 3 shows, we cannot always assume
that we are working with the Host–Kra tower, and so are forced to consider
more general filtrations. For instance, if we consider the extension

X(k)

X(0)

ρ mod 2k;Z/2kZ

from that example, then one sees from Theorem 1.23 that the weight of
an element of Z/2kZ is one plus the number of times 2 can divide into the
element; thus (Z/2kZ)>i = 2iZ/2kZ for i ≤ k and (Z/2kZ)>i = 0 for i ≥ k.

If u>i ∈ U>i, then by Theorem 1.9(i) ∂u>i annihilates Poly≤i(X, A) for any
compact abelian group A. From this we see that ∂u>i acts like a differential
operator of order > i, in the sense that we have homomorphisms

(22) ∂u>i : Poly≤d(X, A)→ Poly≤d−i−1(X, A)

for any integer d, as can be seen by a routine induction using d ≤ i as the
base case. Thus, we see that setting

Poly≤d[M(X, A)] B Poly≤d(X, A),

with the convention that Poly≤−∞[M(X, A)] = 0, will give a polynomial
filtration onM(X, A) compatible with the type filtration on U. Since Y is
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equivalent to the U-invariant factor of X, we now have the exact sequence

0→ Poly≤d(Y, A)→ Poly≤d(X, A)
dU
→ Poly≤d−wt[U;M(X, A)]

for any integer d.
In particular we now see that a necessary condition to have f = dU F for

some F ∈ Poly≤d(X, A) is that

(23) f ∈ Poly≤d−wt[U;M(X, A)]

or equivalently that
fu>i ∈ Poly≤d−i−1(X, A)

for all i ≥ 0 and u>i ∈ U>i.
The main objective of this section is to show that these necessary condi-

tions are in fact sufficient in the case where the cocycle ρ one can associate
to the U action is exact in the sense of Theorem 1.16. We begin with the
following technical algebraic calculation:

Proposition 4.4 (Polynomial degree calculation). Suppose one has an abelian
extension X = Y×ρU of ergodic Γ-systems, and let A be a closed subgroup
of T. We give U the type filtration andM(X) the polynomial filtration. Let
d, ℓ1, . . . , ℓs ≥ 0 for some s ≥ 1. Suppose one has the following objects:

(i) A function F ∈ M(X, A) that is “virtually of degree ≤ d“ in the
sense that dU F ∈ Poly1

≤d−wt[U;M(X)], or equivalently that

∂uF ∈ Poly≤d−i−1(X)

for all i ≥ 0 and u ∈ U>i;
(ii) A map q ∈ M(X,U) such that q mod U>i ∈ Poly≤i(X,U/U>i) for

all i ≥ 0; and
(iii) For each 1 ≤ j ≤ s, a map r j ∈ M(X,U) such that r j mod U>i ∈

Poly≤i−ℓ j
(X,U/U>i) for all i ≥ 0.

Then the function

g(x) B ∂r1(x) . . . ∂rs(x)F(Vq(x)x) =
∑
ω∈{0,1}s

(−1)ωF(Vq(x)+
∑s

j=1 ω jr j(x)x)

lies in Poly≤d−
∑s

j=1 ℓ j
(X).

Proof. In order to avoid measure-theoretical technicalities we first reduce
matters to the case where U is a finite group. From Theorem B.1(i) and
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the continuity of u 7→ ∂uF we see that we can find an open neighborhood
U′ ⊆ U such that ∂uF is a constant on u ∈ U′. In [19, Theorem 1.4] we
proved that U is totally disconnected and so we may assume without loss
of generality that U′ is an open subgroup. Write ∂uF = ξ(u) the cocycle
identity shows that ξ : U′ → T is a character. Again, since U is totally
disconnected so is U′ and so ker ξ is an open subgroup. Thus, ∂uF = 0 for
all u ∈ ker ξ and so we may quotient out by ker ξ and assume without loss
of generality that U is finite.

Set m B d −
∑s

j=1 ℓ j. First suppose that m is negative. By assumption
(iii), for any j = 1, . . . , s, r j vanishes modulo U>ℓ j−1, and thus takes values
in U>ℓ j−1 (with the convention that U>−1 = U>0). For every x0 ∈ X, we
conclude from one application of assumption (i) and s − 1 applications of
(22) that

∂r1(x0) . . . ∂rs(x0)F ∈ Poly≤d−
∑s

j=1 ℓ j
(X) = 0

since m is negative, and so g vanishes identically, giving the claim in this
case.

Now suppose that inductively m is non-negative, and that the claim has
already been proven for m − 1. It will then suffice to show that

∂γg ∈ Poly≤m−1(X)

for every γ ∈ Γ. If d = 0 then all derivatives ∂uF of F vanish, and the claim
is trivial; so we will assume that d ≥ 1.

Morally speaking, one expects to be able to expand the “discrete deriv-
ative” ∂γg by some sort of “discrete chain rule”, and this is precisely what
we shall now attempt. Fix γ, and pick a point x in X. Consider the quantity

T γg(x) = ∂VTγr1(x) . . . ∂VTγrs(x) F(VT γq(x)T γx).

Since T γ commutes with VT γq(x), one can write this as the sum of

(24) ∂VTγr1(x) . . . ∂VTγrs(x)(∂γF)(VT γq(x)x)

and

∂VTγr1(x) . . . ∂VTγrs(x) F(VT γq(x)x).

Writing T γq(x) = q(x) + ∂γq(x), one can write the latter term as the sum of

(25) ∂VTγr1(x) . . . ∂VTγrs(x)∂∂γq(x)F(Vq(x)x)
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and
∂VTγr1(x) . . . ∂VTγrs(x) F(Vq(x)x).

If one successively applies the cocycle identity ∂T γr j(x) = ∂∂γr j(x)Vr j(x) + ∂r j(x)

for j = 1, . . . , s, one can express the latter term as the sum of

(26) ∂r1(x) . . . ∂r j−1(x)∂∂γr j(x)∂r j+1(x) . . . ∂VTγrs(x) F(Vq(x)+r j(x)x)

for j = 1, . . . , s, and
∂r1(x) . . . ∂rs(x)F(Vq(x)x).

The latter expression is of course just g(x). We conclude that ∂γg can be
expressed as the sum of (24), (25), and the s terms (26) (this is the afore-
mentioned “discrete chain rule”). It therefore suffices to show that each of
these terms is a polynomial of degree at most m − 1.

The expression (24) is of the same form as g, but with F replaced by ∂γF.
Observe that ∂γF obeys the same hypotheses as F, but with d replaced by
d − 1, thus effectively lowering the quantity m = d −

∑s
j=1 ℓ j by one; and so

the claim for this term follows from the induction hypothesis.
The expression (25) is also of the same form as g, but with a new function

rs+1 B ∂γq added to the collection r1, . . . , rs. From assumption (ii) we see
that ∂γq obeys assumption (iii) with ℓs+1 = 1, thus again effectively lowering
m = d −

∑s
j=1 ℓ j by one; and so the claim again follows from the induction

hypothesis.
Finally, any term of the form (26) is also of the same form as g, but

with some of the r j′ translated (which does not impact ℓ j′), one of the r j

replaced by a derivative ∂γr j (which increases ℓ j by one), and q shifted by
r j (which does not affect assumption (ii), thanks to assumption (iii)). Thus
again m = d −

∑s
j=1 ℓ j has effectively been lowered by one, and the claim

again follows from the induction hypothesis. □

Remark 4.5. One can use this proposition to obtain a new proof of [1,
Lemma 8.14], after setting s equal to one and F equal to the potential func-
tion provided by Theorem 4.1; we leave the details to the interested reader.
Actually, this new proof repairs a gap in the original proof given in [1];
the difficulty there being that the derivation of part (ii) of that proposition
from part (i) was unjustified, since the map (y, u) 7→ pt(y, uq(y, u)) is not
necessarily a cocycle. Roughly speaking, this corresponded to omitting a
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treatment of the term (25) in the proof above, which is also the main reason
why the proposition had to study higher derivatives of F and not just first
derivatives.

Next, we recall an alternate description of the type filtration, after repre-
senting X as a skew product Y ×ρ U as above.

Lemma 4.6 (Duality between U>i and Z1
≤i). Suppose one has an abelian

extension X = Y ×ρ U of ergodic Γ-systems. Let U• = (U>i)∞i=0 be the
type filtration. Then for each i, U>i is the smallest (necessarily compact)
subgroup of U such that ρ mod U>i ∈ Z1

≤i(Γ,Y,U/U>i); in particular ρ is
of type ≤ i if and only if U>i = 0. Equivalently (by Pontryagin duality and
Theorem A.5(ii)), one has

U>i = Ann
{
ξ ∈ Û : ξ ◦ ρ ∈ Z1

≤i(Γ,Y)
}
.

Proof. See [16, Proposition 7.6]; the proof there is stated in the case Γ = Z,
but extends to arbitrary countable abelian groups without difficulty. □

Now we can give our main polynomial integration result, which high-
lights the useful role of exactness for a cocycle.

Theorem 4.7 (Polynomial integration lemma). Suppose one has an abelian
extension X = Y×ρU of ergodic Γ-systems with ρ exact. We give U the type
filtration andM(X) the polynomial filtration. Let f : u 7→ fu be an element
of C(U;M(X)). Then for any k ≥ 0, the following are equivalent:

(i) (Coboundary of polynomial) f = dU F for some F ∈ Poly≤k(X).
(ii) (Polynomial cocycle) f lies in Poly1

≤k−wt[U;M(X)]; that is to say, it
obeys the U-cocycle condition (15) for all u, v ∈ U, as well as the
degree condition (23) for all i ≥ 0 and u ∈ U>i.

More compactly, one has the short exact sequence

(27) 0→ Poly≤k(Y)→ Poly≤k(X)
dU
→ Poly1

≤k−wt[U;M(X)]→ 0.

Furthermore, this short exact sequence splits in the category of k-filtered
groups, where the groups are equipped with the polynomial filtration intro-
duced in Example C.2.

Proof. The implication of (ii) from (i) has already been established. Now
suppose that (ii) holds. Then by Theorem 4.1 we have f = dU F for some
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F ∈ M(X). By (23) we see that F obeys assumption (i) of Theorem 4.4.
Now set r(y, u) B u− u0 and q(y, u) B u0 − u for some fixed u0 ∈ U. By the
exactness hypothesis, we see for every i that ρ mod U>i ∈ Poly1

≤i−1(Γ,X).
Since ∂γr = ργ and ∂γq = −ργ, we conclude that q mod U>i, r mod U>i

lie in Poly1
≤i(Γ,X). By Theorem 4.4, we conclude that the function

g(y, u) B ∂u−u0 F(Vu0−u(y, u)) = F(y, u) − F(y, u0)

is a polynomial of degree ≤ k. But for any v ∈ U, we have ∂vg = ∂vF = fv,
giving (i).

Since Poly≤k(Y) is closed in Poly≤k(X) and dU is an open map (Theo-
rem 4.1), we see that (27) is a short exact sequence of k-filtered locally
compact abelian groups. We now establish the splitting of (27). By Theo-
rem C.8 and Theorem B.1(i), it suffices to prove that Poly≤k(Y) ≤ Poly≤k(X)
is ω-pure. Let R ⊂ Zω × {1, . . . , k + 1} be a countable set of relations and let
P = (Pi)i∈ω be a countable sequence of polynomials in Poly≤k(X) such that
for every (m⃗; j) ∈ R there exists Q(m⃗; j) ∈ Poly≤k(Y) satisfying

Q(m⃗; j) ◦ π − m⃗ · P ∈ Poly≤k− j(X)

where π : X → Y is the factor map. Since Q(m⃗; j) ◦ π is U-invariant, Theo-
rem B.1(iii) implies that

(28) m⃗ · dU P ∈ Poly1
≤k− j−wt(X).

By another application Theorem B.1(iii), we have for every i ∈ ω that

dU Pi ∈ Poly1
≤k−wt(X).

For a fixed u0 ∈ U, define again r(y, u) B u − u0, q(y, u) B u0 − u, and set
for each i ∈ ω,

P′i(y, u) B ∂u−u0 P(Vu0−u(y, u)).

Again by Theorem 4.4, P′i is a polynomial of degree ≤ k. Since ∂uPi =

∂uP′i , it follows from (28) that m⃗ · P′, where P′ = (Pi)i∈ω, is an element of
Poly1

≤k− j(X). From U-invariance it follows that Q B P−P′ is a sequence of
polynomials in Poly≤k(Y) satisfying

Q(m⃗; j) − m⃗ · Q ∈ Poly≤k− j(Y),

and this completes the proof. □
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5. Integration of finite coordinate subgroups: the role of large spectrum

We have seen how the exactness of a cocycle can enable efficient inte-
gration of polynomial cocycles. In this section, we similarly demonstrate
how a large spectrum hypothesis can facilitate the integration of polynomial
cocycles on certain finite subgroups of Γ, specifically the groups

(29) Γ[ℓ] B
ℓ⊕

i=1

Z/mℓZ ≤ Γ

for ℓ ≥ 0; this is a nested sequence

0 = Γ[0] ≤ Γ[1] ≤ · · · ≤ Γ

of finite subgroups of Γ that exhaust Γ in the sense that

(30) lim
−−→
Γ[ℓ] =

∞⋃
l=0

Γ[ℓ] = Γ.

In particular, the Γ[ℓ] form a Følner sequence for Γ. We also have the split-
ting Γ = Γ[ℓ] × Γ

⊥
[ℓ] where Γ⊥[ℓ] is the finite index subgroup

(31) Γ⊥[ℓ] B
⊕

i>ℓ

Z/mℓZ ≤ Γ

Before we begin integrating on these subgroups, we first pause to ensure
that systems with large spectrum actually exist. It is clear that any (ergodic)
extension of a system with large spectrum, also has large spectrum. We also
have a basic example:

Example 5.1 (Standard rotational system). Let ι : Γ → Γ̃ be the standard
(but non-canonical) isomorphism

ι : (γi)i∈N 7→

(
γi

mi

)
i∈N

between Γ and the dense countable subgroup Γ̃. This gives a translational
system

Γ̂

pt

ι;Γ̂
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given explicitly by T γ(ξ) B ξ + ι(γ). As the homomorphism ι : Γ → Γ̂ has
dense image, this is an ergodic system; it is clearly of order ≤ 1. If γ0 ∈ Γ,
one can easily check that if we define the function ϕι(γ0) ∈ M(Γ̂,T) by

ϕι(γ0)(η) B η · γ0

then for any γ ∈ Γ one has

∂γϕι(γ0)(η) = ι(γ) · γ0 = ι(γ0) · γ

and so ϕι(γ0) is an eigenfunction of the system with eigenvalue ι(γ0).

Using this example, we can easily extend systems to have large spectrum:

Lemma 5.2. Let k ≥ 1. Then any ergodic Γ-system X of order ≤ k has
an abelian extension X′ which is also ergodic of order ≤ k, and has large
spectrum.

Proof. The direct product X × Γ̂ of X with the standard system in Theo-
rem 5.1 is a Γ-system which contains both X and Γ̂ as factors. It need not
be ergodic; but (almost) any ergodic component X′ will also extend both X
and Γ̂, as both factors are ergodic (i.e., these components are joinings of X
and Γ̂). Also, each such component is an abelian extension of X by Theo-
rem A.7. As X is of order ≤ k and Γ̂ of order ≤ 1, hence order ≤ k, it is
easy to check that X× Γ̂, as well as almost all of its ergodic components, are
also of order ≤ k. Thus a generic ergodic component will yield the desired
extension. □

The presence of large spectrum allows us to “trivialize” the behavior of
any finite coordinate subgroup:

Proposition 5.3 (Trivializing finite coordinate subgroups). Let X be an er-
godic Γ-system with large spectrum, and let ℓ ≥ 0.Then, up to isomorphism,
we can express X as the direct sum Y⊕ Γ[ℓ] of an ergodic Γ⊥[ℓ]-system Y and
the finite Γ[ℓ]-system Γ[ℓ] with the regular translation action, in the sense
that the action of Γ on Y ⊕ Γ[ℓ] takes the form

T γ[ℓ]+γ
⊥
[ℓ](y, σ[ℓ]) = (T γ

⊥
[ℓ]y, σ[ℓ] + γ[ℓ])

for almost all y ∈ Y, γ[ℓ], σ[ℓ] ∈ Γ[ℓ], and γ⊥[ℓ] ∈ Γ
⊥
[ℓ].
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Proof. The action of Γ[ℓ] on X is free, since for any γ[ℓ] ∈ Γ[ℓ] one can
use the large spectrum hypothesis to locate an eigenfunction ϕ ∈ M(X)
whose eigenvalue ∂γ[ℓ]ϕ at γ[ℓ] is non-trivial. Thus, by [11, Theorem 3.29]
one can write X up to isomorphism as X = Y ×ρ Γ[ℓ] for some cocycle
ρ ∈ Z1(Γ,Y,Γ[ℓ]). By comparing the cocycle action with the vertical action
of Γ[ℓ], we see that Γ[ℓ] must act trivially on Y and the cocycle ργ[ℓ] must
vanish for all γ[ℓ] ∈ Γ[ℓ]; this means that the action takes the form

T γ[ℓ]+γ
⊥
[ℓ](y, σ[ℓ]) = (T γ

⊥
[ℓ]y, σ[ℓ] + ρΓ⊥[ℓ](y) + γ[ℓ])

where ρ is now viewed as a cocycle in Z1(Γ⊥[ℓ],Y,Γ[ℓ]). To finish the proof,
it will suffice to show that this cocycle is a coboundary in dΓ⊥[ℓ]M(Y, Γ[ℓ]). If
we write ρ in components as (ρi)ℓi=1 with ρi ∈ Z1(Γ⊥[ℓ],Y,Z/miZ), it suffices to
show that each ρi is a coboundary in dΓ⊥[ℓ]M(Y,Z/miZ) for each i = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Fix i. By the large spectrum hypothesis, one can find an eigenfunction
ϕ ∈ M(X,T) such that ∂γϕ =

γi
mi

mod 1 for all γ = (γi′)i′∈N in Γ. Then
miϕ is invariant and thus constant by ergodicity; by subtracting a constant
we may assume without loss of generality that miϕ = 0, thus ϕ now takes
values in 1

mi
Z/Z. Specializing the eigenfunction equation to shifts γ in Γ[ℓ],

we conclude that ϕ must take the form

ϕ(y, σ[ℓ]) = ϕ(y) +
γiσi

mi
mod 1

for some ϕ ∈ M(Y, 1
mi
Z/Z). If we now test the eigenfunction equation on

Γ⊥[ℓ], we conclude that

0 = ∂Γ⊥[ℓ]ϕ(y, σ) = ∂Γ⊥[ℓ]ϕ(y) +
(ργ⊥[ℓ])i

mi
mod 1

and thus

(ρΓ⊥[ℓ])i = ∂Γ⊥[ℓ](−miϕ(y)).

Thus ρi is a coboundary in dΓ⊥[ℓ]M(Y,Z/miZ) as required. □

As a corollary of this decomposition, we obtain an integration result on
finite coordinate subgroups.

Theorem 5.4 (Integration on finite coordinate subgroups). Let X be an er-
godic Γ-system with large spectrum, and ℓ ≥ 0. Let f ∈ C(Γ[ℓ];M(X)) be a
function, and let k ≥ 0. Then the following are equivalent:
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(i) (Coboundary of polynomial) There exists F ∈ Poly≤k(X) such that
fγ[ℓ] = ∂γ[ℓ] F for all γ[ℓ] ∈ Γ[ℓ].

(ii) (Polynomial cocycle) One has the Γ[ℓ]-cocycle equation

(32) fγ[ℓ]+γ
′
I
= fγ[ℓ] + T γ

′
I fγI′

for all γ[ℓ], γ
′
I ∈ Γ[ℓ], and fγ[ℓ] ∈ Poly≤k−1(X) for all γ[ℓ] ∈ Γ[ℓ].

More compactly, Poly≤k−1(X) has trivial Γ[ℓ]-cohomology, and one has the
short exact sequence

(33) 0→ Poly≤k(X)Γ[ℓ] → Poly≤k(X)
dΓ[ℓ]
→ Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k−1(X)]→ 0.

Furthermore, (33) splits in the category of k-filtered locally compact abelian
groups (see Appendix C).

Proof. The implication of (ii) from (i) is clear. Now suppose that (ii) holds.
By Theorem 5.3, we may assume without loss of generality that X is of the
form Y ⊕ Γ[ℓ]. We set F ∈ M(X, A) to be the function

(34) F(y, γ[ℓ]) B fγ[ℓ](y, 0),

then we have fγ[ℓ] = ∂γ[ℓ] F from the cocycle equation. In particular any
k + 1-fold derivative of F will vanish if one of the derivatives is along a
direction in Γ[ℓ]. On the other hand, since fγ[ℓ] is of degree ≤ k − 1 and the
Γ⊥[ℓ] action is trivial in the vertical direction, any k-fold derivative of F will
vanish if all of the derivatives lie along Γ⊥[ℓ]. By repeated use of the identity
∂a+b = ∂a + ∂b + ∂a∂b we conclude that any k + 1-fold derivative of F in any
direction in Γ = Γ[ℓ] ⊕ Γ

⊥
[ℓ] will vanish, and the claim follows11.

Since Poly≤k(X)Γ[ℓ] is closed in Poly≤k(X) and the kernel of dΓ[ℓ] contains
Poly≤0(X), Theorem B.1 implies that dΓ[ℓ] is an open map and (33) is there-
fore a short exact sequence of filtered locally compact abelian groups. Now
we show that the sequence (33) splits. By Theorem C.8, it suffices to show
that Poly≤k(X)Γ[ℓ] is a ω-pure subgroup of Poly≤k(X).

Let R ⊂ Zω × {1, . . . , k + 1} be a countable set of relations and let P =
(Pi)i∈N be a countable sequence of polynomials in Poly≤k(X) be such that
for every (m⃗; j) ∈ R there exists Q(m⃗; j) ∈ Poly≤k(X)Γ[ℓ] satisfying

Q(m⃗; j) − m⃗P ∈ Poly≤k− j(X).

11One could also have proceeded via Theorem 4.4, although this is somewhat of an
overkill here since the system is so simple.
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Since Q(m⃗; j) is Γ[ℓ]-invariant, we have

m⃗ · dΓ[ℓ] P ∈ Poly≤k− j−wt(X).

Write X = Y ⊕ Γ[ℓ] as in Theorem 5.3 and write:

P′(y, γ) B ∂γP(y, 0)

for all γ ∈ Γ[ℓ]. Arguing as we did with (34), we see that that P′ is a poly-
nomial of degree ≤ k, m⃗ · P′ is of degree ≤ k − j and ∂γP = ∂γP′. Thus,
Q = P − P′ is a sequence of polynomials in Poly≤k(X)Γ[ℓ] satisfying that

Q(m⃗; j) − m⃗ · Q ∈ Poly≤k− j(X)Γ[ℓ]

as required. □

5.1. Cocycle integration. Our next goal is to combine Theorem 4.7 and
Theorem 5.4 in order to provide a cocycle analogue of Theorem 4.7. We
start with a technical lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let k ≥ 0, let Y be an ergodic Γ-system with large spectrum,
and let X = Y×ρU be an ergodic abelian extension of Y with ρ exact. Then
for all ℓ ≥ 0, the short exact sequence

0→ Poly≤k(Y)→ Poly≤k(X)
dU
→ Poly1

≤k−wt[U;M(X)]→ 0

splits in the category of k-filtered locally compact Γ[ℓ]-groups (all mor-
phisms are also required to be Γ[ℓ]-equivariant). Equivalently, there exists
a filtration preserving Γ[ℓ]-equivariant retraction

r : Poly≤k(X)→ Poly≤k(Y),

or a filtration preserving Γ[ℓ]-equivariant cross-section

s : Poly1
≤k−wt[U;M(X)]→ Poly≤k(X).

Proof. The equivalences follow from Theorem C.3. It therefore suffices to
construct the retraction r. Composing the retractions from Theorem 4.7 and
Theorem 5.4 we can find a filtration preserving retraction

r0 : Poly≤k(X)→ Poly≤k(Y)Γ[ℓ] .

For each 0 ≤ i ≤ k, let Poly≤k,≤i(X) denote the subgroup of Poly≤k(X)
of polynomials of degree ≤ i with respect to the Γ[ℓ]-action, and similarly
define Poly≤k,≤i(Y). By induction on i, we prove that there exists a filtration
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preserving, Γ[ℓ]-equivariant retraction r≤i : Poly≤k,≤i(X)→ Poly≤k,≤i(Y). The
case i = k, then gives the desired retraction r. When i = 0, we let r≤0 denote
the restriction of r0 to Poly≤k,≤0(X) = Poly≤k(X)Γ[ℓ] , the Γ[ℓ]-equivariance in
this case is trivial since the action of this group on the domain and range
of r≤0 is trivial. Let i ≥ 1 and suppose we have already constructed r≤i−1.
Let Q ∈ Poly≤k,≤i(X), then from the induction hypothesis and Theorem 5.4
we have r⊕Γ[ℓ]

≤i−1(dΓ[ℓ] Q) ∈ Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k−1(Y)] � dΓ[ℓ]Poly≤k(Y). Theorem 5.4
guarantees the existence of a cross-section to the short exact sequence

0→ Poly≤k(Y)Γ[ℓ] → Poly≤k(Y)
dΓ[ℓ]
→ Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k−1(Y)]→ 0.

Since the restriction of r0 to Poly≤k(Y) is a retraction, we can choose a cross-
section s : Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k−1(Y)] → Poly≤k(Y) such that r0 + s ◦ dΓ[ℓ] is the
identity map on Poly≤k(Y). Now define

r≤i = s ◦ r⊕Γ[ℓ]
≤i−1 ◦ dΓ[ℓ] + r0.

Since s, r≤i−1 and r0 are filtration preserving, so is r≤i. Furthermore, dΓ[ℓ]r≤i =

r⊕Γ[ℓ]
≤i−1◦dΓ[ℓ] gives the Γ[ℓ]-equivariance. Thus the image of r≤i is in Poly≤k,≤i(Y).

Finally, suppose that Q ∈ Poly≤k,≤ j(Y), we prove by induction on j ≤ i that
r≤ j(Q◦π) = Q, where π : X→ Y is the factor map. Indeed, if j = 0, this fol-
lows from the fact that r0 is a retraction. Let j ≥ 1 and assume inductively
the claim holds for all smaller values of j, we see that

r≤ j(Q ◦ π) = s ◦ r⊕Γ[ℓ]
≤ j−1 ◦ dΓ[ℓ](Q ◦ π)+ r0(Q ◦ π) = s ◦ dΓ[ℓ](Q)+ r0(Q ◦ π) = Q.

□

Our main result is the following analogue of Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 5.6 (Cocycle integration). Let k ≥ 0, let Y be an ergodic Γ-system
with large spectrum, and let X = Y×ρU be an ergodic abelian extension of
Y with ρ exact. Let p ∈ C(U; Z1(Γ,X)). Observe that U acts on Z1(Γ,X) by
the diagonal action u(pγ)γ∈Γ B (upγ)γ∈Γ. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) There exists q ∈ Poly1
≤k(Γ,X) such that pu = ∂uq for all u ∈ U.

(ii) p lies in Poly1
≤k−wt[U; Z1(Γ,X)], where we give Z1(Γ,X) the poly-

nomial filtration (Poly1
≤k(Γ,X))k∈Z. In other words, pu obeys the U-

cocycle equation

(35) pu+v = pu + upv
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for all u, v ∈ U, and

(36) pu>i ∈ Poly1
≤k−i−1(Γ,X)

for all i ≥ 0 and u>i ∈ U>i, where (U>i)∞i=0 is the type filtration of U.

More compactly, one has the short exact sequence

(37) 0→ Poly1
≤k(Γ,Y)→ Poly1

≤k(Γ,X)
dU
→ Poly1

≤k−wt[U; Z1(Γ,X)]→ 0.

Furthermore, this short exact sequence splits in the category of k-filtered
locally compact abelian groups.

Proof. The implication of (ii) from (i) follows from Theorem 4.7 (noting
that any derivative along U preserves cocycle equations). Now suppose that
(ii) holds. Recall the Følner sequence (30) of finite subgroups Γ[ℓ]. We will
recursively construct, for each ℓ, Q[ℓ] ∈ Poly≤k+1(X) such that

(38) ∂u∂γQ[ℓ] = (pu)γ

holds for all u ∈ U and γ ∈ Γ[ℓ], and

(39) ∂γQ[ℓ] = ∂γQ[ℓ−1]

holds for all γ ∈ Γ[ℓ−1]. Assuming this, we see that for all γ ∈ Γ, we
can choose ℓ sufficiently large and set qγ = ∂γQ[ℓ]. By (39) this definition
is independent of the choice of ℓ for sufficiently large ℓ and so q is well
defined and a cocycle (because each two γ1, γ2 ∈ Γ belong to some Γ[ℓ] for
sufficiently large ℓ.). From (38) we will then have ∂uqγ = (pu)γ, giving (i).

It remains to construct the Q[ℓ]. For ℓ = 0 we can take Q(0) = 0. Now
suppose that ℓ ≥ 1 and Q[ℓ−1] has already been constructed. Let eℓ be the ℓth

generator of Γ; thus eℓ has order mℓ, and Γ[ℓ] is the direct sum of Γ[ℓ−1] and
the cyclic group ⟨eℓ⟩ of order mℓ. This will be a complex diagram chase,
starting with a traversal of the diagram in Figure 5.1.

By (ii), p lies in Poly1
≤k−wt[U; Z1(Γ,X)], and hence so does12

(40) p′ B p − dUdΓQ[ℓ−1].

We can evaluate p′ at eℓ to obtain an element ((p′u)eℓ)u∈U of Poly1
≤k−wt[U;M(X)].

By (38), p′ is Γ[ℓ−1]-invariant. Let sℓU : Poly1
≤k−wt[U;M(X)]→ Poly≤k(X) be

12Actually, only the portions of the double cocycle p = ((pu)γ)u∈U,γ∈Γ in which the γ
parameter is restricted to Γ[ℓ] will be relevant for our analysis.
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Poly≤k+1(X)

Poly1
≤d(Γ[ℓ],X) Poly1

≤k−wt[U; Z1(Γ[ℓ],X)]

Poly≤k(Y) Poly≤k(X) Poly1
≤k−wt[U;M(X)]

Poly1
≤k−1(Γ[ℓ−1],Y) Poly1

≤k−1(Γ[ℓ−1],X) Poly1
≤k−1−wt[U; Z1(Γ[ℓ−1],X)]

dΓ[ℓ]

∂eℓ

dU

|eℓ
|eℓ

dΓ[ℓ−1]

dU

dΓ[ℓ−1] dΓ[ℓ−1]

dU

Figure 5.1. The initial diagram that we will chase as part of
the construction of Q[ℓ], where |eℓ denotes the operation of
evaluation at eℓ. The diagram is commutative and horizon-
tally exact, but not vertically exact. Initially, one can place
(a portion of) p in the right group on the second row, and
Q[ℓ−1] in the top group.

a Γ[ℓ]-equivariant cross-section from Theorem 5.5. Then Q B sℓU(((p′u)eℓ)u∈U)
is a Γ[ℓ−1]-invariant polynomial satisfying

dU Q = ((p′u)eℓ)u∈U .

To get back into the group Poly≤k+1(X) at the top of Figure 5.1 one would
like to “integrate” or invert the ∂eℓ operator at Q. This will be another di-
agram chase (see Figure 5.2), involving the cyclic group ⟨eℓ⟩ of order mℓ,
and a summation homomorphism Σ : B → B⟨eℓ⟩ defined on any Γ-group B
by the formula

Σ B

mℓ−1∑
j=0

V j
eℓ .

Note that as eℓ has order mℓ, any element in the range of Σ is invariant
under eℓ and hence ⟨eℓ⟩, and by telescoping series Σ also annihilates any
element in the range of ∂eℓ ; in other words, Σ serves as an obstruction to
inverting ∂eℓ (this is the “line cocycle” condition in [1]). The strategy is
then to exploit some partial exactness properties of the sequence

B
∂eℓ
→ B

Σ
→ B⟨eℓ⟩
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Poly≤k+1(X)

Poly1
≤k(Γ[ℓ],X) Poly1

≤k−wt[U; Z1(Γ[ℓ],X)]

Poly≤k(Y) Poly≤d(X) Poly1
≤k−wt[U;M(X)]

Poly≤k(Y)⟨eℓ⟩ Poly≤k(X)⟨eℓ⟩ Poly1
≤k−wt[U;M(X)]⟨eℓ⟩

dΓ[ℓ]

∂eℓ

dU

|eℓ
|eℓ

Σ

dU

Σ Σ

dU

Figure 5.2. A portion of the final diagram that we chase af-
ter Figure 5.1 to complete the construction of Q[ℓ]; the dia-
gram is partially commutative and partially exact, and over-
laps to some extent with the preceding diagram. Initially,
the reader should place (a portion of) p′ in the right group of
the second row, Q′ in the center group of the third row, and
Q[ℓ−1] in the top row; the objective then involves construct-
ing a new element Q[ℓ] in the top row.

for a suitable B. Since sℓU is also ⟨eℓ⟩-equivariant, we observe that ΣQ =
s(Σ⊕U((p′u)eℓ)u∈U) = s(0) = 0. Now that Q is known to be in the kernel of Σ,
we can “integrate” it by defining q ∈ Poly1

≤k(Γ[ℓ],X) by the formula

(41) qγ B
Γ[ℓ]−1∑

i=0

T ieℓQ

for γ = (γ1, . . . ,Γ[ℓ]) in Γ[ℓ]. The condition ΣQ = 0, ensures that q is a Γ[ℓ]-
cocycle, and it is of degree ≤ k since Q is. Applying Theorem 5.4, we can
write q = dΓ[ℓ] P for some P ∈ Poly≤k+1(X); we denote by sℓ the map Q 7→ P
defined above and then set

(42) Q[ℓ] B Q[ℓ−1] + sℓ(Q).

We first verify the compatibility condition (39), which is equivalent to P
being Γ[ℓ−1]-invariant, or equivalently that qγ vanishes for γ ∈ Γ[ℓ−1]. But
this is clear from (41).
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The same calculation also establishes (38) at ℓ for γ ∈ Γ[ℓ−1] thanks to the
induction hypothesis for (38). By the cocycle equation, it remains to verify
(38) at γ = eℓ. But from (41) and (40) we have

∂u∂eℓQ[ℓ] = ∂u∂eℓQ[ℓ−1] + ∂u∂eℓP

= ∂u∂eℓQ[ℓ−1] + ∂uqeℓ

= ∂u∂eℓQ[ℓ−1] + ∂uQ

= ∂u∂eℓQ[ℓ−1] + (p′u)eℓ

= (pu)eℓ

giving (38) as required. This closes the recursive construction of the Q[ℓ],
and the claim follows.

Note that Poly1
≤d(Γ,Y) is a closed subgroup of Poly1

≤d(Γ,X), and we can
view Poly1

≤d(Γ,X) as a closed subgroup ofM(X)Γ and Poly1
≤d−wt[U; Z1(Γ,X)]

as a closed subgroup of M(U × X)Γ, where M(X)Γ and M(U × X)Γ are
equipped with the product topology respectively. It now follows from the
definition of the product topology and the proof of Theorem 4.1 that dU is
an open map.

It is left to prove that the short exact sequence (37) splits. Observe that
for each p ∈ Poly1

≤k−wt[U;M(X)] we assigned s(p) ∈ Poly1
≤k(Γ,X) defined

by
s(p) = (lim

ℓ→∞
∂γQ[ℓ])γ∈Γ

where the limit is well defined because ∂γQ[ℓ] is eventually a constant. We
claim that this s is already a filtration preserving cross-section for (37). By
construction, s is a homomorphism of groups satisfying dU ◦ s = Id. It
remains to show that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ k and p ∈ Poly1

≤k− j−wt[U;M(X)], we
have that s(p) ∈ Poly1

≤k− j(Γ,X). Now since sℓ, sℓU are filtration preserving,
by an induction on ℓ and (42), it follows that ∂γQ[ℓ] ∈ Poly≤k− j(X), and thus
the limit s(p) ∈ Poly1

≤k− j(Γ,X) which proves the claim. □

6. Taking roots of polynomials: the role of purity

The arguments in [1] relied crucially on classifying the gap between
Poly≤k(X) and nPoly≤k(X) for various n and k, focusing in particular on
the ability to take nth roots of polynomials while only increasing the de-
gree of the polynomial by the least amount possible. These arguments were
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algebraic in nature and specific to the case of vector spaces Γ = Fωp over
finite fields. Due to Sylow type theorems, one can perform similar analysis
when m is square-free, but the algebra becomes considerably more compli-
cated for general m. For instance, we do not have a tractable description13

of nPoly≤k((Z/4Z)N) for general n, k,N, though of course for any specific
choice of these parameters one can in principle compute this abelian group
explicitly. Fortunately for our analysis, we will not need to understand ei-
ther nPoly≤k(X) or nPoly≤k(Γ) precisely, but only know that these abelian
groups are somehow “compatible”.

The link is through the sampling homomorphisms ιx0 defined in (13). For
each polynomial P ∈ Poly≤k(X) (modulo constants), we assign a measur-
able representative, which obeys the defining equation ∂γ1 . . . ∂γk+1 P(x) = 0
of a polynomial for all x outside of a null set. By Theorem B.1(i), there are
only countably many such representatives one needs to select. This makes
ιx0 a homomorphism from Poly≤k(X) to Poly≤k(Γ) for all k and all x0 outside
of a null set, which preserves the constants T and is Γ-equivariant. For al-
most all x0, the pointwise ergodic theorem asserts that the ergodic averages
of e(ιx0 P) using the Følner sequence Γ[ℓ] converge to the integral of e(P). In
particular, if P is non-constant, then the mean of e(P) has magnitude strictly
less than one, and so ιx0 P cannot be constant; this implies that ιx0 is injec-
tive for almost all x0. Thus we have the short exact sequence (43) for each k
outside of a null set. Among other things, this makes ιx0 degree preserving:
for any polynomial P, ιx0 P has the same degree as P.

We are interested in whether this short exact sequence is split, or equiva-
lently whether there is a retract homomorphism from Poly≤k(Γ) to Poly≤k(X)
which is a left inverse of ιx0 . This turns out to be closely related to the nth

root problem and solving more general linear equations:

13To illustrate, let us consider the one-dimensional case of polynomials over Z/4Z. By
Theorem B.2, the range of such polynomials consists of certain 2m-th roots of unity, so it
suffices to analyze their behavior in terms of multiplying by powers of 2. In contrast with
the Z/2Z case, where multiplication by 2 always reduces the degree by 1 (cf. [33, Lemma
1.7]), multiplication by 2 in the setting of Z/4Z can reduce the degree by 0, 1, 2, or 3.

For example, multiplying |x|
2
4

32 mod 1 by 2 reduces the degree by 2; multiplying |x|
2
4

16 mod

1 by 2 reduces the degree by 3; multiplying |x|24
8 mod 1 by 2 reduces the degree by 0; and

multiplying |x|
2
4

4 mod 1 by 2 reduces the degree by 1. Here, | · |4 denotes the standard integer
lift (or section) from Z/4Z to Z.
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Lemma 6.1. Let X be an ergodic Γ-system, and k ≥ 0. The following
statements are equivalent:

(i) (Splitting modulo constants) The short exact sequence

(43) 0→ Poly≤k(X)
ıx0
→ Poly≤k(Γ)→ Poly≤k(Γ)/ıx0(Poly≤k(X))→ 0

of k-filtered abelian groups splits finitely (see Definition C.9) for
almost every x0 ∈ X.

(ii) (Purity) X is k-pure, i.e., ιx0(Poly≤k(X)) is pure up to length α in
Poly≤k(Γ) for every finite α (in the sense of Theorem C.6) for almost
every x0 ∈ X.

Informally, (ii) asserts that if one can solve a linear equation in polyno-
mials of degree ≤ k “locally” (i.e., after applying the sampling operator
ιx0) without any loss of degree, then one can also do so “globally” (without
sampling). The proof is an immediate application of Theorem C.8.

Proof. We start with (ii) ⇒ (i). By assumption, ıx0(Poly≤k(X)) ≤ Poly≤k(Γ)
is pure for almost all x0 ∈ X. By Theorem C.8, (43) splits finitely for almost
every x0. Now we prove (i) ⇒ (ii). Let x0 ∈ X be such that (43) splits
finitely for x0. We need to show that ıx0(Poly≤k(X)) ≤ Poly≤k(Γ) is pure up to
length α for every finite α. LetR ⊂ Zn×{1, . . . , k+1} be a system of relations
in n-variables for some n ∈ N. Let P = (P1, . . . , Pn) with Pi ∈ Poly≤k(Γ)
and suppose that for all (m⃗; j) ∈ R there exists Q(m⃗; j) ∈ Poly≤k(X) such that

(44) m⃗ · P = ıx0(Q(m⃗; j)) + Poly≤k− j(Γ).

Consider the subgroup B ≤ Poly≤k(Γ), generated by ıx0(Poly≤k(X)) and
P1, . . . , Pn. Since B/ıx0(Poly≤k(X)) is finitely generated, by assumption the
short exact sequence

0→ Poly≤k(X)
ıx0
→ B→ B/ıx0(Poly≤k(X))→ 0

splits. Let r : B→ Poly≤k(X) be a retraction and let Q = (r(P1), . . . , r(Pn)).
From (44) we deduce that

m⃗ · Q = Q(m⃗; j) + Poly≤k− j(X),

as required. □
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Remark 6.2. For any ergodic Γ-system X, k ≥ 0, and finite α, the set

{x0 ∈ X : ιx0(Poly≤k(X))pure up to length α in Poly≤k(Γ)}

is both measurable and Γ-invariant, and thus has measure 0 or 1 due er-
godicity. Indeed, Γ-invariance follows from the above observation that the
embedding ıx0 is Γ-equivariant for almost all x0 ∈ X. As for measurabil-
ity, due to the countability of polynomials modulo constants (cf. Theo-
rem B.1(i)), checking that ιx0(Poly≤k(X)) is pure up to length α in Poly≤k(Γ)
only depends on countably many conditions.

Conveniently, k-purity is preserved under reduction of the structure group,
at least when the cocycle is exact.

Proposition 6.3 (Descent of k-purity). Let k ≥ 1. Suppose one has an
extension X = Y ×ρ (V × W) of ergodic Γ-systems X,Y, where V,W are
compact abelian groups, and ρ ∈ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,Y,V × W) is exact. If X is
k-pure, then so is X′ B Y ×ρ mod V W.

Proof. We have the commuting diagram of abelian extensions

X

X′

Y

ρ;V×W

ρ◦π;V

ρ mod V;W

where π : X′ → Y is the factor map. Let x0 be a point in X, let x′0 be its
image in X′. Let R ⊂ Zn × {1, . . . , k + 1} be a system of relations in n-
variables. Let Q̃ = (Q̃1, . . . , Q̃n) be in Poly≤k(Γ) and suppose that for all
(m⃗; j) ∈ R there exists Q(m⃗; j) ∈ Poly≤k(X

′) such that

ıx′0(Q(m⃗; j)) = m⃗ · Q̃ mod Poly≤k− j(Γ).

By k-purity of X, we find P = (P1, . . . , Pn) in Poly≤k(X) such that Q(m⃗; j) =

m⃗ · P mod Poly≤k− j(X). This almost accomplishes our goal as P is mea-
surable with respect to X rather than X′. The type filtration ((V × W)i)∞i=1

on V ×W restricts to the type filtration (Vi)∞i=1 on V , thanks to Theorem 4.6.
In particular, by (22), we see that for any i ≥ 0 and v ∈ V>i, that ∂vP ∈
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Poly≤k−i−1(X). Since m⃗·∂vP = ∂vQ(m⃗; j) mod Poly≤k− j−i−1(X), since ∂vQ(m⃗; j) =

0, we conclude that
m⃗ · ∂vP ∈ Poly≤k− j−i−1(X).

As the cocycle ρ is exact, one sees from Theorem 4.6 and Theorem A.9
that the quotient cocycle ρ ◦ π is also exact. As ∂vPi is a cocycle in V
for all i, we may now invoke Theorem 4.7 for each polynomial Pi, and
conclude that ∂vP = ∂vR for some R = (R1, . . . ,Rn) in Poly≤k(X) such that
m⃗ · R ∈ Poly≤k− j(X). Subtracting, we see that P − R is V-invariant and thus
equal to some P′ ∈ Poly≤k(X

′); as modulo Poly≤k− j(X) we have m⃗ · P′ =
m⃗ · P − m⃗ · R = m⃗ · P = Q(m⃗; j), we obtain the claim. □

A first application of k-purity will be to split the short exact sequence
relating polynomial cocycles and polynomial coboundaries.

Lemma 6.4. Let k ≥ 1, and let X be an ergodic k-pure Γ-system. Then
dΓPoly≤k(X) is a pure (filtered) subgroup of Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,X). In particular,
the short exact sequence
(45)

0→ dΓPoly≤k(X)→ Poly1
≤k−1(Γ,X)→ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,X)/ΓPoly≤k(X)→ 0

of k-filtered abelian groups splits finitely.

Proof. Let R ⊂ Zn × {1, . . . , k} be a system of relations in n-variables, and
let q = (q1, . . . qn) be tuple of polynomial cocycles of degree ≤ k − 1 on X.
Suppose that for every (m⃗, j) ∈ R we find some Q(m⃗; j) ∈ Poly≤k(X) such that

dΓQ(m⃗; j) = m⃗ · q mod Poly1
≤k− j−1(Γ,X).

Then for almost every x0 ∈ X and all γ ∈ Γ we have ıx0(Q(m⃗; j))(γ) = m⃗ ·
q(γ, x0) mod Poly≤k− j(Γ). Hence, by purity of X, we find Q = (Q1, . . . ,Qn)
with Qi ∈ Poly≤k(X) such that Q(m⃗, j) = m⃗ · Q mod Poly≤k− j(X). Taking dΓ
on both sides of this equation we deduce that

m⃗ · (q − dΓQ) ∈ Poly1
≤k− j−1(Γ,X),

as required. □

Now we begin combining k-purity with the large spectrum property. We
first use the large spectrum property to provide some equivariance to the
retract homomorphisms arising from k-purity:
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Theorem 6.5 (Retract with invariances). Let X be an ergodic k-pure Γ-
system with large spectrum for some k ≥ 1. Then the short exact sequence
(43) splits finitely in the category of k-filtered Γ[ℓ]-groups (where the mor-
phisms are required to be also Γ[ℓ]-equivariant) for all ℓ ≥ 0.

Proof. We introduce the increasing sequence of groups

Poly≤k,≤0(Γ) ≤ Poly≤k,≤1(Γ) ≤ · · · ≤ Poly≤k,≤k(Γ) = Poly≤k(Γ)

where Poly≤k,≤i(Γ) denotes the polynomials in Poly≤k(Γ) that are of degree
≤ i with respect to the Γ[ℓ] action. Let B = Bx0 = ιx0(Poly≤k(X)) and denote
by B≤i = B∩ Poly≤k,≤i(Γ). For almost every x0 ∈ X, we have the short exact
sequence

(46) 0→ Poly≤k,≤i(X)
ιx0
→ B≤i → B≤i/ıx0(Poly≤k,≤i(X))→ 0.

of locally compact k-filtered abelian groups. We show that for each 0 ≤ i ≤
k this sequence splits with a retract homomorphism

r≤i : B≤i → Poly≤k,≤i(X)

which is additionally Γ[ℓ]-equivariant. Then setting i = k will give the claim.
We first construct an auxiliary retraction. Consider the short exact se-

quence

0→ Poly≤k,≤0(X)
ιx0
→ B→ B/ιx0(Poly≤k,≤0(X))→ 0.

By Theorem 6.1, we obtain a retract homomorphism from B to Poly≤k(X),
and from Theorem 5.4, we have a retract homomorphism from Poly≤k(X)
to Poly≤k,≤0(X). Composing the two, we may thus find a retract homomor-
phism r : B→ Poly≤k,≤0(X) to the above sequence.

We can now build the retract homomorphisms r≤i. For i = 0 this is easy:
we just restrict r to B≤0, with the equivariance being obvious as Γ[ℓ] acts
trivially on both B≤0 and Poly≤k,≤0(X). Now suppose that 0 < i ≤ k and that
the retract homomorphism r≤i−1 has already been constructed. To construct
r≤i, we will chase the diagram in Figure 6.1.

If Q ∈ Poly≤k,≤i(X), then dΓ[ℓ] Q lies in Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k,≤i−1(X)]. Con-
versely, if q ∈ Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k,≤i−1(X)], then by Theorem 5.4, we have q =
dΓ[ℓ] Q for some Q ∈ Poly≤k(X); as q has degree ≤ i − 1 in Γ[ℓ], Q has de-
gree ≤ i. From this we see that dΓ[ℓ] is a surjection from Poly≤k,≤i(X) to
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0

Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k,≤i−1(X)] Z1[Γ[ℓ]; B≤i−1]

Poly≤k,≤i(X) B≤i

Poly≤k,≤0(X) B

0

ι
⊕Γ[ℓ]
x0s

r
⊕Γ[ℓ]
≤i−1

dΓ[ℓ]

ιx0
rιx0

dΓ[ℓ]
r≤i

ιx0

r

Figure 6.1. The construction of the retract homomorphism
r≤i will involve “chasing” the indicated diagram. We caution
that this diagram is only partially commutative, although it
will be important to note that the left column is exact.

Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k,≤i−1(X)], making the upward sequence on the left column of
Figure 6.1 short and exact. The map rιx0 is a retract homomorphism for
this sequence by the definition of r, hence comes with an associated section
homomorphism which we label s.

We now set r≤i to be the homomorphism

r≤i B sr⊕Γ[ℓ]
≤i−1dΓ[ℓ] + r;

equivalently, for Q̃ ∈ B≤i, r≤i(Q̃) is the unique element of Poly≤k,≤i(X) such
that

(47) dΓ[ℓ]r≤iQ̃ = r⊕Γ[ℓ]
≤i−1dΓ[ℓ] Q̃

and

(48) rιx0r≤iQ̃ = rQ̃.

If Q̃ = ιx0(Q) for some Q ∈ Poly≤k,≤i(X), then (since r≤i−1 is a Γ[ℓ]-equivariant
retract homomorphism)

dΓ[ℓ] Q = r⊕Γ[ℓ]
≤i−1ι

⊕Γ[ℓ]
x0 dΓ[ℓ] Q = r⊕Γ[ℓ]

≤i−1dΓ[ℓ] Q̃

and

rιx0 Q = rQ̃
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and hence by the uniqueness of r≤iQ̃ we have r≤iQ̃ = Q; thus r≤i is a retract.
It remains to show Γ[ℓ]-equivariance. By (47) and the retract nature of r≤i−1,

ιx0∂γ[ℓ]r≤iQ̃ = ∂γ[ℓ] Q̃

for any γ[ℓ] ∈ Γ[ℓ] and Q̃ ∈ B≤i; the same claim is true at i = 0 since both
sides vanish in that case. If Q̃ ∈ B≤i−1, we then conclude that

ιx0∂γ[ℓ]r≤iQ̃ = ιx0∂γ[ℓ]r≤i−1Q̃

hence by injectivity of ιx0 we see that r≤iQ̃ and r̃≤i−1(Q) differ by an element
of Poly≤k,≤0(X). Using (48) (which also holds at i = 0 as r is a retract) we
conclude that r≤i and r≤i−1 agree on Poly≤k,≤i−1(X). In particular, we have
from (47) that

dΓ[ℓ]r≤iQ̃ = r⊕Γ[ℓ]
≤i−1dΓ[ℓ] Q̃ = r⊕Γ[ℓ]

≤i dΓ[ℓ] Q̃

for all Q̃ ∈ Poly≤k,≤i(X). Hence r≤i commutes with ∂γ[ℓ] for all γ[ℓ] ∈ Γ[ℓ],
giving the required Γ[ℓ]-equivariance. □

Now we split a sequence of polynomial cocycles.

Proposition 6.6 (Splitting a polynomial cocycle sequence). Let k ≥ 1, and
let X be a (k − 1)-pure ergodic Γ-system with large spectrum. Then for
almost all x0 ∈ X, the short exact sequence

0→ Poly1
≤k−1(Γ,X)

ι⊕Γx0
→ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ, Γ)→ Poly1
≤k−1(Γ, Γ)/ι⊕Γx0

Poly1
≤k−1(Γ,X)→ 0

splits finitely in the category of (k − 1)-filtered locally compact abelian
groups.

Proof. By Theorem C.8, it suffices to show that ı⊕Γx0
(Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,X)) ≤ Poly1
≤k−1(Γ, Γ)

is pure. Let R ⊂ Zn × {1, . . . , k} be a system of relations in n-variables and
let p̃ = (p̃1, . . . , p̃n) with p̃i ∈ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ, Γ) be such that for all (m⃗; j) ∈ R
there exists some q(m⃗; j) ∈ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,X) such that

(49) ı⊕Γx0
q(m⃗; j) = m⃗ · p̃ + Poly1

≤k− j−1(Γ, Γ).

We need to find some q = (q1, . . . , qn) in Poly1
≤k−1(Γ,X) such that

(50) q(m⃗; j) − m⃗ · q ∈ Poly1
≤k− j−1(Γ,X).

Let P̃ = (P̃1, . . . , P̃n) ∈ Poly≤k(Γ) be the polynomials P̃(γ) B p̃(γ, 0Γ). We
see that p̃ = dΓP̃, thus

(51) ı⊕Γx0
q(m⃗; j) = m⃗ · dΓP̃ + Poly1

≤k− j−1(Γ, Γ).
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We will solve (50) “locally” at first, and then glue together the local solu-
tions to create a global solution.
Recall the Følner sequence (30) of finite subgroups Γ[ℓ]. We will recursively
construct, for each ℓ, a solution P[ℓ] = (P[ℓ],1, . . . , P[ℓ],n) ∈ Poly≤k(X) to the
equation

(52) q(m⃗; j)(γ, ·) = m⃗ · ∂γP[ℓ] mod Poly≤k− j(X)

for all γ ∈ Γ[ℓ], in such a manner that we have the compatibility condition

(53) dΓ[ℓ−1] P[ℓ] = dΓ[ℓ−1] P[ℓ−1]

for all ℓ ≥ 1. Assuming this, we see that for all γ ∈ Γ, we can choose ℓ
sufficiently large and set q(γ, x) = ∂γP[ℓ]. By (53) this definition is indepen-
dent of the choice of ℓ for sufficiently large ℓ and so q is well defined and
a cocycle (because each two γ1, γ2 ∈ Γ belong to some Γ[ℓ] for sufficiently
large ℓ.). From (52) we will then have that q satisfies (50), thus completing
the proof.

It remains to construct the P[ℓ]. For ℓ = 0 we can just take P[0] = 0.
Now suppose inductively for ℓ > 0 that P[ℓ−1] has already been constructed.
Let B≤k−1 denote the subgroup of Poly≤k−1(Γ) generated by ∂γP̃, for all γ ∈
Γ[ℓ] and all of ıx0(Poly≤k−1(X)). Since Poly≤k−1(Γ) is of bounded exponent
(Theorem B.2), ıx0(Poly≤k−1(X)) ⊆ B≤k−1 is of finite index, and we conclude
from Theorem 6.5, that we can find a retract homomorphism r : B≤k−1 →

Poly≤k−1(X) which is Γ[ℓ]-equivariant. For almost all x0 ∈ X, we will chase
the (partially commutative) diagram in Figure 6.2. By Γ[ℓ]-equivariance of
r, the map γ 7→ r(∂γP̃) is a cocycle on Γ[ℓ]. Thus, by Theorem 5.4 we can
find a polynomial P̄ ∈ Poly≤k(X) such that

(54) r(∂γP̃) = ∂γP̄

for all γ ∈ Γ[ℓ]. We consider the polynomial P′ ∈ Poly≤k(X) defined by

P′ B P̄ − P[ℓ−1].
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Z1[Γ[ℓ]; Poly≤k−2(X)] Z1[Γ[ℓ]; B≤k−2]

Poly≤k−1(X) B≤k−1

Poly≤k−1(X) B≤k−1

ι
⊕Γ[ℓ]
x0

dΓ[ℓ]

ιx0

dΓ[ℓ]
r

m⃗

ιx0

r
m⃗

Figure 6.2. The diagram that we will chase to construct P[ℓ],
where n denotes the operation of multiplication by n. We
caution that this diagram is only partially commutative, and
the sequences are not expected to be exact. The reader is
invited to annotate this diagram as the proof progresses, for
instance starting with P̃ in the bottom right group, P[ℓ−1] in
the bottom left, and q in the top left.

Then for any γ ∈ Γ[ℓ−1], from the retract properties of r, together with (52)
for ℓ − 1, we see that the following equalities hold modulo Poly≤k− j−1(Γ).

ιx0(m⃗ · ∂γP
′) = ıx0(m⃗ · ∂γP) − ıx0(m⃗ · ∂γP[ℓ−1])

= m⃗ · ιx0r(∂γP̃) − ι⊕Γx0
q(m⃗, j)

= 0,

where the last equality follows from (51). Since ı⊕Γx0
qm⃗, j, ∂γP̃ are polynomi-

als of degree ≤ k − 1, we may apply r to both of these functions whenever
γ ∈ Γ[ℓ]. Since the difference is in Poly≤k− j−1(Γ), and r preserves the degrees,
we see that

q(m⃗, j)(γ, ·) = m⃗ · r(∂γP̃)

modulo Poly≤k− j−1(X). Now, taking ıx0 on both sides the claim follows.
By the injectivity of ι, we conclude that m⃗ · ∂γP′ ∈ Poly≤k− j−1(X) for all
γ ∈ Γ[ℓ]. Applying Theorem 5.4 for each polynomial in γ 7→ ∂γP′, we can
find a polynomial P′′ = (P′′1 , . . . , P

′′
n ) ∈ Poly≤k(X) such that

(55) ∂γP′ = ∂γP′′

and

(56) m⃗ · P′′ ∈ Poly≤k− j(X)
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where the latter is true since m⃗ ·P′′ is exactly the function defined as in (34)
for ∂γm⃗ · P′.
We now define

(57) P[ℓ] B P[ℓ−1] + P′ − P′′ ∈ Poly≤k(X).

From (55) we clearly have (53). For γ ∈ Γ[ℓ], modulo Poly≤k− j−1(X) we have

ιx0(m⃗ · ∂γP[ℓ]) = m⃗ · ιx0∂γP[ℓ−1] + m⃗ · ιx0∂γP
′ − ιx0∂γ(m⃗ · P

′′)

= m⃗ · ιx0∂γP[ℓ−1] + m⃗ · ιx0∂γP̄ − m⃗ · ιx0∂γP[ℓ−1] − m⃗ · ∂γP′′

= m⃗ · ıx0r(∂γP̃)

= ιx0(qγ),

where the last equation again follows from (51), as before. Thanks to the
equivariance and retract properties of r and (49). By the injectivity of ιx0 ,
we conclude (52), and this closes the induction. □

7. Retraction with global invariance

We introduce the following notion of relative purity. At the end of this
paper (see the proof of Theorem 1.17 in Section 9), we will prove that a
relatively pure extension of a pure system is pure.

Definition 7.1 (Relative purity). Let k ≥ 1 and let X = Y ×ρ U be an
abelian extension of ergodic Γ-systems. We say that X is k-pure relative to
Y if (dΓPoly≤k(X))U is a pure k-filtered locally compact abelian subgroup of
Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,X).

The following technical result is needed in the key cyclic linearization
result (Theorem 7.3).

Theorem 7.2 (Equivariant filtration preserving retractions). Let k ≥ 1 and
let X = Y ×ρ U be an abelian extension of ergodic Γ-systems with ρ exact
and taking values in a cyclic group U = Z/mZ. Suppose that X is both
k-pure and k-pure relative to Y. Let n ∈ N, {p1, . . . , pn} ⊂ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,X),
and {dΓQ1, . . . , dΓQn} ⊆ dΓPoly≤k(X). Let A be the group generated by
dΓQ1, . . . , dΓQn, their U-translations, and (dΓPoly≤k(X))U and let B be the
group generated by p1, . . . , pn, their U-translations and A. Then there is a
U-equivariant filtration preserving retraction r : B→ A.
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Proof. By assumption, (dΓPoly≤k(X))U is pure in Poly1
≤k−1(Γ,X). Since B

is generated by (dΓPoly≤k(X))U and finitely many elements, we obtain from
Theorem C.8 a filtration preserving (but not necessarily equivariant) retract

r0 : B→ (dΓPoly≤k(X))U .

For each 0 ≤ i ≤ k, let B≤i ≤ B denote the subgroup of B of poly-
nomials of degree ≤ i with respect to the U-action, and similarly define
A≤i ≤ A. By construction, the restriction of r0 to B≤0 is U-equivariant.
Now, by induction on i, we construct a filtration preserving U-equivariant
retraction r≤i : B≤i → A≤i; then setting r = r≤k proves the claim. Assume
we have already constructed r≤i−1. Let q ∈ B≤i. Since ∂uq ∈ B≤i−1 and
the U-equivariance of r≤i−1, we have that u 7→ r≤i−1(∂uq) is a U-cocycle.
Furthermore, since r≤i−1 preserves the filtrations, we also have that

r≤i−1(∂uq) = dΓQu

where dΓQu ∈ dΓPoly≤k−wt(u)(X)∩A≤i−1. Let e be a generator of Z/mZ. Since
u 7→ dΓQu is a cocycle, ergodicity implies that ΣeQe B

∑m−1
i=0 Qe ◦ Vie ∈

T is a constant. By divisibility of T, we can modify Qu by subtracting a
constant cu such that now u 7→ dΓQu is a cocycle, while still having dΓQu ∈

dΓPoly≤k−wt(u)(X) ∩ A≤i−1 and r≤i−1(∂uq) = dΓQu. By Theorem 4.7, there is
Q ∈ Poly≤k(X) such that Qu = ∂uQ and dΓQ ∈ A≤i. In other words, r⊕U

≤i−1dU

takes values in dUdΓA≤i.
Now consider the short exact sequence

0→ (dΓPoly≤k(X))U → A≤i
dU
→ dU A≤i → 0.

Since A≤i/(dΓPoly≤k(X))U is finitely generated, by Theorem C.8, there
exists a cross-section of filtered groups s≤i : dU(A≤i) → A≤i such that r0 +

s≤i ◦ dU = Id on A≤i. We now set

r≤i B s≤ir⊕U
≤i−1dU + r0.

To complete the proof, we claim that r≤i is a filtration preserving and U-
equivariant retraction. Since r≤i−1, s≤i, and r0 are filtration preserving it fol-
lows from the definition that so is r≤i. The direct computation Since

dUr≤i = dU s≤ir⊕U
≤i−1dU + dUr0 = r⊕U

≤i−1dU ,
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shows that r≤i is U-equivariant. Finally, in order to verify that r≤i is a retract
we induct on i. If t ∈ A≤0, then r≤i(t) = r0(t) = t. Let t ∈ A≤i and assume
inductively that r⊕U

≤i−1(dU t) = dU t. By the choice of the cross-section s≤i,
r≤i(t) = s≤i(dU t) + r0(t) = t, as required. □

7.1. The cyclic linearization lemma. The following technical lemma plays
a crucial role in this paper.

Lemma 7.3 (Cyclic linearization). Let k ≥ 0 and let X = Y ×ρ U be an
ergodic Γ-system of order ≤ k with ρ exact and U = Z/mZ a cyclic group.
Suppose that X is both k-pure and k-pure relative to Y. Let −1 ≤ d < k,
let n ≥ 1, let R be a finite system of relations in n-variables of type at most
d + 1, and let σ = (σ1, . . . , σn) ∈ Z1(Γ,X). If for all u ∈ U and for all
(m⃗, j) ∈ R,

(58) ∂uσ ∈ Poly1
≤d−wt(u)(Γ,X) + dΓM(X)

and

(59) ∂u(m⃗ · σ) ∈ Poly1
≤d− j−wt(u)(Γ,X) + dΓM(X).

Then there exists σ′ = (σ′1, . . . , σ
′
n) ∈ Z1(Γ,X) cohomologous to σ such that

for all u ∈ U and for all (m⃗, j) ∈ R,

∂uσ
′ ∈ Poly1

≤d−wt(u)(Γ,X)

and

∂u(m⃗ · σ′) ∈ Poly1
≤d− j−wt(u)(Γ,X).

Proof. Let e ∈ U be a generator. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1, define

mi = min{n ∈ N : ne ∈ U>i−1}.

Note that mi divides mi+1 for i = 1, . . . , k. Moreover, since X is of order ≤ k,
U>k is trivial, and so mk+1 = m. From (58), we have

(60) ∂mieσ = pi − dΓFi

where pi ∈ Poly1
≤d−i(Γ,X) and Fi ∈ M(X). First, we claim that we can

assume without loss of generality that for all (m⃗, j) ∈ R,

(61) m⃗ · pi ∈ Poly1
≤d− j−i(Γ,X).
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Indeed, from (59) and since the pi’s are polynomial, we have that

m⃗ · pi ∈ Poly1
≤d− j−i(Γ,X) + dΓPoly≤d(X).

Fix 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1, and let B be the group generated by dΓPoly≤d(X) and
the n coordinate functions of pi. By Theorem 6.4, there exists a filtration
preserving retraction r : B → dΓPoly≤d(X). Write r(pi) = dΓF′i (where we
apply r coordinate wise), replacing pi with pi− r(pi) and Fi with Fi−F′i we
have that (61) and (60) hold simultaneously.

Assuming (61) holds, we construct, by backwards induction on 1 ≤
ℓ ≤ k + 1, cocycles σ(ℓ) = (σ(ℓ)

1 , . . . , σ
(ℓ)
n ) in Z1(Γ,X), polynomial co-

cycles p(ℓ)
i = (p(ℓ)

i,1 , . . . , p
(ℓ)
i,n) in Poly1

≤d−i(Γ,X), and measurable functions
F(ℓ)

i = (F(ℓ)
i,1 , . . . , F

(ℓ)
i,n ) inM(X) such that:

(1) σ(ℓ) are cohomologous to σ;
(2) m⃗ · p(ℓ)

i ∈ Poly1
≤d−i− j(Γ,X) for all (m⃗, j) ∈ R and 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1;

(3) ∂mieσ
(ℓ) = p(ℓ)

i − dΓF
(ℓ)
i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1;

(4) F(ℓ)
i = 0 for all i ≥ ℓ.

Assuming we accomplished this, setting ℓ = 1, we have F(1)
i = 0 for all

1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1, and thus σ′ = σ(1) satisfies the required result.
When ℓ = k + 1, since U>k is trivial, it follows from (58) and ergodicity

that Fk+1 is a constant. The choice σ(k+1) = σ, p(k+1)
i = pi, and F(k+1)

i =

Fi − Fk+1 then satisfies (1)− (4) for this ℓ. Assume inductively that we have
already constructed σ(ℓ+1), p(ℓ+1)

i and F(ℓ+1)
i . Setting i = ℓ in (3) we get

(62) ∂mℓeσ
(ℓ+1) = p(ℓ+1)

ℓ − dΓF
(ℓ+1)
ℓ .

Let nℓ B mℓ+1/mℓ. We have the telescoping identity

∂mℓ+1eσ
(ℓ+1) =

nℓ−1∑
t=0

∂mℓeσ
(ℓ+1) ◦ Vt·mℓe.

From (3), (4) and the induction hypothesis, the left hand side is equal to
p(ℓ+1)
ℓ+1 . Therefore by (62), we obtain the equation

(63) dΓ

nℓ−1∑
t=0

F(ℓ+1)
ℓ ◦ Vt·mℓe

 = nℓ−1∑
t=0

p(ℓ+1)
ℓ ◦ Vt·mℓe − p(ℓ+1)

ℓ+1 .

Let A denote the group generated by the coboundary dΓ
(∑nℓ−1

t=0 F(ℓ+1)
ℓ ◦ Vt·mℓe

)
,

all of its translations by U, and (dΓPoly≤k(X))U . Let B denote the group
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generated by this A, the polynomials p(ℓ+1)
ℓ and p(ℓ+1)

ℓ+1 and all of their trans-
lations by U. Then by Theorem 7.2, we can find a U-equivariant filtration-
preserving retraction r : B → A. Write r(p(ℓ+1)

ℓ ) B dΓPℓ and r(p(ℓ+1)
ℓ+1 ) =

dΓPℓ+1. Applying r to both sides of (63), the U-equivariance of r and er-
godicity implies that

(64)
nℓ−1∑
t=0

(F(ℓ+1)
ℓ − Pℓ) ◦ Vt·mℓe + Pℓ+1

is constant. Consider the function

(65) F′ℓ B F(ℓ+1)
ℓ − Pℓ − c

where c is an nℓ-root of the constant in (64), we have

(66)
nℓ−1∑
t=0

F′ℓ ◦ Vt·mℓe = Pℓ+1.

From the induction hypothesis, we see that for all i ≥ ℓ + 1, we have
∂mieσ

(ℓ+1) = p(ℓ+1)
i ∈ Poly1

≤d−i(Γ,X). Since r is filtration-preserving it pre-
serves the degree of the polynomials and thus,

(67)
mi/mℓ−1∑

t=0

Pℓ+1 ◦ Vt·mℓe ∈ Poly≤d−i+1(X)

In particular setting i = k + 1 we get
mk+1/mℓ−1∑

t=0

Pℓ+1 ◦ Vt·mℓe = 0.

Combining this with (66), we deduce that

(68)
mk+1/mℓ−1∑

t=0

F′ℓ ◦ Vt·mℓe =

mk+1/mℓ+1−1∑
t=0

nℓ−1∑
t=0

F′ℓ ◦ Vt·mℓe

 ◦ Vt·mℓ+1e = 0.

Equivalently, the map z 7→ F′z B
∑z−1

t=0 F′ℓ ◦Vt·mℓe is a cocycle from the group
⟨mℓe⟩ toM(X). Thus, by Theorem 4.1, we can find F′ ∈ M(X) such that

(69) ∂mℓeF′ = F′ℓ.

Define the cocycle
σ(ℓ) B σ(ℓ+1) − dΓF′.

For all i ≤ ℓ, set

(70) F(ℓ)
i B F(ℓ+1)

i − ∂mℓeF′ − Pℓ − c
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and

p(ℓ)
i B p(ℓ+1)

i + dΓPℓ,

and for all i ≥ ℓ+1, set F(ℓ)
i = 0 and p(ℓ)

i = p(ℓ+1)
i −dΓ(

∑mi/mℓ+1−1
t=0 Pℓ+1◦Vt·mℓ+1e).

We verify the properties (1) − (4). By transitivity of the cohomology
equivalence, σ(ℓ) is cohomologous to σ, giving (1). Since r is filtration-
preserving, it preserves the degrees of polynomials so we have that dΓPℓ ∈
Poly1

≤d−ℓ(Γ,X) and dΓ(m⃗ ·Pℓ) ∈ Poly1
≤d−ℓ− j(Γ,X), thus giving (2) when i ≤ ℓ.

When i ≥ ℓ + 1 property (2) follows from (67). When i ≤ ℓ, property (3)
follows from a direct computation, and when i ≥ ℓ + 1 we have

∂mieF′ =
mi/mℓ−1∑

t=0

∂mℓeF′ ◦ Vt·mℓe

=

mi/mℓ+1−1∑
t=0

nℓ−1∑
t=0

F′ℓ ◦ Vt·mℓe

 ◦ Vt·mℓ+1e

=

mi/mℓ+1−1∑
t=0

Pℓ+1 ◦ Vt·mℓ+1e.

Therefore, by construction p(ℓ)
i + ∂miedΓF

′ = p(ℓ+1)
i = ∂mieσ

(ℓ+1). Finally,
property (4) follows from definition when i ≥ ℓ + 1. When i = ℓ, property
(4) follows by combining equations (65), (69) and (70). □

8. The straightening property: The role of relative purity

The straightening property was introduced by Bergelson, Tao, and Ziegler
in [1] to study the structure of the Host–Kra factors of Fωp -systems.

Definition 8.1 (The straightening property). Let d ≥ 1 and let Γ be a count-
able abelian group. An ergodic Γ-system X is said to satisfy the straighten-
ing property of type d if any cocycle ρ : Γ × X → T of type ℓ is cohomolo-
gous to a polynomial of degree ≤ ℓ − 1 for all ℓ ≤ d.

The main result of this section establishes that polynomial towers satis-
fying the relative purity property fulfill the straightening property. More
precisely:

Proposition 8.2. Let X be an ergodic Γ-system, let 1 ≤ j ≤ k, and let d ≥ 0.
Suppose that X is an exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height j with
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large spectrum and such that each Xi is d-pure and each extension

Xi

Xi−1

σi−1;Ui

is relatively d-pure for 1 < i ≤ j. Then X satisfies the straightening property
of type d + 1.

To prove this proposition, we follow the argument of Bergelson, Tao, and
Ziegler [1] with various modifications, although we will be able to simplify
some parts of their proof by using Theorem 5.6. The remainder of this
section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 8.2.

For technical reasons arising from the fact that Theorem A.9 is only ap-
plicable when the order of the underlying system is smaller than the order
of the cocycle ρ (the low order case), Bergelson, Tao and Ziegler [1] study
the high order case d < k and the low order case d + 1 ≥ k, separately. We
need to do the same, and we shall start by reducing matters to the low order
case.

Proposition 8.3. Let k ≥ 1, it suffices to prove Theorem 8.2 in the case
where d + 1 ≥ k.

Proof. Let ρ : Γ × X → T be a cocycle of type d + 1. By Theorem A.11,
ρ is cohomologous to a cocycle measurable with respect to Z≤d+1(X). It is
left to show that when k > d + 1, Z≤d+1(X) is an exact polynomial tower
of height j, has large spectrum and that each (Z≤d+1(X))i is d-pure and a
relative d-pure extension of Z≤d+1(X). To do so we induct on j. When
j = 1, there is nothing to prove because k = 1 and Z1(X) = X. Let j ≥ 2
and assume inductively that the claim holds for all smaller values of j. Write
X = X j−1 ×σ j U j. Since Z≤d+1(X) = Z≤d+1(X j−1) ×σ j mod U j,>d+1 U j/U j,>d+1,

we see from the induction hypothesis that Z≤d+1(X) is an exact polynomial
tower of height j. Finally, the large spectrum follows from the fact that it
only depends on Z1(X) and all the purity results follow from the fact that
polynomials of degree ≤ d+ 1 are measurable with respect to Z≤d+1(X) (see
Theorem B.1(ii)) □



68 A. JAMNESHAN, O. SHALOM, AND T. TAO

This proposition is particularly useful as throughout the proof we will
start with a cocycle ρ and by subtracting polynomials from ρ we will show
that it is cohomologous to cocycles that are measurable with respect to
smaller factors. It is then important that these cohomologous cocycles in-
herit the same type as ρ on the smaller factors. We obtain this by applying
Theorem A.9 which requires that the order of the underlying system is equal
to the type of the cocycle ρ. We proceed by induction on d. The case d = 0
follows immediately from Theorem A.5(vi). Let d ≥ 1 (note that now by the
previous proposition we can assume d ≥ k ≥ 1) and assume that the claim
holds for all d′ < d, that is, any T-valued cocycle of type s is cohomologous
to a polynomial of degree ≤ s − 1 for all s < d + 1.

We proceed by another induction on j. We postpone the proof of the in-
duction base j = 1 (which also corresponds to k = 1) for later. Assume
that j ≥ 2 and that the claim holds for all j′ < j. Write X = X j−1 ×σ U,
where X j−1 is the sub-tower of height j − 1, σ : Γ × X j−1 → U is an exact
polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ k − 1, and U is a compact abelian group.
Let ρ : Γ × X → T be a cocycle of type d + 1. By Theorem A.5(iv), ∂uρ

is a cocycle of type d (at most), thus by the induction hypothesis, ∂uρ is
cohomologous to a polynomial of degree ≤ d − 1.

Reduction to finite U. Consider the group

G B {(u, F) ∈ U ×M(X) : ∂uρ − dΓF ∈ Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,X)}

with group law

(u, F) · (u′, F′) = (u + u′, F′ + F ◦ Vu′).

We have just argued that the projection map p : G → U is surjective. The
kernel of p is isomorphic to Poly≤d(X). Therefore, we have the short exact
sequence

(71) 0→ Poly≤d(X)→ G → U → 0.

Lemma 8.4 (Right split for an open subgroup). There exists an open sub-
group U′ ≤ U and a homomorphism φ : U′ → G such that p ◦ φ : U′ → U
is the natural embedding.
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Proof. We repeat the argument from [19, Proof of Proposition 5.2]. Let ε >
0 be sufficiently small (to be determined later). SinceM(X) is separable, it
can be covered by countably many balls B( fn, ε) in the L2 metric for some
fn ∈ M(X). Since the action of U onM(X) is continuous, by compactness
of U, we can cover U by finitely many open sets Un,i such that fn ◦ Vu only
varies by at most ε in the L2 metric for u ∈ Un,i. For each n and i, let En,i

be the set of those u ∈ Un,i which lift to at least one element (u, Fu) in G
with Fu ∈ B( fn, ε). Then the En, j form a countable cover of U by analytic
sets. By the Baire category theorem, at least one of the En,i, call it E, is non-
meager. By the Lusin–Sierpinski theorem (see, e.g., [26, Theorem 21.6]),
E agrees outside of a meager set with a non-empty open set O. By Pettis
lemma (see, e.g., [26, Theorem 9.9]), E−E must contain O−O, which is an
open neighborhood of the identity. Since U is totally disconnected (cf. [19,
Theorem 1.4]), we conclude (see, e.g., [28, Proposition 1.1.3]) that E − E
contains an open subgroup V of U.

If v ∈ V , then we write v = u − u′ for some u, u′ ∈ E. The element
(v, F̃v) B (u, Fu)(u′, Fu′)−1 then lies in G with F̃v within 5ε of 0 by the
triangle inequality. If we then let K denote all the pairs (v, F) in G with
v ∈ V and F within 20ε of F̃v + c for some constant c ∈ T, we see from
Theorem B.1(i) that (if ε is chosen to be sufficiently small with respect to
d) K is a closed subgroup of H and that one has the short exact sequence

0→ T→ K → V → 0.

In particular we have a continuous bijective homomorphism from the com-
pact group K/T to the compact abelian group V , which must then be an
isomorphism of topological groups. In particular K/T is abelian, and the
map v 7→ (v, F̃v) mod T is continuous. Taking commutators (which anni-
hilate T), the map (v1, v2) 7→ [(v1, F̃v1), (v2, F̃v2)] will map to the interval
(−0.1, 0.1) mod 1 in T if v1, v2 lie in some sufficiently small open subgroup
U′ of V . By [19, Theorem 1.4], U is of bounded exponent. By the structure
theorem of compact abelian groups of bounded exponent U is isomorphic
to a direct product of finite abelian group. In particular, by shrinking U′ if
necessary we can assume without loss of generality that

(72) U = U′ ×W
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for some finite W. The commutator map (v1, v2) 7→ [(v1, F̃v1), (v2, F̃v2)] from
before is a homomorphism in v1, v2, therefore, since (−0.1, 0.1) contains no
non-trivial subgroups of T, we conclude that the commutator map is trivial
once restricted to U′. In particular, if we let K′ be the preimage of U′ in K,
then K′ is abelian and we have the short exact sequence

0→ T→ K′ → U′ → 0

of compact abelian groups. Since T is injective in that category we can find
a continuous homomorphism v 7→ (v, F′v) from U′ to K′. This of course also
induces a splitting of the short exact sequence

(73) 0→ Poly≤d(X)→ G′ → U′ → 0

where G′ = {(u, F) ∈ G : u ∈ U′}. Since we can embed G′ in G, we see
that there is a homomorphism φ : U′ → G such that p ◦ φ is the natural
embedding. □

We want to use Theorem 8.4 to reduce matters to finite U. Let U′ be as
in Theorem 8.4, and write φ(u) = (u, Fu). By Theorem 4.1, we can find a
measurable map F : X → T such that Fu = ∂uF. Since (u, Fu) ∈ G, we can
find a polynomial cocycle pu of degree ≤ d − 1 such that

∂uρ = pu + dΓFu.

Replacing ρ with the cohomologous cocycle ρ + dΓF, we may assume that

(74) ∂uρ = pu for all u ∈ U′.

In particular, (pu)u∈U′ ∈ Poly1
≤d−1[U′; Z1(Γ,X)].

Let U• denote the type filtration on U with respect to σ. By Theo-
rem A.10, U>i fixes the σ-algebra associated with the factor Z≤i(X) for all
i ≥ 0. By Theorem A.5(iv), ∂uρ is a cocycle of type ≤ d − wt(u) for all
u ∈ U. Let U′• be the induced filtration on U′. By the induction hypothesis,
since pu is of type d − wt(u) for all u ∈ U′, we can write

pu = qu + dΓF′u

for some polynomial cocycle qu : Γ×X→ T of degree ≤ d−wt(u)−1 (with
the convention that qu = 0 if wt(u) ≥ d) and a measurable map F′u : X→ T.

Since U′>0 = U′, F′u is a polynomial of degree ≤ d for all u ∈ U′. By The-
orem B.1(i), there are at most countably many polynomials of degree ≤ d up
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to constants, repeating the Pettis’ lemma argument from above, we can find
an open subgroup U′′ ≤ U′, such that F′u is a constant for every u ∈ U′′. In
other words, (pu)u∈U′′ ∈ Poly1

≤d−wt[U
′′; Z1(Γ,X)]. Since the filtration is of fi-

nite degree, by passing to an open subgroup of U′′, we may assume that the
induced filtration on U′′ is a sub-filtration of U′. By shrinking U′′ more if
necessary, we may assume that U splits as a direct product of U′′ and some
finite subgroup W as in (72). Writing X = (X j−1(X)×σW W)×σU′′ U′′ where
σW and σU′′ are the projections of σ to W and U′′ respectively, we can ap-
ply Theorem 5.6 with (pu)u∈U′′ and deduce that there exists q ∈ Poly1

≤d(Γ,X)
such that ∂uq = pu for all u ∈ U′′. By (74), ρ− q is measurable with respect
to the factor X = X j−1(X) ×σW W. By Theorem 6.3 and Theorem A.9, it
suffices therefore to prove the proposition in the case where the group U is
finite.

The finite case. Suppose that U is finite. By the structure theorem of
finite abelian groups, we can write U =

∏N
j=1 Z/m jZ for some integers

m1, . . . ,mN . By [19, Theorem 1.4], all m1, . . . ,mN divide m. We induct
on N. If N = 0, then U is trivial, and the claim follows by the induction
on j. Fix N ≥ 1 and assume that the claim holds for all N′ < N. Let e
denote the generator of Z/mNZ. Each subgroup of Z/mNZ takes the form
aZ/mNZ for some a which divides mN . For each i ≥ 0, let ai be mini-
mal such that aie ∈ U>i. Since the U>i are decreasing, we must have that
a1|a2| . . . |ak = mN . By the induction hypothesis, we can find polynomials
pi : Γ×X→ T of degree ≤ d − i− 1 (where pi = 0 if i ≥ d) and measurable
maps Fi : X→ T such that

(75) ∂aieρ = pi + dΓFi.

Applying Theorem 7.3 with an empty system R of relations and modifying
pi if necessary (without increasing its degree), we may assume that there
exists a coboundary dΓF ∈ dΓM(X) such that

(76) ∂aie(ρ + dΓF) = pi.

By the cocycle identity,

∂se(ρ + dΓF) = ps
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where ps B
∑s−1

t=0 p0 ◦ Vte is a cocycle on the group ⟨e⟩. Furthermore,
paie = pi is a polynomial of degree ≤ d − i. Therefore, we can apply The-
orem 5.6 and find Q ∈ Poly1

≤d(Γ,X) such that ps = ∂seQ. In other words,
ρ − Q + dΓF is e-invariant. By [1, Proposition 8.11] and Theorem 6.3, we
can apply the induction hypothesis on N, and deduce that ρ − Q + dΓF (and
therefore ρ) are cohomologous to a polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ d.

The Kronecker case. It remains to establish the claim for j = 1. In this
case, X1 is isomorphic to a Γ-rotational system on a compact abelian group
U. Here the main difference from the previous argument is that the finite
factors of X1 might no have large spectrum, and hence, we might not be
able to apply Theorem 5.6.

Recall that by the induction hypothesis in d, we have

∂uρ = pu + dΓFu,

where pu ∈ Poly≤d−1(X1) for all u ∈ U. Using a linearization argument for
u 7→ Fu as right after the proof of Theorem 8.4, we find an open subgroup
U′ ≤ U such that

∂uρ = pu for all u ∈ U′.

In particular, (pu)u∈U′ ∈ Poly1
≤d−1[U′; Z1(Γ,X1)], and therefore by separately

applying Theorem 4.7 for each γ ∈ Γ, we find a (non-cocycle) polynomial
Q : Γ × X → T of degree ≤ d such that ∂uQ = pu for all u ∈ U′ and γ ∈ Γ.
By construction, ρ′ B ρ − Q is U′-invariant, but not necessarily a cocycle.
We write U = U′ × W for some finite W. Then for all w ∈ W, letting
p′w = pw − ∂wQ, we have

(77) ∂wρ
′ = p′w + dΓFw.

For all u ∈ U′, we deduce that ∂u p′w = −dΓ∂uFw. Since ∂u p′w is at most of
degree ≤ d − 2, we deduce that ∂uFw is a polynomial of degree ≤ d − 1. By
Theorem 4.7, there is a polynomial Rw of degree ≤ d such that ∂uFw = ∂uRw.
Replacing Fw with Fw −Rw and p′w with p′w + dΓRw, we may assume that Fw

and p′w are U′-invariant without effecting (77). This achieves a reduction to
the finite group case, albeit we have lost the cocycle property on the way.

The finite compact abelian group W is isomorphic to
∏N

j=1 Z/m jZ. We
induct on N. The case N = 0 is trivially true. Fix N and assume that the
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claim is true for all N′ < N. Let e = eN denote the generator of the last
factor of W and let W ′ =

∏N−1
j=1 Z/m jZ. By the cocycle property applied to

(77), we have

dΓ

mN−1∑
t=0

Fe ◦ Vt·e

 = mN−1∑
t=0

p′e ◦ Vt·e.

Although p′e is not necessarily a cocycle in γ, by the identity p′e = pe + ∂eQ
and since t·e 7→ ∂teQ is a cocycle on ⟨e⟩ (and therefore

∑mN−1
t=0 ∂eQ◦Vt·e = 0),

we obtain

(78) dΓ

mN−1∑
t=0

Fe ◦ Vt·e

 = mN−1∑
t=0

pe ◦ Vt·e,

where pe is a cocycle.
Let A denote the group generated by the coboundary on the left hand side

of (78) and (dΓPoly≤d(X))⟨e⟩, and let B denote the group generated by A, pe,
and all of its ⟨e⟩-translations. We want to apply Theorem 7.2. For this, we
need to show first that

(dΓPoly≤d(W))⟨e⟩ ≤ Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,W ′)

is a pure filtered subgroup. Indeed, let q ∈ Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,W ′). Since W ′ is a

finite transitive Γ-system and ∂γ′qγ = ∂γqγ′ for all γ, γ′ ∈ Γ (by the cocycle
property), q is a cocycle of type 1, and thus cohomologous to a constant by
Theorem A.5(vi). In other words,

(79) Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,W ′) = dΓPoly≤d(W ′) + Γ̂.

By assumption, W is d-pure. By Theorem 6.3, the Γ-system ⟨e⟩ is d-pure,
in particular 1-pure. Thus, we find a retraction r : Γ̂ → ⟨̂e⟩. Let n ≥ 1 be
arbitrary, and let R be a system of relations in n-variables of type at most
d. Let q = (q1, . . . , qn) be in Poly1

≤d−1(Γ,W ′) such that for every (m⃗; j) ∈ R
there exists dΓQ(m⃗; j) ∈ (dΓPoly≤d(W))⟨e⟩ satisfying

dΓQ(m⃗; j) = m⃗ · q + Poly1
≤d− j−1(Γ,W ′).

Using (79), we find P ∈ Poly≤d(W ′) and c ∈ Γ̂n such that q = c + dΓP,
therefore

dΓ(Q(m⃗; j) − m⃗ · P) = m⃗ · c + Poly1
≤d− j−1(Γ,W ′).
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Let ξ ∈ ⟨̂e⟩
n

be such that r(ci) = ξi for all i = 1, . . . , n, and set Q = P + ξ.
We conclude that

dΓQ(m⃗; j) = m⃗ · Q + Poly1
≤d− j−1(Γ,W ′),

proving the claim.
Now we can apply Theorem 7.2 and obtain an ⟨e⟩-equivariant retraction

r̃ : B → A of filtered groups. Thus, we can write r̃(pe) = dΓPe for some
polynomial Pe, and from (78), the ⟨e⟩-equivariance of r̃, and ergodicity, we
have that

MN−1∑
t=0

Fe ◦ Vt·e −

MN−1∑
t=0

Pe ◦ Vte

is a constant. Modifying Pe by subtracting an MN root of that constant
we may assume that

∑MN−1
t=0 (Fe − Pe) ◦ Vt·e = 0. Thus, the map Fze B∑z−1

t=0 (Fe − Pe) ◦ Vte is a cocycle in z and so there exists some measurable
map F : W ′ → T such that ∂eF = Fe − Pe. Replacing p′e with p′e − dΓPe and
Fe by Fe − Pe, we can assume ∂eF = Fe for F in (78).

Plugging this in (77), we have

∂e(ρ′ + dΓF) = p′e.

Setting p′′se B
∑s−1

t=0 pe ◦ Vte, the cocycle identity implies that

∂se(ρ′ + dΓF) = p′′se.

By Theorem 4.7, applied once for every γ ∈ Γ, we can find a polynomial
Qe : Γ × U → T such that p′′se = ∂seQe and in particular, p′e = ∂eQe. We
deduce that ρ′′ B ρ′ − Qe + dΓF is e-invariant. By Theorem A.9 and The-
orem 6.3, we can apply the induction hypothesis on N, and deduce (77) for
ρ′′ and then the claim follows by the induction on N. This concludes the
proof.

We close this section by proving a useful corollary of Theorem 8.2. We
show that purity implies the exactness of a polynomial tower extension.

Corollary 8.5. Let d, j, k ≥ 1. Let X = Y ×ρ U be an abelian extension
of ergodic Γ-systems with ρ a cocycle of type ≤ d. Suppose that Y admits
an exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height j such that each Yi is
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d-pure and the extensions
Yi

Yi−1

ρ;Ui

are relatively d-pure for all 1 < i ≤ j. Then ρ is cohomologous to an exact
polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ d − 1.

Proof. Let H denote the group of all pairs (ξ, F) ∈ Û×M(X,T) such that ξ◦
ργ + dγF ∈ Poly1

≤i−1(Γ,X) for all γ ∈ Γ whenever ξ ∈ Û>i (cf. Theorem 4.6).
Thus by Theorem 8.2 applied to Y, the projection p : H → Û is onto. The
kernel can be identified with Poly≤d(X) and we have a short exact sequence

(80) 0→ Poly≤d(X)→ H → Û → 0.

To prove that this short exact sequence splits in the category of locally com-
pact abelian groups, we rely on Theorem C.4. In [19, Theorem 1.4] we have
established that U, and therefore Û is of bounded exponent. Let n ∈ N and
let (ξ, F) ∈ H be such that n · ξ = 0 and n · F ∈ Poly≤d(X). Since (ξ, F) are
in H we can write

ξ ◦ ρ = pξ + dΓF

for some pξ ∈ Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,X). Since n · ξ = 0, we deduce that n · dΓF =

n · pξ. By Theorem 6.4, we see that there exists some R in Poly≤d(X) such
that n · dΓF = n · dΓR. Modifying R by a constant if necessary we may
assume that nF = nR. Since R ∈ Poly≤d(X), we see that the assumptions
in Theorem C.4 hold. Thus there exists a cross-section ξ 7→ (ξ, Fξ) from
Û to H. In particular, ξ 7→ Fξ is a homomorphism, and so by Pontryagin
duality we have Fξ = ξ ◦ F for some measurable map F : X → U. Let
ρ′ B ρ − dΓF. Since ρ and ρ′ are cohomologous, the type filtrations with
respect to these two cocycles are equal. Furthermore, for every ξ ∈ U>i we
have that ξ ◦ ρ′ is a polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ i − 1. Equivalently,
Ann(U>i) ⊆ {ξ ∈ Û : ξ ◦ ρ′ ∈ Poly1

≤i−1(Γ, X)}. The other inclusion follows
immediately by Theorem B.1(v). □

9. Proof of main theorem

We prove Theorem 1.17 by induction on j (and fix k throughout). The
induction base is the following assertion.
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Lemma 9.1. Every ergodic Γ-rotational system has an ergodic Γ-extension
with the structure of a k-pure Γ-rotational system with large spectrum.

Proof. The action of Γ on Z is defined by a homomorphism α : Γ→ Z with
dense image. By Pontryagin duality, there is an embedding α̂ : Ẑ → Γ̂which
we use to identify Ẑ with a countable discrete subgroup of Γ̂. Conversely,
given any countable discrete subgroup Σ ≤ Γ̂, Pontryagin duality yields a
homomorphism ϕ : Γ → Σ̂ with dense image which induces an ergodic Γ-
rotational system ZΣ on the compact abelian group Σ̂with the Γ-action given
by T γ(ξ) = ϕ(γ) + ξ.

We want to construct a countable discrete pure subgroup Σ ≤ Γ̂ that con-
tains both Ẑ and Γ̃, where Γ̃ was defined in (4). By Pontryagin duality, it
will then follow that ZΣ̂ is an ergodic Γ-rotational system with large spec-
trum extending Z.

We construct Σ by an infinite recursion. We start with Σ0: The subgroup
generated by Ẑ and Γ̃. Suppose that we have constructed Σn. We describe
how to construct Σn+1. Let ξ ∈ Σn. Check if there exist m ∈ N and f (ξ,m) ∈
Γ̂ such that m f (ξ,m) = ξ and there does not exist g ∈ Σn such that mg = ξ.
Note that such f (ξ,m) does not need to exist and if it exists it may not be
unique. For every ξ ∈ Σn if there is such a root f (ξ,m), we choose exactly
one and add it to the set A. Define Σn+1 to be the subgroup of Γ̂ generated
by Σn ∪ A. Finally, define Σ to be the union of all Σn. By construction, Σ is
a discrete countable pure subgroup of Γ̂. Equivalently, the Γ-system ZΣ is
1-pure.

Next, we will prove that the Γ-system ZΣ is also k-pure for all k ≥ 2.
Let R be a finite set of relations in n-variables of type at most k + 1 and
let P = (Pi)i=1,...,n ∈ Poly≤k(Γ) be such that for almost all x0 ∈ ZΣ and all
(m⃗; i) ∈ R there exists Q(m⃗;i) ∈ Poly≤k(ZΣ) such that

ιx0(Q(m⃗;i)) = m⃗ · P mod Poly≤k−i(Γ).

By Theorem B.1(iv), for each (m⃗; i) ∈ R there is an open neighborhood
of the identity V(m⃗;i) ⊂ ZΣ such that ∂uQ(m⃗;i) = ξ(m; j)(u) is constant for all
u ∈ V(m⃗;i). Since ZΣ is totally disconnected, V(m⃗;i) contains an open subgroup
V ′(m⃗;i). The cocycle identity implies that the restriction of ξ(m; j) to V ′(m⃗;i) is a
homomorphism. Since V ′(m⃗;i) is also totally disconnected, the kernel of ξ(m⃗;i)
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is an open subgroup. SinceR is finite, we can let V denote the intersection of
all the ker ξ(m⃗;i). Since ZΣ is isomorphic to the product of finite cyclic groups,
shrinking V if necessary we may assume that V is a cylinder subgroup of
ZΣ. Equivalently, there is a closed subgroup W of ZΣ such that ZΣ = V ×W.
The finite factor W is then 1-pure (say by Theorem 6.3) and so the short
exact sequence

0→ kerα→ Γ
α
→ W → 0

splits, where α : Γ → W is the homomorphism inducing the action by ro-
tations on W (note that by ergodicity α must be onto). Let s : W → Γ be
a cross-section and define Q B P ◦ s. Since s is a homomorphism, we
see that Q = (Q1, . . . ,Qn) are polynomials of degree ≤ k and furthermore,
since all Q(m⃗;i) are measurable with respect to W, we have Q(m⃗;i) = m⃗ · Q
mod Poly≤k−i(ZΣ) after lifting Q to ZΣ. This proves that ZΣ is k-pure. □

To prove Theorem 1.17, it remains to establish the induction step. Let
j ≥ 2 and assume that the claim holds for all j′ < j. By Theorem 5.2, the
Γ-system X admits an extension with large spectrum. Since an extension
of a system with large spectrum has large spectrum, we can assume that X
has large spectrum. Write X = Z≤ j−1(X) ×ρ U as in Theorem A.8. By the
induction hypothesis, there exists an exact polynomial tower Y of order ≤ k
and height j−1 extending Z≤ j−1(X) satisfying all the requirements in Theo-
rem 1.17. Let π : Y→ Z≤ j−1(X) be the factor map, and let ρ′ : Y→ U′ be a
minimal cocycle cohomologous to ρ ◦ π with image U′ (cf. Theorem A.7).
By Theorem 8.5, we may assume that ρ′ is an exact polynomial cocycle of
degree ≤ k − 1.

Lemma 9.2. The Γ-system Y×ρ′ U′ admits an ergodic extension of the form
Y∞ B Y×ρ∞ U∞, where ρ∞ is an exact polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ k−1
and Y∞ is a relatively k-pure extension of Y.

Proof. We construct via an induction on ℓ ≥ 0 a sequence of compact
abelian groups Uℓ and exact polynomial cocycles ρℓ ∈ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,Y,Uℓ)
which induce an increasing sequence of exact polynomial towers of the
form Yℓ B Y ×ρℓ Uℓ. Set Y0 B Y ×ρ′ U′, and suppose that we have already
constructed Uℓ, ρℓ, and thus Yℓ.
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By Theorem B.1(i), the group Poly≤k(Yℓ)/Poly≤0(Yℓ) is at most count-
able. From each such coset chose one element and for this element chose a
measurable representative which is defined everywhere, and let {Qi} denote
the countable collection obtained in this way. Suppose Q = (Qi1 , . . . ,Qin) is
a finite subset of these representatives in (Poly≤k(Yℓ))

Uℓ . Check if there is
a finite set of relations R in n-variables of type at most k + 1 such that for
almost every y0 ∈ Yℓ there exists P = (P1, . . . , Pn) ∈ Poly≤k(Γ) such that for
all (m⃗; i) ∈ R,

(81) ıy0(Q) = m⃗ · P mod Poly≤k−i(Γ).

If such a situation occurs, by Theorem 6.6, there is a tuple of cocycles
(p1, . . . , pn) ∈ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,Y) such that m⃗ · (p1, . . . , pn) = dΓQ. Now orga-
nize all these tuples (while ranging over all Q = (Qi1 , . . . ,Qin) and finite
sets of relations R in n-variables of type at most k + 1 for which such a
situation occurs) into p = (pi)i∈N. By Theorem A.7, there is a minimal type
k cocycle ρℓ+1 : Γ × Y → Uℓ+1 with image in some compact abelian group
Uℓ+1 cohomologous to p. By Theorem 8.5, we may assume that ρℓ+1 is an
exact polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ k−1. We then let Yℓ+1 = Y×ρℓ+1 Uℓ+1.

We claim that Yℓ+1 extends Yℓ. It clearly extends Y. Let ξ ∈ Ûℓ. By con-
struction, viewing ξ as a function Yℓ, there exists some polynomial Qi from
the list above such that ξ − Qi is constant. Considering the trivial relation
m⃗ = (1; 0), we see that dΓξ is one of the cocycles in p. By construction,
there is a measurable map F : Y→ T such that dΓξ = χ ◦ ρℓ+1 + dΓF, where
χ ∈ Ûℓ+1. Lifting everything to a generic ergodic joining of Yℓ+1 and Yℓ
(which in retrospect will be just Yℓ+1), we see that dΓ(ξ − χ − F) = 0 and
therefore ξ = χ + F + c for some c ∈ T. We deduce that ξ is measur-
able with respect to Yℓ+1. Since L2(Yℓ) is generated by L2(Y) and ξ ∈ Ûℓ,
we get a unitary map πℓ+1,ℓ : L2(Yℓ) → L2(Yℓ+1) such that if f ∈ L2(Yℓ)
is measurable with respect to Y, then so is πℓ+1,ℓ( f ) and for every ξ ∈ Ûℓ,
πℓ+1,ℓ(ξ) = χξ + Fξ for some χξ ∈ Ûℓ+1 and a measurable map Fξ : Y → T.
We deduce that

χξ+ξ′ − χξ − χξ′ = Fξ+ξ′ − Fξ − Fξ′

for all ξ, ξ′ ∈ Ûℓ. Observe that the left hand side only depends on u ∈ Uℓ+1,
while the right hand side only depends on y ∈ Y, and therefore both sides
are constants. Moreover, the left hand side can only be a constant if it is
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trivial so we conclude that ξ 7→ χξ and ξ 7→ Fξ are homomorphisms. By
Pontryagin duality, there exists a map σℓ+1,ℓ(y, u) = χℓ+1,ℓ(u) + Fℓ+1,ℓ(y)
where χℓ+1,ℓ : Uℓ+1 → Uℓ is a homomorphism and Fℓ+1,ℓ : Y → Uℓ is a
measurable map such that πℓ+1,ℓ(ξ) = ξ ◦ σℓ+1,ℓ. In other words, πℓ+1,ℓ can
be realized as a factor map

πℓ+1,ℓ : Yℓ+1 → Yℓ

πℓ+1,ℓ(y, u) = (y, χℓ+1,ℓ(u) + Fℓ+1,ℓ(y)).

Furthermore, the maps χℓ+1,ℓ and the groups Uℓ form an inverse limit sys-
tem. Let U∞ denote the inverse limit of (Uℓ)ℓ≥0 and let ρ∞ denote the inverse
limit of the ρℓ. We obtain a system Y∞ B Y ×ρ∞ U∞ which is the inverse
limit of the Yℓ.

As an inverse limit of ergodic exact polynomial towers, Y∞ is an ergodic
exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height j. It is left to show that Y∞
is a relatively k-pure extension of Y. This follows from our construction.
Indeed, let R be a finite set of relations in n-variables of type at most k and
let q = (q1, . . . , qn) ∈ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,Y∞) be cocycles such that

m⃗ · q = dΓQ(m⃗;i) mod Poly1
≤k−i−1(Γ,Y∞)

for some Q(m⃗;i) ∈ (Poly≤k(Y∞))U∞ for all (m⃗; i) ∈ R.
Since there are at most finitely many polynomials involved, they are all

measurable with respect to Yℓ for some sufficiently large ℓ. Then each of
the polynomials Q(m⃗;i) differs by a constant from a polynomial in the list {Qi}

defined above, so we can ensure that all such polynomials are from that list
by subtracting a constant if necessary. For almost every y0 ∈ Yℓ, we can
define polynomials P = (P1, . . . , Pn) ∈ Poly≤k(Γ) by P(γ) B q(γ, y0) since
dγ′P(γ) = ∂γ′q(γ, y0) + q(γ′, y0).

By construction (see (81)), there are cocycles q′ = (q′1, . . . , q
′
n) ∈ Poly1

≤k−1(Γ,Y)
such that m⃗ · q′ = m⃗ · q mod Poly1

≤k−i−1(Γ,Y∞) and q′ are coboundaries in
Yℓ+1. Hence, we can find polynomials Q′ = (Q′1, . . . ,Q

′
n) ∈ (Poly≤k(Y∞))U∞

such that m⃗ · dΓQ′ = dΓQ(m⃗;i) mod Poly1
≤k−i−1(Y∞). This proves relative

k-purity of Y∞. □

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.17 it remains to show that Y∞ is
k-pure. First, we reduce this task to the case where Y∞ is an extension of Y
by a finite group:
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Lemma 9.3. If for any decomposition U∞ = V ×W where V ≤ U∞ is open
and W ≤ U∞ is finite, the system YW B Y ×ρW W, where ρW = ρ∞ mod V,
is k-pure, then also Y∞ is k-pure.

Proof. Let R be a finite set of relations in n-variables of type at most k + 1,
let P = (P1, . . . , Pn) ∈ Poly≤k(Γ), and suppose that for almost every y0 ∈ Y∞
and every (m⃗; i) ∈ R there exists Q(m⃗;i) ∈ Poly≤k(Y∞) such that

ıy0(Q(m⃗;i)) = m⃗ · P + Poly≤k−i(Γ).

Since R is finite, by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 9.1, there
is a cylinder subgroup V ≤ U∞ such that ∂uQ(m⃗;i) = 0 for all u ∈ V and all
(m⃗; i) ∈ R. Write U∞ = V × W. By construction, all Q(m⃗;i) are measurable
with respect to YW . By k-purity of YW , there exists Q = (Q1, . . . ,Qn) ∈
Poly≤k(YW) such that m⃗ · (ıx0(Q) − P) ∈ Poly≤k−i(Γ). Lifting Q from YW to
Y∞ (using the factor map) yields the claim. □

In the remainder of this section, we fix a finite group W as in Theo-
rem 9.3, and will establish that YW is k-pure. We will accomplish this by
showing that YW is d-pure for all 1 ≤ d ≤ k by an induction on d. The base
case d = 0 is trivially true. Assume that YW is (d − 1)-pure.

Let R be a finite set of relations in n-variables of type at most d + 1, let
P = (P1, . . . , Pn) ∈ Poly≤d(Γ), and suppose that for almost every y0 ∈ YW

and all (m⃗; i) ∈ R there exists Q(m⃗;i) ∈ Poly≤d(YW) such that

(82) ıy0(Q(m⃗;i)) = m⃗ · P + Poly≤d−i(Γ).

We need to find Q = (Q1, . . . ,Qn) ∈ Poly≤d(YW) such that

(83) m⃗ · (P − ıy0(Q)) ∈ Poly≤d−i(Γ).

Or equivalently, by injectivity of ıy0 ,

(84) m⃗ · Q − Q(m⃗;i) ∈ Poly≤d−i(YW).

First, we take advantage of the induction hypothesis to solve the following
lower order equation.

Lemma 9.4. There exists a polynomial cocycle r = (r1, ..., rn) ∈ Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,YW)

such that

(85) dΓQ(m⃗;i) = m⃗ · r mod Poly1
≤d−i−1(Γ,YW)
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for all (m⃗; i) ∈ R.

Proof. Taking the dΓ-derivative in (82), we get

(86) m⃗ · (dΓP − ıy0(dΓQ(m⃗;i))) ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1(Γ, Γ)

Let B denote the subgroup of Poly1
≤d−1(Γ, Γ) generated by ı⊕Γy0

(Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,YW))

and dΓPt for all t = 1, ..., n. By (d − 1)-purity and Theorem 6.6, there is a
retraction of filtered groups q : B → Poly1

≤d−1(Γ,YW). Let r = (r1, ..., rn) ∈
Poly1

≤d−1(Γ,YW) denote the image of (dΓP1, . . . , dΓPn) under q. Since q pre-
serves the filtration, we obtain the claim. □

We can enforce another reduction. By Theorem B.1(iii), all polynomials
of degree ≤ d are W>d-invariant, where W>d is from the type-filtration on
W. Hence if we find a solution to (83) on YW/W>d , we can lift it to a solution
on YW , and thus by quotienting out W>d, we can assume that the filtration
on W is of degree ≤ d. From now on, we will replace YW with YW/W>d and
Y∞ with Y ×ρ∞ mod U>d U∞/U∞,>d.

We want to take advantage of the construction of Y∞ as an inverse limit
of the Yℓ = Y ×ρℓ Uℓ, since on Yℓ we can find solutions to all equations
involving only polynomials that are linear with respect to Uℓ. This gives us
the following further reduction.

Proposition 9.5. It suffices to show that Q(m⃗;i) must take the form

(87) Q(m⃗;i) = ξ(m⃗;i) + Q′(m⃗;i) + m⃗ · R mod Poly≤d−i(YW).

for some character ξ(m⃗;i) ∈ Ŵ, W-invariant polynomial Q′(m⃗;i) ∈ Poly≤d(YW)
(that is, measurable with respect to Y), and R = (R1, ...,Rn) ∈ Poly≤d(YW)
for all (m⃗; i) ∈ R.

Assuming Theorem 9.5 for now, let us complete the proof that YW is
k-pure.

Completing the proof of Theorem 9.3. Recall that we are assuming (82) and
need to find a solution Q = (Q1, ...,Qn) ∈ Poly≤d(YW) to (84). Let ξ(m⃗;i) be
as in Theorem 9.5, then we can rewrite (82) as

(88) ıy0(ξ(m⃗;i) + Q′(m⃗;i)) = m⃗ · P′ + Poly≤d−i(Γ)

where P′ = P − ıy0(R). We first find a solution Q in Poly≤d(Y∞). Let
πW : Y∞ → YW be the factor map. Then (ξ(m⃗;i) + Q′(m⃗;i)) ◦ πW : Y∞ → T is
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a polynomial that is linear on U∞. By Pontryagin duality and finiteness of
R, there is some sufficiently large ℓ such that all the characters ξ(m⃗;i) factor
through Uℓ. By construction of Yℓ+1, we can solve (88) on Yℓ+1, and lift the
solution to Y∞. In other words, we find Q = (Q1, ...,Qn) ∈ Poly≤d(Y∞) such
that

(ξ(m⃗;i) + Q′(m⃗;i)) ◦ πW − m⃗ · Q ∈ Poly≤d−i(Y∞).

Our next goal is to reduce this solution back to YW . Recall that from the
construction of W we have U∞ = W × V for some open subgroup V ≤ U.
Since (ξ(m⃗;i) + Q′(m⃗;i)) ◦ πW is V-invariant and by Theorem B.1, for all v ∈ V ,
we have that

m⃗ · ∂vQ ∈ Poly≤d−i−wt(v)(Y∞).

Moreover, since Q is a polynomial of degree ≤ d, for all v ∈ V , we have
that

∂vQ ∈ Poly≤d−wt(v)(Y∞).

By Theorem 4.7 (where we view Y∞ as an abelian extension of YW by V),
there is a polynomial Q′ = (Q′1, . . . ,Q

′
n) such that ∂v(Q − Q′) = 0 for all

v ∈ V and m⃗ · Q′ ∈ Poly≤d−i(Y∞). Hence Q − Q′ is a solution to (88) in YW ,
and thus Q − Q′ + R is a solution to (84). □

It remains to prove Theorem 9.5.

Proof of Theorem 9.5. By [19, Theorem 1.4], W is a finite m-torsion group
for some m ≥ 1, and thus isomorphic to

∏N
i=0 Z/miZ for some integers

m1, . . . ,mN ∈ N dividing m. For 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N, let W (ℓ) B
∏ℓ

i=1 Z/miZ.
By induction, we prove that for all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N, there are ξℓ,(m⃗;i) ∈ Ŵ (ℓ),
Qℓ,(m⃗;i) ∈ Poly≤d(YW/W(ℓ)), and Rℓ = (Rℓ,1, . . . ,Rℓ,n) ∈ Poly≤d(YW) such that

(89) Q(m⃗;i) = ξℓ,(m⃗;i) + Qℓ,(m⃗;i) ◦ πℓ + m⃗ · Rℓ mod Poly≤d−i(YW)

where πℓ : YW → YW/W(ℓ) is the factor map and we view ξℓ,(m⃗;i) as characters
on W by assigning the value 0 on the coordinates complement to W (ℓ). Then
the ℓ = N case will prove the claim in (87).

If ℓ = 0, take ξℓ,(m⃗;i) = 0, Qℓ,(m⃗;i) = Q(m⃗;i), and Rℓ = 0. Fix ℓ ≥ 1 and
assume that we have already constructed ξℓ−1,(m⃗;i), Qℓ−1,(m⃗;i), and Rℓ−1.

At this point we take advantage of the cocycles r ∈ Poly1
≤d−1(Γ,YW) from

Theorem 9.4. Observe that the solution r to (85) is not unique since we can
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replace r with r − q whenever q is a polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ d − 1
satisfying m⃗ · q ∈ Poly1

≤d−i−1(Γ,YW). We obtain the following reduction.

Lemma 9.6. Let rℓ−1 B r − dΓRℓ−1. There exists a solution r to (85), such
that rℓ−1 is W (ℓ−1)-invariant.

Proof. Since Rℓ−1 ∈ Poly≤d(YW), we see that rℓ−1 is a polynomial cocycle
of degree ≤ d − 1. By Theorem A.10 and Theorem B.1(iii), we have that

∂wrℓ−1 ∈ Poly1
≤d−1−wt(w)(Γ,YW)

for all w ∈ W (ℓ−1). By a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 6.3
(using Theorem 4.6 and Theorem A.9), it follows from Theorem 5.6 that
there is a polynomial cocycle qℓ−1 of degree ≤ d − 1 such that ∂wqℓ−1 =

∂wrℓ−1 for all w ∈ W (ℓ−1).
Since by (85) we have

m⃗ · rℓ−1 = dΓ
(
ξℓ−1,(m⃗;i) + Qℓ−1,(m⃗;i) ◦ πℓ−1

)
mod Poly1

≤d−i−1(Γ,YW),

it follows from the W (ℓ−1)-invariance of dΓ
(
ξℓ−1,(m⃗;i) + Qℓ−1,(m⃗;i) ◦ πℓ−1

)
that

∂wm⃗ · rℓ−1 ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1−wt(w)(Γ,YW)

for all w ∈ W (ℓ−1), and thus

m⃗ · qℓ−1 ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1(Γ,YW).

We can replace r with r − qℓ−1 and obtain the desired result. □

Using Theorem 9.6, we can assume that rℓ−1 is W (ℓ−1)-invariant. However,
we still have by (85) that

(90) m⃗ · rℓ−1 = dΓ(ξℓ−1,(m⃗;i)+Qℓ−1,(m⃗;i) ◦πℓ−1) mod Poly1
≤d−i−1(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)).

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 9.5, we need to pause and
prove a small lemma.

Lemma 9.7. There exists f = ( f1, . . . , fn) ∈ M(YW/W(ℓ−1)) (not necessarily
polynomials) such that

(91) Qℓ−1,(m⃗;i) = m⃗ · f mod Poly≤d−i(YW/W(ℓ−1))

for all (m⃗, i) ∈ R.
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Proof. We begin by deriving a similar equation for Q(m⃗;i) in place of Qℓ−1,(m⃗;i).
By the induction hypothesis, there exists a filtration-preserving retraction
b : Poly≤d−1(Γ)→ Poly≤d−1(YW) for the homomorphism ιy : Poly≤d−1(YW)→
Poly≤d−1(Γ) for almost all y ∈ YW . Since Poly≤d−1(YW) ⊆ M(YW) and
M(YW) is divisible (due to the divisibility of T), we can use the Zorn’s
lemma to extend b to a retraction b : M(Γ) → M(YW) of (non-filtered)
abelian groups for the homomorphism ιy : M(YW) → M(Γ) for almost
all y ∈ YW . Applying b to every element in (82), we can find a function
f ∈ M(YW)n such that

Q(m⃗;i) = m⃗ · f mod Poly≤d−i(YW).

We will now modify f into a solution to (91). From the inductive as-
sumption (case ℓ − 1 in (89)), we see that we may replace f with f − Rℓ−1

such that without loss of generality we have

(92) ξℓ−1,(m⃗,i) + Qℓ−1,(m⃗,i) ◦ πℓ−1 = m⃗ · f mod Poly≤d−i(YW).

Now taking the derivative with respect to dW(ℓ−1) , and since Qℓ−1,(m⃗,i) ◦πℓ−1

is W (ℓ−1)-invariant, we see that

(93) dW(ℓ−1)ξℓ−1,(m⃗,i) = m⃗ · dW(ℓ−1) f mod Poly≤d−i−wt(YW).

Theorem 4.7 gives rise to a section

s : dW(ℓ−1)Poly≤d(YW)→ Poly≤d(YW)

mapping dW(ℓ−1)ξℓ−1,(m⃗,i) to ξℓ−1,(m⃗,i) + c for some constant c ∈ T.14

Consider the short exact sequence

0→M(YW/W(ℓ−1))→M(YW)→ dW(ℓ−1)M(YW)→ 0

of abelian groups (without topology or filtration). Since M(YW/W(ℓ−1)) is
divisible, by Zorn’s lemma, the section s can be extended to a section

s : dW(ℓ−1)M(YW)→M(YW)

of abelian groups. Applying s to dW(ℓ−1) f produces a function f ′ : YW → T

satisfying that f − f ′ is W (ℓ−1)-invariant, yet from (93) we have

m⃗ · f ′ = s(m⃗ · dW(ℓ−1) f ) = ξℓ−1,(m⃗;i) + c mod Poly≤d−i(YW).

14Indeed, taking r(y, u) = u − u0 and q(y, u) = u0 − u as in the proof of Theorem 4.7
gives ∂rξℓ−1,(m⃗,i) ◦ q = ξ(u) − ξ(u0).
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Using the divisibility of T we can find some c′ ∈ Tn such that m⃗ · c′ = c.
Letting f ′′ = f − f ′ − c′, we see that f ′′ is measurable with respect to the
factor YW/W(ℓ−1) , and from (92) we deduce that

Qℓ−1,(m⃗,i) ◦ πℓ−1 = m⃗ · f ′′ mod Poly≤d−i(YW/W(ℓ−1)),

as required.
□

We are set to complete the proof of Theorem 9.5. The idea now is to work
with the measurable solution f and show that it corresponds to a polynomial
solution. Let

(94) r′ℓ−1 B rℓ−1 − dΓ f ,

where rℓ−1 is viewed as a function on YW/W(ℓ−1) by Theorem 9.6. Let e B
eℓ ∈ W be the standard generator of the ℓth-component of W. Let t ∈ ⟨e⟩.
By Theorem A.5(iv), ∂tr′ℓ−1 is of type d − wt(t). Therefore, by (94), ∂tr′ℓ−1

is cohomologous to a polynomial cocycle pt of degree ≤ d − 1 − wt(t).
Furthermore, since ξℓ−1,(m⃗;i) is e-invariant, it follows from (90), (91), and
(94) that m⃗ · ∂tr′ℓ−1 ∈ Poly1

≤d−i−1−wt(t)(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)). We conclude that m⃗ · pt is
cohomologous to a polynomial cocycle q′t of degree ≤ d − i − 1 − wt(t):

(95) m⃗ · pt = q′t + dΓF′t

for some q′t ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1−wt(t)(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)). Let B denote the subgroup of

Poly1
≤d−2(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)) generated by dΓPoly≤d−1(YW/W(ℓ−1)) and the polynomi-

als in pt (note that since wt(t) ≥ 1, pt is of degree ≤ d − 2 for all t ≥ 0). By
(d − 1)-purity and Theorem 6.4, we can find a retraction of filtered groups
v : B → dΓPoly≤d−1(YW/W(ℓ−1)). Since pt is cohomologous to pt − v(pt), we
may assume that v(pt) = 0. Applying v to (95) yields v(q′t) = dΓF′t (note
that it follows from (95) that F′t is polynomial of degree at most d − w(t)),
and therefore F′t ∈ Poly≤d−i−wt(t)(YW/Wℓ−1). In particular, we see from (95)
that

(96) m⃗ · pt ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1−wt(t)(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)),

and since we only subtracted a coboundary from pt, we still have

(97) ∂tr′ℓ−1 = pt + dΓFt
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for some measurable map Ft : YW/W(ℓ−1) → T. From (94) we deduce that

(98) ∂t f − Ft ∈ Poly≤d−wt(t)(YW/W(l−1)).

We are in the setting of Theorem 7.3:

∂tr′ℓ−1 ∈ Poly1
≤d−1−wt(t)(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)) + dΓM(YW/W(ℓ−1)),

and by (96) and the exact same reasoning we have

m⃗ · ∂tr′ℓ−1 ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1−wt(t)(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)) + dΓM(YW/W(ℓ−1)).

Applying Theorem 7.3, we find a measurable map F : YW/W(ℓ−1) → T such
that

(99) ∂t(r′ℓ−1 − dΓF) ∈ Poly1
≤d−1−wt(t)(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1))

and

(100) ∂t(m⃗ · r′ℓ−1 − dΓm⃗ · F) ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1−wt(t)(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)).

Combining these equations with (97) and (96) gives that

∂tF − Ft ∈ Poly≤d−wt(t)(X)

and from (98) it follows that

(101) ∂t( f − F) ∈ Poly≤d−wt(t)(YW/W(ℓ−1))

Next we wish to multiply this equation by m⃗, but we first need an observa-
tion. By (90), (91), and (94),

m⃗·r′ℓ−1 = m⃗·rℓ−1−dΓQℓ−1,(m⃗;i)◦πℓ−1 = dΓξℓ−1,(m⃗;i) mod Poly1
≤d−i−1(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)).

Since dΓξℓ−1,(m⃗;i) is e-invariant, by Proposition B.1(ii),

∂tm⃗ · r′ℓ−1 ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1−wt(t)(Γ,YW/W(ℓ−1)).

Combining this with (100) we deduce that

∂tm⃗ · dΓF ∈ Poly1
≤d−i−1−wt(t)(YW/W(ℓ−1)).

Notice that d−i−1−wt(t) can be strictly smaller than −1 if t ∈ W>d−i−2∩⟨e⟩,
in which case our conventions say that ∂tm⃗ ·dΓF = 0, and ergodicity implies
that ∂tm⃗ · F = ξ(t) is a constant. By the cocycle identity, the map t 7→ ξ(t) is
a character on W>d−i−1 ∩ ⟨e⟩. We arbitrarily extend ξ to ⟨e⟩, and obtain that

(102) ∂tm⃗ · F + ξ(t) ∈ Poly≤d−i−wt(t)(YW/W(ℓ−1)).
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Thus, multiplying (101) by m⃗, we see that

(103) m⃗ ·∂t( f −F) = ∂tQℓ−1,(m⃗;i) ◦πℓ−1−∂tξ mod Poly≤d−i−wt(t)(YW/W(ℓ−1)).

Applying Theorem 4.7 to (101), we find a polynomial R : YW/W(ℓ−1) → T of
degree ≤ d such that ∂tR = ∂t( f − F). Thus, by (103),

∂t(Qℓ−1,(m⃗;i) ◦ πℓ−1) − ∂tξ − ∂tm⃗ · R ∈ Poly≤d−i−wt(t)(YW/W(ℓ−1)).

By another application of Theorem 4.7, there is a polynomial Q′ ∈ Poly≤d−i(YW/W(ℓ−1))
such that

Qℓ,(m;i) B Qℓ−1,(m⃗;i) ◦ πℓ−1 − ξ − m⃗ · R − Q′

is e-invariant. Setting Rℓ = Rℓ−1 + R, ξℓ,(m⃗;i) = ξℓ−1,(m⃗;i) + ξ (viewing R and ξ
on YW by lifting by the factor map YW → YW/W(ℓ−1)), we see that (89) holds.
This completes the proof. □

10. Exact polynomials towers are translational systems

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.20.
Our first result is that polynomials on exact polynomial towers can be

taken to be continuous.

Lemma 10.1 (Continuous representatives for polynomials). Let 0 ≤ j ≤ k,
and let X be an exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height j. Then
every polynomial on X is equal µ-almost everywhere to a continuous poly-
nomial.

Proof. We induct on j. When j = 0, X is trivial, and every polynomial is
equal to a constant, and therefore continuous. Now, let j ≥ 1 and assume
that the claim holds for all exact polynomial towers of height at most j − 1.
Write

X = X j−1 ×ρ U

where X j−1 is an exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height j− 1, U is
a compact abelian group, and ρ is an exact cocycle.

Let Q ∈ Poly(X) be arbitrary. By Theorem B.1(iv), there exists an open
neighbourhood U′ ⊆ U such that for every u ∈ U′ the derivative ∂uQ is µ-
almost everywhere constant; thus for each u ∈ U′ there exist some constant
ξ(u) ∈ T such that

∂uQ = ξ(u) µ-a.e.
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Since Γ is of bounded exponent, U is totally disconnected (cf. [19, Theorem
1.4]), hence U′ contains an open subgroup V ≤ U.

By Fubini’s theorem, we may modify Q on a null set, such that the iden-
tity ∂vQ = ξ(v) holds for all v ∈ V simultaneously. Using the cocycle iden-
tity for the V-action and the fact that each ∂vQ is a constant, we obtain that
ξ : V → T is a group homomorphism. By automatic continuity (see [29]), ξ
is continuous; in particular ker ξ is an open subgroup of V . Replacing V by
ker ξ, we may assume

∂vQ = 0 ∀v ∈ V a.e.

Thus Q is V-invariant, hence factors through the quotient U/V: there exists
a measurable

Q′ : X j−1 × (U/V)→ T

such that

Q(y, t) = Q′(y, t mod V) µ-a.e.

Since V is open in the compact group U, the quotient U/V is finite and
therefore discrete.

Fix u0 ∈ U and write ū0 B u0 mod V ∈ U/V . It suffices to show that the
section

y 7−→ Q′(y, ū0) = Q(y, u0)

is equal a.e. to a continuous polynomial on X j−1.
To see polynomiality of the section, we use Theorem 4.4. Consider the

maps

r(y, u) B u − u0, q(y, u) B u0 − u.

Because ρ is an exact polynomial cocycle, for every i ≥ 0 we have

ρ mod U>i ∈ Poly1
≤i−1(Γ,X j−1,U/U>i),

hence the functions r and q satisfy

r mod U>i ∈ Poly≤i(X,U/U>i), q mod U>i ∈ Poly≤i(X,U/U>i),

since ∂γr = ργ and ∂γq = −ργ.
Apply Theorem 4.4 with F B Q, s = 1, ℓ1 = 0, r1 B r, and q as above.

We obtain that

g(y, u) B ∂u−u0 Q
(
Vu0−u(y, u)

)
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is a polynomial on X of degree ≤ deg(Q). But by the definition of g,

g(y, u) = Q(y, u) − Q(y, u0).

Hence the function (y, u) 7→ Q(y, u0) is a polynomial on X (being the differ-
ence of two polynomials). Since it is U-invariant, it descends to a polyno-
mial on the base X j−1.

By the induction hypothesis, y 7→ Q(y, u0) is equal a.e. to a continuous
polynomial on X j−1. As ū0 ∈ U/V was arbitrary and U/V is finite discrete,
these continuous representatives glue to a continuous representative of Q′

on X j−1×(U/V), and hence yield a continuous representative of Q on X. □

For the remainder of this section, fix an exact polynomial tower X =
(Xi)

j
i=0 of order ≤ k and hight j with structure groups U1, . . . ,U j and exact

cocycles ρi : Γ × Xi−1 → Ui for i = 1, . . . , j. We write points of Xi as
(xi−1, ui) with xi−1 ∈ Xi−1 and ui ∈ Ui. Identifying X with the iterated skew
product model, we may write a typical point of X = X j as

x = (u1, . . . , u j) ∈ U1 × · · · × U j.

For each structure group Ui, let (Ui,>ℓ)ℓ≥0 denote its type filtration. We equip
the product

U B

j∏
i=1

Ui

with the product filtrationU>ℓ B
∏ j

i=1 Ui,>ℓ.

Definition 10.2 (Exact polynomials along a tower). Let X be an exact poly-
nomial tower of order ≤ k and height j.

(i) For i = 0, we set Poly0(X) B U1 (viewing U1 as the group of
continuous functions X0 = pt→ U1).

(ii) For 1 ≤ i ≤ j − 1, an exact polynomial of height i is a continuous
map

P : Xi → Ui+1

such that, for every ℓ ≥ 0,

P mod Ui+1,>ℓ ∈ Poly≤ℓ(Xi, Ui+1/Ui+1,>ℓ).

We denote the group of such maps by Polyi(X).
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(iii) Each Polyi(X) is equipped with the filtration (Polyi
−d(X))d≥0 defined

by

P ∈ Polyi
−d(X) ⇐⇒ P mod Ui+1,>ℓ ∈ Poly≤ℓ−d(Xi, Ui+1/Ui+1,>ℓ) ∀ℓ ≥ 0.

For each d ≥ 0, define

(104) Gd(X) B Poly0
−d(X) ⋊ Poly1

−d(X) ⋊ · · · ⋊ Poly j−1
−d (X),

and set G(X) B G0(X), i.e.

(105) G(X) B Poly0(X) ⋊ Poly1(X) ⋊ · · · ⋊ Poly j−1(X).

At this stage ⋊ is only a Cartesian product notation. We will show in Theo-
rem 10.4 that G(X) has the structure of a group.

Every element p = (p0, . . . , p j−1) ∈ G(X) defines a transformation of X
by the rule

V(p0,...,p j−1)(u1, . . . , u j) B(
u1 + p0, u2 + p1(u1), . . . , u j + p j−1(u1, . . . , u j−1)

)
.

(106)

In this sense, we understand the derivative ∂pF for p ∈ G(X) and F ∈
M(X). We identify U =

∏ j
i=1 Ui with the subset of G(X) consisting of

constant functions (and once we show that G(X) is a group, U is also a
subgroup).

Lemma 10.3 (Multi-level polynomial degree calculation). Let X be an ex-
act polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height j. Let d, ℓ1, . . . , ℓs ≥ 0, let
F ∈ M(X) satisfy

(107) dUF ∈ Poly1
≤d−wt

[
U;M(X)

]
,

and let r1 ∈ Gℓ1(X), . . . , rs ∈ Gℓs(X) and q ∈ G(X). Then the function

g(x) B ∂r1 · · · ∂rs F
(
Vqx

)
lies in Poly≤d−

∑s
t=1 ℓt

(X).

Proof. The argument is the same as in Theorem 4.4, with the only change
being that derivatives are taken along the multi-level vertical group U and
the induced polynomial transformations G(X).

Set m B d −
∑s

t=1 ℓt. If m ≤ −1, then each rt ∈ Gℓt(X) is trivial modulo
U>ℓt−1 at every level, hence takes values inU>ℓt−1. Condition (107) implies
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F is invariant under such translations to the required order, forcing g ≡ 0,
as desired.

Assume now m ≥ 0 and induct on m. It suffices to show ∂γg ∈ Poly≤m−1(X)
for all γ ∈ Γ. Fix γ and x ∈ X. One expands T γg(x) by a discrete chain rule
exactly as in the proof of Theorem 4.4: writing T γq(x) = q(x) + ∂γq(x) and
successively using

∂T γrt(x) = ∂∂γrt(x) Vrt(x) + ∂rt(x) (t = 1, . . . , s),

one expresses ∂γg as a sum of terms analogous to (24), (25), (26) in The-
orem 4.4. Each such term has the same form as g, but with either: (i) F
replaced by ∂γF (lowering d by 1), or (ii) an extra derivative by rs+1 B ∂γq
(which contributes ℓs+1 = 1), or (iii) one of the rt replaced by ∂γrt (raising
its ℓt by 1), and with harmless translations of the remaining rt′ and of q. In
all cases the value of m drops by 1, so the induction hypothesis yields that
each term lies in Poly≤m−1(X), completing the proof. □

Now, we verify that G(X) has the structure of a filtered group.

Proposition 10.4 (Group structure and filtration). On the set G(X), the op-
eration

(108) p · q =
(
q0 + p0, q1 + p1 ◦ Vq0 , . . . , q j−1 + p j−1 ◦ V(q0,...,q j−2)

)
.

defines a group law, and
(
Gd(X)

)
d≥0 is a degree-k filtration on G(X).

Proof. To see that the operation above is well-defined, observe that each
coordinate on the right-hand side of (108) is obtained from the pi, qi by
addition and composition with some V(··· ), and Theorem 10.3 ensures it re-
mains an exact polynomial of the correct height and filtration degree. Hence
p · q ∈ G(X).

One can recursively verify that

p−1 =
(
−p0, −p1 ◦ V−p0 , . . . , −p j−1 ◦ V−1

(p0,...,p j−2)
)
,

and again Theorem 10.3 implies p−1 ∈ G(X).
To verify the filtration, computing the commutator [p, q] coordinatewise,

one obtains expressions built from terms of the form ∂V(··· )(·) applied to the
various coordinates of p and q. If p ∈ Gℓ1(X) and q ∈ Gℓ2(X), then Theo-
rem 10.3 shows [p, q] ∈ Gℓ1+ℓ2(X).
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Finally, since each type filtration on each Ui has degree ≤ k, we have
Ui,>k = 0 and hence Gk+1(X) = {e}, so the filtration has degree ≤ k. □

Theorem 10.5 (Structure theorem for polynomials on exact polynomial
towers). Let X be an exact polynomial tower of order ≤ k and height j.
For every d ≥ 0, the following are equivalent:

(i) P ∈ Poly≤d(X).
(ii) dUP ∈ Poly1

≤d−wt
[
U;M(X)

]
.

(iii) dG(X)P ∈ Poly1
≤d−wt

[
G(X);M(X)

]
.

Proof. SinceU ⊆ G(X), (iii)⇒(ii) is immediate.
(ii)⇒(i): assume dUP ∈ Poly1

≤d−wt
[
U;M(X)

]
. Apply Theorem 10.3 with

F = P, q(x) = −x and with r1, . . . , rd+1 chosen to be the coordinate projec-
tions inU. We see that

g(u1, ..., u j) B ∂u1 ...∂u j P(0) = P(u1, ..., u j)

is a polynomial of degree ≤ d, thus P ∈ Poly≤d(X).
(i)⇒(iii): let P ∈ Poly≤d(X). Fix ℓ ≥ 0 and r ∈ Gℓ(X). We must show

∂rP ∈ Poly≤d−ℓ(X). It suffices (by induction on d) to prove that P is Gd+1(X)-
invariant. If r ∈ Gd+1(X), then by definition each component of r is trivial
modulo Ui,>d+1 at the relevant level, hence r takes values in U>d+1. There-
fore it is enough to prove that P is invariant underU>d+1.

We prove invariance underU>d+1 =
∏ j

i=1 Ui,>d+1 by downward induction
on the level i = j, j − 1, . . . , 1. The top level i = j follows from Theo-
rem B.1(ii)–(iii): elements of U j,>d+1 have weight > d + 1 and therefore
annihilate Poly≤d(X).

Assume i < j and we already know invariance under Ui+1,>d+1, . . . ,U j,>d+1.
Consider the factor obtained from X by quotienting out these higher sub-
groups. Exactness of the cocycles ρi+1, . . . , ρ j implies that the induced ex-
tension at level i remains an exact polynomial extension, and the action of
Ui,>d+1 on this factor is free (Theorem B.1(ii)). Applying Theorem B.1(iii)
on that factor yields ∂uP = 0 for all u ∈ Ui,>d+1, closing the downward in-
duction. Hence P is U>d+1-invariant, and thus Gd+1(X)-invariant, proving
(iii). □

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.20.
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Proof. Let G(X) be as in (105). By constructionU ⊆ G(X) acts by coordi-
natewise translations on X � U1 × · · · × U j, hence is transitive. Therefore
G(X) is also transitive.

Fix a basepoint x0 ∈ X and define the stabilizer

Λ B {g ∈ G(X) : Vgx0 = x0}.

The orbit map π : G(X) → X, π(g) = Vgx0, is surjective by transitivity and
satisfies π(g) = π(g′) iff g−1g′ ∈ Λ. Hence π factors through a bijection

ι : G(X)/Λ→ X, ι(gΛ) = Vgx0.

BecauseU ⊆ G(X) acts transitively, for every g ∈ G(X) there exists u ∈ U
with Vux0 = Vgx0, hence u−1g ∈ Λ and so g ∈ UΛ. Thus G(X) = UΛ,
and the quotient map U → G(X)/Λ is surjective. Since U is compact, it
follows that G(X)/Λ is compact; in particular Λ is co-compact.

Since by Theorem 10.1 the action G(X)×X → X, (g, x) 7→ Vgx is contin-
uous, the orbit map π is continuous, and Λ = π−1({x0}) is closed. Therefore
G(X)/Λ is compact Hausdorff, and ι is a homeomorphism.

By construction, the measure µ on X is the iterated product of Haar mea-
sures on the structure groups, and each Vg acts by translations in the fibers
at each level; hence Vg preserves µ for all g ∈ G(X). Thus µG(X)/Λ B ι

−1
∗ µ

defines a G(X)-invariant regular Borel probability measure on G(X)/Λ.
Finally, for each γ ∈ Γ, define ϕ(γ) ∈ G(X) by

ϕ(γ) B
(
ρ1(γ), ρ2(γ), . . . , ρ j(γ)

)
.

The cocycle identities for the ρi imply that ϕ : Γ → G(X) is a homomor-
phism. □

11. Inverse theorem for the Gowers norms for groups of bounded
exponent

Our goal is to prove Theorem 1.11. When proving a similar result in [19,
Theorem 1.12], our strategy could be briefly summarized as follows:

• First assume that the statement failed, so that one could locate a
sequence of increasingly bad counterexamples to the theorem, in
which a sequence fn of functions have large Gowers norm but fail
to correlate well with polynomials.
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• By taking a suitable ultraproduct, and invoking the correspondence
principle in [24, Proposition 5.1], one can then associate an ergodic
(factor of a) “Loeb translational system” to this sequence, involving
a randomized sequence of shifts, and a limiting function f that has
a large Gowers–Host–Kra seminorm.
• By applying a structure theorem to this Loeb translational system,

show that this limiting function f correlates with an (ergodic-theoretic)
polynomial.
• By carefully reversing the correspondence principle, and using some

stability properties of polynomials, show that many of the original
functions fn then correlate with a polynomial, giving a contradic-
tion.

We will adopt a similar strategy here, but a new difficulty arises: our er-
godic structure theorem requires one to perform a number of abelian exten-
sions of the original system, thus theoretically losing the Loeb-type struc-
ture which is crucial for reversing the correspondence principle at the final
step. Fortunately, we will show (see Theorem 11.4 below) that such exten-
sions can remain factors of the original Loeb system, so long as a certain
non-degeneracy property of the action is satisfied. Some simple counting
arguments will show that this non-degeneracy property will hold for almost
all of the random shifts used in the correspondence principle, thus allowing
one to complete the arguments.

We turn to the details. As mentioned above, a key tool will be the cor-
respondence principle established in [24, Proposition 5.1]; in this section
we will use the notation for ultrafilters and Loeb measures from that pa-
per. We now give an alternative statement of that principle, relating the
combinatorial Gowers norm on the ultraproduct of a finite abelian group
as a Gowers–Host–Kra seminorm on a randomly generated action on that
group.

Definition 11.1 (Random action by translations). Let G = (G,+) be an
abelian group equipped with some σ-algebra BG and probability measure
µG, let (Ω, P) be a probability space, and let g : Ω → Hom(ZN,G) be a
random homomorphism from ZN to G.
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(1) The random action by translations induced by g is a Γω-action de-
fined by T γωx = x+g(ω)(γ), for allω ∈ Ω, where Γω B ZN/ ker(g(ω)),
and by abuse of notation we view g(ω) as a homomorphism from
Γω to G..

(2) Let F ⊆ L∞(G). The random σ-algebra generated by F and g,
Bω(F, g) ≤ BG, is the minimal σ-algebra generated by T γωF for all
γ ∈ Γω.

(3) Similarly, the random factor generated by F and g is the factor
Xω = (G,Bω(F, g), µX, Tω) associated with this σ-algebra and is
equipped with the induced Γ-action and the induced measure (i.e.
µX is the restriction of µG to Bω(F, g).

Proposition 11.2 (Correspondence Principle). Let {Gn : n ∈ N} be a count-
able family of finite abelian groups, let α be a non-principal ultrafilter, let
G B

∏
n→αGn and Ω B

∏
n→α(Hom(ZN,Gn)) be the indicated ultraprod-

ucts, equipped both with the Loeb measure construction, let F be an at most
countable subset of L∞(G), and let g : Ω→ Hom(ZN,G) be the map

g(lim
n→α
ωn)(v) B (lim

n→α
ωn(v))

for all ωn ∈ Hom(ZN,Gn) and v ∈ ZN. Then for Loeb almost every ω ∈ Ω
we have

∥ f ∥Uk(Xω) = ∥ f ∥Uk(G)

for any f ∈ F , where Xω is the random factor of G generated by F and g
and Uk(G) is the non-standard Gowers norm (cf. [24, (4.21)]).

Proof. See [24, Proposition 5.1]. □

For ω ∈ Ω, the first isomorphism theorem gives the short exact sequence

(109) 0→ Γω
g(ω)
→ G → G/Γω → 0.

In general, this sequence need not split. Fortunately, this turns out to be the
case when the Gn are uniformly bounded-exponent, provided we make an
additional non-degeneracy hypothesis.

Lemma 11.3 (Existence of splitting). In the settings of Theorem 11.2, sup-
pose that there is some m ≥ 1 such that Gn is an m-exponent abelian group
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for all n ∈ N. Suppose furthermore that we have the non-degeneracy prop-
erty that for every m′ < m which divides m, limn→α[Gn : m′Gn] is un-
bounded, where [Gn : m′Gn] is the index of m′Gn in Gn. Then for Loeb
almost every ω ∈ Ω, the sequence (109) admits a Loeb measurable retrac-
tion rω : G → Γω. In particular, G = Γω ×G/Γω as measure spaces.

Proof. By Łos’s theorem, G is an m-exponent group and therefore so is
Γω, thanks to (109). We will now take advantage of the non-degeneracy
assumption to prove that kerg(ω) = mZN for almost all ω. The inclusion
mZN ≤ ker g(ω) is clear, let ω = limn→α ωn. We claim that for every j ∈ N,
and every m′ < m dividing m, one has

(110) P
({
ω ∈ Ω : m′g(ω)(e j) ∈

〈
g(ω)(e1), . . . , g(ω)(e j−1)

〉})
= 0

where e1, e2, . . . is the standard basis for ZN, where we use P to denote the
Loeb measure on Ω and m′ < m. By definition the left hand side of (110) is

st lim
n→α
µn

({
ω ∈ Hom(ZN,Gn) : m′gn(ω)(e j) ∈

〈
gn(ω)(e1), . . . , gn(ω)(e j−1)

〉})
≤ st lim

n→α

m j−1

[Gn : m′Gn]
= 0.

where µ is the product measure on Hom(ZN,Gn) and the inequality follows
from the fact that

〈
gn(ω)(e1), . . . , gn(ω)(e j−1)

〉
is of size at most m j−1. We

deduce that for every j, we have that almost surely
〈

g(ω)(e1), . . . , g(ω)(e j)
〉
�

(Z/mZ) j. This implies that the image of g(ω) is isomorphic to ZN/mZN for
P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. From (109) we deduce that Γω � ZN/mZN.

Let k ≥ 0 be a natural number. By the above analysis, we see that for
almost every ω ∈ Ω, and for all n in an α-large set Aω,k, the homomor-
phism g(ω) maps Zk/mZk (viewed as the subgroup of ZN/mZN generated
by e1, . . . , ek) injectively into Gn, giving the short exact sequence

0→ Zk/mZk g(ω)
→ Gn → Gn/(Zk/mZk)→ 0.

We claim that this sequence splits. By Theorem C.4, it suffices to show
that for every natural number d and any gn ∈ g(ω)(Zk/mZk) ∩ dGn, that
gn = g(ω)(dv) for some v ∈ Zk/mZk. If we let m′ B m/(d,m) be the first
natural number such that dm′ is a multiple of m, then m′gn = 0, hence if we
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write gn = g(ω)(w) for some w ∈ Zk/mZk then m′w = 0. This implies that
w = dv for some v ∈ Zk/mZk, and the claim follows.

By shrinking the Aω,k as necessary, we may assume that the Aω,k are de-
creasing in k with empty intersection. For n in Aω,k\Aω,k+1, let rω,n : Gn → Γ

denote the retraction homomorphism from Gn to Zk/mZk (which is a sub-
group of Γ. Taking ultralimits, we obtain a Loeb-measurable homomor-
phisms rω : G → Γ, which one verifies to be a retraction for (109), as re-
quired. □

We can use this splitting to show that ergodic abelian extensions of fac-
tors of G can also be viewed as factors of G.

Lemma 11.4. Let the notation and hypotheses be as in Theorem 11.3. Then
for almost every ω ∈ Ω, the following statement holds: if Xω is a factor of
(G, Tω), and ρ : Γω × Xω → U be an ergodic cocycle taking values in some
compact abelian group U, then Xω ×ρ U is a factor of G.

Proof. Let πX
ω : G → Xω be the factor map and let rω : G → Γω be the

retraction homomorphism from Theorem 11.3. Define the map π : G →
Xω ×ρ U by π(g) B (πX(g), u + P(g)) where P(g) B ρ(rω(g), g − g(ω)rωg).
We claim that π is a factor map. First, a direct computation gives that

∂γP(g) = ρ(rω(g) + γ, g − g(ω)rωg) − ρ(rω(g), g − g(ω)rωg) = ρ(γ, π(g)).

Then,

π(T γωg) = (T γX(πX(g)), u + ∂γP(g) + P(g))

= (T γX(πX(g)), u + P(g) + ρ(γ, π(g))) = T γρπ(g),

giving the required intertwining relation. Now, we claim that the product
measure on Xω ×ρ U is the push-forward of the Loeb measure on G. By
Fourier analysis it suffices to show that if 1 , ξ ∈ Û and f ∈ L2(X), then∫

G
ξ ◦ P(g) · f (π(g))dµ(g) = 0. Indeed, for every γ ∈ Γ we have∫
G
ξ ◦ P(g) · f (π(g))dµ(g) =

∫
G
ξ ◦ P(T γωg) · f (T γπ(g))dµ(g)

=

∫
G
ξ ◦ ρ(γ, π(g)) · T γ f (π(g)) · ξ ◦ P(g)dµ(g).
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Thus, if Γ(n) is a Følner sequence for Γω, one has
(111)∫

G
ξ◦P(g)· f (π(g))dµ(g) = lim

n→∞

∫
G
Eγ∈Γnξ◦ρ(γ, π(g))·T γ f (π(g))·ξ◦P(g)dµ(g).

The function (x, u) 7→ ξ(u) f (x) has mean zero on the ergodic system Xω ×ρ
U, hence by the ergodic theorem we see that

(x, u) 7→ Eγ∈Γnξ(u) · ξ ◦ ρ(γ, x) · T γ f (x)

converges to zero in mean on Xω ×ρ U, hence

x 7→ Eγ∈Γnξ ◦ ρ(γ, x) · T γ f (x)

converges to zero in mean on Xω. Pulling back to G and using Cauchy–
Schwarz, we obtain the vanishing of (111) as required. □

We are finally ready to prove Theorem 1.11. We follow the argument in
[19, Section 8]. The case k = 1 of Theorem 1.11 is well known. We shall
assume from now on that k ≥ 2. Assume for contradiction that the claim
fails for some m, k ≥ 1 and δ > 0. Then for every n ≥ 1, we can find an
m-exponent finite abelian group Gn and a 1-bounded function fn : Gn → C

with ∥ f ∥Uk+1(Gn) > δ, yet there is no polynomial P ∈ Poly≤k(Gn) such that

(112)
∣∣∣Ex∈Gn fn(x)e(−P(x))

∣∣∣ ≥ 1
n
.

Our next goal is to reduce matters to the non-degenerate case by proving
the theorem by induction on m. If m = 1, then all the groups are trivial and
all functions are constants and the claim follows. Let m > 1 and assume
that Theorem 1.11 was already established for all smaller values of m. Let
m′ < m which divides m. If [Gn : m′Gn] is bounded then by the structure
theorem for finite abelian groups we have Gn =

⊕
t|m(Z/tZ)at . Choose such

a representation for which am is maximal. By assumption, am is bounded.
We therefore have that Gn = G′n × Hn where Hn = (Z/tZ)am . Since am is
maximal, G′n is a m̃-exponent group for some m̃ < m. By Fourier anal-
ysis fn(g′, h)) =

∑
ξ∈Ĥn

f (n)
ξ (g′) · e(ξ(h)). We have ∥ f (n)

ξ · e(ξ(h))∥Uk+1(Gn) =

∥ f (n)
ξ ∥Uk+1(G′n) and so by the triangle inequlity for the Gowers norms, there

exists some ξ ∈ Ĥn such that ∥ f (n)
ξ ∥Uk+1(G′n) > δ/(maxn |Hn|). By the induc-

tion hypothesis, there exists ε > 0, and a polynomial Pn ∈ Poly≤k(G
′
n) such

that |Ex∈Gn f (n)
ξ (x)e(−P(x))| > ε. We deduce that f (n)

ξ · e(ξ) correlates with
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P · e(−ξ), and since the latter is orthogonal to all f (n)
τ · e(τ) for all τ , ξ, we

deduce that
|E(g′,h)∈Gn f (n)(g, h)e(−P(g′) + ξ(h))| > ε

which contradicts (112).
We may therefore assume that [Gn : m′Gn] is an unbounded sequence

for all m′ < m dividing m. Choose a non-principal ultrafilter α with the
property that limn→α[Gn : m′Gn] is unbounded for all m′ < m dividing m.

Let G B
∏

n→αGn and let f B limn→α fn. Then we can endow G with
the Loeb measure construction and we have ∥ f ∥Uk+1(G) ≥ δ, where ∥ · ∥Uk+1(G)

is the non-standard Gowers norm. By Theorem 11.2 we can find a random
action ω 7→ Tω and random factors ω 7→ Xω such that f is measurable
with respect to Xω for all ω ∈ Ω, and for Loeb almost every ω ∈ Ω we
have ∥ f ∥Uk+1(Xω) = ∥ f ∥Uk+1(G) ≥ δ. Choose some ω0 satisfying this property
and the conclusion of Theorem 11.4 and let X = Xω0 . By Theorem 1.18, we
have an ergodic extension Y of X that is of the form Y = U1×ρ1 U2× . . .×ρ j−1

U j for some compact abelian groups U1, . . . ,U j and polynomial cocycles
ρ1, . . . , ρ j−1 of degree ≤ k − 1. An inspection of the proof of Theorem 1.18
reveals that Y is obtained from X by performing a finite sequence of abelian
extensions. Applying Theorem 11.4 repeatedly, we conclude that Y is a
factor of G.

Let πX : G → X, πY : G → Y, π : Y → X be the factor maps. By
Theorem A.2, we can find a measurable map F : Zk(X)→ C such that∫

G
f (x)F(πX(x))dµG(x) , 0

where πX : G → X is the factor map. By Fourier analysis, F ◦ πY is a linear
combination of characters ξ of U1 × . . . × U j. Therefore, we can find some
ξ1 ∈ Û1, . . . , ξ j ∈ Û j such that∫

G
f (x)e

− j∑
i=1

ξi ◦ πY(x))

 dµG(x) , 0.

We think of Y as a compact abelian group where each one of the structure
groups U1, . . . ,U j is equipped with the polynomial filtration. This gives
rise to a nilspace Y = (Y,Cn(Y)). We claim that the map πY is an almost
polynomial map in the sense that π(xω)ω∈{0,1}n ∈ Cn(Y) for all standard n and
µHKn(G)-almost every (xω)ω∈{0,1}n ∈ HKn(G). where µHKn(G) denotes the Loeb
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measure on HKn(G). Since HKn(Y) is second countable, it suffices (as in
the proof of [24, Lemma 7.2] to show that∫

HKn(G)

∏
ω∈{0,1}k

1π−1(Uω)(xω)dµHKn(G)((xω)ω∈{0,1}n) = 0

whenever Uω are open subsets of Y such that
∏
ω∈{0,1}n Uω is disjoint from

Cn(Y). Repeating the proof of [24, Lemma 7.2], the integral above can be
re-expressed as a Gowers–Host–Kra inner product

(113)
〈
(1Uω)ω∈{0,1}n

〉
Un(Y)

For every 1 ≤ i ≤ j we have that σi mod (Ui)t is a polynomial of degree
≤ t − 2 for all t ≥ 0, where (Ui)• is the degree filtration. In particular dt−1σi

takes values in (Ui)t. We deduce that
(
T

∑n
i=1 ωihiy

)
ω∈{0,1}n

∈ Cn(Y) for almost
every y ∈ Y and all h1, . . . , hn ∈ Γ. Therefore, since

∏
ω∈{0,1}n Uω avoids

HKn(Y) we have ∏
ω∈{0,1}n

1Uω(T
∑n

i=1 ωihiy) = 0

Taking multiple ergodic averages along Følner sequences we conclude that
(113) vanishes as claimed. Thus π is an almost polynomial. Since ξ B
ξ1+ . . .+ ξ j is a polynomial of degree ≤ k, we see that ξ ◦π is also an almost
polynomial where T is equipped with the degree ≤ k filtration Dk(T). By
[24, Lemma 7.3] we can find an internal nilspace morphism g : G → ∗Y
such that ξ ◦ π = st(g). Writing g = limn→α gn where gn : Gn → Y we
conclude that

st lim
n→α

∣∣∣Ex∈Gn fn(x) · e(−gn(x))
∣∣∣ , 0.

By definition, the map gn : Gn → T maps HKk(Gn) to HKk(T) and is there-
fore a polynomial of degree ≤ k. Therefore, we obtain a contradiction for
(112) for an α-large set of n ∈ N. This completes the proof.

Appendix A. The Host–Kra factors

In [16] Host and Kra introduced cubic systems associated with ergodic
dynamical systems (see also [17]). We generalize their definition here for
arbitrary Γ-actions.

Definition A.1 (Cubic systems). Let Γ be a countable abelian group and k ≥
0. Let X = (X,X, µ, T ) be a Γ-system. The systems X[k] = (X[k],X[k], µ[k], T [k])
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are defined recursively as follows. When k = 0 we define X[0] = X, as-
suming that X[k] is defined let X[k+1] = X[k] × X[k], X[k+1] = X[k] ⊗ X[k],
T [k+1] = T [k] × T [k] and for every f , g : X[k] → C define∫

X[k+1]
f ⊗ gdµ[k+1] B

∫
X[k]

E( f |I[k]) · E(g|I[k])dµ[k]

where I[k] is the σ-algebra of the T [k]-invariant functions.

Proposition A.2. Let k ≥ 1, let Γ be a countable abelian group and let
X = (X,X, µ, T ) be an ergodic Γ-system. There exists a unique (up to iso-
morphism) factor Z≤k(X) of X with the property that for f ∈ L∞(X),∫

X[k]

⊗
ω∈{0,1}k

Csgn(ω) f dµ[k] = 0 ⇐⇒ E( f |Z≤k−1(X)) = 0

where C is the complex conjugation and sgn(ω) B
∑k

i=1 ωi.

Proof. The case when Γ = Z was established by Host and Kra cf. [16, §4],
[17, Theorem 7, Chapter 9]. The general case follows the same argument,
see e.g. [1, Appendix A]. □

Proposition A.3 (Functoriality properties of Z≤k). (cf. [16, §4], [17, Propo-
sitions 11, 17, 21, and Theorem 20; Chapter 9], [1, Lemma A.22]) Let
k ≥ 1.

(i) A factor of an ergodic Γ-system of order ≤ k is of order ≤ k.
(ii) Let π : Y→ X be a factor map between two ergodic Γ-systems. Let
πY

k : Y → Z≤k(Y), πX
k : X → Z≤k(X) be the factor maps onto the

k-th Host–Kra factors respectively. Then there exists a factor map
πk : Z≤k(Y)→ Z≤k(X) such that πX

k ◦ π = πk ◦ π
Y
k .

(iii) An inverse limit of ergodic Γ-systems of order ≤ k is an ergodic
Γ-system of order ≤ k.

(iv) If X is an inverse limit of ergodic Γ-systems Xi, i ∈ I, then Z≤k(X) is
an inverse limit of Z≤k(Xi), i ∈ I.

(v) If an ergodic Γ-system X is of order ≤ k, then it is of order ≤ k′ for
any k′ ≥ k.

A.1. Cocycles and extensions. Using the cubic systems introduced above
we can define a notion of type for cocycles.
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Definition A.4 (cocycles of type k). (cf. [1, Definition 4.1]) Let Γ be a
countable abelian group, let X be a Γ-system, let U = (U,+) be a compact
metrizable abelian group and let k ≥ 0.

• For a measurable f : X → U, we define ∆[k] f : X[k] → U by

∆[k] f ((xω)ω∈{0,1}k) B
∑
ω∈{0,1}k

(−1)sgn(ω) f (xω)

where sgn(ω) B
∑k

i=1 ωi.

• A cocycle ρ : Γ × X → U is said to be of type ≤ k if ∆[k]ρ is a
coboundary on X[k]. Equivalently, there exists a measurable map
F : X[k] → U such that ∆[k]ρ(γ, (xω)ω∈{0,1}k) = F((T γxω)ω∈{0,1}k) −
F((xω)ω∈{0,1}[k] for all γ ∈ Γ.

We adopt the convention that only the zero cocycle has type ≤ k for k neg-
ative; in particular, Z1

≤−1(Γ,X,U) = 0.

We have the following properties about type of cocycles [19, Proposition
A.10].

Proposition A.5. Let X be an ergodic Γ-system, let U be a metrizable com-
pact abelian group, let ρ : Γ × X→ U be cocycle, and let k ≥ 1.

(i) (Moore–Schmidt theorem) ρ is a coboundary if and only if ξ ◦ ρ is
a coboundary as a cocycle on X with values in T for all Fourier
characters ξ in the Pontryagin dual Û of U.

(ii) ρ is of type k if and only if for every ξ ∈ Û, ξ ◦ ρ is of type k.
(iii) If X is of order ≤ k, then X ×ρ U is of order ≤ k if and only if ρ is of

type k.
(iv) If ρ is of type m ≥ 0 and S ∈ Aut(X) is an automorphism15 of the
Γ-system X that fixes the σ-algebra of the Host–Kra factor Z≤k(X),
then ∂Sρ is a cocycle of type max(m − k − 1, 0).

(v) Suppose Y = (Y, µ, T ) is an ergodic Γ-extension of X with factor
map π : Y → X. If ρ is of type k, then ρ ◦ π is of type k as well.

(vi) Suppose that U = T is the torus and ρ is a cocycle of type 1. Then
ρ is a cohomologous to polynomial cocycle of degree ≤ 0, i.e., a
homomorphism Γ→ T.

15An automorphism of a Γ-system X is a measure-preserving isomorphism S of (X, µ)
commuting (up to almost everywhere equivalence) with the T -action.
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(vii) If X is not ergodic, then ρ is a coboundary if and only if ρ is a
coboundary on every ergodic component of X.

Zimmer [35] studied when a cocycle extension is ergodic. This leads to
the definition of image and minimality of cocycles.

Definition A.6. Let Γ be a countable abelian group, let X be a Γ-system, and
let ρ : Γ×X→ U be a cocycle taking values in a compact abelian group U.
The image of ρ is the smallest closed subgroup Uρ ≤ U containing ρ(γ, x)
for all γ ∈ Γ and for almost every x ∈ X. The cocycle ρ with image Uρ
is called minimal if there is no cocycle ρ′ cohomologous to ρ with image
Uρ′ ≨ Uρ.

The following propositions are due to Zimmer [35, Corollary 3.8].

Proposition A.7. Let Γ be a countable abelian group, let X be an ergodic
Γ-system, and let ρ : Γ × X → U be a cocycle taking values in a compact
abelian group U. Then

(1) ρ is cohomologous to a minimal cocycle.
(2) The abelian extension X ×ρ U is ergodic if and only if ρ is minimal

with image U.

We have the following weak structure result for the Host–Kra factors.

Proposition A.8. Let Γ be a countable abelian group and let X be an er-
godic Γ-system. Then for every k ≥ 1, the Host–Kra factor Z≤k(X) of order
≤ k is (isomorphic to) an abelian group skew-product extension Z≤k−1(X)×ρ
U of the Host–Kra factor Z≤k−1(X) of order ≤ k−1 by a compact metrizable
abelian group U and a cocycle ρ of type k.

Proof. See [16, Proposition 6.3], [17, Proposition 3, Chapter 18], or [1,
Proposition 3.4]. The arguments in [16], [17] are formulated for Z-systems,
but (as observed in [1]) extend without difficulty to more general Γ-systems.

□

We need the following descent result for cocycles from [1, Proposition
8.11].

Proposition A.9 (Exact descent). Let Γ be a countable abelian group and
let k ≥ 1. Let X be an ergodic Γ-system of order ≤ k. Let Y be a factor of
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X with factor map π : X → Y. Suppose that ρ : Γ × Y → T is a cocycle. If
ρ ◦ π is of type k, then ρ is of type k.

The following result justifies the definition of a type filtration. It was
established by Host and Kra for Z-systems but the same proof extends to the
action of all countable abelian groups (cf. [16, Lemma 5.2 and Proposition
7.6]).

Proposition A.10. Let Γ be a countable abelian group, let X be an ergodic
Γ-system. Let Y = X ×ρ U be an ergodic abelian extension of X. Let i ≥ 0.
Then every u ∈ U induces a measure-preserving map piu : Z≤i(X)→ Z≤i(X)
such that letting Ui = {u ∈ U : piu = id} the following properties hold:

(i) Z≤i(Y) is isomorphic to an extension of Z≤i(X) by the compact abelian
group U/U>i and a cocycle ρ′ : Γ×Z≤i(X)→ U/Ui such that ρ′ ◦ πi

is cohomologous to ρ mod U>i, where πi : X→ Z≤i(X) is the factor
map.

(ii) The cocycle ρ mod U>i is of type i.
(iii) U• = (U>i)∞i=0 is the type filtration on U.

We also have a non-ergodic version of claim (i) from the previous propo-
sition.

Proposition A.11. Let Γ be a countable abelian group, let X be an ergodic
Γ-system, and let U = (U,U•) be a filtered group. Let ρ : Γ × X → U be a
(not necessarily ergodic) exact cocycle, that is, ρ mod U>i is of type i for
all i ≥ 0. Then ρ mod U>i is cohomologous to a cocycle measurable with
respect to Zi(X) for all i ≥ 0.

Proof. The proof of [16, Corollary 7.9] directly extends from Z-systems to
Γ-systems for arbitrary countable abelian groups Γ. □

Appendix B. Polynomials in groups of bounded exponent

The following properties of polynomials are well known (see, e.g., [19,
Proposition A.12] and the references mentioned therein).

Proposition B.1 (Properties of polynomials). Let X be an ergodic Γ-system.
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(i) Let k ≥ 1, and suppose that P,Q ∈ Poly≤k(X) and P − Q is non-
constant. Then

∥e(P) − e(Q)∥L2(X) ≥
√

2/2k−2

where e(y) = e2πiy. In particular, there are only countably many
elements of Poly≤k(X) up to constants.

(ii) For any m ≥ 0, a polynomial in Poly≤m(X) is measurable in Zm(X).
(iii) Let m ≥ 0, k ≥ 1 and let P ∈ Poly≤m(X). If t ∈ Aut(X) fixes the
σ-algebra Z≤k(X), then ∂tP is a polynomial of degree ≤ m − k − 1.

(iv) Let m ≥ 0, let P ∈ Poly≤m(X), and let K ≤ Aut(X) be a compact
subgroup. Then there is an open neighborhood of the identity V ≤ K
such that ∂uP is a constant for every u ∈ V.

(v) Let m ≥ 0 and let f ∈ M(X,T). Then f is a polynomial of degree at
most m−1 if and only if ∆[m] f (x) ≡ 0 for µ[m]-almost every x ∈ X[m].

(vi) If X is an inverse limit of (Xα)α∈A is a directed set of ergodic Γ-
systems (with compatible factor maps) and k ≥ 1, then Poly≤k(X)
is the union of the Poly≤k(Xα) (where we embed the latter groups in
the former in the obvious fashion).

Lemma B.2 (On multiplication by m). Let k,m ≥ 1 be integers and let Γ
be an m-exponent group. If P ∈ Poly≤k(Γ), then m · P ∈ Poly≤k−1(Γ). In
particular, Poly≤k(Γ)/Poly≤0(Γ) is an mk-exponent group.

Proof. For k = 1, we can identify Poly≤1(Γ)/T with the Pontryagin dual Γ̂
of Γ, which will be of exponent m by Prüfer’s first theorem. Now suppose
k > 1 and Poly≤k−1(Γ)/T has already been shown to have exponent mk−1. If
P ∈ Poly≤k(Γ), we conclude that mk−1∂γP is constant for every γ ∈ Γ, hence
mk−1P ∈ Poly≤1(Γ), hence mkP is constant, giving the claim.

To then obtain the same conclusion for Poly≤k(X)/T, use a sampling map
ιx0 defined in (13) for x0 ∈ X chosen outside of a null set (to make it an
injective Γ-equivariant homomorphism). □

Appendix C. The category of filtered locally compact abelian groups

The category of filtered abelian groups plays an important role in our
analysis.

Definition C.1. Let k ≥ 0.
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(i) A k-filtered locally compact abelian group is a pair A = (A, A•)
where A is a locally compact abelian group and A• = (Ai)i≥0 is a
filtration of degree ≤ k, that is,

A = A0 ≥ A1 ≥ · · · ≥ Ak+1 = {0A},

consisting of closed subgroups. In particular, we can identify lo-
cally compact abelian groups with 1-filtered locally compact abelian
groups in the obvious fashion.

(ii) We say that a k-filtered group A is a subgroup of a k-filtered group
B if Ai is a closed subgroup of Bi for all i ≥ 0 and

Ai = A ∩ Bi for all i.

In this case we define the quotient C = B/A as the abelian group
B/A equipped with the filtration (Bi/Ai)i≥0 and the quotient topol-
ogy.

(iii) The direct sum A ⊕ B of two filtered groups A = (A, A•) and B =
(B, B•) is the group A ⊕ B equipped with the filtration (Ai ⊕ Bi)i≥0

and the product topology.
(iv) A map ϕ : A → B between two k-filtered groups is called a mor-

phism if ϕ is a continuous homomorphism and ϕ(Ai) ⊆ Bi for all
i ≥ 0. We write ϕ = (ϕi)i≥0, where ϕi : Ai → Bi is the restriction.
The morphism ϕ is injective (resp. surjective) if each ϕi is injective
(resp. surjective). We say that A and B are isomorphic if there exists
a bijective morphism ϕ : A→ B.

(v) A short exact sequence of k-filtered locally compact abelian groups
is a sequence

(114) 0 −→ A
ı
−→ B

π
−→ C −→ 0

where ı is an injective morphism with closed image, π is a surjective
open morphism, and for each i ≥ 0 the image of ıi equals the ker-
nel of πi. The sequence (114) splits if there exists an isomorphism
φ : B → A ⊕ C such that φ ◦ ı(a) = (a, 0C) and π ◦ φ−1(a, c) = c for
all a ∈ A, c ∈ C.

We say that ı admits a retraction if there exists a surjective mor-
phism r : B→ A with r ◦ ı = IdA, and that π admits a cross-section
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if there exists an injective morphism s : C → B with π ◦ s = IdC.
The filtration is compatible with exactness at every level, i.e.

0 −→ Ai
ıi
−→ Bi

πi
−→ Ci −→ 0

is a short exact sequence in the category of locally compact abelian
groups.

Example C.2 (Polynomial filtration). Let X be an ergodic Γ-system and
k ≥ 1. The group A = Poly≤k(X) with the filtration Ai = Poly≤k−i(X) is
a k-filtered group, called the polynomial filtration. If Y is an extension of
X with factor map π : Y → X and B = Poly≤k(Y) carries its polynomial
filtration, then π induces an injective morphism with closed range

π∗ : A→ B, P 7→ P ◦ π.

Lemma C.3 (Equivalent conditions for splitting). Let

0→ A
ı
−→ B

π
−→ C→ 0

be a short exact sequence of k-filtered locally compact abelian groups. The
following are equivalent:

(i) The sequence (114) splits.
(ii) π admits a cross-section.

(iii) ı admits a retraction.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii),(iii): let φ : B → A ⊕ C be an isomorphism such that φ ◦
ı(a) = (a, 0) and π ◦ φ−1(a, c) = c. Then π admits the cross-section s(c) =
φ−1(0, c) and ı admits the retraction r(b) given by the first coordinate of φ(b).

(ii)⇒(iii): if s : C→ B is a cross-section for π, define r(b) = b − s(π(b)).
Then π(r(b)) = 0, so r(b) ∈ A and r ◦ ı = IdA.

(iii)⇒(i): if r : B → A is a retraction, the map φ : B → A ⊕ C given by
φ(b) = (r(b), π(b)) is an isomorphism of k-filtered locally compact abelian
groups. □

The existence of retractions and cross-sections preserving the filtration is
particularly important in our analysis. To understand when such splittings
occur, we recall that an object A in a category is called injective, and an
object C is called projective, if all exact sequences of the form (114) split
independently of the other variables. For example, in the category of locally
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compact abelian groups, T and R are injective, and by Pontryagin duality
Z and R are projective. In the category of discrete abelian groups, divisi-
ble groups are injective. Many of the groups we study are neither injective
nor projective, yet still yield splittings. For instance, if A, B,C are discrete
abelian groups of bounded exponent (hence 1-filtered), the short exact se-
quence (114) splits if and only if ı(A) is pure in B: for every n ∈ N and
a ∈ A, whenever nx = ı(a) has a solution x ∈ B, it also has a solution
x ∈ ı(A).

Lemma C.4 (Splitting criterion). Let

(115) 0→ A
ι
−→ B

π
−→ C → 0

be a short exact sequence of (1-filtered) abelian groups with C discrete of
bounded exponent, and suppose that ι(A) ∩ nB = n ι(A) for all n ∈ N.
Then (115) splits.

Proof. By Prüfer’s first theorem we may write C as a direct sum of cyclic
groups Z/miZ. It suffices to find a section for each summand. For each
generator ci of such a cyclic group, pick b′i ∈ π

−1(ci); then mib′i ∈ ι(A),
say mib′i = ι(ai). By purity, there exists a′i ∈ A with mia′i = ai. Setting
bi = b′i − ι(a

′
i) yields mibi = 0 and π(bi) = ci, giving the desired section. □

C.1. Systems of relations and purity. To extend Lemma C.4 to the fil-
tered setting, one must consider linear relations that hold only modulo lower
levels of the filtration.

Definition C.5 (Systems of relations). Let α be a cardinal16, and define
Zα B

⊕
i∈α Z. For k ≥ 0, a system of relations in α-variables (of type at

most k + 1) is a subset R ⊆ Zα × {1, . . . , k + 1}. Given a k-filtered locally
compact abelian group A = (A, A•), a family a = (ai)i∈α in A satisfies R if
m⃗ · a ∈ A j whenever (m⃗; j) ∈ R, where m⃗ · a B

∑
i∈αmiai (a finite sum).

For any family a, let Ra denote the set of all relations of type at most k + 1
satisfied by a.

Definition C.6 (Purity). Let α be a cardinal, and let A = (A, A•) be a sub-
group of a k-filtered locally compact abelian group B = (B, B•). We say

16Since all locally compact abelian groups relevant here are second countable, it suffices
to take α countable.
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that A is pure up to length α in B if for every system R of relations of type
at most k+1 in α-variables the following holds: for every family b = (bi)i∈α

in B satisfying
m⃗ · b mod B j ∈ im(A/A j → B/B j)

for all (m⃗; j) ∈ R, there exists a family a = (ai)i∈α in A such that m⃗ · (b−a) ∈
B j for all (m⃗; j) ∈ R. We say that A is pure in B if it is pure up to length α
for every finite α.

Remark C.7. The condition m⃗ · b mod B j ∈ im(A/A j → B/B j) means
equivalently that there exists a ∈ A with m⃗ · b − a ∈ B j.

Theorem C.8 (Splitting of pure subgroups). Let A = (A, A•) be a closed
subgroup of a k-filtered locally compact abelian group B = (B, B•) that is
pure up to length α, and let C = (C,C•) be the discrete quotient admitting a
generating set of cardinality at most α. Then the short exact sequence (114)
splits.

Proof. As in Lemma C.4, it suffices to construct a morphism s : C → B
with π ◦ s = IdC. Since C carries the discrete topology, s is automatically
continuous.

Let e = (ei)i∈α be a generating family for C, and let Re be the system of
relations satisfied by e. Choose b = (bi)i∈α in B such that π(bi) = ei. For
each (m⃗; j) ∈ Re we have m⃗·e ∈ C j, hence m⃗·b mod B j ∈ im(A/A j → B/B j).
By purity, there exists a = (ai)i∈α in A with m⃗ ·(b−a) ∈ B j for all (m⃗; j) ∈ Re.

Set b′i B bi − ai and define

s(ℓ⃗ · e) B ℓ⃗ · b′, ℓ⃗ ∈ Zα.

This is well-defined: if ℓ⃗ · e = 0 in C, then (ℓ⃗; k + 1) ∈ Re, hence ℓ⃗ · b′ ∈
Bk+1 = {0}. If ℓ⃗ · e ∈ C j, then (ℓ⃗; j) ∈ Re and ℓ⃗ · b′ ∈ B j. Finally, π(b′i) = ei

implies π ◦ s = IdC. □

Definition C.9 (Finite splitting). Let k ≥ 1, and let A,B,C be discrete k-
filtered abelian groups forming a short exact sequence (114). We say that
the sequence finitely splits if for every subgroup ı(A) ≤ B′ ≤ B with ı(A) of
finite index in B′, the induced sequence

0 −→ A
ı
−→ B′

π|B′
−→ π(B′) −→ 0

of k-filtered abelian groups splits.
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