arXiv:2208.08596v2 [math.DS] 8 Nov 2023

JOINT NORMALITY OF REPRESENTATIONS OF NUMBERS: AN ERGODIC APPROACH

VITALY BERGELSON AND YOUNGHWAN SON

Abstract. We introduce an ergodic approach to the study of joint normality of representations of numbers. For example, we show that for any integer b ≥ 2 almost every number x ∈ [0, 1) is jointly normal with respect to the b-expansion and continued fraction expansion. This fact is a corollary of the following result which deals with pointwise joint ergodicity:

Let T_b : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be the times b map defined by T_bx = bx mod 1 and let T_G : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be the Gauss map defined by T_G(x) = {^1_x } for x ≠ 0 and T_G(0) = 0. (Here {·} denotes the fractional part.) For any f, g ∈ L^∞(λ), lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^n_b x) g(T^n_Gx) = ∫ f dλ · ∫ g dμ_G for almost every x ∈ [0, 1],

where λ is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] and μ_G is the Gauss measure on [0, 1] given by μ_G(A) = 1 log 2 ∫ A 1 1+x dx for any measurable set A ⊂ [0, 1].

We show that the phenomenon of the pointwise joint ergodicity takes place for a wide variety of numbertheoretical maps of the interval and derive the corresponding corollaries pertaining to joint normality.

We also establish the equivalence of various forms of normality and joint normality for representations of numbers, hereby providing a general framework for classical normality results.

1. Introduction

For x ∈ [0, 1) and integer b ≥ 2, consider the b-expansion of x: x = ∞∑ n=1 a_n b^n , (1.1)

where a_n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}.^1 The number x is called simply normal in base b if for any v ∈ {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}, lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : a_n = v} N = 1 b . The number x is called normal in base b if for any k ∈ N and for any finite string S = (v_1, . . . , v_k) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}^k, we have lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : a_n = v_1, . . . , a_{n+k−1} = v_k} N = 1 b^k . (1.2)

The classical Borel’s normal number theorem ([9]) states that almost every x (with respect to the Lebesgue measure λ) is normal in base b (or b-normal).

Date: November 21, 2023.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020) 11K16, 37A44 1The expansion (1.1) is not unique for rational numbers of the form a bn . To ensure uniqueness, one can assume that a_n < b−1 for infinitely many n. This point is actually mute since we deal in this paper with results which apply to “typical” x ∈ [0, 1). 1

Nowadays this result can be easily obtained by means of the ergodic theory.^2 Indeed, consider the map T_b : [0, 1] → [0, 1] defined by T_bx = bx mod 1. Transformation T_b is Lebesgue measure preserving and ergodic, and so by the pointwise ergodic theorem, we have for any f ∈ L^1(λ), lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^n_b (x)) = ∫ f dλ for a.e. x. (1.3)

Let C_b(S) be the set of numbers in [0, 1) whose first k terms in b-expansion are (v_1, . . . , v_k). Applying (1.3) to the characteristic function 1_{Cb(S)}, we get (1.2).

Ergodic theory also provides a convenient way of dealing with normality of continued fraction expansions. Let T_G : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be the Gauss map defined by T_G(x) = {^1_x } for x ≠ 0 and T_G(0) = 0. (Here {·} denotes the fractional part.) Let μ_G denote the Gauss measure defined by μ_G(A) =^1_{log 2} ∫ A 1 1+x dx for any measurable set A ⊂ [0, 1]. It is well-known that T_G is μ_G-preserving and ergodic. (See [26] and [47].) By invoking the pointwise ergodic theorem, we have that for any f ∈ L^1(μ_G), lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^n_G(x)) = ∫ f dμ_G for a.e. x. (1.4)

Consider now a regular continued fraction of a number x ∈ [0, 1):

x = 1 c_1 + 1 c_2 + 1 c_3 + · · ·

= [c_1, c_2, c_3, ...],^3 c_n ∈ N. (1.5)

Given k ∈ N and a finite string S = (v_1, . . . , v_k) ∈ N^k , let C_G(S) be the set of numbers in [0, 1) whose first k terms in the continued fraction representation in (1.5) are (v_1, . . . , v_k). A number x ∈ [0, 1) is called normal with respect to the continued fraction expansion (or CF-normal) if for any k ∈ N and for any string S = (v_1, . . . , v_k) ∈ N^k , lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : c_n = v_1, . . . , c_{n+k−1} = v_k} N = μ_G(C_G(S)).

It is not hard to show that (1.4) implies that almost every x ∈ [0, 1) is CF-normal.

It follows that almost every x ∈ [0, 1) is simultaneously b-normal and CF-normal. In this paper we are addressing the following more subtle question: Is it true that almost every x is jointly b-normal and CFnormal? By this we mean that for any k, l ∈ N and for any S_1 = (v_1, . . . , v_k) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}^k and

2Borel derived his theorem from the law of large numbers. One can also derive Borel’s theorem by proving first that a number x ∈ [0, 1) is normal in base b if and only if the sequence (b^nx), n ∈ N, is uniformly distributed mod 1 and invoking a theorem due to Weyl (see [27], Theorem 4.1 on p.32), which states that for any sequence (a_n) of distinct integers, the sequence (a_nx) is uniformly distributed mod 1 for almost every x. Various equivalent forms of normality are summarized in Theorem 1.12 below. For historical comments on the notion of normal number and the controversies that Borel’s paper generated, see Appendix in [6].

3We tacitly assume that x is irrational. The expansions of rational numbers are finite and non-unique, but we may ignore such numbers throughout this paper.

S_2 = (w_1, . . . , w_l) ∈ N^l , lim N→∞ 1 N |{1 ≤ n ≤ N : a_{n+i−1} = v_i (1 ≤ i ≤ k) and c_{n+j−1} = w_j (1 ≤ j ≤ l)}| = λ(C_b(S_1)) · μ_G(C_G(S_2)). (1.6) Note that if x is jointly b-normal and CF-normal, then it is b-normal and CF-normal and moreover lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : a_{n+i−1} = v_i (1 ≤ i ≤ k) and c_{n+j−1} = w_j (1 ≤ j ≤ l)} N (1.7)

= lim_{N→∞} #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : a_{n+i−1} = v_i (1 ≤ i ≤ k)} N × lim_{N→∞} #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : c_{n+j−1} = w_j (1 ≤ j ≤ l)} N . (1.8)

The answer to this question is YES and is a consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. For any integer b ≥ 2, for any f, g ∈ L^∞(λ),^4 lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^n_b x) g(T^n_Gx) = ∫ f dλ · ∫ g dμ_G (1.9)

for almost every x ∈ [0, 1].

Indeed, by Theorem 1.1, formula (1.9) is valid for f = 1_{Cb(S1)} and g = 1_{CG(S2)} for any choice of sets C_b(S_1) and C_G(S_2). Since there are only countably many sets of the form C_b(S_1) and C_G(S_2), this gives (1.6).

There are numerous examples of concrete constructions of base b normal numbers and CF-normal numbers. (See, for instance, [10], [11], [12], [39], [4]). It would be of interest to have concrete examples of numbers x ∈ [0, 1) which are jointly b-normal (for some fixed b) and CF-normal.

Theorem 1.1 is a special case of a much more general result, which involves piecewise monotone maps. To give a flavor of this more general result we will formulate now its special case which involves not only Gauss transformation T_G and times b transformations T_b, but also β-transformations T_β. Recall that for β > 1, β /∈ N, β-transformation T_β is given by T_βx = βx mod 1. These transformations were introduced by Rényi ([41]) who in particular showed that there exists a unique T_β-ergodic probability measure μ_β which satisfies 1 −^1_β ≤^{dμβ}_{dλ} ≤^1_{1−1/β} .

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.3). Let s, t ∈ N. Let b_1, . . . , b_s be distinct integers with b_i ≥ 2 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , s and let β_1, . . . , β_t be distinct non-integers with β_i > 1 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , t.

(1) For any f_1, . . . , f_s, g_1, . . . , g_t ∈ L^∞(λ), lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 s∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_{bi} x) t∏ j=1 g_j (T^n_{βj} x) = s∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dλ t∏ j=1 ∫ g_j dμ_{βj} (1.10)

for almost every x ∈ [0, 1].

(2) Under the assumption log β_j ≠^{π2}_{6 log 2} for 1 ≤ j ≤ t, for any f_0, f_1, . . . , f_s, g_1, . . . , g_t ∈ L^∞(λ), lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f_0(T^n_Gx) s∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_{bi} x) t∏ j=1 g_j (T^n_{βj} x) = ∫ f_0 dμ_G s∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dλ t∏ j=1 ∫ g_j dμ_{βj} (1.11)

4Note that since Lebesgue measure λ and Gauss measure μ G are mutually absolutely continuous, we have L^∞(λ) = L^∞(μ_G ).

for almost every x ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 1.3. The number^{π2}_{6 log 2} is the entropy of T_G. Also log b and log β are the entropies of T_b and T_β respectively. So, entropies of transformations in the above theorem are all distinct; this fact plays an important role in the proof of Theorem 1.2. When log β =^{π2}_{6 log 2} , we do not know whether the limit of the averages 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^n_Gx) g(T^n_β x), N ∈ N exists almost everywhere or in L^2.

Remark 1.4. Putting in formula (1.10) g_j = 1, (j = 1, 2, . . . , t) gives us the following statement lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 s∏ i=1 f_i(b^n_i x) = s∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dλ for a.e. x. (1.12)

This result (which deals with commuting transformations having the same invariant measure) can be also derived from the work of Berend (see Theorem 5.1 in [5]). A related result due to Maxfield [32] states, in its ergodic form, that for almost every s-tuple (x_1, . . . , x_s) ∈ [0, 1]^s, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 s∏ i=1 f_i(b^n_i x_i) = s∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dλ. (1.13)

Maxfield’s result follows immediately - via the pointwise ergodic theorem - from the ergodicity of the measure preserving transformation T_{b1} × · · · × T_{bs} acting on [0, 1]^s. On the other hand, formula (1.10) (and even its special case (1.12)) is quite a bit less trivial and manifests a subtle “diagonal phenomenon” which is also behind Furstenberg’s approach to Szemerédi’s theorem (see [16]).

For a non-integer β > 1, any number x ∈ [0, 1) can be written as x = ∞∑ n=1 d_n β^n , d_n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , [β]}. (1.14) It is known that almost every x in the interval I_β = [0,^1_{β−1} ] has a continuum of different representation of the form (1.14) ([13] and [48]). We will be working with a special form of the representation (1.14) that was introduced in [41] under the name β-expansion of x and is defined by the condition d_n = [βT^{n−1}_β (x)] for n ≥ 1. Following [23], we say that x is β-normal if for any finite string S = (v_1, . . . , v_k) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , [β]}^k, k ∈ N, lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : d_n = v_1, . . . , d_{n+k−1} = v_k} N = μ_β (C_β (S)), (1.15)

where C_β (S) consists of numbers in [0, 1), whose first k terms in the β-expansion are (v_1, . . . , v_k). As in the case of b-expansions, the pointwise ergodic theorem implies that almost every x ∈ [0, 1) is β-normal.

Remark 1.5. If b is an integer with b ≥ 2, for any finite string S in {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}^k, k ∈ N, there is a number x such that S appears in the b-expansion of x, so C_b(S) ≠ ∅. However, the situation for β-expansions is somewhat different. For instance, if β =^3_2 , then it is not hard to check that C_β (S) = ∅ for S = (1, 1).

We will introduce now some definitions which will allow us to formulate a corollary of Theorem 1.2 in terms of joint normality.

Let s, t ∈ N. Let b_1, b_2, . . . , b_s be distinct integers with b_i ≥ 2 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , s and let β_1, β_2, . . . , β_t be distinct non-integers with β_j > 1 for all j = 1, 2, . . . , t. Consider the following representations of x ∈ [0, 1):

(1) b_i-expansion (1 ≤ i ≤ s), x = ∞∑ n=1 a^{(i)}_n b^n_i , a^{(i)}_n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , b_i − 1}, (2) β_j -expansion (1 ≤ j ≤ t), x = ∞∑ n=1 d^{(j)}_n β^n_j , d^{(j)}_n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , [β_j ]}, (3) continued fraction expansion x = 1 c_1 + 1 c_2 + 1 c_3 + · · ·

= [c_1, c_2, c_3, ...], c_n ∈ N.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ s, let V_i = (v^{(i)}_1 , · · · , v^{(i)}_{ki} ) be a finite string in {0, 1, . . . , b_i − 1}^{ki} , for 1 ≤ j ≤ t, let W_j = (w^{(j)}_1 , · · · , w^{(j)}_{lj} ) be a finite string in {0, 1, . . . , [β_j ]}^{lj} and let U = (u_1, . . . , u_m) be a finite string in N^m . For x ∈ [0, 1), let F^1_N (x, V_1, · · · , V_s, W_1, · · · , W_t) = #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : a^{(i)}_{n+p−1} = v^{(i)}_p , 1 ≤ p ≤ k_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ s, d^{(j)}_{n+q−1} = w^{(j)}_q , 1 ≤ q ≤ l_j , 1 ≤ j ≤ t}. Similarly, for x ∈ [0, 1), let F^2_N (x, V_1, · · · , V_s, W_1, · · · , W_t, U) = #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : a^{(i)}_{n+p−1} = v^{(i)}_p , 1 ≤ p ≤ k_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ s, d^{(j)}_{n+q−1} = w^{(j)}_q , 1 ≤ q ≤ l_j , 1 ≤ j ≤ t, c_{n+r−1} = u_r, 1 ≤ r ≤ m}. We will say that x ∈ [0, 1) is jointly (b_1, . . . , b_s, β_1, · · · , β_t)-normal if for any strings V_1, . . . , V_s, W_1, . . . , W_t, lim N→∞ F^1_N (x, V_1, · · · , V_s, W_1, · · · , W_t) N = s∏ i=1 λ(C_{bi} (V_i)) t∏ j=1 μ_{βj} (C_{βj} (W_j )),

and is jointly (b_1, . . . , b_s, β_1, · · · , β_t, CF )-normal if for any strings V_1, . . . , V_s, W_1, . . . , W_t, U, lim N→∞ F^2_N (x, V_1, · · · , V_s, W_1, · · · , W_t, U) N = s∏ i=1 λ(C_{bi} (V_i)) t∏ j=1 μ_{βj} (C_{βj} (W_j )) μ_G(C_G(U)),

where C_{bi} (V_i), C_{βj} (W_j ) and C_G(U) are the so called cylinder sets, which were defined above and which correspond, respectively, to strings V_i in b_i-expansion, W_j in β_j -expansion, and U in continued fraction expansion.

We are now in a position to formulate a corollary of Theorem 1.2, which pertains to joint normality with respect to b-expansions, β-expansions and continued fraction expansion.

Corollary 1.6 (Corollary 4.4). Let s, t ∈ N. Let b_1, . . . , b_s be distinct integers with b_i ≥ 2 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , s and let β_1, . . . , β_t be distinct non-integers with β_j > 1 for all j = 1, 2, . . . , t. Then almost every x ∈ [0, 1) is jointly (b_1, . . . , b_s, β_1, . . . , β_t)-normal and also, if log β_j ≠^{π2}_{6 log 2} for any j = 1, 2 . . . , t, almost every x ∈ [0, 1) is jointly (b_1, . . . , b_s, β_1, . . . , β_t, CF )-normal.

In this paper we will be mostly working with the class T which is comprised of ergodic measure preserving systems (X, B, μ, T ), where μ is a probability measure on Borel σ-algebra B of X = [0, 1] such that for some c ≥ 1,^1_c μ(A) ≤ λ(A) ≤ cμ(A) for all A ∈ B and T : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is a μ-ergodic^5, piecewise monotone map, which is equipped with a (finite or countable) partition A of [0, 1] into (open, closed, or half open on either end) intervals with nonempty and disjoint interiors such that for any interval I ∈ A, the map T |_{int(I)} is continuous and strictly monotone. In addition, we will assume that the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) B = ⋁_∞ j=0 T^{−j} σ(A) mod λ, where σ(A) denotes the sub-σ-algebra generated by A. (i.e. partition A generates the σ-algebra B.)

(2) The entropy of the partition A is finite: H(A) := − ∑ I∈A μ(I) log μ(I) < ∞. Remark 1.7. Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy h(T ) is given by

h(T ) = sup{h(T, C) : C is a measurable partition with H(C) < ∞},

where h(T, C) = lim_{n→∞}^1_n H (⋁_{n−1} j=0 T^{−j} C ) . It is well-known (cf. [36] or [51]) that if H(C) < ∞, then h(T, C) ≤ H(C) and if A generates σ-algebra B, then h(T ) = h(T, A). So it follows that any system belonging to T has finite entropy.

For convenience, we will be denoting members of T by (T, μ, A). Note that for any system which appears in Theorem 1.2, there exists a natural partition A for which (T, μ, A) ∈ T . Here is the list of these partitions.

(1) T_bx = bx mod 1 (b ∈ N, b ≥ 2):

A_b = {[ 0, 1 b ) , · · · , [ b − 1 b , 1 )} . (1.16)

(2) T_βx = βx mod 1 (β > 1, β /∈ N):

A_β = {[ 0, 1 β ) , · · · , [ [β] − 1 β , [β] β ) , [ [β] β , 1 )} . (1.17)

(3) T_Gx =^1_x mod 1:

A_G = {( 1 n + 1 , 1 n ] : n ∈ N } . (1.18)

We are going now to formulate a general result, which contains Theorem 1.2 as a special case. Before doing so, we have to introduce two technical conditions regarding the sequence of partitions A^n :=^{n−1} ⋁ 0 T^{−j} A, n ∈ N. 5Note that since distinct normalized ergodic T -invariant measures are mutually singular, in light of our assumptions such T -invariant measure μ is unique.

The first condition deals with entropy equipartition. The classical Shanon-McMillan-Breiman theorem (it will be discussed in detail in Subsection 3.1) asserts that for a “typical” A ∈ A^n, μ(A) is close to e^{−nh(T )}, where h(T ) is the entropy of T . More precisely, for any ϵ > 0, there is N = N(ϵ) such that if n ≥ N, then μ ( {x ∈ [0, 1) : x ∈ A for some A ∈ A^n with e^{−n(h(T )+ϵ)} ≤ μ(A) ≤ e^{−n(h(T )−ϵ)}} ) ≥ 1 − ϵ. (1.19)

For our goals, we will need to postulate somewhat sharper condition:

Definition 1.8. (T, μ, A) has property E if for any ϵ > 0, there is a positive real number c_0 = c_0(ϵ) such that, for any n ∈ N, μ ( {x ∈ [0, 1) : x ∈ A for some A ∈ A^n with e^{−n(h(T )+ϵ)} ≤ μ(A) ≤ e^{−n(h(T )−ϵ)}} ) ≥ 1 − c_0 n . (1.20)

We observe that partitions A_b, A_β , A_G (see (1.16), (1.17), and (1.18)) satisfy condition (1.20). Indeed, since for any integer b ≥ 2, h(T_b) = log b, condition (1.20) is trivially satisfied for times b maps T_b. As for the Gauss transformation T_G and β-transformations T_β, the details are provided in Subsection 3.3.

Property M, which is introduced in the following definition, can be interpreted as a variant of a strong mixing condition, which intertwines T -invariant measure μ with the iterations λ ∘ T^{−n} of Lebesgue measure λ as n → ∞. Definition 1.9. (T, μ, A) has property M if there is a sequence (b_n)^∞_{n=1} of non-negative real numbers with ∞∑ n=1 b_n < ∞ such that for any natural number l, for any non-negative integer n, if A ∈ σ(A^l) and B ∈ B, |λ(A ∩ T^{−(n+l)}B) − λ(A)μ(B)| ≤ b_n.^6 (1.21)

We will show in Subsection 3.3 below that the systems appearing in Theorem 1.2 have property M (in addition to having property E).

We are now in a position to formulate the main result of this paper. We will call the phenomenon encompassed in the following theorem pointwise joint ergodicity. It will be treated in detail in Section 2.

Theorem 1.10 (Theorem 4.1). Let T_i : [0, 1] → [0, 1], 1 ≤ i ≤ k, be measurable transformations such that for each i = 1, 2 . . . , k, there is a partition A_i and a T_i-invariant ergodic measures μ_i with (T_i, μ_i, A_i) ∈ T . Suppose that for each i = 1, 2 . . . , k, (T_i, μ_i, A_i) satisfies properties E and M. If entropy values h(T_1), · · · , h(T_k) are distinct, then for any f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ L^∞(λ), lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f_1(T^n_1 x)f_2(T^n_2 x) · · · f_k(T^n_k x) = k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i (1.22)

for almost every x ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 1.11. While the motivation for establishing Theorem 1.10 comes from the question related to joint normality, this theorem can also be viewed as a refinement of some results obtained in [7], which pertain to

6Conditions of this kind appear in the classical work of Khintchine ([25]) and Gelfond ([18]).

L^2-joint ergodicity. It is worth noting that the L^2-results obtained in [7] require less restrictive conditions on T_i and, moreover, involve uniform Cesàro averages, i.e., have the form lim N−M→∞ 1 N − M N∑ n=M+1 f_1(T^n_1 x)f_2(T^n_2 x) · · · f_k(T^n_k x) = k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i.

As it was already observed in the work of Rényi ([41]) and Parry ([35]), ergodic theory provides a natural unifying framework for dealing with various representations of numbers. As we will see in Section 6, ergodic approach allows also to prove a rather general theorem which deals with various equivalent forms of normality and has as a quite special corollary the following theorem which summarizes various classical results pertaining to base b normality.

Theorem 1.12. Let b ≥ 2 be an integer. Let x ∈ [0, 1). The following statements are equivalent:

(i) x is normal in base b.

(ii) (b^nx)_{n∈N} is uniformly distributed mod 1. (iii) For any fixed m ≥ 2, x is normal in base b^m. (iv) b^kx is simply normal in base b^m for all k ≥ 0 and m ≥ 1. (v) x is simply normal in all of the bases b, b^2, b^3, · · · .

(vi) There exists a sequence (m_l)_{l∈N} with m_1 < m_2 < · · · such that x is simply normal in all of the bases b^{ml} . Remark 1.13. Borel’s original characterization of base b normality is (iv) (see [9]). The equivalence of (i) and (iv) was shown by Niven and Zuckerman ([33]). The characterizations (v) and (vi) were established, respectively, by Pillai ([38]) and Long ([30]). For more details, see Chapter 1, Section 8 in [27] and Appendix in [6].

A general ergodic form of Theorem 1.12 involves systems belonging to a rather large family of measure preserving systems which we will denote by T̃ and which is defined by relaxing some of the conditions appearing in the definition of class T . Class T̃ is comprised of ergodic measure preserving systems (X, B, μ, T ), where X = [0, 1], B is the Borel σ-algebra, μ is a probability measure, which is equivalent to Lebesgue measure λ, and T : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is a μ-ergodic^7 map, which is equipped with a (finite or countable) partition A of [0, 1] into (open, closed, or half open on either end) intervals with nonempty and disjoint interiors such that for any interval I ∈ A, the map T |_{int(I)} is continuous and strictly monotone. In addition, we will assume that B = ⋁_∞ j=0 T^{−j} σ(A) mod λ, where σ(A) denotes the sub-σ-algebra generated by A (i.e. partition A generates the σ-algebra B.)

As before, we will find it convenient to denote members of T̃ by (T, μ, A).

To formulate a general ergodic form of Theorem 1.12 we utilize the notion of F-representation which was introduced by E. A. Robinson, Jr. in [42].

Let (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ , where A = {I_j : j ∈ D}, D being a finite or countably infinite index set. For x ∈ X = [0, 1), introduce a symbolic representation (r_n(x))^∞_{n=1} by putting r_n = r_n(x) = j if T^{n−1}x ∈ I_j .

7Note that in light of our assumptions such T -invariant measure μ is unique.

In [42], this representation is called F-representations and it is shown that if T is topologically transitive (meaning that for some x ∈ X the forward orbit {T^nx : n ≥ 0} is dense in X) then the F-representation (r_n(x))^∞_{n=1} is unique for almost every x. Note that if (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ , then T is transitive, since T is ergodic with respect to μ (and μ is equivalent to λ).

Write T = (T, μ, A). For a string S = (v_1, . . . , v_k) ∈ D^k, define the cylinder set C_T(S)(= [v_1, . . . , v_k]_T) := {y ∈ [0, 1) : r_1(y) = v_1, . . . , r_n(y) = v_n}. Note that {C_T(S) : S ∈ D^k} = A^k (mod λ) for any k ∈ N. We say that x is

• simply T-normal if for any v in D, lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : r_n = v} N = μ([v]_T).

• T-normal if for any k ∈ N and any finite string S = (v_1, . . . , v_k) in D^k, lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : r_n = v_1, . . . , r_{n+k−1} = v_k} N = μ(C_T(S)).

For m ∈ N, let T_m = (T^m, μ, A^m) ∈ T . Note that x is simply T_m-normal if S = (v_1, . . . , v_m) in D^m, lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : r_{m(n−1)+1} = v_1, . . . , r_{mn} = v_m} N = μ(C_T(S)).

Here is now a general ergodic form of Theorem 1.12.

Theorem 1.14 (Theorem 6.1). Let T = (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ and assume that T is totally ergodic.^8 Let x ∈ [0, 1]. The following statements are equivalent.

(i) x is T-normal.

(ii) (T^nx) is equidistributed in [0, 1] with respect to μ, that is, for any continuous function f : [0, 1] → R, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^nx) = ∫ f dμ. (iii) For any m ≥ 2, x is T_m-normal.

(iv) T^kx is simply T_m-normal for all k ≥ 0 and m ≥ 1. (v) x is simply T_m-normal for all m ≥ 1.

(vi) There exists a sequence (m_l)_{l∈N} with m_1 < m_2 < · · · such that x is simply T_{ml} -normal for any l ∈ N.

One also has an analogue of Theorem 1.14 for the notion of joint normality. Before formulating this result, we have to introduce some definitions.

Let T^{(i)} = (T_i, μ_i, A_i) ∈ T̃ , i = 1, 2 . . . , k, where A_i = {I^{(i)}_j : j ∈ D_i} and D_i is an index set, which may be finite or countably infinite. Let (r^{(i)}_n (x))^∞_{n=1} be F-representation of x corresponding to T^{(i)}, that is, r^{(i)}_n = r^{(i)}_n (x) = j if T^{n−1}_i x ∈ I^{(i)}_j . We say that x is

8A measure preserving transformation T is called totally ergodic if T k is ergodic for all k ∈ N.

• jointly simply (T^{(1)}, . . . , T^{(k)})-normal if for any v_1, . . . , v_k, where v_i ∈ D_i (1 ≤ i ≤ k), lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : r^{(1)}n = v_1, . . . , r^{(k)}n = v_k} N = k∏ i=1 μ_i([v_i]_{Ti} ).

• jointly (T^{(1)}, . . . , T^{(k)})-normal if for any finite strings S_i = (v^{(i)}_1 , . . . , v^{(i)}_{mi} ) (1 ≤ i ≤ k), lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : r^{(i)}_n = v^{(i)}_1 , . . . , r^{(i)}_{n+mi −1} = v^{(i)}_{mi} for 1 ≤ i ≤ k} N = k∏ i=1 μ_i(C_{Ti} (S_i)).

As before, we will use the notation T^{(i)}_m = (T^m_i , μ_i, A^m_i ). Note that x is jointly simply (T^{(1)}_m , . . . , T^{(k)}_m )-normal if for any finite strings S_i = (v^{(i)}_1 , . . . , v^{(i)}_m ) ∈ D^m_i (1 ≤ i ≤ k), lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : r^{(i)}_{m(n−1)+1} = v^{(i)}_1 , . . . , r^{(i)}_{mn} = v^{(i)}_m for 1 ≤ i ≤ k} N = k∏ i=1 μ_i(C_{Ti} (S_i)).

Theorem 1.15 (Theorem 6.6). Let T^{(i)} = (T_i, μ_i, A_i) ∈ T̃ , i = 1, 2 . . . , k and assume that T_1 × · · · × T_k is totally ergodic with respect to μ_1 × · · · × μ_k. Let x ∈ [0, 1]. The following statements are equivalent.

(i) x is jointly (T^{(1)}, . . . , T^{(k)})-normal.

(ii) (T^n_1 x, . . . , T^n_k x) is equidistributed in [0, 1]^k with respect to μ_1 × · · · × μ_k: for any continuous function f on [0, 1]^k → R, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^n_1 x, . . . , T^n_k x) = ∫ f d(μ_1 × · · · × μ_k). (iii) For any m ≥ 2, x is jointly (T^{(1)}_m , . . . , T^{(k)}_m )-normal. (iv) x is jointly simply (T^{(1)}_m , . . . , T^{(k)}_m )-normal for all m ∈ N.

(v) There exists a sequence (m_l)_{l∈N} with m_1 < m_2 < · · · such that x is jointly simply (T^{(1)}_{ml} , . . . , T^{(k)}_{ml} )- normal for any l ∈ N.

Remark 1.16. It is worth noting an important difference between Theorems 1.14 and 1.15 when k > 1. Namely, while in light of the pointwise ergodic theorem, for any T = (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ , almost every x in X is T-normal, the phenomenon of joint (T^{(1)}, . . . , T^{(k)})-normality is much more delicate. For example, the transformation T_1 × · · · × T_k can be totally ergodic even if for some i ≠ j, T_i = T_j . However, in this case there are no jointly (T^{(1)}, . . . , T^{(k)})-normal points. On the other hand, Theorem 1.10, which deals with the phenomenon of pointwise joint ergodicity, implies that if each T^{(i)} = (T_i, μ_i, A_i) ∈ T , (1 ≤ i ≤ k), has properties E and M and h(T_1), . . . , h(T_k) are distinct, then almost every x is jointly (T^{(1)}, . . . , T^{(k)})-normal. Similar results hold for mutually disjoint systems (see Section 5 for the details).

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the notion of pointwise joint ergodicity and establish a characterization of pointwise joint ergodicity in terms of equidistribution. The results obtained in this section will be instrumental for the proof of the main theorem of this paper (Theorem 1.10 above). In Section 3, we discuss properties E and M and describe numerous examples of systems which possess properties E and M and belong to the family T . These examples are used in the subsequent sections to illustrate our results pertaining to joint normality. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.10. In Section 5, we establish additional results on pointwise joint ergodicity which utilize the notion of disjointness. In Section 6, we deal with various equivalent forms of normality and joint normality, which were briefly discussed in the Introduction. In particular, we provide the proof of Theorem 1.14. We also discuss a variant of Theorem 1.14 for joint normality.

Acknowledgement

Younghwan Son is supported by the NRF of Korea (NRF-2020R1A2C1A01005446).

2. pointwise joint ergodicity

In this section, we introduce the notion of pointwise joint ergodicity and present a useful characterization of pointwise joint ergodicity of transformations T_1, . . . , T_k acting on measurable space (X, B) in terms of the equidistribution in X^k of the orbits (T^n_1 x, . . . , T^n_k x), n = 0, 1, , 2 . . . .

Definition 2.1. Let T_1, . . . , T_k : X → X be measurable transformations on a measurable space (X, B). Assume that for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} there is a T_i-invariant probability measure μ_i on B so that for any i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, the measures μ_i and μ_j are equivalent meaning that they are mutually absolutely continuous. We say that T_1, . . . , T_k are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (μ_1, . . . , μ_k) if for any f_1, . . . , f_k ∈ L^∞, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f_1(T^n_1 x)f_2(T^n_2 x) · · · f_k(T^n_k x) = k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i a.e. x.^9

If measures μ_1, . . . , μ_k are understood, we just say T_1, . . . , T_k are pointwise jointly ergodic.

The following useful characterization of pointwise joint ergodicity is motivated by Lemma 2.1 in [5]. It will be utilized in the proof of our main theorem (Theorem 1.10) in Section 4.

Theorem 2.2. Let X be a compact metric space and let B be the Borel σ-algebra of X. Suppose that T_1, . . . , T_k : X → X are measurable transformations on (X, B) such that for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} there is a T_i-invariant probability measure μ_i and for any i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, the measures μ_i and μ_j are mutually absolutely continuous. Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) T_1, . . . , T_k are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (μ_1, . . . , μ_k).

(ii) For a.e. x ∈ X, the sequence of k-tuples (T^n_1 x, . . . , T^n_k x), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , is equidistributed in X^k with respect to μ_1 × · · · × μ_k: 1 N N−1∑ n=0 δ_T n_{1 x} × · · · × δ_T n_{k x} → μ_1 × · · · × μ_k in weak* topology.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Let μ = μ_1 × · · · × μ_k. Denote C(Y ) by the space of continuous functions on a compact space Y . We will use the classical fact that the functions of the form f_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ f_k(x_1, . . . , x_k) = ∏_k i=1 f_i(x_i), where f_i ∈ C(X), are linearly dense in the space C(X^k). Moreover, there is a countable set of functions g_i ∈ C(X) such that their tensor product is linearly dense in C(X^k). Thus one can find a countable dense subset {F_m : m ∈ N} of C(X^k), where each F_m is a finite sum of functions of the form f_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ f_k.

9Since μ 1, . . . , μ_k are pairwise equivalent, we simply write “a.e. x” instead of “μ_i-a.e. x for i = 1, , 2 . . . , k”.

Condition (i) implies that for each m ∈ N, there exists a full measure set A_m such that if x ∈ A_m, then lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 F_m(T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x) = ∫ F_m dμ. (2.1)

Let A =^∞ ⋂ m=1 A_m. It suffices to show that if F is a continuous function on X^k, then for any x ∈ A,

lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 F (T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x) = ∫ F dμ. Let ϵ > 0 and let F_m satisfy ‖F_m − F ‖_{sup} < ϵ. Then, clearly, ∫ |F_m − F | dμ < ϵ and 1 N N−1∑ n=0 |F (T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x) − F_m(T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x)| < ϵ. So we have | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 F (T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x) − ∫ F dμ | | | | ≤ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 |F (T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x) − F_m(T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x)|

+ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 F_m(T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x) − ∫ F_m dμ | | | | + ∫ |F_m − F | dμ

≤ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 F_m(T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x) − ∫ F_m dμ | | | | + 2ϵ. Letting N → ∞ (and using (2.1)) we get

lim sup N→∞ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 F (T^n_1 x, · · · , T^n_k x) − ∫ F dμ | | | | ≤ 2ϵ. Since ϵ is arbitrary, the desired result follows.

(ii) ⇒ (i): Note first that condition (ii) implies that each T_i is μ_i-ergodic. Indeed, it follows from condition (ii) that there exists a set X_0 of full measure such that for any x ∈ X_0, for any f ∈ C(X), and for any i = 1, 2 . . . , k, 1 N N∑ n=1 f(T^n_i x) → ∫ f dμ_i. So, by dominated convergence theorem, 1 N N∑ n=1 f(T^n_i x) → ∫ f dμ_i in L^2(μ_i). (2.2)

It follows by the standard approximation argument that (2.2) holds for any f ∈ L^2(μ_i), which implies that each T_i is μ_i-ergodic.

We need to prove that for any bounded measurable functions f_1, . . . , f_k, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) = k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i for a.e. x.

Without loss of generality, we assume that |f_i(x)| ≤ 1 for all x ∈ X and for i = 1, 2, . . . , k. For any

given m ∈ N, there are continuous functions g^{(m)}_1 , . . . , g^{(m)}_k such that |g^{(m)}_i (x)| ≤ 1 for all x ∈ X and ∫ |f_i − g^{(m)}_i |dμ_i <^1_m .

By condition (ii), there is a set of full measure A^1_m such that if x ∈ A^1_m, then lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x) = k∏ i=1 ∫ g^{(m)}_i dμ_i, (2.3)

and by pointwise ergodic theorem, there is a set of full measure A^2_m such that if x ∈ A^2_m, then for any i = 1, 2, . . . , k, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 |f_i(T^n_i x) − g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x)| = ∫ |f_i − g^{(m)}_i | dμ_i. (2.4)

Let A_m = A^1_m ∩ A^2_m. We will show that if x ∈ A_m, then

lim sup N→∞ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i | | | | ≤ 2k m . (2.5)

By triangle inequality, | | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i | | | | | ≤ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 | | | | | k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x) | | | | | (2.6)

+ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 ∫ g^{(m)}_i dμ_i | | | | + | | | | k∏ i=1 ∫ g^{(m)}_i dμ_i − k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i | | | |

Let us estimate each of the three terms on the right hand side of (2.6). To estimate the first term on the

right hand side of (2.6), we use the following identity k∏ i=1 a_i − k∏ i=1 b_i = (a_1 − b_1)b_2 · · · b_k + a_1(a_2 − b_2)b_3 · · · b_k + · · · + a_1 · · · a_{k−1}(a_k − b_k). (2.7)

We have | | | | | k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x) | | | | | ≤ k∑ i=1 |f_i(T^n_i x) − g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x)|, so 1 N N−1∑ n=0 | | | | k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x) | | | | ≤ k∑ i=1 1 N N−1∑ n=0 |f_i(T^n_i x) − g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x)|.

Thus, if x ∈ A_m, by (2.4),

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 | | | | k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x) | | | | ≤ k∑ i=1 ∫ |f_i − g^{(m)}_i | dμ_i ≤ k m . As for the second term on the right hand side of (2.6), we have by (2.3) that if x ∈ A_m, lim N→∞ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 g^{(m)}_i (T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 ∫ g^{(m)}_i dμ_i | | | | = 0.

Finally applying (2.7) to the last term on the right hand side of (2.6), we have that | | | | k∏ i=1 ∫ g^{(m)}_i dμ_i − k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i | | | | ≤ k∑ i=1 ∫ |g^{(m)}_i − f_i| dμ_i ≤ k m . Putting all the things together, we get (2.5).

Let B = ⋂_∞ m=1 A_m. Clearly B is of full measure (with respect to each μ_i). It follows from (2.5) that for any x ∈ B, we have lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) = k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i, which concludes the proof. □

3. Number-theoretic transformations possessing properties E and M

In this section we discuss in detail properties E and M, which appear in the formulation our main theorem (Theorem 4.1 in Section 4). We also describe numerous examples of systems which possess properties E and M and belong to the family T , which was introduced in Section 1. These examples will be used in the subsequent sections to illustrate our results pertaining to pointwise joint ergodicity and joint normality.

3.1. Entropy and property E.

In this short section we formulate, for reader’s convenience, the classical Shannon-McMillan-Breiman theorem as well as a corollary of it which serve as a motivation for introducing property E.

Theorem 3.1 (Shannon-McMillan-Breiman, see for example Section 6.2 in [36]). Let (X, B, μ, T ) be a probability measure preserving system and let h(T ) denote the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy of T . Let A be a countable measurable partition of X with − ∑ A∈A μ(A) log μ(A) < ∞ and ⋁_∞ n=0 T^{−n}σ(A) = B mod μ. For x ∈ X, let A(x) be the element of A which contains x. Let A^n :=^{n−1} ⋁ 0 T^{−j} A. Then − 1 n log μ(A^n(x)) → h(T ) a.e. and in L^1.

The following corollary of Shannon-McMillan-Breiman theorem, which is often referred to as the entropy equipartition property, states roughly that for most sets A ∈ A^n, μ(A) is approximately e^{−nh(T )}.

Corollary 3.2. Given ϵ > 0, there is n_0 such that for n ≥ n_0 the elements of A^n can be divided into two classes g^n = g^n(ϵ) and b^n = b^n(ϵ) (“good” and “bad” atoms) such that

(1) μ (⋃ B∈b^n B ) < ϵ (2) For A ∈ g^n, e^{−n(h(T )+ϵ)} < μ(A) < e^{−n(h(T )−ϵ)}. (3.1) Thus we have that for n ≥ n_0 μ ( {x ∈ [0, 1) : x ∈ A for some A ∈ A^n with e^{−n(h(T )+ϵ)} ≤ μ(A) ≤ e^{−n(h(T )−ϵ)}} ) ≥ 1 − ϵ. (3.2)

Note that, given (T, μ, A) ∈ T and n ∈ N, A^n =^{n−1} ⋁ 0 T^{−j} A is also a finite or countable partition of [0, 1] into intervals; we will call these intervals cylinders of rank n. Since^1_c μ ≤ λ ≤ cμ for some c ≥ 1, Corollary 3.2 says that if a cylinder A of rank n belongs to the class g^n of good atoms, then 1 c e^{−n(h(T )+ϵ)} ≤ λ(A) ≤ ce^{−n(h(T )−ϵ)}.

The property E which we will recall here for the convenience of the reader can be viewed as a formalization of the requirement that most cylinders of rank n belong to the class g^n of good atoms.

Definition 3.3. (T, μ, A) ∈ T has property E if for any ϵ > 0, there is a positive real number c_0 = c_0(ϵ) such that, for any n ∈ N, μ ( {x ∈ [0, 1) : x ∈ A for some A ∈ A^n with e^{−n(h(T )+ϵ)} ≤ μ(A) ≤ e^{−n(h(T )−ϵ)}} ) ≥ 1 − c_0 n . (3.3)

3.2. Property M and RU maps.

In this subsection, we introduce the notion of a RU map and show that any weakly mixing RU map has property M. We also show that if (T, μ, A) ∈ T has property M, then T is exact.

We start with recalling the definition of property M.

Definition 3.4. (T, μ, A) ∈ T has property M if there is a sequence (b_n)^∞_{n=1} of non-negative real numbers with^∞ ∑ n=1 b_n < ∞ such that, for any natural number l and for any non-negative integer n, if A ∈ σ(A^l) and B ∈ B, then |λ(A ∩ T^{−(n+l)}B) − λ(A)μ(B)| ≤ b_n. (3.4)

Define variation of f on I = [0, 1] by Var(f) := sup ∑ i |f(x_i) − f(x_{i−1})|, where the supremum ranges over all 0 = x_0 < x_1 < · · · < x_n = 1.

For every f ∈ L^1(λ), set

‖f‖_{BV} := ‖f‖_∞ + V (f), where V (f) = inf{Var(f^∗) : f^∗ = f a.e. with respect to λ}.

Let BV =: {f ∈ L^1(λ) : ‖f‖_{BV} < ∞}. The space BV is a Banach space with the norm ‖ · ‖_{BV} .

Definition 3.5 (cf. [1], p.19 and [2], p.3). A map T : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is said to be a RU map if there exists a partition A of [0, 1] into (open, closed, or half open on either end) intervals with nonempty and disjoint interiors such that

(1) T is uniformly expanding: inf{|T^′(x)| : x ∈ int(A), A ∈ A} > 1

(2) T satisfies Rychlik’s condition: ∑ A∈A ‖1_{T A}v^′_A‖_{BV} < ∞, where v_A, A ∈ A, denotes the inverse of T_{|A} : A → T A.

Remark 3.6. Notice that RU maps are presumed to be equipped with a partition A of [0, 1] (so that the properties (1) and (2) in Definition 3.5 are satisfied). We will find it convenient to denote RU maps belonging to the class T by triples (T, μ, A) with the understanding that the partition A in the triple (T, μ, A) corresponds to the partition which is stipulated in the Definition 3.5.

The following result is motivated by Theorem 1(a) in the paper by Aaronson and Nakada ([2]). Theorem 3.7. If (T, μ, A) ∈ T is a weakly mixing RU map, then it has property M. More precisely, there is a real number r with 0 < r < 1 such that for any A ∈ σ(A^l) and B ∈ B, |λ(A ∩ T^{−n−l}B) − λ(A)μ(B)| ≤ μ(B) O(r^n ).

The proof of Theorem 3.7 is the almost same as that of Theorem 1(a) in the cited above paper by Aaronson and Nakada. We provide the proof for reader’s convenience. Before embarking on the proof, we introduce some auxiliary facts. For (T, μ, A) ∈ T , let T̂ : L^1(λ) → L^1(λ) be the corresponding Frobenius-Perron operator. Then T̂^nf = ∑ A∈A^n 1_T n_A v^′_A f ∘ v_A, where v_A : T^nA → A is the inverse of the restriction of T^n to A.

We will need the following two results, which were obtained by Rychlik ([46]) (see also formulas (1) and (2) on p.4 in [2]):

(1) If (T, μ, A) ∈ T is a RU map, then there is c_0 > 0 such that for any f ∈ BV , ∑ A∈A^l ‖1_T l_A v^′_A f ∘ v_A‖_{BV} ≤ c_0‖f‖_{BV} , l ≥ 1. (3.5) (2) If T is a weakly mixing RU map, then there exist C > 0 and r ∈ (0, 1) so that for any f ∈ BV ‖T̂^nf − h ∫ X f dλ‖_{BV} ≤ Cr^n‖f‖_{BV} , n ≥ 1, (3.6) where h =^{dμ}_{dλ} .

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Let A ∈ σ(A^l). Write A = ⋃ i A_i, where A_i ∈ A^l. Note that T̂^l1_A = ∑ I∈A^l 1_T l_I v^′_I 1_A ∘ v_I = ∑ A_i 1_T l_{Ai} v^′_{Ai} 1 ∘ v_{Ai} , where v_{Ai} : T^lA_i → A_i is given by v_{Ai} := (T^l_{|Ai} )^{−1}. Then, by (3.5) we get ‖T̂^l1_A‖_{BV} ≤ ∑ A_i ‖1_T l_{Ai} v^′_{Ai} 1 ∘ v_{Ai} ‖_{BV} ≤ ∑ I∈A^l ‖1_T l_I v^′_I 1 ∘ v_I ‖_{BV} ≤ c_0‖1‖_{BV} = c_0 for some c_0 > 0. Notice that λ(A ∩ T^{−(n+l)}B) = ∫ (T̂^n(T̂^l1_A)) 1_B dλ and λ(A)μ(B) = ∫ ( h ∫ T̂^l1_A dλ ) 1_B dλ. Using (3.6) with f = T̂^l1_A, we obtain

‖T̂^n(T̂^l1_A) − h ∫ T̂^l1_A dλ‖_∞ ≤ ‖T̂^n(T̂^l1_A) − h ∫ T̂^l1_A dλ‖_{BV} ≤ Cr^n‖T̂^l1_A‖_{BV} ≤ c_0Cr^n. Then, |λ(A ∩ T^{−(n+l)}B) − λ(A)μ(B)| = | | | | ∫ ( T̂^n(T̂^l1_A) − h ∫ T̂^l1_A dλ ) 1_B dλ | | | | ≤ ‖T̂^n(T̂^l1_A) − h ∫ T̂^l1_A dλ‖_∞λ(B) ≤ c_0Cr^nλ(B) = μ(B)O(r^n ). □

We conclude this section by proving that if (T, μ, A) ∈ T has property M, then it is exact.

A (non-invertible) measure preserving transformation T on a probability space (X, B, μ) is called exact endomorphism if_∞ ⋂ n=0 T^{−n}B = {∅, X} (mod μ).

Rokhlin ([44]) showed that if a measure preserving transformation T on a probability space (X, B, μ) is exact, then T has completely positive entropy (meaning that each of its non-trivial factors has positive entropy).

Theorem 3.8. If (T, μ, A) ∈ T has property M, then T is exact.

Proof. Assume that T is not exact. Then there is a measurable set B ∈ ⋂_∞ n=0 T^{−n}B with 0 < μ(B) < 1 (and so 0 < λ(B) < 1). One can find a sequence of measurable sets B_n ∈ ⋁_{n−1} i=0 σ(T^{−i}A) such that λ(B_n△B) → 0 and λ(B_n) ≥ ϵ_0 for some ϵ_0 > 0 if n is sufficiently large. Since B ∈ ⋂_∞ n=0 T^{−n}B, for each n ∈ N there exists a measurable set C_n ∈ B such that T^{−2n}C_n = B^c. Note that λ(B_n ∩ T^{−2n}C_n) = λ(B_n ∩ B^c) ≤ λ(B_n△B) → 0. By (3.4), we have that

−b_n + λ(B_n ∩ T^{−2n}C_n) ≤ λ(B_n)μ(C_n) ≤ b_n + λ(B_n ∩ T^{−2n}C_n).

Since λ(B_n) ≥ ϵ_0 for sufficiently large n, μ(C_n) → 0. Then we have

0 = lim_{N→∞} 1 N n∑ n=1 μ(C_n) = lim_{N→∞} 1 N n∑ n=1 μ(T^{−2n}C_n) = μ(B^c),

so μ(B) = 1, which contradicts the assumption that μ(B) < 1 □

3.3. Examples. In this subsection, we discuss some examples of number-theoretic maps which, along with an appropriate partition, belong to the class T and possess properties E and M.

3.3.1. Times b maps: T_bx = bx mod 1, b ≥ 2 an integer. Note that the map T_bx = bx mod 1 is λ-preserving and ergodic. It is well-known that the entropy h(T_b) is log b. Let A_b = {[ 0, 1 b ) , · · · , [ b − 1 b , 1 )} . Then clearly (T_b, λ, A_b) ∈ T . It is also not hard to check that

• for any n ∈ N, if I is a cylinder of rank n, then λ(I) =^1_{bn} , so the set b^n of bad atoms is empty, which clearly implies that (T_b, λ, A_b) has property E.

• if A ∈ σ(A^l_b), l ∈ N, and B ∈ B, then λ(A ∩ T^{−(n+l)} b B) = λ(A)λ(B) for any n ≥ 0,

so (T_b, λ, A_b) has property M.

3.3.2. Gauss map: T_Gx =^1_x mod 1. It is well-known that Gauss map T_G is ergodic with respect to Gauss measure dμ_G =^1_{log 2}^{dx}_{1+x} . Let

A_G = {( 1 n + 1 , 1 n ] : n ∈ N } . (3.7)

It is not hard to see that (T_G, μ_G, A_G) ∈ T .

To show that (T_G, μ_G, A_G) has property E, recall first some basic facts about continued fractions. Let x ∈ [0, 1) be an irrational number. Let x = [x_1, x_2, x_3, · · · ] be the continued fraction expansion of x. Let p_n = p_n(x), q_n = q_n(x) denote the numerator and denominator of the nth convergent: p_n q_n = [x_1, x_2, · · · , x_n].

Let I_n(x) denote the cylinder set of rank n containing x. The length of I_n(x) is given by

λ(I_n(x)) = | | | | p_n q_n − p_n + p_{n+1} q_n + q_{n+1} | | | | = 1 q_n(q_n + q_{n+1}) . It is known (see, for instance, Section 14 in [25] or formula (4.18) of Chapter 1 in [8]) that for a.e. x, lim_{n→∞} 1 n log q_n(x) = π^2 12 log 2

. (3.8)

Then Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem (Theorem 3.1) implies that for a.e. x,

h(T_G) = lim_{n→∞} − log μ_G(I_n(x)) n = lim_{n→∞} − log λ(I_n(x)) n = lim_{n→∞} 1 n log q_n(x)(q_n(x) + q_{n−1}(x)) = π^2 6 log 2 . The fact that (T_G, μ_G, A_G) has property E is a consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 3.9 (cf. Theorem 2 in [14] or Theorem B in [49]). For any δ > 0, there exist N > 0, B > 0, α > 0 such that for all n ≥ N, λ { x : | | | | 1 n log q_n(x) − π^2 12 log 2 | | | | ≥ δ } ≤ B exp(−αn). (3.9)

The following result implies that T_G has property M.

Theorem 3.10 (cf. [25], [28], [29]). There is a constant γ such that for A ∈ σ(A^l_G), B ∈ B and for n ∈ N | |λ(A ∩ T^{−n−l}_G B) − λ(A)μ_G(B) | | = λ(A) μ_G(B) O(e^{−γn}). (3.10)

3.3.3. β-transformations: T_βx = βx mod 1, β > 1 a non-integer. Rényi showed that there is a T_β-preserving and ergodic measure μ_β such that 1 −^1_β ≤^{dμβ}_{dλ} ≤^1_{1−1/β} . (See [41] and also see [35] and [18].) Let A_β = {[ 0, 1 β ) , · · · , [ [β] − 1 β , [β] β ) , [ [β] β , 1 )} . Clearly (T_β, μ_β , A_β ) ∈ T .

It is known ([34]) that h(T_β ) = log β. For x ∈ [0, 1), let I_n(x) denote the cylinder of rank n containing x. Then Shanon-McMillan-Breiman theorem implies that for a.e. x, lim_{n→∞} − log λ(I_n(x)) n = lim_{n→∞} − log μ_β (I_n(x)) n = h(T_β ) = log β.

The fact that (T_β, μ_β , A_β ) has property E is the consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 3.11. For ϵ > 0, λ { x : | | | |− log λ(I_n(x)) n − log β | | | | > ϵ } ≤ β β − 1 e^{−ϵn}.

Proof. It is obvious that if A is a cylinder of rank n, then λ(A) ≤^1_{βn} . In [41], Rényi showed that number of cylinders of rank n is less than or equal to^β_{β−1} β^n. Then,

λ{x : x ∈ A for some cylinder A of rank n such that λ(A) < β^{−n}e^{−ϵn}} ≤ β β − 1 e^{−ϵn}. □ It is not hard to check that (T_β , μ_β, A_β ) is a RU map. Also, it is known that T_β is strongly mixing (see Section 4.5 in [43] or Theorem 1C in [37]), hence weakly mixing, so (T_β , μ_β , A_β ) has property M by Theorem 3.7.

3.3.4. Linear mod 1 transformations. Times b maps T_b and β-transformations T_β belong to a general family of maps T_{β,γ}: T_{β,γ}x = βx + γ mod 1, (β > 1, 0 ≤ γ < 1). It is known that if either β ≥ 2, 0 ≤ γ < 1 or 1 < β < 2, γ = 0, then there is a T_{β,γ} -invariant and ergodic measure μ_{β,γ} such that 1/c ≤^{dμβ,γ}_{dλ} ≤ c for some c ≥ 1. (See [20] and [52].) Also, it is known ([34]) that h(T_{β,γ} ) = log β. On the other hand, Parry showed that if 1 < β < 2 and γ ≠ 0, then T_{β,γ} may not have an invariant measure, which is equivalent to the Lebesgue measure. (See [35]). In what follows we will assume that either β ≥ 2, 0 ≤ γ < 1, or 1 < β < 2, γ = 0. Let A_{β,γ} = {[ 0, 1 − γ β ) , [ 1 − γ β , 2 − γ β ) · · · , [ [β + γ] − 1 − γ β , [β + γ] − γ β ) , [ [β + γ] − γ β , 1 )} . One readily checks that (T_{β,γ} , μ_{β,γ} , A_{β,γ} ) ∈ T .

Now let us show that (T_{β,γ} , μ_{β,γ} , A_{β,γ} ) has properties E and M. (Note that we only need to consider the case that β ≥ 2, 0 ≤ γ < 1.)

It is not hard to check that (T_{β,γ} , μ_{β,γ} , A_{β,γ} ) is a RU map. Also it is known that T_{β,γ} is strong mixing (indeed, it is exact ([52])), hence weakly mixing, so (T_{β,γ} , μ_{β,γ} , A_{β,γ} ) has property M by Theorem 3.7.

One also can check that if β ≥ 2, the number of cylinders of rank n for (T_{β,γ} , μ_{β,γ} , A_{β,γ} ) is O(β^n); indeed, for β = 2, the number of cylinders of rank n is less than or equal to ∑_n i=1(2^i + 1) = 2^{n+1} − 1 and for other cases (β > 2), this follows from Lemma 2.1 in [52]. Then by arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.11 in Subsection 3.3.3, one concludes that (T_{β,γ} , μ_{β,γ} , A_{β,γ} ) has property E.

4. The proof of main theorem

In this section we prove the main theorem of this article, which we formulate again for reader’s convenience. Note that the properties E and M, which appear in the formulation, were introduced in Section 1. (See also Section 3.)

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 1.10). Let T_i : [0, 1] → [0, 1], 1 ≤ i ≤ k, be measurable transformations such that for each i = 1, 2 . . . , k, there is a partition A_i and a T_i-invariant ergodic measures μ_i with (T_i, μ_i, A_i) ∈ T . Suppose that for each i = 1, 2 . . . , k, (T_i, μ_i, A_i) satisfies properties E and M. If entropy values h(T_1), · · · , h(T_k) are distinct, then T_1, . . . , T_k are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (μ_1, . . . , μ_k).

The following classical lemma will play an instrumental role in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 4.2 (See [21], Lemma 1.5 and a historical remark preceding its formulation.). Let (X, B, μ) be a probability space. Let f_n(x) be a sequence of non-negative measurable functions on X. Let u_n, v_n be sequences of real numbers such that 0 ≤ u_n ≤ v_n. Write V (N) :=^N ∑ n=1 v_n and assume that V (N) → ∞ as N → ∞. Suppose that there exists a constant K such that for arbitrary large integers M_1, M_2 (1 ≤ M_1 < M_2), ∫ X ∑ M_1 ≤n<M_2 (f_n(x) − u_n) 2 dμ ≤ K ∑ M_1 ≤n<M_2 v_n. (4.1)

Then for any ϵ > 0 and for a.e. x ∈ X, ∑ 1≤n≤N f_n(x) = ∑ 1≤n≤N u_n + O ( V (N)^{1/2}(log(V (N) + 2))^{2/3+ϵ} + max_{1≤n≤N} u_n ) . (4.2)

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Recall that A^m_i is a finite or countable partition of the unit interval [0, 1] and the elements of A^m_i are intervals, which are called cylinders of rank m (corresponding to (T_i, μ_i, A_i)). It is enough to show that for any l ∈ N and for any A_i ∈ A^l_i, i = 1, 2, . . . , k, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 1_{Ai} (T^n_i x) = k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i) for almost every x. (4.3)

To see that the validity for (4.3) implies the result in question observe first that since the family of cylinders is countably infinite, (4.3) implies that for almost every x, for any A_i ∈ A^l_i, i = 1, 2, . . . , k, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 1_{Ai} (T^n_i x) = k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i). (4.4)

Now, since B = ⋁_∞ m=1 σ(A^m_i ) for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k, any interval J ⊂ [0, 1] can be approximated by cylinders.

Hence, by the standard approximation argument, the fact that (4.4) holds for any A_i ∈ A^l_i, i = 1, 2, . . . , k, l ∈ N implies that it holds for any intervals J_1, . . . , J_k: lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 1_{Ji} (T^n_i x) = k∏ i=1 μ_i(J_i). This, in turn, implies that for almost every x, (T^n_1 x, . . . , T^n_k x) is equidistributed with respect to μ_1 ×· · ·×μ_k. The pointwise joint ergodicity of T_1, . . . , T_k follows then from Theorem 2.2.

We will derive (4.3) by applying Lemma 4.2 to

f_n(x) = k∏ i=1 1_{Ai} (T^n_i x), u_n = k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i), v_n = max(1, log n).

(Note that f_n(x) and v_n depend on n, but u_n is a constant sequence, so we can ignore the last term max_{1≤n≤N} u_n in (4.2).)

Write h_i = h(T_i) for simplicity. Without loss of generality we assume that h_1 < h_2 < · · · < h_k. Choose ϵ, δ, γ > 0 small enough so that for i = 2, . . . , k, h_i − (1 + δ)h_{i−1} − (2 + δ)ϵ ≥ γ. (4.5)

Since (T_i, μ_i, A_i) ∈ T for i = 1, 2, . . . , k, there exists c ≥ 1 such that^1_c μ_i ≤ λ ≤ cμ_i for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k. For M_1, M_2 ∈ N with M_1 < M_2 ≤ (1 + δ)M_1, let I_{M1 ,M2} = {(m, n) : M_1 + l ≤ m < n ≤ M_2 − l, n − m ≥ l} ⊂ N^2 .

We will show that (4.3) is the consequence of the following two claims:

Claim 1. For (m, n) ∈ I_{M1 ,M2} , λ (_k ⋂ i=1 ( T^{−m}_i A_i ⋂ T^{−n}_i A_i ) ) = k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i)^2 + c_{m,n}, (4.6)

where ∑ (m,n)∈I_{M1 ,M2} |c_{m,n}| = O(M_2 − M_1)

Claim 2. For M_1 + l ≤ m ≤ M_2 − l, λ (_k ⋂ i=1 T^{−m}_i A_i ) = k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i) + d_m, (4.7)

where^{M2−l} ∑ m=M_1 +l

|d_m| = O(1).

Before proving the above claims, let us show that (4.3) follows from (4.6) and (4.7). First, notice that (4.6) and (4.7) imply that

∫_1 0 (_{M2} ∑ n=M_1 (_k ∏ i=1 1_{Ai} (T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i) ))_2 dλ

= 2 ∫_1 0 ∑ (m,n)∈I_{M1 ,M2} (_k ∏ i=1 1_{Ai} (T^m_i x) − k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i) ) (_k ∏ i=1 1_{Ai} (T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i) ) dλ + O(M_2 − M_1)

= O ∑ (m,n)∈I_{M1,M2} |c_{m,n}| + O (_{M2−l} ∑ m=M_1 +l |d_m| ) (M_2 − M_1) + O(M_2 − M_1)

= O(M_2 − M_1).

Given any M < N, partition the interval [M, N] into O(log(N − M)) intervals of the form [M_1, M_2] with M_2 ≤ (1 + δ)M_1. Then we have ∫_1 0 (_N ∑ n=M+1 (_k ∏ i=1 1_{Ai} (T^n_i x) − k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i) ))_2 dλ = O((N − M) log(N − M)). (4.8)

Note also that

(N − M) log(N − M) ≤ (N − M) log N = N log N − M log N

≤ N log N − M log M = O (_N ∑ n=M log n ) = O (_N ∑ n=M v_n ) . So Lemma 4.2 implies ∑ 1≤n≤N k∏ i=1 1_{Ai} (T^n_i x) = ∑ 1≤n≤N k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i) + O ( (N log N)^{1/2}(log(N log N + 2))^{2/3+ϵ} ) ,

which, in turn, gives (4.3).

Now let us prove Claim 1 (the proof of Claim 2 is analogous and is omitted). We start with two preliminary observations. In what follows, we tacitly assume that ϵ, δ, γ satisfy (4.5).

(1) By Corollary 3.2, for any i = 1, 2, . . . , k and for all n ∈ N, we have a partition

A^n_i = g^n_i ∪ b^n_i

such that (a) g^n_i = {I ∈ A^n_i :^1_c e^{−n(hi+ϵ)} ≤ λ(I) ≤ ce^{−n(hi−ϵ)}} (b) b^n_i = A^n_i \ g^n_i .

Since (T_i, μ_i, A_i) has property E, there is a real number a = a(ϵ) > 0 so that for i = 1, 2, . . . , k,

λ ⋃ B∈b^n_i B ≤ a n . (4.9)

(2) Since (T_i, μ_i, A_i) has property M, there exists a sequence (b_n)^∞_{n=1} of non-negative real numbers with ∞∑ n=1 b_n < ∞, such that for i = 1, 2, . . . , k, if A ∈ σ(A^l_i) and B ∈ B, |λ(A ∩ T^{−(n+l)} i B) − λ(A)μ_i(B)| ≤ b_n for any n ∈ N. To show (4.6), we will need the following result:

Claim 3: For (m, n) ∈ I_{M1 ,M2} , there exist sets I_1(k) and I_2(k) such that k⋂ i=1 (T^{−m}_i A_i ∩ T^{−n}_i A_i) = I_1(k) ∪ I_2(k)

where

(1) I_1(k) is union of some cylinders in g^{n+l}_k and satisfies

λ(I_1(k)) = k∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i)^2 + O ( b_{m−M1−l} + b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 + e^{−γM1} ) ,

(2) I_2(k) is a set, which is disjoint from I_1(k), and satisfies λ(I_2(k)) = O

(_1

M_1 + e −γM_1 ) . Note that if Claim 3 holds, then we have |c_{m,n}| = O ( b_{m−M1−l} + b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 + e^{−γM1} )

and so ∑ (m,n)∈I_{M1 ,M2} |c_{m,n}| = O(M_2 − M_1), which implies Claim 1. We prove Claim 3 by induction. Let us first show that there exist sets I_1(1) and I_2(1) such that T^{−m}_1 A_1 ∩ T^{−n}_1 A_1 = I_1(1) ∪ I_2(1),

where

• I_1(1) is union of some intervals in g^{n+l}_1 and satisfies

λ(I_1(1)) = μ_1(A_1)^2 + O ( b_{m−M1−l} + b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 )

• I_2(1) is a set, which is disjoint from I_1(1), and satisfies λ(I_2) = O

(_1

M_1 ) . Indeed, note that T^{−m}_1 A_1 ∩ T^{−n}_1 A_1 ∈ σ(A^{n+l}_1 ), so

• I_1(1) is union of some intervals in g^{n+l}_1 , more precisely, I_1(1) =

⋃_{s(1)} i=1 J_i(1) such that J_i(1) ∈ g^{n+l}_1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ s(1), • I_2(1) is union of some intervals in b^{n+l}_1 , so λ(I_2(1)) ≤^a_{n+l} = O

(_1

M_1 ) .

Moreover, by property M of (T_1, μ_1, A_1), we have that

λ(I_1(1)) = λ(T^{−m}_1 A_1 ∩ T^{−n}_1 A_1) + O (λ(I_2(1))) = λ(T^{−m}_1 A_1 ∩ T^{−((n−m−l)+(m+l))} 1 A_1) + O ( 1 M_1 )

= μ_1(T^{−m}_1 A_1) · μ_1(A_1) + O ( b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 ) (by property M) = μ_1(X ∩ T^{−(m−M1−l)+(M1 +l)} 1 A_1) · μ_1(A_1) + O ( b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 )

= μ_1(A_1)^2 + O ( b_{m−M1−l} + b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 ) (by property M)

To continue the induction, suppose that for 1 ≤ q < k, there are sets I_1(q) and I_2(q) such that q⋂ i=1 (T^{−m}_i A_i ∩ T^{−n}_i A_i) = I_1(q) ∪ I_2(q)

where for some s(q)

• I_1(q) = s(q)⋃ i=1 J_i(q), where J_i(q) ∈ g^{n+l}_q for 1 ≤ i ≤ s(q), and

λ(I_1(q)) = q∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i)^2 + O ( b_{m−M1−l} + b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 + e^{−γM1} ) , • I_2(q) is a set, which is disjoint from I_1(q), and satisfies λ(I_2(q)) = O

(_1

M_1 + e −γM_1 ) . We have to show that there are sets I_1(q + 1) and I_2(q + 1) such that q+1⋂ i=1 (T^{−m}_i A_i ∩ T^{−n}_i A_i) = I_1(q + 1) ∪ I_2(q + 1)

where

• I_1(q + 1) = s(q+1)⋃ i=1 J_i(q + 1), where J_i(q + 1) ∈ g^{n+l}_{q+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ s(q + 1), and

λ(I_1(q + 1)) = q+1∏ i=1 μ_i(A_i)^2 + O ( b_{m−M1−l} + b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 + e^{−γM1} ) , • I_2(q + 1) is a set, which is disjoint from I_1(q + 1), and satisfies λ(I_2(q + 1)) = O

(_1

M_1 + e −γM_1 ) , To conclude the proof, we need first to establish the following statement.

Claim 4. Given I_1(q) = s(q)⋃ i=1 J_i(q) as above, one can write

I_1(q) = H_1(q) ∪ H_2(q),

where

• H_1(q) is union of some cylinders in g^{M1}_{q+1}, • λ(H_2(q)) = O(^1_{M1} + e^{−γM1} ).

Proof of Claim 4. Notice that J_i(q) ∈ g^{n+l}_q , so λ(J_i(q)) ≥ 1 c μ(J_i(q)) ≥ 1 c e^{−(n+l)(hq +ϵ)} ≥ 1 c e^{−M2(hq +ϵ)}.

Since s(q)∑ i=1 λ(J_i(q)) = λ (_{s(q)} ⋃ i=1 (J_i(q)) ) ≤ 1, we have s(q)^1_c e^{−M2(hq +ϵ)} ≤ 1, which implies s(q) ≤ ce^{M2(hq +ϵ)}. (4.10)

Assume that g^{M1}_{q+1} is comprised of intervals U_1, . . . , U_s, where U_i are subintervals of the interval [0, 1] having disjoint interiors. If b^{M1}_{q+1} = ∅, then U_1, . . . , U_s form a partition of the unit interval [0, 1]. Otherwise, there exist intervals V_1, . . . , V_t such that U_1, . . . , U_s, V_1, . . . V_t form a partition P of [0, 1]. For each interval J_i(q), there exist a finite family of intervals I_{i,j} (1 ≤ j ≤ t_i) and two intervals K_{i,1} and K_{i,2} in P such that t_i⋃

j=1 I_{i,j} ⊂ J_i(q) ⊂ t_i⋃

j=1 I_{i,j} ⋃ ( K_{i,1} ∪ K_{i,2} ) .

Let H_1(q) be the union of intervals I_{i,j} , 1 ≤ i ≤ s(q), 1 ≤ j ≤ t_i which belong to g^{M1}_{q+1}. Let H_2(q) = I_1(q) \ H_1(q). Let us show that λ(H_2(q)) = O ( 1 M_1 + e^{−γM1} ) . Note that H_2(q) is covered by at most 2s(q) intervals from g^{M1}_{q+1} and - possibly - by some intervals from b^{M1}_{q+1}. Since λ(J) ≤ ce^{−M1 (hq+1−ϵ)} for any cylinder J ∈ g^{M1}_{q+1},

λ(H_2(q)) ≤ λ ⋃ B∈b^{M1}_{q+1} B + 2s(q)ce^{−M1(hq+1 −ϵ)}. (4.11)

By (4.5), −M_1(h_{q+1} − ϵ) + M_2(h_q + ϵ) ≤ −M_1(h_{q+1} − (1 + δ)h_q − (2 + δ)ϵ) ≤ −γM_1, and so by (4.10) 2s(q)ce^{−M1(hq+1 −ϵ)} ≤ 2c^2e^{−M1(hq+1 −ϵ)+M2(hq +ϵ)} ≤ e^{−γM1} (4.12) By property E, λ ⋃ B∈b^{M1}_{q+1} B ≤ a M_1

. (4.13)

Putting (4.11), (4.12), and (4.13) together, we get

λ(H_2(q)) ≤ a M_1

+ 2c^2e^{−M1(hq+1 −ϵ)+M2(hq +ϵ)} = O ( 1 M_1 + e^{−γM1} ) . This completes the proof of Claim 4.

By Claim 4,_q ⋂ i=1 (T^{−m}_i A_i ∩ T^{−n}_i A_i) = H_1(q) ∪ H_2(q) ∪ I_2(q),

where H_1(q) ∈ σ(A^{M1}_{q+1}) and λ(H_2(q) ∪ I_2(q)) = O(^1_{M1} + e^{−γM1} ).

Note that H_1(q) ∩ T^{−m}_{q+1} A_{q+1} ∩ T^{−n}_{q+1}A_{q+1} ∈ σ(A^{n+l}_{q+1}), thus one can write

H_1(q) ∩ T^{−m}_{q+1} A_{q+1} ∩ T^{−n}_{q+1}A_{q+1} = I_1(q + 1) ∪ R, (4.14)

where I_1(q + 1) = ⋃_{s(q+1)} i=1 J_i(q + 1) with J_i(q + 1) ∈ g^{n+l}_{q+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ s(q + 1) and R is union of some intervals in b^{n+l}_{q+1}, so λ(R) ≤ a n + l = O ( 1 M_1 ) . (4.15) Let I_2(q + 1) = q+1⋂ i=1 (T^{−m}_i A_i ∩ T^{−n}_i A_i) \ I_1(q + 1),

so I_1(q + 1) ⋃ I_2(q + 1) =^{q+1} ⋂ i=1 (T^{−m}_i A_i ∩ T^{−n}_i A_i). Note that

I_2(q + 1) ⊂ R ∪ H_2(q) ∪ I_2(q),

so λ(I_2(q + 1)) = O

(_1

M_1 + e −γM_1 ) . Now, utilizing the fact that (T_{q+1}, μ_{q+1}, A_{q+1}) has property M, we obtain λ ( H_1(q) ∩ T^{−m}_{q+1} A_{q+1} ∩ T^{−n}_{q+1}A_{q+1} ) = λ ( H_1(q) ∩ T^{−m}_{q+1} A_{q+1} ) μ_{q+1}(A_{q+1}) + O(b_{n−m−l}) = λ(H_1(q))μ_{q+1}(A_{q+1})^2 + O(b_{m−M1 −l} + b_{n−m−l}). (4.16)

(We use that H_1(q) ∩ T^{−m}_{q+1} A_{q+1} ∈ A^{m+l}_{q+1} for the first equality and H_1(q) ∈ A^{M1}_{q+1} ⊂ A^{M1 +l}_{q+1} for the second equality.)

Then,

λ(I_1(q + 1)) = λ ( H_1(q) ∩ T^{−m}_{q+1} A_{q+1} ∩ T^{−n}_{q+1}A_{q+1} ) + O(λ(R)) (by (4.14))

= λ(H_1(q))μ^2_{q+1}(A_{q+1})^2 + O ( b_{m−M1 −l} + b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 ) (by (4.15), (4.16))

= λ(I_1(q))μ^2_{q+1}(A_{q+1})^2 + O ( b_{m−M1−l} + b_{n−m−l} + 1 M_1 + e^{−γM1} ) (by Claim 4) □

The following result is a special case of Theorem 4.1, which was formulated in the Introduction.

Theorem 4.3 (Theorem 1.2). Let s, t ∈ N. Let b_1, . . . , b_s be distinct integers with b_i ≥ 2 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , s and let β_1, . . . , β_t be distinct non-integers with β_i > 1 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , t. Then

(1) T_{b1} , . . . , T_{bs} , T_{β1} , . . . T_{βt} are pointwise jointly ergodic.

(2) T_G, T_{b1} , . . . , T_{bs} , T_{β1} , . . . T_{βt} are pointwise jointly ergodic if log β_i ≠^{π2}_{6 log 2} for 1 ≤ i ≤ t.

Corollary 4.4 (Corollary 1.6). Let s, t ∈ N. Let b_1, . . . , b_s be distinct integers with b_i ≥ 2 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , s and let β_1, . . . , β_t be distinct non-integers with β_j > 1 for all j = 1, 2, . . . , t. Then almost every x ∈ [0, 1) is jointly (b_1, . . . , b_s, β_1, . . . , β_t)-normal and also, if log β_j ≠^{π2}_{6 log 2} for any j = 1, 2 . . . , t, almost every x ∈ [0, 1) is jointly (b_1, . . . , b_s, β_1, . . . , β_t, CF )-normal.

5. Disjoint systems and pointwise joint ergodicity

In this section, we deal with an approach to pointwise joint ergodicity which is based on the notion of disjointness of dynamical systems that was introduced by Furstenberg in [15]. We remark that while in the previous sections we were mostly dealing with the maps of the interval, the main results in this section are quite general. The reader is referred to the classical literature ([17], [36], [45], [51]) for definitions of mixing notions which are mentioned in this section.

Definition 5.1. Probability measure preserving systems (X_i, B_i, μ_i, T_i), 1 ≤ i ≤ k, are mutually disjoint if the only T_1 × · · · × T_k-invariant measure on X_1 × · · · × X_k, which has the property that the projection of μ onto X_i is μ_i for all i = 1, . . . , k, is the product measure μ_1 × · · · × μ_k.

By slight abuse of language, we will say that T_1, . . . , T_k are mutually disjoint if it is clear from the context what the systems (X_i, B_i, μ_i) are.

Here are some examples of disjoint measure preserving systems:

(1) Translations on compact abelian groups and weakly mixing systems are disjoint (Theorem 6.10 in [45]). (2) Zero entropy systems and K-automorphisms are disjoint (Theorem 6.11 in [45]). (3) Rigid systems and mildly mixing systems are disjoint (Proposition 4.3 in [24]). (4) If T_1 is a translation on a compact abelian group, T_2 is a weakly mixing rigid transformation, and T_3 is a mildly mixing transformation, then it is not hard to show that T_1, T_2, T_3 are mutually disjoint.

(5) If X_i = (X, B, μ_i, T_i), 1 ≤ i ≤ k, are ergodic, measurably distal systems and Kronecker factors of X_i are mutually disjoint, then T_1, . . . , T_k are mutually disjoint (Proposition 8.5 in [7]).

The following simple theorem establishes a relation between disjointness and pointwise joint ergodicity.

Theorem 5.2. Let X be a compact metric space and let B be the Borel σ-algebra of X. Let μ_1, . . . , μ_l, ν_1, . . . , ν_m be pairwise equivalent probability measures on (X, B). Let X^{(1)}_i = (X, B, μ_i, S_i), 1 ≤ i ≤ l, and X^{(2)}_j = (X, B, ν_j , T_j ), 1 ≤ j ≤ m, be measure preserving systems such that

(1) S_1, . . . , S_l are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (μ_1, . . . , μ_l), (2) T_1, . . . , T_m are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (ν_1, . . . , ν_m), (3) X^{(1)} = X^{(1)}_1 × · · · × X^{(1)}_l and X^{(2)} = X^{(2)}_1 × · · · × X^{(2)}_m are disjoint.

Then, S_1, . . . , S_l, T_1, . . . , T_m are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (μ_1, . . . , μ_l, ν_1, . . . , ν_m).

Proof. By the assumptions (1) and (2), Theorem 2.2 implies that there exists a full measure set A ∈ B such that if x ∈ A, then 1 N N−1∑ n=0 δ_Sn_{1 x} × · · · × δ_Sn_{l x} → μ_1 × · · · × μ_l and 1 N N−1∑ n=0 δ_T n_{1 x} × · · · × δ_T n_{m x} → ν_1 × · · · × ν_l.

Now consider the sequence of measures on X^{l+m}

ρ_N := 1 N N−1∑ n=0 δ_Sn_{1 x} × · · · × δ_Sn_{l x} × δ_T n_{1 x} × · · · × δ_T n_{mx}, N = 1, 2, . . . . Let ρ be a weak* limit point of (ρ_N ) and let us show that ρ = μ_1 × · · · × μ_l × ν_1 × · · · × ν_m. Note that ρ is (S_1 × · · · × S_l) × (T_1 × · · · × T_m)-invariant and that the projections of ρ on X^{(1)} and X^{(2)} are, correspondingly, μ_1 × · · · × μ_l and ν_1 × · · · × ν_m. So, the desired result follows from the assumption that X^{(1)} and X^{(2)} are disjoint. □

The following corollary of Theorem 5.2 provides a convenient criterion of pointwise joint ergodicity. A special case when k = 2 and μ_1 = μ_2 was obtained by Berend (see Theorem 2.2 in [5]; cf. also Theorem I.6 in [15]).

Corollary 5.3. Let X be a compact metric space and let B be the Borel σ-algebra of X. Let X_i = (X, B, μ_i, T_i), 1 ≤ i ≤ k, be ergodic probability measure preserving systems. Suppose that μ_1, . . . , μ_k are pairwise equivalent and X_1, . . . , X_k are mutually disjoint. Then T_1, · · · , T_k are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (μ_1, . . . , μ_k).

Proof. Take first k = 2. Since X_1 and X_2 are disjoint, by Theorem 5.2, T_1, T_2 are pointwise jointly ergodic. Take now k = 3. Since X_1, X_2 and X_3 are mutually disjoint, X_1 × X_2 and X_3 are disjoint and so by Theorem 5.2, T_1, T_2, T_3 are pointwise jointly ergodic. And so on. □ Theorem 5.4. Let X be a compact metric space and let B be the Borel σ-algebra of X. Let μ_1, . . . , μ_l, ν_1, . . . , ν_m be pairwise equivalent probability measures on (X, B). Let X^{(1)}_i = (X, B, μ_i, S_i), 1 ≤ i ≤ l, and X^{(2)}_j = (X, B, ν_j , T_j ), 1 ≤ j ≤ m, be measure preserving systems such that

(1) each S_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ l, has zero entropy, (2) each T_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, is exact.

If S_1, . . . , S_l are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (μ_1, . . . , μ_l) and T_1, . . . , T_m are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (ν_1, . . . , ν_m), then S_1, . . . , S_l, T_1, . . . , T_m are pointwise jointly ergodic with respect to (μ_1, . . . , μ_l, ν_1, . . . , ν_m). Proof. Since a Cartesian product of zero entropy systems has zero entropy, S_1 × · · · × S_l has zero entropy. It is known ([44]) that natural extensions of exact transformations are K-automorphisms and a Cartesian product of K-automorphisms is K-automorphism. Thus, T_1 × · · · × T_m is a factor of a K-automorphism. It is also known that K-automorphisms are disjoint from zero entropy systems. Also, if X and Y are disjoint and Z is a factor of X, then Z and Y are disjoint (Proposition I.1 in [15]). Thus, S_1 × · · · × S_l and T_1 × · · · × T_m are disjoint, and so Theorem 5.5 follows from 5.2. □

Theorems 4.1 and 5.4 lead to the following result.

Theorem 5.5. Let μ_1, . . . , μ_k be probability measures on ([0, 1], B), where B is the Borel σ-algebra of [0, 1], such that each μ_i is equivalent to the Lebesgue measure λ. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let T_i : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be a μ_i-preserving ergodic transformation. Let m ≤ k. In addition, assume that

(1) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, T_i has zero entropy and T_1, . . . , T_m are pointwise jointly ergodic, (2) for m + 1 ≤ i ≤ k, (T_i, μ_i, A_i) ∈ T along with an appropriate partition A_i such that (T_i, μ_i, A_i) has properties E and M and entropy values h(T_{m+1}), · · · , h(T_k) are distinct.

Then for any bounded measurable functions f_1, . . . , f_k, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f_1(T^n_1 x)f_2(T^n_2 x) · · · f_k(T^n_k x) = k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i (5.1)

for almost every x ∈ [0, 1].

The following extension of Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.3) is an immediate corollary of Theorem 5.5.

Corollary 5.6. Let μ_0 be a probability measure on [0, 1], which is equivalent to λ. Let S : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be a μ_0-preserving, ergodic transformation with h(S) = 0. Let s, t ∈ N. Let b_1, . . . , b_s be distinct integers with b_i ≥ 2 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , s and let β_1, . . . , β_t be distinct non-integers with β_i > 1 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , t. Then

(1) S, T_{b1} , . . . , T_{bs} , T_{β1} , . . . T_{βt} are pointwise jointly ergodic:

for any bounded measurable functions f_0, f_1, . . . , f_s, g_1, . . . , g_t, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f_0(S^nx) s∏ i=1 f_i(b^n_i x) t∏ j=1 g_j (T^n_{βj} x) = ∫ f_0 dμ_0 s∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dλ t∏ j=1 ∫ g_j dμ_{βj} for almost every x ∈ [0, 1].

(2) S, T_G, T_{b1} , . . . , T_{bs} , T_{β1} , . . . T_{βt} are pointwise jointly ergodic if log β_i ≠^{π2}_{6 log 2} for 1 ≤ i ≤ t:

for any bounded measurable functions f_0, g_0, f_1, . . . , f_s, g_1, . . . , g_t, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f_0(S^nx) g_0(T^n_Gx) s∏ i=1 f_i(b^n_i x) t∏ j=1 g_j (T^n_{βj} x) = ∫ f_0 dμ_0 ∫ g_0 dμ_G s∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dλ t∏ j=1 ∫ g_j dμ_{βj} for almost every x ∈ [0, 1].

6. Equivalent forms of normality and joint normality of F-representations

In this section we deal with various equivalent forms of normality and joint normality, which were briefly discussed in the Introduction. We start with proving Theorem 1.14 from the Introduction, which we formulate here again for reader’s convenience.

Theorem 6.1 (Theorem 1.14). Let T = (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ such that T is totally ergodic. Let x ∈ [0, 1]. The following statements are equivalent.

(i) x is T-normal.

(ii) (T^nx) is equidistributed in [0, 1] with respect to μ, that is, for any continuous function f : [0, 1] → R, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^nx) = ∫ f dμ. (6.1) (iii) For any m ≥ 2, x is T_m-normal.

(iv) T^kx is simply T_m-normal for all k ≥ 0 and m ≥ 1.

(v) x is simply T_m-normal for all m ≥ 1.

(vi) There exists a sequence (m_l)_{l∈N} with m_1 < m_2 < · · · such that x is simply T_{ml} -normal for any l ∈ N.

The proof of Theorem 6.1 rests on two useful lemmas which are of independent interest. Before formulating and proving these lemmas we need to introduce some additional terminology.

Let X be a compact metric space and let M(X) denote the space of probability Borel measures on X. For μ ∈ M(X), let R(X, μ) denote the space of Riemann integrable functions on X. Note that f ∈ R(X, μ) if and only if μ(D_f ) = 0, where D_f is the set of points of discontinuity of f. Also, note that if the sequence μ_1, μ_2, · · · ∈ M(X) converges to the measure μ in weak* topology, then, by the standard approximation argument, for any f ∈ R(X, μ), ∫ f dμ_n → ∫ f dμ. We will say that a measure preserving system (X, B, μ, T ) is admissible if X is a compact metric space, B is the σ-algebra of Borel sets of X, μ is a probability measure on B, and T : X → X is a μ-preserving transformation with the property that the set S of points of discontinuity of T satisfies μ(S) = 0. Following [19], we will call any such transformation μ-continuous. Note that if (X, B, μ, T ) is an admissible system, so is (X, B, μ, T^m) for any m ≥ 2.

Given an admissible system (X, B, μ, T ) and a point x ∈ X we will say that x is (T, μ)-generic if for any continuous function f on X, lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^nx) = ∫ f dμ, or, equivalently, 1 N N−1∑ n=0 δ_T n_x → μ in weak* topology.

Note that a point x ∈ X is (T, μ)-generic if and only if for any f ∈ R(X, μ), lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^nx) = ∫ f dμ. Remark 6.2. Let T = (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ . Then ([0, 1], B, μ, T ), where B is the Borel σ-algebra of [0, 1], is an admissible system. Moreover, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) x ∈ [0, 1] is (T, μ)-generic (i.e. for any f ∈ C([0, 1]), lim_{N→∞}^1_N^{N−1} ∑ n=0 f(T^nx) = ∫ f dμ). (ii) For any interval I ⊂ [0, 1], lim N→∞ #{0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 : T^nx ∈ I} N = μ(I). (6.2)

(One has only to justify (ii) ⇒ (i). It is not hard to see that this implication follows form the fact that linear combinations of characteristic functions of intervals are dense in R([0, 1], μ).)

The following lemma is a natural dynamical version of a classical result due to Pyatetskii-Shapiro. (See Theorem 2 in [40]. See also Theorem 3 in [39] and Lemma 8.1 in Chapter 1 of [27].)

Lemma 6.3. Let (X, B, μ, T ) be an ergodic admissible system. If x ∈ X has the property that there is a constant C > 0 such that for any non-negative continuous function f on X

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^nx) ≤ C ∫ f dμ, (6.3) then x is (T, μ)-generic.

Proof. Define a sequence of measures in M(X)

ν_N := 1 N N−1∑ n=0 δ_T n_x, N ∈ N. It is sufficient to show that ν_N → μ in weak* topology.

Let ν be a weak* limit point of the sequence (ν_N ) and let (ν_{Nk} ) be a subsequence of (ν_N ) such that ν_{Nk} → ν. Note that by (6.3), for any nonnegative continuous function f on X, ∫ fdν = lim_{k→∞} ∫ f dν_{Nk} = lim_{k→∞} 1 N_k N_k −1∑

n=0 f(T^nx) ≤ C ∫ fdμ, so ν ≪ μ and hence R(X, μ) ⊂ R(X, ν).

Now let us show that ∫ f dν = ∫ f ∘ T dν for any f ∈ C(X). Note that since T is μ-continuous, for any f ∈ C(X), f ∘ T ∈ R(X, μ) ⊂ R(X, ν), and so ∫ f dν_{Nk} → ∫ f dν and ∫ f ∘ T dν_{Nk} → ∫ f ∘ T dν. Since | | | ∫ f dν_{Nk} − ∫ f ∘ T dν_{Nk} | | | = | | | | 1 N_k N_k −1∑

n=0 ( f(T^nx) − f(T^{n+1}x) ) | | | | ≤ 2 N_k ‖f‖_u → 0 as k → ∞, we get ∫ f dν = ∫ f ∘ T dν for any f ∈ C(X). This, in turn, implies that for any f ∈ C(X) ∫ f ∘ T^ndν = ∫ fdν for any n ∈ N. (6.4)

Fix a continuous function f on X. Since T is ergodic, the pointwise ergodic theorem implies lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^ny) = ∫ f dμ (6.5)

for μ − a.e. y. Moreover, the fact that ν ≪ μ implies that (6.5) also holds for ν − a.e. y. Note that | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^ny) | | | | ≤ ‖f‖u for any y ∈ X. (6.6) Using (6.4) and (6.6) and the fact that (6.5) holds for ν − a.e. y, we get with the help of the dominated convergence theorem ∫ f dν = ∫ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^ny)dν(y) = lim_{N→∞} ∫ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^ny)dν(y) = ∫ lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^ny)dν(y) = ∫ ∫ f dμ dν = ∫ fdμ. Thus ν = μ, which implies that any limit point of (ν_N ) is μ, and so ν_N → μ in weak* topology. □

Lemma 6.4. Let (X, B, μ, T ) be a totally ergodic admissible system. Let m ≥ 2. Then x ∈ X is (T, μ)- generic if and only if x is (T^m, μ)-generic.

Proof. Suppose that x is (T, μ)-generic. Note that for any non-negative continuous function f on X, 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^{mn}x) ≤ m 1 mN mN−1∑

n=0 f(T^nx), and hence

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^{mn}x) ≤ m ∫ f dμ. By Lemma 6.3, x is (T^m, μ)-generic.

Now suppose that x is (T^m, μ)-generic. Let f be a non-negative continuous function on X. Then for any N ∈ N we have 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^nx) ≤ [N/m] + 1 N m−1∑ r=0 1 [N/m] + 1 [N/m]∑

n=0 f ∘ T^r(T^{mn}x). Since T is μ-continuous, f ∘ T^r is Riemann integrable for each r = 0, 1, . . . , m − 1. Therefore lim N→∞ 1 [N/m] + 1 [N/m]∑

n=0 f ∘ T^r(T^{mn}x) = ∫ f ∘ T^r dμ = ∫ f dμ. Hence

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 f(T^nx) ≤ ∫ f dμ, which, by Lemma 6.3, implies x is (T, μ)-generic. □

Proof of Theorem 6.1. For T = (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ , write A = {I_j : j ∈ D}, where D is a finite or countably infinite index set. For a string S = (a_1, . . . , a_k) ∈ D^k, let C_T(S) be the cylinder set in A^k corresponding to S. Let 1_{CT(S)} denote the characteristic function of C_T(S). For x ∈ [0, 1], let (r_n(x)) be the F-representation of x. Note that for any k ∈ N and S = (a_1, . . . , a_k) ∈ D^k, N−1∑ n=0 1_{CT(S)}(T^nx) = #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : r_n(x) = a_1, . . . , r_{n+k−1}(x) = a_k}. (6.7)

(i) ⇒ (ii): Let x ∈ [0, 1] be T-normal. Then (6.7) implies that for any k ∈ N and S ∈ D^k lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 1_{CT(S)}(T^nx) = ∫ 1_{CT(S)} dμ. (6.8)

By linearity and the monotone convergence theorem, (6.8) implies that for any m ∈ N and I ∈ σ(A^m), lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 1_I (T^nx) = ∫ 1_I dμ. (6.9)

Since the partition A generates the σ-algebra B, the standard approximation argument implies that (6.9) holds for any interval in [0, 1], and so, by Remark 6.2, x is (T, μ)-generic.

(ii) ⇒ (i): If x ∈ [0, 1] is (T, μ)-generic, then (6.7) and (6.2) imply that for any k ∈ N and S = (a_1, . . . , a_k) ∈ D^k lim N→∞ #{1 ≤ n ≤ N : r_n(x) = a_1, . . . , r_{n+k−1}(x) = a_k} N = lim_{N→∞} 1 N N−1∑ n=0 1_{CT(S)}(T^nx) = μ(C_T(S)),

so x is T-normal.

(i) ⇔ (iii) follows from Lemma 6.4.

(i) ⇒ (iv): If x is T-normal, then clearly T^kx is T-normal for any k ≥ 0. Then since (i) is equivalent to (iii), T^kx is T_m-normal, which gives (iv).

It is clear that (iv) ⇒ (v) ⇒ (vi).

We will conclude the proof by showing (vi) ⇒ (i). Let us assume that the index set D is countably infinite (the proof for the case when D is finite is analogous and is omitted). By (6.8), it is enough to show that for any k ∈ N and S = (a_1, . . . , a_k) ∈ D^k

lim N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 1_{CT(S)}(T^nx) = μ(C_T(S)). (6.10)

Let m_l be a natural number with m_l > k. Let (A_i)^∞_{i=1} be an enumeration of strings in D^{ml} . Since C_T(A_i) ∩ C_T(A_j ) = ∅ for i ≠ j and [0, 1] =^∞ ⋃ i=1 C_T(A_i) (mod λ), we have that^∞ ∑ i=1 μ(C_T(A_i)) = 1. Let ϵ > 0.

Take M ∈ N such that^∞ ∑ i=M+1 μ(C_T(A_i)) < ϵ.

For i ∈ N, let k_i ∈ N denote the number of occurrences of the string S in the string A_i. Note that 0 ≤ k_i ≤ m_l − k + 1 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , and N−1∑ n=0 1_{CT(S)}(T^nx) = ∑ 0≤n<^N_{ml} ∞∑ i=1 k_i1_{CT(Ai)}(T^{mln}x) + O ( N m_l k ) . (6.11)

We have ∑ 0≤n<^N_{ml} ∞∑ i=1 k_i1_{CT(Ai )}(T^{mln}x) = ∑ 0≤n<^N_{ml} M∑ i=1 k_i1_{CT(Ai)}(T^{mln}x) + ∑ 0≤n<^N_{ml} ∞∑ i=M+1 k_i1_{CT(Ai)}(T^{mln}x). (6.12)

Since x is simply T^{ml} -normal,

lim N→∞ 1 N ∑ 0≤n<^N_{ml} M∑ i=1 k_i1_{CT(Ai )}(T^{mln}x) = 1 m_l M∑ i=1 k_iμ(C_T(A_i)). (6.13)

Since for any i ∈ N, k_i ≤ m_l, we get the following estimate of the second term on the right hand side of (6.12): ∑ 0≤n<^N_{ml} ∞∑ i=M+1 k_i1_{CT(Ai)}(T^{mln}x) ≤ m_l · #{0 ≤ n < N m_l : T^{mln}x /∈ M⋃ i=1 C_T(A_i)}.

We have lim N→∞ m_l N · #{0 ≤ n < N m_l : T^{mln}x /∈ M⋃ i=1 C_T(A_i)} = 1 − lim_{N→∞} m_l N · #{0 ≤ n < N m_l : T^{mln}x ∈ M⋃ i=1 C_T(A_i)}

= 1 − M∑ i=1 μ(C_T(A_i)) = ∞∑ i=M+1 μ(C_T(A_i)) < ϵ. So lim sup N→∞ 1 N ∑ 0≤n<^N_{ml} ∞∑ i=M+1 k_i1_{CT(Ai)}(T^{mln}x) ≤ ϵ. (6.14)

Thus, by (6.11), (6.12), (6.13) and (6.14),

lim sup N→∞ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 1_{CT(S)}(T^nx) − 1 m_l M∑ i=1 k_iμ(C_T(A_i)) | | | | = O ( ϵ + k m_l ) . (6.15)

Invoking the definition of k_i, we have for almost every y ∈ [0, 1) ∞∑ i=1 k_i1_{CT(Ai)}(y) = m_l−k∑

j=0 1_{CT(S)} ∘ T^j (y), (6.16)

and hence 0 ≤ m_l−k∑

j=0 1_{CT(S)} ∘ T^j (y) − M∑ i=1 k_i1_{CT(Ai)}(y) = ∞∑ i=M+1 k_i1_{CT(Ai)}(y). (6.17)

Since ∫ 1_{CT(S)} ∘ T^j dμ = μ(C_T(S)) for 0 ≤ j ≤ m_l − k and k_i ≤ m_l for all i ∈ N, from (6.17) we get

0 ≤ (m_l − k)μ(C_T(S)) − M∑ i=1 k_iμ(C_T(A_i)) ≤ m_l ∞∑ i=M+1 μ(C_T(A_i)) ≤ m_lϵ,

and so 0 ≤ ( 1 − k m_l ) μ(C_T(S)) − 1 m_l M∑ i=1 k_iμ(C_T(A_i)) ≤ ϵ,

which in turn implies that | | | | μ(C_T(S)) − 1 m_l M∑ i=1 k_iμ(C_T(A_i)) | | | | = O ( ϵ + k m_l ) . (6.18)

From (6.15) and (6.18) we get

lim sup N→∞ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 1_{CT(S)}(T^nx) − μ(C_T(S)) | | | | = O ( ϵ + k m_l ) . (6.19)

Since ϵ is arbitrary, (6.19) implies

lim sup N→∞ | | | | 1 N N−1∑ n=0 1_{CT(S)}(T^nx) − μ(C_T(S)) | | | | = O ( k m_l ) . (6.20)

Taking m_l → ∞ in (6.20) gives us (6.10). This concludes the proof of Theorem 6.1. □

Remark 6.5. Let b ∈ N, b ≥ 2 and let x =^∞ ∑ n=1 x_n b^n be a b-normal number. A classical theorem due to Wall

[50] states that for any m ∈ N and k ∈ N ∪ {0}, the number y =^∞ ∑ n=1 x_{mn+k} b^n is also b-normal. This result

easily follows form Theorem 1.12 (which is a rather special corollary of Theorem 6.1). Indeed, Theorem 1.12 implies that if x is normal in base b, then b^kx is normal in base b^m, and so for any t ∈ N and any string S = (v_1, . . . , v_t) in {0, 1, . . . , b − 1}^t we have

{0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 : x_{mn+k} = v_1, x_{m(n+1)+k} = v_2, . . . , x_{m(n+t−1)+k} = v_t} = {0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 : T^{mn}_b (T^k_b x) ∈ [v_1] ∩ T^{−m}_b [v_2] ∩ · · · ∩ T^{−m(t−1)}_b [v_t]}.

Hence lim N→∞ #{0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 : x_{mn+k} = v_1, x_{m(n+1)+k} = v_2, . . . , x_{m(n+t−1)+k} = v_t} N = λ([v_1] ∩ T^{−m}_b [v_2] ∩ · · · ∩ T^{−m(t−1)}_b [v_t]) = λ([v_1, v_2, . . . , v_t]) (6.21)

Wall’s theorem leads to the question whether a similar phenomenon of normality-preservation along arithmetic progressions takes place for general T-normal sequences. This question has, in general, a negative answer. Indeed, while for any T = (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ , we have that T-normality of x implies the T_m-normality of T^kx for any m ∈ N and k ∈ N ∪ {0}, the last equality in (6.21) may not hold for T = (T, μ, A) ∈ T̃ , so arithmetic progression may not preserve T-normality. In fact, it was shown ([22]) that CF-normality is not preserved along arithmetic progression. (See also [3] for more discussion on the failure of normality preservation.)

We conclude this section by discussing a version of Theorem 6.1 for joint normality.

Theorem 6.6 (Theorem 1.15). Let T^{(i)} = (T_i, μ_i, A_i) ∈ T̃ , i = 1, 2 . . . , k such that T_1 × · · · × T_k is totally ergodic with respect to μ_1 × · · · × μ_k. Let x ∈ [0, 1]. The following are equivalent.

(i) x is jointly (T^{(1)}, . . . , T^{(k)})-normal.

(ii) k-tuple (x, . . . , x) is (T_1 × · · · × T_k, μ_1 × · · · × μ_k)-generic: (T^n_1 x, . . . , T^n_k x) is equidistributed in [0, 1]^k with respect to μ_1 × · · · × μ_k.

(iii) For any m ≥ 2, x is jointly (T^{(1)}m , . . . , T^{(k)}m )-normal. (iv) x is jointly simply (T^{(1)}_m , . . . , T^{(k)}_m )-normal for all m ∈ N.

(v) There exists a sequence (m_l)_{l∈N} with m_1 < m_2 < · · · such that x is jointly simply (T^{(1)}m_l , . . . , T^{(k)}m_l )- normal.

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 6.1, which is based on Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4, Theorem 6.6 follows from two lemmas, which are natural extensions of Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4.

Before formulating these lemmas, observe that if (X, B, μ_i, T_i) is an admissible system for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, then so is the product system (X^k, ⊗^k_1 B, μ_1 × · · · × μ_k, T_1 × · · · × T_k). So the following two lemmas are corollaries of, correspondingly, Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4 applied to the product system (X^k, ⊗^k_1 B, μ_1 × · · · × μ_k, T_1 × · · · × T_k). Lemma 6.7. Let (X, B, μ_i, T_i) be an ergodic admissible system for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Assume that T_1 × · · · × T_k is ergodic with respect to μ_1 × · · · × μ_k.

If x ∈ X has the property that there is a constant C > 0 such that for any non-negative continuous functions f_1, . . . , f_k,

lim sup N→∞ 1 N N−1∑ n=0 k∏ i=1 f_i(T^n_i x) ≤ C k∏ i=1 ∫ f_i dμ_i, then the k-tuple (x, . . . , x) is (T_1 × · · · × T_k, μ_1 × · · · × μ_k)-generic.

Lemma 6.8. Let (X, B, μ_i, T_i) be an ergodic admissible system for 1 ≤ i ≤ k and assume that T_1 × · · · × T_k is totally ergodic with respect to μ_1 × · · · × μ_k. Let x ∈ X and let m ≥ 2. Then the k-tuple (x, . . . , x) is (T_1 ×· · ·×T_k, μ_1 ×· · ·×μ_k)-generic if and only if the k-tuple (x, . . . , x) is (T^m_1 ×· · ·×T^m_k , μ_1 ×· · ·×μ_k)-generic

The proof of Theorem 6.6 follows now from Lemmas 6.7 and 6.8 and is totally analogous to the proof of Theorem 6.1 above.

References

[1] J. Aaronson, M. Denker, O. Sarig and R. Zweimüller, Aperiodicity of cocycles and conditional local limit theorems, Stoch.

Dyn. 4 (2004), no. 1, 31-62.

[2] J. Aaronson and H. Nakada, On the mixing coefficients of piecewise monotonic maps, Israel J. Math. 148 (2005), 1-10. [3] A. Abrams, T. Downarowicz, Destruction of CPE-normality along deterministic sequences, arxiv.org/abs/2202.02662. [4] R. Adler and M. Keane and M. Smorodinsky, A construction of a normal number for the continued fraction transformation, J. Number Theory 13 (1981), no. 1, 95-105.

[5] D. Berend, Joint ergodicity and mixing, J. Analyse Math. 45 (1985), 255-284.

[6] V. Bergelson, T. Downarowicz and M. Misiurewicz, A fresh look at the notion of normality, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. (5) 21 (2020), 27-88.

[7] V. Bergelson and Y. Son Joint ergodicity of piecewise monotone interval maps, arXiv:2208.08059. [8] P. Billingsley, “Ergodic theory and information”, Reprint of the 1965 original. Robert E. Krieger Publishing Co., Huntington, N.Y., 1978. xiii+194 pp. ISBN: 0-88275-666-4 [9] E. Borel, Les probabilités dénombrables et leurs applications arithmétiques, Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo 27 (1909), 247-271. [10] D. G. Champernowne, The construction of decimals normal in the scale of ten, J. London Math. Soc. 8 (1933), no. 4, 254-260.

[11] A. H. Copeland and P. Erdős, Note on normal numbers, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 52 (1946), 857-860. [12] H. Davenport and P. Erdős, Note on normal decimals, Canad. J. Math. 4 (1952), 58-63. [13] P. Erdős, I. Joó and V. Komornik, Characterization of the unique expansions 1 = ∑_∞ i=1 q^{−ni} and related problems, Bull.

Soc. Math. France 118 (1990), no. 3, 377-390.

[14] L. Fang, M. Wu, N.-R. Shieh and B. Li, Random continued fractions: Lévy constant and Chernoff-type estimate, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 429 (2015), no. 1, 513-531.

[15] H. Furstenberg, Disjointness in ergodic theory, minimal sets, and a problem in Diophantine approximation, Math.

Systems Theory 1 (1967), 1-49.

[16] H. Furstenberg, Ergodic behavior of diagonal measures and a theorem of Szemerédi on arithmetic progressions, J. Analyse Math. 31 (1977), 204-256.

[17] H. Furstenberg, “Recurrence in ergodic theory and combinatorial number theory”, M. B. Porter Lectures. Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J., 1981. xi+203 pp. ISBN: 0-691-08269-3.

[18] A. O. Gelfond, A common property of number systems, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 23:6 (1959), 809-814. [19] P. J. Grabner, P. Hellekalek, and P. Liardet, The dynamical point of view of low-discrepancy sequences, Unif. Distrib.

Theory 7 (2012), no. 1, 11-70.

[20] S. Halfin, Explicit construction of invariant measures for a class of continuous state Markov processes, Ann. Probability 3 (1975), no. 5, 859-864.

[21] G. Harman, “Metric number theory”, London Mathematical Society Monographs. New Series, 18. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1998. xviii+297 pp. ISBN: 0-19-850083-1 [22] B. Heersink and J. Vandehey, Continued fraction normality is not preserved along arithmetic progressions, Arch. Math.

(Basel) 106 (2016), no. 4, 363-370.

[23] S. Ito and I. Shiokawa, A construction of β-normal sequences, J. Math. Soc. Japan 27 (1975), 20-23. [24] A. Katok and J.-P. Thouvenot, Spectral properties and combinatorial constructions in ergodic theory, Handbook of dynamical systems. Vol. 1B, 649-743, Elsevier B. V., Amsterdam, 2006.

[25] A. Ya. Khintchine, “Continued fractions”, P. Noordhoff, Ltd., Groningen, 1963 (translation from Russian: Cepnye drobi, Gosudarstv. Izdat. Tehn.-Teor. Lit., Moscow-Leningrad, 1935).

[26] K. Knopp, Mengentheoretische Behandlung einiger Probleme der diophantischen Approximationen und der transfiniten Wahrscheinlichkeiten, (German) Math. Ann. 95 (1926), no. 1, 409-426.

[27] L. Kuipers and H. Niederreiter, “Uniform distribution of sequences”, Pure and Applied Mathematics. Wiley-Interscience [John Wiley & Sons], New York-London-Sydney, 1974. xiv+390 pp.

[28] R. Kuzmin, On a problem of Gauss, Doklady Akademii Nauk SSSR, Seriya A (1928), 375-380 (Russian; French translation in: Atti Congresso Internaz. Mat. (Bologna, 1928), Tom VI, Zanichelli, Bologna, 1932, pp. 83-89).

[29] P. Lévy, Sur les lois de probabilité dont dependent les quotients complets et incomplets d’une fraction continue, (French) Bull. Soc. Math. France 57 (1929), 178-194.

[30] C. T. Long, Note on normal numbers, Pacific J. Math. 7 (1957), 1163-1165.

[31] M. G. Madritsch and B. Mance, Construction of μ-normal sequences, Monatsh. Math. 179 (2016), no. 2, 259-280. [32] J. E. Maxfield, Normal k-tuples, Pacific J. Math. 3 (1953), 189-196.

[33] I. Niven and H. S. Zuckerman, On the definition of normal numbers, Pacific Journal of Mathematics 1 (1951), 103-109. [34] W. Parry, On Rohlin’s formula for entropy, Acta Mathematica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 15, 107-113 (1964). [35] W. Parry, Representations for real numbers, Acta Math. Acad. Sci. Hungar. 15 (1964), 95-105. [36] K. Petersen, “Ergodic theory”, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 2. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1983. xii+329 pp. ISBN: 0-521-23632-0 [37] W. Philipp, Some metrical theorems in number theory, Pacific J. Math. 20 (1967), 109-127. [38] S. S. Pillai, On normal numbers, Proc. Indian Acad. Sci., Sect. A. 12, (1940). 179-184.

[39] A. G. Postnikov and I. I. Pyatetskii-Shapiro, A Markov-sequence of symbols and a normal continued fraction, (Russian) Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR. Ser. Mat. 21 (1957) 729-746.

[40] I. I. Pyatetskii-Shapiro, On the laws of distribution of the fractional parts of an exponential function, Izvestiya Akad.

Nauk SSSR. Ser. Mat. 15: 47–52. (1951) [41] A. Rényi, Representations for real numbers and their ergodic properties, Acta Math. Acad. Sci. Hungar. 8 (1957), 477-493. [42] E. A. Robinson Jr, Parry’s topological transitivity and f-expansions, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 144 (2016), no. 5, 2093-2107. [43] V. A. Rohlin, Exact endomorphisms of a Lebesgue space, (Russian) Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 25 1961 499-530. [44] V. A. Rohlin, Lectures on the entropy theory of transformations with invariant measure, (Russian) Uspehi Mat. Nauk 22 1967 no. 5 (137), 3-56.

[45] D. J. Rudolph, “Fundamentals of measurable dynamics”, Ergodic theory on Lebesgue spaces. Oxford Science Publications.

The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1990. x+168 pp. ISBN: 0-19-853572-4 [46] M. Rychlik, Bounded variation and invariant measures, Studia Mathematica 76 (1983), 69-80. [47] C. Ryll-Nardzewski, On the ergodic theorems. II. Ergodic theory of continued fractions, Studia Math. 12 (1951), 74-79. [48] N. Sidorov, Almost every number has a continuum of β-expansions, Amer. Math. Monthly 110 (2003), no. 9, 838-842. [49] H. Takahasi, Large deviations for denominators of continued fractions, Nonlinearity 33 (2020), no. 11, 5861-5874. [50] D. D. Wall, Normal numbers, Thesis (Ph.D.) University of California, Berkeley. 1950.

[51] P. Walters, “An introduction to ergodic theory”, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 79. Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1982. ix+250 pp. ISBN: 0-387-90599-5 [52] K. M. Wilkinson, Ergodic properties of certain linear mod one transformations, Advances in Math. 14 (1974), 64-72.

(V.Bergelson) Department of Mathematics, Ohio State University, Columbus, OH 43210, USA Email address: vitaly@math.ohio-state.edu

(Y. Son) Department of Mathematics, POSTECH, Pohang, 37673, Korea Email address: yhson@postech.ac.kr