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WEAK RATIONAL ERGODICITY DOES NOT IMPLY
RATIONAL ERGODICITY

TERRENCE M. ADAMS AND CESAR E. SILVA

ABSTRACT. We extend the notion of rational ergodicity to [-
rational ergodicity for § > 1. Given 8 € R such that f > 1, we
construct an uncountable family of rank-one infinite measure pre-
serving transformations that are weakly rationally ergodic, but are
not S-rationally ergodic. The established notion of rational ergod-
icity corresponds to 2-rational ergodicity. Thus, this paper answers
an open question by showing that weak rational ergodicity does not
imply rational ergodicity.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider ergodic properties of invertible, infinite
measure-preserving transformations on o-finite, nonatomic, Lebesgue
measure spaces. As is well known, the averages in the ergodic theo-
rem, for ergodic infinite measure-preserving transformations, converge
to 0. In 1977, Aaronson [Aar77] introduced the notion of weak ra-
tional ergodicity, where an ergodic average for a certain class of sets
converges to the expected limit, similar to the case of finite invariant
measure. Aaronson also defined in the same article the notion of ratio-
nal ergodicity and proved that rational ergodicity implies weak rational
ergodicity but left the question of equivalence open. In this paper we
define for each real number § > 1 a notion of [-rational ergodicity,
with 2-rational ergodicity agreeing with the usual rational ergodicity.
We then construct examples, for each § > 1, of S-rationally ergodic
transformations which are not weakly rationally ergodic. Thus in par-
ticular we show that weak rational ergodicity does not imply rational
ergodicity for infinite measure-preserving transformations.
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Let S be a real number and assume that § > 1. A transformation
T is said to be f-rationally ergodic if it is conservative ergodic and
there exists a set F' of positive finite measure such that

n 1
Ip(T'z)d
lim inf fF ;q r(T'7) ,u)
oo fF imo Lr(Tx))Pdpu

The notion of rational ergodicity in [Aar77| corresponds to 2-rational

ergodicity. A direct application of Hoélder’s inequality shows that if
Ba > By > 1, and T is fo-rationally ergodic, then T' is (;-rationally
ergodic. Furthermore, T is said to be weakly rationally ergodic
[Aar77] if it is conservative ergodic and there exists a set F' of positive
finite measure such that, if we set a,(F) = Sp—y u(F N T*F)/u(F)?,
then

i
L

i 1
1m
n—00 an(F)

WANTEB) = u(A)u(B),

B
Il

for all measurable A, B C F.

2. CONSTRUCTION OF THE EXAMPLES

Let k,,¢,, and m,, be sequences of natural numbers.

2.1. Initialization. Let I, be an interval with positive length. Cut
Cy = Iy into ko subintervals of equal length. Label the subintervals
Co(7) for 0 < i < kg. Stack ¢y subintervals on top of Cy(i) for 0 <
1 < ko — 1 to form ky — 1 subcolumns of height ¢y + 1. Label these
subcolumns Cy (i) for 0 < i < ky — 1. Stack the subcolumns Cy(i) for
0 < i < ky—1 from left to right to form a single subcolumn Cj of height
(ko — 1) (o + 1). Let Co(ko — 1) = Cy(ko — 1), which is a subcolumn of
height 1. We have that both bases of towers Cy and Cy(ko — 1) have
the same measure:

(Co(ko — 1)) = u(Co(0)) = —p(Io).

ko'

Cut each subcolumn Cy and Co(ko — 1) into mg subcolumns and stack
from left to right. In particular, let Cy(7,5) be the j”* subcolumn of
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Co(7) for 0 < j < mg. Thus, as measurable sets,

~ ko—2mp—1
Co=J U Goli.g)
i=0 j=0
and
mo—1

C(](]fo - 1) - Co(]{io - 1) == U C(](k(] - 1,])

Stack the Cy(ko — 1) subcolumn of width 1/mgko on top of the Cj
subcolumn of the same width to form a single column of height mq (ko —
1)(o + 1) + my. Place mgy(ko — 1)(¢o + 1) + my spacers on top to form
column C of height

hl = 2m0(k0 — 1)(60 + 1) + 2m0.

2.2. General Step. Let C), be a column of height h,. Use the same
procedure as above to cut C), into k,, subcolumns of equal width. Sep-
arate the subcolumns into the first k,, — 1 subcolumns and the last
subcolumn. Add ¢, subintervals on top of the first k, — 1 subcolumns,
and then stack from left to right to form a single subcolumn of height
(hy + €,)(k, — 1). For the last subcolumn of height h,, cut into m,,
subcolumns of equal width and stack from left to right. Also, cut the
first subcolumn of height (h,, +£,)(k, —1) into m,, subcolumns of equal
width and stack from left to right. This produces two subcolumns of
equal width. Stack the shorter subcolumn on top of the taller subcol-
umn, and add an equal number of spacers to form a single column C,,
of height:

hps1 = 2my, (hy + 0,)(ky — 1) + 2my, by,

Also, set H,, = h,, + {,,.

As in the initialization, let C,, () be the i"® subcolumn from cutting
C,, into k,, subcolumns of equal width. Let C_'n(z) be the i** subcolumn
including the ¢,, spacers added on top of C,(i) for 0 < i < k,, — 1. Set
Cp(k, — 1) = Cp(k, — 1). Finally, let C,(i, j) be the j* subcolumn of
Cn(i) for 0 < j < m,. For a given sequence v = (v,,) = (kn, €, my),
this procedure produces a o-finite measure preserving transformation
T,: X — X where X =~ C,,.
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Suppose L is the union of all subintervals added throughout the con-
struction. Then X \ L = Iy has finite y measure, and the induced
transformation (7,)x\z is ergodic and rank-one. For convenience, set
p(loo) = 1 and let T, denote the probability preserving invertible trans-
formation obtained by inducing T;, on the set X \ L. Also, let h,, be the
tower height of the rank-one transformation 7}, corresponding to the
tower of height h,, for T,.

2.3. a-family. Given a real number z, let |z] = max{¢ € N: (¢ < z}.
In this section, we restrict v = (k,, £,,, m,,) such that the collection of
transformations T, gives a sufficiently rich class of counterexamples.
Let @ € R be such that 0 < « < 1. Define the class V,, of infinite
measure preserving transformations such that

V= {Ty 0= (n+ 1, [n® |hy,my), Tim 24— o).

n—oco My,

Define the collection

V=] Va

0<a<l
For n € N, C,(k, — 1) is the last subcolumn of C,,. It is cut into m,,

subcolumns of equal width, and labeled C,,(k, — 1,7) for 0 < j < m,,.
Define

mp—1

D,= |J Culkn—1,j).

j=[ne]
3. MAIN RESuULTS

In this section, we state our main results, and give the proofs in
the following two sections. The collection V' provides all the necessary
counterexamples, including a solution to the question of whether weak
rational ergodicity implies rational ergodicity.

Theorem 3.1. Fach transformation T € V is a weakly rationally er-

godic infinite measure preserving transformation.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose o, 5 € R such that 0 < a <1 and af > 1. If
T € V,, then for every set ' of positive finite measure,
Hy—1 ;
I Ip(Ti)dp)?
nooe [o(32Dy Ir(T2))Pdu
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In other words, T is not B-rationally ergodic.

Corollary 3.3. For each 8 > 1, there exists an infinite measure pre-
serving transformation T such that T is weakly rationally ergodic, but

not B-rationally ergodic.

Proof. Given 8 > 1, choose a < 1 such that aff > 1. Let T be any
transformation in V, C V. By Theorem B.I], T is weakly rationally
ergodic, and by Theorem [B.2], T" is not [S-rationally ergodic. O

Corollary 3.4. There exist infinite measure preserving transforma-
tions T' that are weakly rationally ergodic, but are not rationally er-
godic.

Proof. Apply Corollary B3 with g = 2. O
4. WEAKLY RATIONALLY ERGODIC EXAMPLES

To establish weak rational ergodicity, we set ' = I. Given N € N,
define

N-1
an(a) = ) WFNTLF).
i=0
Let 7,n € N be such that 0 <1i < n, and F,(i) = F N C,(i). Define
N-1
W) = S [u(F N TEFa(n)) + u(Fa(n) N TEF)].
i=0

Lemma 4.1. Suppose t, € N such that 0 < t, < h,.1 for n € N. For
ae (0,1),
" by ()
im ———~
n—oo ay, ()
Proof. Let T € V,,, and F,(i,j) = FNC,(i, j) for n € N. First, suppose
tn < mphy,. Let p, = L%J and let

= 0.

kn—2 pn
Gn=J JFui.g).
i=0 j=0
Suppose r € N such that 0 < r < m,h,, — H,. Then for 0 < i <n and
0<7<Dpn,
Hp—1 hn—1

> WG N T, (i,5)) = > p(F N T F,(n,0)).

t=0 t=0
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Also, for r € N such that h, <r < H,, and n sufficiently large,

\3
|
—_

hn—1

1
WG N T Fo(i ) > 5 D p(F T Fy(n,0)).
=0 t=0
Thus, for n sufficiently large,
r—1 hn—1
n(kn — 1) ©
> uG,NT'G,) > 7% W(F N T Fy(n,0))
t=0 t=0
man e
> — w(FNT E,(n,0))
=0
5 ]
> 5 2 WENT Fy(n)
=0
n hn—1
= ———(n*"+1 FNT'F,
S D ()
=0
r—1
n
> FNT'E,
> g LA )
Since
*“+1
lim M =0,
n—oo n

then our lemma holds for h, < t, < H,. Similarly, it holds for 0 <
t, < H,. To establish for H, <t, < my,h,, let t, = q,H,, + r, where
¢, € Nand 0 <r, < H,. Then

tnh—1 rn—1
(1) Y G NT'G,) = > G NT'G,)
t=0 t=
qn—1 Hp—1
(2) + (G, N TG
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We already established our lemma for (), so we now handle (Z2]).

gn—1 Hp—1
Z Z ,U/(Gn mTt-l—an—l—rnGn)
q=0 =0

Gn—1 Hp—1kp—2pn—1

-3 T Y wGa T g )
g=0 t=0 =0 j=0
gn—1 hp—1n—1pn—1

=Y > > wFENTH N E, (n,0))

q=0 t=0 i=0 j=0

Qn—lhn—l
= Z Z nppp(F Tt B (n0))
q=0 t=0
gn—1hnp—1 nm
> ﬁ(na + Dp(F N Tt B (0, 0))
q=0 t=0 (n + )
Qn_l H,—1 n
> Z TM(F ATt ()
= = 2(n®+1)
tn—1
= s n(F N T'F, (n))
2(n>+1)
t=rn
Once again, since
2(n*+1
lim 207D
n—o00 n

then our lemma is established for 0 < ¢,, < m,h,,.
Note that u(F N T'F,(n)) = 0 for myh, < t < hyp1 — mphy,. If

tn > hyi1 — myhy,, the partial sum
tn—1

> WEATEM)
t:hn+1_mnhn
may be handled in a similar manner as above. Also, the case of Zilﬁl w(THFN

F,(n)) follows in a similar way. This completes the proof of our lemma.
U

Lemma 4.2. Let T € V,, such that 0 < o < 1. Also, let F = Iy and
A, B C F be measurable. Suppose t,, = q,H, such that 1 < t, < h,1

forn € N. If
7 dn
= hpgn(l — ————),
@t an 2(n+ l)mn)
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then
tn—1

.1 ;
Jim = > WANT'B) = p(A)u(B).
ni=0
Proof. This lemma may be proven using a counting argument on the
k,m, = (n + 1)m, subcolumns comprising C,,. By Lemma [AT] we
may assume AN C,(n) =0 and BN C,(n) = 0. In this case, we may
disregard i > (n + 1)m, H, in the summation, since u(ANT'B) = 0
for hy,y1 >4 > (n+1)m, H,. In the above summation, each of the first
(nm,, — ) subcolumns, produces on average approximately weight
G fint(A) p(B)
(n+1)m,

The next (g, — 1) subcolumns produces an approximate total weight

(4n — @) ;
mhnM(A)M(B)-

Therefore, the total weight is approximately
- (2nm, — 2q, + g, — 1)
PGt (A) (B
G (A)p(B) 2(n+ 1)m,

~ hngnpt(A)p(B)(1 — W)

U

The previous lemma gives a formula for a; for certain values of ¢ € N.
Here we show how to define a; for all ¢ sufficiently large. Given ¢t € N,
choose n € N such that h, <t < h,y,. Write t = ¢H,, + r such that
0 < r < H,. To obtain the value of a;, we separate into three cases
based on the value of r:

(1) hy, <r < H, — hy,

(2) 7 < hy,

(3) > Hy — hy.
Case [Ik Define a; as

~ q 1x
— (1 - — Ly
@ = a1 = 5oy )+ 5
Case [2k Let r = ¢ H,,_1 + 1’ where 0 <1’ < H,,_;. Define a, as
5 q 3 q
= qh,(1 — ———— Bypq(1 — )
@ = ha 2(n + 1)mn) ¢ 2nmy,—1
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Case B Let H, —r = ¢"H,_1 +r" where 0 <" < H,_;. Define a; as
2 q "3 q" q

= Dh,(1—————)—q hp_1(1— 1— .

@ = (g+1)hn 2(n+ l)mn) a i Qnmn_l)( (n+ 1)mn)

Theorem 4.3. Fiz o € (0,1). Let T € V,,, F = Iy and A, B C F be

measurable. Suppose a; is deﬁned as above fort € N. Then

lim —ZM (ANT'B) = u(A)u(B).

Proof. By passing to a subsequence, we may assume each of ¢, 7, ¢, r", ¢", r"

tends to oo or is bounded. For case [Il, separate a; = b; + ¢; where
by = qizn(l — ) and ¢; = %izn Thus,

(3)

1 .
—> WANT'B) =
R

q
2(n+1)mn

bt 1 e 1 Ct 1 1
4 == ANT'B)+ == ANTH+p
(4) o o HANTB)+ S )

If g =q(t) - o0 ast — oo, then ¢;/a; — 0 as t — oo, and we can
disregard the second half of (). In this case, our theorem follows from
applying Lemma to the first half of (l). Otherwise, the first half of

(@) is approximated by

b
—p(A)u(B).
Qg

For case [I, most blocks of height h, move forward into the spacers
added to C}, under T". Since the blocks do not return to its neighboring
block due to the spacers, then we get half of the intersection that would
occur under 7. Note, due to symmetry,

r—1 r—1
> WANTHB) ~ Y " p(ANTH B,
i=0 i=0
Thus, the second half of () is approximated by
c
L A)u(B),
Qg
Hence, for case[I
lim —Z,u ANT'B) = u(A)u(B).

t—o0 Ay
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For case ([2), if r = 0, then our theorem holds by Lemmal4.2 Likewise, if
r is bounded, our theorem holds again by Lemma 2l If ¢, = ¢ h, 1 (1—

2nn(i,n,1)’ and r = ¢'H/_, + ', then ¢’ bounded implies ¢;/a; — 0.
Otherwise,
r—1
Z“ ANT'T#B)
=0
1 qunfl 1 r'—1
(6) = > WANTT"B) + Z” (AN TT?HnaHn B

=0 1=0
By the previous argument, we can disregard the second half of (@), and

hence,
r—1
1
_ trpqHn
(7) Jim = Zu ANT'TY B) = u(A)u(B).
For case 3], let
= 1 t—1
— ANT'B) = ——— ANT'B) =
at;u( ) (bt_ct);u( )
b (q+1)Hn_1 c H,—1
t irpqH t Hy+i
— ANT'T*""B) — —— — ANT® B
(bt _ Ct) bt Z /’l’( ) (bt _ Ct) Ct ; /’l’( )

=0

where bt = (q + 1)iln(1 — m) and Ct = q”iln—l(l 2nm 71)(1 -

m) If g — oo ast — oo, then ¢; /by — 0 as t — oo and our result
follows. Otherwise,
Hn_l H7L—T’—1

1 1 .
i qHp+i _ - (g+1)Hp—i—1
tILmOO o E_ wANT B) = tlimoo o E_O w(ANT B)

=n(A)pu(B)
and our proof is complete. 0

By setting a;(F') = a;, Theorem [A.3] clearly implies Theorem B.Il There-
fore, we have established that each T' € V' is weakly rationally ergodic.

5. NoN-RATIONALLY ERGODIC EXAMPLES

Suppose a, § € Rsuch that 0 < a < 1 and af > 1. In this section, we
prove for each T' € V,,, T is not S-rationally ergodic. We note that there
are many examples that have been shown to be rationally ergodic, see
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e.g. [Aar97). In particular, rank-one transformations with bounded cuts
have been shown to be rationally ergodic [DGPS]. See also [AKW13,
BSST15]. Maharam transformations are not weakly rationally ergodic
[Aar?7], though they are not rank-one [BSS™15].

Before we prove the main theorem, we state and prove the following

basic lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let T' be an invertible infinite measure preserving ergodic
transformation. Suppose for each set F' of positive finite measure, there
exists a sequence t, € N and F, C F of positive measure such that
w(F,) — 0 asn — oo and

LQEfGII(T%ﬁm
lim sup tn_l
Then T is not B-rationally ergodzc for each > 1.

Proof. Let f > 1 and v = . Without loss of generality, by passing
to a subsequence, assume there exist 7 > 0 such that for all n € N,

L%Zﬁf (%Mu
Jr2 > e (Tix)dp
By Holder’s inequality,

tn—1 tn—1

/ Z [F Tz IFn du < / ZIF Tz Bd,u 1/8 (Fn)l/’Y
F, F,

n 3=0 n =0
Thus,
t —1 ;
"o Ip(T'x)d B
an : _1 LE‘) lu’] M(Fn)ﬁ/ﬁf
an(Z "o 1r(T'x))Pdp
Therefore,
[ Yoo Ie(T ) dp)’ o U (20 Ie(Tiw))du)’?
tn—l B < ( ) tn—l B
fF T'z)) dp fFL Tix))Pdp

1
< <5>Bu<Fn>ﬁ” — 0

as n — o0o. ]

We will use the following lemma from |AS14]; we include the proof for

completeness.
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Lemma 5.2. (Mizing Lemma) Let (X,~y) be a probability space. Let
E; C X be a sequence of pairwise independent sets satisfying

Z y(E

Given any measurable set E C X and e > 0, there exist infinitely many
positive integers i such that y(E N E;) > (y(E) —e)y(E;).

Proof: By squaring the integrand and applying independence, we get
the following,

N N N

/(% Z(XEi—V(Ei))VdW = % ZV(Ei)(l—W(Ei)) < % ZV(Ez)

i=1 i=1 i=1
The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality implies

N

& L OENE) =B ED] = | [ (5 (X~ 2B

1=1

.
—_

Thus,

SN (ENE) = (BB _ VE=ED)
i V(Es) >l (B
as N — oo, since Y .-, v(E;) = oo. Therefore, the lemma is established
forevery e >0. O

Now we are ready for the proof of our second main theorem.

Proof of Theorem|[3.2. Let o, € R be such that 0 < a < 1 and
aff > 1. Let F' be any set of positive finite measure. If we assume T’
is [-rationally ergodic, then, by Lemma [5.1] there exist §o > 0 and
ng € N such that if F/ C F satisfies u(F") < dg, then for ¢ > ny,

fF, t:I Zf)s)du

< 1.
fF 1= OIF )d:u
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Let § = min{dy,1/10}. Choose N € N such that N > 3 and there
exists a union J of intervals in Cy such that

M <1—+V1-— 62.
p(J)
Let pn be normalized —) probability measure on C'y. It is straight-

forward to see that the sets Cy NC,,(k, —1) are independent for n > N
and Y un(CyNCy(k, —1)) = co. Hence, by Lemma [5.2] there ex-
ists n > N such that
:uN(F nJn CN N Cn(kn - 1))
>V1— (52,MN(F N J)LLN(CN N Cn(l{?n — 1))
> (1= 0%)pun () un (C N Coo(ki — 1))
= (1 - 52):“N(‘] N C1N N Cn(kn - 1))

and such that both H,, > ng and

220 y(F)P-1
e ]? i gy <
oy (1= 0)2(1 =50 — =27)
The set JNCnNCy(k, —1) is a union of sublntervals in the sub-tower

Cy(k, —1). Suppose J = JNCyx N Cy(ky, — 1) = U, ' J(i) where each
J(i) is a subinterval in C,,(k, — 1). Define

G={J@)CJ:pun(J(@)NF) = (1 =0)u(J())}-

For convenience, associate G = J;;)cq /(i). Then puy(G) > (1 —
§)pun(J). If ¢ € N such that 0 < ¢ < [n®], then for J;, J;, € G,

W(FN )N U Tt (F O J) > (1— 26 — L::J) ().

Thus, there exists a subset J; C J; satisfying

(i) > (1—46 —
such that for = € J7,

[n*]—1h,—1
pln|

S Y S e - 2

JLeG q=0 =0
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Hence,

n*|—1h,—1

L
/F N S Irs (TP ) Py

i JeG q=0 =0

> (s - 55— 250

This implies
Hy—1 Hy—1

® [ @iz Y [ (3 )

Jiec?EN jeq i=o0

) > (0 -5~ 20)06)
(10) > Py 56 25?)(1 =) (Sf)l)
(1) s - )

Let J = JNCx \ Cp(k, — 1) and U‘:’:—Ol J; = J where each J; is a
subinterval in C,, \ C,(k, — 1). We have

Hp,—1 Hp,—1
2 [N s [ Y 1@
F0J i—o J =0
p—1 Hp—1

(13) =YY [ te(e)du

(14 < > u(F) = pu(F)

Since p(F \ J) < 6 < &, then
Hy—1

/F Z Ip(T'z)dp < 2pp(F).

Therefore,
([ 202y Ie(T'2)dp)’ 2P u(F)°
Jp (2T Ip(Ti)) By %(@)6(1 — 50 — A2y ()
226 F Bs—1
_ p(F) _s

U2 (1 — 5)2(1 — 50 — Al

(n+1) My
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Since 6 > 0 may be chosen arbitrarily small, this contradicts the as-
sumption that 7" is S-rationally ergodic and completes the proof of our
theorem. O
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