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HITTING TIMES AND POSITIONS IN RARE EVENTS

ROLAND ZWEIMULLER

ABSTRACT. We establish abstract limit theorems which provide sufficient con-
ditions for a sequence (A;) of rare events in an ergodic probability preserving
dynamical system to exhibit Poisson asymptotics, and for the consecutive po-
sitions inside the A; to be asymptotically iid (spatiotemporal Poisson limits).
The limit theorems only use information on what happens to A; before some
time 7; which is of order o(1/u(A;)). In particular, no assumptions on the as-
ymptotic behavior of the system akin to classical mixing conditions are used.
We also discuss some general questions about the asymptotic behaviour of
spatial and spatiotemporal processes, and illustrate our results in a setup of
simple prototypical systems.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 28D05, 37A25, 37A50, 37C30,
60F05, 11K50.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider an ergodic measure-preserving map 7" on the probability space (X, A, u),
and a sequence (A;);>1 of sets for which 0 < u(4;) — 0. Let ¢4, denote the first
hitting time function of A;. The asymptotic behavior of the distributions of the
rescaled hitting times u(A;)pa, as | — oo is a well-studied circle of questions. In
many interesting situations, mixing properties have been used to show that these
hitting time distributions converge to an exponential law,

(1.1) w(p(A)ea, <t) —1—et asl— oo fort>0,
and so do the corresponding return distributions,
(1.2) pa,((A)pa, <t) —1—e' asl—oo fort>0,

where p4, denotes the normalized restriction of u to A;. In fact, (L)) and ([I2)
are equivalent: as a consequence of Theorem 2.1 of [HSV] one has

Proposition 1.1 (Characterizing convergence to the exponential law). Let
T be an ergodic measure-preserving map on the probability space (X, A, ), and
(A)i>1 a sequence in A such that 0 < u(A;) — 0. Then each of (I1) and (I2) is
equivalent to

(13)  plu(A)pa, <) — pa(u(A)pa, <8) — 0 asl o0 fort>0.

This fact leads to one standard approach (of many) to proving (I.I]) and (L2):
Checking condition (L3]) means to show that, asymptotically, changing p4, to u
does not affect the resulting distribution. This is not trivial, because the p4, become
increasingly singular, being concentrated on smaller and smaller sets.
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For many classes of concrete systems, strong results on the decay of correlations
(or mixing properties) provide information on how the system forgets the difference
between two initial probabilities over time. A basic form of this might state that
dn(voT ™ u) < ¢, for v € Mand n > 0, where ¢, — 0, and N is a family of
normalized measures, typically rather small, and equipped with some metric do.

We can then hope to establish (3] once we check it is possible to replace the
measures fi4, there by push-forwards pa, o T~ (with integers 7;) which are nicer
in that they belong to 91, and hence allow comparison to u via the control of
dy(v o T™™ u) on M. Taking the push-forward means to skip the first 7; time
steps, and we need those to be negligible compared to the variable u(A;)p4, itself,
meaning that pu(A;)7 — 0. Also, one has to check that in skipping these steps, we
do not miss (with positive asymptotic probability) the awaited visit to A;, which
amounts to requiring that pa, (¢4, < 7) — 0.

Note that the existence of 7; meeting the last two conditions is in fact necessary
for (I2) (otherwise, the limit law contains an atom at the origin), and that this is
a property (“no short returns”) of the specific sequence (A4;) of sets, which always
needs to be checked (since every system contains sequences for which it fails). The
correlation decay, on the other hand, is a feature of the whole system, and the two
are tied together by the requirement that pg, o777 € 9 for all [ > 1.

The first purpose of the present paper is to point out that the same strategy can
be used, even for functional versions for the processes of consecutive hitting-times,
without assuming any information on the decay of correlations (and without the
system being mixing). We only ask for a sequence of (not necessarily constant) delay
times 7; satisfying the necessary conditions pu(A;)m — 0 and pa, (94, < 1) — 0,
and such that the time-7;-measures p14, 0T~ belong to some set K of probabilities
which is compact in total variation norm. This latter condition can be seen as a
short-time (since 7, = o(1/u(A;))) decorrelation property of (A;).

Second, we show that the same approach can be used to analyse distributional
limits of the sequences of consecutive positions, inside the A;, of orbits upon their
visits to these small sets, and of joint time-position processes. Such results on
spatiotemporal Poisson limits have recently been introduced in [PS2]. We also
include a general discussion of some aspects of spatial and spatio-temporal process
limits in the abstract setup, and illustrate our results in the context of some simple
prototypical systems.

There is a large body of literature devoted to the asymptotics of return- and
hitting-time distributions. While some sources directly relevant for the present
work are mentioned in the bibliography, we do not attempt to provide a complete
overview. A closer look at earlier articles which derive similar limit theorems on
the basis of mixing conditions or on correlation decay reveals that, effectively, these
assumptions are often only used to obtain control on the time scale mentioned
above, see for example [Ab], [AS], [CC], [FFTI] [HP], [HY], [PS1], [PS2]. The
present paper makes this more explicit, and emphasizes that in the presence of
mere ergodicity a comparatively weak form of short-time control suffices.
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2. GENERAL SETUP AND PREPARATIONS

Hitting- and return-times. Inducing. Throughout, (X, A4, 1) is a probability
space, and T : X — X is an ergodic p-preserving map. Also, A and A; will
always denote measurable sets of (strictly) positive measure. By ergodicity and the
Poincaré recurrence theorem, the measurable (first) hitting time function of A, p4 :
X = N:={1,2,...,00} with pa(z) := inf{n > 1: Tz € A}, is finite a.e. on X.
When restricted to A it is called the (first) return time function of the set. Define
Tax := T94®)g for a.e. x € X, which gives the first entrance map Tq : X — A.
It is a standard fact that its restriction to A, the first return map T4 : A — A is
an ergodic measure preserving map on the probability space (A, AN A, p4), where
pa(B) == n(ANB)/u(A), B € A. By Kac’ formula, [, ¢adua = 1/pu(A). That
is, when regarded as a random variable on (A, 4N A, pa), the return time has
expectation 1/u(A), and we will often normalize these functions accordingly, thus
considering p(A) 4.

The focus of this work is on asymptotic distributions of such normalized hitting
(or return) times, and of the positions inside the target set at which an orbit hits.
We shall study processes of consecutive hitting times and hitting places in the limit
of very small sets. Call (4;);>1 a sequence of asymptotically rare events (or an
asymptotically rare sequence) provided that 4; € A and 0 < u(A4;) — 0.

It will be natural to view various observables defined on (parts of) X through
different probability measures v. In the present paper we shall focus on the family
P := {v : probability measure on (X, A), v < u}, equipped with the total variation
distance dy (v, V') == 2supyc 4 | ¥(A) — V/(A) |. This induces a topology so weak
that mere ergodicity ensures convergence of averages (via Theorem [6.2]), but strong
enough for the latter to have substantial consequences. (The results below rely
on compactness conditions which clearly would not be sufficient if we used a w*-
topology instead.)

The push-forward of a measure v by T will be denoted T,v := v o T~!, and
likewise for measurable maps other than 7. Indeed, we shall use suitable times,
that is, measurable functions 7 : B — Ny := {0,1,...} with B € A, to define
auxiliary induced maps T : B — X via T7x := T7®)z. Given v € 9B, the push-
forward T7v := v o (T7)~! then is the distribution, at the (possibly random) time
7, of the process (T"™)n>0, all defined on the probability space (X, A, v).

Distributional convergence. Let (€, d¢) be a compact metric space with Borel
o-algebra Be. As usual, a sequence (Q;);>1 of probability measures on (&, Be) is
said to converge weakly to the probability measure @ on (&, Bg), written Q; =
Q, if the integrals of all continuous real functions y on € converge, [ xdQ; —
[ xdQ as | — oo for x € C(€). This is w*-convergence in JM(€), the set of
Borel probabilities on €&, regarded as a subset of the space of all finite signed
Borel measures on € (equipped with the total variation norm), which by the Riesz
representation theorem constitute the topological dual space of C(€).

If R;, I > 1, are measurable maps of (X, .A) into (&, B¢), v are probability
measures on (X,.A), and R is another random element of & (defined on some
(Q, F,Pr)), then we write

(2.1) Ri= R asl— oo
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to indicate that law,, (R;) := vjo R; ' = law(R) = ProR~!. This is distributional
convergence to R of the R; when the latter functions are regarded as random vari-
ables on the probability spaces (X, A, v;), respectively. This includes the case of a
single measure v, where R; == R means that the distributions law, (R;) = vo Rl_1
of the R; under v converge weakly to the law of R.

A sequence R = (R, R™,...) of measurable functions RY) : X — & can be
regarded as a single function into the (compact) sequence space €Yo = {(r());5 :
r(@) € ¢}, equipped with the product metric dgn, (q,7) = Zj>0 2-0U+Dde(q), r9).

Recall that weak convergence Q; = @ in 9t(€No) of Borel probabilities on ¢No
is equvalent to convergence of all finite-dimensional marginals, 7¢Q; = 7¢Q in
M(¢?) for d > 1, where ¢ : €Yo — ¢? denotes the canonical projection onto the
first d factors.

3. WHEN DO ORBITS HIT SMALL SETS?

Hitting-time and return-time processes. To accommodate normalized hitting
times and their possible limits, we will use the (compact) target space (&,de) =
(10, 0], djo,00]) With djg,o0)(s,t) :=| e7* — e~ |. The sequence space €0 = [0, co]0
will be equipped with the corresponding product metric djg v as above.

We first study, for sets A as above, the random sequences of consecutive return-
and hitting-times, that is, we are going to consider the sequences ®4 : X — [0, oo}
of functions given by

(3.1) D= (pa,pa0Ta,0a0T3,...) on X.

When regarded as a random sequence defined on (X, .A,v), we shall call ®,4 the
hitting-time process of A under v. If no measure is mentioned, this means that
v = p. In case we restrict 4 to A and view it through pa, we call it the return-
time process of A. From the properties of Ty on (A, AN A, ua) it is immediate
that

(3.2) any return-time process ® 4 is stationary and ergodic (under p4),

and by relating return-time processes to hitting-time processes with different initial
measures, stationarity often carries over to limits of the latter.

Asymptotic hitting-time and return-time processes for rare events. As-
sume now that (A4;);>1 is a sequence of asymptotically rare events. It is immediate
from [B2) and Kac’ formula that for any random sequence ® = (3 31 .. ) in
[0, 0],

(3.3) if  p(A)Py, P8 $asl— 0o, then ® is stationary with E[3(®] < 1.

Beyond that, little can be said about the general asymptotic return-time process 3.
In fact, it has been shown in [Z4] that every stationary sequence ® with E[3(0] < 1
does appear as the limit for a suitable asymptotically rare sequence (4;) if only T
acts on a nonatomic space (X, A, u).

Turning to asymptotic hitting-time processes ®, that is, distributional limits of
hitting-time processes under one fixed probability v € 3, we first recall that these
do not depend on the particular choice of v. (The following is Corollary 6 of [Z2].)
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Proposition 3.1 (Strong distributional convergence of 1(A;)®4,). Suppose
that (X, A, u, T) is an ergodic probability preserving system, and (A;) an asymptot-
ically rare sequence in A. Let ® be any random sequence in [0,00]. Then

(3.4) u(A)®a, == @ for some v € R iff w(A)®a, == @ for all v € P.

Despite this, even if both exist, the asymptotic hitting-time process ® for a given
sequence (A4;) need not coincide with the asymptotic return-time process ® for that
very sequence. Indeed, the relation between the two types of limit processes will
be of central importance in what follows.

Relating limit processes under p 4, to limit processes under p. It is well
known that for any asymptotically rare sequence (A4;), limit laws for the normalized
first return-times, ((A;)@a, under pg,, are intimately related to limit laws of the
normalized first hitting-times, p(A;)¢4, under p (see [HLV], [AS]), and that this
leads to an efficient way of proving convergence (of both) to an exponential law.
In [Z4] we have extended the crucial duality to processes p(A4;)® 4,, see Section [l
below for more details.

A key ingredient of our present approach is the following generalization of Propo-
sition Bl which provides conditions under which the processes p(A;)®4,, when
started with suitable measures v;, exhibit the same asymptotic distributional be-
haviour as hitting time processes started with u. The assumptions on the delay
times 7; below are those already mentioned in the introduction, but we now allow
non-constant 7;. Parallel to (Z1)) we write, for measurable functions R;, R : X — €&,

(3.5) RIZ R asl— oo

provided that v;(de(Ri, R) > €) — 0 as | — oo whenever € > 0. This includes the
case of a single measure, v; = v, in which case R; —— R is the usual convergence
in measure, v(de(R;, R) > €) — 0 for ¢ > 0. In the results to follow, compact
subsets 8 of (9, dy) play the role of families of measures which only differ from
in a controllable way, as one can always assume w.l.o.g. that u € &.

Theorem 3.1 (Asymptotic hitting-time process - v; versus p). Let (X, A, u,T)
be an ergodic probability preserving system, (A;)i>1 a sequence of asymptotically
rare events, and (v;) a sequence in P. Assume that there are measurable functions
7 X — Ny such that

(3.6) wA) T 250 asl— oo,
and
(3.7) v (m<epa)—1 asl— oo,

while there is some compact subset R of (B, dy) such that

(3.8) Tl'vpe B forl>1,

Then, for any random element ® of [0, oo]™o,

(3.9) w(ANPa, =5 & iff u(A)da, == O as l — oo.

Remark 3.1. For a constant sequence (v;) = (v) we can take 7; := 0 for all [,

and obtain Proposition Bl Given any sequence (1) in B, the 7, = 0 case of the
theorem shows that (8:9) holds whenever all the v; belong to some compact subset
£ of P.
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Convergence to iid exponential limit processes. In the most prominent case
the limit process is an iid sequence of normalized exponentially distributed random
variables, henceforth denoted by ®gy,. This is the process of interarrival times
of an elementary standard Poisson (counting) process, and we shall say that (4;)
exhibits Poisson asymptotics if

(3.10) W(A)D 4, L By, and  p(A)Ba, 22 By
This terminology is further justified by

Remark 3.2 (Convergence of associated counting processes). Any set A € A
of positive measure comes with an associated normalized counting process N4 :
X — DJ0,00) (the collection of cadlag paths x = (x¢)i>0 : [0,00) — R) given by
NA = (NA,t)tZO with

t/p(A
(3.11) Nagi= S0k = 22521 ) 323 e aory 00) (-
Observe then that for any probability measures v; on (X, .A),
(3.12) (AP, =5 Oy, implies Nu, == N in (D[0,00),J1),

where N = (N;);>0 denotes a standard Poisson counting process. To see this, define
W = {(¢®) € [0,00)No : Zi;& 0 oo as j — 0o}, and Y : [0, 00]N0 — D0, 00)
by T(($)iz0) = o1 Lzt p o) for (#D)iz0 € W, and T((¢1)iz0) := 0
otherwise. An elementary argzlment shows that Y is continuous on W, = Wn
(0, 00)Ne for the Skorokhod J;-topology of D[0, c0) (see [B2], [Wh]). Since Y (Prxp)
has the same law as N, and ®gyp, € W, almost surely, (312) thus follows by the
“extended continuous mapping theorem” (Theorem 2.7 in [B2]).

Remark 3.3 (Convergence of associated point processes). Alternatively, con-
sider the associated normalized point process of visiting times, N : X — Mp[0, 00)
(the collection of Radon point measures n : Byg, o) — {0, 1,2,...,00}, equipped with
the topology of vague convergence, see Chapter 3 of [Res|) given by

(3.13) Na = 2210000 SIo pacTh)

where J¢,, denotes the unit point mass at s. That is, Na(x) has distribution
function ¢ +— Ny ¢(z). Then, for arbitrary probability measures v; on (X, .A),

(3.14)  p(A)®a, = Py, implies Ny, => PRM(A[y ) in M,[0,00),

with PRM(Aj, ) denoting the Poisson random measure of intensity A' on [0, o).
This, too, follows via the “extended continuous mapping theorem” since it is easily
seen thgt the map O : [0, co]™o —> M,[0,00) with O((¢™);>0) := 2215{23;5 e}
for (p);>0 € W, and ©((¢");>0) := 0 otherwise, is continuous on W, while
O(Pgxp) has the same law as PRM()\[lo)OO)).

We will show that this happens in the 1, = 4, case of the previous theorem:

Theorem 3.2 (Convergence to an iid exponential sequence). Let (X, A, u, T)
be an ergodic probability preserving system, and (A;);>1 a sequence of asymptoti-
cally rare events. Let v; := pa, and assume that there are measurable functions
7 : X = Ny such that

(3.15) wA) T 250 asl— oo,
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and

(3.16) v (m<epa)—1 asl— oo,
while there is some compact subset 8 of (B, dy) such that
(3.17) Tl'vpe R forl>1,

Then (A;) exhibits Poisson asymptotics,

(3.18) (AP 4, £4 Ppyp  and  p(A)Pa, = Py, asl — oco.

More generally, (318) follows provided that for every € > 0 there are a sequence
()i>1 in P with dp (v, pa,) < € for all I, a compact set & C*B, and measurable
functions 7 : X — Ny such that (3.13)-(3.17) hold.

We shall see that this opens up a very easy way of proving Poisson asymptotics
in several interesting situations.

Remark 3.4. a) An obvious necessary condition for the first component p(A;) @4,
to have an exponential limit law is the absence of a point mass at zero in the limit.
That is, for any sequence (7;) satisfying condition (315) we need to have (BI10).
b) Note that condition (3IT) only uses information on what happens to A; before
the time 7; which is of order o(1/u(A;)) as I — oco. We do not assume mixing
(let alone any quantitative mixing conditions), but only use what little asymptotic
information follows from ergodicity alone.

¢) The assumptions (B15)-(3I17) make precise the condition that the system should
forget, sufficiently fast, whether or not it started in A;. We can regard (B15)-(311)
as a short-time decorrelation (or mixing) condition.

d) Of course, mixing properties of specific systems can still be very useful for
validating conditions B.I5)- (BI7). However, in our discusion of examples in Section
[IQ, we make a point of not using any asymptotic mixing properties for this purpose.
e) Allowing measures v; more general than u 4, in the final statement of the theorem
sometimes enables us to replace the density p(A;) 14, of 4, by an approximating
density of higher regularity for which (B.I0)-(317) are easier to verify (e.g. if they
belong to a space on which the transfer operator is well understood).

f) Another way of using this flexibility is to replace p4, by u A; for nicer sets
A] € A. This works if, for every € > 0, one can pick a sequence (A4;) such that
pa, (A A A)) < € for all I > 1 while the v := pa; admit & and 7, satisfying

B.15)-B.1D).

Allowing immediate returns. While for many important classes of concrete
dynamical systems one typically observes Poisson asymptotics for natural families
of rare events (cylinders or general e-balls shrinking to a typical point «*), there are
often distinguished exceptional points x*, like the periodic points of the system, to
which a positive proportion 1—6 with 6 € (0, 1) of a neighbourhood can return after
a fixed number of steps. This will result in a point mass at zero in the limit of return
time distributions. If the situation is nice otherwise, the part which did escape in
the first step may return after a rescaled exponential time, so that pu(A4;)pa4, 24 &,
where the limit variable ¢ is characterized by the distribution function

(3.19) Flipo)(t) = (1 —0) +0(1 —e7 %), t>0.
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Turning to processes, for any 6 € (0,1) we let E)(Exp)@) denote an iid sequence of

random variables, each distributed according to F(gxp,e)-

The following complement to Theorem [3.2] covers such situations. Here and later,
when given a sequence (1) of probabilities on (X,.4) and some B € A, we shall
simply write v, g for the normalized restriction given by v, g(A) := v (B) 'y (BN
A), Ae A

Theorem 3.3 (Convergence to an iid ﬁ(Expﬁ) sequence). Let (X, A, u,T) be
an ergodic probability preserving system, (A;)i>1 a sequence of asymptotically rare
events. Let v; := pa, and suppose that Ay = Ay U A (disjoint) with

(3.20) (A7) —0€(0,1) asl— oo.
Set v} = vi,ap and VP 1= v as (the normalized restrictions of v, to A} and A7,

respectively). Assume further that there are measurable functions 7, : X — Np,
1> 1, such that

(3.21) wA) T 250 asl— oo,

and

(3.22) v (i <pa)—1 asl— oo,
while there is some compact subset 8 of (P, dy) such that
(3.23) Thyy € 8 forl>1,
whereas

(3.24) v(m>pa) —1 asl— oo,
and

(3.25) dyp((Ta,)sv),vi) — 0 asl — oo.
Then,

(3.26) (AP 4, £4 &)(Expﬁ) as | — oo.

More generally, (320 follows provided that for every € > 0 there are a sequence
()i>1 in P with dp (v, pa,) < € for all I, a compact set & C B, and measurable
functions 7 : X — Ng such that [3.21)-(323) hold.

In Section we illustrate how this can be used very easily in some standard
situations.

4. WHERE DO ORBITS HIT SMALL SETS?

Local observables and local processes. Let (X, A, u,T) be an ergodic proba-
bility preserving system. We introduce a large class of random processes associated
to the visits of orbits to a given small set A € A. The idea is to focus on what
exactly happens upon each visit, and record the position inside A by means of some
function 14 on this set. As we are interested in small sets and, ultimately, in limits
as the size of the sets tends to zero, it is natural to consider functions encoding the
relative position inside A, thus effectively rescaling the set.

For instance, if the relevant sets A are subintervals of some larger interval X,
the normalizing interval charts ¥4 : A — [0,1] with ¥4(x) := (x —a)/(b — a) for
A = [a,b], are a natural choice. This is the prototypical example to keep in mind,
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but for the general theory we simply allow measurable maps ¢4 : A — 3, not
necessarily invertible, into some space 3 which does not depend on A.

In the following we fix some compact metric space (3, d3) with Borel o-algebra
B3 to represent the relative positions (or some other relevant aspect) of points
inside the distinguished small sets we wish to study. Any .A-Bsz-measurable map
Ya: A— 3 will be called an (3-valued) local observable on A, and we shall use the
uppercase ¥ 4 to denote the sequence of consecutive local observations of an orbit
which starts anywhere in X,

(4.1) Uy:X =3 Wy:=(paoTa,paoT3,..)).

Equip 3" with its compact Polish product topology, induced by the product metric
d3u, then U4 is A-Bss-measurable (and can thus be regarded as a single 3N-valued
local observable on A). We can include the local observable at time zero provided
that the orbit starts in A. To this end, define

(4.2) Wy:A—3N W= (Ya,a0Ta,ao0T3,...).

Given any probability measure v on (X, A), we can view ¥ 4 as a random process on
the probability space (X, A, v). If v is concentrated on A, the same is true for Ty,
We shall refer to either variant as a local process under v. Again, the properties of
T4 on (A, AN A, ua) entail that

(4.3) any local process v A is stationary and ergodic under p 4,

and we shall exploit this by linking local processes with different initial measures
to this particular version. By (@3], law,, , (Wy) = law,,, (¥ 4), so that we need not
distinguish between the two variants as far as the laws of individual processes under
the corresponding measures ;14 are concerned.

Remark 4.1 (Normalized return times and processes as local observables
and processes). The normalized return times u(A)ps : A — [0, 00] studied in
the previous section also define local observables, somewhat special in that they
are defined in terms of the dynamics. Moreover, the processes u(A)®y : A —
[0, 00]No are particular local processes: using the notation introduced above, we

have p(A)®4 = U4 for ¥4 := p(A)pa.

Remark 4.2 (Warning regarding normalized hitting processes). In contrast,
the normalized hitting time process pu(A)®4 : X — [0,00]No with ®4 as defined
in 3I) is not a local process ¥4 as in ([I). Indeed, ®,4 is not constant on
{x,Tx,..., T¥4@)~1z} for 2 € A°. This is why we do not need an analogue of
condition ([B.6]) in Theorem 2] below.

Local processes for asymptotically rare events. Assume now that (A4;);>1
is a sequence of asymptotically rare events, and that for each A; we are given a
local observable 14, : A — 3. Our goal is to provide useful conditions under which
the sequence of local processes (Ef A, )i>1 or (¥y,);>1 converges in distribution as
I — oo. Here, again, it makes sense to study these random variables either through
one fixed initial probability v (in case of (¥4,);>1), say v = p, or to view them
through the sequence (i 4,) of normalized restrictions to these sets.
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We first look at the U 4, under the measures p4,. Due to (L3) we see that for
any random sequence ¥ in 3,

(4.4) it Wy, 2§ asl— oo, then W is stationary.

Beyond that, little can be said about the general asymptotic local process T. In fact,
we are going to show that unless the system acts on a discrete space (and hence is
essentially a cyclic permutation), every 3-valued stationary sequence arises as the
limit of local processes for any given sequence (A4;) if only we use suitable local
observables 14,. (This is parallel to Theorem 2.1 of [Z4].) In particular, ¥ need
not, be independent, and doesn’t even have to be ergodic.

Theorem 4.1 (Prescribing the asymptotic internal state process). Let T be
an ergodic measure preserving map on the nonatomic probability space (X, A, 1), let
(A;) be an asymptotically rare sequence in A, and let U be any 3-valued stationary
sequence. Then there is a sequence (Y4,) of local observables for the A; such that

(4.5) \TJAL LY sl oo

Observe that the distributions law,, (¥4,) of the first components of the v A,
may not involve any dynamics, but their convergence is of course necessary for
convergence of the processes as in ([@LH]). For the abstract theory we will therefore
take the assumption

(4.6) ba, 22 asl— oo,

that they converge to the law of some particular random element @ of 3, as our
starting point. (Note that this is not particularly restrictive. By compactness
of M(3), every sequence contains a subsequence along which (6] is satisfied.)
The question will then be under what conditions (&6 entails convergence of the
processes W 4, to some (or some particular) random sequence V.

In some natural situations, condition (6] relates the local observables 4, to
the local regularity of p on the A;:

Example 4.1 (Normalizing interval charts). Assume that X is an interval,
and p is absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue measure . Suppose that the A;
are subintervals which shrink to a distinguished point x* € X at which (a suitable
version of ) the density du/d) is continuous and strictly positive. Definea, : A —
[0,1] to be the normalizing interval chart from the previous subsection. Then (4.6
holds, with the limit variable v uniformly distributed on 3 = [0, 1].

Considering a sequence of local processes under one probability measure v which
doesn’t depend on [, we usually lose stationarity, but gain the possibility of freely
switching measures.

Proposition 4.1 (Strong distributional convergence of VU 4,). Let (X, A, u, T)
be an ergodic probability preserving system, (A;) an asymptotically rare sequence in
A, with (¥ 4,)1>1 a sequence of 3-valued local processes for the A;. Then

(4.7) Uy, == U for some v €P  iff Wu = VU forallvecP.
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This is an immediate consequence of [Z2], see the start of Section Bl for details.
Variations on this theme will be the key to the limit theorems below.

Relating limit processes under 4, to limit processes under p. As men-
tioned before, the intimate relation between return- and hitting times, that is, the
relation between the laws of ¢4 under 4 and p respectively, is often crucial for the
analysis of these variables. For general local observables there is no such principle:

(4.8) 1In general, 14, Lty 1 does not imply convergence of ¥4, o T4, under u.

Example 4.2. Let (X, A, u,T) be an ergodic probability preserving system, (A}) an
asymptotically rare sequence in A such that A)NT 1A} =& for | > 1. Set A; :=
T_lAE U A;, and Y4,  Aj — {0, 1} with Ya,,_, = 1,42 while Y a,, = 1T—1Ai. Then
VA, £4y Y, with v denoting a fair coin, while Y a,, 0T, £ 0 and YA, 014, £ 1
since Ta, = Tp-14; outside T-1A].

Nonetheless, we can provide a very useful condition which ensures that possibly
localized measures v; can be replaced by any fixed probablity v € B.

Theorem 4.2 (Asymptotic local process - v; versus u). Let (X, A,u,T) be
an ergodic probability preserving system, (A;) an asymptotically rare sequence in A,
and (Y a,)1>1 a sequence of 3-valued local observables for the A;, with corresponding
local processes W 4,. Let (v;) be a sequence in B.

Assume that there are measurable 7, : X — Ng such that

(4.9) v(n<ea)—1 asl— oo,

while there is some compact subset 8 of (P, dy) such that

(4.10) Tl'vpe R forl>1,
Then, for any random sequence ¥ in 3,
(4.11) Uy, =5V iff Uyp =T asl— 0.

Of course, the most important case will be that of v = p4,.

Convergence to iid limit processes. A variant of the above assumption in which
we now take v; to be p14, conditioned on suitable subsets of A; actually allows us to
prove (under the necessary assumption (48] discussed above) convergence of the
local processes to an independent stationary sequence.

Theorem 4.3 (Convergence to an iid local process). Let (X, A, u,T) be an
ergodic probability preserving system, (A;) an asymptotically rare sequence in A,
and (1 a,)i>1 a sequence of 3-valued local observables for the A; such that

(4.12) ha, 22 0 as | — oo,

for some random element 1 of 3. Let W4, be the corresponding local processes.
Suppose that B C B is a m-system generating Bz with 3 € B5, while Pr[y) €
OF] =0 for all F € B3.

Set v, 1= pa,, and assume further that for every F € BY with Pr[y) € F] > 0
there are measurable 7, + X — No, | > 1, such that, letting v;,r denote the
normalized restriction v (y, ery of vi to {¢a, € F'}, we have

(4.13) vr(n<ea)—1 asl— oo,
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while there is some compact subset Ry of (P, dy) such that

(4.14) " (v r) € Rp  forl>1,
Then
(4.15) Ty 220 and Tu =5 TF asl— oo,

where U* = (*\)) ;50 is an iid sequence in 3 with law(y*(0)) = law(¢)).

More generally, [{-13) follows if every ¢ > 0 there are a sequence (v;);>1 in P
with ds(vi, pa,) < € for alll, and, for every F' € BS with Pr[y) € F] > 0, a compact
set Rp C B, measures v rp € P with dyp(v,F, Vlﬁ{wAleF}) — 0, and 7, F such that

(#13) and {{-I4) hold.

Remark 4.3 (Using rich generating families of conditioning events). Note
that there are natural situations in which the condition Pr[p € 0F] = 0 for all
F € BE need not be checked explicitly. For instance, if 3 = [a,b], then G :=
{(s,b] : s € [a,b)} is a collection of sets with pairwise disjoint boundaries. Thus,
the requirement Pr[¢) € OF] = 0 only rules out countably many F € G, and the
remaining family B := {F € G : Pr[y) € OF] = 0} still is a generating 7-system.

Therefore, if we can check the other conditions ({@I3) and (ZI4) for all F € G,
then there is automatically a suitable collection B3.

Robustness of the asymptotic behaviour. It will also be useful to know that
asymptotic local processes do not change if the sets A; are replaced by sets A] which
are asymptotically equivalent (mod ) in that p(A; A A)) = o(p(Ar)), and if the
local observables 1) 4, are replaced by wi“i which are close in measure.

Theorem 4.4 (Robustness of asymptotic local processes). Let (X, A, u,T)

be an ergodic probability preserving system, (A;) and (A]) two asymptotically rare

sequences in A, and (Y4,), (¢'y,) two sequences of 3-valued local observables for
1

the sets A; and Aj, respectively. Assume that

(4.16) w(A; N A)) = o(u(Ay)) as | — oo,
and
Ha,na’
(4.17) d3(ba, W) =50 asl— oo,
Then, for any random sequence T in 3,
~ ~ ~ KAl ~
(4.18) U ST g W, =T,

where \TJAL and \TJ;‘, are the local processes given by 14, and 'y, , respectively.
L L
For basic situations in which this applies consider the following.

Example 4.3 (Normalizing interval charts). Let X be an interval containing

the sets Ay = a1, by], A} = [a},b}], and let 4, and ¥',, be the corresponding normal-
1

1zing interval charts. It is immediate that SUP 4,1 A; do,1) (wAl,ij) — 0 provided

that A(A; A A)) = o(M(A4;)) as | — oo. In this case, assumptions ([{.16]) and ({.17)
of the theorem are satisfied if cA < u < ¢ I\ for some constant ¢ > 0.
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Example 4.4 (Normalized return times). Let (X, A, u,T) be ergodic and prob-
ability preserving, (A;), (A]) two asymptotically rare sequences, and consider the
[0, oc]-valued local observables 1a, == pu(Ai)pa, |a,, ¥y = u(A)pa; |a;. Then,

l

Hajna)

(4.19) n(Ar & Ap) = o(u(Ar)) implies  djo,oc) (Y, ¥yr) 0.

In particular, Theorem 2.2 of [Z4)] is a special case of Theorem [{4] above.

(To check (7-19), assume w.l.o.g. that A} C A;, take n > 0, and note that due to
dio,00](8:) <| s —t | it suffices to control the measure of {| p(Ar)pa, — u(A)pa; =
ny CA{u(A) | wa, —pa; 1> n/2Y U{u(Ai\ A)) pa, > n/2} which is easy since
(AU A) N {pa, #part = TglluA; (A; AN AY) and [ (A} pardpar =1 for alll.)

5. JOINT LIMIT PROCESSES

Again, the space for local observables will be a compact metric space (3,d3).
Given an asymptotically rare sequence (A;) for (X, A, u,T) and local observables
14, we now consider the joint distribution of u(A;)®,4, and \TIAZ under p4,, and
that of p(A;)®4, and V4, under p (or some other fixed probability v € 93). For
the second variant we find, as expected:

Proposition 5.1 (Strong distributional convergence of (u(A;)®4,,V4,)).
Let (X, A, 11, T) be an ergodic probability preserving system, (A;) an asymptotically
rare sequence in A, with (U 4,)i>1 a sequence of 3-valued local processes for the Aj.
Let (®, ) be any random sequence in [0,00] x 3. Then (u(A)®a,,V4,) = (¥, d)
for some v € P iff (u1(A)Pa,Va,) = (¥, ®) for all v € P.

The main result of this section, Theorem 5.2 below, gives sufficient conditions for
convergence to an independent pair of iid sequences. Before stating it, we record
that, in certain situations, this takes place under the measure p iff it takes place
under the measures p4,. Recall (£8), which shows that the latter statement can
only be correct under some extra condition. We will use the same assumption, (5]
and (B.2)) below, which already appeared in Theorem

Theorem 5.1 (Independent joint limit processes - 114, versus ). Suppose
(X, A, 1, T) is an ergodic probability preserving system, (A;) an asymptotically rare
sequence in A, and (¥ 4,)1>1 a sequence of 3-valued local observables for the A; with
corresponding local processes WV 4,. Assume there are measurable 7, : X — Ny s.t.
(5.1) pa, (1 <wa,)—1 asl— oo,

while there is some compact subset 8 of (P, dy) such that

(5.2) Tl'pa, € R forl>1,

Let (Prxp, ¥*) be an independent pair of iid sequences. Then
(5.3) (W(A)Da,, Ta,) = (Ppyp, ) as | — oo,
iff

~ u .
(5.4) (W(A)Ba,, U a) = (Ppyp, T*)  as | — .

We can then formulate our abstract spatiotemporal Poisson limit theorem.
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Theorem 5.2 (Joint iid limit processes). Let (X, A, u,T) be an ergodic prob-
ability preserving system, (A;) an asymptotically rare sequence in A, and (Y a,)1>1
a sequence of 3-valued local observables for the A; such that

(5.5) pa, 24y ) as | — oo,

for some random element 1 of 3. Let W4, be the corresponding local processes.
Moreover, assume that

(A) for every s € [0,00) there are a compact subset Ry of (B, dy), measures
vy,s € P with dyp(vis, UAm{u(Az)saAl>S}) — 0, and measurable 7,5 : X — Ny s.t.

(5.6) Vs (Tis <pa) —1 asl— oo,
while T, v s € Rs for 1 > 1, and

(B) there is some -system BY generating B with 3 € BY, while Pr[y) € OF] =0
for all F' € B5; in addition, for every F € BY with Pr[yy € F] > 0 there are a

compact subset Rr of (B, dy), measures vy, p € P with dyp (v, F, :“Azﬁ{wAleF}) — 0,
and measurable 7. p : X — Ng such that

(5.7) w(Ay) 11, p 2RO asl— oo,
and
(5.8) vr(mr<epas)—1 asl— oo,

while T," vy € R forl > 1.

Then,

(5.9) (W(A)Da,, Ta,) = (Ppyp, ) as | — oo,
and

(5.10) (W(A)®a,, T a,) 22 (Bpyp, UF)  as | — oo,

where ( Prxp, U*) is an independent pair of iid processes.

Remark 5.1 (Convergence of associated spatiotemporal point processes).
Generalizing Remark [3.3] we can interpret the above as a result about convergence
of associated spatiotemporal point processes N4 4, : X — M, ([0, 00) x 3) (the col-
lection of Radon point measures n : Bjg o)x3 — {0,1,2,...,00} with the topology
of vague convergence, [Res]) defined by

(5.11) Nawa 7= 2100 (u(a) S paoTh 0Ty}
Parallel to our earlier remarks, for ( ®gyp, ¥*) an independent pair of iid processes
and arbitrary probabilities v; on (X, .A),
(5.12) (1(A)®a,, T a,) =5 (Ppyp, T¥)  implies
Nay s, = PRM(Xjy oy © law())) in M,([0,00) x 3),

and ¥4, may be replaced by \TJAL if for each [ > 1, y; is supported on A;. As
before, this merely requires an application of the “extended continuous mapping
theorem” (Theorem 2.7 in [B2]), because the map ©* : [0, 0o]™0 x 3N — M, ([0, 00) x

3) with @X((@(i))izo, (’@/J(i))izﬂ = 23216{(21;3 PORTIEINSY for ((p(i))izo € W, and
O ((¢)i>0, (1 );>1) := 0 otherwise, is continuous on W x 3.
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Remark 5.2 (Robustness of joint limit processes). The conclusion in (G.I0) is
a statement about the (u(A4;)®a4,,¥4,) which can be regarded as local processes

taking values in [0, 00] x 3. Recalling Example 1.4 we can therefore use Theorem
A to see that (B.I0) is equivalent to

—~ Y
(ILL(AD(I)A;, \I//Ai) = ((I)Exp; \I/*) as | — o0,
Hanal
whenever u(A4; A A}) = o(u(A;)) and d3 (v 4,, 1/1142) 208 0. This sometimes allows
us to replace the original sequence by one for which the conditions of the present
theorem can be verified more easily.

6. MEAN ERCODIC THEORY AND DISTRIBUTIONS UNDER VARYING MEASURES

The present section discusses the abstract core of our approach. (It is based
on ideas which arose in the study of probabilistic properties of infinite measure
preserving systems, see [Z3], [PSZ], [RZ].) Throughout, (&, de) is a compact metric
space with Borel o-algebra Be. For a Lipschitz function s : € — R we let Lip(3)
denote its (optimal) Lipschitz constant.

More on distributional convergence. Recall that weak convergence of proba-
bilities on (&, Be) is metrisable: There are various metrics De on 9(€) such that
De(Q, Q) — 0 iff Q; = Q. For instance, it is well known that C(€&) is separable,
and by a standard argument for w*-topologies, every dense sequence (9;);>1 in
C(€) allows us to define a suitable metric with De < 1 by setting

(6.1)  De(Q.Q) =) 27U+

Jjz1

[wia- [x d@", Q.Q' € Mm(e),

where x; = c; 19, for constants ¢; > sup [9;] (so that |x;| < 1). By the Stone-
Weierstrass theorem, Lipschitz functions are dense in C(€&). As a consequence, we
can define Dg as in (6.1) using a particular dense sequence (9;), henceforth fized,
of Lipschitz functions ¥; : € — R, and ¢; := max(sup |¢,], Lip(¥);)), which ensures
that Lip(s¢;) < 1 for all j > 1.

Observe that for any convex combinations @ = 6Qa + (1 — 6)Qv and Q' =
0Q'n + (1 —0)Q%y in M(E) with the same 6 € [0, 1], we have

D@(Qa Q/) < 9D€(QA7 QIA) + (1 - G)D@(QV7 Q/V)

(6.2) < De(Qa, Q) + (1 —-0).
It is straightforward that for v, v € B3, and Borel measurable R : X — €&,
(6.3) D¢ (law, (R),lawy(R)) < dyp(v, D),
so that for any sequences (v;) and (7;) in B, and Borel measurable R; : X — €,
(6.4) dyp(v, 7)) =0 implies  De(law,, (R;),lawy, (R;)) — 0.
Also, for further measurable R; : X — €,

(6.5) de(R;, R) 250 implies De(law,, (R;), law,, (R})) — 0,
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because D¢ (law,, (R;),law,, (R;)) < Zj:lLip(Xj) [ de (R, R}) dv; + 277 for each
J>1,and [de(Ry, R))dy — 0 as € is bounded. Finally, note that

(6.6) R=R on Ae A implies Dg¢(law,(R),law,(R')) < v(A°).

Strong distributional convergence. If (X, A, pu,T) is an ergodic probability
preserving system, distributional limit theorems for dynamically defined quantities
are often stated in terms of the distinguished measure v := u. Since the latter is not
the only potentially relevant initial distribution for the process, it is both interesting
and useful to observe that in many cases such a limit theorem automatically carries
over to all probability measures v absolutely continuous with respect to p.

For measurable maps R;, | > 1, of a probability space (X, A4, u) into (&, Be),
strong distributional convergence to a random element R of &, written

(6.7) REY R asl— oo,

means that B; == R for all probability measures v < p. (This is equivalent to
R; =% R (mizing), meaning that R; £5 R for every fixed E € A with pu(E) > 0.
The latter concept dates back to [Renl, see also [Ea].)

A property often responsible for this sort of behaviour is that the sequence
(R;) be T-invariant in the long run. Let T be a measure-preserving map on the
probability space (X, A, ). For Borel measurable maps R; : X — €&, we call the
sequence (R;) asymptotically T-invariant in (u-)measure in case

(6.8) de(RioT,R) £+ 0 asl— oo

(with £ indicating convergence in measure, recall (3.3)). Note that this is equiv-
alent to convergence in distribution, de(R; o T, R;) == 0, because the limit is
constant. The important role of this concept becomes clear through

Theorem 6.1 (Strong distributional convergence of asymptotically in-
variant sequences). Let T be an ergodic measure-preserving map on the prob-
ability space (X, A, n). Suppose that the sequence (R;) of Borel measurable maps
R; : X — € into the compact metric space (€,d¢) is asymptotically T-invariant in
measure. Then

(6.9) D¢ (law, (Ry),lawy(R;)) — 0 asl — oo for v,U7 € P.

Hence, for R a random element of €, and any v,v € P,

(6.10) R =R implies Ri= R asl— co.

Proof. Tt is clear that (69) entails (GI0). The implication (6I0) is the content of
Theorem 1 of [Z2]. A stronger version of assertion (69) is contained in Theorem
below, whose proof does not use the present theorem.

Alternatively, it is not hard to check directly that ([E.I0) implies ([6.9): Suppose
that (3] fails, meaning that there are v, 7 € P with ¢ > 0 and I; ,* 0o such that

(6.11) De(law, (R, ), lawy(R;,)) > 6 for j > 1.

By Alaoglu’s theorem, the metric space (9(€), D¢) is compact, which allows us
to select a further subsequence I} = I;, * oo of indices such that law;(Rlé) = Q
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for some @ € 9M(€). But then (GI0) shows that law, (R;) = Q as well, which
contradicts (EIT)). O

The transfer operator and mean ergodic theory. Since we shall improve on
the above result, we review the main ingredient of its proof. Recall the transfer
operator T : Ly(j1) — L1(u) of T on (X, A, ) which describes the evolution of
probability densities under 7. That is, if v has density u w.r.t. p, uw = dv/du, then
Tu := d(voT~')/du. Equivalently, J(goT) - udu = fgfu dy for all u € Ly(u) and
g € Loo(p), ie. T is dual to g — go T. We let D(u) denote the set of probability
densities w.r.t. pu.

The following classical companion of the mean ergodic theorem is essentially due
to Yosida [Yo] (see also [K1], Theorem 2.1.3 or [Z2], Theorem 2). Statements (6.12))
and (6.13) below are equivalent since we can identify (B, dg) with (D(w), (]|, ()
via v+ dv/dp, where ||dv/dp — dv/dp| ;) = dyp(v,7) for v,7 € PB.

Theorem 6.2 (Characterization of ergodicity). Let T be a measure-preserving
map on a probability space (X, A, p). Then T is ergodic if and only if
n—1

%ka(u—ﬂ)

k=0

(6.12) — 0 asl— oo forallu,ue D),

Li(p)

which is equivalent to

1 n—1 1 n—1
6.13 dp | =Y TFv,=> TFo | —0 I — v, 7€ P.
(6.13) qg(nkz_o *V,nkzzo *1/> as oo forallv,v €P

Uniform distributional convergence. At the heart of the present paper is a
uniform version of the principle of strong distributional convergence for asymptot-
ically invariant sequences of observables quoted above. We capture the key point
in the following result.

Theorem 6.3 (Uniform distributional convergence of asymptotically in-
variant sequences). Let (X, A, u,T) be an ergodic probability preserving system
and (Ry)i>1 a sequence of Borel measurable maps Ry : X — &, asymptotically T-
invariant in measure, into a compact metric space (€, dg). Let & be a compact set
in (P, dy). Then,

as | — oo,

(614) Dqg (law,,(Rl), 1&W§(Rl)) — 0 uniformly in = a.

Hence, for R a random element of €, and any two sequences (v;), (7)) in &,

(6.15) RZ R implies R =% R asl— .

The key to this refinement of Theorem [6.1] is the following basic principle.

Remark 6.1 (Uniform convergence by equicontinuity). Let (,dy) be any
metric space and vy P — B, M > 1, a sequence of maps which converges
pointwise to the continuous map v : P — B. If (var)m>1 is equicontinuous, then

Y — Y uniformly on 8 as M — oo
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whenever £ is a compact subset of . (Indeed, for every e > 0 there is some
d > 0 such that dy(v,7) < ¢ implies dyp(yar(V), yar (7)) < € for all M > 1. But
the compact set R contains a finite d-dense subset, and on the latter y5; — 7y
uniformly as M — o00.)

Proof of Theorem [6.3. (i) The second assertion, implication (G.I3]), is imme-
diate from (6I4), so we focus on proving the latter. In steps (ii)-(iv) below we
are going to show that for every € > 0, there is some I’ = I’(¢) such that for any
X : € = R with |x| <1 and Lip(s) < 1,

(6.16) ‘/XoRldﬁ—/XoRldV

To see that this implies (G.I4]), recall the definition ([GI) of De via our specific
sequence (x;), and that the x; satisfy the above assumptions on x. Therefore

614 follows, since
De(law, (Ry), lawy(R;)) =y 270+ /Xj o R;dv — /xj o Rydv
< Z2‘<j+1)5 =¢ forv,vef ifl>1.

j>1
j>1

<e forl>1l'and v,7 € A

(ii) Consider the maps v : B — P with v (v) := M‘lzrj\f:_éTf‘V. By ergodicity
and Theorem [6:2] (yps) converges pointwise to the constant map y(v) = u, as
v (v) — p for every v € B. But (yar)am>1 is equicontinuous. Indeed, due to
the identification of the v with their densities, it suffices to observe that all the
operators M ’12%;3 T™ have norm equal to 1 on Lq(u). Hence, compactness of
£ entails uniform convergence (see Remark [6.1]),

1= 1= as M — 0o
s <M Z L, M Z_OT* V) —0 uniformly in v, 7 € &

m=0

Therefore there is some M, > 1 (henceforth fixed) such that
| M1 | Mz .
dy [ — "0, — T"'v| <= forv,veR
(o S E ) <

Consequently (as |x| < 1), for every [ and all v,7 € 8,

M:—-1

M:—1
s 1
Rid|— S 17| = [xoRid|— 3 T
/Xo l (ME ) V) /XO l (ME m=0 ’ U)

m=0

9
(6.17) <7

(iii) As R is compact in (B, dsp), the family {dv/dp : v € R} is compact in L (),
and hence uniformly integrable. Thus, there is some d = d(¢) > 0 such that

d
(6.18) v(A) = . ﬁ dp < 16?\45 for v € R and A € A with u(A4) < 6.
Set 1 := (8M.)~'e > 0 and define sequences (Z;;);>1 via Z;; := xyo R oT% i > 0.
We claim that there is some I’ = I'(¢) s.t.

(6.19) p(Zi—ZioT|>n)<d fori>0andl>1.
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Indeed, using asymptotic T-invariance in measure of (R;) we see that there is some
I’ such that

p(de(Ry,RioT)>n)<d forl>1.
Due to T-invariance of y and Lip(s) < 1 we then find that

(|0 = ZigoT|>n) = p(|xo R — xo R oT| > )
< u(de(Ry, RioT) >mn)
<d§ fori>0andl >0,

as required. Using |Z;;| < 1 and (6I8) we then see that

:i, - :‘7 ] S E@ - Ei)
/|H[ =il T|d1/<n—|—/ =i 1oT| dv
{IZi,1—=Ei,10T|>n}

(6.20) fori>0,l>10'and v € R

.
AN,
(iv) Note that by duality and (6.20),

| M
ORdV—/ oRid| — v

M:—1

Z

m=0

<

/(XORZ_XORlon)dV

IA
S ﬁ\H §\~
| M7
1M
5
m
l
5
S5

m=0 =0

M:.—1m— c c
(6.21) < ;§4M<Z for I > 1" and v € R.
Now take any v,7 € K, and combine (GI7) with an application of (E2I]) to v and
another application of (G.2I]) to 7 to obtain (G.10]). O

Waiting for good measure(s). We shall say that the measurable functions
71+ X = Ny form an admissible delay sequence (1;);>1 for (R;) and (v) if

(6.22) D¢ (law,, (R;),law,, (R o T™)) — 0 as | — .
An easy sufficient condition for this is that
(6.23) de(RioT™, R)) 250 asl— oc.

(By compactness of (&) it suffices to show that for any subsequence I; * oo of

indices and any random element R of &, R, % R implies Ry, o T % R, which
follows from (6.23) by a standard (Slutsky) argument, see [B2], Theorem 3.1).

Since law,, (R; o T™) = lawg,(R;) where 7; := T['v;, we can efficiently use
admissible delays in situations where the sequence (7;) of these push-forwards allows
for better control than (1;). The latter phrase will mean that 7; € R for all [,
where 8 C P is compact, in which case we can use the following straightforward
consequence of Theorem
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Proposition 6.1 (Asymptotically invariant sequences - v; versus pu). Let
(X, A, u, T) be an ergodic probability preserving system, (R;)i>1 a sequence of Borel
measurable maps R : X — €, asymptotically T -invariant in measure, into a com-
pact metric space (€,de¢), and (1);1>1 @ sequence in B. Suppose that (1;);>1 is an
admissible delay sequence for (Ry) and (v;) such that there is some compact set R
in (B, dy) for which

(6.24) Tl'vpe B forl>1.
Then
(6.25) De¢(law,, (R;),law, (R;)) — 0 as | — oo.

Proof. Letting 7; := T]'v; we have D¢ (law,, (R;), lawg, (R;)) — 0 due to admissibil-
ity of (1), but also De(lawg, (R;),law,(R;)) — 0 by Theorem (We can assume
w.lo.g. that u € R). O

In the specific situation of Theorems [3.2] 1.3 and above, the v; = pa,
concentrate on ever smaller sets, and hence can never stay inside a single compact
set R, while suitable push-forwards 7; sometimes do.

Independent limits for pairs of asymptotcally invariant sequences. To
facilitate the analysis of distributional limits of processes involving several asymp-
totically invariant sequences, we provide a natural method of checking asymptotic
independence. It relies on the following easy probability fact.

Lemma 6.1 (Independence of limit variables by conditioning). Let (v;);>1
be probability measures on (X, A), and Ry : X — €, R : X — ¢, 1 > 1, Borel
maps into the compact metric spaces € and €. Let (R, R') be a random element of
¢ X & such that

(6.26) (Ri,R)) =% (R,R) asl— co.

Assume that there is some mw-system B generating Be such that for all E € BE we
have Pr[R € OE] = 0, and, in case Pr[R € E] > 0, convergence in law holds under
the v; conditioned on {R; € E},

Vi,{R,€E}

(6.27) R} R asl— .

Then R and R’ are independent.

Proof. By Theorem 2.8 of [B2], our assumption (G.26]) is equivalent to

(6.28) (R €E,Rj€FE)—Pr[REE,R €FE] asl— o0
whenever Pr[R € OE] = Pr[R' € OE'] = 0.

We show that for any such (E, E’) this limit coincides with Pr[R € E] Pr[R’ € F'|.
Applying the same theorem from [B2] again, then proves that (R;, R;) converges to
an independent pair with marginals R, R’.

Take any E € BE. If Pr[R € E] = 0, the assertion is trivial. Assume therefore
that Pr[R € E] > 0. Pick any E’ € Be: with Pr[R’ € OE'] = 0. Due to ([6.27),

v(R, € E,Rj € E') — Pr[R€ E] Pr[R' € E'] asl— oo,

and therefore
Pr[Re E,R € E') =Pr[R € E| Pr[R' € F'].
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Fixing such an F’, the standard uniqueness theorem for measures shows that
Pr[Re€ B,R € E') =Pr[R € B] Pr[R' € E'] for all B € Be.
In particular, this is true for all B € Be with Pr[R € 9B] = 0. O

Combining this with the uniform distributional convergence principle, and the
idea that admissible time delays may result in good measures, we obtain

Theorem 6.4 (Asymptotic independence of two sequences). Let (X, A, u, T)
be an ergodic probability preserving system and (R;)i>1, (R))i>1 sequences of Borel
measurable maps, (R]) asymptotically T-invariant in measure, into compact metric
spaces (€,de) and (&, dg), respectively. Suppose that v, | > 1, are probabilities
on (X, A) such that

(6.29) (Ri,R)) = (R,R) asl— o

for some random element (R, R') of € x &', and let BE be some mw-system generating
Be such that € € BE while Pr[R € OE] =0 for all E € Bg.

Assume that for every E € BE with Pr[R € E] > 0 there is some compact set Rg
in (P, dyp), a sequence (v,g)i>1 B with dyp (v, 5, Vi (rery) — 0, and a sequence
(11,E)i>1 of admissible delays for (R));>1 and (v;,g)i>1 such that U g = " v g €
Rg forl > 1. Then R and R’ are independent.

(Note that (R;) is not required to be asymptotically T-invariant.)
Proof. By Lemmal6.1lit suffices to show that for every E € Bf with Pr[R € E] > 0,

VI,{R€E}
R} "= R asl— oo,

which, due to dy(vi,E, v, (r,epy) — 0 and (6.4), is equivalent to

(6.30) R, ZE R asl— .

Take any such E. Since 7 g € &g for all [, an application of Theorem shows
that D¢ (law,(R)),lawy, ,(R;)) — 0, and since the 7 p are admissible delays for
(R))i>1 and (v,E)1>1, we conclude that

(6.31) D¢ (law, (R)),law,, ,(R)) — 0 as — oc.

The case E := € yields D¢ (law,(R}),law,, (R])) — 0. Together with R} =% R’
and (G31) this gives ([6.30]). O

Remark 6.2 (The auxiliary measures v, g). In the simplest cases, we can take
V,E ‘= Vi (R,eE}- However, constructing suitable 7; g is sometimes easier if we use
a slightly different sequence of measures, obtained as follows.

It is easily seen that if (B;) and (Bj]) are sequences in A with u(B; A B]) =
o(u(Br)), then dy(up,, pp;) — 0. Therefore, if vy = p4, and the sets B] € A are
such that u(B] g A (AN {R € E})) = o(u(A; N {R € E})), then the measures
VLB = IBy satisfy dy(vi,E, Vi (reE}) — 0.
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7. PROOFS FOR RETURN- AND HITTING-TIME PROCESSES

Asymptotic invariance of hitting time processes. A sequence of hitting time
processes for rare events, that is, a sequence (R;) of variables R; = u(A;)®4,,
viewed through the single measure pu, is asymptotically T-invariant in measure
([Z2], Corollary 6). We provide a more precise statement in the next proposition.

Proposition 7.1 (Asymptotic invariance in measure of hitting-time pro-
cesses). Let (X, A, 1, T) be an ergodic probability preserving system.
a) For every set A € A and integer m > 0,

(1) digepo ((A)Ba 0 T™, u(A)B4) < mu(A)  on {pa > m}.

b) Suppose that (A;)i>1 is a sequence of asymptotically rare events, and set R :=
w(A)®4, : X — [0,00]N0. Then (R;) is asymptotically T-invariant in measure.

c) Likewise, if Ry = u(A;)®a, 0 Ta, : X — [0,00]", then (R;) is asymptotically
T-invariant in measure.

Proof. a) For any A € A and integer m > 0,
(7.2) Pp=Py0T™+ (m,0,0,...) on{ps>m},

and hence djg ooy (1(A) P40 T™, 1(A)P4) = djo,00) (1(A)(Pa —m), 1(A)pa) on that
set. Since djg «oj(s, s +06) = e *(1 —e%) < § for all 5,6 € [0, 00), (ZI) follows.
b) Whenever (A4;);>1 is a sequence of asymptotically rare events, the R; satisfy

(7.3) dio,eopo (R1 0T, Ry) < pu(Ar)  outside {pa, <1} = T4

By assumption this upper bound for the distance tends to zero, and since u(p4, <
1) = u(A;), so does the measure of the set on which the bound fails to apply.
c) Analogous, using that R; o T = R; outside T~ 1A;. O

The simple estimate (1)) immediately leads to sufficient conditions for time
delays 7; to be admissible for a given sequence (v;) of initial densities.

Proposition 7.2 (Admissible time delays for return or hitting processes).
Let T be a measure-preserving map on the probability space (X, A, u), (4;) a se-
quence of asymptotically rare events, (1) a sequence in B, and 7 : X — No, 1 > 1,
measurable functions.

a) (11)1>1 is an admissible delay sequence for the variables R; : X — [0, 0o]N given
by Ry := pu(A;)®4, and the measures v, provided that

(7.4) wA) T 250 asl— oo,
and
(7.5) v(n<epa)—1 asl— oo.

b) Condition (7.3]) alone is sufficient for (7,);>1 to be an admissible delay sequence
for the variables Ry : X — [0,00]N given by Ry := u(A;)®a, o Ta, and the v.

Proof. a) For arbitrary A € A and any measurable 7 : X — Ny, we can apply (ZI))
on each set {7 =m}, m > 0, to see that

(76) gy ((A)B4 0 T, u(A)2 ) < 7a(4)  om {4 > 7).
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Now take any € > 0. By the above we find that for every [,
dio,o0pio (Ri o T™, Ry) < mip(Ar) - on {pa, > 7}
(7.7) <e on {pa, >n}N{p(d;)n < e}

But (74) and (TH) ensure that v;({va, > 1} N{pw(A) 7 < e}) —» 1asl — oo,
which proves our claim via the sufficient condition (G.23]).

b) Since, for any A and measurable 7 we have T4 o T™ = T4 on {7 < pa}, we see
that RjoT™ = Ry on {7 < ¢4, }, and the result follows. O

We can thus establish the first theorem advertised in this paper.

Proof of Theorem [31l Conditions (B:6) and (B7) guarantee, via Propositions
[[Ilb) and [[2 a), that (R;) is asymptotically T-invariant in measure, and that (7;)
is an admissible delay sequence for (R;) := (1(A;)®4,) and (v;). Now (B3 allows
us to apply Proposition O

Finite-dimensional marginals and distributional convergence. A sequence
s € [0,00]No will be called finite-valued in case s € [0,00)Y. Let ® = (p(7));50
be a random sequence in [0,00], that is, a random element of [0,00]Y0. We let
ol .= (o ... p(@=1) denote its initial piece of length d, d > 1. The (possibly
degenerate) distribution function of the random vector ®l4 is FI4 : [0, 00)¢ — [0, 1],
Flll(to, ... tg_1) :=Pr[p® <tq,..., @D <ty 4].

Assume that each ®;, 1 > 1, is a random sequence in [0, 0o) with finite-dimensional

distribution functions Fl[d] : [0,00)¢ — [0,1], d > 1. Abbreviating {Fl[d}} =

{Fl[d]}dzl we shall write
(7.8) (FI"Yy = {FI}  as 1 — oo,

if all Fl[d] converge weakly, as [ — oo, to the corresponding distribution functions
Fldl of ®, that is, for every d > 1 we have Fl[d] (to,...,ta_1) — Fld(tg,... ty_1) at
all continuity points (to,...,ts—1) of Fld,

Remark 7.1. This is the mode of convergence studied in [Z4], where it was de-
noted by ®; = ®. It is closely related to the present meaning of &, — @
(distributional convergence of random elements of [0, 0o]N0), which clearly implies

{Fl[d]} = {Fl4}. In fact, the two notions coincide in case the ®; and ® are a.s.
finite-valued, which is always the case for return-time processes ® 4, viewed through

ta,, and their limits @ (recall (B3).

The general duality between return- and hitting-time processes. It is a
basic fact that for any sequence (4;);>1 of asymptotically rare events, its return-
time statistics and its hitting-time statistics are intimately related to each other,
as established in [HLV]. This result has been extended to the level of processes in
[Z4] (see also [Ma]), where we proved

Theorem 7.1 (Hitting-time process versus return-time process; [Z4]). Let
(X, A, 1, T) be an ergodic probability-preserving system, and (A;);>1 a sequence
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of asymptotically rare events. Let {Fl[d]} and {ﬁ'l[d]} be the collections of finite-
dimensional distribution functions of p(A;)® 4, under p and the pa,, respectively.
Then

(7.9) {Fl[d]} = {FY  for some process ® in [0, 0] with d.f.s {F14}
if
(7.10) {E[d}} — {FUY  for some process ® in [0,00] with d.f.s {FI¥}.

In this case, the sub-probability distribution functions F [ gnd Fld of @ and Pld)
satisfy, for any d > 0 (where FI := 1) and t; >0,

(711) [0 FD . te) = FO (s 1, tg)] ds = FEF(t, 80, ta).

Through (7.11)), the families {F4} and {F9Y uniquely determine each other.
We will heavily rely on this duality.

The case of Poisson asymptotics. Below we will primarily be interested in the
particular case where the limit process is an iid sequence of normalized exponen-
tially distributed random variables ®gyp. If this particular limit occurs, then it

automatically occurs both for the hitting-times and for the return times, because
of Theorem [{.]] and

Proposition 7.3 (Characterizing ®g.p; [24]). Let ® be some stationary ran-
dom sequence in [0,00). Then ® = Py, iff the finite-dimensional marginals have
distribution functions F'¥ satisfying

(7.12)  Fl (g ty, . tg) = [0 [FD (. ta) — FIO (s 10, )] ds
whenever d > 0 and t; > 0.

Combining the above with Theorem [3.I] we can now prove the abstract temporal
Poisson limit theorem.

Proof of Theorem[3.2. (i) Let R; := pu(A;)®4,, | > 1, which gives an asymp-
totically invariant sequence of Borel measurable maps R; : X — [0, 00]"°. Due to
compactness of M([0, oc]™0), it suffices to show that for every subsequence of indices

HAy - ~
lj /* oo along which Ry, — & and Ry, =5 & for some random elements ®, & of

[0, 00]No, both limits are iid with marginal fEXp. Focusing on such a subsequence,
we thus assume that

(7.13) RELS and R L3 asl— oo
We need to show that
(7.14) law(®) = law(®) = law(Ppyy).

(ii) Take any € > 0 and choose (1);>1 in P with dy (v, p1a,) < € for all I, a compact
set & C B, and measurable functions 7; : X — Ny such that (3.I5)-(3I7) hold. By
Theorem Bl we have Djg o (law,, (Ry),law,, (R;)) — 0, so that

(7.15) R = ® asl— oo.
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(iii) In view of (6.3), however, Djg oo (lawy, (R1),law,,, (1)) < € for all [, and let-

ting [ — oo, (LI3) and (ZIH) allow us to conclude that Dy oo (law(P), law(®)) <
€. But € > 0 was arbitrary, and therefore

(7.16) law(®) = law(®).

For the finite dimensional distribution functions {F@} and {Fl%} of ® and & this
means that {FI4} = {Fl}. Together with the fact that {FI} and {FI4} are
related to each other as in (ZI) of Theorem [} this shows that {FI¥} satisfies
condition (TI2)), and (ZI4) follows by Proposition [T.3] O

Including a point mass at zero. The argument for convergence to &)(EXRQ)
is similar to that for (5EXP' As a warm-up we characterize the one-dimensional
distribution function ﬁ(EXp 9) through a generalization of the fixed point equation

fo 1- )] ds distinguishing the exponential distribution function F' =

F(Exp)l) In a second step, we provide a characterization of <I>(Exp g) similar to
Proposition [Z.3

Proposition 7.4 (Characterizing ﬁ(Expﬂ) and E)(Exp 9))- Take any 0 € (0,1].
a) If F is a probability distribution function on [0,00), then F= F(Exp o) iff

(7.17) F(t)=(1—0)+0f/[1—F(s)]ds fort>0.

b) If;Iv) is a stationary sequence of random variables in [O 00) with ﬁmte dimensional
distribution functions F14 (where FIO := 1), then law(®) = law( (Exp,0)) iff
(718)  FlitU(tg 1y, tg) = (1 — 0) Fl(ty, ..., ty)

F 0L [F(ty, .. tg) — FUH(s, 40, ta)] ds

whenever d > 0 and t; > 0.

Proof. a) It is immediate that F(Exp 9) from (B:[QI) satisfies (C.IT). For the converse,
assume (TIT) and let F(¢) := fo - )]ds for t > 0. Due to (ZI7) we have
1— F(s) = 0[1 — F(s)] and hence

Ft)zﬁfg[l—F(s)]ds for t > 0.

Therefore F is C* on (0,00), and F(t) := 1 — F(t) satisfies F' = —0F there. Con-
sequently, F'(t) = ce=%, and since F(0) = 0 we have ¢ = 1.

b) Using (Z.I7) it is straightforward that the marginals of the iid sequence ;I;(Exp’g)
satisfy ((CI8). For the converse, assume that d satisfies [C13).

The d = 0 case covered by part a) shows that Fll = F(Exp ). Write d =
(cp(J))]>0, then by stationarity, each $\) has distribution F(Exp 9)- We need to

prove that the 3U) are independent. Using stationarity again, we see that it suffices
to check that

(7.19) for d > 1, the variable 3 is independent of {3, ..., 3@},
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Fix any d > 1, and take (¢1,...,tq) such that Fld (t1,...,tq) > 0. Define
G(s) =Pr[p” < | W <t1,..., 60 <14
= FlH (st ta)JF (. )
for s > 0. Then (ZI8) becomes
Gt)=(1—60)+0[,[1—G(s)ds fors>0.

But since 39 takes values in [0, 00), part a) ensures that G = ﬁ(EXpﬁg), meaning
that Pr[g® < s | oM <ty,...,8@ < t4] = Pr[p® < s] whenever the condition-
ing event has positive probability. This establishes ([Z.19]). O

We are now ready for the proof of Theorem B3l The strategy is the same as
in the case of Theorem [B:2] but we now split off the contribution of points which
return within time 7.

Proof of Theorem[3:3. (i) Let R; := p(A;)®4,, I > 1. As in the proof of Theorem
B2 we can assume w.l.o.g. that

(7.20) REES and R L3 asl— oo
We need to show that
(7.21) law (®) = 1aw (P (myp.9))-

(ii) Take any € > 0 and choose (1;);>1 in P with dyg (v, p1a,) < € for all I, a compact
set & C B, and measurable functions 7; : X — Ny such that @2I)-(3.25) hold.
Abbreviate 6; := v(Af), so that

(7.22) vp=1-6)v + 6, forl>1.

Assumptions (32I)) to (3:23) allow us to apply Theorem [BIlusing the sequence (1})
of measures, to see that Do oo (law,p (1), law, (R;)) — 0. Consequently,

(7.23) R =% ® asl— oo.

To analyse the asymptotic distribution of R; under v} we observe first that due to
B2Z4) the assumption [B21]) implies that also

(7.24) (A pa, —55 0 asl — oo.

On the other hand, law,e(R; o Ta,) = lawge (), where 7] = (T4,).vf. In
view of [3.28) and (G.3), we thus have Dy oo (law,s (R o Ta,), law,, (Ri)) =

Do, o0pio (lawze (Ry), lawy,, (Rr)) — 0. Recalling (Z.20) and the fact that P is sta-
tionary (see ([B.3)), this shows that

(7.25) RioTy, == 0c® asl— oo,

where 0® := (3, 3@, .. ) is the shifted version of ® = (3,31, .. .). Since the
limit in ([24) is constant, and hence independent of all random variables, we can

combine (7.24) and (728 to obtain
(7.26) Ry = (u(A) pa,, RioTa) == (0,0®) = (0,61, 5?,..)  asl— .
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Going back to (7.22) we can employ (7.23) and (7.Z6) to see that in 90([0, co]N0),
law,, (R;) = (1 — 0;) law,s (R;) + 0y law,o (R;)

(7.27) — (1= 0)1law(0,0®) + flaw(®) as | — oo.

(iii) On the other hand, (6.3) guarantees that Dy oo (lawy, (1), law,,, (R)) < e

for all I, and hence by (Z20) that Dy v (law,, (Rr),law(®)) < e. Together with
([CZ10) this proves that

(7.28) D sepio (1 = ) law (0, c®) + 0 law (), law(®)) < e.
But € > 0 was arbitrary, and therefore
(7.29) law(®) = (1 — ) law(0, 0®) + 0 law ().

For the finite dimensional distribution functions {FI%} and {F19} of ® and ® this
means that for all d > 0 and tg,%1,...,tq > 0,

(7.30)  FltU(t by, ... tg) = (1= 0) F(ty, ... tq) + OF (10, 81, .. tg).

However, because of (Z20), {FI4} and {FI9} are related to each other as in (Z.1)) of
Theorem [Z1} Together with (Z30) the latter shows that {F[%} satisfies condition
([I]), and (ZZI) follows by Proposition [[4 b). O

8. PROOFS FOR LOCAL PROCESSES

Throughout this section, the fixed compact metric space (3, d3) is the state space
for local observables.

The general asymptotic local process. To prepare the proof of Theorem [A.T]
we first establish an approximation result.

Proposition 8.1 (Approximating d-dimensional marginals of a stationary
sequence). Let T be an ergodic measure preserving map on the nonatomic prob-
ability space (X, A, ), and let U be an 3-valued stationary sequence which only
assumes finitely many different values. Then, for any d > 1 and € > 0, there is
some measurable 1 : X — 3 such that the sequence V¥ := (¢, ¢ oT,...) satisfies

(8.1) Da(n?(law, (9)), 7 (law(¥))) < e.

Proof. (i) Write ¥ = (¢(©, 9@ .. ) andlet F C 3 be a finite set such that () € F
a.s. Fix d and ¢, and pick one particular element y, € F. It suffices to show that
we can construct a local observable ¢ and an arbitrarily large subset Y of X such
that the d-dimensional marginal of ¥, when conditioned on Y, coincides with the
marginal of U. That is, we prove that for every d > 0 there is some Y € A with
w(Y°) <0, and a measurable ¢ : X — 3 such that

(8.2) i (law,.y (1)) = 72 (law ().

(ii) Apply the classical Rokhlin Lemma (as in Lemma 7.4 of [Z4]) to obtain a
Rokhlin tower (X;)I_, of height I > 2d/§ and with p(X \ ULOXZ-) < 0/2. This
means that the X; are pairwise disjoint and X; = T-U=9X; for i € {0,...,I}.
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Conditioning on the top level X; of the tower we obtain the probability space
(X1, X1 N A, ux,). Being nonatomic, it admits a partition into measurable sets,

X1 = U(yo7...,y1)eFI+1XI(Z/07---,yz) (disjoint),

with px, (X1(yo,.-.,y1)) = Pr[({/;(o), e ,15(1)) = (yo,.--,yr)]- We define partitions
of the other levels X;, ¢ € {0,...,I — 1},

Xi = U(yo,...,yI)EFI+1Xi(yO’ e ,’y[) (dlS.]Olnt)7

by setting Xi(vo,....y1) = T ' Xiy1(wos ... y1) = ... = T-I DX (yo,...,yr1).
Finally, define a measurable function ¥ : X — 3 through

L Yi OnX’L(yOa"'vyI)vOSiSIa
(8:3) Y= { Y otherwise.

Then, for any (vo,...,yr) € FITt and j € {0,1,...1 — i},

(8.4) YoT' =yiy;  on Xi(yo,. .., Y1)
(iii) As a consequence of (84) we get, for i € {0,...,1—d+1}, (z0,...,24-1) € F,
a decomposition

X, 0 (- 0TI = (20, 241)}

- U (y0>~~~7yI)EFI+1: Xi(y(),---;y[)
(y

i Yitd—1)=(20,..,2a-1)

- U (Wor-yr)EFITL: 799X (yo, ..., y1).
(

YiseosYitd—1)=(2050-,2d—1)

Therefore, as T preserves u and X; = T~ X}, we se that
px (%, 0o TN = (20, 2a-1)) =
= erwner b (T X (o, yn)

(Yir s Yitd—1)=(205-12d—1)

= Z (Y0,...,yr)EFTTL: :UXI(XI(yOa"-ayI))

(Yir s Yitd—1)=(205-12d—1)

= (Worryr) EFIH: Pr[(w(o),...,w(l)) = (Yo,---,91)]

(YirsYitd—1)=(205-12d—1)
=Pr[(D, ..., 9D = (2, ..., 2a_1)]
=Pr[(©,..., ) = (2,...,2a-1)],
meaning that

(8.5) law,y ((¢,..., 0 T4 N) =law((¥@,...,. D)) for0<i<I—d+1.

Hence, taking Y := Uf:_OdHXi we have u(Y°) = M(Uf:deeri)+M(X\Uf:0Xi) <
d/I+6/2 < § and law,,, ((¢,...,9 o T4 1)) = law((©@ ..., (@=D)) as required
in (82) above. O

We can now turn to the
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Proof of Theorem [.1]. Let (A;) and U = (@ M ) be given. For every
[ > 1 there is some finite set F; C 3 and a Borel measurable map 6, : 3 — F;
such that d3(Ids,6;) < 1/l on 3. Setting U; := (6; 0 @ 6, 0 D), ...) we obtain
a stationary sequence in 3 which only assumes finitely many values and satisfies
d3(\fll, \T/) < 1/l on the underlying probability space. Therefore,

(8.6) Do (law (W), law(¥)) — 0 as | — oo,
Due to (B4 it suffices to construct ¢ 4,, { > 1, such that the corresponding local

processes W 4, approximate the \T!l and satisfy

(8.7) Do (lawy, ,, (U 4,),law(T;)) — 0 as | — oo,

or, equivalently, that for every d > 1,

(8.8) Dsa(nd(law,,, (¥4,)), 7 (law(¥)))) — 0 as | — oc.

For each | > 1 apply Proposition Bl to (A;, A; N A, na,,Ta,), d:=1,e:=1/1, and
U := ¥, to obtain an local observable ¥4, : A; — 3 for A; for which

(8.9) Dsa(rl(law,, (¥4,)), 7. (law(37))) < 1/1.
Then [B8) follows since D3a(md(law(¥”)), 7¢(law(¥’))) is non-decreasing in d for
all random sequences ¥/, ¥ in 3. O

Towards specific limit processes. To get started, we record some basic proper-
ties of local processes.

Proposition 8.2 (Asymptotic invariance and admissible delays for (U 4,)).
Let T be a measure-preserving map on the probability space (X, A, 11).
a) For every set A € A, any local process W4 on A, and any m > 0,

(8.10) VpoT™ =Ty on{ps>m}.

b) Suppose that (A;)i>1 is a sequence of asymptotically rare events, and (Ya,)i>1
a sequence of local observables for the A;, with corresponding local processes W 4,.
Set Ry := V4, : X — 3%, Then (R;) is asymptotically T-invariant in measure.

¢) Let (1) be a sequence in B, and let the measurable maps 7, : X — Ny satisfy

(8.11) v (m<epa)—1 asl— oo
Then (7;) is an admissible delay sequence for (R;) and (v).

Proof. Statement a) is immediate from the fact that T4oT™ = T4 on {p4 > m} for
every m > 0. Next, (4;) being asymptotically rare means that pu(pa, > m) — 1 as
| = oo. In particular, pu(dsn (RioT, R;) > 0) < pu(Va,0T # Wy,) < pu(pa, =1) =0,
proving b). Turning to c) we note that (8I0) entails

Uy, 0T =Ty, on{ps >m7},
whence vy (dsn(R; o T, R;) > 0) < v(pa, < 1) — 0, validating the sufficient

condition ([G.23)). O

Statement b) shows that Proposition ] is a special case of Theorem with
R; := ¥ ,,. We can now supply the easy
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Proof of Theorem [].2 Set R; := ¥4, > 1. By Proposition 82 b) and c) and
condition ({9), (R;) is asymptotically T-invariant in measure, and (7;) is an admis-
sible delay sequence for (R;) and (v;). Now (@I0) allows us to apply Proposition
0. 1] (]

Next we turn to the

Proof of Theorem [{.3 (i) For every k > 1 choose a sequence (Vl(k))121 in P
which satisfies the assumptions on (14);>1 in the final paragraph of the theorem with

dyp (ul(k) ,Ha,) < 1/k for all I. By compactness of (M(3"°), D3y, ) and a diagonaliza-

tion argument we may assume w.l.o.g. that we work with a subsequence along which
we have distributional convergence for all measures involved. Specifically, assume
that there are random sequences ¥ = (1) (1) )y and U = (1pOF) (LR
k > 1, in 3 such that

- - SOOI
(8.12) Uy 220 and g, 2 U® forallk>1 asl— oo.
Due to ([@4) we know that U is stationary, obviously with law()(?)) = law(s). The
main point is to show that ¥ is in fact iid.

To this end, write o0 := (»(), 3. ) for the shifted version of ¥, and regard
U as the random element (¢)(?), o) of 3 x 3V, Due to (8IZ) we have

(8.13) (Va, U4) 22 WO 0T)  asl— oo

Since ¥ is stationary, we know it is in fact iid as soon as

(8.14) (9, 50) is an independent pair.

(ii) For every k > 1 we can employ Theorem 6.4 with & := 3, ¢ := 3N y; := I/l(k),
Ry :=va,, R} := V4, and B := Bj. Indeed, by Proposition B2 b), the sequence
(R)) is asymptotically T-invariant in measure.

Fix k, take any I € B with Pr[¢) € F] > 0, and pick (v,r), (7,r) and &F for

(I/l(k)) as in the assumption of Theorem Observe that via Proposition [82] ¢)
our assumption [@I3]) ensures that (7;,r) is always an admissible delay sequence
for (R]) and the vy p. Thus, Theorem shows that for every k > 1,

(8.15) (1" B *)) is an independent pair.

But since dqg(ul(k),uAl) < 1/k for all [, it is clear that

(8.16) T = (OR) 0 *®)) — @ o0)  as k — oo.
Together with (8I5) this proves (8I14).

(iii) The above shows that \T/Al 4 U*, and hence also U 4, = U‘IJAL 24 g Lo,

*®
From (BI2]) we see that U 4, 2 57 ® for each k, and applying Theorem .2 with
v = I/l(k) = (Vl(k)){wAZES} and 7, := 7,3, we conclude that W4, == ¢¥*) for every
k. But then all these limit pocesses have the same law, and hence also the same

law as their distributional limit o < ¥*. This proves W4, == U*. O
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Robustness. To conclude this section, we provide a

Proof of Theorem [{.4. We asume w.l.o.g. that A} C A; for all [. (Otherwise we
can apply this partial result to compare either of (¢4,) and (7711142) to (Ya, |anay)-)
Our goal is to prove that

(8.17) D (law,,, (W 4,), lawy, . (~£4;)) —0 as | — oo.

(i) We first note that our asumptions guarantee

(8.18) Ds(law,,,, (wAl),laqui (7,/)14;)) —0 as [ — oo.

For this, decompose la“WHAl (¢Az) = pA, (AD 1&WMA2 (¢Az )+/'I’AL (Al\Ai) la‘WMAL\A; (wAl)
and e, (01) = .t (A e, (01) + sy (A \ Al (4,). By G2,

D3 (lawy,, (V) law,,, (¥)) < D3(law,,, (Pa,), 1aw,,, () + pa (A A,

and this bound tends to zero as | — oo, recall ([G.H]).

(ii) To prepare for the process version [817) of (8IF]), we show, for every j > 0,
(8.19) MA{(TZM # Tji) —0 as | — o0.
Indeed, whenever A" C A, then A’ N {Ti = Tj“,} ) ﬂgZOTXiA’. Therefore,

palA O{TS £ T4 ) < pa (UL Ta (AN 4))

< guA (T3/(A\A)) = G+ Dpa (A\ A,

since T'4 preserves p14. Applying this to A C A; yields (819), as pa, (4; \ 4;) — 0.
We use this to check that for every j > 0,

. . oyt
(8.20) d3($a, 0 Th Wy 0 Th) — 0 asl— oo,
Take any n > 0, then A N {d5(va, o T}, ¥y 0 T4,) = n} C (4 N{TY, # Tj;}) U

(47N Tg,j{d3(1/1,4l,1/1:42) > n}). As a consequence of this and the fact that Ty,
preserves f14; we find that

pay(dz(a, 0 TS, Wy 0 Th) > 1) < pay(Th, # T )+ pag(ds(a, V) =),
which tends to zero due to (BI9) and assumption (£I7). This proves (820).

(iii) Now recall that we can regard the local processes W 4, and \i;x; as local ob-

servables taking values in 30. Therefore our assertion (8IT) will follow from the
weaker version (8I8) of the present theorem which has already been established in
step (i), as soon as we validate

(8.21) dsro (W, U'yy) 20 asi— oo
Given € > 0 choose J > 1 so large that 2~7/diam(3) < £/2. Then, for all [ > 1,
d3r (‘I’Au‘f’;x;) = Ej2027(j+1)d3(¢141 © Tilawhg ° Tzv)
< Y7 od3(%a, 0 Th, ¥l 0 T4) +¢/2,
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which in view of (820) leads to (BZI]) and thus gives ([BI7]). O

9. PROOFS FOR JOINT PROCESSES

We start with the easy

Proof of Proposition [5.1l Since both (11(A;)®4,)i>1 and (U 4,);>1 are asymp-
totically T-invariant in measure as sequences in [0, oo]™ and 3" respectively (Propo-
sition [71]1 b) and Proposition b)), we immediately see that (u(A;)Pa,,Va,)i>1
is asymptotically T-invariant in measure as a sequence in [0, o] x 3. Now use
Theorem O

Now compare the laws of joint processes under p and under the pi4,.

Proof of Theorem [5.1] (i) Due to stationarity of (,u(Al)q)A“\TJAl) under py,, it
is easy to see that (B.4) is actually equivalent to the formally weaker statement
(obtained by forgetting about the first entry of ¥ 4,)

(9.1) Ry 22 (Dpyp, U%) as | — oo.

where Ry := (u(A4;)®4,,¥4,) : X — [0,00]Y0 x 3N =: & (equipped with d¢ :=
dio,ec]0 + d3). The standard subsequence argument based on compactness of €
shows that we can assume w.l.o.g. that there are random elements (®,¥) and

(3,7) of €, with @ = (p);59, T = (FD)iz0, ¥ = ()50, and T = ($")s0,
such that

(9.2) R =% (®,0) and R 22 (3,7) asl— oo.

To prove the theorem, we now assume that

(9.3) one of (®, V) and (®, ¥) has the law of (Pgyp, ¥*).

In view of [@2) and (51 & (52), Theorem then shows that ¥ £ ¥ £ ¥*,

Similarly, Theorem [Tl and Proposition together show that if one of ® and ®

has the distribution of ®gxp, then so does the other. Hence, ® 23 2L as well,
but it is not immediate that both (®,¥) and (®, ¥) are independent pairs.

To prove that in fact (o, ¥) 4 (@, V) < (PExp, T*), we will first check that
(9.4) ((A)®a, 0Ta,, ¥a,) = (Pexp, U*) asl— oo
holds for (v;) = (u) iff it holds for (v;) = (4,)-

Once this is established, we show that the one component p(A;)p4, of R; missing
in (@) is asymptotically independent of the rest: Writing o® := (¢(+1));54 and
od = (@uﬂ))izo for the shifted versions of ® and ® respectively, we claim that

(9.5) if (@, V) 4 (®gyp, UF), then @ is independent of (o®, ¥),
whereas
(9.6) if (, T) £ (Dpyp, T*), then P is independent of (¢, ),
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Together, assertions (@4) - ([@6) prove our theorem.

(ii) Validating ([@4)) is straightforward: Set R) := (u(A;)®4, 0 Ta,,¥a,), | > 1.
According to Proposition[TI]c) and Proposition[R21b), the sequence (R}) is asymp-
totically T-invariant in measure. Recalling Proposition b) and B2 ¢), we see
that () is an admissible delay sequence for (R}). Now (5.2)) allows us to appeal to
Proposition [6.1] to complete the proof of (94).

(iii) Preparing for the proof of (@3) and ([@.6) we set, for M € Be, Bi(M) =
{(u(A)P4,,Ta,) € M} € A Observe then that due to (u(A)Pa o Ta,¥y) =
(1(A)® 4, 4) 0 T4, independence of ¢(®) and (o®, ¥) follows if we show that

n({u(A)pa, <N TR BIM)) — (1= e") Prl(Ppsy, U7) € M]
(9.7) for t > 0 and M € Be with Pr[(@gxp, U*) € OM] = 0.
(Use a variant of Theorem 2.3 of [B2] to argue as in the proof of Theorem 2.8 of
[B2].) Analogously, independence of 3(*) and (c®, ¥) is immediate if

pa ({n(A)pa, > s} VT Bi(M)) — e Pr[(®pyp, ¥*) € M]

(9.8) for s > 0 and M € Bg with Pr[(®gxp, ¥*) € OM] = 0.

Now Lemma 4.1 of [Z4] shows that for any A, B € A and t > 0,

©9) | [ s () >} 0T;B) ds— s ((n(A)pa <0 T;'B) | < ()

Hence, taking A := A; and B := Bj(M) for an arbitrary (®gxp, ¥*)-continuity set
M € Bg, we see that for every t > 0,

/Ot pa, ({p(A)pa, > s} NTLIBI(M)) ds

(9.10) — p({p(A)pa, <t3N T;llBl(M)) — 0 asl— oo.

(iv) To validate (@.5)), suppose that (®, V) 4 (PExp, U*). This entails
pa, {p(A)ga, > sy N T 'Bi(M)) — e * Pr[(Ppyp, ¥°) € M]
whenever s > 0 and M is a (Pgyp, U*)-continuity set. But then (3.7) follows via
the crucial relation (@.10) by dominated convergence, ensuring independence of (%)
and (o®, ¥) as required.
Similarly, to prove (@.8]), suppose that (®, V) < (PExp, U*). Then,
w({n(A)pa, <}NT I BI(M)) — (1 — e ") Pr[(®pyp, ¥*) € M]

for t > 0 and any (®Pgxp, U*)-continuity set M. Fixing M and varying ¢, we can
use ([@.I0) once again and apply Lemma 4.2 of [Z4] to obtain (@.8)), and hence the
desired independence of (°) and (¢®, ). O

The argument for the joint limit theorem elaborates on a principle used before.
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Proof of Theorem [5.2. (i) By compactness of (9([0, co]No x 3MNo), Dy, 0]M0 x 3% )
we may assume w.l.o.g. that

(9.11) (W(A)D 4, T 4) 22 (D,T) as ] — oo,

with @ = (0@ o™, ) and ¥ = (@ 4@ ) random sequences in [0, 0] and
3, respectively. Theorem E3] shows that W is iid with law(/(*)) = law(¢) so that

law () = law(0*). Next, taking s = 0 and observing that A; N {u(A;)pa, > 0} =
Ay, we see that Theorem B2 guarantees law (®) = law(Pgxp)-

The main point is to show that ® and U are independent. Let o® := (o), @) )
and oW := (M, (? ) denote the shifted versions of the individual limit pro-
cesses. We will first show that

(9.12) »© s independent of (@, o),
and then check that
(9.13) ©© is independent of  (6®,00).

Together these imply that (1)), o (6®, 0¥)) is an independent triple. But since
convergence in ([@.I1) uses the T -invariant measures p4, under which, for each
[ >1, (,u(Al)q)A“‘IJAl) is a stationary sequence in [0,00] x 3, we see that so is
(®, ¥), meaning that law(®, ¥) = law(c®, oW). Therefore the above can be iter-
ated to show that for any m > 1, ((®, ) . 4pm=1) pm=1) (Umfb,am@)) is
an independent tuple. Hence {4, @(k)}j1k20 is indeed an independent family.

(ii) To prove ([@I2) we are going to apply Theorem with € = 3, ¢ =
[O7OO]NO X SNu R = wAU RE = (N(Al)q)AH\I]Al)7 representing (M(Al)(I)AU\I]Al)
as the map (R, R]) : X — € x €. The sequence (R]) is asymptotically T-invariant
in measure since both ((A;)®4,) and (¥ 4,) are (due to Propositions [[1] b) and
b)).

For any F' € BY with Pr[¢) € F] > 0 pick (v,r), (11,r) and &F as in the statement
of Theorem 5.2l By assumption, 7 r := T, "y r € & for [ > 1, so that (112)
follows via Theorem once we check that

(9.14)  (7,F)i1>1 is an admissible delay for (u(A4;)®4,, Va4,)i>1 and (v, F)i>1-

Here it is enough to treat (u(A;)®4,) and (VU 4,) separately. But in the first case
) and (528) allow us to appeal to Proposition[(21a), while (58] alone takes care
of the second case via Proposition [82] c).

(iii) We validate ([@I3]) analogously, this time applying Theorem with € =
[0, 0c], € := [0, OO]N x 3N, Ry = (A)pa; R; = (1(A1)®a, 0T4,, ¥ a,), represent-
ing (1(A;)®4,, ¥ 4,) as the map (R, R)) : X — Ex . Again, (R]) is asymptotically
T-invariant in measure. We use Bf := {(s,00) : s > 0}. For any s > 0 we have
Pr[cp(o) > s] > 0 since we already know that ©(© has an exponential distribution.
Take (v15), (71,s) and Ky as in the statement of Theorem By assumption,
Vs = TIZ’SVLS € R for I > 1, and ([@I3) follows via Theorem if we check that

(9.15) (71,5)1>1 is an admissible delay for (u(A;)®a, 0 Ta,, Va,)i>1 and (V15)i>1-



HITTING TIMES AND POSITIONS IN RARE EVENTS 35

Condition (B8] ensures that (77 );>1 is admissible for (pu(A;)® 4, 0 T4,) via Propo-
sition [T.21 b), and also for (¥ 4,) by virtue of Proposition B2 c).

(iv) The above shows that (1(A)®4,, U 4,) =% (Ppyp, U*), hence (u(A)P4,, U a,) =
(W(A)D 4,00 4,) £ (PExp, o T*) 4 (PExp, T*). To prove that we also have
(1(A)® 4, Ua,) = (Dpyyp, U*) we appeal to Proposition G.It

Set € := [0,00]N0 x 3N Ry := (u(A)®a,,Pa4,) and v, := pa,. As before, (R;)
is is asymptotically T-invariant in measure. Take 7; := 7,3 and R := K3 as in
assumption b) of Theorem [5.2] and note that v, = v 3 = M {ya 3} Finally,
recall that we have already shown admissibility of this sequence (7;) for the present

(R;) and (v;) in step (ii), see (@.I4). O

10. ILLUSTRATION IN SOME EASY STANDARD SITUATIONS

We illustrate the ease with which the above results can sometimes be applied by
studying some basic piecewise invertible dynamical systems.

Piecewise invertible systems. We consider situations in which (X,dx) is a
metric space with Borel o-field A = By, and where X comes with a partition &g
(mod M) into open components (e.g. X may be a union of disjoint open intervals in
R). Let A be a o-finite reference measure on A. A piecewise invertible system on X
is a quintuple (X, A, \, T, &), where £ = & is a (finite or) countable partition mod
A of X into open sets, refining &y, such that each branch of T, i.e. its restriction
to any of its cylinders Z € £ is a homeomorphism onto T'Z, null-preserving with
respect to A, that is, A\ |z oT~! <« A. If the measure is T-invariant, we denote
it by p and call (X, A, u,T,&) a measure preserving system. The system is called
uniformly expanding if there is some p € (0, 1) such that dx (z,y) < p-dx(Tz,Ty)
whenever z,y € Z € £.

We let &, denote the family of cylinders of rank n, that is, the sets of the form
Z = (Zoy. ., Zna) = NiZy T'Z; with Z; € €. Write &,(x) for the element of
&, containing z (which is defined a.e.). Each iterate (X, A, pu,T",&,), n > 1, of
the system is again piecewise invertible. The inverse branches will be denoted
vz = (T" |z)™' : T"Z — Z, Z € &,. All vz have Radon-Nikodym derivatives
vy i=d(Aowgz)/dA.

The system is Markov f TZ N Z' # & for Z,7' € £ implies Z' CTZ.

Gibbs-Markov maps. One important basic class of piecewise invertible systems
(X, A, u, T, &) is that of probability preserving Gibbs-Markov maps (GM maps).
This means that diam(X) < oo, and g is an invariant probability, that the system
has a uniformly expanding iterate TV, and satisfies the big image property, so that
b := infzee w(TZ) > 0. Moreover, the vy, Z € &, have well behaved versions in
that there exists some r > 0 such that |v},(x)/v,(y) — 1| < rdx(x,y) whenever
x,y €TZ,Z €& (see [AD]). In this case r can be chosen in such a way that in fact

(10.1)

— 1’ <rdx(xz,y) whenevern >1andz,yeT"Z, Zc&,.
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In this context, v}, will always denote such versions of the a.e. defined Radon-
Nikodym derivatives d(p o vz)/du.

We recall a few well known basic properties of such systems, all of which are
obtained by elementary routine arguments. Let 8 be the partition generated by
T¢. By (IOJ) the normalized image measures Tz with n > 1 and Z € &, have
densities belonging to U := {u € D(u) : |u(x)/u(y) — 1| < rdx(z,y) whenever
x,y € B € 8}, that is,

(10.2) Tiuz € R foralln > 1 and Z € &,
where 8 :={v € P : dv/du € U}. But U is compact in Ly (u) (Arzela-Ascoli, as in

§4.7 of [Aa]) and convex, so that K is a compact convex set in .
Property (IO also implies bounded distortion in that

(10.3)  puz(ZNT"A) = e pupng(A) foralln>1,Ze&,, and A e A.
In particular,

(104)  w(ZnT™A) <b te"uw(Z)u(A) foralln>1,Z €&, and A€ A,
Also, an easy argument provides constants k > 1 and ¢ € (0, 1) such that

(10.5) w(Z) < kg™ foralln > 1 and Z € &,.

Poisson asymptotics for (unions of) cylinders of GM-maps. To demon-
strate how convenient the assumptions of our limit theorems are, we first illustrate
their use in the setup of cylinders of GM-maps, re-proving the well-known

Theorem 10.1 (Poisson asymptotics for shrinking cylinders of GM maps).
Let (X, A, u,T,€) be an ergodic probability preserving Gibbs-Markov system. Let
x* € X be a point such that the cylinder A; := &(x*) is defined for all 1 > 1.

a) Assume that ©* € X is not periodic, then (A;) exhibits Poisson asymptotics,

(10.6) (A 4, £ Qpyp  and (A P4, £4 Pryp  asl — oo.
b) On the other hand, if x* € X is periodic, x* = TPx* with p > 1 minimal, then

10.7 1w(A)P 4 H:AQQJEXQ as | — oo,
] (Exp,0)
where 6 :=1— vy (z*) € (0,1).

Our proof via Theorems and [3.3] will only employ the basic elementary facts
about Gibbs-Markov maps mentioned before. The well-known strong mixing prop-
erties (valid in aperiodic situations) which follow (by more sophisticated arguments)
from related observations are not used.

Proof. a) We are going to apply Theorem B2 using v; := p4,, £ as in (I0.2)), and
the obvious delay times 7; :=[. Set & := b 'e"x.

Condition BI%) is trivially satisfied since p(A;) is exponentially small, while
condition [BI7) is taken care of by (I0.2]).

To validate ([B.16)), take any ¢ > 0. Choose K > 1 so large that kg% /(1 —¢q) < e.
Since z* is not periodic, and T is continuous on cylinders, there is some I’ such that
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wa, > K on A; whenever | > I’ (recall that diam(A;) — 0). For every k € {1,...,1}
we have A; C Ay, = & (") € &, and therefore
(10.8) pa (T7FAD) < p(A) " (A NT™FA) <b~le u(Ar) < Rg®
due to (I04) and ([IT5). For I > I’ we then find that
KA, (SDAL < l) = Ha; (K <a, < l) = pa; (U;:KT_kAl)

(10.9) < Yhiha (TFA) < FY_kd" <,
and (BI0) follows because € > 0 was arbitrary.

b) We employ Theorem B3] using v, := pa, and 8 as in (I02)). Define A} :=
ANT PA = Al_;,_p € &4p and A? = A \Al', so that
p(A7) = p(Apy NT7PAY) = TP (p |4, ) (A1) = (A1) - [, v, dpa,.
Now z* € Ay C TPA, for | > p, and diam(A4;) N\, 0. As v;‘p is continuous on TP A,
with v}y (2*) =1 -0, we get u(A}) ~ (1 — 0)u(A) as I — oo, proving ([B.20).
Observe that ¢4, = p on A}, and accordingly define 7, := p on A}. Then ([B.24)
is clear. Moreover, (T'a,)«pas = p(A$)~" (T (1t |a,)) |a,, and this measure is given
by the probability density M(Al')_llAlqul =: hy. Comparing these to the densities
w(A;) " 14, =: hy of the p4, we obtain ([B.25]), because of diam(4;) \, 0 and (IT.T).
Turning to the escaping part Ay, note that it is &4 ,-measurable (mod ). Define
7 := 1+ p on Ay, then (B23) is immediate from (I0.2) and convexity of K. We
finally check [B.22). Up to a set of measure zero, A7 = Uyree 1\ 4,341 N T-'W, so
that ¢4, > [ on A;. Therefore,

pag (0a, <7) = pas (1 < pa, <7) < 0 pap (T~ A))
< p(AD) IS (A TR A))
< M(A?)_l Z:lZvegku((Al N T_lV) N T—(l-Hf)Al)
<O, (A)) T R Yy, u (AINTTY)
=pb e pa, (A)) P u(A) — 0 asl— oo,
where we have used 4; = UVegkAl N T~V (disjoint), (I0.4), (I0.H), and the fact
that pa, (A7) — 0 € (0,1). 0

Another simple situation is that of small sets A; which consist of (fewer and
fewer) rank-one cylinders. Partitioning the A; into subsets of the same type, and
recording which of those subsets an orbit hits, leads us to the study of basic discrete
local processes.

Theorem 10.2 (Poisson asymptotics and local processes for unions of
cylinders of GM maps). Let (X, A, u,T,§) be an ergodic probability preserving
Gibbs-Markov system. Let (A;) be a sequence of asymptotically rare events such
that each A; is &-measurable.

a) Then (A;) exhibits Poisson asymptotics,

(10.10) WA, L By and  p(A)Da, EL Dy, asl— oo

b) Assume further that, for some integer m > 2, each A; is partitioned into -
measurable subsets Al(l), . Al(m) which satisfy pa, (Al(J)) —¥; € (0,1) as I = oo.
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Define local observables by letting a,(x) :=j if x € Al(j). Then,

T A
(10.11) (M A)®a, ) == Lig 0 sl = oo,
(M(Al)(I)Al ) \I]Al) -
where ( Pgxp, ¥*) is an independent pair with ¥* a (91, ...,y )-Bernoulli sequence.

This, too, is an easy consequence of the results above.

Proof. a) We check that Theorem applies with v} := p4,, 7 := 1 and & as in
([@I02). Since (7;) is uniformly bounded, condition (I3 is trivial. In view of (I0.2)
and &-measurability of the A;, (BIT) is also satisfied. To validate (3I0]), recall
([I04) to see that indeed

pa, (pa, =1) = pa, (T71A) = p(A) 'Y geena,m(ZNTHA)
< N(Al)ilzZegmAlberﬂ(Z)M(Al)
<bh leru(A) — 0 asl— oco.
b) To establish the joint convergence asserted in (I0.I1]), we will appeal to Theorem
The local observables 104, take their values in the compact discrete space
3:={1,...,m}, and we are assuming that 14, A4 Y with Pr[y = j] = 9, for all

j € 3. We use the same K as above.
To check condition (A) of Theorem [5.2] take any s € [0,00) and define 7,5 :=

Ls/w(Ar)]. Then Ain{pa, > s/u(A)} = Ain{pa, > 7.5}, so that (G.0)) is trivially
fulfilled. On the other hand, this set is &, ,-measurable because 4; is {&-measurable.
Therefore, (I02]) and convexity of & ensure that T*TL’SMAZQ{#(AL)%,AZ ss) € Rforl > 1.

In order to validate condition (B) of Theorem [5.2] we use B := {{j} : j € 3}
and, for arbitrary F' = {j}, take 7, p := 1, so that (51 is automatically satisfied.

As Ayn{ya, € F} = Al(j) is &-measurable, (I0.2) and convexity of £ immediately
show that 7" fia,n gy, ery € & for I > 1. Finally, (5.8) follows since
panga ery (a, < ) = pa (A7) (AP N T Ay)
= 1 (AT peenawn (20T A

<7 (A7) e a1 (2) 1 (Ar)
=bte"u(4) — 0 asl— oo,
where we used ([I04) again. O

We next provide some specific applications of this theorem in the context of
continued fraction expansions. But sequences (A4;) as in our theorem do appear
naturally in a variety of other situations. We mention one particular instance:

Remark 10.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [[0.2] a), it is immediate from
Theorem [6.3] and Arzela-Ascoli that (I0.I0) implies
(10.12) (A @4, =5 B, asl— oo,

whenever (1) is a sequence of probabilities with sup;s; Lip,(dv;/du) < oo, where

LipE(w) = SUPzee Lip, (w) with Lip,(w) := SUD, ye 7.0ty | w(z) —w(y) | /d(z,y).
This is a stronger (functional) version of Proposition 3.13 in [PT].
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The continued fraction map. Variations on a theme of Doeblin. We will
illustrate the use of Theorem [10.2]in the setup of a particularly prominent system.
Set X :=[0,1], A:= Bx, and let T : X — X be the Gauss map with T0 := 0 and

1 1 1 1 1
10.13 Ter:=——|—|=—-—kf — | =1, k> 1
( ) T LCJ x oree <k+1’k} b=

which, since Gauss [G], is known to preserve the probability density

r e X.

1 1
10.14 h(z) = —
(10.14) () g2 1tz
The invariant Gauss measure o on A defined by the latter, u(A) := [, h(z) dz, is
exact (and hence ergodic). Iteration of T reveals the continued fraction (CF) digits
of any x € X, in that

(10.15) T = i with  a,(z) =aoT" (z),n>1,
a(r) + ———
(@) as(x) + -+
where a : X — N is the digit function corresponding to & := {I} : k > 1}, i.e.
a(z) := |1/z] = k for x € I. Tt is a standard fact that the ergodic measure
preserving piecewise invertible CF-system (X, A, u, T, §) is Gibbs-Markov.
We shall focus on the simple sequence of £&-measurable asymptotically rare events
given by A; := {a > 1} = ;> Ik, which satisfy p(A;) ~ 1/(llog2) as | — oo, and
allow to immediately apply Theorem [[0.2] a) to obtain Poisson asymptotics,

(10.16) WA)D 4, L By, and  p(A)By, 22 Bpy,  as ] — oco.

This is a well-known classical fact with non-trivial history ([D], [I]) and various
extensions, see e.g. [[K|. In the following we refine this statement, using two
different sequences of local observables in order to obtain extra information on the
distributions of the particular digits observed when the orbit hits A;. In either case,
Theorem b) applies without difficulties.

To get a better understanding of the actual size of those digits which happen to
exceed some large [, we show that, asymptotically, whether these large digits are

even of order /¢ (for some ¥ € (0,1)) is determined by an independent sequence
of (1 — 9, 1)-coin flips.

Proposition 10.1 (Just how large are large CF-digits?). Let (X, A, u, T, &) be
the CF-system, and take any ¥ € (0,1). Set Y4, := la>1/9y on Ay, which identifies
those digits > | which are in fact > 1/9. Then

(10.17) (W(A)Pa,, Ta,) = (Ppyp, TF)  asl — oo,
where ( Prxp, ¥*) is an independent pair with ¥* a (1 — ¥, 9)-Bernoulli sequence.

Proof. Let A} := {a > [/¥} = Ukzl/ﬂlk C Ay, which is again £&-measurable. Triv-
ially, p(A7) ~ 9u(A]) as I — oo, and the assertion follows via Theorem [I021b). O
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Remark 10.2. This result is closely related to the fact that ergodic sums of the digit
function satisfy a functional stable limit theorem,

|nt]—1
log 2
(10.18) 082 Z aoT* —t(logn — ) £ G asn — oo,

[
= t>0

where 7 is Euler’s constant, G = (Gt)tzo is an a-stable motion with o = 1 and skew-
ness 5 = 1, and convergence takes place on the Skorohod space D[0, cc) equipped

with the Ji-topology. Proposition [0l can also be derived using information on
the convergence (I0.I8), see the approach to that limit theorem developed in [Ty].

Turning to a different feature of individual CF-digits which cannot be extracted
from (I0.I8), we now observe that the residue classes mod m of large CF-digits are
asymptotically equidistributed and independent of each other (and of the waiting
times).

Proposition 10.2 (Residue classes of large CF-digits). Let (X, A, u,T,§) be
the CF-system, and take an integer m > 2. Define ¢ : X — {0,...,m — 1} by
W(z) =7 if a(z) = j (modm), so that 1p o T""! identifies the residue class mod m
of the digit an, and set ¥4, := 1 |a,. Then

(10.19) ((A)® 4, Va,) = (Prxp, ¥*)  as | — oo,
where ( Prxp, U*) is an independent pair with U* a (%, cee %)—Bernoulli sequence.

Proof. Setting Iy := @ we have {¢p = j} = |U,>lim+; for all j. From our explicit
knowledge of u and the I, it is easily seen that, for each j € {0,...,m — 1}, the
&-measurable sets Al(j) = AN {y = j} satisfy pa, (Al(j)) — 1/m as | — oco. Now
apply Theorem b). O

Local processes of interval maps. We now turn to a basic situation in which
the geometry of the underlying space suggests a natural way of describing the
relative position inside small sets by specific local observables. Call (X, A, u, T, &)
a (probability-preserving) Gibbs-Markov interval map provided that it is a GM-
system as in the previous section, where X and each Z € ¢ is an open interval,
and the invariant probability u is absolutely continuous w.r.t. one-dimensional
Lebesgue measure A. In this setup, we shall study asymptotically rare sequences
(A;) of subintervals, and take the normalizing interval charts 14, : A; — [0,1] as
our local observables.

Only using the elementary properties employed in the previous section, we are
going to prove

Theorem 10.3 (Small intervals in GM interval maps). Let (X, A, u,T,§) be
a probability-preserving ergodic Gibbs-Markov interval map, (A;) an asymptotically
rare sequence of subintervals, and 4, : A — [0,1] the corresponding normalizing
interval charts, giving local processes W 4,. Assume that v* € X is not periodic and

such that each & (x*) is well defined, and the A; are contained in neighbourhoods I
of x* with diam(I;) — 0. Then,

(10.20) (1(A)®a,, T a,) 22 (Ppyp, TF)  as | — oo,
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and
(10.21) ((A)® 4, Va,) = (Prxp, ¥*)  as | — oo,
where (Prxp, U*) is an independent pair with U* an #id sequence of uniformly

distributed elements of [0, 1].

To establish this result we can essentially argue as in the preceding section, once
we replace the intervals A; by more convenient sets Aj which are unions of cylinders
of rank j(A;), where

(10.22) J(A) = M, A e A with u(A) >0,
—loggq

where ¢ € (0,1) is as in (I05). Note that

(10.23) w(A)g(A;)) — 0 asl — oo,

whenever (4;) is an asymptotically rare sequence.

Lemma 10.1 (Approximating intervals by cylinders). Let (X, A, u,T,&) be
a probability-preserving ergodic Gibbs-Markov interval map and (A;) an asymptot-
ically rare sequence of subintervals. Define

(10.24) A= Uneg i wea W, 121,
then the &, a,)-measurable sets Ay C A; satisfy p(A; AN Ay) = o(u(Ar)) as I — oo.

Proof. If A is an interval, 7 > 1, and A’ := UWegj:WCAlW7 then A; \ A] consists of
at most two subintervals of measures not exceeding rq’ (recall (I0.5])). O

We are now ready for the

Proof of Theorem [10.3. (i) In view of the Lemma and Remark 52, we can
assume w.l.o.g. that (up to a set of measure zero) each A; is £, 4,)-measurable.
(Note that 5(A}) > 2(A).)

We prove our result by a direct application of Theorem Note first that

(10.25) ba, 22 asl— oo,
where ¢ is uniformly distributed in 3 := [0, 1] (see the discussion following ().

(ii) We will validate condition (B) of Theorem [5.2] for every F' € B := {[a,b] : 0 <
a < b < 1} of positive measure. In the particular case of F' = 3 this verifies the
assumptions of Theorem [B.2] and hence implies Poisson asymptotics,

(10.26) W(A)D 4, B2 By, and  p(A)Ba, =5 Ppy,  as ] — oo

Throughout, we use & as in (I0.2). Now fix any F' € B with Pr[¢y) € F| = A(F) > 0.
The sets By p := AiN{y4, € F} are intervals. Define B  := UVGE,(B vea, Vs
) 1By, p)Y =

[ > 1, which satisfy u(Bi,r A B ) = o(u(Bi,r)) as | — oo (Lemma [[0.T). Setting
VP i= [ip] , We therefore have dy (v, F, UAm{wAleF}) — 0.

Next, A(Bj,r) ~ AMF)A(A4;) as | — oo by definition of B; p. Since the invariant
density du/dX\ =: h of T is continuous at z* (z* being in the interior of {(x*)) with
h(z*) > 0, we see that also u(By,r) ~ A(F)u(4;).

Let 7. p := 3(Bir), I > 1, then it is immediate from (I023) that p(A;)nFp ~
AMFE) " u(Br,r)y(Bir) — 0, and hence (B.1). Also, since Bj 1. is £, ,)-measurable,



42 ROLAND ZWEIMULLER

it is clear from ([0.2)) and convexity of & that T, vy r € & for [ > 1. It only remains
to check (B.8) or, equivalently, that

(1027) V. F ((pAl < lep) — 0 asl— oo.
This is done by an argument slightly extending that of Theorem [0.1l Take any
e > 0. Choose K > 1 so large that kg™ /(1 — q) < £/2 with & := 2A\(F)~1h~te k.
For every k € {1,...,1} we have, using (I0.4) and (I0.H),
NB;YF(Tkal) < U(Bl/,F)ilz:Zeﬁk:ZﬁAlyézlu(Z NT*4)
< b71eru(Bz/,F)71N(AZ)ZZegk:ZmAl¢gH(Z)
< b7l (Bl p) " () (u(Ar) + 2k4")
(10.28) < F(p(A) + %) fori>1,
where we note that at most two of the Z € & which intersect the interval A; are
not covered by A;. Since x* is not periodic, and a continuity point of each T,

there is some I” such that ¢4, > K on A; whenever [ > [”. As seen before, we also
have p(A;)7,F < €/(2K) whenever [ > I"’. We thus find that

vr (0, <r) = iy, (K < pa, <mr) = ppy, (Ul T A1)
< Z;L;}(/LBZ’F (T7*A) < (w(A)TF + 332 %d")
(10.29) <e forl>1U'vI"VvI",
and (I0.:27) follows as € > 0 was arbitrary. Condition (B) of Theorem[5.2lis fulfilled.

(iii) Turning to condition (A) of Theorem [£.2] fix any s € [0,00). For § > 0 con-
sider the sets Cy(6) := A; N {wa, > 0}, 1 > 1. Since the A; are {;(4,)-measurable,
each Cy(0) is &§;(a,)+9-measurable.

We approximate the By := A; N {u(A)pa, > s} = Ci(6;) with 6, :== s/u(A;) by
the sets B] := Cj(8;) with 6] := 6; — 3(A;). It is clear from the definition of j(A)
that 6] ~ 6; as | — oco. In view of step (ii) above, we can already use ([0.26). The
latter shows that u(B; A B)) = o(u(B;)), and hence dy(ug;, pip,) — 0.

But for the B, condition (A) is very easy if we take 7, s := 6;. Indeed, by (I0.20]),
wpy(pa, < Tis) = pp(s — p(A)g(A) < p(A)pa, < s) = 0asl — oo. On the
other hand, T:l‘SuB{ € R for | > 1, because each Bj is f;-measurable. O

11. INDUCING AND FURTHER EXAMPLES

Induced versions of the processes. When studying specific systems, one often
tries to find some good reference set ¥ € A such that the first-return map Ty :
Y — Y is more convenient than 7T'. In this case, it often pays to prove a relevant
property first for Ty, and to transfer it back to T afterwards.

In the following, we let % : Y — N denote the hitting time of A € ANY under
the first-return map Ty, that is,

(11.1) () :=inf{j >1: Ve c A}, zeV,

and write ®Y := (oY, Y 0 T4, 0 T3,...) on Y for the hitting-time process of
A under Ty. Since py is the natural invariant probability measure for Ty, the
canonical normalization for % and ® is py (A).
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Given an 3-valued local observable on A with corresponding local process Uy =
(YaoTa,haoT3,...), we can also consider the corresponding object for the first-
return map, UY = (¢4 0 (Ty)a,a o (ITy)?%,...) on Y. But since the first-return
maps on A respectively induced by T and Ty coincide, T4 = (Ty)a, we have
\IJX = U4 |y and there is no need for this extra notation.

Relating original and induced processes. Inducing was first used to deal with
limit laws for normalized return- or hitting times p(A)p4 in [BSTV]. A more
general abstract form of their result was given in [HWZ|, and [Z5] contains an
even more flexible version. The theorem below confirms that the same strategy
can also be employed when dealing with joint processes (u(A)® 4,V 4) for small
sets. The argument closely follows that of [HWZ], and its process variant from
[FETV], but compares the two hitting-time processes in probability rather than
just in distribution, thus keeping track of their relation to the second process WU 4.

Theorem 11.1 (Joint limit processes under p via inducing). Let (X, A, u, T)
be an ergodic probability preserving system, Y € A, (A;) an asymptotically rare
sequence in ANY, and (Y4,)i1>1 a sequence of 3-valued local observables for the A,
with corresponding local processes W 4, .

Assume that (®,¥) is a random element of [0,00)N x 3N. Then, as | — oo,

(11.2) (1(A)DA,, Va) =L (2,9) iff (uy(A)PY,, Ta,) £ (B, 0).

Proof. (i) According to Proposition 51l we can replace p by py in the first con-
vergence statement of (IT.2]). Therefore it suffices to show that for every d > 1,

(u(AN®'Y, i L5 (@l i) i (uy (A0} W) L5 (ol wl),

Since 4 = (o ... ©@=D) is finite-valued by assumption, we do not lose infor-
mation if instead we work with @ := () O 4 W) KO ... Hld=1)),

Define @igdl and @X’lz[d] analogously as vectors of partial sums of @Eﬁﬂ and @X’l[d],
respectively. Then,

(uAD@ly), ol 225 (ol ol i (u(a)e}" vl L5 (914 pld),

l
while

(o (A)@Y, ) L5 (@l 0l it (y (A @37, W) 25 (@71, wld),
Therefore our assertion (IL2) follows once we check that for every d > 1,
(n(AN®LD W) L5 (@l Wl iff (py (AT, W) £5 (o), wl),
The latter is immediate if we check that for every d > 1,
(11.3) o0 (M(Al)qﬁg‘”,uy( A”@X;E[d]) B0 as T - oo,

because this convergence in probability trivially carries over to the joint processes,
2d] o, [d Y,S[d] o ld
o .copixze (AT WL, (uy (4@, 0l)) 250 as 1 oo,

(i) To validate (I1.3]), we take some d > 1 and any € > 0. Note that »(J) :=
SUp; >0 djo,00) (£, €7t) — 0 as § \, 0. Now fix some § > 0 so small that ds(5) < . By
the Ergodic theorem and Kac’ formula, we have

(11.4) mflz;n:_olgpy oT) — u(Y)™ ' ae ony,
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so that the increasing sequence (Eps)p>1 of sets given by

Ey = {E;,n:_ol(py o Té = ei‘s,u(Y)*lm form>M} e ANY
satisfies py (ES;) — 0 as M — oo. Now fix some M such that py (ES,) < /2.
Next, let F} := {¢} > M} € ANY, 1> 1. Then, F; = Y N1 T}/ A, and

hence py (Ff) < Zﬁ;l py (Ty 7 A)) < M py(A)) = 0 as | — oo. Pick L > 1 so
large that py (F°) < e/2 for 1 > L.

Y .
(iii) Observe now that for A € ANY we have o4 = ;@0—1 ey oTy onY,
and, more generally, for any 7 > 1,
¢X+---+@X0ijlfl
(11.5) QDA—I—"'—F@AOT;;l: Z pyoTy onY.

§=0
By definition of E)js and F; we have, for every i € {1,...,d},
pattoa o T = e Pu(Y) T (G, ot gk, 0 TH ) on By N

Note that the left-hand expression is the ith component of @igd], while the sum on

the right-hand side is the ith component of @X’Lz[d]. Due to our choice of § we thus

find that
d[0,00]4 (u(Al)@igd],uy(Al)@X’lE[d]) < dx(d) <eon Ey N Ey.
But since py ((Eap N Fy)¢) < e for [ > L, this proves (I1.3). O

We also provide an inducing principle for limits under the measures g1 4,. Recall
from (L8] that transferring information about the asymptotics of spatiotemporal
processes under one of (11);>1 and (p4,)i>1 to the other requires extra information.
Therefore this principle is less general than Theorem[IT.I] and we content ourselves
with the case relevant for typical applications.

Proposition 11.1 (Joint limit processes under p4, via inducing). Let (X, A, u, T)
be an ergodic probability preserving system, Y € A, (A;) an asymptotically rare se-
quence in ANY, and (¢Ya,)1>1 a sequence of 3-valued local observables for the A,
with corresponding local processes U 4,. Assume there are measurable TlY A — Ny
and a compact set & C P such that

Y
(11.6) pa, (77 < @(l) —1lasl—oo while (Ty): pa, € 8 forl>1,
and that

(11.7) (v (A) @Y, W) 22 (Dpp, UF)  as I — o0,

with (Pexp, ¥*) an independent pair of id sequences. Then

(11.8) (W(A)D 4, T a,) 22 (Ppp, TF)  as | — oo,

Proof. Applying Theorem [B.] to the first-return map Ty we see that ([I.6) and
(IT7) together imply (uy (A)®Y ,Va,) £ (PExp, ¥*). In view of Thorem [T
this entails

(11.9) ((A)Pa,, Ta,) = (Ppxp, UF)  as | — oo,
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y .

Now define 77 := ;l:O ! oy o Ty for [ > 1. This ensures that 77 = (Ty)ﬁy on

Ay and that 4, N {n < ¢a,} = AN{r < ga};}. Having thus found measurable
71+ A — Ny satisfying

pa, (1 <wa,)—lasl—o0o0 while TTpus, € Rforl>1,
we can apply Theorem [51] again, this time to T, to derive (IL8)) from (IT.9). O

Application: Spatiotemporal Poisson limits for systems inducing GM
maps. Using the results of this section, we can easily provide further examples of
systems exhibiting spatiotemporal Poisson limits, including some with arbitrarily
slow mixing rates. We first record

Theorem 11.2 (Small intervals via induced GM maps). Let (X, A, 1, T) be a
probability-preserving system, andY € A a set with u(Y) > 0 on which it induces a
Gibbs-Markov interval map (Y, ANY, uy, Ty, &y). Let (A;) an asymptotically rare
sequence of subintervals of Y, and ¥4, : A; — [0,1] the corresponding normalizing
interval charts, giving local processes W 4,. Assume that z* €Y is not periodic and

such that each &y 1 (x*) is well defined, and the A; are contained in neighbourhoods
I of z* with diam([;) — 0. Then,

(11.10) (W(A)®a,, T a,) 22 (Bpyp, UF)  as | — oo,
and
(11.11) (W(A)Da,, Ta,) = (Ppyp, TF)  as | — oo,

where (Pexp, ¥*) is an independent pair with V* an iid sequence of uniformly
distributed elements of [0, 1].

Proof. Tt is immediate from our assumptions that Theorem [[0.3] applies to the
induced system, thus proving

(11.12) (hy (A)®Y,, Va,) £5 (P, UF)  asl — oo,
and
(11.13) (v (A) @Y, W) Z25 (D, UF) s | — 00

The first of these immediately implies (IT11) via Theorem [Tl We then check
that (ITI0) can be derived from (IT.I3)) using Proposition TT.Il In view of Remark
E2and Lemma [[0.J] we can replace (4;) by (A4}) in both (IT.I0) and (IT.I3), where
Al = UWegy,J(Al):WgALWv 1 > 1, (note the use of the partition &y of the induced
system) with j(A4;) as in (I0.22). To apply Proposition [T} recall that condition
(II30) for (A;) and the induced Gibbs-Markov interval map Ty has already been
validated in the proof of Theorem O

We illustrate the use of this theorem by applying it to prototypical nonuniformly
expanding interval maps with indifferent fixed points. (Everything said below gen-
eralized in a trivial way to Markovian interval maps with several indifferent fixed
points satisfying the obvious analogous analytical conditions.)

Example 11.1 (Probability preserving intermittent interval maps). Let
(X,T,&) be piecewise increasing with X = [0,1] and £ = {(0,¢), (c,1)}, mapping
each Z € & onto (0,1). Assume that T |(.,1) admits a uniformly expanding C?
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extension to [c, 1], while T' | ) extends to a C% map on (0,c] and is expanding
except for an indifferent fized point at x* = 0: for every € > 0 there is some
p(e) > 1 such that T" > p(e) on [e,c], while TO = 0 and limg~ 0T’z = 1 with T’
increasing on some (0,8). Suppose also that

there is a continuous decreasing function g on (0, c| with
(11.14) / g(x)dr <oo and |T"| < g on (0,
0

Let ¢ =: ¢y > c¢1 > co > ... > 0 be the points with Tc,, = ¢—1 for m > 1. By
an analytic argument which goes back to [T1], see for example §3 of [Z1] or §4 of
[T2], assumption ensures that the induced system on any Y = Y™ .=
(cm, 1) is Gibbs-Markov, and that T' posesses a unique absolutely continuous (w.r.t.
Lebesgue measure A) invariant probability measure p with density h strictly positive
and continuous on (0,1]. This family of maps contains systems with very slow decay
of correlations, see for example [H].

Now take any x* € X which is not periodic and such that each &;(z*) is well de-
fined, let (A;)i>1 be a sequence of non-degenerate intervals contained in neighbour-
hoods I; of x* with diam(I;) — 0, and let 14, : A; — [0, 1] denote the corresponding
normalizing interval charts, giving local processes W 4,. Then Theorem [I1.2 applies
(with Y = Y™ for m so large that x* € Y ), so that (I1.10) and ({II.11) hold in
the present situation. (We only need to observe that all cylinders &y (x*) of the
induced system around this particular point are well defined since the cylinders of
the original system are.)

12. RELATION TO THE TAIL-0-ALGEBRA

The abstract limit theorems of the present paper merely require the probabil-
ity preserving system (X, A, u,T) to be ergodic. On top of this we only impose
conditions on the specific asymptotically rare sequence (A;) under consideration.
These assumptions do not imply that the system is mixing, as is clear from the
basic GM-map examples of Section [I0] which can be taken to have a periodic
structure. However, it is well-known that this is the only way in which an ergodic
probability preserving GM-map can fail to be mixing, since it always has a discrete
tail-o-algebra.

We conclude by showing that if an ergodic probability preserving map 7" admits
a (one-sided) generating partition (mod u) such that the cylinders &(x) around
a.e. point x € X (the element of & := \/é;é T—I¢ containing x) satisfy a condition
similar to that used above, with constant delay times and a common compact set

of image measures, then it is exact up to a cyclic permutation.

Proposition 12.1 (Abundance of good cylinders implies discrete tail).
Let (X, A, 1, T) be an ergodic probability preserving system. Assume that there is
a compact subset & of (PB,dy) and a countable partition § of X (mod ), with
A =0, :n >1) (mod u) and the following property: For a.e. x € X the
sequence (§(x))i>1 is well defined with 0 < (& (x)) (0, and it admits a sequence
of constants 1, € Ny, such that

(12.1) TV gy ER - forl>1.
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Then there are p € N and X1,...,X, € A such that T 'X;11 = X;. The tail-o-
algebra has the form ()~ T "A=0(X1,...,Xp) (mod p), and T? |x, is exact.
Remark 12.1. a) The proof only requires £ to be weakly compact in (P, dyp) (with
the latter identified with (D(), [|+]|1, (,)))-

b) Condition (I21]), and its generalization pointed out in a), can be interpreted
as weak bounded distortion conditions. We exploit them through a Rohlin type
argument, see [Ro].

¢) If we drop the assumption of ergodicity, the argument below still shows that the
tail-o-algebra is discrete.

Proof. Abbreviate Ay = (),>0 7 "A. Our assertion follows by easy routine ar-
guments once we show that there is some constant 1 > 0 such that
(12.2) w(A) >n forall Ae Ay with pu(A) > 0.

(i) Let 4 C L1(u) be the set of (probability) densities of all measures v € K. Then
$1 is strongly compact in L1 (u), and hence also uniformly integrable. Consequently,
there is some 1 > 0 such that

(12.3) w(h >2n)>2n foruecl.

(Otherwise there are u,, € { such that the sets By, := {un, > 2/m} satisfy p(Bp,) <

2/m for m > 1. But u(B,,) — 0 implies me Um, dp — 0 by uniform integrability,

contradicting [ u,, du = 1.) For probability densities u,v with u € 4l we then have
p( > 1) > plu > 2n) = p({u> 20} \ {v>n}) > 20—~ u = o],

so that

(12.4)  p(v>mn) >n for probability densities v with distr, (v, £) < n°.

(ii) Now fix any A € A (meaning that there are A, € A such that A =T""A,
for n > 0) for which pu(A) > 0. By the a.s. martingale convergence theorem (see
Theorem 35.5 and Exercise 35.17 of [B1]), we have

(12.5) pe, (o) (&) MA) — 1 as | — oo for ae. © € A.

Take a point x € A satisfying both (IZ1)) and (IZF). Abbreviating 7, := 7., we
consider the probability densities given by u; := u(&(x)) 1T 1, (2), v1 := p(&(2)N
A)flfﬂlgl(x)m;, and w; := p(&(z) \ A)flfﬂlgl(x)\A, [ >1. Since

p(&iz) \ A)
pu(&(z) N A)
where u; € § and p(&§(x) \ A)/p(&(z) N A) — 0, there is some Iy > 1 such that

disty, () (v, 8) <n?  for I > lo.

Because &(x) N A C A=T""A,, we have {v;y > 0} C A;, (mod u). Therefore
([24)) entails

v = U + (ug —wy) forl>1,

w(Az) > (o >0) > (o >n)>n  forl>l.
But p(A) = p(Ay,) for all I since T preserves p. This proves (TZ2)). O
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