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ON SHRINKING TARGETS AND SELF-RETURNING
POINTS

MAXIM KIRSEBOM, PHILIPP KUNDE, AND TOMAS PERSSON

ABSTRACT. We consider the set Ri, of points returning infinitely many
times to a sequence of shrinking targets around themselves. Under addi-
tional assumptions we improve Boshernitzan’s pioneering result on the
speed of recurrence. In the case of the doubling map as well as some
linear maps on the d-dimensional torus, we even obtain a dichotomy
condition for Ri, to have measure zero or one. Moreover, we study
the set of points eventually always returning and prove an analogue of
Boshernitzan’s result in similar generality.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X, B, 1, T') be a measure preserving system equipped with a compat-
ible metric d, i. e. a metric such that open subsets of X are measurable. We
consider a sequence {B(y, )}, of balls in X with center y and radius r,.
We will refer to the balls as shrinking targets since the interesting questions
arise when 7, — 0 although this is not a formal requirement. Classical
shrinking target questions focus on the set of x € X, whose n’th iterate
under 7T hits B(y,ry,) for infinitely many n. That is, the set

Hio = Hio(y, ) :={x € X : T"(x) € B(y,ry) for co many n € N }.

For many dynamical systems, the measure as well as dimension of this set is
well understood under certain assumptions on the measure of the shrinking
targets (see [I], [8], and references therein for examples). A different and
interesting question arises when we do not consider one fixed center for the
shrinking targets, but instead consider the points that return infinitely many
times to a sequence of shrinking targets around themselves. That is, the set

Rio = Rio(tn) :={zx € X : T"(z) € B(z,ry) for co many n € N }.

If the invariant measure p is nonuniform, then the measure of the targets
depends on their location and we also consider the set

7%10 = ﬁio(Mn) ={z:T"(x) € B(x,r,(x)) for co many n € N},
where r,,(x) is such that u(B(z,r,(z))) = M,.
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Another interesting set to consider is the eventually-always analogue of
Rio which is defined as

Rea:Rea(rm)
={zeX:ImyeN, Vm >mg: {Tk(:v)};nzl N B(z,rm) # 0},

i.e., the set of points whose sufficiently long orbit always hits a sequence of
shrinking targets around themselves. In addition to obtaining a result on Re,
in broad generality, we study the measure of R;,, ﬁio, and Re, for certain
classes of dynamical systems on the unit interval as well as some linear maps
on the d-dimensional torus. Note also that the eventually-always analogue
of Hio, denoted by He, or sometimes by &,,, was investigated for similar
dynamical systems by the authors in [14] and by Kleinbock, Konstantoulas
and Richter in [15].

1.1. Known results about R;, ﬁio, and Res. Generally speaking we
are interested in the sizes of these sets and how their sizes depend on the
measure of the targets. By “size” we mean measure, but if the measure of
the set is zero it is interesting to determine the dimension of the set to get a
more nuanced picture of how small it is. In the setting of S-transformations,
the Hausdorff dimension of Re, was computed by Zheng and Wu in [22].

In this paper we focus on the measure of R, 7%10, and Rea. The study
of self-returning points invariably starts with the Poincaré Recurrence The-
orem, which may be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Carathéodory, 1919 [6]). Let (X,d) be a separable metric
space and let u be a finite T-invariant Borel measure. For u-almost every
x € X, there exists a subsequence ny such that T™ (x) — x as k — 0.

The conclusion of the theorem can also be rewritten as

p{ze X 3 (rn(x))pen s.t. m(z) — 0 as n — oo and
T"(x) € B(z,ry(x)) for co many n € N }) = 1.

We see that the sequence r, is allowed to depend on the point x and the
rate of r,, — 0 may also be arbitrarily slow. It is natural to ask under which
circumstances there exists a certain rate on r,, — 0 which is uniform across
all x € X and which maintains full measure as above. In his pioneering
paper [3], Boshernitzan gave the following answer to this question.

Theorem 1.2 ([3| Theorem 1.2]). Let (X,T,u) be a measure preserving
system equipped with a metric d. Let H, denote the Hausdorff a-measure
for some o > 0 and assume that H, is o-finite on X. Then for p-almost
every r € X we have

(1.1) hminf{néd(T"(x),x)} < .

n>1

Furthermore, if Hy(X) = 0, then for p-almost every x € X we have

(1.2) lim inf{nid(T"(a:), x)} ~0.

n>1
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Note that in general, if & > dimy(X) then H,(X) = 0 and H, is (triv-
ially) o-finite on X. In many cases, for example when X = RF with the Eu-
clidian metric, we have that H, is o-finite on X if and only if o > dimp(X).
In this paper we will mainly focus on interval maps, and hence we take a
closer look at Theorem [I.2) when X = [0,1]. Then H, is o-finite on X for all
a>1and Hy(X) =0 for all @« > 1. Statement then corresponds to the
case a = 1 and can be reformulated as: For p-almost every z € X there ex-
ists a constant x(x) > 0 such that if r,(z) > @, then T"(x) € B(z,mn (7))
for infinitely many n € N, i. e.

uw{x:T"(z) € B(x,ry(z)) for co many n € N}) = 1.

Statement ((1.2)) corresponds to the case & > 1 and enables us to get rid of
the z-dependence of the radii by decreasing the shrinking rate slightly. As
a consequence, for any 8 < 1 and any « > 0, we have that

K
a2 s = p(Riora)) = 1.

Boshernitzan’s result is surprisingly strong given its level of generality. Since
then much work has been done on the topic of self-returning points. How-
ever, it appears that even with much stronger assumptions on the system,
few improvements of Boshernitzans rate of na have been obtained. As far
as we know, the only improvements were obtained by Pawelec [17, Theo-
rem 3.1]; Chang, Wu and Wu [7]; Baker and Farmer [2]; and recently by
Hussein, Li, Simmons and Wang [13].

Pawelec proved that Boshernitzan’s rate can be improved by a factor
(loglog n)é under the assumption of exponential mixing as well as a regu-
larity assumption on the invariant measure which is related to the value of
.

Chang, Wu and Wu as well as Baker and Farmer obtained improve-
ments to Boshernitzan’s result for self-similar sets. Hussein, Li, Simmons
and Wang obtained a dichotomy result for some expanding conformal sys-
tems, including piecewise expanding maps with an absolutely continuous
invariant measure. For such piecewise expanding maps, their result is that
1(Rio(ry)) = 1 if and only if > r,, = oo, and otherwise p(Rio(r)) = 0.

A different perspective on the Boshernitzan result is given through the
strong connection between the speed with which a typical point returns close
to itself, and the local property of the measure. Let

Tr(z) =inf{n € N: d(T"(z),x) <r}
and

log 7 — log 7
R(x) = liminf log 7+ () and R(z) = limsup M.
r—0 —logr r—0  —logr

Barreira and Saussol [4] proved that if p is an invariant probability measure,
then for p almost every x holds

(1.3) R(z) <d,(z) and  R(z) <d,(z),
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where d () is the lower pointwise dimension of y at x and d,(x) is the
upper pointwise dimension of u at x, defined by

logpu(B(z,r) 4 d,(x) — lim sup log p(B(, 1))

d = lim inf
(z) iy log r r—0 logr

Zp

Suppose for simplicity that x is a point such that d,,(r) = d,(x) = s and
(T.3) holds. Then for any ¢ > 0 we have 7,.(z) < r~(*2) for small . This
tells us that if r,, = n~%, then d(T"(x),x) < ry, holds for infinitely many n if

a(s+¢e) < 1. In other words, for any ¢ > 0 we have that d(T" (), z) < n" v
holds for infinitely many n. If d,(z) = d,(x) = s for p-almost every x, the
conclusion obviously holds almost surely. Formulated in another way, if
d,(r) = dy(r) = s for p-almost every x, then p(Rio(n~%)) =1 if a < 1
Hence, the result of Barreira and Saussol is similar to the result of Bosher-
nitzan. However, the result of Barreira and Saussol gives information about

the return time 7., which the result of Boshernitzan does not.

1.2. Outline of the paper. In this paper we prove various strengthenings
of the known results on the measure of Ri,. In Theorem [A] we show that
the rate given by Pawelec can be significantly improved for a large class of
interval maps, including some quadratic maps. For this result, we need only
an assumption on decay of correlations and that the invariant measure is
absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure. A similar result is
in Theorem [B| where we are also to obtain sufficient conditions for 1i(Rio) =
1 for systems with an invariant measure that is not absolutely continuous
with respect to Lebesgue measure, but satisfies a regularity assumption of
the same type as used by Pawelec.

In Theorem |C| we give general sufficient conditions for Ri, and ﬁio to be
of zero measure under mixing assumptions.

We then turn our attention to the case of the doubling map as well as some
linear maps on the d-dimensional torus for which we are able to prove in
Theorem |D| an exact dichotomy for when R, is of zero and full measure. In
addition to 1rotatiomsE|7 exact dichotomy results were previously only known
for some self-similar sets equipped with the transformation induced by the
left shift on the coding, which have recently been shown under the strong
separation condition by Chang, Wu and Wu [7] and under the open set
condition by Baker and Farmer [2]. And as previously mentioned, Hussein,
Li, Simmons and Wang [I3] have shown exact dichotomy results for some
conformal and expanding systems.

INote that for a rotation R, we have |R% (z) — x| = |R?(0) + = — x| = |R?(0)|. Hence
|Ra(x) — x| < 1y for infinitely many n iff |Rf, (0)| < 7, for infinitely many n. Hence there is
a kind of dichotomy which gives either Rio = 0 or Rio = $' = X, depending on a condition
on « and r,. By the Duffin—Schaeffer conjecture (now a theorem of Koukoulopoulus and
Maynard [16]), for almost all o, we have |R,(0)| < ry, for infinitely many n iff 3~ o(n)rn
diverges, where ¢ is Euler’s totient function. Hence for almost all o we have the dichotomy
that Rio is empty or the entire circle depending on the convergence or divergence of this
series. However, for a given rotation number it is not clear whether it belongs to this full
measure set and hence if the divergence of the series is the condition which determines
the dichotomy.
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Finally, we consider the set Re, of eventually always returning points. In
Theorem [E] we prove a result in similar generality as Boshernitzan’s Theorem
on Ri,. For the doubling map we give sufficient conditions for Re, to be of
zero and full measure in Theorem [F] As for all known results on H., there
is a range of shrinking rates not allowing any conclusions on the size of Rea.
It is an open question whether one can prove a dichotomy condition on He,
or Re, for any system (see [I5, Question 28]).

In the next section we state the main theorems and provide some intuition
to the results and their significance.

2. MAIN RESULTS

On the measure of R, for a class of mixing interval maps. Here we
consider the case X = [0, 1]. We will need the following definition.

Definition 2.1 (Decay of correlations for L! against BV). Let ([0, 1], T, u1)
denote a measure-preserving system. We say that correlations for the system
decay as p: N — R for L! against BV (bounded variation), if

‘/foT”gdu— /fdu/gdu\ < IfIhllglsvp(n)

holds for all n and all functions f and g with || f||1 :== [ |f|du < o0, ||g|lBV =
var g+sup |g| < oo, where var g denotes the total variation of g. If Y p(n) <
oo, then we say that the correlations are summable.

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem A. Suppose that the system ([0,1],T, ) has exponential decay
of correlations for L' against BV, and that p is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure with a density h that is bounded away from zero
and which belongs to LY for some q > 1.

Let ry, be a sequence of real numbers such that for any ¢ > 0 we have

N
(2.1) lim sup Z Ty = 00
N—oo
n=clog N

Then u(Rio) = 1.

Remark 2.2. The condition is strictly stronger than the condition
Yool rn = 00. However, is satisfied for many sequences, for instance
of
1 1
Tn >

"= [[-log;n
holds for some natural number p, where log; denotes the logarithm iterated
7 times.
In particular, in the language of Boshernitzan and Pawelec the above re-
sult states that for any p and for p-almost any x € [0, 1]

liglzilnf{n (li log, n> d(T" (), x)} ~0.
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Remark 2.3. Systems which satisfies the assumptions of Theorem[A] include
some piecewise expanding maps [19], and quadratic maps with Benedicks—
Carleson parameters as was proved by Young [21]. For piecewise expanding
maps, the result of Hussein, Li, Simmons and Wang [13] is stronger than
ours, since they only require that > r, = co. However, the result for qua-
dratic maps s new.

We remark also that recently Bylund has obtained results about the re-
currence of the critical point in the quadratic family f,(z) = 1 — ax® [5].
He gives a condition on ry, which implies that the critical point O belongs to
Rio for a positive measure set of parameters. His condition is satisfied for
instance for r, > k/(nloglogn), where k > 0.

Our method to prove Theorem [A] allows us to also consider more general
measures than those that are absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue
measure. For such systems, it is more natural to consider the set

Rio(My) = {z : T"(z) € B(x,rp(z)) for co many n € N},

where 7, (x) is such that p(B(z,mn(z))) = My,. We will prove the following
theorem.

Theorem B. Suppose that the system ([0,1],T, u) has exponential decay of
correlations for L' against BV, and that there are constants ¢ and s such
that

w(B(z,r)) <cr’

holds for all balls B(z,T).
Let M, be a sequence of real numbers such that for any ¢ > 0 we have

N
(2.2) lim sup Z M, = oo
N—oo n=clog N

Then ju(Rio(M,)) = 1.

Remark 2.4. When the invariant measure p is not absolutely continuous
with respect to Lebesque measure, Theorem[B is new also for piecewise ex-
panding systems. For piecewise expanding systems, the result of Hussein,
Li, Simmons and Wang [13] is only valid for measures that are absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesque measure.

Our next theorem concerns a sufficient condition for R, and R, to be of
Zero measure.

Theorem C. Let ([0,1],T, i) denote a measure-preserving system for which
correlations for L' against BV are summable. Then

> [ ulBar)du(e) <00 = p(Rio(ra) =0
n=1

and

ZMn <o = M(ﬁio(rn)) =0.

n=1



ON SHRINKING TARGETS & SELF-RETURNING POINTS 7

Dichotomy results on the measure of R;, for some linear maps.
For some linear maps we are able to prove an exact dichotomy for when R;,
is of zero and full measure.

Theorem D. Let X = T = [0,1]¢, T(z) = Ar mod 1, where A is an
integer matrix such that no eigenvalue is a root of unity. Let u denote the

Lebesgue measure on X and let r,, be a sequence of non-negative numbers.
Then

r;f <o = uRio(rn)) =0.
n=1

Moreover, if all eigenvalues of A are outside the unit circle, then

o
Zrﬁ =00 = W(Rio(rn)) =1.
n=1
Note that the doubling map is a special case of the setting in Theorem
In fact, in dimension d = 1, Theorem [D]also follows from the results obtained
with different methods in [2], [7] and [13].

Quantitative uniform recurrence results. We turn to the set R, of
eventually always returning points. To state our result on speed of uniform
recurrence in its full generality we need the subsequent definition.

Definition 2.5. Let (X,d) be a metric space of finite diameter. For any
r > 0, let N(r) denote the minimal number of balls of radius r that are
needed to cover the space X. The number

_ log N
dimp X = limsup L(T)
r—0  —logr

is called the upper box dimension of X.

Imitating the proof of Boshernitzan’s Theorem|[1.2] we prove the following
result in Section [1

Theorem E. Let (X,T,u) be a measurable dynamical system with an in-
variant probability measure p and a compatible metric d such that (X,d) is
a metric space of finite diameter and finite upper box dimension o > 0. For
every > « and for p almost every x holds
1
lim m? inf d(z,T%z)=0.
m—00 0<k<m
By the same consideration as after Theorem this statement can be

reformulated for interval maps in the following way: For any v < 1 and any
K > 0 we have that

K
Ty > — foralln = p(Rea(rn)) = 1.

In case of the doubling map we can improve this rate and our results can
be summarized as follows.

Theorem F. Let X = [0,1], T(x) = 2z mod 1 and let p denote the
Lebesgue measure.

(1) Assume that lim, oo mry, = 0. Then p(Rea(ryn)) = 0.
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(2) Suppose that h is a function such that h(n) — oo as n — oo, and let
_ log(m)h(m)

m

Then p(Rea(rn)) = 1.

Remark 2.6. Theorem@ holds true as well for transformations T'(x) = px
mod 1 for any 8 € N, 8 > 2. The generalization is straightforward.

We note that, to our knowledge, these are the first known results on the
measure of Rea.

2.1. Intuition and motivation for the main results. It is instructive
to compare the type of statement presented in Theorem [A| (as well as The-
orem [1.2] and [I7, Theorem 3.1]) to the ones in Theorem [C|and [D]

In the context of H;,, analogues of Theorem [D] are known as Dynamical
Borel-Cantelli lemmas (DBCL’s) and are known to hold for many systems
with nice mixing properties. One desirable feature of this kind of result is
that it gives an exact dichotomy for when the set in question is of zero or
full measure. Another advantage to this type of statement is that it allows
a great deal of flexibility on the rate with which the targets are allowed to
shrink.

We do a short intermezzo here, clarifying the use of the word shrinking
when referring to the targets. In DBCL’s the usual assumption is that the
sum of the measure of the targets is either finite or infinite. Hence shrinking
in this context refers to the measure of the targets. (If the targets are
nested, then they are necessarily also shrinking in a geometric sence.) This
formulation also allows for more general targets than metric balls when X
has more complex geometry than in our case.

The direct analogue of dynamical Borel-Cantelli lemmas for R, is to con-
sider a convergence/divergence criteria for the sum of the average measure
of the targets. Theorem [C| gives an example of the convergence part of this
type of condition. The averaging is clearly necessitated by each sequence of
targets being located in a different region of the space X. Hence for any
non-uniform measure u, the measure of the targets depend on their location.
This also led to the introduction of the set ﬁio. In principle Theorem @ also
gives an example of a such condition, however, due to the uniformity of the
Lebesgue measure the averaging condition collapses to a condition simply
on the sum of the radii of the targets.

In contrast, Theorem makes only an assumption on the rate with
which the radii r,, go to zero, hence in this context shrinking refers to the
radii of the balls around x. Since Boshernitzan only assumes invariance of
the measure, no explicit connection between the radii of the balls and their
measure is assumed. However, the assumption in Theorem that the
space X is o-finite with respect to the a-dimensional Hausdorfl measure,
implies that the set of points for which the local dimension of the invariant
measure p is larger than «, must be a small set. Hence, there is implicitely
present a weak assumption on the connection between radii of most balls
and their measure.

As for Boshernitzan’s theorem, the result of Pawelec [I7, Theorem 3.1]
and Theorem [A] are likewise formulated in terms of shrinking of the radii,



ON SHRINKING TARGETS & SELF-RETURNING POINTS 9

however, due to further assumptions on the invariant measure there exists
at least a partial connection between the radii and measures of the targets
in these cases.

It seems reasonable to expect that the dichotomy in Theorem [D]holds also
under the assumptions of Theorem [A] but we are uncertain if this is true.
More generally, under sufficiently strong mixing assumptions, one might
expect that the divergence of the series

Z / (z,75)) dp(z)

implies that Rj, has full y-measure.

The reason that we need the stronger assumption on 7, in Theorem [A]
rather than the divergence of the series above, is that the proof uses esti-
mates on the correlation of the sets { z : [x—T"(z)| < ry, }. Our estimates on
these correlations and the method of proof are not strong enough to obtain
1#(Rio) = 1 unless we impose extra assumptions on the radii r,.

2.2. Structure of the paper. We start by collecting several consequences
of sufficiently fast decay of correlation in Section |3} These will prove useful
in the proofs of the main theorems on Ri, in Sections dH6] Finally, we
consider the set Re, of eventually always returning points in Sections

3. CONSEQUENCES OF CORRELATION DECAY

Throughout this section we set X = [0,1] and T: X — X. We will
deduce consequences from assumptions on the decay of correlation for L'
against BV. We start with the following adaption of Lemma 3 in [I8]. The
statement is true also for more general piecewise continuous functions F,
but to stay simple we formulate it for the kind of functions that we will
apply it to.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that T: X — X has summable decay p(n) of corre-
lations for L' against BV . Suppose that F: [0,1]> — R is the indicator
function of an open or closed convex subset of [0,1]%. Then

’/F "o ) du(e //qudu’<3p()

Proof. Let Y C [0,1)? be the convex subset such that F(z,y) = Ly (z,y).
Take € > 0 and fix n. Let F' be a continuous function such that

\/F ) dpte) = [ P2 dn(o)| <

‘//qud,u—//ﬁd,udu‘<8.

We may choose F such that for all z € [0,1] the function f,: y — F(z,y)
satisfies varf, < 2 and sup |f,| < 1. Indeed, put
~ [1 if (z,y) €Y,
Filw,y) = { max{0,1 — kd((z,),Y)} if (

3

and
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if Y is closed and
R it (,y) ¢,
Fue) = { i, k(o). CY)) 1 o) €7

if Y is open, so that Fyis a piecewise linear approximation of F.

If Y is closed, then Fk > F and Fk converges pointwise to F. If Y is
open, then F, < F and F}, converges pointwise to F. It follows that the
functions x — Fj,(T"x,z) converges pointwise to = — F(T"z,z), and the
convergence is monotone. Hence, by the monotone convergence theorem, we
may take k so large that

'/Fk ", x) du(z /F "x, ) dp(z)] <
//qudu—/ deudu‘<e.

Let F' = Fk for such a k.
Let I, = [ak,ak+1), k=0,...,m—1 be a partition of X. Set

and

m—1

=Y Flaw,y)ly (@),

k=0

where 17, denotes the characteristic function on Ij. Since F' is continuous
we may choose a partition so that

|[F(x,y) — Glz,y)| <<

and hence
< €.

’ / ne 2 dpz) — / G(T", 2) ()

The second integral can be rewritten as

/G "z, ) dp(z Z/ (g, 2)1y, (T"x) dp(z).
For the integral on the right hand side we may rewrite
/F(ak, r)1, (T") /F ak, ) dp( )/ﬂlk($) dp(z)

< 1nlly 1 (ax, 2)llsvp(n)
< p(1k)3p(n).
Now summing over k on both sides and using that ), u(I) = 1 we get

’/G ", x) du(z /ZF% u(Iy) dp(z)| < 3p(n)
and
\ [ Fame ) dnta) - | S Pl o)l dute)| < & + 390
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Hence

‘/ T, ) du(a /zpak, Du(l) dp(z)

‘/ ", x)du(z /Fd,ud,u’ ‘//Fd,udu / Fd,ud,u'

+‘//Fd'ud'u_/kgoﬁ(ak>$)ﬂ(fk)du(x)

Finally, by letting ¢ — 0 (i.e. m — 00), the sum converges to the integral
[[ Fdpdp and we get

‘/F "z, x) dp(x /Fy ) du(y)dp(z)

In order to find correlation estimates in Section[d], we need a lemma similar
to Lemma but for functions of three variables. This is provided by the
following lemma (with M,, = u(B(z,r,(z))) for every n € N as before).

< 2e 4+ 3p(n)

+ 2e 4 3p(n).

< 3p(n). O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (X, T, ) has exponential decay of correlations
for L against BV (with p(n) = Ce™™ in Deﬁm’tz’on and that there are
constants ¢ and s such that
w(B(z,r)) <crf
holds for any ball B(z,r).
There is a constant D such that for all m,n € N, and for F' defined by

_ 1 if 2 € B(2,7n1m(2)) and y € B(z,mn(2)),
Fw,y,2) = { 0 otherwise,

we have
/F(T"+m(w),T"(x), z)du(z) < (14 3Ce 3" ///Fd,ud,udu
+ D(Mpe™ 2™ 4 My in(e” M) feT 3.
Proof. Consider the integral fF(T”‘””:U,T”m,x) dp(x). We first approxi-

mate F' by partitioning [0, 1] into e™/2 subintervals of equal length. The

indicator function of the k-th interval is Gi. Let z, be the mid point of the
k-th interval.
We write

F(%?J» ) .I'y, ZFkxka

where F}, is chosen such that the above 1nequahty is true, and making the
approximation close to as good as possible. More precisely, we choose F}, to
be the indicator function of a rectangle flzk, defined as follows.

Consider for fixed z the sets A, = {(z,y) : F(x,y,2) = 1}, which is
a rectangle of size 27,4, x 2r,. By expanding A., to a rectangle of size
2(Tntm + e_T"/Q) x 2(rp + e~ 7/?) and with the same centre, we obtain the
rectangle Azk = I, X Ji. By the construction, we have that F' < F.
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Since Fy, is the indicator function of a rectangle flzk = I, x Ji, we get by
decay of correlations that

/Fk(me,x) du(z) = /ﬂ[k (T"x)1 5, (z) dp(z)
(3.1) < p(le)(p(Jg) +3Ce™™™).
and we get by the assumption u(B(x,r)) < cr® that
((Iy) < My + 2ce™ 2" and w(Jp) < My, +2ce™ 2™,
which combined with , implies that

(3.2) [ Bt 2) (o) < Ko
where
Kpn = (Myym + 2667%5”)(Mn +2ce” 2" + 3Ce™ ™).
Using decay of correlations and (3.2), we now get

/F(T”+mx, T"z,z)dp(x)

= Z / Fp (T2, T" )G () du(z)
k
= 2,; / Fe(T",z) du(z) < / Grdp + 3ce—m>
< % Ko ( / Grdp + 3oe—m)
< Kmn <1 + Zk: 3Cem),

where in the last step, we used that Y, [ Gpdu = 1. Using that the sum

™/2

over k has e terms, we get that

/F(T”+mx, T"z,x) dp(z)

<(Mpgm + 2ce=2™) (M, + 2ce= 2" 4+ 3Ce™™™)(1 + 3Ce2")

ST

M Myn(1 +30¢75%) 4 D(Mye™ 57 + Myi(e™ 5" 4+ ) 4 %7,
Since [[[ Fdpdpdp = My My, 1y, the lemma follows. 0

4. PROOF OF THEOREMS [A] AND [B]

4.1. Correlation estimates. We are going to first prove Theorem [B] and
then conclude Theorem [A] from Theorem [B] To prove Theorem [B], we sup-
pose that a sequence (M,)>°, is given, and we define r,(z) such that
w(B(x,1n())) = M.

Let E, = {x: T"(z) € B(z,r,(x)) }. Here, we state and prove some esti-
mates on the measure of E, that will be needed in the proof of Theorem
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Lemma 4.1. There is a constant C > 0 such that

M, —Ce ™ < u(E,) < M, + Ce™ ™.

Proof. Put
1 ifx € B(y,mn(y)),
0 otherwise.

Fatoan) = {
Then
H(E) = [ FolT"(@),2) duo)
Consequently, we have by Lemma that

// F,dpdp — Ce™™ < u(E,) < // F,dpdp+ Ce™™

By the definition of F;, and by Fubini’s theorem, we have

// Frdpdp = My,

which proves the lemma. O
The following lemma is a direct consequence of Lemma (3.2

Lemma 4.2. We have the following correlation estimate.

T

(4.1) pw(Ey N Epym) < (14 3Ce™2") MMy
+ D(Mpe™ 2" 4+ Mppyn(e”" 2" + e ™)+ e 27).

We will use the correlation estimate from Lemma to apply the follow-
ing inequality by Chung and Erdés.

Lemma 4.3 (The Chung-Erdés inequality [9, Lemmal). For measurable
sets Aq,..., A, holds

2
(4.2) (AjU...UA,) > (Z?:M(Aj))
. M 1 . n) = n .
> k=1 H(A; N Ag)
4.2. Proof of Theorems [A] and In this subsection we first give the

proof of Theorem [B] and later we conclude Theorem [A] The proof is based
on the Chung—Erdés inequality, Lemma [4.3

4.2.1. Proof of Theorem[B. We let

where
2

INZ{jITS

We note that Uy is defined so that 7/@10 = limsupy_,o, Un, and to prove

logN <j <N}

that ﬁio has large measure, we will prove that Uy has large measure. In the
union which defines Uy we consider only set E; with j € Iy. By introducing
the set Iy, we get better correlation control. This has the effect that we
need to require that

N
lim Y M, =00

N—o00
n=clog N
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in order to prove that Uy has large measure, which is the reason that we
cannot only assume that > M, is divergent.

Let
SN = Z w(E;) and ON = Z M;.
JEIN JEIN
By Lemma [4.1]
> (Mj—Ce )< Sy < Y (Mj+Ce ™),
JEIN JEIN
so that

oy —c1 <Sy <on+cy,

for some constant cj.
We let

Jkeln
and by Lemma [£.2] we have that
Cn=Sn+2 Y u(E;nE)
Jkeln
J>k
<Sy+2 > (1+43Ce T)M;My + Ry
J,kelN
J>k
< Sy + (14 3CN~Y*)o% + Ry,
where

ST

R =20 Y (M F Mo U)o ).

J,keln
>k
We will prove that Ry is bounded, and split Ry into four sums in a natural
way.
For the first sum, we have
N j—1 N
Z Mpe 2k < Z Z e~ 2k < Z coe 108N < ¢y
Jik€lNn j=-=2log N k=2 log N j==2log N
ISk st st T
The same kind of estimate works for the second sum as well and yields
N j—1 N
Z Mje_%]’C < Z Z e~ Tk < Z coe 108N < ¢y
jfgiN j=2log N k=2 log N j=2log N
For the third sum, we have
N j—1
Z Mje—T(j—k) — Z M Z e~ T(—Fk)
iniN j=2logN k=2 log N
N

< Z CgMj = C30N.

j:% log N
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Finally, the fourth sum is estimated as the first two by

ST
g 6_2k§02.

Jkeln
i>k

Hence we have Ry < 2D(3c + c3on) and
Cn < Sy + (14 3CN"Y9)o2 +2D(3ca + cs0n)
<on+4ci+ (1+3CN"Y*)o% +2D(3¢s + c30n)
= (1+3CN"V%)0% + cy(on +1).

We now use the Chung-Erdés inequality and conclude that

(UN) SJQV > (UN - Cl)

Cn (1+3CN_1/5)012V+C4<0N+1)'

2

Since limsupy_,., 0N = 0o we conclude that

limsup pu(Un) > 1,
N—o00
and hence that limsupy_, . M(UN) = 1. It follows that p(limsup Uy) = 1

and since limsup Uy = lim supE we have proved that ,u(R ) = 1. This
proves Theorem [B]

4.2.2. Proof of Theorem[4l We now conclude Theorem [A] from Theorem [B]
Since p has density in L? for ¢ > 1, it follows by Holder’s inequality that
we may take s =1 — %. Hence the assumptions of Theorem E are satisfied
and we may conclude that for any sequence M, which satisfies and for
almost every x, we have T"(x) € B(z,r,(x)) for infinitely many n, where
Ty, is such that p(B(x,ry)) = M,. Since u is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure with a density which is bounded away from
zero, this immediately implies that for almost all x we have d(z, T™(z)) < ry
for infinitely many n, provided the sequence 7, satisfies . This proves
Theorem [Al

5. PRoOOF OF THEOREM [C]

Given a sequence (ry,)2; of non-negative numbers, we will use the nota-
tion

E,:={z€X:T"(z) € B(z,ry) }
so that

(5.1) =N U En

k=1n=k
Note that from (5.1]) we get

o0

io S 1 En
1(Rio) kggorgu(
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Hence, if for fixed k the sum converges we get p(Ri,) = 0, so we are in-
terested in estimating the measure p(E,). For that purpose, we will apply
Lemma [3.T] on the function F,, defined by

1 ifz € B(y,r),
0 otherwise.

Fo(z,y) = {
This allows us to write
(5.2) p(E) = [ Lo,du= [ Fu(0"00) duo)

By Lemma |3.1) we then have

(53) B~ [[ Fav.)autmanta)| < spio)
which turns into

(54) B~ [ B au)| < 3p(o
and finally

(5.5) p(E) < [ (B, ra)) du(o) + 3p(n)

The term p(n) is summable by assumption, hence we see that if

[e.9]
> [ B ) dula) < oo
n=1
then > p(FE,) < oo and consequently p1(Rio) = 0. This proves Theorem

6. PROOF OF THEOREM

6.1. The one dimensional case. In this section we prove Theorem [D|in
the one dimensional case when T': [0,1] — [0,1] and Tz = ax mod 1, where
a is an integer with |a| > 1. We do this since the proof in this case is simpler.
In Section [6.2] we give the proof of the higher dimensional case. The higher
dimensional case is similar to the one dimensional case, but has some extra
complications that are not present in the one dimensional case.

We let 1 denote the Lebesgue measure on X = [0, 1], which is a 7" invariant
measure. In this case u(B(z,7r,)) = 2r,. Note that, in contrast to the
general case of Section [5] the right hand side is independent of z.

The proof of the theorem will rely on an application of the following
lemma with H = 1. (See for instance Harman [I1, Lemma 2.3], or conclude
it yourself from the Chung—Erdés inequality.) The special case with H = 1
is the Erd6s—Renyi formulation of the Borel-Cantelli lemma [10].

Lemma 6.1. Let H > 0. If A; are sets such that

(6.1) S u(A,) = %0
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and

Z (/,L(Al N A]') - H:u(Al)/L(AJ))

1<i<j<N

(6.2) l}aioréf ¥ 5 <
(Z H(Ai)>
i=1

then p(limsup A;) > %

The strategy is to rewrite the quantity in the numerator of (6.2]) using
Fourier series. The following two lemmas will be helpful.

Lemma 6.2. Let f be a function of bounded variation on [0,1]. Let f ~
Y onez cn€®™ pe the Fourier series of the 1-periodic extension of f to R.

Then |cp| < 325 for any n # 0.

— 2m|n|

Proof. Using Stieltjes integration, and integration by parts, we may write

Cn = /01 e—i27rnxf(x) dr = /01 -1 f(:B) d(e—i27rn:c)

127mn
! 1 —i2mnx
=), i2mn© df(x).

Hence |c,| < #Mvar f.
For an elementary proof not using Stieltjes integrals, see Taibleson [20].

O

Lemma 6.3. Let a,m,n € N. Then gcd(a™ — 1,a™ — 1) = a&d(mn) _ 1,

Proof. Set d = ged(a™ —1,a" — 1) and k = ged(m,n). Hence the claim is
that d = a* — 1. We will prove this by first showing that a* — 1 | d and
afterwards that d | a* — 1.

Since k = ged(m,n) we have k | m and k | n. Say m = ks, n = ki for
some s,l € Z. This means that we may write

At —1=ad"—-1= (ak)s —(1)*
a"—1=a"'—1= (ak)l — (1)

We recall the general identity for p,q,r € N,

63) @ —-d)=@-@ "+ g+ P+ ... +pd P+ q

which can be verified simply by multiplying the brackets. Applying this
identity we get that

(ak)s _ (1)5 _ (ak - 1) (ak(s—l) + ak(s—Z) 4.+ ak’ + 1)

(@) = (1) = (a* = 1) (a"D 4 FED 4 p b 1),
Since all quantities in these two equations are integers, we can conclude that
a* —1|a"—1and a* —1|a™ — 1. Hence, a* —1 | gcd(a™ —1,a" — 1) = d.
To show d | a* — 1 we apply Bézout’s Lemma on k = gcd(m,n) which
gives us u,v € 7Z such that um + vn = k. On the one hand, we note that

u and v cannot be both positive because then k£ would be larger than m
and n. On the other hand, v and v cannot be both negative because then
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k would be negative as well. Without loss of generality, we let u > 0 and
v < 0. Notice that if v = 0, then wm = k which implies v = 1 and k = m.
Clearly, d = ged(a™ — 1,a" — 1) divides a* — 1 in this case. So we examine
the remaining situation v > 0 and v < 0. Then we use the identity
again to see that d = ged(a™ —1,a™ — 1) divides a™ — 1 as well as =" — 1.
Hence, d divides a*™ — 1 —a*(a™"" — 1) = a* — 1.

We conclude that a* — 1 = d and the lemma is proved. U

We are now ready to prove Theorem [D|in the one dimensional case.

Proof of Theorem [D| when d = 1. In the case of Y o2 r, < oo the result
will follow from the easy part of the Borel-Cantelli lemma. In the case
220:1 r, = oo the statement will follow from the special case of Lemma
with H = 1.

In our use of Lemmal6.1] we let A, = E, = {z € X : T"(z) € B(z,ry,) }
recalling that

[e.e] o0
(6.4) Rio=[) | En-
k=1 n=~k

To analyse p(Ey,) and p(E, N Ey,), we define the function

Gola) = {1 if |z| < o

0 otherwise.

Since G, () is a function on R/Z, we may periodically extend it to all of R
and write it via its Fourier series, i.e.

Gn(x) = Z cn,l€27rilx-
leZ
The function G, (T"x — ) is the indicator function of E,. Hence, we have

lEZ
In the sum above, all integrals are zero, except for [ = 0. Hence we have

p(Ey) =cno = /Gn(as) dz = 2r,.

It now follows that if Y r, < co then > u(E,) < co and the easy part of
the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies that 1(Ri,) = 0. Of course, for d = 1 this
also follows directly from Theorem [C}

We assume from now on that ) r, = oco.

Using the Fourier series for G,, we rewrite the quantity u(E,, N E,). We
have

(B 0 Eyp) = /]lEmmEn dp = /]lEm]lEn du
= /Gm(me — )G (T"x — x) dp.
Hence we may write

/Gm(me —2)Gp(T"x — x)du
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_ Z . kcnl/ezm(k(wzx)+l(Tnmz)) du

(k) ez?
Z Cm. kCnl / 627ri(]€((amx mod 1)—z)+I((a™x mod 1)—zx)) d,u
(k,l)ez?
Z Cm kCnl/E%i(k(“mx"’“")H(“"f”fﬂ)) du
(k,l)ez?
Z Cm kcnl/ezm(k(am—l)-I-l(a”—l))x d,u
(k,l)ez?
(65 =cmocnot >, Cmkcad / e2rilk(a™ =D +(a" 1)z g,

(k,DEZ>\{(0,0)}

In the above equations we were allowed to ignore the (mod 1) due to the
periodicity of e2™*% Tt is well known that

0 if k(a™ — 1) +1(a" — 1) #0.

Hence we only get a contribution to the sum above when

(6.6) k@™ — 1) +l(a” —1) =0 = —l=

n—1
In the following we look for the integer solutions (k,l) to this equation.
Generally we know, that given an equation z = gy with z,y,p,q € Z, if %

are on lowest terms then the integer solutions to the equation are given by
(z,y) = (pj,qj), j € Z. Denote by a(, ) = Lemmatells us that

A(m,p)
A(n,p)

is on lowest terms and hence the integer pairs (k,!) solving are given

by (a(mm)j, a(n,p)(—j)), j € Z. This means that the sum in (6.5) may be
rewritten as

ay

,  p:=ged(m,n)

Cm,Ocn,O + Z Cm>a(m,p)jcnaa(n,p)(_j)'
JEZ\{0}

Recall that ¢, 0 = 2ry, = u(E,,). Since var G, < 2, we have by Lemma
that |c, k| < | R Using these estimates on the Fourier coefficients, we can

now estimate the quantity p(E,, N E,) — w(Ey)u(Ey,), namely,

ILI/(Em N E’fl) - N(Em)M(En) - Z Cm,a(m’p)jcn,a(nm)(—j)
JEZ\{0}

S Z ’cm»%m,p)j ’

Jjez\{0}

1 1 1
gpz‘ .

jem\{0} a(mm)ﬂ |a(n,p)(—j)‘

1 1
=y C=1(—j)]

J€Z\{0} ar—1

Cn:a(n,p)(fj) ’
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1 1 (aP —1)?
72 2 4% (@™ = 1)(a" = 1)

JEZ\{0}

4 1 a?
<ﬁ Z ‘]‘2 m+n

jez\{o}

< 9q2p—(m+n)
Inserting this in condition of Lemma with H =1 we get
21§"<m§k 2a?r—(m+n) _ 2 anﬂ an:_11 a?—(m+n)
(Zﬁ:l M(En))2 (22:1 /QL(En))2

By assumption we know that the denominator goes to infinity and we will
show that the numerator converges for £ — co. We will do this by splitting
the sum in the numerator as follows

k

Z Za2p (m+n) + Z a —(m+n)

m=1 n=1 n_|—m

We will use two different estimates. For the first sum we will use the trivial
estimate p < n. For the second sum we will use that m = px, n = py,
x,y € N implies that m —n = p(z — y) > p since m > n. Using this we get
that

Z q2p—(m+n) <

1<n<m<k

m—1
a2n7(m+n)+ Z a2(mfn)f(m+n)
=31

n=1 n

IN

I
g3
:
+
S|
i
g

3
I

I
™=

3

QI

SE

3
I

w[3

< Z ma
m=1

This series converges and hence condition (6.2)) is satisfied. The result then
follows from Lemma [6.1] U

6.2. The case of general dimension. The proof follows the strategy em-
ployed for the one dimensional case but with certain adaptations. The no-
tation E, and G, remains unchanged.

We first take care of the measure zero case which is just a simple adap-
tation. Written as Fourier series GG,, becomes

33‘) _ Z Cn,l62m<l7$>-

lezd
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In the same way as in the one dimensional case, we have

w(Ey) = /Gn(T"x —z)dr = Z Cn.l /ei%@’(An_])x) dz

lezd

= 3 e [l g,

lezd

Since A has no eigenvalues that are roots of unity, the matrix (A" —I)7 is an
invertible integer matrix and (A" — I)T1 = 0 only if | = 0, where 0 denotes
the zero-vector in d dimensions. Hence, all integrals in the sum above are
zero, unless [ = 0. It follows that

w(Ey) = Cnp = /Gn dz = cdrz,

where cg is the volume of the d dimensional unit ball. Now, if Y 7% < oo
then ) p(FE,) < oo and the easy part of the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies
that M(Rio) =0.

We assume from now on that > 7% = oo and that all eigenvalues of A lie
outside the unit circle. There is a number A > 1 such that all eigenvalues
of A have modulus strictly larger than A. In this case we approximate the
functions G, by C"-functions. As a parameter in this approximation, we
choose ¢ > 0. Let f € C"([0,1]) be such that f is monotone, f(0) = 1,
f(1) =0 and f" has compact support in (0,1). Put f,(t) = f(ta_%n”)

We approximate G,, by

1 if |z <mry
Gn(z) = q fullz]) ifr, <l|z|<(1+e)r,
0 if (14¢)r, < ||

where || denotes the length of the vector |z|. Note that Gy, < G,. Written
as Fourier series GG,, becomes

én(x) _ Z EnJeQﬂ'i(l,x)'
lezd

Analogous to above, we get
(14 e)u(E,) > /én dz = &,.5.

Since G, is a C"-function, a scaling argument gives the estimate
Cr."
Ui

(6.7) [Cn,i| <

where C' is a uniform constant.

Without loss of generality we may assume that the sequence r, satisfies
6.8) <2 o p=o0

. n< o3 n .
We will prove that the set R;, has full measure under this assumption. If
this assumption is not satisfied, then we may simply replace each r, which
satisfies 7, < 1/n? by r, = 0. This does not change > r¢ = oo and the
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resulting set R, is smaller but of full measure, so that the set Ri, for the
original sequence 7, is of full measure as well.
Since G,, < G,, we have

wEy, NE,) < /ém(Tm:c —2)Gp(T"z — x) dp.

This gives
(6.9) /ém(me — 2)Gn(TMx — x)dp

= EmDEnﬂ + Z Em,kgn,l / 627Ti<(Am*I)Tk‘+(A”7[)Tl,x> d'u
(k) €% X Z\{(0,0)}
Analogue to the one dimensional case, we only get a contribution to the
sum above when

(A" = DTE4+ (A" = DTl =0 = A" -DTk=—-A"-D1"I
= (A" = Dk = —((A")" = D),

where I,k € Z% We will need the following lemma. We thank Victor
Ufnarovski for proving this lemma for us.

Lemma 6.4. Let B be a square integer matrixz such that no eigenvalue is a
root of unity. Let p = ged(m,n). Then

(B™" —Dk=(B"=l, l,kez
if and only if

k={+DBP+...+B"P)j
l=(I+DBP+...+B™P)j

for some j € Z°.

Proof. Replacing BP by B, we may assume that gcd(m,n) = 1. We are then
to prove that (B™ — I)k = (B™ — I)l holds if and only if
{k:: (I+B+...+B"Y)j

6.10
(6.10) I=I+B+...+B™1)j

for some j € Z4.

Since (B —I)(I+B+...+B" Y)Y =(B"~I)(I+B+ ...+ B™ 1) it
is clear that are solutions to the equation (B™ — Ik = (B" — I)l. It
remains to prove that these are the only solutions.

We first prove that there are integer polynomials u and v such that

(6.11) u@)1+z+... +2™ H+v@)(l+z+... +2" ) =1

Let Z be the set of pairs (m,n) of natural numbers for which holds
for some integer polynomials v and v. Clearly, (1,1) € Z.

Suppose that m > n. Then (m —n,n) € Z implies that (m,n) € Z.
Similarly, if n > m, then (m,n — m) € Z implies that (m,n) € Z.

Since ged(m, n) = 1, we can repeatedly reduce the pair (m,n) by replacing
it with (m — n,n) or (m,n —m), and as in the Euclidean algorithm, this
proceedure will eventually end up in the pair (1,1) € Z. Hence (m,n) € Z.
This proves that there are integer polynomial u and v such that holds.
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From , we get
u(BYI+B+...+B" Y +v(B)I+B+...+B" 1) =1,
and in particular
(6.12) k=uB)I+B+...+B" Yk+v(B)I+B+...+B" 1k

for any vector k.
Let P be such that P = (B™ — I)k = (B" — I)I for some k,l € Z%. Then

P=(B-D({I+B+...+B™ Yk
B-I)I+B+...+B" i
B™ — Ik = (B" - I)I,

= (
= (
and hence
(I+B+...+B™" Yk=I+B+...+B" ML
We have
u(B)YI+B+...+B" Yk=uB)I+B+...+B" )L
Using and the fact that u(B),v(B) are polynomials in B, we get that
k=uB)I+B+...+B" Yk+vB)(I+B+...+B" Yk
=uB)I+B+...+B" " HNi+vB)(I+B+...+ B" Yk
= +B+...+B" Y (uB) +v(B)k)
=(I+B+...+B")j
where j = u(B)l 4+ v(B)k is an integer vector. Similarly, we get
I=(I+B+...+B™)j

with the same j. O

In the following, set
Ap =T+ (ATYP . 4 (AT)m=P,
Ap =T+ (ATYP 4+ . 4+ (AT P,
where p always denotes p = ged(m, n).
Lemma tells us that the sum in may be rewritten as
CndCndt D CmiAnCn-Ami
JEZI\{0}

and as was noted above
Fug = [ Gali)dn < (1+ 2 u(En).

Hence, if we let H = (1 + £)2?, then
N

N
Z (N(En N Em) - HM(En)H(Em)) < Z Z ’Cvm,AnjEn,fAmj'

m,n=1 mn=1 jez\{0}
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Using the estimate (6.7)) and the assumption we have if r,,ry, #£ 0
that

1 < 02n2rm27‘ 1

E,An'E,Am'§CTT e < T -
[em o ]| (rarm) |An]’T‘Am]’T ’AnJ|T|AmJ|T

We may estimate that

|Apj| > A" 7P| and |Apmjl = NP g,
for some uniform constant c. Hence

Ay Cnang] < C2c= 27,27 27 \r(2p—m—n) |j|—2r ’

an estimate which is certainly true also when either r,, = 0 or r;,, = 0, since
then all the corresponding Fourier coefficients are zero and |¢y, a,,jCn, A,.j] =
0.

We conclude that if r is sufficiently large, then

N
Z (#(En N Em) - H/’L(En):u(Em))
m,n=1
N
< Z Z 02072n2rm2r)\r(2p7m7n) |j|72r
mn=1;jeZ\{0}
N
— ' Z n2rm2r>\r(2p7mfn).
m,n=1

Just as in the one dimensional case, this is bounded as N — oco. Thus,
Lemma implies that u(Rio) > & = (1 +¢)72%. As e can be taken as
small as we wish, we can make H arbitrarily close to 1 and we conclude that

1(Rio) = 1.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [E]

In this Section we prove our very general result on quantitative uniform
recurrence.

Proof of Theorem[E]. If V is a measurable set and ¢t € N, then we let
Vit)={zeV :T(z) gV forall1 <i<t}.

We have u(V(t)) < 1/t because T~4(V(t)), 1 < i < t, are disjoint sets of
equal measure p(V(t)).

Fix 8 > « and choose ' with 8 > 8 > a. The proof contains two
parameters v > 0 and ¢ > 1 that will be chosen later. For each m € N, we
let R,, = m~7, and we take p,, so that

4p? 1 1-8
m = Lm & pn=-m 2.
R}, 2

We require that v € (1/3,1/8’) so that p,, — oo with m.
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When m is large enough, since dimgp X < ' < [, there is a cover
{Bm,i}iel,n, of X by balls of diameter |B,;| = Ry such that the num-

ber of balls is at most R;fa . We then have
(7.1) > 1Bmil? <RI <1

(2
if m is large enough.

By Vitali’s covering lemma which holds true in every metric space [12}
Theorem 1.2}, there is I, C Ip, o such that the balls By, ;, i € I, are pairwise
disjoint and such that {5B,, ; }icr,, covers X. (If B is a ball, then 5B denotes
the ball with same centre as B and with radius 5 times as large.)

By replacing the balls in the cover {5By,;}icr,, by subsets, we can get a
cover {Vp, ;i }ier,, of X, such that the sets V}, ; are pairwise disjoint and such
that | |

Vm,i
1< 7 <5.

m

Let Jom = {0 € L : 2pmpt(Vini) < |Bm.i|® }. Then

1 , 1
02 n((U Vi) = 5 Vi) < 5 S 1Bl < 51
i€Jm i€Jm Pm Prm
by (7.1)).

For i & J,,, we have

1 _ B _ 2pmp(Vimi) _ 1
m 4]7%1, N 4p2n 2pm

(7.3) 1 (Vin,i(m)) <

Let
Gy, = U Vmﬂ'U U Vmﬂ(m)

1€Jm iZ€JIm

By (7.2)) and ([7.3) we then have
1 1 1

Gp) < — 4+ — = —.
#(Gm) 2m  2pm  Pm
Notice that if z € CG,,, then there is an ¢ and a k with 1 < k < m such
that z, TFz € Vim,i- Hence, d(z, T*z) < 5Rp,.
Put m; = 4%, Then

oo oo oo -y

—1 P/ I i =0
2 #Gm) <D Py =2 270
j=1 j=1 j=1

which is convergent provided 9# > 1. Since 1 — 'y > 0, we can choose
# > 1 sufficiently large so that the above series is convergent.

It then follows by the Borel-Cantelli lemma that for such a choice of 6,
we have

p(limsup Gy, ) = 0.

Jj—o0
Therefore, we have
p(liminf CGy,)) = 1.

J]—00
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Let F' = liminf;_, Cij. Whenever x € F', there is a jg which depends on
x such that for any j > jo, thereis a k <m; = 49 with
d(z,TFz) < 5Ry,, = 557.
Let x € F and suppose that m > jg. There is then a j such that j¢ <
m < (j 4 1)?. There is therefore a k < j% < m such that
j+1\"
d(z, T*z) < 5R,,, = 55797 = 5<> G+1)" <5.27%m™.
J
Consequently, for any large enough m, there is a k < m with
d(z, TFz) < 5-299m™.
Since v > 1/ the theorem follows from this statement. O
8. EVENTUALLY ALWAYS RETURNING POINTS FOR THE DOUBLING MAP
We consider the set of eventually always returning points defined by
Rea i= {x eX:dneNVm>n: {Tk:c}kmzl N B(z,rm) # @}

oo 0 m

- U ﬂ U{xeX:TkmeB(a:,rm)}

n=1m=n k=1

for the doubling map T'(x) = 2z mod 1 on X = [0,1]. We write
Eim ::{ reX :Thr e B(x,rm) },

Chp = G Ek,ma
k=1
Ay =) Cp.

Since A,, C Ap4+1 we have u(Rea) = limy, 500 p1(Ay).
8.1. Sufficient condition for measure one.

Proposition 8.1. Let X = [0,1], T(x) = 2z mod 1 and let u denote the

Lebesgue measure. We consider ry, = %(Am) with h(n) — oo as n — oo,

Ay — 00 as well as 3~ — 0o and

sufficiently large. Then p(Rea) = 1.

240
i 2=8m < 1 for some o > 0 for m

Proof. Let e, = ﬁ We define the function
0 if |t| <7,
F,.(t) =
m(?) {1 otherwise.

In order to describe the return of the point  under 7" we can use the map
F,, in the following way:

0 if |Thz — 2| < rp,

Grm(z) = Fm(Tkx — m) = { ! ‘ v a:‘ Tm

1 otherwise.
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F1GURE 1. The function Gy, is 1 on the intervals marked
on the z-axes.

Then G}, , is the characteristic function of CEkm using the notation from
above. In that notation we also have

m/Am

1(CCn) = u(ﬂ EEk,m> = / I Grm(z) dz < / I Grim(x) dz
k=1 k=1 k=1

Wit}ﬂ pr = k- A,. Thinking of [0,1] as the circle and identifying the
endpoints of [0, 1], we note that G, m(x) = F,((2P* — 1)) attains the value
1 on 2P* — 1 many intervals of length 12;122711, see Figure |1l On each of these
intervals, the function Gp, ,, takes the value 0 on at least

1—27
1 P 1\ 2Pz _ 1
8.1 -l o (1-2p, —2. :
5 241921_1 " -1/ 2 -1

many intervals of length 2,%;7’21
For the rest of the proof, all inequalities and estimates should be consid-
m2+a

ered true for m sufficiently large. Since "5— 27Am < 1 and h(A,) > 1, we
have

h(AR) A, S 2P — 1

m2te T Top2 — 17
We can therefore estimate that the number of intervals in (8.1)) is bounded
from below by

2emTm = 2

2Pz — 1

20— 1

Hence, the number of intervals where the function Gp, - Gp,.m is zero, but
Gp,,m is not, is at least

(1 =214 ¢em)rm) -

P2 _ 1
201 — 1

(21 — 1) ((1 —2(1 + €m)Tm) - ) = (1=2(1+em)rm) - (272 = 1).

The total length of these intervals is therefore at least

2rm,
2r — 1

(1 =21+ em)rm) - (2P2 = 1) > 2rp (1 = 2(1 + ) 7m)-

2For the sake of convenience we treat the numbers pr and ﬁ as integers avoiding the

use of floor functions.
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Continuing like this, we observe that the product [[,; G m(z) is 0 on a
length of at least

m/Am _m_
_ 1—(1=2(1+&m)rm)sm
2 - 1-2(1 =l — o, - mm
m ; ( (1+em)rm) 'm 21+ em)rm
1 m_
=17 (1— (1 =214 en)rm)dm)
1 m
> (1= (1= 2ry)2m
14y, ( ( "m) )
Z 1 — Em,
provided that
(8.2) lim (1= 2r,,)3m =0,

m—o0

Under condition ({8.2]) we therefore obtain
m/Ap,

,u(CCm) S/ H Grm(z) dz < ep.
k=1

Since ), €m < 00, we have p(A,) — 1 as n — oco. Hence, p(Rea) = 1.

To conclude we note that condition (8.2)) is satisfied for the choice r,, =
Amh(Ap)
m

, since
_m_ Amh Am Avnf:r(lAm) h(Am)
lim (1 - 27"m) Am = lim <<1 — 2()) ) =0
m—»o0 m—»o0 m
because of A,,, — oo and
A h(A)\ S Em)
lim (1 - 2h()> =exp(—2) < 1. O
m—oo m

Proof of part (3) in Theorem[F] The choice A, = (24 o)logy(m) satisfies

the assumptions of Proposition since m — oo and
240
m YN 1
275om = < 1. O
A (2 + o) logy(m)

8.2. Sufficient condition for measure zero. In the converse direction,
part in Theorem |F| follows from the next proposition.

Proposition 8.2. Let X = [0,1], T(x) = 2z mod 1 and let u denote the
Lebesgue measure. Suppose that

(8.3) lim mry, = 0.

m—ro0

Then p1(Rea) = 0.

Proof. Identifying [0, 1] with the circle, the set Ej ,,, consists of 2¥ — 1 inter-
vals (sectors) of length 2r,,/(2¥ — 1). Hence the measure of Ej , is 27y,.
It follows immediately that p(Cy,) < 2mr,,. Hence, the condition

lim mr, =0
m—0o0

implies that ©(Rea) = 0. O
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Remark 8.3. From the equation ,u(CCm) >1—2r,m we can also deduce
the necessary condition for (Rea) = 1 that

lim p(Bp)m = lim 2r,m>1

m—r0o0 m—0o0

C

In particular, Rea cannot have full measure for pu(By,) = 5 with any ¢ < 1.
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