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Abstract

The idea of a parsing of a stationary process according to a collection of words
is introduced, and the basic framework required for the asymptotic analysis of these
parsings is presented. We demonstrate how the pointwise ergodic theorem and the
Shannon-McMillan-Breiman theorem can be deduced from their respective weaker
convergence in probability versions combined with our observations regarding pars-
ings, where the parsings are done according to collections that originate in stopping

times tailored for that purpose.

1 Introduction

For a set A, let us denote by o the shift map of A%
Notation: For any z € A? we shall denote the word TpZpgl .- Trgd DY x:"’d, and
by [277%] the cylinder sub-set of A% determined by the word 2™ beginning in the zero

coordinate.

Let V' be a collection of words in A such that no one word is a prefix of another. Given
any * € AZ and a coordinate we choose to start from, a parsing of x accroding to V is
obtained by moving from the starting position in the positive direction until we approach

a coordinate in which an element of V begins, and then continuing to progress in the
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same manner moving in the positive direction from the first coordinate after the end of
that element. Notice that this parsing depends on the choice of the starting position and

that it may contain gaps.

Observation: If in a portion of 1 — ¢ of the coordinates of z{! begin elements of
V (that also end not after coordinte M) then in the parsing of 2}/ starting at the first
coordinate the gaps occupy less than a portion of € of the coordinates 1,..., M (because

in thesecoordinates of elements of V' do not begin).

This trivial observation together with the mean ergodic theorem suffices to derive a
very short proof of the pointwise ergodic theorem for bounded functions. This is what

will be done in the next section.

After that we continue to study parsings. Now we assume A to be finite and equip
AZ with u - a o-invariant ergodic probability measure on A% - and analyze the behaviour
of the parsings of outcomes of this stationary process. In particular, we deduce the fol-
lowing theorem. For its formulation we denote by V the collection obtained by adding to

V all elements of A (treated as single letter words) - the ones that not already appear in it.

Theorem 1: Let (AZ, o, u) be an ergodic system (A a finite set). Given a finite prefix-
free collection V, there exists for every a € V (as defined above) an 0 < 1, < p([a])

such that for an € A? p-almost-surely exists a parsing for which every o € 1% occupies

asymptotically |a| 7, of the coordinates of z. In particular, p, = Z"“W

BEV
frequency of appearances of each o € V among the elements of V' in such a parsing.

is the asymptotic

With Theorem 1 in our hands we will be ready to prove the Shannon-McMillan-
Breiman theorem. The proof is rather combinatorial in its nature. Both this proof and
the proof of the pointwise ergodic theorem presented utilize stopping time arguments,
i.e. appropriate decompositions of the system into parts of different scales, in order to

construct the collection V.

Remark: Ornstein and Weiss’ proof of their recurrence-time theorem (published in



[5] and also appearing in [6]) as well as their proof of Theorem 3 stated here in section 4,
are also based on a parsing of a stationary process like that is dealt with here (and the
proof of the recurrence time theorem also uses a stopping time to establish the collection
V). However, They exploited the special character of their problem and thus were not in
need of our general analysis of parsings. In the closing argument of [I] there also is use of
parsings according to collections (though quite implicitly) and also the above observation

is applied. Probably these parsings appear in many more works in ergodic theory.

Acknowledgements: This work follows in spirit the book “Single Orbit Dynamics”
by B. Weiss [6].

2 A Proof of the Pointwise Ergodic Theorem

In this section we prove the pointwise ergodic theorem for a bounded function by our
methods that avoid use of the maximal ergodic theorem (the well-known reduction from

merely an integrable function to this case does require the maximal ergodic theorem).

Proof: Assume that (X, T,v) is an ergodic system (v is a probability measure) and

that f: X — [—L, L] is measurable.

By ergodicity, there exist constants —L < ¢ < ¢ < L so that
N—-1 N-1
limsupy oo & > T (f(x)) = c and liminfy oo & > T'(f(z)) = ¢ v-almost-
n= n=0
surely. Let us assume to the contrary that ¢’ < ¢, and assume without loss of generalitys

that ¢ > [ fdv (if this is not the case then ¢/ < [ f dv and we could work with —f) .
e X

. . e—ffdv
We define f, a finite-valued version of f: f (x) = \‘CE‘?(;LUJ .
X

N-1 . ~
limsupy_, o0 % > ( f (x)) equals a constant ¢ r-almost-everywhere and ¢ +
=0
c—[fdv " c—[fdv 5 c—[fdv
X > c. Because also ¢ > [fdv + —= > [fdv+ —= we conclude that
X X

2 2
&>ffdu.
b'¢




cfff dv
Denoting by A the finite set {k % : \‘— c_}Lf dVJ <k< \‘%J } we define
X X

0: X — A” by
(p(x), = f (T* (z)) and push-forward the measure v to obtain a finite-valued sta-

tionary process.

For y € AZ, we define a stopping time N, to be the minimal N > 0 for which
N-1 e+ [fdv

% Y. Yn > —25—. We denote by Vj, the words of length % in the alphabet A that stop
n=0

a—[fdv

this stopping time. For a small 0 < ¢ < —75 to be chosen at the end, we define K

K
to be the minimal K for which Y .v (V) > 1 —¢ (by @.v (Vi) we mean the sum of
k=1

K
ws«v-probabilities of all the words in V), and define V' to be kgl Vi.

By the mean ergodic theorem, there exists an M’ > 0 such that for every M > M’

there is a set £ C AZ of ¢,v-measure greater than % such that for every y € F

M—1 ~
ﬁ > yn— [fdv| < e and in a portion greater than 1 — ¢ of the coordinates of yéw_l
n=0 X

words of V' begin (and are contained in y' ™). 3 was arbitrarily chosen here, any other

positive number would do, for we only need to know that F is of positive measure and

thus non-empty.

For any y € F, the words of V' in the parsing starting at the beginning of yéw ~1 occupy

a portion greater than 1 —e¢ of it (by the observation in the introduction) and the average
e+ [ fdv
X

- Thus we obtain

of all the values of yéw ~1 in these occupied places is greater than
M=1 &+ [ fdv

% Zo Yn > (1 — ) —5— — eL. For ¢ small enough we get

Mot _ é—[fdv _
ﬁ o oyn > [fdv+ T > [ fdv+e. A contradiction. B
n=0 X X

3 The Parsings Space

We consider again the system (AZ, o, u) (A a finite set, o the shift map and p a o-invariant

ergodic probability measure).

A finite collection V' of words in the A-alphabet shall be called prefix-free if no word

in it is a prefix of another. By abuse of language, we will continue to refer to the p-



probability of the union of the cylinders representing the words of V' beginning in the

zero coordinate as the p-probability of the collection and even dare to denote it by u (V),

ie. u(V):= > u(a]) (the prefix-free property means exactly that these cylinders are
acV

disjoint).

Fixing a coordinate to start from we parse uniquely any point in AZ starting from that
coordinate until we meet an element in V' and continue in the same manner after it in-
definetly in the positive direction (only that direction is parsed, and the parsing is with
gaps). Notice that it is not always possible to extend the parsing into the negative direc-
tion, for a word in V' overlapping the starting position may be met before reaching a last

letter of another word in V.

If a parsing starts at a certain coordinate and another starts before it, we shall identify
the two if the latter agrees with the former in the former’s domain of definition. Under
this identification, the number of parsings of any 2 € AZ can still very well be greater than
1 because the parsing depeneds on the coordinate we choose to start from, however, it is

not greater than 2 |V|max {|«a|} (this bound is not optimal in general and even less

acV
so to most specific collections V'). To see this, consider a word appearing in some fixed

parsing, its length is of course not greater than max {|«/|} and other parsings with

acVo
a starting position prior to this word need to have a word that overlaps with it. Hence,
together with this fixed one, there surely are at most 2 |V|max {|a|} ., such parsings
(choose from the collection containing this word and all those words that overlap it a
word of maximal length and count all words in V' as either ending or beginig in one of its
letters). Now, If there were more than 2 [V'| max {|a|},c parsings, then there is a parsing
and a specific word that appears in some place of it such that at least 2 [V'| max {|a|} ¢

other parsings have a starting position prior to it, and this is a contradicion.

Up to now, we ignored the measure pu. Putting it into play, it is natural to ask - in
the spirit of the pointwise ergodic theorem - whether the asymptotic frequency of ap-
pearances of every word in V appearing in such a parsing is generically the same as the
p-probability of the cylinders they represent. The answer to this question is negative, as

shown by the following example.



Example: A = {A, B,C} and we define a Markov chain with transition probabilities

1 1
paB =1,pac =0,ppa =0, ppc =1, poa =5, pcB = 5.
Its unique stationary distribution is p4 = %, pB = %, po = %, and thus an ergodic station-

ary process is defined. The collection {ABC, BC,C} is a prefix-free collection (of total
probability 1), and for generic points the parsing according to it is unique (under the

above identification), with no gaps and the word C' appears with asypmtotic frequency 0.

The above example shows that these asymptotic frequencies need not equal the re-
spective u-probabilities. However, one may ask if even p-almost-surely parsings of a point

in A% posses asymptotic word frequencies.

We denote by V the collection obtained by adding to V' all elements of A (treated as
single letter words). We consider the coding map ¢ : VZ — AZ that codes consecutively
each element of V by just the word it is in the alphabet A where the word appearing in
the zero coordinate of a point in VZ is coded such that it begins in the zero coordinate of
the point in A%. ¢ does not commute with the shift maps. To fix this, we create a new
space X' = {(z,n) c2eVineZ,0<n< |z1|} (where |z1| is the length of the word
z) and define on it:

5 ((2m)) = (z,m+1) n#n—1
(0 (2),0) n=n-—1

(in more fancy words in the theory of dynamical systems, the system thus obtained is the
discrete suspension of (f/Z, 0) formed by the ceiling function z — |z1]). And also define
amap ¢ : X' — AZ by ¢ ((2,n)) = 0" (¢ (2)). Now ¢ is an equivariant map from the
system (X’,5) onto the system (A%, o). We equip X’ with the topology inherited from
VZx Z>9, and with this topology it is compact and ¢ is a continuous factor map. However
we want to restrict out attention to its closed invariant sub-set X of which consecutive
elements in V \ V that form together a word in V are forbidden - for that cannot happen
in the parsing process. So X is the space of all the possible parsings according to V', and

@ restricted to X is already onto.



Thus there exists a probability measure 1 on X which is ergodic relative to ¢ for which
@ is a factor map from (X, 5,n) to (A%, 0, p) as measure-preserving systems (1) need not

be a unique such measure).

Open Question: If V was infinite then the space X need not be compact. Is such

an 7 still guaranteed to exist?

For every a € V, let us denote by [(a,0)] the set of all points (z,n) € X with z = «
and n = 0. Now the pointwise ergodic theorem tells us that n-almost-surely the sum
N
2 21 X[(a,0)] (0 ((2,m))) (Where X[(q,0) is the indicator function of the set [(«,0)]) con-
verges to 1 ([(a, 0)]). Notice that [(«,0)] is contained in the inverse image under ¢ of [a]

and thus 7 ([(o, 0)]) < p([a]).
Proof of Theorem 1: 7, corresponds to 1 ([(a,0)]) in the preceding discussion. W
Open Question: Do p-almost-surely all parsings of z € A% admit such limits?

Continuing in the notation of Theorem 1, notice that

dlalna=1- Y na=1-1-pV)=pnV),

aeV aeV\V

where the inequality is based on the observation in the introduction.

Theorem 1 is all we need for the proof of the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman theorem
presented in the next section. However, this preliminary treatment of the parsings space
X will not be complete without addressing its entropy and writing down the elementary

bounds on p,. The latter can be thus bounded from above:

SO Y () PO e ) PR
C Yng max{|Bl}sey s T > 1Blng pev e
Bev BeV Bev

In the other direction one similarly obtains p, = $*4; = min {181} gev Na- All words

BEV



in V being of the same length and 1 (V) = 1 is a sufficient condition to guarantee equality

in these two inequalities. However, they are not always helpful.

Example: We return to the previous example. The probability of transitioning in a
parsing from ABC to BC' is % and so is the transition in the opposite direction. This
is again a markov process with stationary probability % to each state of these two. The
upper bound on the frequency above gives % to o = ABC, g to a = BC' and g toa=C
(although that frequency is zero!). g > 1 so it is not of any help.

Regarding the entropy of the system (X, d,7), let us denote by £ the alphabet partition
of AZ relative to the zero coordinate and the partition of X relative to its zero coordinate
by ¢. The important fact is that for every x € A% and every n € N the inverse image
through ¢ of the atom £ () is a union of not more than 2 |[V|max {|a[} . atoms of the
partition ¢J (where, as usual, the subscipt and superscript indexes refer to refinements
of the partitions by the maps of the systems). In particular this impies that the entropy

of (X,d,n) is equal to that of (AZ, o, u).

Remark: In an information theoretic point of view, parsing is often applied to en-
codings of stationary processes, and those encoded processes need not be themselves
stationary, so our analysis does not suit this case. Furthermore, it seems that there is
no natural probabilistic scenario that constructs a stationary probability measure on the
symbolic space of the the encoded process out of the non-stationary measure it possesses.
However, putting encoded processes aside, a choice of a prefix-free collection of words in
the alphabet of a stationary process is equivalent to defining a stopping time on it, and as
we see in this paper, questions about parsing of the process according to such a collection

may become relevant.

4 The Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem

For the present section and the next one, we continue with the ergodic system (AZ, o, ,u)

(A being a finite alphabet) and denote its entropy by h.



Theorem 2’ (Shannon-McMillan): For every ¢ > 0 there exists some N such that
for every n > N, the p-probability of {z : e~ ("T9)" < i ([z7]) < e~ ("=9)"} is greater than

1—e.

This is how the Shannon-McMillan theorem is probably most usually formulated.
However, our point of departure will be the following, also very well known, equivalent

formulation.

Theorem 2 (Shannon-McMillan): For every € > 0 there exists some N, such that
for every n > N. the following is satisfied:

(i) There exists a collection of less than e("+)"

length n words that has a u-probability
greater than 1 —¢.
(ii) Every collection of less than e("~%)" length n words has a p-probability smaller

than €.

While Theorem 1 deals with statistics in space, D. Ornstein and B. Weiss proved an
analogous version for statistics in time (the latter is stronger than the former) - cf. [4] or

chapter 9 in [6].

Theorem 3 (Ornstein-Weiss): For 2 € AZ p-almost-surely, given an & > 0 there
exists some N, . € N such that for every N > N, . the following is satisfied:

(i) For every M € N, there exists a collection Cn of length N words of cardinality
smaller than e("+#)V such that its elements cover a fraction greater than 1 — ¢ of 2.

(ii) For every M > "V the elements of any collection of length N words of cardinality

smaller than "~} cover less than an ¢ fraction of 2.

Theorem 2 is not applied in the sequel, but is stated here as its first - and easier
to prove - part was the inspiration for Lemma 5 in the proof of the Shannon-McMillan-

Breiman theorem (cf. |2 [3]) presented in this paper.

Theorem 4 (Shannon-McMillan-Breiman): lim,, _log+w = h for z € A%

p-almost-surely.



Remark: For an infinite alphabet and an ergodic stationary measure of finite entropy
the same claim follows easily from the above result (formulated for finite A) by refining
finite alphabet partitions. Alternatively, one can carry out our proof directly for an in-
finite alphabet without much additional sophistication involved (Section 3 need not be

generalized for an infinite alphabet for that purpose).

5 A Proof of the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem

Before proving Theorem 4 we need to prove a corollary of Theorem 2 (its proof is trivial

but the statement is inspired by theorem 3 (i)).

Lemma 6: For every ¢ > 0 there exists an N. € N and collections Cy for all N > N,
each of cardinality smaller than e("*)N such that for every z € A% which is pu-generic
relative to o, the following is satisfied:

for every N > N, the elements of the collection C can cover a fraction greater than

1 — ¢ of 2 with no overlaps for a sufficiently large M.

Proof: We claim that the N. and the collections Cy of Theorem 2 do the job. Given
an N > N., by the pointwise ergodic theorem for any u-generic € A% the elements of
Cx begin in a fraction greater than 1 — ¢ of the coordinates of # for a sufficiently large
M (where the coordinates M — N +2,..., M are counted as coordinates in which these
elements do not begin). Parse 2}/ starting from the first coordinate (in the sense of the

preceding section), and apply the observation from the introduction. W
We will also need this elementary lemma.
Lemma 7: Givenanz € AZ and s € N: liminf,_,o (—M) = %lim inf, oo (—M).

n n

Proof: Surely "<" holds. To see the other direction notice that, given 0 < r < s we

10



have p ([27°77]) < p([z7°]) , and so —log u ([#7°7"]) > —log p ([z}°]). Thus

ns+r _logﬂ([ﬂfs-’_q) > —logjt ([21°]) |
ns ns—+nr - ns .

Proof of Theorem 4: To simplify matters, let us first notice that there are constants
0 < ¢9 < ¢; for which p-almost-surely the lim inf and lim sup of the limit in question equal
respectively. This follows from ergodicity of the invariant measure y and the fact that

_logpu([(o0)7]) _ _nt1 logu([217])
n - n n+1 '

Assume to the contrary that ¢; > h. Given a large number a € N that we will

later choose, for p-almost-every z € A% we define a stopping time 7} to be the minimal

—1 T
T > a for which Ogi}([wl]) > thcl (for the zero measure set of points with no such
a T it remains undefined). Denote by Vj the collection of positive p-probability words

of the form x7” with T, = k. The union fJO . Vi is a prefix-free collection. For a

k=a+

0 < g < 1 very close to 1 that we will later choose, we restrict our attention to the

T -
finite sub-collection V' = U . Vi, where T is the minimal integer T > a for which
=a+
7 T
u( U Vk> =Y pw({zeA:T,=k}) >q
k=a+1 k=a+1

We fix some y € A% for which both Lemma 6 and Theorem 1 (with V') apply. For a
small € > 0 to be chosen later, we obtain N, (following the notation of Lemma 6) and fix
some large N > N. whose value we will later choose. So there exists a collection Cn of

(h+e)N

cardinality smaller than e whose elements cover with no overlaps a fraction greater

than 1 — ¢ of of yM for any sufficiently large M.

By Theorem 1, applied with our V, there exists a parsing of y according to V with
v, 7o and ps as in the theorem. For a small § > 0 to be also chosen later, we choose

an M € N so large that the requirement involving Cy applies to it and also that y}

11



contains any o € V with a frequency greater than (1 — d) p, and smaller than (1 4 6) pq
in that parsing. The idea now is to show that the presence of these words contradicts the

existence of Cy.

By the observation from the introduction

> lalne > p(V) > q,
acV

implies that for L € N to be chosen later

Z Zlma>q—%.

N a€eVy
kel k:a<k<T, ¥ kna>4t%%

So, if ¢ is chosen to be small enough, U Vi occupies in the
k€ k:a<k<T, 3 kno>+-5-L
a €V}
parsing a fraction greater than ¢ — £ of yM. Thus a covering with no overlaps by elements
of Cy that covers a fraction greater than 1 — e of ¥y must cover a fraction greater

than ¢ — £ — ¢ of the part of yM composed in the parsing of words in the collections

Vi for k € {k ta<k< T, > kne > %%1%2} This means that there exists some
aeVy

ko € {k ca<k<T, > kne > %ﬂ%k—lz} so that Cy can cover with its elements with
acVy

no overlaps a fraction greater than ¢ — £ —¢ of the part of yM composed of words in Vj, in
the parsing. And for a small r > 0 to be chosen later we denote by V,C'O the sub-collection
of Vi, that is composed of words of which the above covering covers a fraction greater
than (1 —1r) (q -4+ - 5) of the total appearances of each of them in the parsing of yM.

So for a a € Vi, \ 'V}, , a fraction of at most (1 — 1) (¢ — £ —¢) of its appearances in the

parsing of 317 is coverd. The calculation

Zpa Zpa

acV) acV) q
1—r (q———s) 1-— 2 + P >q———¢
( ) L Z Pa Z Pa L
a€Vi, a€Vy,

12



a€Vi,
> Pa
aeVy, r(g—4—¢)
> Pa 1—=(1-=r)(¢g—%—¢)
O(GVR;O
S i) (=10
€V r(g—4—¢ _ r(g—4—¢
shows that S pn (=3 =9) T (—F =)’
aEVkO
(o] B
Now if a € Vg, then p, = 27)7&775 < Hzama < ¢ 22775 (the first inequality was
v v

BEV Be BEV
explained in the previous section and the second follows from the definition of the stopping

time). This means that

2 P > pa
>EVi Lhrer) h+c acV/
Vi = || > | e 0 Y pe| = [ Domgee Zkopa > Pa

max {pa } v / /
aeVy BeV acVy BeV = a€ Vi,

_ ) (h,+c1)k0 T(q—%—g) Na
2 me s T2 Tn

—a —q
eV (q—%—¢)+r(¢q—4% aeroﬁef/n
s rf-9 461
1—(q—%—a)+T(q—%—5)L72k8

We know that a fraction greater than (1 —71) (¢— £ —¢) — 2% of each of the words in
Vk’o can be covered by no overplapping words in C'y (the subtrahend is needed since when
now referring to covering of individual words by elements in Cy we do not permit only
parts of such elements being used in the two boundaries of the word). But this means we

can bound from above the number of words in V,C’U:

h4€)Ni

‘Vklo‘ < |A|<1—(1—T)(q—%—a)+2% of

<|A] (1= (a=f—2) 4245 ko (hte)ho o~ & log (14 ) los(1—4 ) ko
Notice that kg depends on our choices of a,q, L, M, N. In particular kg > a and thus

13



for every choice of g, L, M, N we can choose a to make kg as large as we wish. Thus it is

clear that we can choose a, L, M, N large, q close to 1 and ¢, r close to 0 to make this up-

c —4a_
per bound on |Vk’0| smaller than the lower bound [e (hten) g, e ;(35)1T537%76> —‘

6
72

ke
ca::n| =

and arrive to a contradiciton. Thus ¢; < h. //

If h = 0 the proof is already done. So we may deal in the sequel only with the case

h > 0.

Now let us assume to the contrary that co < h.

Given a small enough £ > 0, we are going to contradict the second part of Theorem

2. In fact, we will show that for every N large enough there is a collection of cardinality

e(hfs)N

smaller than of probability greater than 1 — €.

We are entitled to suppose without loss of generality that h, the entropy of (X, u, o),

satisfies the inequality hECQ +2 < h — ¢ (which will turn out to be useful). To see this
we notice that, by lemma 7, for every s € N, the system of ¢° perceived as acting on
(AS)Z has an in its ergodic decomposition a component for which the difference between
its entropy and liminf in question not smaller than s (h — ¢3). And, for a large enough
s, we take the system of this ergodic component as our new system (X, i, o) (so our new

A will be the old A? etc).

For a large enough a, we define (almost-surely) a stopping time S, as the minimal
S > a satisfying

log MS([ ’]) < h";”. We denote by S the minimal S for which

s ~
> u({xEAZ : szk}) > 1 —¢, and for every a < k < S by W the col-
k=a+1
lection of length k words that stop this stopping time. Each |Wj| is smaller than

hiep g

u({xGAZ : Sz:k})e 2

3
For a small § > 0, by Theorem 1, applied with the collection W = U+1 Wi, there

k=a

exists for every aw € W a po > 0 and some N (e, a) such that for any N > N (e,a) there is

14



a probability greater than 1 —¢ that for z € AZ there exists a a parsing of 2 according to
W such that each v € W appears in it in a frequency between (1 — 6) po and (1 + 6) pa.
Hence, by the observation from the introduction, a parsing of ¥ according to W covers a

fraction greater than 1 —¢ of zV (since (W) > 1 —¢) and in such a covering the average

length of appearances of the words belonging to these collections in iV is greater than
3 Pa
W, .
> k} +§ aez *_ Hence there are at most % appearances of words in
Pa 3 Pa
k=a+1 aEW kl;éo‘ewk
k=a+1 e anWpa

W in this parsing. Let us denote the collection of all z{¥ of that sort by U. Then |U| can

be estimated from above by

N d k @ k
= > Pa Z - > Pa 10g ZWPa +o

N S 15 *EWY k=a+1 QEW aE
k—at1 11O aezwpa
N
17 )
) (146) 5 pa—— N
S A= & 1528
H |Wi| j=at1’ TT8 aeipra |A|8N
k=a+1 LENJ
Also,
k > pa
hteo)k alw,
) (140) 3 pa———— I O e
g Q€W 5 _gacw; g 5, alw,
> iiTs S
T 5T Y. pa R 1+5_Z—
H |Wk| J aEW < H e aEW
k=a+1 k=a+1
2 Fadw, "o
S h+62 (llt(;) 3 : > paN h+ (1 5)
@ c
> iz pa €W btes Ot > paN htep (46)% o
k=a+1
Thus
S ew, P ezvv Po
alWy, alwy,
k:%Jrl pa 8 > Pa +é
aEW aEW
N
& > Pa
i kl;‘saewk
H b 5~ ¥ pa h+c2 (1+5)
U <e ae ot aEw e N H.N Jlog|A|sN

where H,, := —plogp — (1 — p)log (1 — p). And for a, N large enough and ¢, small



enough, this is smaller than

7 h+4-c:
e k=a+1 anWPa e 2 2 N.
> Pa > Pa
- aEWy 1 aEWy B
k=at1l g’ ” o St &l EEVV Pe
. - [e3 [e3 . (o3
We are left to deal with - s . Luckily, > k& > £ can be seen
S, oW, kmatl oS’
> pa

k=at+l aew
as an expectation of the length of a coding for an alphabet indexed by k € {a +1la+2,..., S’}
> Pa

EWy,

with probabilites >

aeW

such that the k-th symbol has a code of length k (there are many

S > Pa
such codes). But then we know that ka%‘/’“p is not smaller than the entropy of

k=a+1 aEW

o

S ZVV Pa E‘/V Pa
that distribution which is just >, — aez t—log aez — | Hence

k=a+1 aEW aEW

@ k « k
- [e3 (o3
<1. So

aEWy
>k > Po

ew aceW
3 aez‘:/‘/kpa
_ 2. Pa hteco htea _
e k=a+1l & e 2 NSeQNe 5 N<e(h :-:)N'

Where the last inequality follows from the assumption % + 2 < h—e. This contra-

dicts the second part of Theorem 2’. W

Remark: The only pointwise result we have essentially applied was the use of the
pointwise ergodic theorem in the proof of Lemma 6 (A weaker version of Theorem 1 with-
out the pointwise ergodic theorem but satisfactory for our needs can easily be proved). In
fact, instead of Lemma 6 we could similarly prove with only the mean ergodic theorem the
following result and it would have been sufficient for our needs (thus gaining a pointwise
theorem - Theorem 4 - without using any previous pointwise result).

Theorem: Given an € > 0 there exists some N. € N such that for every N > N, there

16



exists a collection Cy of length N words of cardinality smaller than e("*$)V such that

with p-probability greater than 1 — ¢ a point € AZ satisfies that for every large enough

M the collection Cy can cover a fraction greater than 1 — ¢ of z}7.

Thus this proof of the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem need not use any previous

pointwise result.
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