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EXTRAVAGANCE, IRRATIONALITY AND
DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION.

JON. AARONSON & HITOSHI NAKADA

ABSTRACT. For an invariant probability measure for the Gauss
map, almost all numbers are Diophantine if the log of the partial
quotent function is integrable. We show that with respect to a
“Renyi measure” for the Gauss map with the log of the partial
quotent function non-integrable, almost all numbers are Liouville.
We also exhibit Gauss-invariant, ergodic measures with arbitrary
irrationality exponent. The proofs are via the “extravagance” of
positive, stationary, stochastic processes. In addition, we prove
a Khinchin-type theorem for Diophantine approximation with re-
spect to “weak Renyi measures”.

§1 INTRODUCTION

Stationary processes of partial quotients.

A stochastic process with values in a measurable space Z is a quadru-
ple (2,m,7,®) where ({2,m,7) is a non-singular transformation and
® : Q) - 7 is measurable.

The stochastic process is stationary if (€2,m,7) is probability pre-
serving transformation.

The stationary process (2, m, T, ®) is ergodic if (2, m, 7) is an ergodic
probability preserving transformation.

This paper considers metric Diophantine approximation with respect
to probabilities p € P(I), invariant under the Gauss map G : 1:= [0, 1]~
Q <, defined by

Gla) = {1} = 1~ (1]
As in [Khi64], metric, Diophantine properties with respect to u are

related to the asymptotic properties of the stationary process (I, 4, G, a)
where a: 1 - N, a(z):=|1] is the partial quotient function.
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Extravagance.
The extravagance of the non-negative sequence (x,, : n > 1) € [0, 00)N
is

e((zn: n>0)):= lim inﬂ € [0, 00]
n—oo 3 g T
if In>1, x,>0; & e(0):=0.
The extravagance of the non-negative stationary process (2, m, 7, ®)
is the random variable ¢(®,7) on (2, m) defined by

e(P,7)(w) =e((P(r"w) : n>0)).

Calculations show that e¢(®,7) o7 > ¢(P,7) and the extravagance is
a.s. constant if (2, m,7) is ergodic.

It follows from the ergodic theorem that for a stationary process,
E(®)<oo = ¢(P,7)=0as..

We show (Theorem 4.3 on plI2)) that if the non-negative station-
ary process (£2,m,7,®) has the Renyi property (@ on plI2)), then
e(P,7) =0 as. iff E(P) < oo and otherwise ¢(P,7) = o0 a.s..

On the other hand (Theorem 4.4 on p[I6]) for any r € R, there is
a non-negative ergodic stationary process (2, m, 7, ®) with ¢(®,7) =r
a.s..

Irrationality. Let I:=[0,1]\ Q be the irrationals in (0,1).

An irrational x € I is called badly approximable of order s >0 (abbr.
s-BA) if minggeq [z — 2] > 5 as ¢ - oo.

By Legendre’s theorem (see e.g. [Sch80, Theorem 5CJ), for x € I, if

p,q €N, ged = 1 and |§ —x| < ﬁ, then g = % (some n > 1) where
pn(z) .

oy - m>1) are the convergents of z (as on p[).

It follows that x €I is s-BA (s >2) iff |z — §Z€§§| > ﬁ as n — oo.

The irrationality (exponent) of x € I is (as defined in [Bugl2, Ap-
pendix EJ)
i(x):=inf{s>0: z is s —BA} =< oo.
By Dirichlet’s theorem, 1 > 2 whence

i(a) =inf {520 o~ B> o)

An irrational x €I is called
e Diophantine if i(x) = 2;
e very well approximable if 1(x) > 2; and
e a Liouville number if i(z) = oo.
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It turns out that (Bugeaud’s Lemma on page [I0) for x €I,
& ﬁ(x):2+e((logc%(w): n>0)).

and for G-invariant p € P(I):

o i=2+e¢e(loga,7) p-as;

whence if E,(loga) < oo, then p-a.s., e(loga,G) =0 and

i=2+e¢(loga,G) =2.

Renyi measures and Diophantine approximation.

A Renyi measure for the Gauss map is a probability p € P(I) so for
which the stochastic process (I, 1, G,a) has the Renyi property (@ on
pI2), i.e. for some M > 1,

(R)  w(AnG"B)=M*u(A)u(B) Vn>1, AcA,, BeB(I)

where for n>1, A, :=c({aoGF: 0<k<n}).

It is shown in [Renh7, [AdI73] that Lebesgue measure m € P(I) is a
Renyi measure for the Gauss map.

A weak Renyi measure for the Gauss map is a G-invariant probability
e P(I) so that (I, u, G,7) is a weak Renyi map as on p[ (satisfying

R)).

We show in Corollary 4.6 on p[I9 that

e for a Renyi measure u € P(I) for the Gauss map: p-a.e. x €l is
Diophantine if E,(loga) < oo and p-a.e. x €I is Liouville if E,(loga) =

005

e for each r > 2, 3 p, € P(Q) G-invariant, ergodic so that i(z) = r for
pa.e. xel.

In §3 we establish a Khinchin type result for weak Renyi measures
for the Gauss map (Theorem 3.2 on p[7)):

Let p € P(I) be a weak Renyi measure for the Gauss map so that
E,(loga) < oo and let f: N - R, be such that nf(n) | 0 as n 1 oo,
then

min |z - 2
q

o 0y MO o,
peNg —00 n

| q ¢ n>1

with E, (loga) < co only needed for =.
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§2 CONTINUED FRACTIONS AND RENYI MEASURES

The Gauss map G : I « is piecewise invertible with inverse branches

v I [k]=[a=k] = (7. 1) v ) = 55
Similarly, for each n > 1, the inverse branches of G™ : 1« are y4 : I —»
A where

Acay,:={[aoG*=a;, Y 0<k<n]: (ag,a,...,a,_1) e N"}

of form 74 := Vag] © V] ©*** © Vana] (A=[a0GF=a, ¥V 0<k<n].
Writing, for v €[ & ne N, x € o, () € vy, we have
T = Yo, () (G )
1] 1] 1]
o) " a(G) T a(Gr )
1] 1] 1]
e fa@) JaGn) " (G )
which latter is known as the continued fraction expansion of x € L.

The inverse to the continued fraction expansion is b: X — I defined
by

+ G"x

+ ...

1 1 1]
A b(a1,a2’...):=|a—1 |a,—2 |?

It is a homeomorphism b : X — I conjugating the Gauss map with the
shift S: X =NV« boS=Gob.

Distortion.
Calculation shows that (I,m,G?,ay) is an Adler map, as in [AdI73]
satisfying

(U) G* > 4;
G2// T
(A) s;g[j |G2,(50)%‘ =2.

It follows that

V*:‘{(I)|£4 Vn>1, Aca,, el
v (@)

whence
(A) Wa(@) =e**m(A) Vn>1, Aea,, zel

In particular, m is a Renyi measure for G (satisfying Rl on p. B)).

More generally:
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Renyi maps and processes.

A fibered system (X, m,T,«) is a nonsingular transformation 7" of
a standard probability space (X, m), equipped with a countable (or
finite), measurable partition o which generates B(X') under 7" in the
sense that o({T"a : n > 0}) = B and which satisfies T': a - Ta
invertible and nonsingular for a € a.

A fibred system (X, m,T,a) can also be viewed as a stochastic pro-
cess (X,m, T, ®) with ®: X - a, xed(x)€a.

Call a fibered system (X, m,T,«) a Renyi map if @8 on p. 2 holds.

As shown in [Ren57] a Renyi map always has an a.c.i.p. with bounded
log-density and is exact in the sense that

T(T):=T"B(X) = {2,X}.
n>1

If the fibered system (X,m,T,«) is a Renyi map and g ~ m is the
a.c.i.p., then, since logj—:f1 € L=, (X,u,T,«) is a (probability preserv-
ing) Renyi map.

We call a probability preserving fibered system (X, m,T,«) a weak
Renyi map if for some M > 1,

(R) m(AnT™"B)<Mm(A)m(B) V Aco(ay,), BeB(X).
For example, a mixing, probability preserving, Gibbs-Markov map

(X,m,T ) (as in [ADOI]) is a weak Renyi map and a Renyi map iff
Ta=X VY aca.

Convergents and denominators.
The rest of this section is a collection of facts (from and
§4]) which we’ll need in the sequel.
Define the convergents % (Pny Gn € Zy, ged (pn,qn) =1) of x €1 by
Pa(2) = 1|+ 1|+~~~+71|.
t(z)  la(z)  |a(Gr) ja(G" )

e The principal denominators of x q,(x) are given by

G0 =1, q1(z) = a(2), gn1(z) =a(G"2)qn(2) + o1 (2);
e the numerators p,(x) are given by
po=0, p1=1, pps1 =a(G"T)py + pp-1.
It follows (inductively) that

& 0227, po(2) = g (Gr) > 27T & |o- 22| <

qn

1 2

dndn+1 2n -

Moreover:
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2.1 Denominator lemma [Bil65, §4],

n—1

1 2
24 |1ogqn(z)—1;10gGk—@)|sﬁVn21,:ze]l.

It follows from Birkhoff’s theorem & [#|that if 4 € P(I) is G-invariant,
ergodic, then

1 n oga
X 084 [logld,u(:c) ]E“(lg)<oo [ — a.s.

n n—oo

Also:
2.2 Proposition §4], [Khi64, Th. 9 & 13]

_ (@) +1 G"(z)
X |z - 2l =2 oz Ynzl xwel

2.3 Corollary

v m(an(z)) = (2M)*! Vnxl, zel

an (:c)2

Proof

2= 28 = 130, (G (1)) = Yo (0)
= G"(2)[),,, () (0nGn(2))| by Lagrange’s theorem where 6,(z) € [0,1]
= M= G"™(x)m(an(z)) by

and @ follows from X @

§3 RENYI PROCESSES OF PARTIAL QUOTIENTS

3.1 Borel-Cantelli Lemma for weak Renyi maps
Suppose that (I, m, T, ) is a weak Renyi map. and let A, € o(a) (n >

1).
If Y52 m(Ag) = oo, then m(limy, e T"A,) =

Proof
By [R]on pEl 3 C > 1 such that

m(T A, nTT"A,) <Om(TFA)M(T™A,) ¥ n+k.
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Suppose that Y72, m(Ax) = co and let

A :=[Y 14, 0T" = 00] = lim T"A,,.

k=1 n—o0

By the Erdos-Renyi Borel-Cantelli lemma ([ER59] &/or [Ren70, p.391])
m(As) > & > 0. In addition, A € T(T') and m(Aw) =1 by exactness.
vl

3.2 Generalized Khinchine Theorem
Let pp € P(I) be a weak Renyi measure for G and let f: N - R, be
such that nf(n) |0 asn?t oo.

(i) If ¥sn W < oo, then for p- a.s. xe',

#{geQ: |x—§|<%>}<oo

where M = 2¢8.
(i) If E,(loga) := 2 [ log 1du(z) < oo and ¥,y M) — oo then
for p-a.s. xeT,

P . Pl f@ | _
#{aEQ |‘C‘a|<T}-°°-

3.3 Remark For f:N >R, such thatnf(n) |0 asn?t oo:
E,(loggoa) < oo with g71(n) := #(n) iff Yoo #((Ovzf(n)) < 00,

In particular,

® E.(loga)<o = > %”%’) < oo for some (all) s> 0.

n>1

Proof of [ We have for x> 1, that E,(loga) < oo iff

00> Y p([loggoa>nlogs]) = 3 p([goa > x"))

n>1 n>1
< Z M by condensation,
n>1

1
_ v wleg ) _ v MOTTw)

- 3 MO

n>1

Proof of (i)
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By Xl on plfl, we have that

|2 an3| ]\Zn((?)2 Vnx1, el

Fix 1 < k < €E:(1089) then by condensation,
Y st ([0, 57 f(k™)]) < 00 and for p-a.e. 2 €I, 3 N(x) so that

G"(z) > k"f(K") Y n>N(x).

Moreover, by ¥ on plil we can ensure that for p-a.s. xel, 3 Ny(z) >
N(z) so that in addition, V n > Ny(z):

gn(2) > K™ & hence also ™ f (k™) > g, (2) f (g, (2)).
Thus, for p-a.s. zel, n> Ny(z),

» |z pn(r)| G"(z) RUF(E") S an(@) flan (@) _ flgn(2))
m Qn(x) qu(l‘)z qu(l‘)Q _ MQn(x)Q M‘In(x)

Lastly, if |z - £[ < f(q) and ¢ is large enough so that f(q) W’ then by
Legendre’s theorem (see e.g. [Sch80, Theorem 5C]) q = qn(z) (some
n > 1) and B applies contradicting |z - £| < Ha i ()

Mgq*
Proof of (ii)
We’ll prove that under the assumptions, that for u-a.s. z €1,

#{ne N: |z - gnlg;ﬂ‘“ f(qin(g)))} 0.

»Q

To this end, let x > ex(°89) | By condensation, ¥,.; u([a > W]) =
Q.

By the Borel-Cantelli lemma 3.1, for u- a.s. x €l

p({o €T #{n> 15 a(Ga) > b} = 00}) = (T G > by ]) = 1.
For pra.s. z el by M on pldl #{n>1: g¢.,(x) > K"} < co whence
#K () = oo where

K(z):={n>1: g,(z) <" & a(G"x) > #(W)}
For n e K(x), we have

o D@ 1 . 1 Y. f(f<a2)

@n(7) (@) gner(2) (G )gn(2)® o)

< Qn(x)f(Qn(x)) ]ff(]f)l & qn(z) < K™

Gn()?
_ f(qn(x)) i
B qn () - @
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Ahlfors-regular Gauss-invariant measure measures.

Consider the full shift (X := KN, S) where K c N is infinite and
S : KN < is the shift. Let Yy := b(Xg) c T where b: Xx — b(Xg) c 1
is as in &l on p. [

By [FSU14, Theorem 7.1], for each h € (0,1], 3 K = K(h) ¢ N
infinite so that the Hausdorff dimension of Y is h; and so that pix ) €
P(Yi(ny), the restriction of the Hausdorff measure with gauge function
t = th to Yy is h-Ahlfors-reqular in the sense that 3 ¢ > 1 so that

£ pr((x—e,x+¢))=ce" V 2 € Spt g, >0 small.
3.4 Corollary ([ESUI4, Theorem 6.1]) Let h € (0,1] & K c N be

infinite and let ux € P(Yy) satisfy [ then E,, (loga) < co and for
f:N_)RJrv nf(n) ‘1’7

& min{z- §|: peN} qi>oo @ for px-a.s. x €l iff Z fn(l"_): <

n>1

Proof Since
GYix =Gob(Xg)=boS(Xg)=b(Xg) =Yg,

it follows from [# via Besicovitch’s differentiation theorem [l that for

n>1, pgoG" <K ux with

dug o G"

s
dpir

= (|G pg - as..

For n > 1, let
Bni={Aeca,: ug(A) >0},
then for A € 3, ux-a.s.,

durova _ (duKOG" )*1
dp dp

— C:tl|Gnl o ’YA|_h
= Al
= M*'m(A)" by [Alon pAl

where M = ceh.
Moreover

puc(A) = [ S duge = M= ()"
with the conclusion that

deI;ZYA — Mﬂ,uK(A).

lsee e.g. [Maf95, Chapter 2]
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Thus (Y, ik, S, a}) is a Renyi map and by [Ren57] 3 Pk € P(Yk),
Py ~ pg so that Pg o G™1 = Py and so that log;%f € L>>(pug).

Thus Pk is a G-invariant Renyi measure for G satisfying Theorem
3.2 (p. [M).

Since K is infinite, 0 € Spt u and by [# px((0,y)) = cily" ¥ y >0
small. By |8 on p E,, (loga) < oo, and @l follows from Theorem 3.2.
vl

§4 EXTRAVAGANCE
We begin with a proof of

4.1 Bugeaud’s Lemma

(a) Forzel,

&l i(z) =2+e((log = : n>0)).

(b) For peP(I) G-invariant,

i=2+e(loga,7) p-a.s.

Statement (a) of this lemma is a version of [Bugl2, Exercise E1].

Proof of (a)
Write @(z) =1 and

loga(G™x
MH(I) = n—1 (N 2: )
Yo loga(GFx)

then e((log@(Gmx) : n>0)) = lim, e M, (z) = M(2).
We claim that M (z) =1i(z) - 2.

If xel, a(G"z) — 1, then G"x —— @,

e((loga(G™(x)): n>1)) =0 and 7 is quadratic entailing i(x) = 2,
establishing (a).

Otherwise, #{n >1: a(G"z) >2} = 00 and },,5; log@(G"(z)) = co.
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By Xl on pll, for n>v & v >0, we have

g ()2 |2 - pn(r)| . gn ()™ < Gn ()"
" w@'" g o (x) T a(Grr)

n—1
< exp[—(log@(G"z) - Y log@(G*z))] by @ on pld
k=0

_ exp[(’glogaakz))(v—Mn@:))]

{ — o0 if > M(x)

n—>00

— 0 along a subsequence if v < M(x).
Thus, as on pl2] we see that i(z) = M(z) +2. @ (a)

Proof of (b) By [&] i = 2+ ¢(logd@,G) p-a.s. and kad follows from
Proposition 4.2 (below) since |log@—logal <1 on I. @

4.2 Proposition
Let (Q,m,1,®) be a stationary process. Suppose that f : Q —
[0,00), E(f) < o0, then m-a.s.:

e(P+f,7)=¢(P,7).

Proof WLOG, 7 is ergodic.
If E(®) < oo, then E(® + f) < oo and
e(P+ f,7)=¢e(P,7)=0.
Now suppose that E(P) = .
It suffices to show that for each r € R,,
e(P)>r < e(P+f)>r; and
Proof of == : For r’ <r, suppose ¢(P) >/, then for a.s. w e as
n— oo,
Ll S E(f), 52 - oo
and 3 K = K(w) c N, #K = o0 so that &(77Q) > r'®,(w) V ne K.
For such w, it follows that for n € K,
(®+ f)(T"w) 2 1r'P, (W) + f(T"w)
27(Q+ fn(w) =1 fr(w)
~ (@4 fp(w)
2 fa(w) =0(n) =o(P,(w)).

This proves == . The proof of <= is analogous. &
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Extravagance of Renyi processes.

The stochastic process (£2, m, 7, ®) has the Renyi property if
(M)  IM>1st. m(AnB)=M"m(A)m(B)
VAeo({Porh: k<0}), Beo({®Po7": k2x1}).
4.3 Theorem

If the non-negative stochastic process (2, m,T,®) has the Renyi
property, then

0 as. if E(®)<oo &

o(®,7) = { oo as. if E(P)=oo.

For related results in the independent case, see [CZ86] [Rau00)].

Proof that ¢(®,7) <o = E(P)< o0
WLOG, ©:Q - N and 0(U,s1 @) = B(Q2) where
ap,=c({Pork: 0<k<n-1}).

Assume ¢(P,7) < 00 a.s..
91 We show first that 3 v > 0 so that

8 Y u([@or™>~D,]) < oo.

n>1

Proof of
For 6 >0 set A,(0) :=[Po7">P,] € 0(,41), then for n, k>2

An(8) N Apk(8) =[P oT" > 0P, & P o > 5D,,,]
C[Por™ >8P, & PoT" > 50, 07" ]
= A,(8) n D A, ()

whence by 8l on plIZ
p(An(8) N Ak (9)) = M* (A0 (0)) (Ar-1(9)).
Thus, with ®,, := Y3 14,,
b 4 E((®,)?) < 3E(®,) + 2ME(®,)>.

Fix 5 > ¢(®,7), then ¥,.114,() < oo a.s. whence by [ and the
Erdos-Renyi Borel-Cantelli lemma ([ER59] & /or [Ren70, p.391])

> u(An(n)) < co. @

n>1
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92 Next we show that
&5 Y u([@or”>n®,]) <00 ¥V 1p>0.

n>0

Proof In view of [ it suffices to show that for 6 > 0,
S (A0 <00 —> ¥ p(Au(2)) < oo,

n>1 n>1

To see this note that
Ap(8) = [@ o7 > (D, + Pyo7™)] S [P o7 > 5D, ]UT A, () &
Agpi1(2) = [@o 7! > 8(D, + Dy 07™)] S [P0 72" > 60, ] U 7D AL (0)

whence
j(Agn(3)) < p([® 077" > 6®,,]) + (An(9))

& p(Azni1(3)) < p([@ 0 70 > 6@, ]) + p(Ania (9))-

Next
p([@ o7 >00,]) = ; p([®n = L] 0772 > 60])

= Mﬂ; u([@, = (D[ > 6¢]) by B
- M*2;u([¢n =)Ao > 6¢]) by DA
= M**1( A, (6)).

Similarly

p([® o7 > 6, ]) = M*21u(A,(0))
and

> (An(3) <2(M? +1) Y u(A,(9)). @

n>1 n>1

This shows that e(P,7) = 0.
€3 We complete the proof by showing that E(®) < oo.

Let (X,m,T) = (Q,u,7)® be the Kakutani skyscraper with height
function ® as in [Aar97, §1.5].

We claim that the transfer operator T': L!(m) < satisfies

& T'o=M"m(QnT"Q) on QV n>1.
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Proof of & Since 0(U,s1 ) = B(Q2), for B € B(£2),
/ T'1odm =m(QnT"B)

B

=3 u([®c=n)n+B)

= MY ([ = n])a(B) by B

k=1
= M=m(QnT"Q)m(B). @
It follows that

1) Sni= Y, TF1g =M*'a(n) on Q where
k=1

a(n) = fﬂ Spdm = g:lm(ﬂ nT*Q).

€4 We claim next that

& E(a(®)) < oo
Proof Byl
@ oo>Ci=> m([Por">d,])= > m([®,=k]nT"[P>Ek])
n20 k>n>1
im(QnT [@>k]) = | 3 g T ladm.
= k=1

OnQ,WehaveVN>1

Z 1 [P=k] Tk

k=1

(@2k](Sk = Sk-1)

(k156 = 2 L{osk+1)5k
i=1

N
2k
N N-1
2.1
k=1
N-—
o X N
= M*'a(®) by &

whence, using @

k>1

Finally, we show that E(a(®)) <o = E(®P) < oo.
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To this end, suppose otherwise, that E(a(®)) < 0o & E(P) = co.
We have, as above that ﬁfg(zz;é looTF)Ydm =1V n>1.

On the other hand (see €5 below), a(z) < a(z) with @ } 0 as
x 1 oo so by [Aar81] (also [Aar97, Chapter 2]),

n—oo

n-1
ﬁ Y lgoTF — o0 as.
k=0
whence by Fatou’s lemma

n-1
IZL'/.(Z looTH)dm — 0. ®
a(n) Q (2 n—>00
Thus E(®) < 0. @

It remains to prove
95 a(n) xa(n) := g5 with L(n) := E(® A n).

Proof
Let (X,m,T) = (Q,u,7)® be the Kakutani skyscraper.

Set

u(z) =Yy " T & c(x) := > 2" 1o > ne1] = 11_,:0;)-

n>0 n>0

We have

n—1

m(QnT Q) = > m(AnT *[p=n-k])

k=0
= [ kalg . 1[¢=n_k]dm; &
Qp=1

'/{; u(z)dm =m(Q) + > ooan fQT’“IQ L[pen-rydm

n>1, 0<k<n-1

=m(Q) + [Qu(x):cq’dm & for x € (0,1):

2 - [ @) edm = [ u()e(@)dm &

% m(@ =Y [ a1 pandm.
k=0
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Summing this,

SV M I 4 PES TR
0<k<n<N 78
= Z kalﬂ Z 1[¢2n—k+1]dm
0<k<N Q k<n<N
- /Tklg~(<1)/\n—k+l)dm
0<k<N Y€
Next, writing a % b (for a,b >0, M > 1) if a = M*'b,
N
a(N)L(N) 2 3 fQ THg- (O A N)dm
k=1
N - N -
:ZfQT'qQ.(qu-k)dmZfQT'qQ-(qu_W(N-k))dm
k=1 k=1

= ]N+[IN-
By the above, Iy = N +1 and

N
HN:Z[T’qg-(qu—W(N—k))dm
k=19

= Z [Tklg Z 1[@2n]dm
0<k<N J€ N-

k<n<N
<N Z / Tklg . l[sz,k]dm
0<k<N 7Y€
= N by

Thus a(N)L(N) < N. @ €5 & Theorem 4.3 .

Next, we obtain ergodic stationary processes with arbitrary extrav-
agance.

4.4 Theorem

Foreachr e R,, 3 an R, -valued ergodic stationary process (€2, u, T, ®)
so that

e(P,7) =71 a.s.

4.5 Main Lemma Suppose that a > 1 & (Y,p,0,0) is a ergodic
stationary process so that

(i) E(¢) < oo;
(ii) e(v/a’,0) = 00 as..
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Let (2, p, 1) = (Y, ﬁ p,0)? and define ¥ : Q >R, by
U(y,n)=a™ @O (yn)eQ={(z,v): zeY, 0<v<d(x)},

then e(V,7) =a -1 a.s..

Proof ForyeY, let

B(y) = ((¥(m™(y,0)): 0<n<o(y)),
then
B(y) = (1,a,a?,...,al®WRl glewrl-1 g)

whence Uo7 = a*!U and

_ b(y)-1 '
<. \Il(y) = Z \11(7'] (y’O)) = Z_j . (al¢(y)/2j _ ]_)
j=0

Moreover, for fixed y €Y,

v (y,0) = T (y).

Next, for a.e. y €Y, each n >0 has the decomposition

y n= gbgj(y)(y) +1,(y) where
Ka() =Y 1y or(y,0) = # {k 2 1: ¢ <n}
=1

& 0<r(y) < (o™ (y)).

Consequently,
W (y,0) = 05 (y,0)+ U (0%7y,0)
=T () + W (% (y,0).
Thus

- U(rn(y,0)  arm @)
m M0 T G ) '
U (y,0) Ui (y) + ¥, (0%ry,0)

Bt ergodicity, it suffices to show that M :=lim, . M, =a -1 a.s. on
Y.

Proof that M > a-1
Bydand [ ¢(¥,0) =00 as. onY.
Forany e>0, J>1& yeY st. ¢(V,0)(y) =00, 3 N> J so that

oN T
PCICRENTLIRS %@N)(y),
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Let n:= ¢n(y) +[#(cNy)/2], then

M (\IJ )( ) ale(@Vy)/2] by
n 77— y7 o T y
\II( )( )+\II( ) y)/QJ(UNy70)
ale(@™ y)/2J by @
- = o oNy — y
\IISV)(y) + a[d—’( a_1)/2J 1
a-1
>———. @ >
l+e(a-1)

Proof that M <a-1
Fix € > 0.
Forn>1&yeY,letasin [&, n= ¢k, (y)+7r,(y), then

U(r"(y,0)) = a™ with Ry, = r,,(y) A (¢(6™"y) = ra(y))

whence

k=0 =0

Choose n =n(y) > 1 so large that

a—1 a—1
= Soo <
Kn

Applying all this to ]
aPn
U (y) + st
a-— 1
1-aFfn+a Rn\I/(U)(y)

<= o Bncey + % Lia-Ruse] by

My (¥, 7)(y,0) <

Proof of Theorem 4.4

For each a > 1, we construct an ergodic stationary process (Y, p, o, ®)
as in the Main Lemma.

Set

(Y,p,0) := (N, fZ shift)
where f € P(N) satisfies

Y nf({n})<oo & Y a"f({n}) =00 Va>1.

n>1 n>1
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H

Define ®:Y - N by ®(y) = ®((y,: neZ)) =y, then E(P) < co.

We claim that

- ¢(a® o) =00 ¥ a>1.

Proof Fix a > 1, then (a®°?" : n € Z) are iidrvs with E(a®) = oo.
By Proposition 1, ¢(a®,0) = o0 a.s. 4

4.6 Corollary

(i) If e P(I) is a Renyi measure for the Gauss map,
then p-a.s. x €l is Diophantine if E,(loga) < oo and p-a.s. x €l is
Liouwville if E, (loga) = oo;

(ii) For each r e R,, 3 p, € P(Q2), G-invariant, ergodic so thati=2+r
Pr-a.5..

Proof Statement (i) [(ii)] follows from Proposition 4.2(b) and Theorem
43 [44]. @
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