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TRIMMED ERGODIC SUMS FOR NON-INTEGRABLE FUNCTIONS WITH
POWER SINGULARITIES OVER IRRATIONAL ROTATIONS

M. AUER AND T. I. SCHINDLER

Abstract. Studying Birkhoff sums of non-integrable functions involves the challenge
of large observations depending on the sampled orbit, which prevents pointwise limit
theorems. To address this issue, the largest observations are removed, this process
is commonly known as trimming. While this method is well studied for independent
identically distributed sequences and systems with strong mixing behaviour, this
paper focuses on irrational rotations of T. In this setting we establish trimmed weak
and strong laws for the functions % and Iiﬂ with 8 > 1, providing explicit conditions
on the rotation angle.

Part 1. Results
1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Let (X,T,u) be a probability preserving ergodic dynamical system. The
much celebrated Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem states that, given an integrable function f € L,
the average of observations over a long time approximates the integral, more formally

lim Sn(f)
N—oo N

= / fdp  almost surely,

where Sy (f) = ery;ol oT™. In this paper, we will investigate the question

How do we describe asymptotics of Sy(f) if / |f| dp = 007

For simplicity, we shall restrict ourselves to functions that are non-negative and finite almost
everywhere, denote the collection of these functions by

F={f:X = [0,00] measurable | f ¢ L*(u), but u(f = oc) = 0}.
Often, in the situation when X is a metric space, we will also require that f € F is continuousy.

The most naive way to approach this problem would be to normalize by a factor different from
N, say dy > 0. However, Aaronson’s ”anti-convergence” result ([Aar77]) asserts that this is
impossible: for every normalising sequence (dy)n>1 it holds that

lim sup Sn(f) =o00 or liminf Sn(f)
Nooo AN N—oo dy

=0 almost surely,

meaning that we either underestimate or overestimate the sum infinitely often. This non-
convergence is caused by large observations, meaning n such that f(7"x) is big, which may or
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n this case we endow [0, co] with the metric d(s, t) = [e=* —e~*|, for s, ¢ € [0, 00], making it a compact metric
space. Note that f is continuous if and only if, for every s € [0, 00), the sets {f < s} and {f > s} are open.
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may not occur depending on x. To circumvent this problem, a common method is to exclude
the largest observations altogether. This method is referred to as trimming.

More formally, for N > 1 and 0 < k(N) < N, define the trimmed sum as

N-1 k(N)
SWV(@) = D f(T"a) - max > f(Tma).
n=0 j=1

We will also refer to k(N) as the trimming sequence. For simplicity set SN (f) =0 if M > N.

The central problem we study is the following;

Problem A. Do there exist positive k(N) = o(N) and dy > 0 such that

k(N)
]\/1i~r>noo W =1 forp-a.e. x€ X? (1)

If (@) holds, we refer to it as a trimmed strong law.

Remark 1. Note that S%(f) = 0 by definition. Furthermore, heuristically speaking, if ¢ €
(0,1), f is continuous and k(N) ~ cN (i.e. imy_y00 K(N)/(cN) = 1) then
)

S]]if(N (f) ~ Sny(min(K, f)) almost surely,
where K > 0 is such that u(f > K) = c.

This explains why we choose k(N) = o(N) in Problem[Al; if k(N) ~ ¢N then we lose information
k() : .
on f, making Sy~ (f) uninteresting.

1.2. Background. Ideally, one would hope forfd kE(N) = constant, this is referred to as light
trimming. On the other hand, situations where k(N) — oo, but k(N) = o(IN) as N — oo are
referred to as intermediate trimming.

Trimming is well-studied in the set-up of identically distributed random variables] (iids). The
literature is vast, for brevity’s sake, we will only mention situations where explicitly strong laws
(or results having immediate consequences for strong laws) are studied. Trimming for iids has
been used in other contexts, for example, weak laws, laws of iterated logarithm, CLTs, and
more.

Mori ([Mor76, Mor77]) developed general criteria for lightly trimmed strong laws to hold, his
results were later generalized by Kesten and Maller ([KM92), [KM95| [Mal84]).

From Mori’s works ([Mor76] gives necessary and sufficient conditions for certain lightly trimmed
laws to hold) it already becomes apparent that light trimming is not always sufficient. A fortiori
Kesten ([Kes93]) showed later that even a lightly trimmed weak law already necessitates an
untrimmed weak law (which might not hold).

A special case, that is of interest, is wherf] X has regularly varying tails with index a € (0,1).
This means that there is a slowly varying function] such that P(X > t) =t"*L(t). Note that
in this situationd there is no untrimmed weak law, and hence, by Kesten’s result, also no lightly
trimmed weak (or strong) law. In this case, a law of the iterated logarithm under trimming was
obtained by Haeusler and Mason ([HMS87]). Their result was shown to be optimal by Haeusler
([Hae93]). From those results, a strong law under intermediate trimming can be deduced.

2By the above result by Aaronson, if [ |f|du = oo, which is the case that we are concerned with, then strong
laws with k(/N) = 0 are not possible.

3Meaning that f oT"™ = X,, is an independent and identically distributed random process.

“Here X is a random variable having the same distribution as f.

5A function L : [0,00) = R is called slowly varying if, for every ¢ > 0, it holds that limg o0 % =1.

6As can be deduced from [Fel57, VIL.7 Theorem 2.
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In the context of dynamical systems, so far results have been shown only for systems exhibiting
strong mixing properties. Some known results are:

e If T is the Gauss map and f(z) = % (in the case Sy is essentially the sum of coefficients

in the CFHI of z) then it was provedd by Diamond and Vaaler ([DV86]) that Nﬁ}gé{ ]2,) —
1

log(2)
e Even though not formulated in terms of dynamical systems, Aaronson and Nakada
(JANO3]) showed lightly trimmed strong laws (extending Mori’s results) for i-mixing
random variables [§ with speed > 7, @ < oo. For Example, Gibbs-Markov maps,
together with a function that is measurable for the partition, are exponentially 1-mixing
(this follows from [ADO1]). Their results apply (among others) if P(X > ¢) = 1 for ¢ > 0.

In terms of functions, it applies to f = % (with Lebesgue measure).

e Haynes ([Hay14]) later showed a quantitative version of the above. Under the same
assumptions he showed a strong law for
SN(f)(z) = 6(N,x) max 1f(T”ﬂU) for some (N, z) € {0,1},
n=u,...,IN—
where (f(T"z)) is a 1-mixing process with a certain speed, and provided explicit error
terms. We remark that, in contrast to Aaronson and Nakada’s result, the number of
trimmed terms is allowed to depend on z.

o Kessebohmer and Schindler ([KS19]) studied intermediate trimming for maps satisfying
a spectral gap condition. This method applies to some expanding interval maps (more
general than Gibbs-Markov). Their results apply to functions like f(x) = 3%5 with 8 > 1
(with Lebesgue measure).

e Schindler recently proved ([Schig]) a strong law for the doubling map and the function
f= % In this situation] there is no lightly trimmed strong law as already noted by
Haynes ([Hay14]). Instead, an intermediately trimmed strong law strong law is obtained.

1.3. General results. Our first result answers Problem A. We show that it is always possible
to find a good trimming sequence k(N) = o(NN). The following result seems to be known to the
experts, for the convenience of the reader we shall provide a proof in §3l

Theorem 2. Let (X, T, ) be a probability preserving ergodic system. Then, for f € F there
exist k(N) € N with k(N) = o(N) and dy > 0 such that

o SV () (@)

i . =1 forp-ae zeX. (2)

Furthermore, if (X, T, p) is uniquely ergodic (and u is reqular) and f is continuous, then k(N)
and dy can be chosen such that convergence in (2)) holds uniformly— at all z € X.

Note that Theorem [2] does only guarantee the existence of some trimming sequence k(N) =
o(N), there is no control whatsoever about how fast w decays. In fact, as shall be made
"The continued fraction expansion (CFE) shall be defined later in §2
8They study a situation where the trimming sequence k(INV) is allowed to depend on z. More explicitly, they
show a strong law for
Sn(f)(z) —O(N, ) mnax f(T"z) for some O(N,z) € [0,1].

n=0,...,

However a statement about Sk can be easily deduced from their proof.
9For a precise definition of various mixing properties, see [Bra03].
10Tphis highlights the influence of periodic points; the function % has its singularity at the fixed point 0.
Hyor definiteness, whenever we talk about uniform convergence we replace f by f with f = fon {f < oo}
and f = 0 otherwise.
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1

T

k(N)

more precise later in Remark [6] for the function - over a Liouvillean rotation, ~* might decay

arbitrarily slowly.

Heuristically speaking it is most desirable to choose k() as small as we can; the smaller (V)
is, the more information about f is retained after trimming k() terms. Therefore, Problem A
should be reformulated as;

Problem B. What is the "smallest” k(N) such that there are dy for which ([2) holds? Fur-
thermore, give an explicit formula for dy .

This seems to suggest that if a trimmed strong law holds, then it will continue to hold if we
trim more terms. However, this is not true, on the contrary;

Theorem 3. Let (X,T,pu) be an aperiodz’ probability preserving ergodic system. Then there
is a function f € F and a trimming sequence k(N) = o(NN) such that there are dy > 0 so that
@) holds, but there is another trimming sequence k'(N) = o(N) with k'(N) > k(N) such that

for all normalising d’, > 0 there is an € > 0 such that
> e) > 0.

K (N
Sv ()
In the following, we will attempt to answer Problem B in the setting that 7T is an irrational

-1
dy
rotation. This will be done in the next section.

lim sup p (

N—oo

The proofs of all the theorems of this and the next section will be given in Part 2

2. TRIMMING FOR ROTATIONS

2.1. Background. For irrational o € (0,1) we consider the rotation R(z) = R,(x) = = + «
(mod 1), z € [0,1) (we identify T with [0,1) by fixing 0). First, we shall review some basic
facts.

There is a uniqu representation

o= (3)
ay +

1
a + —

with a; € N for j > 1, called the continued fraction expansion (CFE), we will sometimes also
denote @) by a = [a1,ag, ...]. In this case a1, aq, ... shall be referred to as the CFE coefficients.

If & = [a1,a9,...], then « is well approximated by finite iterates of the expansion, i.e. by the
rational numbers
D 1
= = : (4)
n al + !
1 + ..+ !
as + ...
? 1
Gn—2 +
an—1
with the convention p; = 0, g1 = 1. The rational numbers Z—: shall be referred to as the CFE
approximants. They are the best rational approximations to « in the sense that
p p
o— q—" < 'a— p Vq < gn,p € N, (p,q) # (Pns )
n

2For a periodic ergodic system, i.e. a rotation on finitely many elements, the statement of the Theorem is
trivial because every finite function is integrable.

BFor rational o the CFE also exists, but is not unique. There are always two representations, namely
a = [a1,az,...,an] and o = [a1, a2, ..., an — 1,1].
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furthermore, we have

1 1
< 'OZ - @ < 5 -
Gnt1(Gnr1 + qn) an A1

From ({4)), it is easy to see that p, and g, satisfy the relation

Gn+1 = AnQn + qn-1 and Pntl = apPn +Pp—1 N 2> 2.

These basic facts can be found in any book on Diophantine approximations.

For N > 1 and n such that N € [g,, ¢n+1 — 1] we can uniquely expand N as
n
N = Z big;, (5)
j=1

with b; € N and b; < a; < q’;}%, the expansion in () is unique if we require that, for each
J=1...,n—-1 we havd'] ijl bjqj < qj4+1. This is called the Ostrowski expansion, note that
b, = L%J . In an attempt to keep the notation simple we will, in the following, always implicitly
assume that N € [gn, ¢ny1 — 1] and (@) holds, thus suppressing the dependence of n and b; on
N.

We will often make use of the Denjoy-Koksma inequality; for f € BV and n > 1 it holds that

50,00~ an [ 10| < Vars) v e o)

where A denotes the Lebesgue measure on [0,1) and Var(f) denotes the total variation of f. In
light of the Ostrowski expansion (), it follows that

1 n
‘SN(f)(m) —N/O fd)\‘ <3 bVar(f) Va e [0,1).
j=1

For simplicity’s sake, in this section, we will focus on the functions
f@)=a"" =1

Ergodic sums of 277 - or the ”zero average” version 2—# — (1 —z) 7 - have already been studied
without trimming, among others in [DF15], [SUOS|. However, there the rotation number « is
also randomised and one obtains a distributional limit, to a non-constant distribution, rather
than convergence to a constant. For example [SUOS, Theorem 2] shows; For f(z) = £ —

x 11—z
there is a distribution D on R such that
A2 <(a,x)

where A2 denotes the Lebesgue measure on T2. In [DFI5] an analogous result is obtained
for f(z) = z=P with 8 > 1. By linearity and symmetry their result can be generalised to
f(x) =127 + (1 — )P for any ¢;, o € R. Usually, the case ¢; = —cy is referred to as the
symmetric case, whereas c¢; # —co is called the asymmetric case.

1
agﬁSN(f)(x)§b> — Dla,b] as N - 0o Va,beR,

This highlights, that the strength of our results is that a can be fixed. The price we have to
pay is that trimming might be necessary.

The following theorems of this section are stated for the functions % resp. z—?. More generally,
they apply also to & + %
in the proof which we leave to the interested reader. However, note that, in contrast to [DE15]

and [SUOS|, we only discuss the asymmetric case.

resp. ciz P + ca(1 — x)*ﬁ with ¢; # —c¢g, with only minor changes

MEquivalently by # a1 and there is no j € [2,n] with b; = a; and b;—1 > 1.
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2.2. The function % First let us consider f(z) = % As it turns out, for almost all  and the
function f, a weak law of large numbers holds, even without trimming. On the other hand, for
a G-dense set of «, even the weak law does not hold without trimming.

The crucial condition here is a well-known Diophantine condition on «a.
Definition 4. The number « is said to be of Roth type if, for all ¢ > 0 and large enough n, it
holds that qn+1 < ¢-t€. Equivalently

log(Qn-H)

=1.
n—o0 log(qn)

Theorem 5. There are dy > 0 such that

A('SN—(JC)—l >e> —0 as N > 00 Ve>0,
dn
if and only if o is of Roth type. Furthermore, in this situation
dy = Nlog(N).

Remark 6. Contrary to the situation in Theorem[3, for a not being of Roth type, we may need
a trimming sequence arbitrarily close to N to obtain a trimmed weak law. More precisely, given
any sequence [(N) = o(N), there is a G5 dense set of a such that, whenever k(N) < I(N) and
dy > 0, there is an € > 0 such that

> e) > 0.

Remark 7. A trimmed weak law generally implies an untrimmed weak law under condition
(). More precisely, let (X,T,u) be a probability-preserving dynamical system, and suppose
there exist k(N) = o(N) and dy > 0 such that

} < Sy )

dn
then the untrimmed weak law follows

SEN ()

-1
dn

lim sup A (

N—oo

-1

>E>—>0 as N = oo, Ve>D0.

If, in addition,

u<f>ckc(ix)>:o<%> Ve >0, (6)

,u<'SZ—(f)—1'>e>—>0 as N — o0, Ve>0.
N

Next, we investigate strong laws. As above for iids, or the Gauss map, for almost all « it suffices
to trim by k(N) = 1.

Theorem 8. For almost all o it holds that

- Sy(H)(@) _
R ]\;VIT(N) =1 forae z€]0,1). (7)

LoFor any € > 0, we estimate

d o
n(ISn(f) = dw| > edn) Su(’va(N)(f)—dN( > %V) +u <30§n§N—1 | foT" > _22&))
S“(‘S%N)(f)*dzv‘ > EdTN> +Nup <f> %) -0,

as N — oo.
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Furthermore, if a is of bounded type, then this convergence is uniform in x, i.e.

Sy (@)

A}igloo N log(N) =1 wuniformly in x € [0,1).

The convergence in (7)) only holds for almost every z, in fact;

Theorem 9. For almost all o it holds that
Sy (f)(e) Sy(f)(@)

1
li SN2 > 1> liminf =X
NP Nlog(N) ~ 7 = Neeo Nlog(N)

Remark 10. The set of all x such that
Sn(f)(x) Sn(f)(x)
li NP S 1 > liminf S L

I Nog(N) T Nhet Nlog(N)
is invariant under R, as will be shown in the proof of Theorem[I1l Therefore it is also true that

: Sy (£)(0) . SK()(0)
P Niog) ~ 12 R Nlog()

Lastly, there ard «, such that the untrimmed weak law hold, but not the trimmed strong
law for any k(N) being constant.

Theorem 11. There is an «, such that

A Sn(f)
Nlog(N)

but, for every K > 1 and almost every x, it holds that

SR SN (@)
R Niosn) ~ 2 B Wiogn) ©

-1

>6>—>0 as N — oo Ve >0,

2.3. The function z=° for § > 1. Let § > 1 and f(z) = 27”. We will prove sufficient
and necessary conditions for k(N) such that trimmed weak or strong laws hold. The general
conditions are slightly complicated to state, but, in the case of monotone trimming sequences,
reduce to a much simpler one. Here we will only state the condition for monotone trimming
sequences, leaving the more general statements for the proof section.

Theorem 12. Let k(N) be monotone with k(N) = o(N) and dy > 0, then the following are
equivalent

(1) the trimmed strong law holds uniformly, i.e.

GRI)
lim Sy () =1 uniformly in x € [0,1), (9)
N—o00 dN
(11) the trimmed weak law holds, i.e.
k()
A(SNT(f)—l >e>—>0asN—>oo Ve > 0, (10)
N
(111)
N
k() — 00 as N — oo. (11)

max(bn, max;<np—1 a]‘)
Furthermore, in this situation, dy = ﬁNﬁk(N)l_B.
167 before, the set of such a will be G5-dense. We will not show this fact, as it can easily be verified and is

not essential to this work, leaving it instead to the reader.
170y equivalently « is of Roth type.
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2.4. Comparison of results to literature. As our results seem to be the first that do not
require strong mixing properties of the system, it is of special interest to compare our results,
to the known ones listed in §.21 We shall compare trimming results for the non-integrable
functions % and % with 8 > 1. All of the results below were discussed in §L.2] or earlier in

this section. In each cell of the table, we write sufficient conditions for a trimming sequence
k(N) = o(NN) such that there are dy > 0 with

i SN ()

Am n =1 for p-ae. z e X.

To simplify notation, from now on we introduce the following; For = sufficiently large such that
the below is defined denote

log,(z) =log(z) and logy(z) = log(log;,_1(x)), k= 2.

. zf B>1

iid k(N) =1 s — 00

Gauss map k(N) =1 102(212[137) X
doubling map k(N) = [klogs(N)], & > @ 10’;(212712[) 00
almost every rotation E(N)=1 71();&]3() ) — 00

1
z =P, where ¢; = cg = 1 in all cases except for the Gauss map - in case of the Gauss map we

1 )3-

1
have ¢; = o8 (@) and cg = oz )P

A similar comparison can be made for trimmed weak laws;

In all of the cases we have dy = ¢; N log(N) for the function 1 and dy = ﬁcf NPE(N)=P+L for

e For iids, the Gauss map, and the doubling map, together with the function % weak laws
hold even without trimming. This was shown in [Fel57, Theorem 2 VIL], [Khi35] and
[Sch18] respectively, but can be also deduced directly from the trimmed strong laws in

the table above

e For iids, the Gauss map, and the doubling map, and the function z—? trimmed weak
laws hold for any intermediate trimming sequence k(N) — oo with k(N) = o(NN). This
was shown in [KS20].

e For rotations of Roth type and the function % the weak law also holds without trimming,
as shown in Theorem [B. However, as demonstrated in Remark [6] for a generic rotation
number «, we might require a trimming sequence arbitrarily close to N to obtain a
trimmed weak law.

e For rotations and the function z=?, Theorem [[2states exact conditions on k(N) so that
a trimmed weak law holds. Also here generically we will need a sequence arbitrarily close
to N. Only for a of bounded type we can choose a trimming sequence that approaches
infinity arbitrarily slowly.

18The phenomenon that we get a different constant in case of the Gauss map is due to the fact the Gauss
map is invariant with respect to the Gauss measure which is equivalent but not equal to the Lebesgue measure -
all other ergodic transformations are invariant with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

19This follows from Remark [T since in all cases, for all ¢ > 0,

(12 415) < s ()
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This suggests, that trimming is well applicable even beyond the mixing case. Finding more
flexible conditions and techniques to obtain effective trimming results without using strong
mixing properties is a promising direction for future research.

Part 2. Proofs
3. GENERAL TRIMMED LAWS

Proof of Theorem 2. (i) For every | > 1 denote f; = min(f,l), and a; = [y fidu. Using
Jegorow’s Theorem, there are sets B; with u(B;) < 27band 1 < Ny < Ny < ..., with N; > 1
such that
|Sn(Lipiy) (@) = np(f > 1)) < 27'npu(f > 1) (12)
and
1S (f) () — na| < 27'nay (13)
for © ¢ By and n > N,. Let k(n) be defined as

k(n) = [(1+27nu(f 2 D], n € [Ny, N — 1.

Since pu(f >1) — 0 as [ — oo, it is clear that k(n) = o(n). By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, almost
every z is only in finitely many B;. For such an = and [ big enough such that = ¢ B; for j > [,
using (I2) and ([I3)), for n > N; it holds that

[Sn ™ (f) (@) = nar| < [SY(f) (@) = Sulfi) (@)] + [Sa(f)(x) = nay|
< 27Mnu(f > 1) + 1+ 27 na.

Since a; /* 0o as | — oo, and n > [, the right-hand side is o(na;), hence

S () @)

n—00 dp,

=1 for p-ae. z € X,

where d,, = na; for n € [N}, Niy1 — 1].

(ii) Now suppose (X, T, ) is uniquely ergodic (and p is regular) and f is continuous. Since
the sets {f = s}, for s > 0, are disjoint, only countably many can have positive measure.
Therefore, let s; 0o be a sequence with u(f = s;) =0, let f; = min(f, s;) and a; = fX frdu,
note that f; is continuous. By regularity of u, there is an open set O; D {f > s;} such that
w(O\{f > s1}) < 27'u(f > s;), and by Urysohn’s Lemma there is a continuous function x;"
that is 1 on {f > s;} and 0 outside O;. Likewise, there is a closed set C; C {f > s;}, with
p({f > sib\ C) < 27'u(f > 1), and a continuous function y; that is 1 on C; and 0 outside
{f > si}. There are 1 < N; < Ny < ..., with N; > s;, such that

S, () (@) — n/XXlJr du‘ <2 nu(f > s) and

Sux0)a) =[x dn] <2l > )
as well as
1Sn(f) () — nay| < 27'nay,
for x € X and n > N;. For
k(n) = [(1+ 27" nu(f > s)], n €[N, Nypy — 1),
analogously to the above, it follows that
1SEM (F)(@) = na| < 27 2sinpu(f > 1) + s+ 27 'nay.

Since a; > siu(f > s1), ag — oo and n > N; > s;, the right-hand side is o(na;) as I — oo. The
claim follows with d,, = na; for n € [N}, Niy1 — 1. O

To prove Theorem Bl we will construct a function f using Rokhlin Towers. Here we use the
following version of Rokhlin’s Tower theorem ([Aar97, Theorem 1.5.9]).
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Lemma 13. Let (X,T,pu) be an aperiodic probability preserving ergodic system. Then, for
N > 1 and € > 0, there is a measurable set A such that {T—7(A)}YN ! are disjoint and

j=0
n (XU T9(4)) <e. J

Proof of Theorem[3. In order to prove Theorem Bl it will be enough to construct a function
f € F, asequence (N;);>1, and normalising sequences Dy, D; > 0 such that

- Sn(H)@)

Jim D, =1 for p-ae. ze€ X, (14)

but

(15)

) D! 1
. while (S (1)< T4) 2 3.

To conclude the proof, let k(N) = o(N) and dy > 0 be such that

=1 for p-a.e. x € X,
N—oo dn

the existence of such IE:(N ), dy is guaranteed by Theorem 2l Now the conclusion follows for

0 if N = N; for some [ > 1,
E(N) otherwise,

)= 1 if N = N; for some [ > 1,
k(N)

otherwise,

do — D; if N= N, for somel > 1,
N dy otherwise,

and

, D; if N =N for some [ > 1,
dy otherwise.

Let N; = 2221 and ¢, = 27N, the Rokhlin Tower theorem, Lemma[I3] yields a measurable set A;
such that {T77(A;) jy:lal are disjoint and p(R;) < €, where R; = X\Uj.\f:lal T=I(A;). Note that
% < u(4) < N% Let B; C T~1(A;) be a measurable set with u(B;) = % and define a
function g; : X — [0,00) by
2N if ¢ e A,
gi(z) = 2Nl if x € B,

0 otherwise.

Let f =32, g Since each g; is non-zero only on a set of measure at most 2—]?(&, the function f
is almost everywhere defined by a finite sum. Furthermore, f is non-integrable since [ g, du > %

for each [ > 1.

For each | > 1, every point z ¢ R; will visit 4; within N; steps, therefore Sy, (f)(z) > 2. On
the other hand, if x does not visit A U By within?] N steps for any k > [, then, for big enough
[, it holds

-1 -1
S (@) < @ +27H28M + N lgillne < (L +272N 4+ N> 2N < (14 272N
j=1 j=1

20Here we count x itself as the first step.
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Therefore, for big enough [,

Sn,(f) I+1 N, 1
M(‘ -1 > 2 <,u(RlURl><2 l+2le;1Nk o

where R = Up2 41 U -:’61 T~ (A U Bg). By Borel-Cantelli (I4]) holds with D; = 2.

On the other hand, every point «x & A; U R; Wlll Vlslt T~1(A;) within N; steps, of those points
half will visit B; and the other half will visit?] 7 1(A;) \ B;. In addition, all of these points
will visit A; exactly once, that is the largest value that we trim, unless A; U By, is visited for
some k > [, then the largest value will be one of the terms contributed by gi. Therefore, for
big enough [, we have

Ni= . _ 9N _
M(Szlvl(f) > QNH) > L:JO T(B) | > (-2 2]\)75]\71 ) > %

If = does not visit B; within N; steps, and avoids all A, U By, for & > [, then all the non-zero
contribution can only come from visiting A;, which however is the value that will be trimmed,
and visits to Ay U By, for k < . Therefore, for z € ij:laz T=3(T~Y(A;)\ B;) \ R; and big enough
l it holds that

-1

1
Sk, ()( <NlZHngLw<NlZQNk< —oNi—t,
k=1

The set in question has measure

_9—N _ ©
It UT] A\ B)\ Ry 2(1 22]\)71(Nl 1)_2 Z%Z%

It follows that (I5) holds with D) = 2M~!, O

4. IRRATIONAL ROTATIONS ON T

4.1. Background. Recall that, for N > 1 and n such that N € [g,,qn+1 — 1], there are
0<0b; < qi]—jl, for j =0,...,n, such that

n
N=> bjg;,
=0
this is called the Ostrowski expansion.

In the following we will, by slight abuse of notation, identify [0,1) with [—%, %) via the identi-

fication ¢ : [0,1) — [—1,1)
: 1
oz) = T 1fx<.§,
r — 1 otherwise.

Whenever we write z < 0 < y for some points z,y € [0, 1), we implicitly refer to this identifica-
tion.

Denote
On = |agn—1]. (16)

6(1 1>
" 2Qn’Qn ‘

Furthermore, as is easily deduced by the approximation properties of «, J,, is given by a simple
recursion.

Then

21And hence they will avoid B; altogether since it would take at least N; steps to visit T (4;) again.
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Lemma 14. For all n > 1 it holds that andpy1 + Onto = On.

Z—: > 0, the other case can be proven similarly. Since o — 5”—*1 < 0 and

Proof. Assume o —
_ Pn+1

dn+1

« < 0, we have

Rin=1(0) < RIn=119n(0) < ... < RIn=11n1n(0) = RI1(0) < 0.
The claim follows since d(R%~1(0),0) = &, d(R%+1(0),0) = d,4+2 and
d(RI=10=D () RIn=1F00 (0)) = 5,y Vi =1, ...y
(]

For N > 1 and = € [0,1) denote by iV (x),...,5¥ () the clockwise ordering of the points
{x, ..., RN=1(x)} around the circle, for convenience leaving out 0 so that

0< RIT®(z) < ... < RING®)(z) <1,

where we identify T with (0, 1], and

FREO (@) > > fRNO()),
where we recall that, by the convention in Theorem [2] we set f(0) = 0. Sometimes we will also
denote R (@) (z) =2, .
It holds that . -

FRY @ (2)) > > f(RIN@) (),
where f(z) = 2% for some 8 > 1. Hence, for N > 1 and k < N, it holds that

N
Sk(N@) = > FRTO(@)).
I=k+1
From this, we can immediately deduce some helpful bounds. Consider the case when N €
[Gn, @n+1 — 1], a — Z—: > 0 and j¥(z) = j¥"(z). Then the points {z, ..., RN ~!(x)} are grouped

into clusters of size b, or b, + 1. If in addition Rt (@) (x) > qin, for some € > 0, then, for each
k > 0, we can bound

qn—1
SK((@) < 2% ba+1) Y (e+5)7".

=[]
This estimate is obtained by noticing that the leftmost point of each grou is at distance at
least 6,, > i. A similar estimate can be made, assuming k > b, + 1 instead of ji¥ (x) = 5" (z),

but the point of the above is that this calculation is independent of k. Many of our proofs will
rely on this or a similar estimate, therefore it will be crucial to first understand better when

it (@) = ji" (@)
Lemma 15. If o — Z—: >0 an@ Rjg:f(x)(x) < —bpdpy1, then J{V(ﬂf) = j‘f”(w)-

Proof. Tt holds that
Rit (@) (z) < Riin@Fan () < . < Rian (@) +0nan 2y < RIT" @) (),
and no other point of {z, ..., RN"1(x)} is between Ria (*)(z) and RI" () (z). Furthermore,
Rian @) Fbnn (2 <RIt @) (1) 4 b,5,41 < 0,
and the conclusion is immediate. U

22These are the points {z, ..., R~ !(z)} numbered clockwise, starting with RI" @ ().

23This is to be understood in -1, 1).
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4.2. The function 1. For this section, denote f(z)= 1.

Before starting the section with some technical results, we first give an overview of the main
propositions in this section. First, using the Denjoy-Koksma inequality, we find suitable dy > 0
and €, > 0 such that

1S5 (f)(2) —dn| < en Yz €[0,1),

this is shown in Lemma [I7 and 211 If « is of Roth type, then we can show that dy ~ N log(NV)
and ey = o(N log(NV)), this will be shown in Proposition 28] and Lemma [22] respectively. This
leads to the intermediate result

Sy ) (@)

N (N) 1 UIlll()I'm m x e 3 ), ( ;)

In order to prove Theorems [ and §, we will in both cases compare Sg’\}ﬁl(f) to SL(f) and then
make use of the convergence (I7)). In the case of Theorem [l we note that, as in §2.41 a lightly
trimmed weak law for the function % already implies an untrimmed weak law.

In the last part of this section we will prove Theorems [@ and [I1] making use of the previous
results to prove the liminf case and construct some sets for which the lim sup case holds.

Lemma 16. Forn > 1 and x € [0,1) there is at most one k* € {1, ..., ¢, } such that

R¥(2) ¢ [0, ¥> .

Gn + qn-1

Proof. For k, k' € {1,...,qn} with k # k" and y € [0,1) we have

/ 1
d(R*(y), B* (y)) = d(ke, K'er) > d([k — K], 0) > d(gn-10,0) = 0 > ———
Qn + gn— 1
Hence there is at most one such point in the interval [O, m) U
Denote
flx) ifze L__ 1),
fn(x) = . Qn"l‘QnIl
0 if x € |0, po—

Lemma 17. For N > 1 we have

SHH(f)(@) < Sn(fa)(@) < SHH(f)(@) + 3N Va € [0,1).

Proof. By Lemma [[6] there are at most b, + 1 points of the form R’ (z) with 0 < j < N —1 that
. N
,qn+}1n71). Let k' < by, + 1 be such that R/w ™ (x) € [0 ) but Rl +1() (x) &

1 24
|:O’ Qn‘i‘anl) the

. 1
are in [0 R —

N
S%L—f—l Z f RJZ (96) ) Z f(leN(x)(x)) = Sn(fn)(x).
=2 i=k/+1

24Besides the points R]'{V(g”)(gt?)7 .. .,lejc\i(x)(x) there might additionally be one orbit point in [0, ﬁ),

N
namely in the case R]N(””)(x) = 0. However, even in this case, the calculation below remains true, since f(0) =

Fn(0) = 0.
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On the other hand

N N
Sn(fa)@) = 3 FRTO@) < ST FRITO @) + (b + 1K) F((gn+gn-1)7H)
i=k'+1 i=bn+2
N
< 3T F(RT@ (@) + (bn + 1) (g + gu-1) < SHH(F)(@) + 3N
1=b,+2

O
Using the Denjoy-Koksma inequality, we can immediately deduce a useful estimate for Sqln( f)-

Proposition 18. For x € [0,1) and n > 1 it holds that

53.(9)(@) ~ gulog(an)| < Ta..

Proof. By Denjoy-Koksma inequality we have

50, 00) ~ a0 [ 1al0) o] < Var(s),

and the claim follows from Lemma [I7] O
We will use a more general form of this computation (see [BK21, Lemma 4.4]).

Lemma 19. For n > 1 it holds that

n
21 = ) ajq;. (18)
j=1

Proof. Recall that ¢,11 = angn + ¢n—1. For n =1, (I8) becomes 2g2 > a1q;, which, considering
that ¢ = 1 and g2 = aq, clearly holds. Now let n > 2 and assume (I8]) holds for all k£ < n, then

n
Z a;q; < anqn + Gn—-1qn—1 + 2(]71—1 < (an + 1)Qn + 2Qn—l < 2(]71—1—1-
7j=1

Lemma 20. For each n > 1,i € [0,n — 1] we have

. 1
1))~ 0-i108(002)| < i (200, ) + 30 Ve € 0.1)

min

Proof. Denote h = L ,1)fn- Since any two points in {z,..., R7—i~!(z)} are at distance at

In—i

least 6,,—; = |agn—i—1| > %, we have
An—i

# <{x,...,Rq"—"_1(x)} N (0, qu_i» <1,

10 ) = Sy (@) < Fali) < i (20— )

min

hence

Applying Denjoy-Koksma to h yields
[Sg,-:(h)(2) = gn—ilog(gn—i)| < Var(h) +10g(2)gn—i < 3¢n—i,

and the claim follows. O
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Lemma 21. If N € [gn, qn+1) then

n

Sn(fa)(@) = bigjlog(q;)| 16N +2 > ajg;log(h)).
Jj=1 1<j<n—1,b;7#40

Proof. For j =1,..,n—1and s =0, ...,b; — 1 denote z(j, s) = RXi=j+1biditsa; (x), and z(n,s) =
R#(z) for s =0,...,b, — 1. Then

n bj—1
= Z Z qu(fn)(x(]a 5)),

7j=1 s=0
and by Lemma 20] we have
n bj—1 )
SUAE S EEAED v SN O T
7j=1 5=0 («778))min
n—1 bj—l 1
<3N +2bpgn + Y Y min <2qn, — )
j:1 s=0 (x(.]’ S))min
n—1b;—

<BN+ Y Z min <2qn, G i))mm> . (19)

j=1 s=0

For j=1,..,nand s =0,...,b; — 1 denote Z(j,s) = (z(j, s ))mm For j =1,...,n with b; # 0 it
holds that
bj—1
{RZZL:J-H blql(m),RZln:j-H lel+1(x), ...,Rzln:i bqufl(x)} _ U {x(], S), ---,qu_l(:c(j, 5))}

and the union is disjoint.

The set on the left is a finite orbit of length bjq; < qj+1, therefore all of the points in the set

on the right are at distance at least 5——, in particular it holds that
q]+1
for any s,s" € {0,...,b; — 1}, s # 5.
Similarly, for £k =1,...,n — 1, we have
bj—1
{REG=k41 0% (3), REg=ra1 ba9i L RN ()} = U U {z(j,s), ..., R% 1 (x(j,9))}
7j=1 s=0

and the union is disjoint.
The set on the left is a finite orbit of length 2111 iqj < qr+1 and therefore, by Lemma [16],
contains at most one point in [O, %ariT > Letting (j;,s;) with 1 < j; <k and 0 < 57 < b, =1
be the index with Z(j;,s}) = minj—1,__x, = 0,001 z(j, s), it follows that?]

1
~ . >
x(]?‘s)— 2

qk+1

j=1,..,k, s=0,...,b; — 1, (4,s) # (Ji, Sk.)- (21)
Let

A" =A{01,57)s+ Up-1,83-1)} and
A={0s)[1<j<n—-1,0<s<bj -1, (j;5) A"}

251t is possible that also Z(95, 8%) > ﬁ, we do not make any claims of these points.



16 M. AUER AND T. I. SCHINDLER

We will split up the sum in (I9) as

n—1b;—1 1 1
Z Z min <2qn, 7> = Z min <2qn, ,7%.)
=1 s=0 @G min/ (52 (w0 5)min (22)
+ Z min <2qn, T )
o G
For the first sum, notice that (2I]) implies
Z(j, s) = v(js) € A. (23)
241
Using (20)), (23) and Lemma [I9 we obtain
Z min <2q 1 )
ny T G
(j,s)EA (‘T(.]? S))frjlin
n—1b;—1
SDID D
j=1 s=0 2q]+1 QQJ+1
<2 Y g (log(hy) +1)
1<j<n—1,b;#0 (24)

<2 Z a;q; (log(b;) +1) +2 Z gj—1 (log(b;) +1)

1§j§n—1,bj7£0 1<j<n—1,bj7£0

<2 Z a;q; log(b; +3Zajq]

1<j<n—1,b;#0

<2 Z a;q;log(b;) + 3N.
1<j<n—1,b;#0

Note that the indices (j},s;) may coincide for different k, in fact if j; = k — 4 for some 7 > 1,
then (j;,s7) = (Ji_;,s5_;) for 1 = 1,...,i. In other words, by [2I)), for each 1 < k < n —2, it
holds that

~ ook % 1 Sk k Lk *
Z(jr, ) < Y (k> 5%) = Ukg1s Skg1)-
qr+2
Using Lemma [T9] it follows that

n—2 n—1

. 1
Z min <2%, m) 2gn +2 Z Qet2 < 4gn +2 Z qr < 8N. (25)

(4;s)eA™ k=1

From (19), [22)), (24) and (25) it follows that

SN (fu)(x ijqj log(q;)| <16N+2 > ajg;log(by).
Jj=1 1<j<n—1,b;#0

Recall that the first goal will be to show that
SR (f) (@)
lim —————=
N—oo Nlog(N)
if a is of Roth type. Considering Lemmas [I7] and 21 this will follow, once we show

> ajgilog(by) = o(Nlog(N)), (26)

1<j<n—1,b;#0

=1 uniformly in z € [0, 1),
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and
lim N log(N)

N=oo 335 bigjlog(gj)

(27)

First we will show (26]).

Lemma 22. If lim,,_, % =1, then

n—1

S ajgj108(a;) = o(gn log(an))
j=1

Proof. Let € > 0, ng > 1 be so big that g1 < gL for all m > ng and thus in particular
am < qf,. Moreover, let n; > ng + 1 be so big that ¢,, > q%. Then, using Lemma [I9 for
n > ny it holds that

no—1

Za]qj log(a;) Z a;q;log(a;) + Z a;q;log(ay)
7j=1 j=no

no—1 n—1

<log(qn) Y, a;q; + clog(an) Y | ajq
j=1 Jj=no

< QIOg(Qn)(qﬂo + Eqﬂ)
< 2¢qp log(gn)-

O

This immediately implies (26]). The next lemmas will be a preparation for Proposition 25 which

will give (27)).

Lemma 23. It holds that

ijqjlog(qj) < Nlog(N <Zb]qj log(g;) + N log Zb
Jj=1 7j=1 j=1

Proof. Since N = 377 bjq; it is clear that 3°7_, bjg;log(gj) < Nlog(N). Now note that the
function z +— zlog(z) is convex on (0, 00), hence

" b N N
<=4 log(q)) q log > —n - log ( m ) .
ZE b; 7 ! ZZ ’ ZZ > iy bi > i i

=1 """

Multiplying this equation by > ; b; yields

> big;log(gj) = Nlog(N) — N log <Z bi) :

J=1

Lemma 24. If lim,,_ % =1, then

log Zb o(log(N)).
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Proof. Let € € (0,1) and M’ > 1 be so big that g1 < ¢-¢, which implies b, < ¢,, for
m > M’'. Let M > M’ be so big that Z]M:/l a; < i and® ¢, > me for m > M. Then, for
N > gy it holds that

n n
log ij < log Z q; | +log(qys)
j=1

j=M
< log(gy,) + log(n) +log(qj,) < 4elog(N).

Proposition 25. It holds that
. N log(N)
lim —5 =
N—voo 3 0 bjg;log(g;)

10g(Qn+l) =1
log(gn) ’

(28)
if and only if lim,_ oo

Proof. (i) If lim;, 00 % = 1, then (28] holds by Lemmas 23] and [24]

(ii) On the other hand, if liminf, kiiéq(Z:)l) > 1 then there is an € > 0 and a subsequence

, which implies a,, > qn{ , for [ sufficiently large. For N; =

€

(ng);>1 such that gn,+1 > q1+
An,qn, € [dn,> Gn,+1 — 1] and [ sufficiently large it holds that?]

Nl IOg(Nl) > (1 + §)anIQ7LL 10g(in)7

contradicting (28]). O
Proposition 26. If lim, o 22921 — 1 then it holds that

log(gn)

ST (@)
]\}1—r>noo ]]\\Tflog(N)

=1 wuniformly in x € [0,1).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemmas [I7 and 21}, (26]) and Proposition O

10g(Qn+1)
o . . log(gn) . o
trimming. As an intermediate step, we first prove weak laws under light trimming.

Now we will show that, assuming lim,, = 1, weak laws can be obtained even without

Lemma 27. If lim,,_ 08(n+1) _ 1 4pep

log(gn)
|

1
SN(f))—1‘>e>—>0 asn — oo Ve > 0. (29)
Proof. Let € € (O, Wlo) and My be big enough such that log(gns1) p 4 % for all n > My. For

Nlog(N
log(gn)
n > My denote €, = 10%(% —1) <e¢, and let

€[0,1) ‘ d(x + jo, Z) < S for some Jj€{0, ..., qn — 1}}

n

Bn:{x
U[(—]@—q—i) modl,(—ja—i—;—Z) modl],

o

267f o = LQ\/E then ¢, = {TEJ For the golden ratio all the CFE coefficients are 1, so for general a we have

27y this case Qn; = b,



TRIMMED ERGODIC SUMS OVER ROTATIONS 19

log(gn41)
1+
note that A\(B,) < 2¢,. Note furthermore that a,, < q’(‘]—:l =g, ) | taking logarithms we

obtain
log(a,) < T2 log(ga) < " log(N). (30)

We will show that for big enough n it holds that

SN(f)(@) = St (f)(z) < eNlog(N) + N VYN € [gn,qn+1 — 1], = & By (31)

Considering Proposition 26, (29) follows from (3I). Note that, if a, < 10, or equivalently
dn+1 < 10g, + gn—1, then B holds trivially, even without any assumption on x, because

bn,
SN()(@) =SB ()(@) < D7 AR @()) < 10gn41 < 110N,
=2

So for the rest of the proof we can focus on the case a, > 10.

We will only show (BI]), for n with a — Z—" > (0. The conclusion for all other n follows by

n

considering 1 — « instead™ .

We first claim that, for x € B,, and big enough n, whenever ¢, < N < ¢, + €,qn+1, it holds
that

it (@) = jr’ (2)- (32)
Indeed, since b, < 1 + 6"3—:*1, keeping in mind that €, < Wlo’ and identifying T with [—%, %),
it holds that
1 1 1 1

Rian @) (g) < —§ NI < - —
(@) " g 2¢,  100g, Gni1 100g,

S _bn5n+1a

where we recall that 6, = d(g,—10,Z) € (qn+

Therefore, in this case, 2\, = 29" > - and using (B0) we obtain
n

min min

g q%) Now (32) follows by applying Lemma
1 bn+1 dn N
Sn()(x) =Sy (f)(z) < bne_ << eNlog(N).

On the other hand, if N > g, + €n,qnt1, then it is not necessarily true that ji"(z) = i) (z).
Nevertheless, using (30]), we can estimate

bn+1 b
SN(f)(@) = S TH(f)(z) = Z FRIW @) (2)) < C]ni+1
=2 i=1

1
< Qn-i-l(l + IOg(bn)) < G_N(l + log(bn)) < ENlog(N) + N7

n

and we have shown (BI)) in both cases. (]

28Let n be such that a — % < 0 and denote & = 1 — a. Then the CFE approximants of & are given by
‘;—7} = dn-Pn (the index 7 is either n —1 or n+1, depending on whether o < 1) and we have & — 2—? > 0. Denote
by Sy the ergodic sum w.r.t. the rotation R(z) = + &, and note that for N € [gn, gnt1 — 1] = [Ga, Gasr1 — 1] it

holds that S% = S% o RY for all k < N. Since & — 1;4 > 0, BI) yields

S (@) = S5 H(f) (@) < eNlog(N) VN € [Ga, a1 — 1], @ & Ba,

where Bﬁ and Bﬁ are defined in the same way as b, and By, only using s resp. ¢a+1 instead of g, resp. gn+1.
Since G = gn and Gi+1 = gn+1 it holds that bs = b, and Bi = By, it follows that

Sn(f)(@) =S¥ (f)(@) < eNlog(N) VN € [gn, gar1 — 1),z & R" (Bn).

We will use an argument similar to this one several times in the sequel.
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Lemma 28. Suppose that, for some v € (0,1] and n € N, it holds that q,+1 > w7 and

gn >~711000. Then there are sets A, B C [0,1) with \(A) = N\(B) = o955 such that, whenever
(1+3)

k< gni1qn ,

SE(f)(@) > %q,m log(gn), while S%(f)(y) < %q,m log(qn) Vz€ A,y € B,

where N = [%1.

Proof. We only treat the case for a— ’q’—: > 0, the other case follows by considering 1 — « instead.
Let

gn—1
{x €1[0,1) ' Rian*) (g) € < 1000qn,O ]L:JO 1000qn,O ja,

and

Clearly A(A) = A(B) = 1555+

For x € B we have

Rjgﬁ(x)(x) < b < — {Ml = < =bpdn+1,
dn+1

4q, — 250qy,

and Lemma [[H yields j{"(z) = j¥(z). Moreover, since different points in {z, ..., R ~1(x)} are
at distance at least 2%”’ it holds that R/1"(®)(z) > Sanv therefore S (f)(z) = S& (f')(x), where

() = {o if 2 €10, ),

f(z) otherwise.

Using the Denjoy-Koksma inequality, we obtain

S?V(f)(x) < S(b+1)gn (f)(x) < 2(bp + 1)gn 10g(qn) + 8(bn 4+ 1)gn < lQn+1 log(gn).

100
On the other hand, since a— Z—: > 0, applying R9 will move any point to the right by a distance
of dpi1 = |qna| > 2qi+1. Therefore, if € A then it holds that
an bn b gl Yqnt1 1
BRIt @+ an () > — T 2 G > — n 0
(z) 2 1000g;, * 9 | = 1000q,, + 500qn 2Gn+1

where we identify the circle with [—%, %) Since now the points

Rian (@) (), Rian (@) tan (g), . Riin @)+ [ ]an (z)

are at distance 8,41 < —— and cross from negative to positive, it follows that there is an

dn+1
st e {1, - [%’]} such that Riin ()+s"an (z) € (O, 1 > There could be two such points in the
dn+1

interval, in that case choose the left ond®] so that jan(x) + s*qn = 7 (z). The points

qn

{Rian @)™ HR)an () Ridn @)+ (bn—Dan (1)}

29For the calculation below it is not important which we choose.
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have k other points to their left, therefore S (f)(z) can be estimated from below by summing
f only over those points. More precisely

bn 1
bn—1 2
SN( Z f( chm +an ) > f < )
* Qn-l—l
Jj=s*+k j=k
Lbn—l
2
1 b, — 1
= Gna1 Zk j—i-—l > Qn+1 <10g <{ "2 J) — log(k:)>
]:
1 nt1 -1-3
= 5+ (log ( 2";” ) — log <qn+1qn 2)) > %Qn-‘rl log(gn).
O
Now we are in a position to prove Theorem [l
Proof of Theorem [d. First assume that lim,, % =1, then, by Lemma
Sy(f)(z)
P R | —0 — Ve > 0. 33
( Nlog(N) >e> asn— oo Ve> (33)

For N > 1let My = Sn(f) — S}V(f) = max;—g,.. N-1f©0 R?, then, for € > 0, we have

Sn(f) (=) SL(f)(x) ¢
4 < NNlog(N) Nlog(N) 1' g 5)

<A <;C Ji e {0,...,N -1} s.t. Ri(z) € <0, (gNlog(N)>1>>
+A<f\;v 1 >%>

2 Sy(H)() ¢
< — -1 = .
< log(™) A( Nlog(N) 1|72
In light of (33), it follows that

Sn(f)(x)
A ( Nlog(N)

_ 1‘ > e> <A <MN(3:) > %Nlog(N)) + A (

—1‘>6>—)0 asn — oo Ve >0.

IOg((hH- 1 )
log(gn)

assume that there is a v € (0,1) such that g,,+1 > q}zjﬁ and g, > v ~11000. For a contradiction
assume that there are dy > 0 such that

On the other hand, now suppose lim sup,,_, o, > 1. Taking a subsequence (n;);>1 we may

)\<‘M—1‘>e>—>0 as N - o0 Ve>0.
dn

For every [ > 1 let N; = P%ﬁl—" by Lemma 28] there are sets A;, By with A(4;) = \(B)) =

250 1000
such that

Sni(£)(@) > Tan+1108(gu) Ve € Ay (34)
while

Sn(y) < 100qm+1 log(qn,) Vy € Bi. (35)

Due to (B34), we must have dn, > Zqn,+110g(qn,), on the other hand (33) implies dy, <

250n,+110g(qn,). This is a contradiction. O
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Proof of Remark[fl. Let [(N) = o(N) be a sequence of natural numbers and k(N) < [(N). For
€ > 0 denote
u(e) =min(N > 1]1(m) < em, Ym > N).

Let a be such that,

1
Qi1 > GCu (—2> for all n sufficiently large,
an
noting that there is a G5 dense set of « satisfying this condition. Moreover, this choice implies

that .
k(N) <I(N) < qni1qn 2,

whenever N = [q;;(ﬂ and ,/q, > 250. The claim follows from Lemma 28] with v = 1. O

We will now focus on the claims about strong convergence, i.e. Theorems 8 @, and [Tl

Proof of Theorem[8. Let k = % and « be such that ¢,41 < ¢, log(gn)log?(log(g,)) and

> 1 (36)
e log'(g,)
n>1,qn41>qnlog ™ 2 (gn)

by [FK16], this condition is satisfied for almost all «. Denote
N={n21]gus1 < galog' % (an)}.

Clearly, « fulfils the Roth type condition and thus, Proposition 26] shows that
S ()
lim ————~
N—o0 Nlog(N)
The claim (7)) follows once we show that, for almost every z, it holds that
SN (H)(@) = 3 (f)(@) = o(Nlog(N). (37)

We estimate the left side in two different ways;

=1 uniformly in z € [0,1).

e since any two distinct points in {x, ..., R¥~1(x)} are at distance at least ﬁ, we have

b
Sh(N)(@) = SFTH () <) % < 10 +1 max(1, log(bn)), (38)
j=1
e on the other hand, denoting Y, = RIT(®)(z), we can trivially estimate
1
Sn()@) = Sy H(F) (@) < bn—x— (39)

Since b, < log(gy)log?(log(g,)), we have;
(A) if n € NV sufficiently large, then by (38) it holds that
SN(F)(@) = Sy () (@) < 104541 max(1,log(by)) < 204, log'™ % (gn) loga(4n) = o(N log(N),

(B) if N > gy, log? (gn), then by (3B8]) for n sufficiently large it holds that
SN (f) (@) = SFFH(f) (@) < 10g, 41 max(1, log(bn))
< 20y, 1og(gn) log®(log(gn)) < 100N log!~ 4 (N) = o(N log(N)),

30In [FK16] it is shown that the stronger condition
D U
1 1-k - ’
n>1,qp41>qn logt =" (qn) 8 (an)

holds for almost all a.
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(C) if N, > ——L_— then by (39) for n sufficiently large it holds that

min = g, log' =" (qn)
Sh()(@) = S () (@) < gnlog' ™ (gn) log® (log(gn)) = o(N log(N)).

In the next steps we will show that, indeed, for almost all x and all but finitely many n & N/,

if N >q, logg(qn) we have zl¥. > m and we have covered all cases.
For each n ¢ N with a — 2= > 0 let ¢, = log~ ") (¢,) and

gn—1
B, = {m €1[0,1) ‘ d(z+ jo,Z) < ;—n for some j € {0,...,qn, — 1}} = U [ﬂ,e—n} — ja.

n =0 dn Q4n
For n ¢ N with o — B2 = >0,z ¢ By, and N < qn10g2(qn) we have
qun( )(x) < _qr:1 10g_(1_m)(Qn) S _bnq;Jrla
and by Lemma [I5] it follows that jln (x) = jI¥(x). In this case
Tin > @ log™ 7 (gp).
Similarly, for n ¢ N, o — Z—: < 0 and
gn—1
2
Bl = U [0, ﬂ} —Jja,
=0 "
it also holds that
Tmin = ¢, log™" " (g,) Vo & B,
Indeed, if z ¢ By, a — 22 <0, n ¢ N and N < gy log2 (gy), then
]N(CC) _ ]i]n(x)+ann ifjln(x)+ann <N,
! gt (x) + (by — 1)gn  otherwise,

therefore, under the just stated conditions, it holds that
ey > 2g, log ™) (g,) — bugty > gy, log ™0 (gy).

Since A(B, U B!)) = 3log~(1=%)(g,), the assumption (36) shows that > ngn A(Bn U By) < oo,
and by Borel-Cantelli almost every z is only in finitely many B,, or B}, with n & N'. By (A)-(C)
it follows that (B7)) holds for almost every .

For the ”furthermore” part of the statement, note that if « is of bounded type then N'= N\ K
for a finite set K C N. Hence, case (C), the only case where we don’t have a uniform statement,
does not have to be considered. O

Note that, if « is not of bounded type, the proof uses a Borel-Cantelli argument, hence conver-
gence typically is not uniform. For example we shall show that, for almost all «,

Sn(£)(0)
Nlog(N)

does not converge.

Lemma 29. If ¢,i1 € (qnlog(gn)logs(qn), qnlog?(qn)), gn > 105, o — Z” > 0 and 21" <

min
S S .
T 108(an) o83 (an)’ then it holds that

SNN(@) — S5 () () > SN log(N),

where N = [7%%;0%%%)]
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Proof. Denote € = for n sufficiently large, it holds that

-1
qn log(qn) logs(qn)’

bn 1 bn+[eqnt1] ¢
n+1
SN(N@) = SEH (D) 2y ——2 Y T8
i=1 qn+1 i=1+[eqn+1]
1 bn 1 log(qn) 1
> ~gnilo > -N—1og,(g,) > =N log(N).
> gannlog (=) > SN dog, (4) > N log(Y)

O

Remark 30. The "logs” in the previous lemma might seem a bit odd, and in fact, the lemma
works also if we replace logs by any function ¢ with ¥ (n) / co. The reason for our choice will
be apparent from the proofs of Theorems[d and [I1

Lemma 31. For almost every « there are infinitely many n > 1 such that

Gn+1 > qnlog(qn)logs(qn)  and a — Pn 0.

n

Proof. To avoid confusion, in this proof we shall write g, (a) resp. a,(«) instead of g, resp. a,.

We have anl m = oo and hence by Khinchine’s Theorem, for almost every «, there

are infinitely many n with

In+1(@) > qn(c)log(gn(e))logs(gn(a)).
Equivalently
an (@) > log(gn(a))logs(gn(c))-

Expanding « as

1
a= 1 , (40)
arfa) + ———
az(a) + —
we can easily see that o — Z:—gg; > 0 if and only if n is even. Denote

there are infinitely many even n with }

an(a) > log(gn()) logsz(gn(c))
there are infinitely many odd n with }

an(@) > log(gn(a))logs(gn(a))

Avpen = {a €(0,1)\Q

Aodd = {Oé € (0,)\Q

Let T'(z) = | 1] be the Gauss-map. From (@Q) it follows that
an(T()) = aps1(a) and therefore ¢,(T(a)) < gni1(@),

hence Apgg C T Acven) and Aepen, C T (Apgq). It follows that Aepen C T72(Aepen). Since T
preserves the Gauss-measure p, which is equivalent to Lebesgue, we have Agypen, = T_Z(Aeven)
(mod p). And since T2 is ergodid® ju(Aepen) € {0,1}. From

Aeven C T_l(Aodd) C T_Q(Aeven) = Aeven (mOd M)a

it follows that Aepen = T (Aoaq) (mod p), hence p(Aogq) = it(Aeven) € {0,1}, and by equiva-
lence to Lebesgue also A(Ayiq) = AM(Aeven) € {0,1}. At the same time, by Khinchine it holds
that A(Aeyen U Apdgq) = 1, it follows that A(Aogq) = A(Aeven) = 1 as desired. O

31This is not quite equivalent since ¢n4+1 = Gngn + gn-1, but almost. Using Khinchine also yields g¢n4+1(a) >
2¢n (@) log(gn(a)) logs(gn(a)) for almost all a, which implies an(a) > log(gn (&) logs(gn ().
32 fortiori T is mixing.
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Proof of Theorem[d. Proposition I8 ascertains that |S; (f)(#) — gnlog(gn)| < 7¢n and the
”lim inf” part of the claim holds.

By Lemma [BT] for almost all «, there are infinitely many n with g,+1 > ¢, log(gn) logs(g,) and
a— p—z > (. For all such n and x = o we have

q
1 1
< .
dn+1 qn l0g(gn) logs(gn)
and by Lemma 29 there is an N,, € [¢n, ¢n+1 — 1] such that

I = RI(0) <

min

1
Sk (N(@) = S () () = 5 Nalog(Na). (41)
The claim follows from (4I) together with Proposition O

Theorem [I1] can be proven using the same ideas. Here we will need a version of the second
Borel-Cantelli Lemma, using only weak pairwise independence. The following has been proven
in [Lam63], see also [Pet02] or [Cha0g].

Lemma 32 ([Lam63]). Let (2,P) be a probability space and (Ay)n>1 be a sequence of events
with

> P(4,) = o0
n=1
and there is a K > 0 such that

Then it holds that
Plw e Q |w € A, for infinitely many n) > 0.

Proof of Theorem[T1. Let a be such that gn+1 € (g, 10g(gn) logs(gn), @n log*(gy,)) for all n. The
claim about the weak law follows from Theorem Bl We will now show that the strong law does
not hold. For simplicity, we only consider n for which a — Z—: > 0, the other case follows by
considering 1 — « instead.

(i) For the "liminf” part of the claim, note that by Proposition [I8 we always have |S(}n(f)(x) -
qnlog(qn)| < 7q,. Furthermore, since the points {z,..., R ~!(z)} are at distance at least
Op > ﬁ, it holds that Riit(®) (x) > ﬁ. It follows that

|SqKn(f)(x) — gnlog(qn)| < (7 +2log(K))gn if g > K > 1.

(ii) Let N, = [%ﬁigq"” and G be the set

SE x
G= {x | liﬁsogp% > 1}.
Note that
SN, (f)(@) = SR, (f)(R(2))| = o(Ny log(Ny,))  uniformly in z,
therefore G = R(G) is invariant. By ergodicity, the claim (8]) will follow once we show A(G) > 0.

1
(i) Let €0 = T mmon @y 2nd
qn—1
Ap={z | RO (@) € (0,e0)} = | (0,en) — I,
=0

33Gince, for big enough n, the distance between any two points in {R(z), ..., R (z)} is at least ﬁ, at most

one such point can be in [0, Nf?gg(?]’bl)) 0,4 1+1 ).
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and this union is disjoint Note that —2»— > log3(q")21°g5(q”). Then for z € A,

€Endn+1 —

bn 1 bn+[engni1]

Sk, (@) = S () = > T ) qn;1

: €
i=K qn+1 1=K+[engn+1]

b
> (1000K) g1t log< ~ > > kN, log(N,,),
€ndn+1

for some x > 0 and n sufficiently large.
By Proposition 26] we have
Sbat(f)(z) = Nlog(N)(1 + o(1)) uniformly in z € [0,1),
and it follows that
G D {x | x € A, for infinitely many n}.
It remains to show

Az | x € A, for infinitely many n) > 0.

(iv) We will verify the conditions of Lemma B2l for A4, i.e. we will show

S A(A) = o0 (42)
n=1
and
)\(AZ N AJ) < QA(AZ))\(AJ) Vi < j. (43)

Lemma will then imply A(z | = € A, for infinitely many n) > 0 and the proof will be
complete.

(v) First we verify @2). Indeed, the assumption g,41 < ¢, log?(gn) implie that ¢, < 16™(n!)4,
in particular log(g,) < 100nlog(n) and logs(gn) < 10logy(n). It follows that

ANA,) = ndn = = 00.
nz:l (An) nz:l end nZ:l log(gn) logs(qn) ~ 1000 nZ:l nlog(n)logy(n) >

Now we verify ([@3). Let i < j and, for {1 =0,...,¢; — 1 and Iy = 0,...,q; — 1, denote
I, = (0,¢;) — i and 1:12 = (0,¢) — laa,

additionally
Ny = #{1€10,...,q; — 1} | NI, # 0}

Since the I; are disjoint we have
Ml = #{l S {0,...,q]' — 1} ’ —la € Il1} = #{l S {0,...,q]' - 1} ‘ la € _Ill} = qu(l_]ll)(()).

A(Ai N Aj) < 5q;(14,)(0)€; < (gjgqiei + 2)ej < 2A(Ai)A(4;),
showing ([43]) and completing the proof. O

34q: 1 . . .
Since en < 5~ <MDy, jye(0,..,q0 1} .51 452 10— J20d].

35This can be shown by induction. Recall that, by convention g1 = 1. Now assume ¢, < 16" (n!)4 for some n,
then it holds that

Gnt1 < 16™(n))* log®(16™ (n!)*) < 16" (n!)* (log(16)n + 4nlog(n))* < 16" ((n + 1)1)*.



TRIMMED ERGODIC SUMS OVER ROTATIONS 27

4.3. The function z~#, 8 > 1. In this section, we shall provide a proof of Theorem Let
B> 1and f(x) = 275. Clearly, the strong law implies the weak law, so (I) == (II). The main
propositions in the section are the following: We show that the strong law holds (uniformly)
assuming (1), i.e. (III) = (I), see Proposition Then we introduce an a priori weaker
condition than (IIJ) - condition (D) given in Definition We show in Proposition @3] that (II)
— condition (D) and Lemma [37 shows that condition (D) and (II]) are equivalent under the
condition that k(V) is monotone implying (II) = (III).

We start with some preparations to prove Proposition 35l To simplify matters, we will introduce
an auxiliary sequence K (N) = o(N). Instead of studying the full sum Sy (f) it will be convenient
to study separatelyPd the sums Sy (f) and Sy« (f) with

" n—K(N)-1
N = Z bjg;, and N'=N-N'= Z biqj < dn—K(N)-
j=n—K(N) J=1

By carefully choosing K (N), the second sum Sy~ (f) is dominated by S/ (f), hence it suffices
to study the latter.

Let eg > 0 be so that (1 + €p) % <1, and
-8
K(N) = min (n >1 ‘ Inn < Nk(N)(HeB)lT) .

With this choice it holds that

dn—K(N)

swp [Shr (@< s 18], (D@D g™
z€[0,1) z€[0,1 =

= 0(a,_x(v)) = O(N R(N)IHFDU=D) = o(N7R(N)'P).

Since
k k /
S () < SNV < ST + Sk 0 BY (44)
the strong law (@), with dy = LN k(NP will follow once we showP]

L S D@ 1
N-o0 Nﬁk(N) A+l 31

uniformly in z € [0,1). (45)

First, we claim that
k(N)
Zn—K(N)gjgn bj

Note that, iff] K (N) = 1, then this follows trivially from (II]). Therefore we can focus on the
case K(N) > 1.

— 00. (46)

By (), the condition (8] is equivalent to the a priori weaker condition
k()

Zn—K(N)+1§j§n b

— OQ.

361t holds that Sn (f) = Sx+(f) 4+ Sy (f) o RN".
37 Applying the same arguments with k(N) — 1 instead of k() also yields

Sy ) ()

Ngnoo W =1 unlformly mnxe [0, 1)

38To be slightly more precise; if K(N) = 1 along a subsequence, then (@) follows trivially from (I) along
this subsequence.
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Note that, for every 1 < J <n — 1, N satisfies

n—1
N > buqn > bpan_1qp_1 > ... > by H ajqn—J-
j=n—J
Therefore, by the definition of K(N) (and since K(N) > 1), we have
n—1
Go rcvypr > NE(NTED T S0 T agge i s k(N5
j=n—K(N)+1

Moreover, for sufficiently large n and K, it holds that

1++5
9

qn > pX2qn_K, where p = (the golden ratio).

It follows that K(N) = o(k(n)), and consequently,
n—1

3 bi<b, ] @+ K(N) < k@)Y
n—K(N)+1<j<n j=n—K(N)+1

and hence (46]) holds.

B—1
B

Let z(N,z) = Rj’]f\ENHl(x)(x), recall that this means that z(N,z) is the k(N) + 1st point in
{x,...,RN"~1(2)} that we encounter moving from left to right from 0 (not counting 0 itself, if
0 € {z,...,RN'"1(x)}), then we have

k(N
SN (@) = F (N ) + > oy (47)
ye{z,..RN' 71 (2)}y>z(N,)
We first try to locate z(N,z). To that end first rewrite
2(N,z) = min(¢ € {z, .., RN "1 (2)} | Sv (L) (@) = k(N) +1).
For ¢ € (0,1) we have

n

|Sn(1,¢) (@) — N'¢| < 2 Z bj.

j=n—K(N)
Since
Snvi(lpg)@) € [N'C=2 > b, N'¢+2 > by,
j=n—K(N) j=n—K(N)

it follows that

2(N,x) € [

=:1Iy.

E(N)+1=230 0 govbi K(N)+ 142370 v b
N/ ’ N/

Denote

0 otherwise.

Lemma 33. For N € ¢, qn+1 — 1] sufficiently large
ISKN () () = Sne(fn)(@)] = o(NPE(N)F)  uniformly in x € [0,1).

Proof. For fixed z € [0,1) let fy be the function defined by
F o {f(y) if y € [2(NV,2),1).

0 otherwise,
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then, by 7)), we have S]]i,(,N)(f)(m) = Snv(fn)(x). Furthermore, for N sufficiently large

|Snr () (@) — Sn(fn) ()] < 2PNPR(N)P#{0 < j < N' —1| R (2) € In}
< 2P NPE(N)PSni(11,) ()

<1000°NPE(N)? " by,

j=n—K(N)
and the claim follows since >0,y bj = o(k(N)). O
Lemma 34. It holds that
1
va(,N)(f)(x) - ﬂ]\fﬁk(N)*ﬁle = o(NPE(N)™P*Y)  uniformly in x € [0,1). (48)

Proof. The Denjoy-Koksma inequality yields
1 n
Sx ()@ =N [ pv sl < VRN b

j=n—K(N)

Since fol In(y)dy = %(Nﬁflk(]\f)*ﬁﬂ—l) and 4 — 1, the claim follows via Lemma @3). O

Altogether we obtain the following.

Proposition 35. If (Il holds, then the strong law holds uniformly, i.e.

]\}me . o uniformly in x € [0,1).
Proof. Considering (@), it is enough to show (45), which follows from (E8)]). O

To complete the proof of Theorem [I2] it remains to show that if the weak lawt] holds and E(N)
is monotone, then k() satisfies condition (ITJ).

To this end, we show that if the weak law (0] is satisfied, then k(V) satisfies the following (a
priori weaker) condition.

Definition 36. k() is said to satisfy condition (D), if, for any subsequence (N;);>1 satisfying

lim sup;_, o, qi\L < 1, it holds that

k()

™ (49)

Lemma 37. Let k(N) be a monotone sequence satisfying condition (D), then ([III) holds.

Since clearly (1) is the stronger condition, the lemma shows that if k(NV) is assumed to be
monotone, then (D) is equivalent to (ITI).

397 priori weak or strong laws could also be possible for a different normalisation dy > 0 with
. _(B=Ddn
N NAE(N)B 7 b

so we have to take this into account in the proof.
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Proof. If « is of bounded type, then both (1)) and ([@9) are equivalent to k(/N) — co. So assume
now that « is not of bounded type.

Let NV :={n | a, > 2} and consider the sequence

a
(N)i21 = (ans 2an; - | | an | 0 € ),
clearly limsup;_, qi\L < % and, per assumption, (@3] holds for the sequence (N;);>1.

In order to show (IIl), let C' > 0, by ([@9)) there is an Ly so big that %JZ’) > 2C for | > Ly.
Furthermore, let ng be such that Nz, € [gng, Gno+1 — 1]. Since « is not of bounded type, there
is an m; > ng such thatf™] ap, > MaXj<p,aj. Now ([I]) will follow once we show that, fo

N > @n,+1, it holds that
k(N)

max(bn, max;<np—1 aj)

> C.

Since n > ny + 1 and ny € NV, the above is equivalent to
k(N)

> C.
max(bp, maxj<n—1jen aj)

For j € [ng +1,n — 1NN let I; > 1 be such that N}, = {%"1 Gn, and, if n € N, let I, > 1 be
such that N;, = min(by, [%*]). Clearly ,

min [; > Lo and N > max Nj.
j€[no+1,n] j€lno+i,m] 7

Since k is monotone
o k(N) > k(N ) > Cap, > Cmaxj<n, aj,
e for j € [ng 4 1,n — 1] it holds that k(N) > k(IN;,) > Ca; since N > [%5L] gn,,
o k(N) > k(N;,) > Cby, since N > bpqp.

Assume now that there are dy > 0 such that

\ ( SN ()

—1
dn
We will show that k(IN) satisfies condition (D).

>e)—>0 as N = oo, Ve>D0.

To this end, we will show that if k(N) does not satisfy (D), then S%N)(f) has ”oscillations” of
order NPE(N)'=# (Lemma[Z). To conclude, we have to ensure additionally that, along suitable
subsequences (IV});>1, it holds that3 dn, = O(Nlﬁk(Nl)lfﬁ).

Lemma 38. There is a constant C > 0 only depending on [3 such that, for e € (0, ﬁ),
N € [gn, (1 — €)gnt1], k > 0 and n big enough, we have

A\ (S]’“V(f) < Ce P min (Nqﬁ—l, Nﬁkl_ﬁ» > <.

4OImplicitly n1 € N.
“INow N is not necessarily a member of the sequence (N;);>1 any more.
42This is not quite what we show, but morally speaking.
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Proof. Assume a — Z—: > 0, the other case can be proven analogously. Let A C [0,1) be the set

gn—1
~feeion oo [ o]} = U [ 5]
A {x €10,1) ‘ R (x) € 205n, 105n ]L_JO J, 0 ja,
where &, is given by (I6), clearly A(A) > 5. We have b, < (1 — e)q’:}—:l. Hence, by Lemma [14]
for z € A it holds that
gn 1
Rt @ () < —(1 = )00 < —(1 — ~andni1 < —b ,

and Lemma [[5] ascertains that ji¥(z) = j{"(x). By summing separately over the first cluster of
points, we obtain

<3 (g i) o 3 ()

2qn+41

j=k i:ma"<1’ {ﬁb

2° : 11—
<100°e Pxpap, 4 10na + ﬁbnqg min(1, b2~ k15
< Ce Pmin(Ngl~1, NPEH),

for some constant C' > 0, where

1 fk<b,+1
Xb<bnt1 = 0 otherwise.

O

Lemma 39. If the weak law of large numbers as in (I0) holds and (N;);>1 is a subsequence

fulfilling lim sup;_, qi\i’l < 1, then

dr, = O(min(Nyg ™!, NP K(ND)' 7). (50)
Proof. Let e € (0,1007!) and L be such that qi\% < 1—e€for!l > L. For such [, Lemma 38
yields
A(SK, < Ce” min(Nig? ™ N R(N)' ) = .
This clearly implies
dn

, = O(min(Nig™", N/ E(N)'—?)).

Remark 40. A posteriori, if k(N) satisfies condition (D), then
N B(N)' 7 = o(Nig ™),

and (BQ) becomes simply

dn, = O(N]k(N)' 7).

Lemma 41. For e € (0,1) and w > 1 it holds that

(1= euw] -1< (1~ 3)lw]

Proof. If w < %, then

[ —uw] -1

NN e

On the other hand, if w > 2
|(1—-ew] =|w—ew] < |w] — |ew],
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and
1 €
lew| > ew—12> (1 — §)ew > §LwJ
It follows that
(1= ) < (1= 3)|w]

O

Lemma 42. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for € € (0, Wlo) and N € [qn, (1 — €)qn+t1],
there are sets A, B with A\(A) = \(B) > % such that
Sn(f)(x) = Sn(f)(y) > ceNg, ' Yz e Ay e B. (51)

Furthermore, if k = k: — € N then

SE(f)(x) = S%(f)(y) > cemin (Nqﬁ VU ET2NBE- 5) Ve e A,y e B. (52)

Proof. We focus on (52)), (5I)) can be shown using almost the same arguments. In the following
we assume o — Z—Z > (, the other case follows by considering 1 — « instead.

Let
A = {z e (0,1] | " @ () € (0, %%) and 7 (2) € {0, ... qn — qn_1 — 1}}
Qn_anl_l
= U ©0,:56) - jo
) 10
7=0

Since 8, > 5, it holds that™ A (A) Z— For x € A’ we have
quﬁ(x)(x) < Rian@tan gy < . < Rian@+0n—Dan (1) < RI"(®)(g),

and no other pointd™ of {z, ..., RN"1(z)} are between R’ @) (z) and RI"(®)(z). Using Lemma

41, we have
o [ ] -5

in addition Lemma [I4] yields a,,d,+1 > 0, and therefore

RI@+0u=Dan 2y < (1 - 1—%)% 4 (b — 1)opsr < —(1 . 1—60)5n n (1 - §>an5n+1 < —zan.

It follows that j{¥ (z) = j{"(z) and jN (z) = jV¥ (z + §6,) for all i = 1,..., N. Writing

SN - SN+ 0> D bnf( f (R @) — f (R0 (2) 4 26, ) ).
I1=[k]4+1 =0

438trictly speaking this is only true if (1 — $)gn > gn—1. If (1= §)gn < gn-1, then a similar proof with the set

qn—1

A= fa e (01| B (@) € 0,550} = [ (0, 3500-1) ~ ja

=0

leads to the same conclusion.
4The only candidates for points between R7dn @) () and Ri" @) () are

RJQ"(w)( ) < RIdn (@)+an () < .. < RJQ"(x)+bnqn( ) < Rji’"(w)(x).

However the assumption ji™ (z) < ¢gn—¢n—1—1, or equivalently ji* > gn_1, ensures that the point Rlan (@) Fbnan (g
is not present in {z,..., RNV "' (x)}.
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we notice that all the summands are positive, hence we can bound below by taking only the terms

R .qn . an
where [ = [k]+1. Furthermore, all of the points Rt (x) are to the left of Rl (x),
therefore we again bound from below by replacing them all with this point. Therefore

SK(F)(@) = SK (@ + Z00) = b (7 (BT @) — 1 (R0 @) + 25,))

. -8 . -8
> b, k+3 B k+3 n € (53)
Gn Gn 8Gn

> cemin(1, k7% )bnqg® > cemin (ngfl, l%fQNﬁkkﬁ) ,

for a constant ¢ > 0.

We distinguish two cases:

(i) If there is an s such that Mz € A" | SK(f)(z) = s) > $A(A’), we set
A={zeA|S5(f)(z) =5} and B= A+ ian.

Then, for x € A,y € B, it holds that

SK()() — SE ) = SENW — S62) ~ S5 w) > eccmin (Vg k2NK7)

where in the first equality we used the fact that S]k\,( f) is constant on A.

(ii) Otherwise, if there is no such s, let

S:{s>0

Mz e A | S5 (f)(z) <s)> é)\(A/)} and sp =infS.
Then, for™q
A={zeA|SE(f)(z)> s} and B={xe A | SE(f)(z) < so} + ian,
it holds that, for z € A,y € B, we have
€ G3) . 15 _
Sk (@) = SKNW) > SE = T02) = SK(N@) > cemin (Ngi = k2N K7,

where we used that S& (f)(z) > so by definition of A, and S%(f)(y — £6,) < so by definition of
B.

Furthermore, by continuity of A, we have

A(A).

W[ =

A(B) = A (ﬂ{x e 4| S5(N)) < s}> >

seS

In order to estimate A(A), we distinguish two possibilities

e if 50 ¢S, then by definition it holds that
AA) = Mz € 4] S5(F)(x) > 50) 2 SAA),
o if 50 € S, then
NA) = Mr € 4| S(7)(x) > 50
~A(Ute e 4185000 > 1) =3 (2 € 41 85()0) = ) >

s¢S

A(A).

45CIearly S # 0 because S%(f)(z) < 100°¢"?N¢? whenever zX;, > 156n.-
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Proposition 43. If there are some dy > 0 such that

SwM ()
dn

then k(N) fulfils Property D.

A —1>€] -0 as N > 00, Ve>0,

Proof. We assume weak convergence as in (I0)) holds and let (NNV;);>1 be a subsequence with

lim; e qi\zl < 1, say lim;_.o qivl1 = 1 — ¢ for some small € > 0. By Lemma [39], we have
dy; = O(min(Nig; ", N k(M) 7). (54)

We claim that necessarily k(b]Z’) — 00, equivalently k(%ﬂ — 00. If not, then, by Lemma’] A2

l
there are sets Ay,, By, with A(An,) = A(By,) > % with

Sa V() @) = SN (w) > emin (Mgl NPR(ND'TF) Vo € Aw,y € Bug,

for a constantt] > 0 which depends on € but not on [. In light of (54), this contradicts (I0). O
Finally, we are in a position to give the full proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[14. Clearly, strong convergence implies weak convergence, therefore (I) —-
(IT). Additionally, if k(N) satisfies condition (III), then Proposition 35 shows that the strong
law holds uniformly, so (III) = (I). Moreover, by Proposition [43 we have that (II) —
condition (D) and according to Lemma B7 if £(/V) is monotone, condition (D) is equivalent to

. O
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