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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 1

x
and 1

x
β with β > 1, providing explicit conditions

on the rotation angle.

Part 1. Results

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. Let (X,T, µ) be a probability preserving ergodic dynamical system. The
much celebrated Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem states that, given an integrable function f ∈ L1,
the average of observations over a long time approximates the integral, more formally

lim
N→∞

SN (f)

N
=

∫

f dµ almost surely,

where SN (f) =
∑N−1

n=0 f ◦ T n. In this paper, we will investigate the question

How do we describe asymptotics of SN (f) if

∫

|f |dµ = ∞?

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,∞] measurable | f 6∈ L1(µ), but µ(f = ∞) = 0}.
Often, in the situation when X is a metric space, we will also require that f ∈ F is continuous1.

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

lim sup
N→∞

SN (f)

dN
= ∞ or lim inf

N→∞

SN (f)

dN
= 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(T nx) is big, which may or
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2 M. AUER AND T. I. SCHINDLER

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

S
k(N)
N (f)(x) =

N−1
∑

n=0

f(T nx)− max
0≤n1<n2<...<nk(N)≤N−1

k(N)
∑

j=1

f(T njx).

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

The central problem we study is the following;

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

lim
N→∞

S
k(N)
N (f)(x)

dN
= 1 for µ-a.e. x ∈ X? (1)

If (1) holds, we refer to it as a trimmed strong law.

Remark 1. Note that SNN (f) = 0 by definition. Furthermore, heuristically speaking, if c ∈
(0, 1), f is continuous and k(N) ∼ cN (i.e. limN→∞ k(N)/(cN) = 1) then

S
k(N)
N (f) ∼ SN (min(K, f)) almost surely,

where K > 0 is such that µ(f > K) = c.

This explains why we choose k(N) = o(N) in Problem A; if k(N) ∼ cN then we lose information

on f , making S
k(N)
N (f) uninteresting.

1.2. Background. Ideally, one would hope for2 k(N) = constant, this is referred to as light
trimming. On the other hand, situations where k(N) → ∞, but k(N) = o(N) as N → ∞ are
referred to as intermediate trimming.

Trimming is well-studied in the set-up of identically distributed random variables3 (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 when4 X has regularly varying tails with index α ∈ (0, 1).
This means that there is a slowly varying function5 such that P(X > t) = t−αL(t). Note that
in this situation6 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 ([HM87]). 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 | dµ = ∞, which is the case that we are concerned with, then strong

laws with k(N) = 0 are not possible.
3Meaning that f ◦ Tn = Xn is an independent and identically distributed random process.
4Here X is a random variable having the same distribution as f .
5A function L : [0,∞) → R is called slowly varying if, for every c > 0, it holds that limx→∞

L(cx)
L(x)

= 1.
6As can be deduced from [Fel57, VII.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:

• If T is the Gauss map and f(x) = 1
x (in the case SN is essentially the sum of coefficients

in the CFE7 of x) then it was proved8 by Diamond and Vaaler ([DV86]) that
S1
N (f)

N log(N) →
1

log(2) .

• Even though not formulated in terms of dynamical systems, Aaronson and Nakada
([AN03]) showed lightly trimmed strong laws (extending Mori’s results) for ψ-mixing

random variables 9 with speed
∑∞

n=1
ψ(n)
n < ∞. For Example, Gibbs-Markov maps,

together with a function that is measurable for the partition, are exponentially ψ-mixing
(this follows from [AD01]). Their results apply (among others) if P(X > t) = 1

t for t > 0.

In terms of functions, it applies to f = 1
x (with Lebesgue measure).

• Haynes ([Hay14]) later showed a quantitative version of the above. Under the same
assumptions he showed a strong law for

SN (f)(x)− δ(N,x) max
n=0,...,N−1

f(T nx) for some δ(N,x) ∈ {0, 1},

where (f(T nx)) is a ψ-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 x.

• Kesseböhmer 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) = 1

xβ
with β > 1

(with Lebesgue measure).

• Schindler recently proved ([Sch18]) a strong law for the doubling map and the function
f = 1

x . In this situation10 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(N). The following result seems to be known to the
experts, for the convenience of the reader we shall provide a proof in §3.

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

lim
N→∞

S
k(N)
N (f)(x)

dN
= 1 for µ-a.e. x ∈ X. (2)

Furthermore, if (X,T, µ) is uniquely ergodic (and µ is regular) and f is continuous, then k(N)
and dN can be chosen such that convergence in (2) holds uniformly11 at all x ∈ 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 k(N)
N decays. In fact, as shall be made

7The continued fraction expansion (CFE) shall be defined later in §2.
8They study a situation where the trimming sequence k(N) is allowed to depend on x. More explicitly, they

show a strong law for

SN (f)(x) − θ(N,x) max
n=0,...,N−1

f(Tn
x) for some θ(N,x) ∈ [0, 1].

However a statement about S1
N can be easily deduced from their proof.

9For a precise definition of various mixing properties, see [Bra05].
10This highlights the influence of periodic points; the function 1

x
has its singularity at the fixed point 0.

11For definiteness, whenever we talk about uniform convergence we replace f by f̂ with f̂ = f on {f < ∞}

and f̂ = 0 otherwise.
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more precise later in Remark 6, for the function 1
x over a Liouvillean rotation, k(N)

N might decay
arbitrarily slowly.

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

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

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, µ) be an aperiodic12 probability preserving ergodic system. Then there
is a function f ∈ F and a trimming sequence k(N) = o(N) such that there are dN > 0 so that
(2) holds, but there is another trimming sequence k′(N) = o(N) with k′(N) ≥ k(N) such that
for all normalising d′N > 0 there is an ǫ > 0 such that

lim sup
N→∞

µ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

S
k′(N)
N (f)

d′N
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

> 0.

In the following, we will attempt to answer Problem B in the setting that T is an irrational
rotation. This will be done in the next section.

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 α ∈ (0, 1) we consider the rotation R(x) = Rα(x) = x + α
(mod 1), x ∈ [0, 1) (we identify T with [0, 1) by fixing 0). First, we shall review some basic
facts.

There is a unique13 representation

α =
1

a1 +
1

a2 +
1

...

, (3)

with aj ∈ N for j ≥ 1, called the continued fraction expansion (CFE), we will sometimes also
denote (3) by α = [a1, a2, ...]. In this case a1, a2, ... shall be referred to as the CFE coefficients.

If α = [a1, a2, ...], then α is well approximated by finite iterates of the expansion, i.e. by the
rational numbers

pn
qn

=
1

a1 +
1

a2 + ...+
1

an−2 +
1

an−1

, (4)

with the convention p1 = 0, q1 = 1. The rational numbers pn
qn

shall be referred to as the CFE

approximants. They are the best rational approximations to α in the sense that
∣

∣

∣

∣

α− pn
qn

∣

∣

∣

∣

<

∣

∣

∣

∣

α− p

q

∣

∣

∣

∣

∀q ≤ qn, p ∈ N, (p, q) 6= (pn, qn),

12For 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.

13For rational α the CFE also exists, but is not unique. There are always two representations, namely
α = [a1, a2, ..., an] and α = [a1, a2, ..., an − 1, 1].
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furthermore, we have
1

qn+1(qn+1 + qn)
<

∣

∣

∣

∣

α− pn
qn

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
1

q2n+1

.

From (4), it is easy to see that pn and qn satisfy the relation

qn+1 = anqn + qn−1 and pn+1 = anpn + pn−1 n ≥ 2.

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

For N ≥ 1 and n such that N ∈ [qn, qn+1 − 1] we can uniquely expand N as

N =

n
∑

j=1

bjqj, (5)

with bj ∈ N and bj ≤ aj ≤ qj+1

qj
, the expansion in (5) is unique if we require that, for each

J = 1, ..., n− 1, we have14
∑J

j=1 bjqj < qJ+1. This is called the Ostrowski expansion, note that

bn =
⌊

N
qn

⌋

. In an attempt to keep the notation simple we will, in the following, always implicitly

assume that N ∈ [qn, qn+1 − 1] and (5) holds, thus suppressing the dependence of n and bj on
N .

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

∣

∣

∣Sqn(f)(x)− qn

∫ 1

0
f dλ

∣

∣

∣ ≤ Var(f) ∀x ∈ [0, 1),

where λ denotes the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1) and Var(f) denotes the total variation of f . In
light of the Ostrowski expansion (5), it follows that

∣

∣

∣SN (f)(x)−N

∫ 1

0
f dλ

∣

∣

∣ ≤
n
∑

j=1

bjVar(f) ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

For simplicity’s sake, in this section, we will focus on the functions

f(x) = x−β , β ≥ 1.

Ergodic sums of x−β - or the ”zero average” version x−β− (1−x)−β - have already been studied
without trimming, among others in [DF15], [SU08]. However, there the rotation number α is
also randomised and one obtains a distributional limit, to a non-constant distribution, rather
than convergence to a constant. For example [SU08, Theorem 2] shows; For f(x) = 1

x − 1
1−x

there is a distribution D on R such that

λ2
(

(α, x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

a ≤ 1

N
SN (f)(x) ≤ b

)

→ D[a, b] as N → ∞ ∀a, b ∈ R,

where λ2 denotes the Lebesgue measure on T2. In [DF15] an analogous result is obtained
for f(x) = x−β with β > 1. By linearity and symmetry their result can be generalised to
f(x) = c1x

−β + c2(1 − x)−β for any c1, c2 ∈ R. Usually, the case c1 = −c2 is referred to as the
symmetric case, whereas c1 6= −c2 is called the asymmetric case.

This highlights, that the strength of our results is that α 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 1
x resp. x−β. More generally,

they apply also to c1
x + c2

1−x resp. c1x
−β + c2(1− x)−β with c1 6= −c2, with only minor changes

in the proof which we leave to the interested reader. However, note that, in contrast to [DF15]
and [SU08], we only discuss the asymmetric case.

14Equivalently b1 6= a1 and there is no j ∈ [2, n] with bj = aj and bj−1 ≥ 1.
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2.2. The function 1
x . First let us consider f(x) = 1

x . As it turns out, for almost all α and the
function f , a weak law of large numbers holds, even without trimming. On the other hand, for
a Gδ-dense set of α, even the weak law does not hold without trimming.

The crucial condition here is a well-known Diophantine condition on α.

Definition 4. The number α is said to be of Roth type if, for all ǫ > 0 and large enough n, it
holds that qn+1 < q1+ǫn . Equivalently

lim
n→∞

log(qn+1)

log(qn)
= 1.

Theorem 5. There are dN > 0 such that

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (f)

dN
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as N → ∞ ∀ǫ > 0,

if and only if α is of Roth type. Furthermore, in this situation

dN = N log(N).

Remark 6. Contrary to the situation in Theorem 5, for α 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 l(N) = o(N), there is a Gδ dense set of α such that, whenever k(N) ≤ l(N) and
dN > 0, there is an ǫ > 0 such that

lim sup
N→∞

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

S
k(N)
N (f)

dN
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

> 0.

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

µ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

S
k(N)
N (f)

dN
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as N → ∞, ∀ǫ > 0.

If, in addition,

µ

(

f > c
dN
k(N)

)

= o

(

1

N

)

∀c > 0, (6)

then the untrimmed weak law follows:15

µ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (f)

dN
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as N → ∞, ∀ǫ > 0.

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

Theorem 8. For almost all α it holds that

lim
N→∞

S1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
= 1 for a.e. x ∈ [0, 1). (7)

15For any ǫ > 0, we estimate

µ (|SN (f) − dN | > ǫdN) ≤ µ

(

∣

∣

∣
S

k(N)
N (f) − dN

∣

∣

∣
>

ǫdN

2

)

+ µ

(

∃0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 | f ◦ Tn
>

ǫdN

2k(N)

)

≤ µ

(

∣

∣

∣
S

k(N)
N (f) − dN

∣

∣

∣
>

ǫdN

2

)

+ Nµ

(

f >
ǫdN

2k(N)

)

→ 0,

as N → ∞.
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Furthermore, if α is of bounded type, then this convergence is uniform in x, i.e.

lim
N→∞

S1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
= 1 uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1).

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

Theorem 9. For almost all α it holds that

lim sup
N→∞

S1
N (f)(α)

N log(N)
> 1 ≥ lim inf

N→∞

S1
N (f)(α)

N log(N)
.

Remark 10. The set of all x such that

lim sup
N→∞

S1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
> 1 ≥ lim inf

N→∞

S1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)

is invariant under R, as will be shown in the proof of Theorem 11. Therefore it is also true that

lim sup
N→∞

S1
N (f)(0)

N log(N)
> 1 ≥ lim inf

N→∞

S1
N (f)(0)

N log(N)
.

Lastly, there are16 α, such that the untrimmed weak law holds17, but not the trimmed strong
law for any k(N) being constant.

Theorem 11. There is an α, such that

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (f)

N log(N)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as N → ∞ ∀ǫ > 0,

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

lim sup
N→∞

SKN (f)(x)

N log(N)
> 1 ≥ lim inf

N→∞

SKN (f)(x)

N log(N)
. (8)

2.3. The function x−β for β > 1. Let β > 1 and f(x) = x−β. 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 dN > 0, then the following are
equivalent

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

lim
N→∞

S
k(N)
N (f)(x)

dN
= 1 uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1), (9)

(II) the trimmed weak law holds, i.e.

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

S
k(N)
N (f)

dN
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as N → ∞ ∀ǫ > 0, (10)

(III)
k(N)

max(bn,maxj≤n−1 aj)
→ ∞ as N → ∞. (11)

Furthermore, in this situation, dN = 1
β−1N

βk(N)1−β .

16As before, the set of such α will be Gδ-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.

17Or equivalently α 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 §1.2. We shall compare trimming results for the non-integrable
functions 1

x and x−β with β > 1. All of the results below were discussed in §1.2 or earlier in
this section. In each cell of the table, we write sufficient conditions for a trimming sequence
k(N) = o(N) such that there are dN > 0 with

lim
N→∞

S
k(N)
N (f)(x)

dN
= 1 for µ-a.e. x ∈ X.

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

log1(x) = log(x) and logk(x) = log(logk−1(x)), k ≥ 2.

1
x x−β, β > 1

iid k(N) = 1 k(N)
log2(N) → ∞

Gauss map k(N) = 1 k(N)
log2(N) → ∞

doubling map k(N) = ⌈κ log3(N)⌉, κ > 1
log(2)

k(N)
log2(N) → ∞

almost every rotation k(N) = 1 k(N)

log1+ǫ(N)
→ ∞

In all of the cases we have dN = c1N log(N) for the function 1
x and dN =

cβ
β−1N

βk(N)−β+1 for

x−β, where c1 = cβ = 1 in all cases except for the Gauss map - in case of the Gauss map we

have c1 =
1

log(2) and cβ = 1
(log(2))β

18.

A similar comparison can be made for trimmed weak laws;

• For iids, the Gauss map, and the doubling map, together with the function 1
x weak laws

hold even without trimming. This was shown in [Fel57, Theorem 2 VII.], [Khi35] and
[Sch18] respectively, but can be also deduced directly from the trimmed strong laws in
the table above.19

• For iids, the Gauss map, and the doubling map, and the function x−β trimmed weak
laws hold for any intermediate trimming sequence k(N) → ∞ with k(N) = o(N). This
was shown in [KS20].

• For rotations of Roth type and the function 1
x the weak law also holds without trimming,

as shown in Theorem 5. However, as demonstrated in Remark 6, for a generic rotation
number α, we might require a trimming sequence arbitrarily close to N to obtain a
trimmed weak law.

• For rotations and the function x−β, Theorem 12 states 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 α 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 7 since in all cases, for all c > 0,

µ

(

f > c
dN

k(N)

)

≪
k(N)

N log(N)
= o

(

1

N

)

.
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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 l ≥ 1 denote fl = min(f, l), and al =
∫

X fl dµ. Using

Jegorow’s Theorem, there are sets Bl with µ(Bl) < 2−l and 1 ≤ N1 ≤ N2 ≤ ..., with Nl ≥ l
such that

|Sn(1{f≥l})(x)− nµ(f ≥ l)| < 2−lnµ(f ≥ l) (12)

and
|Sn(fl)(x)− nal| < 2−lnal (13)

for x 6∈ Bl and n ≥ Nl. Let k(n) be defined as

k(n) = ⌈(1 + 2−l)nµ(f ≥ l)⌉, n ∈ [Nl, Nl+1 − 1].

Since µ(f ≥ l) → 0 as l → ∞, it is clear that k(n) = o(n). By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, almost
every x is only in finitely many Bl. For such an x and l big enough such that x 6∈ Bj for j ≥ l,
using (12) and (13), for n ≥ Nl it holds that

|Sk(n)n (f)(x)− nal| ≤ |Sk(n)n (f)(x)− Sn(fl)(x)|+ |Sn(fl)(x)− nal|
< 2−l+1lnµ(f ≥ l) + l + 2−lnal.

Since al ր ∞ as l → ∞, and n ≥ l, the right-hand side is o(nal), hence

lim
n→∞

S
k(n)
n (f)(x)

dn
= 1 for µ-a.e. x ∈ X,

where dn = nal for n ∈ [Nl, Nl+1 − 1].

(ii) Now suppose (X,T, µ) is uniquely ergodic (and µ 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 sl ր ∞ be a sequence with µ(f = sl) = 0, let fl = min(f, sl) and al =

∫

X fl dµ,
note that fl is continuous. By regularity of µ, there is an open set Ol ⊃ {f ≥ sl} such that
µ(Ol \ {f ≥ sl}) < 2−lµ(f ≥ sl), and by Urysohn’s Lemma there is a continuous function χ+

l
that is 1 on {f ≥ sl} and 0 outside Ol. Likewise, there is a closed set Cl ⊂ {f > sl}, with
µ({f > sl} \ Cl) < 2−lµ(f ≥ sl), and a continuous function χ−

l that is 1 on Cl and 0 outside
{f > sl}. There are 1 ≤ N1 ≤ N2 ≤ ..., with Nl ≥ sl, such that

∣

∣

∣Sn(χ
+
l )(x) − n

∫

X
χ+
l dµ

∣

∣

∣ < 2−lnµ(f ≥ sl) and

∣

∣

∣
Sn(χ

−
l )(x) − n

∫

X
χ−
l dµ

∣

∣

∣
< 2−lnµ(f ≥ sl)

as well as
|Sn(fl)(x)− nal| < 2−lnal,

for x ∈ X and n ≥ Nl. For

k(n) = ⌈(1 + 2−l+1)nµ(f ≥ sl)⌉, n ∈ [Nl, Nl+1 − 1],

analogously to the above, it follows that

|Sk(n)n (f)(x)− nal| < 2−l+2slnµ(f ≥ sl) + sl + 2−lnal.

Since al ≥ slµ(f ≥ sl), al → ∞ and n ≥ Nl ≥ sl, the right-hand side is o(nal) as l → ∞. The
claim follows with dn = nal for n ∈ [Nl, Nl+1 − 1]. �

To prove Theorem 3, 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, µ) be an aperiodic probability preserving ergodic system. Then, for

N ≥ 1 and ǫ > 0, there is a measurable set A such that {T−j(A)}N−1
j=0 are disjoint and

µ
(

X \⋃N−1
j=0 T−j(A)

)

< ǫ.

Proof of Theorem 3. In order to prove Theorem 3 it will be enough to construct a function
f ∈ F , a sequence (Nl)l≥1, and normalising sequences Dl,D

′
l > 0 such that

lim
l→∞

SNl
(f)(x)

Dl
= 1 for µ-a.e. x ∈ X, (14)

but

µ
(

S1
Nl
(f) ≥ D′

l

)

≥ 1

3
, while µ

(

S1
Nl
(f) ≤ D′

l

10

)

≥ 1

3
. (15)

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

lim
N→∞

S
˜k(N)

N (f)(x)

d̃N
= 1 for µ-a.e. x ∈ X,

the existence of such k̃(N), d̃N is guaranteed by Theorem 2. Now the conclusion follows for

k(N) =

{

0 if N = Nl for some l ≥ 1,

k̃(N) otherwise,

k′(N) =

{

1 if N = Nl for some l ≥ 1,

k̃(N) otherwise,

dN =

{

Dl if N = Nl for some l ≥ 1,

d̃N otherwise,

and

d′N =

{

D′
l if N = Nl for some l ≥ 1,

d̃N otherwise.

Let Nl = 22
2l

and ǫl = 2−Nl , the Rokhlin Tower theorem, Lemma 13, yields a measurable set Al
such that {T−j(Al)}Nl−1

j=0 are disjoint and µ(Rl) < ǫl, where Rl = X \⋃Nl−1
j=0 T−j(Al). Note that

1−2−Nl

Nl
≤ µ(Al) ≤ 1

Nl
. Let Bl ⊂ T−1(Al) be a measurable set with µ(Bl) =

µ(Al)
2 and define a

function gl : X → [0,∞) by

gl(x) =











2Nl if x ∈ Al,

2Nl−l if x ∈ Bl,

0 otherwise.

Let f =
∑∞

l=1 gl. Since each gl is non-zero only on a set of measure at most 3
2Nl

, the function f

is almost everywhere defined by a finite sum. Furthermore, f is non-integrable since
∫

gl dµ ≥ 1
2

for each l ≥ 1.

For each l ≥ 1, every point x 6∈ Rl will visit Al within Nl steps, therefore SNl
(f)(x) ≥ 2Nl . On

the other hand, if x does not visit Ak ∪Bk within20 Nl steps for any k > l, then, for big enough
l, it holds

SNl
(f)(x) ≤ (1 + 2−l)2Nl +Nl

l−1
∑

j=1

||gj ||L∞ ≤ (1 + 2−l)2Nl +Nl

l−1
∑

j=1

2Nj ≤ (1 + 2−l+1)2Nl .

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

µ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

SNl
(f)

2Nl
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> 2−l+1

)

≤ µ
(

Rl ∪ R̃l
)

≤ 2−Nl + 2Nl

∞
∑

k=l+1

1

Nk
≤ 1

Nl
,

where R̃l =
⋃∞
k=l+1

⋃Nl−1
j=0 T−j(Ak ∪Bk). By Borel-Cantelli (14) holds with Dl = 2Nl .

On the other hand, every point x 6∈ Al ∪Rl will visit T−1(Al) within Nl steps, of those points
half will visit Bl and the other half will visit21 T−1(Al) \ Bl. In addition, all of these points
will visit Al exactly once, that is the largest value that we trim, unless Ak ∪ Bk is visited for
some k > l, then the largest value will be one of the terms contributed by gk. Therefore, for
big enough l, we have

µ
(

S1
Nl
(f) ≥ 2Nl−l

)

≥ µ





Nl−2
⋃

j=0

T−j(Bl)



 ≥ (1− 2−Nl)(Nl − 1)

2Nl
≥ 1

3
.

If x does not visit Bl within Nl steps, and avoids all Ak ∪ Bk for k > l, then all the non-zero
contribution can only come from visiting Al, which however is the value that will be trimmed,

and visits to Ak ∪Bk for k < l. Therefore, for x ∈ ⋃Nl−2
j=0 T−j(T−1(Al)\Bl)\ R̃l and big enough

l it holds that

S1
Nl
(f)(x) ≤ Nl

l−1
∑

k=1

||gk||L∞ ≤ Nl

l−1
∑

k=1

2Nk ≤ 1

10
2Nl−l.

The set in question has measure

µ





Nl−2
⋃

j=0

T−j(T−1(Al) \Bl) \ R̃l



 ≥ (1− 2−Nl)(Nl − 1)

2Nl
− 2Nl

∞
∑

k=l+1

1

Nk
≥ 1

3
.

It follows that (15) holds with D′
l = 2Nl−l. �

4. Irrational rotations on T

4.1. Background. Recall that, for N ≥ 1 and n such that N ∈ [qn, qn+1 − 1], there are
0 ≤ bj <

qj+1

qj
, for j = 0, ..., n, such that

N =

n
∑

j=0

bjqj,

this is called the Ostrowski expansion.

In the following we will, by slight abuse of notation, identify [0, 1) with
[

−1
2 ,

1
2

)

via the identi-

fication ι : [0, 1) →
[

−1
2 ,

1
2

)

ι(x) =

{

x if x < 1
2 ,

x− 1 otherwise.

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

Denote
δn = |αqn−1|. (16)

Then

δn ∈
(

1

2qn
,
1

qn

)

.

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

21And hence they will avoid Bl altogether since it would take at least Nl steps to visit T−1(Al) again.
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Lemma 14. For all n ≥ 1 it holds that anδn+1 + δn+2 = δn.

Proof. Assume α − pn
qn

> 0, the other case can be proven similarly. Since α − pn−1

qn−1
< 0 and

α− pn+1

qn+1
< 0, we have

Rqn−1(0) < Rqn−1+qn(0) < ... < Rqn−1+anqn(0) = Rqn+1(0) < 0.

The claim follows since d(Rqn−1(0), 0) = δn, d(R
qn+1(0), 0) = δn+2 and

d(Rqn−1+(i−1)qn(0), Rqn−1+iqn(0)) = δn+1 ∀i = 1, ..., an.

�

For N ≥ 1 and x ∈ [0, 1) denote by jN1 (x), ..., jNN (x) the clockwise ordering of the points
{x, ..., RN−1(x)} around the circle, for convenience leaving out 0 so that

0 < Rj
N
1 (x)(x) < ... < Rj

N
N (x)(x) ≤ 1,

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

f(Rj
N
1 (x)(x)) > ... > f(Rj

N
N (x)(x)),

where we recall that, by the convention in Theorem 2, we set f(0) = 0. Sometimes we will also

denote Rj
N
1 (x)(x) = xNmin.

It holds that

f(Rj
N
1 (x)(x)) > ... > f(Rj

N
N (x)(x)),

where f(x) = x−β for some β ≥ 1. Hence, for N ≥ 1 and k ≤ N , it holds that

SkN (f)(x) =

N
∑

l=k+1

f(Rj
N
l (x)(x)).

From this, we can immediately deduce some helpful bounds. Consider the case when N ∈
[qn, qn+1 − 1], α − pn

qn
> 0 and jN1 (x) = jqn1 (x). Then the points {x, ..., RN−1(x)} are grouped

into clusters of size bn or bn + 1. If in addition Rj
N
1 (x)(x) > ǫ

qn
, for some ǫ > 0, then, for each

k ≥ 0, we can bound

SkN (f)(x) ≤ 2βqβn(bn + 1)

qn−1
∑

j=
⌊

k
bn

⌋

(ǫ+ j)−β .

This estimate is obtained by noticing that the leftmost point of each group22 is at distance at
least δn ≥ 1

2qn
. A similar estimate can be made, assuming k ≥ bn+1 instead of jN1 (x) = jqn1 (x),

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
jN1 (x) = jqn1 (x).

Lemma 15. If α− pn
qn
> 0 and23 Rj

qn
qn (x)(x) ≤ −bnδn+1, then j

N
1 (x) = jqn1 (x).

Proof. It holds that

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) < Rj

qn
qn (x)+qn(x) < ... < Rj

qn
qn (x)+bnqn(x) < Rj

qn
1 (x)(x),

and no other point of {x, ..., RN−1(x)} is between Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) and Rj

qn
1 (x)(x). Furthermore,

Rj
qn
qn (x)+bnqn(x) ≤ Rj

qn
qn (x)(x) + bnδn+1 ≤ 0,

and the conclusion is immediate. �

22These are the points {x, ..., Rqn−1(x)} numbered clockwise, starting with Rj
qn
1

(x)(x).
23This is to be understood in [− 1

2
, 1
2
).
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4.2. The function 1
x . For this section, denote f(x) = 1

x .

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 dN > 0
and ǫn > 0 such that

|Sbn+1
N (f)(x)− dN | < ǫN ∀x ∈ [0, 1),

this is shown in Lemma 17 and 21. If α is of Roth type, then we can show that dN ∼ N log(N)
and ǫN = o(N log(N)), this will be shown in Proposition 25 and Lemma 22 respectively. This
leads to the intermediate result

lim
N→∞

Sbn+1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
= 1 uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1), (17)

for α of Roth type, as stated in Proposition 26.

In order to prove Theorems 5 and 8, we will in both cases compare Sbn+1
N (f) to S1

N (f) and then
make use of the convergence (17). In the case of Theorem 5 we note that, as in §2.4, a lightly
trimmed weak law for the function 1

x already implies an untrimmed weak law.

In the last part of this section we will prove Theorems 9 and 11 making use of the previous
results to prove the lim inf case and construct some sets for which the lim sup case holds.

Lemma 16. For n ≥ 1 and x ∈ [0, 1) there is at most one k∗ ∈ {1, ..., qn} such that

Rk
∗
(x) ∈

[

0,
1

qn + qn−1

)

.

Proof. For k, k′ ∈ {1, ..., qn} with k 6= k′ and y ∈ [0, 1) we have

d(Rk(y), Rk
′
(y)) ≥ d(kα, k′α) ≥ d(|k − k′|α, 0) ≥ d(qn−1α, 0) = δn ≥ 1

qn + qn−1
.

Hence there is at most one such point in the interval
[

0, 1
qn+qn−1

)

. �

Denote

fn(x) =







f(x) if x ∈
[

1
qn+qn−1

, 1
)

,

0 if x ∈
[

0, 1
qn+qn−1

)

.

Lemma 17. For N ≥ 1 we have

Sbn+1
N (f)(x) ≤ SN (fn)(x) ≤ Sbn+1

N (f)(x) + 3N ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. By Lemma 16 there are at most bn+1 points of the form Rj(x) with 0 ≤ j ≤ N −1 that

are in
[

0, 1
qn+qn−1

)

. Let k′ ≤ bn + 1 be such that Rj
N
k′ (x)(x) ∈

[

0, 1
qn+qn−1

)

but R
jN
k′+1

(x)
(x) 6∈

[

0, 1
qn+qn−1

)

then24

Sbn+1
N (f)(x) =

N
∑

i=bn+2

f
(

Rj
N
i (x)(x)

)

≤
N
∑

i=k′+1

f
(

Rj
N
i (x)(x)

)

= SN (fn)(x).

24Besides the points RjN1 (x)(x), . . . , RjN
k′

(x)(x) there might additionally be one orbit point in
[

0, 1
qn+qn−1

)

,

namely in the case RjNN (x)(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

SN (fn)(x) =
N
∑

i=k′+1

f
(

Rj
N
i (x)(x)

)

≤
N
∑

i=bn+2

f
(

Rj
N
i (x)(x)

)

+ (bn + 1− k′)f((qn + qn−1)
−1)

≤
N
∑

i=bn+2

f
(

Rj
N
i (x)(x)

)

+ (bn + 1)(qn + qn−1) ≤ Sbn+1
N (f)(x) + 3N.

�

Using the Denjoy-Koksma inequality, we can immediately deduce a useful estimate for S1
qn(f).

Proposition 18. For x ∈ [0, 1) and n ≥ 1 it holds that
∣

∣

∣S1
qn(f)(x)− qn log(qn)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ 7qn.

Proof. By Denjoy-Koksma inequality we have
∣

∣

∣Sqn(fn)(x)− qn

∫ 1

0
fn(y) dy

∣

∣

∣ ≤ Var(fn),

and the claim follows from Lemma 17. �

We will use a more general form of this computation (see [BK21, Lemma 4.4]).

Lemma 19. For n ≥ 1 it holds that

2qn+1 ≥
n
∑

j=1

ajqj. (18)

Proof. Recall that qn+1 = anqn+ qn−1. For n = 1, (18) becomes 2q2 ≥ a1q1, which, considering
that q1 = 1 and q2 = a1, clearly holds. Now let n ≥ 2 and assume (18) holds for all k < n, then

n
∑

j=1

ajqj ≤ anqn + an−1qn−1 + 2qn−1 ≤ (an + 1)qn + 2qn−1 ≤ 2qn+1.

�

Lemma 20. For each n ≥ 1, i ∈ [0, n − 1] we have

|Sqn−i
(fn)(x)− qn−i log(qn−i)| ≤ min

(

2qn,
1

x
qn−i

min

)

+ 3qn−i ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. Denote h = 1[ 1
2qn−i

,1)fn. Since any two points in {x, ..., Rqn−i−1(x)} are at distance at

least δn−i = |αqn−i−1| ≥ 1
2qn−i

, we have

#

(

{x, ..., Rqn−i−1(x)} ∩
(

0,
1

2qn−i

))

≤ 1,

hence

|Sqn−i
(fn)(x)− Sqn−i

(h)(x)| ≤ fn(x
qn−i

min ) ≤ min

(

2qn,
1

x
qn−i

min

)

.

Applying Denjoy-Koksma to h yields

|Sqn−i
(h)(x) − qn−i log(qn−i)| ≤ Var(h) + log(2)qn−i ≤ 3qn−i,

and the claim follows. �
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Lemma 21. If N ∈ [qn, qn+1) then
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (fn)(x)−
n
∑

j=1

bjqj log(qj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 16N + 2
∑

1≤j≤n−1,bj 6=0

ajqj log(bj).

Proof. For j = 1, ..., n−1 and s = 0, ..., bj −1 denote x(j, s) = R
∑n

i=j+1 biqi+sqj(x), and x(n, s) =
Rsqn(x) for s = 0, ..., bn − 1. Then

SN (fn)(x) =

n
∑

j=1

bj−1
∑

s=0

Sqj(fn)(x(j, s)),

and by Lemma 20 we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (fn)(x)−
n
∑

j=1

bjqj log(qj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 3N +

n
∑

j=1

bj−1
∑

s=0

min

(

2qn,
1

(x(j, s))
qj
min

)

≤ 3N + 2bnqn +
n−1
∑

j=1

bj−1
∑

s=0

min

(

2qn,
1

(x(j, s))
qj
min

)

≤ 5N +
n−1
∑

j=1

bj−1
∑

s=0

min

(

2qn,
1

(x(j, s))
qj
min

)

. (19)

For j = 1, ..., n and s = 0, ..., bj − 1 denote x̃(j, s) = (x(j, s))
qj
min. For j = 1, ..., n with bj 6= 0 it

holds that

{R
∑n

l=j+1 blql(x), R
∑n

l=j+1 blql+1(x), ..., R
∑n

l=j blql−1(x)} =

bj−1
⋃

s=0

{x(j, s), ..., Rqj−1(x(j, s))}

and the union is disjoint.

The set on the left is a finite orbit of length bjqj < qj+1, therefore all of the points in the set
on the right are at distance at least 1

2qj+1
, in particular it holds that

|x̃(j, s) − x̃(j, s′)| ≥ 1

2qj+1
, (20)

for any s, s′ ∈ {0, . . . , bj − 1}, s 6= s′.

Similarly, for k = 1, ..., n − 1, we have

{R
∑n

j=k+1 bjqj(x), R
∑n

j=k+1 bjqj+1, ..., RN−1(x)} =
k
⋃

j=1

bj−1
⋃

s=0

{x(j, s), ..., Rqj−1(x(j, s))}

and the union is disjoint.

The set on the left is a finite orbit of length
∑k

j=1 bjqj < qk+1 and therefore, by Lemma 16,

contains at most one point in
[

0, 1
2qk+1

)

. Letting (j∗k , s
∗
k) with 1 ≤ j∗k ≤ k and 0 ≤ s∗k ≤ bj∗k − 1

be the index with x̃(j∗k , s
∗
k) = minj=1,...,k, s=0,...,bj−1 x̃(j, s), it follows that

25

x̃(j, s) ≥ 1

2qk+1
j = 1, ..., k, s = 0, ..., bj − 1, (j, s) 6= (j∗k , s

∗
k). (21)

Let

∆∗ = {(j∗1 , s∗1), ..., (j∗n−1, s
∗
n−1)} and

∆ = {(j, s) | 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, 0 ≤ s ≤ bj − 1, (j, s) 6∈ ∆∗}.

25It is possible that also x̃(j∗k , s
∗
k) ≥ 1

2qk+1
, we do not make any claims of these points.
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We will split up the sum in (19) as

n−1
∑

j=1

bj−1
∑

s=0

min

(

2qn,
1

(x(j, s))
qj
min

)

=
∑

(j,s)∈∆

min

(

2qn,
1

(x(j, s))
qj
min

)

+
∑

(j,s)∈∆∗

min

(

2qn,
1

(x(j, s))
qj
min

)

.

(22)

For the first sum, notice that (21) implies

x̃(j, s) ≥ 1

2qj+1
∀(j, s) ∈ ∆. (23)

Using (20), (23) and Lemma 19, we obtain

∑

(j,s)∈∆

min

(

2qn,
1

(x(j, s))
qj
min

)

≤
n−1
∑

j=1

bj−1
∑

s=0

1
1

2qj+1
+ s

2qj+1

≤ 2
∑

1≤j≤n−1,bj 6=0

qj+1 (log(bj) + 1)

≤ 2
∑

1≤j≤n−1,bj 6=0

ajqj (log(bj) + 1) + 2
∑

1≤j≤n−1,bj 6=0

qj−1 (log(bj) + 1)

≤ 2
∑

1≤j≤n−1,bj 6=0

ajqj log(bj) + 3

n−1
∑

j=1

ajqj

≤ 2
∑

1≤j≤n−1,bj 6=0

ajqj log(bj) + 3N.

(24)

Note that the indices (j∗k , s
∗
k) may coincide for different k, in fact if j∗k = k − i for some i ≥ 1,

then (j∗k , s
∗
k) = (j∗k−l, s

∗
k−l) for l = 1, ..., i. In other words, by (21), for each 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 2, it

holds that

x̃(j∗k , s
∗
k) <

1

2qk+2
=⇒ (j∗k , s

∗
k) = (j∗k+1, s

∗
k+1).

Using Lemma 19, it follows that

∑

(j,s)∈∆∗

min

(

2qn,
1

x̃(j, s)

)

≤ 2qn + 2
n−2
∑

k=1

qk+2 ≤ 4qn + 2
n−1
∑

k=1

qk ≤ 8N. (25)

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (fn)(x)−
n
∑

j=1

bjqj log(qj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 16N + 2
∑

1≤j≤n−1,bj 6=0

ajqj log(bj).

�

Recall that the first goal will be to show that

lim
N→∞

Sbn+1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
= 1 uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1),

if α is of Roth type. Considering Lemmas 17 and 21, this will follow, once we show
∑

1≤j≤n−1,bj 6=0

ajqj log(bj) = o(N log(N)), (26)
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and

lim
N→∞

N log(N)
∑n

j=1 bjqj log(qj)
= 1. (27)

First we will show (26).

Lemma 22. If limn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

= 1, then

n−1
∑

j=1

ajqj log(aj) = o(qn log(qn)).

Proof. Let ǫ > 0, n0 ≥ 1 be so big that qm+1 < q1+ǫm for all m ≥ n0 and thus in particular
am < qǫm. Moreover, let n1 ≥ n0 + 1 be so big that qn1 >

qn0
ǫ . Then, using Lemma 19, for

n ≥ n1 it holds that

n−1
∑

j=1

ajqj log(aj) =

n0−1
∑

j=1

ajqj log(aj) +

n−1
∑

j=n0

ajqj log(aj)

≤ log(qn)

n0−1
∑

j=1

ajqj + ǫ log(qn)

n−1
∑

j=n0

ajqj

≤ 2 log(qn)(qn0 + ǫqn)

≤ 2ǫqn log(qn).

�

This immediately implies (26). The next lemmas will be a preparation for Proposition 25 which
will give (27).

Lemma 23. It holds that

n
∑

j=1

bjqj log(qj) ≤ N log(N) ≤
n
∑

j=1

bjqj log(qj) +N log





n
∑

j=1

bj



 .

Proof. Since N =
∑n

j=1 bjqj it is clear that
∑n

j=1 bjqj log(qj) ≤ N log(N). Now note that the

function z 7→ z log(z) is convex on (0,∞), hence

n
∑

j=1

bj
∑n

i=1 bi
qj log(qj) ≥





n
∑

j=1

bj
∑n

i=1 bi
qj



 log





n
∑

j=1

bj
∑n

i=1 bi
qj



 ≥ N
∑n

i=1 bi
log

(

N
∑n

i=1 bi

)

.

Multiplying this equation by
∑n

i=1 bi yields

n
∑

j=1

bjqj log(qj) ≥ N log(N)−N log

(

n
∑

i=1

bi

)

.

�

Lemma 24. If limn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

= 1, then

log





n
∑

j=1

bj



 = o(log(N)).
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Proof. Let ǫ ∈ (0, 1) and M ′ ≥ 1 be so big that qm+1 < q1+ǫm , which implies bm < qǫm, for

m > M ′. Let M > M ′ be so big that
∑M ′

j=1 aj < qǫM and26 qm > m
1
ǫ for m ≥ M . Then, for

N ≥ qM it holds that

log





n
∑

j=1

bj



 ≤ log





n
∑

j=M ′
qǫj



+ log(qǫM )

≤ log(qǫn) + log(n) + log(qǫM ) ≤ 4ǫ log(N).

�

Proposition 25. It holds that

lim
N→∞

N log(N)
∑n

j=1 bjqj log(qj)
= 1 (28)

if and only if limn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

= 1.

Proof. (i) If limn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

= 1, then (28) holds by Lemmas 23 and 24.

(ii) On the other hand, if lim infn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

> 1 then there is an ǫ > 0 and a subsequence

(nl)l≥1 such that qnl+1 > q1+ǫnl
, which implies anl

> q
ǫ/2
nl , for l sufficiently large. For Nl =

anl
qnl

∈ [qnl
, qnl+1 − 1] and l sufficiently large it holds that27

Nl log(Nl) >
(

1 +
ǫ

2

)

anl
qnl

log(qnl
),

contradicting (28). �

Proposition 26. If limn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

= 1, then it holds that

lim
N→∞

Sbn+1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
= 1 uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemmas 17 and 21, (26) and Proposition 25. �

Now we will show that, assuming limn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

= 1, weak laws can be obtained even without

trimming. As an intermediate step, we first prove weak laws under light trimming.

Lemma 27. If limn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

= 1 then

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

S1
N (f)

N log(N)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as n→ ∞ ∀ǫ > 0. (29)

Proof. Let ǫ ∈
(

0, 1
100

)

and M0 be big enough such that log(qn+1)
log(qn)

< 1 + ǫ2

10 for all n ≥ M0. For

n ≥M0 denote ǫn = 101
ǫ

( log(qn+1)
log(qn)

− 1
)

< ǫ, and let

Bn =

{

x ∈ [0, 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

d(x+ jα,Z) ≤ ǫn
qn

for some j ∈ {0, ..., qn − 1}
}

=

qn−1
⋃

j=0

[

(

− jα − ǫn
qn

)

mod 1,
(

− jα+
ǫn
qn

)

mod 1

]

,

26If α = 1+
√

5
2

then qn =
⌊

αn
√

5

⌋

. For the golden ratio all the CFE coefficients are 1, so for general α we have

qn ≥
⌊

αn
√

5

⌋

.
27In this case anl

= bnl
.
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note that λ(Bn) ≤ 2ǫn. Note furthermore that an ≤ qn+1

qn
= q

−1+
log(qn+1)

log(qn)
n , taking logarithms we

obtain

log(an) ≤
ǫǫn
10

log(qn) ≤
ǫǫn
2

log(N). (30)

We will show that for big enough n it holds that

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≤ ǫN log(N) +N ∀N ∈ [qn, qn+1 − 1], x 6∈ Bn. (31)

Considering Proposition 26, (29) follows from (31). Note that, if an < 10, or equivalently
qn+1 < 10qn + qn−1, then (31) holds trivially, even without any assumption on x, because

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≤
bn
∑

i=2

f(Rj
N
i (x)(x)) ≤ 10qn+1 ≤ 110N.

So for the rest of the proof we can focus on the case an ≥ 10.

We will only show (31), for n with α − pn
qn

> 0. The conclusion for all other n follows by

considering 1− α instead28 .

We first claim that, for x 6∈ Bn and big enough n, whenever qn ≤ N < qn + ǫnqn+1, it holds
that

jqn1 (x) = jN1 (x). (32)

Indeed, since bn ≤ 1 + ǫnqn+1

qn
, keeping in mind that ǫn <

1
100 , and identifying T with

[

−1
2 ,

1
2

)

,

it holds that

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) ≤ −δn +

ǫn
qn

≤ − 1

2qn
+

1

100qn
≤ − 1

qn+1
− 1

100qn
≤ −bnδn+1,

where we recall that δn = d(qn−1α,Z) ∈
(

1
qn+qn−1

, 1
qn

)

. Now (32) follows by applying Lemma

15. Therefore, in this case, xNmin = xqnmin ≥ ǫn
qn

and using (30) we obtain

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≤ bn
qn
ǫn

≤ N

ǫn
≤ ǫN log(N).

On the other hand, if N ≥ qn + ǫnqn+1, then it is not necessarily true that jqn1 (x) = jN1 (x).
Nevertheless, using (30), we can estimate

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) =

bn+1
∑

i=2

f(Rj
N
i (x)(x)) ≤

bn
∑

i=1

qn+1

i

≤ qn+1(1 + log(bn)) ≤
1

ǫn
N(1 + log(bn)) ≤ ǫN log(N) +N,

and we have shown (31) in both cases. �

28Let n be such that α − pn
qn

< 0 and denote α̃ = 1 − α. Then the CFE approximants of α̃ are given by
p̃ñ
q̃ñ

= qn−pn
qn

(the index ñ is either n− 1 or n+ 1, depending on whether α < 1
2
) and we have α̃− p̃ñ

q̃ñ
> 0. Denote

by S̃N the ergodic sum w.r.t. the rotation R̃(x) = x + α̃, and note that for N ∈ [qn, qn+1 − 1] = [q̃ñ, q̃ñ+1 − 1] it

holds that Sk
N = S̃k

N ◦RN for all k ≤ N . Since α̃− p̃ñ
q̃ñ

> 0, (31) yields

S̃
1
N(f)(x) − S̃

b̃ñ+1
N (f)(x) ≤ ǫN log(N) ∀N ∈ [q̃ñ, q̃ñ+1 − 1], x 6∈ B̃ñ,

where b̃ñ and B̃ñ are defined in the same way as bn and Bn, only using q̃ñ resp. q̃ñ+1 instead of qn resp. qn+1.
Since q̃ñ = qn and q̃ñ+1 = qn+1 it holds that b̃ñ = bn and B̃ñ = Bn, it follows that

S
1
N(f)(x) − S

bn+1
N (f)(x) ≤ ǫN log(N) ∀N ∈ [qn, qn+1 − 1], x 6∈ R

N(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 γ ∈ (0, 1] and n ∈ N, it holds that qn+1 > q1+γn and
qγn > γ−11000. Then there are sets A,B ⊂ [0, 1) with λ(A) = λ(B) = γ

1000 such that, whenever

k ≤ qn+1q
−(1+ γ

2 )
n ,

SkN (f)(x) >
γ

4
qn+1 log(qn), while SkN (f)(y) <

γ

100
qn+1 log(qn) ∀x ∈ A, y ∈ B,

where N =
⌈γqn+1

250

⌉

.

Proof. We only treat the case for α− pn
qn
> 0, the other case follows by considering 1−α instead.

Let

A =

{

x ∈ [0, 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) ∈

(

− γ

1000qn
, 0

)}

=

qn−1
⋃

j=0

(

− γ

1000qn
, 0

)

− jα,

and

B =

{

x ∈ [0, 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) ∈

(

−
(

1

4
+

γ

1000

)

1

qn
,− 1

4qn

)}

=

qn−1
⋃

j=0

(

−
(

1

4
+

γ

1000

)

1

qn
,− 1

4qn

)

− jα.

Clearly λ(A) = λ(B) = γ
1000 .

For x ∈ B we have

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) ≤ − 1

4qn
≤ −

⌈

γqn+1

250qn

⌉

1

qn+1
≤ −bnδn+1,

and Lemma 15 yields jqn1 (x) = jN1 (x). Moreover, since different points in {x, ..., Rqn−1(x)} are

at distance at least 1
2qn

, it holds that Rj
qn
1 (x)(x) ≥ 1

8qn
, therefore SkN (f)(x) = SkN (f

′)(x), where

f ′(z) =

{

0 if z ∈ [0, 1
8qn

),

f(z) otherwise.

Using the Denjoy-Koksma inequality, we obtain

SkN (f)(x) ≤ S(bn+1)qn(f
′)(x) ≤ 2(bn + 1)qn log(qn) + 8(bn + 1)qn ≤ γ

100
qn+1 log(qn).

On the other hand, since α− pn
qn
> 0, applying Rqn will move any point to the right by a distance

of δn+1 = |qnα| > 1
2qn+1

. Therefore, if x ∈ A then it holds that

Rj
qn
qn (x)+⌈ bn

2 ⌉qn(x) ≥ − γ

1000qn
+

⌈

bn
2

⌉

δn+1 ≥ − γ

1000qn
+
γqn+1

500qn

1

2qn+1
≥ 0,

where we identify the circle with
[

−1
2 ,

1
2

)

. Since now the points

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x), Rj

qn
qn (x)+qn(x), ..., Rj

qn
qn (x)+⌈ bn

2 ⌉qn(x)
are at distance δn+1 <

1
qn+1

and cross from negative to positive, it follows that there is an

s∗ ∈
{

1, ...,
⌈

bn
2

⌉}

such that Rj
qn
qn (x)+s∗qn(x) ∈

(

0, 1
qn+1

)

. There could be two such points in the

interval, in that case choose the left one29 so that jqnqn (x) + s∗qn = jN1 (x). The points

{Rjqnqn (x)+(s∗+k)qn(x), ..., Rj
qn
qn (x)+(bn−1)qn(x)}

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

SkN (f)(x) >

bn−1
∑

j=s∗+k

f(Rj
qn
qn (x)+jqn(x)) >

⌊ bn−1
2 ⌋
∑

j=k

f

(

j + 1

qn+1

)

= qn+1

⌊ bn−1
2 ⌋
∑

j=k

1

j + 1
≥ qn+1

(

log

(⌊

bn − 1

2

⌋)

− log(k)

)

≥ 1

2
qn+1

(

log

(

qn+1

2qn

)

− log
(

qn+1q
−1− γ

2
n

)

)

≥ γ

4
qn+1 log(qn).

�

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 5. First assume that limn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

= 1, then, by Lemma 27

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

S1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as n→ ∞ ∀ǫ > 0. (33)

For N ≥ 1 let MN = SN (f)− S1
N (f) = maxi=0,...,N−1 f ◦Ri, then, for ǫ > 0, we have

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (f)(x)

N log(N)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

≤ λ
(

MN (x) >
ǫ

2
N log(N)

)

+ λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

S1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

>
ǫ

2

)

≤ λ

(

x

∣

∣

∣

∣

∃i ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1} s.t. Ri(x) ∈
(

0,
( ǫ

2
N log(N)

)−1
))

+ λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

S1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

>
ǫ

2

)

≤ 2

ǫ log(N)
+ λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

S1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

>
ǫ

2

)

.

In light of (33), it follows that

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (f)(x)

N log(N)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as n→ ∞ ∀ǫ > 0.

On the other hand, now suppose lim supn→∞
log(qn+1)
log(qn)

> 1. Taking a subsequence (nl)l≥1 we may

assume that there is a γ ∈ (0, 1) such that qnl+1 > q1+γnl and qγnl > γ−11000. For a contradiction
assume that there are dN > 0 such that

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

SN (f)(x)

dN
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as N → ∞ ∀ǫ > 0.

For every l ≥ 1 let Nl =
⌈

γqnl+1

250

⌉

, by Lemma 28 there are sets Al, Bl with λ(Al) = λ(Bl) =
γ

1000

such that

SNl
(f)(x) >

γ

4
qnl+1 log(qnl

) ∀x ∈ Al, (34)

while

SNl
(f)(y) <

γ

100
qnl+1 log(qnl

) ∀y ∈ Bl. (35)

Due to (34), we must have dNl
≥ γ

8 qnl+1 log(qnl
), on the other hand (35) implies dNl

≤
γ
50qnl+1 log(qnl

). This is a contradiction. �



22 M. AUER AND T. I. SCHINDLER

Proof of Remark 6. Let l(N) = o(N) be a sequence of natural numbers and k(N) ≤ l(N). For
ǫ > 0 denote

u(ǫ) = min(N ≥ 1 | l(m) < ǫm, ∀m ≥ N).

Let α be such that,

qn+1 > q2nu

(

1

q2n

)

for all n sufficiently large,

noting that there is a Gδ dense set of α satisfying this condition. Moreover, this choice implies
that

k(N) ≤ l(N) ≤ qn+1q
− 3

2
n ,

whenever N =
⌈ qn+1

250

⌉

and
√
qn > 250. The claim follows from Lemma 28 with γ = 1. �

We will now focus on the claims about strong convergence, i.e. Theorems 8, 9, and 11.

Proof of Theorem 8. Let κ = 1
8 and α be such that qn+1 < qn log(qn) log

2(log(qn)) and

∑

n≥1,qn+1≥qn log1−
κ
2 (qn)

1

log1−κ(qn)
<∞, (36)

by30 [FK16], this condition is satisfied for almost all α. Denote

N = {n ≥ 1 | qn+1 < qn log
1−κ

2 (qn)}.

Clearly, α fulfils the Roth type condition and thus, Proposition 26 shows that

lim
N→∞

Sbn+1
N (f)(x)

N log(N)
= 1 uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1).

The claim (7) follows once we show that, for almost every x, it holds that

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) = o(N log(N)). (37)

We estimate the left side in two different ways;

• since any two distinct points in {x, ..., RN−1(x)} are at distance at least 1
2qn+1

, we have

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≤
bn
∑

j=1

2qn+1

j
≤ 10qn+1max(1, log(bn)), (38)

• on the other hand, denoting xNmin = Rj
N
1 (x)(x), we can trivially estimate

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≤ bn
1

xNmin

. (39)

Since bn < log(qn) log
2(log(qn)), we have;

(A) if n ∈ N sufficiently large, then by (38) it holds that

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≤ 10qn+1 max(1, log(bn)) ≤ 20qn log
1−κ

2 (qn) log2(qn) = o(N log(N)),

(B) if N > qn log
κ
2 (qn), then by (38) for n sufficiently large it holds that

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≤ 10qn+1 max(1, log(bn))

≤ 20qn log(qn) log
3(log(qn)) ≤ 100N log1−

κ
4 (N) = o(N log(N)),

30In [FK16] it is shown that the stronger condition
∑

n≥1,qn+1≥qn log1−κ(qn)

1

log1−κ(qn)
< ∞,

holds for almost all α.
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(C) if xNmin ≥ 1
qn log1−κ(qn)

, then by (39) for n sufficiently large it holds that

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≤ qn log
1−κ(qn) log

2(log(qn)) = o(N log(N)).

In the next steps we will show that, indeed, for almost all x and all but finitely many n 6∈ N ,
if N ≥ qn log

κ
2 (qn) we have xNmin ≥ 1

qn log1−κ(qn)
and we have covered all cases.

For each n 6∈ N with α− pn
qn
> 0 let ǫn = log−(1−κ)(qn) and

Bn =

{

x ∈ [0, 1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

d(x+ jα,Z) ≤ ǫn
qn

for some j ∈ {0, ..., qn − 1}
}

=

qn−1
⋃

j=0

[−ǫn
qn

,
ǫn
qn

]

− jα.

For n 6∈ N with α− pn
qn
> 0, x 6∈ Bn, and N ≤ qn log

κ
2 (qn) we have

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) < −q−1

n log−(1−κ)(qn) ≤ −bnq−1
n+1,

and by Lemma 15 it follows that jqn1 (x) = jN1 (x). In this case

xNmin ≥ q−1
n log−(1−κ)(qn).

Similarly, for n /∈ N , α− pn
qn
< 0 and

B′
n =

qn−1
⋃

j=0

[

0,
2ǫn
qn

]

− jα,

it also holds that
xNmin ≥ q−1

n log−(1−κ)(qn) ∀x 6∈ B′
n.

Indeed, if x /∈ B′
n, α− pn

qn
< 0, n /∈ N and N ≤ qn log

κ
2 (qn), then

jN1 (x) =

{

jqn1 (x) + bnqn if jqn1 (x) + bnqn ≤ N,

jqn1 (x) + (bn − 1)qn otherwise,

therefore, under the just stated conditions, it holds that

xNmin ≥ 2q−1
n log−(1−κ)(qn)− bnq

−1
n+1 ≥ q−1

n log−(1−κ)(qn).

Since λ(Bn ∪ B′
n) = 3 log−(1−κ)(qn), the assumption (36) shows that

∑

n 6∈N λ(Bn ∪ B′
n) < ∞,

and by Borel-Cantelli almost every x is only in finitely many Bn or B′
n with n 6∈ N . By (A)-(C)

it follows that (37) holds for almost every x.

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

Note that, if α 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 α,

S1
N (f)(0)

N log(N)

does not converge.

Lemma 29. If qn+1 ∈ (qn log(qn) log3(qn) , qn log
2(qn)), qn > 106, α − pn

qn
> 0 and xqnmin <

1
qn log(qn) log3(qn)

, then it holds that

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≥ 1

2
N log(N),

where N = ⌈ qn+1 log5(qn)
log(qn)

⌉.
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Proof. Denote ǫ = 1
qn log(qn) log3(qn)

, for n sufficiently large, it holds that

S1
N (f)(x)− Sbn+1

N (f)(x) ≥
bn
∑

i=1

1

ǫ+ i
qn+1

≥
bn+⌈ǫqn+1⌉
∑

i=1+⌈ǫqn+1⌉

qn+1

i

≥ 1

2
qn+1 log

(

bn
ǫqn+1

)

≥ 1

2
N

log(qn)

log5(qn)
log4(qn) ≥

1

2
N log(N).

�

Remark 30. The ”log3” in the previous lemma might seem a bit odd, and in fact, the lemma
works also if we replace log3 by any function ψ with ψ(n) ր ∞. The reason for our choice will
be apparent from the proofs of Theorems 9 and 11.

Lemma 31. For almost every α there are infinitely many n ≥ 1 such that

qn+1 > qn log(qn) log3(qn) and α− pn
qn

> 0.

Proof. To avoid confusion, in this proof we shall write qn(α) resp. an(α) instead of qn resp. an.

We have
∑

n≥1
1

n log(n) log3(n)
= ∞ and hence by Khinchine’s Theorem, for almost every α, there

are infinitely many n with

qn+1(α) > qn(α) log(qn(α)) log3(qn(α)).

Equivalently,31

an(α) > log(qn(α)) log3(qn(α)).

Expanding α as

α =
1

a1(α) +
1

a2(α) +
1

...

, (40)

we can easily see that α− pn(α)
qn(α)

> 0 if and only if n is even. Denote

Aeven =

{

α ∈ (0, 1) \Q
∣

∣

∣

∣

there are infinitely many even n with

an(α) > log(qn(α)) log3(qn(α))

}

,

Aodd =

{

α ∈ (0, 1) \Q
∣

∣

∣

∣

there are infinitely many odd n with

an(α) > log(qn(α)) log3(qn(α))

}

.

Let T (x) =
⌊

1
x

⌋

be the Gauss-map. From (40) it follows that

an(T (α)) = an+1(α) and therefore qn(T (α)) ≤ qn+1(α),

hence Aodd ⊂ T−1(Aeven) and Aeven ⊂ T−1(Aodd). It follows that Aeven ⊂ T−2(Aeven). Since T
preserves the Gauss-measure µ, which is equivalent to Lebesgue, we have Aeven = T−2(Aeven)
(mod µ). And since T 2 is ergodic32 µ(Aeven) ∈ {0, 1}. From

Aeven ⊂ T−1(Aodd) ⊂ T−2(Aeven) = Aeven (mod µ),

it follows that Aeven = T−1(Aodd) (mod µ), hence µ(Aodd) = µ(Aeven) ∈ {0, 1}, and by equiva-
lence to Lebesgue also λ(Aodd) = λ(Aeven) ∈ {0, 1}. At the same time, by Khinchine it holds
that λ(Aeven ∪Aodd) = 1, it follows that λ(Aodd) = λ(Aeven) = 1 as desired. �

31This is not quite equivalent since qn+1 = anqn + qn−1, but almost. Using Khinchine also yields qn+1(α) >

2qn(α) log(qn(α)) log3(qn(α)) for almost all α, which implies an(α) > log(qn(α)) log3(qn(α)).
32A fortiori T is mixing.
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Proof of Theorem 9. Proposition 18 ascertains that |S1
qn(f)(x) − qn log(qn)| ≤ 7qn and the

”lim inf” part of the claim holds.

By Lemma 31, for almost all α, there are infinitely many n with qn+1 > qn log(qn) log3(qn) and
α− pn

qn
> 0. For all such n and x = α we have

xqnmin = Rqn(0) <
1

qn+1
<

1

qn log(qn) log3(qn)
,

and by Lemma 29 there is an Nn ∈ [qn, qn+1 − 1] such that

S1
Nn

(f)(x)− Sbn+1
Nn

(f)(x) ≥ 1

2
Nn log(Nn). (41)

The claim follows from (41) together with Proposition 26. �

Theorem 11 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 [Cha08].

Lemma 32 ([Lam63]). Let (Ω,P) be a probability space and (An)n≥1 be a sequence of events
with

∞
∑

n=1

P(An) = ∞

and there is a K > 0 such that

P(Ai ∩Aj) ≤ KP(Ai)P(Aj) ∀i < j.

Then it holds that
P(ω ∈ Ω | ω ∈ An for infinitely many n) > 0.

Proof of Theorem 11. Let α be such that qn+1 ∈ (qn log(qn) log3(qn), qn log
2(qn)) for all n. The

claim about the weak law follows from Theorem 5. We will now show that the strong law does
not hold. For simplicity, we only consider n for which α − pn

qn
> 0, the other case follows by

considering 1− α instead.

(i) For the ”lim inf” part of the claim, note that by Proposition 18 we always have |S1
qn(f)(x)−

qn log(qn)| ≤ 7qn. Furthermore, since the points {x, ..., Rqn−1(x)} are at distance at least

δn >
1

2qn
, it holds that Rj

qn
i+1(x)(x) ≥ i

2qn
. It follows that

|SKqn(f)(x)− qn log(qn)| ≤ (7 + 2 log(K))qn if qn > K ≥ 1.

(ii) Let Nn = ⌈ qn+1 log5(qn)
log(qn)

⌉ and G be the set

G =
{

x | lim sup
n→∞

SKNn
(f)(x)

Nn log(Nn)
> 1
}

.

Note that 33

|SKNn
(f)(x)− SKNn

(f)(R(x))| = o(Nn log(Nn)) uniformly in x,

therefore G = R(G) is invariant. By ergodicity, the claim (8) will follow once we show λ(G) > 0.

(iii) Let ǫn = 1
qn log(qn) log3(qn)

and

An = {x | Rjqn1 (x)(x) ∈ (0, ǫn)} =

qn−1
⋃

l=0

(0, ǫn)− lα,

33Since, for big enough n, the distance between any two points in {R(x), ..., RN(x)} is at least 1
2qn+1

, at most

one such point can be in [0, log5(qn)

Nn log(Nn)
) ⊂ [0, 1

2qn+1
).
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and this union is disjoint.34 Note that bn
ǫnqn+1

≥ log3(qn) log5(qn)
2 . Then for x ∈ An

SKNn
(f)(x)− Sbn+1

Nn
(f)(x) ≥

bn
∑

i=K

1

ǫn +
i

qn+1

≥
bn+⌈ǫnqn+1⌉
∑

i=K+⌈ǫnqn+1⌉

qn+1

i

≥ (1000K)−1qn+1 log

(

bn
ǫnqn+1

)

≥ κNn log(Nn),

for some κ > 0 and n sufficiently large.

By Proposition 26 we have

Sbn+1
N (f)(x) = N log(N)(1 + o(1)) uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1),

and it follows that

G ⊃ {x | x ∈ An for infinitely many n}.
It remains to show

λ(x | x ∈ An for infinitely many n) > 0.

(iv) We will verify the conditions of Lemma 32 for An, i.e. we will show

∞
∑

n=1

λ(An) = ∞ (42)

and

λ(Ai ∩Aj) ≤ 2λ(Ai)λ(Aj) ∀i < j. (43)

Lemma 32 will then imply λ(x | x ∈ An for infinitely many n) > 0 and the proof will be
complete.

(v) First we verify (42). Indeed, the assumption qn+1 < qn log
2(qn) implies35 that qn < 16n(n!)4,

in particular log(qn) < 100n log(n) and log3(qn) < 10 log2(n). It follows that

∞
∑

n=1

λ(An) =

∞
∑

n=1

ǫnqn =

∞
∑

n=1

1

log(qn) log3(qn)
>

1

1000

∞
∑

n=1

1

n log(n) log2(n)
= ∞.

Now we verify (43). Let i < j and, for l1 = 0, ..., qi − 1 and l2 = 0, ..., qj − 1, denote

Il1 = (0, ǫi)− l1α and Ĩl2 = (0, ǫj)− l2α,

additionally

Nl1 = #{l ∈ {0, ..., qj − 1} | Ĩl ∩ Il1 6= ∅}.
Since the Ĩl are disjoint we have

Nl1 = #{l ∈ {0, ..., qj − 1} | − lα ∈ Il1} = #{l ∈ {0, ..., qj − 1} | lα ∈ −Il1} = Sqj(1−Il1 )(0).

λ(Ai ∩Aj) ≤ Sqj(1Ai
)(0)ǫj ≤ (qjqiǫi + 2)ǫj ≤ 2λ(Ai)λ(Aj),

showing (43) and completing the proof. �

34Since ǫn < 1
2qn

< minj1,j2∈{0,...,qn−1},j1 6=j2 |j1α− j2α|.
35This can be shown by induction. Recall that, by convention q1 = 1. Now assume qn < 16n(n!)4 for some n,

then it holds that

qn+1 < 16n(n!)4 log2(16n(n!)4) ≤ 16n(n!)4(log(16)n + 4n log(n))2 ≤ 16n+1((n + 1)!)4.
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4.3. The function x−β, β > 1. In this section, we shall provide a proof of Theorem 12. Let
β > 1 and f(x) = x−β. 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 (11), i.e. (III) =⇒ (I), see Proposition 35. Then we introduce an a priori weaker
condition than (11) - condition (D) given in Definition 36. We show in Proposition 43 that (II)
=⇒ condition (D) and Lemma 37 shows that condition (D) and (11) are equivalent under the
condition that k(N) is monotone implying (II) =⇒ (III).

We start with some preparations to prove Proposition 35. To simplify matters, we will introduce
an auxiliary sequenceK(N) = o(N). Instead of studying the full sum SN (f) it will be convenient
to study separately36 the sums SN ′(f) and SN ′′(f) with

N ′ =

n
∑

j=n−K(N)

bjqj, and N ′′ = N −N ′ =

n−K(N)−1
∑

j=1

bjqj ≤ qn−K(N).

By carefully choosing K(N), the second sum SN ′′(f) is dominated by SN ′(f), hence it suffices
to study the latter.

Let ǫβ > 0 be so that (1 + ǫβ)
β−1
β < 1, and

K(N) = min
(

κ ≥ 1
∣

∣

∣ qn−κ ≤ Nk(N)(
1+ǫβ) 1−β

β

)

.

With this choice it holds that

sup
x∈[0,1)

|S1
N ′′(f)(x)| ≤ sup

x∈[0,1)
|S1
qn−K(N)

(f)(x)| ≤
qn−K(N)
∑

i=1

qβn−K(N)i
−β

= O
(

qβn−K(N)

)

= O
(

Nβk(N)(1+ǫβ)(1−β)
)

= o
(

Nβk(N)1−β
)

.

Since

S
k(N)
N ′ (f) ≤ S

k(N)
N (f) ≤ S

k(N)−1
N ′ (f) + S1

N ′′(f) ◦RN ′
, (44)

the strong law (9), with dN = 1
β−1N

βk(N)1−β , will follow once we show37

lim
N→∞

S
k(N)
N ′ (f)(x)

Nβk(N)−β+1
=

1

β − 1
uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1). (45)

First, we claim that
k(N)

∑

n−K(N)≤j≤n bj
→ ∞. (46)

Note that, if38 K(N) = 1, then this follows trivially from (11). Therefore we can focus on the
case K(N) > 1.

By (11), the condition (46) is equivalent to the a priori weaker condition

k(N)
∑

n−K(N)+1≤j≤n bj
→ ∞.

36It holds that SN(f) = SN′(f) + SN′′(f) ◦ RN′′

.
37Applying the same arguments with k(N) − 1 instead of k(N) also yields

lim
N→∞

S
k(N)−1
N′ (f)(x)

1
β−1

Nβk(N)−β+1
= 1 uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1).

38To be slightly more precise; if K(N) = 1 along a subsequence, then (46) follows trivially from (11) along
this subsequence.
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Note that, for every 1 ≤ J ≤ n− 1, N satisfies

N ≥ bnqn > bnan−1qn−1 > ... > bn

n−1
∏

j=n−J

ajqn−J .

Therefore, by the definition of K(N) (and since K(N) > 1), we have

qn−K(N)+1 > Nk(N)(1+ǫβ )
1−β
β > bn

n−1
∏

j=n−K(N)+1

ajqn−K(N)+1k(N)(1+ǫβ)
1−β
β .

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

qn > ρK−2qn−K , where ρ =
1 +

√
5

2
(the golden ratio).

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

∑

n−K(N)+1≤j≤n

bj ≤ bn

n−1
∏

j=n−K(N)+1

aj +K(N) ≤ k(N)
(1+ǫβ)

β−1
β +K(N) = o(k(N))

and hence (46) holds.

Let z(N,x) = R
jN

′
k(N)+1

(x)
(x), recall that this means that z(N,x) is the k(N) + 1st point in

{x, ..., RN ′−1(x)} that we encounter moving from left to right from 0 (not counting 0 itself, if

0 ∈ {x, ..., RN ′−1(x)}), then we have

S
k(N)
N ′ (f)(x) = f(z(N,x)) +

∑

y∈{x,...,RN′−1(x)},y>z(N,x)

f(y). (47)

We first try to locate z(N,x). To that end first rewrite

z(N,x) = min(ζ ∈ {x, ..., RN ′−1(x)} | SN ′(1(0,ζ])(x) ≥ k(N) + 1).

For ζ ∈ (0, 1) we have

|SN ′(1(0,ζ])(x)−N ′ζ| ≤ 2

n
∑

j=n−K(N)

bj .

Since

SN ′(1(0,ζ])(x) ∈ [N ′ζ − 2
n
∑

j=n−K(N)

bj , N
′ζ + 2

n
∑

j=n−K(N)

bj ],

it follows that

z(N,x) ∈
[

k(N) + 1− 2
∑n

j=n−K(N) bj

N ′
,
k(N) + 1 + 2

∑n
j=n−K(N) bj

N ′

]

=: IN .

Denote

fN(x) =

{

f(x) if x ∈
[

k(N)+1
N ′ , 1

)

,

0 otherwise.

Lemma 33. For N ∈ [qn, qn+1 − 1] sufficiently large

|Sk(N)
N ′ (f)(x)− SN ′(fN )(x)| = o(Nβk(N)1−β) uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. For fixed x ∈ [0, 1) let f̃N be the function defined by

f̃N(y) =

{

f(y) if y ∈ [z(N,x), 1) ,

0 otherwise,
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then, by (47), we have S
k(N)
N ′ (f)(x) = SN ′(f̃N )(x). Furthermore, for N sufficiently large

|SN ′(f̃N )(x) − SN ′(fN )(x)| ≤ 2βNβk(N)−β#{0 ≤ j ≤ N ′ − 1 | Rj(x) ∈ IN}
≤ 2βNβk(N)−βSN ′(1IN )(x)

≤ 1000βNβk(N)−β
n
∑

j=n−K(N)

bj,

and the claim follows since
∑n

j=n−K(N) bj = o(k(N)). �

Lemma 34. It holds that
∣

∣

∣

∣

S
k(N)
N ′ (f)(x)− 1

β − 1
Nβk(N)−β+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(Nβk(N)−β+1) uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1). (48)

Proof. The Denjoy-Koksma inequality yields

|SN ′(fN )(x)−N ′

∫ 1

0
fN (y) dy| ≤ Nβk(N)−β

n
∑

j=n−K(N)

bj.

Since
∫ 1
0 fN(y) dy = 1

β−1(N
β−1k(N)−β+1−1) and N

N ′ → 1, the claim follows via Lemma (33). �

Altogether we obtain the following.

Proposition 35. If (11) holds, then the strong law holds uniformly, i.e.

lim
N→∞

S
k(N)
N (f)(x)

dN
=

1

β − 1
uniformly in x ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. Considering (44), it is enough to show (45), which follows from (48). �

To complete the proof of Theorem 12, it remains to show that if the weak law39 holds and k(N)
is monotone, then k(N) satisfies condition (11).

To this end, we show that if the weak law (10) is satisfied, then k(N) satisfies the following (a
priori weaker) condition.

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

lim supl→∞
Nl

qn+1
< 1, it holds that

k(Nl)

bn
→ ∞. (49)

Lemma 37. Let k(N) be a monotone sequence satisfying condition (D), then (11) holds.

Since clearly (11) is the stronger condition, the lemma shows that if k(N) is assumed to be
monotone, then (D) is equivalent to (11).

39A priori weak or strong laws could also be possible for a different normalisation dN > 0 with

lim
N→∞

(β − 1)dN
Nβk(N)1−β

6= 1,

so we have to take this into account in the proof.
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Proof. If α is of bounded type, then both (11) and (49) are equivalent to k(N) → ∞. So assume
now that α is not of bounded type.

Let N := {n | an > 2} and consider the sequence

(Nl)l≥1 = (qn, 2qn, ...,
⌈an
2

⌉

qn | n ∈ N ),

clearly lim supl→∞
Nl

qn+1
≤ 2

3 and, per assumption, (49) holds for the sequence (Nl)l≥1.

In order to show (11), let C > 0, by (49) there is an L0 so big that k(Nl)
bn

> 2C for l ≥ L0.

Furthermore, let n0 be such that NL0 ∈ [qn0 , qn0+1 − 1]. Since α is not of bounded type, there
is an n1 > n0 such that40 an1 > maxj≤n0 aj . Now (11) will follow once we show that, for41

N > qn1+1, it holds that

k(N)

max(bn,maxj≤n−1 aj)
> C.

Since n ≥ n1 + 1 and n1 ∈ N , the above is equivalent to

k(N)

max(bn,maxj≤n−1,j∈N aj)
> C.

For j ∈ [n0 + 1, n − 1] ∩ N let lj ≥ 1 be such that Nlj =
⌈

an
2

⌉

qn, and, if n ∈ N , let ln ≥ 1 be

such that Nln = min(bn,
⌈

an
2

⌉

). Clearly ,

min
j∈[n0+1,n]

lj ≥ L0 and N ≥ max
j∈[n0+1,n]

Nlj .

Since k is monotone

• k(N) ≥ k(Nln1
) > Can1 > Cmaxj≤n0 aj ,

• for j ∈ [n0 + 1, n − 1] it holds that k(N) ≥ k(Nlj ) > Caj since N ≥
⌈an1

2

⌉

qn1 ,

• k(N) ≥ k(Nln) > Cbn since N ≥ bnqn.

�

Assume now that there are dN > 0 such that

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

S
k(N)
N (f)

dN
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as N → ∞, ∀ǫ > 0.

We will show that k(N) satisfies condition (D).

To this end, we will show that if k(N) does not satisfy (D), then S
k(N)
N (f) has ”oscillations” of

order Nβk(N)1−β (Lemma 42). To conclude, we have to ensure additionally that, along suitable

subsequences (Nl)l≥1, it holds that
42 dNl

= O(Nβ
l k(Nl)

1−β).

Lemma 38. There is a constant C > 0 only depending on β such that, for ǫ ∈ (0, 1
100),

N ∈ [qn, (1− ǫ)qn+1], k ≥ 0 and n big enough, we have

λ
(

SkN (f) ≤ Cǫ−βmin
(

Nqβ−1
n , Nβk1−β

))

≥ ǫ

40
.

40Implicitly n1 ∈ N .
41Now N is not necessarily a member of the sequence (Nl)l≥1 any more.
42This is not quite what we show, but morally speaking.
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Proof. Assume α− pn
qn
> 0, the other case can be proven analogously. Let A ⊂ [0, 1) be the set

A =
{

x ∈ [0, 1)
∣

∣

∣ Rj
qn
1 (x)(x) ∈

[ ǫ

20
δn,

ǫ

10
δn

]}

=

qn−1
⋃

j=0

[ ǫ

20
δn,

ǫ

10
δn

]

− jα,

where δn is given by (16), clearly λ(A) ≥ ǫ
40 . We have bn ≤ (1− ǫ) qn+1

qn
. Hence, by Lemma 14,

for x ∈ A it holds that

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) ≤ −(1− ǫ

10
)δn ≤ −(1− ǫ

10
)anδn+1 ≤ −bn

1

qn+1
,

and Lemma 15 ascertains that jN1 (x) = jqn1 (x). By summing separately over the first cluster of
points, we obtain

SkN (f)(x) ≤
bn+1
∑

j=k

(

ǫ

40qn
+

j

2qn+1

)−β

+ bn

qn−1
∑

i=max
(

1,
⌊

k
bn

⌋)

(

i

2qn

)−β

≤ 100βǫ−βχk≤bn+1bnq
β
n +

2β

β − 1
bnq

β
nmin(1, bβ−1

n k1−β)

≤ Cǫ−βmin(Nqβ−1
n , Nβk1−β),

for some constant C > 0, where

χk≤bn+1 =

{

1 if k ≤ bn + 1

0 otherwise.

�

Lemma 39. If the weak law of large numbers as in (10) holds and (Nl)l≥1 is a subsequence

fulfilling lim supl→∞
Nl

qn+1
< 1, then

dNl
= O(min(Nlq

β−1
n , Nβ

l k(Nl)
1−β)). (50)

Proof. Let ǫ ∈ (0, 100−1) and L be such that Nl

qn+1
< 1 − ǫ for l > L. For such l, Lemma 38

yields

λ(SkNl
≤ Cǫ−βmin(Nlq

β−1
n , Nβ

l k(Nl)
1−β)) ≥ ǫ

40
.

This clearly implies

dNl
= O(min(Nlq

β−1
n , Nβ

l k(Nl)
1−β)).

�

Remark 40. A posteriori, if k(N) satisfies condition (D), then

Nβ
l k(Nl)

1−β = o(Nlq
β−1
n ),

and (50) becomes simply

dNl
= O(Nβ

l k(Nl)
1−β).

Lemma 41. For ǫ ∈ (0, 1) and w ≥ 1 it holds that

⌊(1− ǫ)w⌋ − 1 ≤ (1− ǫ

2
)⌊w⌋.

Proof. If w ≤ 2
ǫ , then

⌊(1− ǫ)w⌋ − 1

⌊w⌋ ≤ 1− 1

w
≤ 1− ǫ

2
.

On the other hand, if w > 2
ǫ

⌊(1− ǫ)w⌋ = ⌊w − ǫw⌋ ≤ ⌊w⌋ − ⌊ǫw⌋,
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and

⌊ǫw⌋ ≥ ǫw − 1 ≥ (1− 1

2
)ǫw ≥ ǫ

2
⌊w⌋.

It follows that

⌊(1 − ǫ)w⌋ ≤ (1− ǫ

2
)⌊w⌋.

�

Lemma 42. There is a constant c > 0 such that, for ǫ ∈ (0, 1
100 ) and N ∈ [qn, (1 − ǫ)qn+1],

there are sets A,B with λ(A) = λ(B) ≥ ǫ2

1000 such that

SN (f)(x)− SN (f)(y) > cǫNqβ−1
n ∀x ∈ A, y ∈ B. (51)

Furthermore, if k = k̂ Nqn ∈ N then

SkN(f)(x)− SkN (f)(y) > cǫmin
(

Nqβ−1
n , k̂−2Nβk1−β

)

∀x ∈ A, y ∈ B. (52)

Proof. We focus on (52), (51) can be shown using almost the same arguments. In the following
we assume α− pn

qn
> 0, the other case follows by considering 1− α instead.

Let

A′ = {x ∈ (0, 1] | Rjqn1 (x)(x) ∈ (0,
ǫ

10
δn) and jqn1 (x) ∈ {0, ..., qn − qn−1 − 1}}

=

qn−qn−1−1
⋃

j=0

(0,
ǫ

10
δn)− jα.

Since δn ≥ 1
2qn

, it holds that43 λ(A′) ≥ ǫ2

40 . For x ∈ A′ we have

Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) < Rj

qn
qn (x)+qn(x) < ... < Rj

qn
qn (x)+(bn−1)qn(x) < Rj

qn
1 (x)(x),

and no other points44 of {x, ..., RN−1(x)} are between Rj
qn
qn (x)(x) and Rj

qn
1 (x)(x). Using Lemma

41, we have

bn − 1 ≤
⌊

(1− ǫ)qn+1

qn

⌋

− 1 ≤
(

1− ǫ

2

)

⌊

qn+1

qn

⌋

=
(

1− ǫ

2

)

an,

in addition Lemma 14 yields anδn+1 ≥ δn and therefore

Rj
qn
qn (x)+(bn−1)qn(x) ≤ −

(

1− ǫ

10

)

δn + (bn − 1)δn+1 ≤ −
(

1− ǫ

10

)

δn +
(

1− ǫ

2

)

anδn+1 ≤ − ǫ
4
δn.

It follows that jN1 (x) = jqn1 (x) and jNi (x) = jNi (x+ ǫ
4δn) for all i = 1, ..., N . Writing

SkN (f)(x)− SkN (f)(x+
ǫ

4
δn) ≥

qn
∑

l=⌈k̂⌉+1

bn−1
∑

i=0

(

f
(

Rj
qn
l

(x)+iqn(x)
)

− f
(

Rj
qn
l

(x)+iqn(x) +
ǫ

4
δn

))

,

43Strictly speaking this is only true if (1− ǫ
2
)qn > qn−1. If (1− ǫ

2
)qn ≤ qn−1, then a similar proof with the set

A
′ = {x ∈ (0, 1] | Rj

qn
1

(x)(x) ∈ (0,
ǫ

20
δn−1)} =

qn−1
⋃

j=0

(0,
ǫ

20
δn−1) − jα

leads to the same conclusion.
44The only candidates for points between Rjqnqn

(x)(x) and Rj
qn
1

(x)(x) are

R
jqnqn

(x)(x) < R
jqnqn

(x)+qn(x) < ... < R
jqnqn

(x)+bnqn(x) < R
j
qn
1

(x)(x).

However the assumption j
qn
1 (x) ≤ qn−qn−1−1, or equivalently jqnqn ≥ qn−1, ensures that the point Rjqnqn

(x)+bnqn(x)

is not present in {x, ..., RN−1(x)}.
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we notice that all the summands are positive, hence we can bound below by taking only the terms

where l = ⌈k̂⌉+1. Furthermore, all of the points R
jqn⌈k̂⌉+1

(x)+iqn
(x) are to the left of R

jqn⌈k̂⌉+2
(x)

(x),
therefore we again bound from below by replacing them all with this point. Therefore

SkN (f)(x)− SkN (f)(x+
ǫ

4
δn) ≥ bn

(

f
(

R
jqn⌈k̂⌉+2

(x)
(x)
)

− f
(

R
jqn⌈k̂⌉+2

(x)
(x) +

ǫ

4
δn

))

≥ bn





(

k̂ + 3

qn

)−β

−
(

k̂ + 3

qn
+

ǫ

8qn

)−β




≥ cǫmin(1, k̂−β−1)bnq
β
n ≥ cǫmin

(

Nqβ−1
n , k̂−2Nβk1−β

)

,

(53)

for a constant c > 0.

We distinguish two cases:

(i) If there is an s such that λ(x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) = s) ≥ 1
3λ(A

′), we set

A = {x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) = s} and B = A+
ǫ

4
δn.

Then, for x ∈ A, y ∈ B, it holds that

SkN (f)(x)− SkN (f)(y) = SkN (f)(y −
ǫ

4
δn)− SkN (f)(y)

(53)
> cǫmin

(

Nqβ−1
n , k̂−2Nβk1−β

)

,

where in the first equality we used the fact that SkN (f) is constant on A.

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

S =

{

s > 0

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ(x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) ≤ s) ≥ 1

3
λ(A′)

}

and s0 = inf S.

Then, for45

A = {x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) > s0} and B = {x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) ≤ s0}+
ǫ

4
δn,

it holds that, for x ∈ A, y ∈ B, we have

SkN (f)(x)− SkN (f)(y) > SkN (f)(y −
ǫ

4
δn)− SkN (f)(y)

(53)
> cǫmin

(

Nqβ−1
n , k̂−2Nβk1−β

)

,

where we used that SkN (f)(x) > s0 by definition of A, and SkN (f)(y− ǫ
4δn) ≤ s0 by definition of

B.

Furthermore, by continuity of λ, we have

λ(B) = λ

(

⋂

s∈S

{x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) ≤ s}
)

≥ 1

3
λ(A′).

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

• if s0 6∈ S, then by definition it holds that

λ(A) = λ(x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) > s0) ≥
2

3
λ(A′),

• if s0 ∈ S, then
λ(A) = λ(x ∈ A′ | SkN(f)(x) > s0)

= λ

(

⋃

s 6∈S

{x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) > s}
)

− λ
(

x ∈ A′ | SkN (f)(x) = s0

)

≥ 1

3
λ(A′).

�

45Clearly S 6= ∅ because Sk
N(f)(x) < 100βǫ−βNqβn whenever xN

min > ǫ
10
δn.
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Proposition 43. If there are some dN > 0 such that

λ

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

S
k(N)
N (f)

dN
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

→ 0 as N → ∞, ∀ǫ > 0,

then k(N) fulfils Property D.

Proof. We assume weak convergence as in (10) holds and let (Nl)l≥1 be a subsequence with

liml→∞
Nl

qn+1
< 1, say liml→∞

Nl

qn+1
= 1− ǫ for some small ǫ > 0. By Lemma 39, we have

dNl
= O(min(Nlq

β−1
n , Nβ

l k(Nl)
1−β)). (54)

We claim that necessarily k(Nl)
bn

→ ∞, equivalently k(Nl)qn
Nl

→ ∞. If not, then, by Lemma46 42,

there are sets ANl
, BNl

with λ(ANl
) = λ(BNl

) ≥ ǫ2

1000 with

S
k(Nl)
Nl

(f)(x)− S
k(Nl)
Nl

(f)(y) > c̃min
(

Nlq
β−1
nl

, Nβ
l k(Nl)

1−β
)

, ∀x ∈ ANl
, y ∈ BNl

,

for a constant47 c̃ > 0 which depends on ǫ but not on l. In light of (54), this contradicts (10). �

Finally, we are in a position to give the full proof of Theorem 12.

Proof of Theorem 12. Clearly, strong convergence implies weak convergence, therefore (I) =⇒
(II). Additionally, if k(N) satisfies condition (11), 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 37, if k(N) is monotone, condition (D) is equivalent to
(11). �
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