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On Dynamical Systems With Slow Recurrence
Time *

Shkredov 1.D.

1. Introduction.

Let X be a set with Borel sigma—algebra of measurable sets B. Let T" be
a transformation of X into itself, preserving a measure p and let us assume
that measure of X is equal to 1. (X, B, u,T) is called a measure—preserving
dynamical system. The well-known H. Poincaré’s Recurrence Theorem
[10] asserts that for any measurable set £ C X, uE > 0 there exists a natural
number n such that p(ENT"E) > 0.

Suppose, in addition, X is a metric space with metric d(-, ). In the case
Poincaré’s Theorem can be reformulate as

Theorem 1.1 (H. Poincaré) Let X be a metric space with metric d(-, -)
and Borel sigma—algebra of measurable sets B. Suppose T is a measure—
preserving transformation of X into itself. Then for almost every point x €
X the following inequality holds

liminf d(T"z,z) =0.
n—oo

Poincaré’s Theorem was generalized by H. Furstenberg, Y. Katznelson
and D. Ornstein in |11, 12].

Theorem 1.2 (H. Furstenberg, Y. Katznelson, D. Ornstein) Let
X be a set with Borel sigma—algebra of measurable sets B. Let T be a
measure—preserving transformation of X into itself and k > 3. Then for any
measurable set E, pll > 0 there exists a natural number n such that

WENT"ENTEn..nT-*"E) > 0.
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If X is a metric space then Theorem 1.2 can be rewrite as

Theorem 1.2’ (H. Furstenberg, Y. Katznelson, D. Ornstein) Let
X be a metric space with metric d(-,-) and Borel sigma—algebra of measurable
sets B. Suppose T is a measure—preserving transformation of X into itself
and k > 3. Then for almost every point x € X

lim inf max{d(T"z,z),d(T*"z,z),...,d(T* D"z, 2)} = 0.

In fact, Furstenberg proved a more general result. He proved that powers
of transformation 7" in Theorem 1.2 can be replaced by any finite number of
commutative transformations.

Theorem 1.3 (H. Furstenberg) Let X be a metric space with metric
d(-,-) and Borel sigma—algebra of measurable sets B. Suppose k > 2 and
T1,T,, ... T, are commutative measure—preserving transformations. Then
for almost every point x € X

liminf max{d(T{'z, z),d(T3'z, z),...,d(Tz,z)} = 0.

Let A be a subset of positive integers. By [/N] denote the segment
{1,2,..., N}. The upper density of a set A is defined to be

D*(A) = lim sup 7‘14 NVl

’
N—o0 N

where |A N [N]| is the cardinality of AN [N].

As was showed in [11] Theorem 1.2 is equivalent of the famous E. Sze-
merédi’s Theorem on arithmetic progressions.

Theorem 1.4 (E. Szemerédi) Let A be a subset of positive integers
and D*(A) > 0. Then for any natural number k > 3 the set A contains an
arithmetic progression of the length k.

It is easy to see that Theorem 1.4 implies Theorems 1.2 and 1.2 (see [11]).
In fact, Theorem 1.2 (1.2) and Theorem 1.4 are equivalent statements. To
prove this Furstenberg obtained the following beautiful result which is called
Furstenberg’s Correspondence Principle.

Theorem 1.5 (H. Furstenberg) Let A be a subset of positive integers
with D*(A) > 0. Then there exists a dynamical system (X, B, u,T) and a



measurable set E, n& = D*(A) such that for all integers k > 3 and all
mntegers my, Mo, ..., Mg_1 > 1,

D(AN(A+m)N...0(A+mu_1)) > W(ENT™EN...AT-™1E). (1)

Theorem 1.5 shows that there is a close connection between Ergodic Theory
and some combinatorial problems concerning arithmetic progressions.
Statement 1.6 (H. Furstenberg) Theorems 1.2 and 1.5 imply Theo-
rem 1.4.
Proof. Let k be a natural number, & > 3. Suppose that a set A C
N does not contain arithmetic progressions of the length k& and has pos-
itive upper density. Using Theorem 1.5, we obtain a dynamical system
(X, B, 1, T) and a measurable set E of positive measure such that for all
integers my, ma, ..., mg_1 > 1 the inequality (1) holds. On the other hand,
using Theorem 1.2, we get a natural n such that

WENT"ENTEn..nT-*"E) > 0. (2)

Put m; = n,my = 2n,...,mp_; = (k — 1)n. Then (1) and (2) imply
D*(ANn(A+n)Nn...N(A+ (k—1)n)) > 0. By assumption A does not
contain arithmetic progressions of the length k. This completes the proof.

The main goal of this article is to obtain quantitative analog of Theorem
1.5. To formulate our result we need in some definitions.
Let us consider a measure Hj () on X, defined as

Hy(B) = lim H(E) 3)

where h(t) is a positive (h(0) = 0) continuous increasing function and Hp (E) =
inf {3 h(d;)}, when 7 runs through all countable coverings E by open sets
{BJ} , dzam(BJ) = 5]' < 0.

If h(t) = t*, then we get the ordinary Hausdorff measure H,/(-).

Generally speaking, H(-) is an outer measure but it is sigma—additive
measure on Carathéodory’s sigma—algebra of measurable sets (see [13] for
details). It is well-known that this sigma—algebra contains all Borel sets.

We shall say that a measure p is congruent to a measure Hj, if any
p—measurable set is Hp—measurable (in the sense of Carathéodory)

Definition 1.7 Let

C(z) = liminf{n - h(d(T"z,x))} .

n—oo
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The function C(x) is called constant of recurrence for point x.

The first quantitative version of Theorem 1.1 was proved by M. Bosher-
nitzan in [13]|. (A similar result was obtained independently by N.G. Moshchevitin
in [14]).

Theorem 1.8 (M. Boshernitzan) Let X be a metric space with Hy(X) <
oo and T be a measure—preserving transformation of X into itself. Assume
that 1 is congruent to Hy. Then for almost every point x € X we have
C(z) < 0.

The following result (see [15]) improves Theorem 1.8.

Theorem 1.9 Let X be a metric space with Hy,(X) < oo and T be
a measure-preserving transformation of X into itself. Assume that p is
congruent to Hy. Then the function C(x) is p—integrable and for any p—
measurable set A, we have

[ C@ydn < m(4). (4)
If H,(A) = 0, then [, C(z)du = 0 with no demand on measures j and Hy,

to be congruent.

Note 1.10 According to an example from §7 of paper [13] the inequality
(4) is best possible.

Let us return to Theorems 1.2 and 1.4.

Suppose N and k are natural numbers, £ > 3. We set

ak(N):%maxﬂA\ CACLN],

A contains no arithmetic progressions of length &},

Clearly, Theorem 1.4 can be reformulate as limy_,o, ar(N) = 0 for all & > 3.
The first result concerning the rate at which ai(N) approaches zero in
the case of k& = 3 was obtained by K.F. Roth (see [3]). In his paper Roth
used the Hardy — Littlewood method to prove the inequality
1

N _

as(N) < loglog N
In other words Roth obtained a quantitative version of Theorem 1.4 and

therefore Theorem 1.2 in the case of k equals three.
At present, the best upper bound for az(N) is due to J. Bourgain. He

proved that
loglog N
N —_ 5
az( )<<\/ log N (5)
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In |6] W.T. Gowers obtained a quantitative result concerning the rate at
which ax (V) approaches zero for all k& > 4.

Theorem 1.11 (W.T. Gowers) For all k > 4 the following inequality
holds ax(N) < 1/(loglog N)%, where ¢y is an absolute constant depends on
k only.

A. Behrend |7] obtained a lower bound for az(N). His result was gener-
alized by R. Rankin in [8] in the case of all k > 3 (see also |9]).

Theorem 1.12 (A. Behrend, R. Rankin) Let € > 0 be an arbitrary
real number and k > 3 be a natural. Then for all sufficiently large N the
following inequality holds

ax(N) > exp(—(1 + €)Cx(log N)l/(k“)) ,

where Cy. is an absolute positive constant depends on k only.

In the case of k = 2 quantitative version of Theorem 1.3 was obtained in
[16, 17] and improved in [19]. Consider the two—dimensional lattice [1, N]?
with basis {(1,0), (0,1)}. Let

1
= ﬁmax{ |A] : ACJI,N]* and

A contains no triples of the form (k,m), (k+d,m), (k,m+d), d > 0}. (6)

Theorem 1.13 We have L(N) < 1/(loglog N)", where C" is an abso-
lute constant.

This inequality implies a result concerning recurrence time in Theorem
1.3 in the case of k = 3 (see [18]). Suppose S and R are two commutative
measure—preserving transformations of X.

Definition 1.14 By Cg g(x) denote the function

L(N)

Csr(z) = lim inf {L7(n) - max{h(d(S"z, z)), h(d(R"z,x))}},

where L7!(n) = 1/L(n). Csr(z) is called constant of multiple recurrence
for point x.

Theorem 1.15 Let X be a metric space with H,(X) = C < oo and let
S, R be two commutative measure—preserving transformation of X. Assume
that w is congruent to Hy,. Then the function Cs g(x) is p—integrable and for
any p—measurable set A

/A Osr(x)du < Hy(A).
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If Hy(A) =0 then [, Csr(x)dp = 0 with no demand on measures p and Hy,
to be congruent.

Let us formulate our main result.

Let k£ be a natural number, £ > 3. Suppose that for any natural N
there exists a nonempty set AY) C Zy without arithmetic progressions of
the length k. By p(N) denote the density of AN in Zy, p(N) = |AM|/N.
We have p(1) = 1. Since AN) contains no arithmetic progressions in Zy it
follows that AN) has no arithmetic progressions in Z. By Theorem 1.4 we
have p(N) — 0 as N — oo. Assume that p(/V) is a non—increasing function.

Theorem 1.16 Let b : N — R be a monotonically increasing function,
X =[0,1] and p is Lebesgue measure on X. Then there ezists a dynamical
system (X, B,u,T,d) such that p is congruent to Hausdorff measure Hy,
Hi(X) =0 and for almost every point x € X

lim inf {p~ (n)p(n) max{d(T"z, z), d(T*z,z),...,d(T* "z 2)}} > 1,

(7)
where p~t(n) = 1/p(n).
Note 1.17 The identity H;(X) = 0 in Theorem 1.16 is very important.
If this equality is not true then our Theorem is trivial, because one can find
a metric d such that X has infinite Hausdorff measure H;(X) and lower
limit in (7) is equal to +o0. In addition, it is easy to see that the identity
Hy(X) = 0 can be replaced by stronger equality H;,; = 0, where g(t) is
some monotonically non-increasing function, g(¢t) — +oo as t — 0+.

In Theorem 1.16 we use dense sets without arithmetic progression to con-
struct a dynamical system with slow time of multiple recurrence. But the
main idea of Theorem 1.5 is the same. Indeed, let A C N be a set without
arithmetic progressions and D*(A) > 0. By Furstenberg’s Correspondence
Principle there exists a dynamical system and a measurable set E, uf/ > 0
such that for all natural numbers n we have p(ENT"EN... NT~ k" E) =
0. In other words, we obtain the dynamical system without multiple re-
currence. (Certainly, this contradicts Theorem 1.2 and we can derive Sze-
merédi’s Theorem from the Theorem on multiple recurrence, see Statement
1.6). Thus Theorem 1.16 is a quantitative analog of Theorem 1.5.

In section 3 we shall consider a question concerning possible values of
one—dimensional recurrence constant C'(x).

The constructions which we use develop the approach of paper [13] and
book [11].



2. Proof of Theorem 1.16.

We need in the following simple Lemma. In fact, this Lemma was proved
in [20]. Another proof can be found in [21].

Lemma 2.1 Suppose N is a natural number, A is a nonempty subset of
Zy and ¢ > 1 is a real number. Then there exist residues ay,...,a; € Zy
and a partition of Zy into sets Ay, Ao, ..., Ay and B such that
1) A;CA+a; foralli=1,...,1.

2) |Ai| > |Al/p foralli=1,...,1L

3) |B] < N/e.
Proof. The proof of the Lemma is a sort of an inductive process. At the
nth step of our process sets Aq,..., A,, residues aq,...,a, and auxiliary sets

By, ..., B, will be constructed. Besides that we will have By 2 By O ... D
B,.

Let n=1. Weset a; =0, Ay = Aand By =Zy \ A;. If
|B1| < N/¢ then Lemma 2.1 is proved. Indeed, let B = By. Clearly, the
sets Ay, B and the residues a; satisfy 1)—3).

Suppose at the nth step of our procedure the sets Ay, ..., A, and residues
ai,...,a, are constructed. Let B, = Zy \ (U, 4;). If |B,] < N/¢ then
Lemma 2.1 is proved. Indeed, put B = B,,. Clearly, the sets A;,..., A,, B
and residues ay, ..., a, satisfy 1)—3).

Let |B,| > N/p. We have

> 1B, (4-+ 0] = 41|, = A ®)

teZn

Hence there exists t € Zy such that |B, N (A +t)| > |A|/¢. Put a,4q =t
and A, 1 = B,N(A+a,y1). Then foralli=1,... ,n we get A,,1NA; =0.
Besides that A1 € A+ apyq-

For any ¢ we have |A;| > |A|/¢ > 0. This implies that our process stops
at step K, K < [N¢/|A|] + 1. This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.16. Let «,, be an arbitrary non—increasing se-
quence of real numbers «,, € (0,1), o, tends to zero as m tends to infinity.
The function ¢ (n) is defined on positive integers. Denote by the same let-
ter ¢ (t) the result of linear extension of ¢(n) to the entire R. We obtain

the continuous monotonically increasing function. Let ¢(t) = (/¢ (t) and
©*(t) = max{l,p(t)}. Let also Ny < N; < ... < N,,, < ... be a non-
increasing sequence of integer numbers, where Ny = 1 and for all m > 1 we



have N,, = [¢ 7' (20, p*(2)NgN; ... N,,_1)]. Here ¢! is the inverse func-
tion. We have N,, > 2, m > 1.

Let X be a space of sequences (1, xs,...),0 < x; < N;j,i > 1. C(aq,...,q) =

{z = (21,29,...) € X : 21 =ay,...,2; = q} is called elementary cylinder
of rank [. We can associate with the sequence = = (x1,2s,...) € X the
real number x — 3372, - € [0,1]. Thus, X can be considered as the
segment [0, 1].

Let a be a positive integer, N € N. By a® (V) define the number a + 1
(mod N). Let T be a transformation of the space X into itself such that

Tr =y, x=(x1,22,...),y = (Y1,Y2, .. .), Where

= xf(Nl) )
. I‘;(Nﬁ, 1f371+1:N1
2= Y2, otherwise.

. Jf;(Nl), ifI1+1:Nl,.l’g—l—l:Ng,...,ﬂ?m_l—i-l:Nm_l
Ym = Y, otherwise.

The space X has a natural group operation +. We have T'x = x + 1, where
1=1(1,0,0,...). Clearly, T preserves Haar measure p and this Haar measure
coincides with Lebesgue measure. Elementary cylinder of rank [ has measure
1/(NoNy ... Ny).

Consider an arbitrary N,. By assumption there exists a non-empty set
AWNs) = A) C Zy without arithmetic progressions of the length k. Using
Lemma 2.1 for A® and ¢ = (N,), we obtain the sets A\ ..., A" 1 =1(s)
and B®) satisfy 1)—3).

Let z,y € X, x = (21, %2,...), ¥y = (Y1, Y2, - ..). Consider the function

d(z,y) = {0 (No... Np)p(No ... Ny, where m is the maximal integer s.t.

T1 =Y, Tm_1 = Ym—1 and either there exists i € 1,2,...,l(m) s.t.
Tony Ym € AE’”’ Or Zp, Ym € BM™}

where /™! = 1/4. It is easy to see that d(z,y) is a non—archimedean metric
on X. Let us consider Hausdorff measure H; on the space X. Any elementary
cylinder is a closed set therefore it is a Borel set in the metric space (X, d).
It follows that the measure p is congruent to H.
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Let us prove that Hi(X) = 0. Let 0 be an arbitrary positive number.
Since p(IN) — 0 as N — oo it follows that there exists a natural m such that
p(No...Nuy)/Y(No...Ny,) < 0. Let us consider the following partition of X

into

Ul(d’) :{Jf: (l’l,LEQ,...) e X : 1 =QA1y. .oy Tm—1 = Qyp—1,Tm EAEm)},Zzl,

and
B(CT) :{LE‘: (1’1,252,...) e X Ty = A1,y -1 = Am—1, Ty GB(m)},

where @ € [N7] X ... X [Ny,_1] := F,,_1. We obtain

I(m)

xX= U (B@u (I_I Uz-(c?))) :
a€F,_1 i=1

For any @ € F,,_1 and any i € 1,2,...,1(m) we have

diamU;(@) < p(Ng...Np)/Y(Ng...Np) < 9. Similarly, for any @ € F,,,_;

we get diamB(a@) < p(Ng ... Np)/(Ng ... Ny) <. Using 2) of Lemma 2.1,

we obtain I(m) < Nyo(N,y)/|A™| = ©(N,,)/p(N,,). Hence

s ©(Np) p(No...Np)
H)(X) < |F,_] (p(Nm) +1> oMo N <
O(Nm)p(Ng . .. Ny, ©(Nyy)
< 2N°'"Nm‘lp(Nm)z/z(No...Nm) < 2N0...Nm_1r(Nm) .

We have N,, > ¢ '(2a,,'Ny...N,,_1). This implies that 2Ny... N,,_; <
Q@ (Ny,). Using this inequality, we get

902(Nm>
B(N,) =

Since a,,, — 0 as m — oo it follows that H;(X) = 0.
Let us prove (7).
Let

Hf(X) < o,

~ +OO+OO~
BY={zreX :2,eBY}CX and B=[)JB"Y.

n=1s>n



We have u(B®) = |[B®)|/N, < 1/¢(N,). Since p(N,) > Ny...No_q, 5 > 1
and N; > 2, s > 1 it follows that

o0

)y < N1
S (B )S;lw(f\f

s=1 s

> 1
< — < 0. 9
S XN NS ©)

Using Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we get uB = 0.

Let us prove that (7) holds for any x ¢ B.

Let © = (21,22,...) € X \ B. Since x ¢ B it follows that there exists a
number M = M(z) € N such that for all n > M we have x,, ¢ B™. Let mq
be a natural such that Ny...Ny,—1 < M < Ny...Npy,.

Prove that for any n > Ny ... N, the following inequality holds

pt(n)p(n) - max{d(T"z,z),d(T*z, x),...,d(T* Yz )} >1.  (10)
Let mq > mg be a natural number. Suppose that for some n > 0 such that
No...Npy <n < Ny...Npyta (11)
(10) does not hold. Then
d(T"z, x), d(T*z,z), ..., d(T* "z, ) < p(Ny... Ny, )b (No ... N, ) -

Let y) = Tz, y® = T?g, ... y* =D = T¢:=Dng Using properties of metric
d(x,y), we obtain

d(y™,z), ..., dy* D, ) < p(No. . Npys) ™ (No - Ny 1) -

It follows that

1 _ (k—1) 1 _ (k—1)

TL=Y) = =YL e Ty =Y ==Y
and there exists ¢ such that z,, 1, y,(ﬁzﬂ, - ,y,(qf;rl} € AZ(-mIH) : (12)
We have n = y) —z = y@ —y) = | = y=) _y(E=2) Using (12), we get

1
yY —z=1(0,...,0, (y,(nzﬂ — Tpyv1)  (mod Ny, 41), wy, we, .. .),
———
mi

2 1
y® —y® = (0., 0. (g1 —ymler)  (mod Nogyi) wh why. ).

10



_ _ k—1 k—2
y(k - y(k 2) = (07 sy 0 ) (yr(nl-‘r% - yr(nl—l—%) (mOd Nm1+1)7 wll/v wgv .- ) )

——
mi
where wy, ws, ..., wi,w), ... and wy,wy,... are some numbers. It follows
that
1 k—=1) . . . . i
:Bm1+1,y,(nz+1, e ,yﬁnﬁf is an arithmetic progression of length k in Zy,, ;.

We have x,,, 41, y,(rlbzﬂ, . ,y,(f;rlf e A™TY Since AT C Ami+D 4y for

some p € Zy,, ., it follows that AE"““’ contains no arithmetic progressions

of the length k in Zy,, .,. Hence forany [ =1,2,...,k—1 we have z, 41 =
l . k— o
y,(n)lﬂ (mod Ny, +1). Since 0 < :Bm1+1,y,(713+1, . ,y,(nlﬂ < Nppy41 it yields
1 k-1
that z,,, 41 = y,(nZH =...= yﬁnld. Hence
n=yM —2=1(0,...,0, N, 42, M43 - - -) - (13)
1
mi+

Using (13), we get n > Npy... Ny, 4+1. This contradicts (11). Theorem 1.16
is proved.

Corollary 2.2 Let k be an integer, k > 3. For any ¢ > 0 there exists
an absolute positive constant Cy depends on k only and a dynamical system
(X,B,u, T,d), X =[0,1], pu is Lebesgue measure such that u is congruent to
Hausdorff measure Hy, Hi(X) = 0 and for almost every point v € X

lim inf {p~'(n) max{d(T"z, z),d(T*"z,x),...,dT* D"z, 2)}} > 1, (14)

where p~(n) = 1/p(n) and p(n) = exp(—(1 + ¢)Cy(logn)Y/ F+1),

Proof. By Theorem 1.12 for any integer £ > 3 and for all sufficiently large
N there exists a set A(()N) C [1,2,...,N) contains no arithmetical progres-
sions of the length k such that [A{M| > Nexp(—(1 + €)Cx(log N)V/*+D),
where C} is an absolute positive constant depends on k only. Let AgN) =
AN A 1L NE), A = AN A [IN/R 2Nk, AN = AN A [Nk —
1)/k,N). Any set A§N), j € [1,2,...,k] has no arithmetic progressions
of the length k in Zy. Clearly, there exists 7 € [1,2,...,k] such that
|A§-N)| > Nexp(—(1 + €)Ci(log N)V/*+HD) . Pup AN = A§N). Using The-
orem 1.16, we obtain the dynamical system such that (7) holds for p(n) =
exp(—Cr(1 + £")(logn)Y*+1D)) where ¢’ can be taken, for example, as 2e.
This completes the proof.
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3. On one—dimensional recurrence.

Theorem 3.1 Let f be a real number, f > 1, X = [0,1] and u be
Lebesgue measure on X . Then there exists a dynamical system (X, B, u, T, d)
such that p is congruent to Hausdorff measure Hy, Hi(X) = 1 and for almost
any point x € X

Cy(x) == lim inf {n-f-d(T"z,x)} =1. (15)

Note 3.2 Theorem 3.1 was proved in [13] in the case of f = 1.

Note 3.3 Let X = [0,1], B be Borel o—algebra, u be Lebesgue measure,
T, be a transformation of X into itself, T, = (r + ) (mod 1). Let also
d(x,y) = ||x — y||, where || - || is the integral distance. There exists a number
A, (A* = 5,68195..) such that for all f > A* there is T,,, & = a(f) such that
C¢(x) =1 for all x € [0,1]. The ray [A*,4+00) is called Hall ray (see |22]).
The explicit value of A* was found by G.R. Freiman in [23]|. By theorem 3.1
for all f > 1 (not only for f > A*) there exists a dynamical system with
Ct(z) =1 for almost all z € [0, 1].

Note 3.4 The inequality H;(X) < 1 in Theorem 3.1 is important (see
Note 1.17). Besides that the inequality H,(X) > 1 is very important too. If
this inequality does not hold then Theorem 3.1 is trivial. Indeed, let f > 1
and (X, B, u,T,d) be the dynamical system such that Ci(x) = 1 for all
(see Note 3.2). Put d(x,y) = d(z,y)/f and consider the new dynamical
system (X, B, u, T,d). Then for any z € X we have Cj(z) = 1. Note that
Hy(X)=1/f <1 in this dynamical system.

Proof. Let Ny =1, N,, = [f2™]%, m = 1,2,... and let X be a space of
sequences (1, Ta,...), 0 < x; < N;, i > 1. There is a correspondence between
X and [0,1] is given by @ — >°7%) ;57— Therefore we can consider the
space X to be the segment [0,1]. Let also the transformation 7": X — X is
given by Tz = x+1, where the addition was defined in the proof of Theorem
1.16 and 1 = (1,0,0,...). It was noted that T" preserves Lebesgue measure

L

Let py, = Ny = [f2™], m > 1 and let
AY) =L e[0,1,...,N,—1] : =7 (mod pn)}.
Clearly, [0,1,. .., N,,—1] is partitioned into the sets AY), j =0,1,...,p,—1.

Let the mapping ¢; : AY) — Ny = NU{0} are given by p;(x) = (x —j)/pm.

12



If v € AY) then we put ¢(z) := ¢;(z). It follows that the function o(z) is
well-defined on [0,1,..., N, — 1].
Consider the function

d(xz,y) = {W , where m is the maximal integer such that

T =YL, Tm_1 = Ym—1 and there exists i € 1,2,... [(m) such that

Ty Ym € AS}B} ,

where
1 .
if Ty = Ym

Ny ?
Py Ym) = { ) —p(ym)]

7 , otherwise.
m

Note that 1/N,, < rp(Tm, Ym) < 1.

Statement. d(z,y) is a metric on X.

Proof of the Statement. Clearly, d(x,y) is a symmetric function and d(z,y) =
0 if and only if z = y. Let us prove that for any x,y,z € X, x = (21,22, .. .),
y=(y1,v2,...), 2 = (21, 22,...) we have

d(z,y) < d(z,z)+d(z,y). (16)

If d(z,y) = 0 then (16) is trivial. Suppose d(z,y) > 0. Then there exists
m € N such that d(z,y) = mn(Tm, Ym)/(No ... Ny_1). If there exists i €
1,2,...,m — 1 such that either z; # x; or z; # y; then (16) holds. Therefore
we can assume that for alli =1,2,...,m — 1 we have z; = x; = y;.

Suppose that for any j the elements z,,, %, do not belong to AY). It
follows that d(z,y) = 1/(Ng...Npy—1). On the other hand, either z,,, z,, or
Yms zm do not belong to the same set AY). Hence (16) holds again.

Suppose z,, and ¥, belong to the same set AY). If 2, ¢ AY) then (16)
holds. If z,, € AY) then

e(zm) = eym)| _ le(@m) —e(zm)| | le(zm) — o(Ym)|
N ) = N N fom = Now N fom T Nowo Nowafom

=d(z,2) +d(zvy).

This completes the proof of the Statement.
Let us return to the proof of Theorem 3.1. Consider Hausdorff measure
H; on X. Any elementary cylinder is a closed set therefore it is a Borel set
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in the metric space (X,d). Hence the measure p is congruent to H;. We
claim that H;(X) = 1.
Consider the sets

Clay,...,ap) ={z=(r1,22,...) €EX : Ty =0a1,...,Tpm = A} .

Obviously, the space X is partitioned into these sets. Hence Hy(X) < 1.

Let us prove that H;(X) > 1. Suppose H;(X) =a < 1. Since H{(X) =
lims_,o HY(X) = supg.o HY(X) (see [24] for example) it follows that for any
€ > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that

a—e< H(X)<a=H/(X). (17)

Let e = (1 —a)/2 > 0. Using (17) and the definition of Hausdorff measure,
we obtain a covering of X by sets {U;}, r; = diamU;, r; < § = (o) such
that

a—e<> diamlU; => r;<a-+e. (18)

If a = 0 then the left—hand side of (18) is not really need.

If r; = 0 then the set U; is a one-point set, U; = {p;}. Denote by P the
union of all one-point sets U;. In other words, P = Ugp,—0yUs = Ui{pi}.
Clearly, there exists U; does not belong to P. We shall consider only these
sets U;. Since zero is a unique limit point of the set of distances of X it follows
that for any U; there exist two points z,y € U; such that r; = diamU; =
d(z,y). Let d(z,y) = rm(Tm, Ym)/(No . .. Nyp—1). If there exists a number 7,
§ = 7(4) such that x,,,9,, € AY) then put

Ci={z=(21,2,..) €X : 21 =T1, ..., Zm-1 = Tm—1, 2m € ADN[Tp, ym]} -
(19)
If there is not such AY) then we set

Ci:{Z:(Zl,Z2,...)€X : lelﬁl,...,zm_l:l’m_l}, (20)

Clearly, in both cases we have U; C C; and diam(C; = diamU;. It follows
that C; satisfy (18) and {{C;}, P} is a partition of X.
Note that if C; is given by (20) then C; is an elementary cylinder. Let

Cila) ={2=(21,20,..) €EX 21 =21, ., Zm-1 = Tip—1, Zm = a} .

Then Cj(a) is an elementary cylinder for all a, 0 < a < N,,. If C; is given by
(20) then C; = | Ci(a). Clearly, diamC; > > diamC;(a).

aeA%)ﬂ[l'myym} aEAg%)ﬂ[xm,ym]
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It follows that there exists a countable covering of X by P and elementary
cylinders C/, r; = diamC/ such that

ZréSZm<a+5<1. (21)

Suppose C; and Cy are two elementary cylinders. Then either C, C5 are
disjoint or one of them contains another. Therefore there exists a sub-—
covering C!', r! = diamC} of the covering C] such that C! and P is a
partition of X by elementary cylinders and

ZT;/SZT’Z/~<1. (22)

We have r! = puC! and Y, r! = >, uC! = p(X) = 1. This contradicts (22).
Hence H(X) = 1.
Finally, we need to prove for almost all x € X the following inequality

liminf {n- f-d(T"z, )} =1. (23)
By a,,(j) denote the maximal element of AY). Let B,, = I_I‘;»’Zl am(7). We
have |B,,| = pm = vV Ny Let
+oo +oo

B,={zeX :2,€B,}CX and B=[) | Bn

n=1m>n

Then (B,,) = | Bm|/Np = 1/ppm. We have
[e.e] ~ [ee) 1 [ee) 1
> 1(Bm) =) —— Z o < (24)
m=1 m:l N m=1

Using Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we get uB = 0.

Let us prove (23) for all z = (z1,29,...), * ¢ B. If x ¢ B then there
exists M = M (z) such that for all n > M we have z,, ¢ B,,. We can assume
that M is a sufficiently large number. There exists a natural mg such that
No...Np, > M. Consider the increasing sequence of natural numbers

S = {pm+1N0 - N m mg - {nm}m mo *

Let x = (%1, T2, . - -, Ty Tina 15 T2, - - -), where x,, 1 belongs to some Am+1

Let also n,, € S. Then T""x = (1, ..., Tm, Tmr1, T2, - - -), Where Tppi1, Tmao, - - -
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are numbers such that z,,,1, Z,,41 belong to A%Ll and [@(y11)—@(Tmar)| =
1. Tt follows that d(T"™z,z) = 1/(Noy ... Ny fPm+1). Further,

1
N f - (T2, ) = Pry1No - - . NmfNO N o =1. (25)
PR m m+

Hence for all x ¢ B we have Cf(z) < 1.

Prove that for all z ¢ B the inverse inequality holds : C¢(x) > 1. Let n be
a natural number such that n € [Ny...N,,, No ... Nyi1) := Jp and m > my.
Note that n,, belongs to J,,. If n =tNy...N,,, 1 <t < N1 then T"z =
(T1y .oy Ty Tint1, Tmaay - - -), where Zp,iq, Tipao, ... are numbers.  Suppose
Tma1 ¢ A,(%)Jrl it follows that d(T"z,x) = 1/(Ny...N,,) and consequently,
nfd(T"x,z) > 1. If T, € A,(%)Jrl then 1 = n,, fd(T"z,x) < nfd(T"zx,x).

Finally, suppose that n # tNy... Ny, 1 <t < Ny,1. In the case T"z =
(@, ... 2, @, 1,2 o, ...) and there exists ¢ € 1,2,...,m such that x; #
x). It follows that d(T"z,z) > 1/(Ny...N,,) and again nfd(T"z,x) > 1.

Thus for any m > mg and an arbitrary n € [Ny... Ny, No... Npyyp) we
have 1 < nfd(T"x,x). Whence for any = ¢ B we obtain Cy(xz) > 1. This
completes the proof.
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