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Abstract

For a o-finite measure preserving dynamical system (X, u, "), we formulate nec-
essary and sufficient conditions for a Young tower (A, v, F') to be a (measure the-
oretic) extension of the original system. Because F' is pointwise dual ergodic by
construction, one immediate consequence of these conditions is that the Darling
Kac theorem carries over from F' to T. One advantage of the Darling Kac theo-
rem in terms of Young towers is that sufficient conditions can be read off from the
tail behaviour and we illustrate this with relevant examples. Furthermore, any two
Young towers with a common factor 7', have return time distributions with tails of
the same order.

1 Introduction

If T is a conservative, ergodic measure preserving transformation (c.e.m.p.t.) of
an infinite measure space (X, B, u), then Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem is not very
informative about the asymptotic behavior of the ergodic sums S, (f) = Z;é foT*
since, in contrast to the finite measure case, for all f € L'(u)

Sn(f)

— 0 p-a.e. asn — oo.

In fact, as proved by Aaronson in [1, Theorem 2.4.2|, for an infinite c.e.m.p.t. of
(X, B, u1) there are no constants ¢, > 0 such that for all f € L'(u)

Sn—(f)—>/fd,u [-a.e.  as n — oo.
n X

c
Still, for certain infinite measure preserving transformations 7" of (X, B, ), there
exist constants a,, such that for all f € L*(u), a,;1S,(f) converges in distribution to
a non-trivial limit (see §3.2 — §3.6 in [1] for a description of the general setting and
examples).

Representative systems of this kind have been found within the class of infinite
measure preserving transformations with a finite number of indifferent fixed points
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or orbits (see [1, Chapter 4] and references therein; see also [3, 19, 20, 23, 24, 16,
13, 12, 9]). A standard example is the Pomeau-Manneville (PM) map. For a fixed
a > 0, this map is given by

T:[0,1] 0, T(z)=2z+2 (mod 1),

and it has an indifferent fixed point at 0. It is well known that 7' admits a unique
a.cim. p < m (m is Lebesgue) which is finite for @ < 1 and infinite for o > 1.
In the works cited above, it has been shown that a distributional limit theorem (of
Darling Kac type) holds for PM maps at the threshold value o = 1 (called the
barely infinite measure case in [3]). In probabilistic terms this is a weak law of large
numbers for a = 1: for all f € L*(u) with u(f) # 0 and every € > 0

Jim v(A0 (a2 a7 Su(F)(@) = w()] = ) =0, )

where a,, = n/logn, v is any probability measure v < p and A € B([0,1]) with
0 < pu(A) < co. Distributional limit theorems for transformations similar to the one
above have been generalized to certain infinite measure sets at the threshold value
a = 1in [3, 16]. Under further conditions, distributional limit theorems for the
occupation times of infinite measure sets associated with transformations similar to
the one above have been obtained in |3, 16, 24].

In this work we model infinite measure preserving transformations via Young
towers, derive a new version of the Darling Kac (DK) theorem and argue for its
efficient application in some particular examples.

Acknowledgement: We would like to thank the referee whose comments have
helped to improve the presentation of this paper considerably.

2 Main results and background review

The study of the ergodic properties of dynamical systems by means of induced trans-
formations and tower (sky-scraper) constructions goes back to Renyi, Kakutani and
Rohlin. Originally these were formulated for first return maps Tr(z) = T92®) ()
and first return times p(z) = min{j > 1: T7(z) € E}, whenever defined. How-
ever, return times R that are not necessarily first return times can be used as well,
and makes the method more widely applicable. Young in |17, 18] gave an axiomatic
approach, introducing conditions on distortion in terms of separation times, see
(YT6) below. It is her approach that we will follow in this paper, see Section 3 for
details. Our main aim in this work is to formulate necessary and sufficient conditions
that ensure that the invariant measure of the tower system projects to the o-finite
invariant measure of the original system. Building on the results of Zweimiiller [21]
we show the following:

Theorem 2.1. Let T be a non-singular, ergodic transformation of (X, B, m) with a
o-finite invariant measure p <K m. Suppose that T has a Young tower description
(A, B(A), F,m') with base map (Ao, T, mg) and [ Rdmy = oo and factor map
7m: A — X. Furthermore, let v < m' be an F-invariant measure.

Then p = mv (up to a multiplicative constant) if and only if

for every set E C Ap, 0 < muv(FE) < oo and for inducing time

7:E — N given by (T%)p = (Tg)" we have [,7dm < cc. 2



We emphasize that Tg and (TF)g are the first return maps to £ under 7' and
T® respectively; if T® happens to be the first return map to Ag, then 7 = 1 and (2)
holds trivially. If a YT satisfying (2) is found, it is immediate that F' and hence T'
is pointwise dual ergodic and Ay is a Darling Kac set for the Young tower (A, F),
see Lemma 4.5. To state further consequences of the above theorem, we first recall
some important tools of infinite ergodic theory.

2.1 Prerequisites from infinite ergodic theory

Notation. We write a, ~ b, if 7 — 1 as n — oo and a, o b, if “: — ¢ as
n — oo for some 0 < ¢ < o0. In the latter case we call the sequences (a,) and
(bn) asymptotically equivalent. Infinite o-finite measures are only determined up to
a positive multiplicative constant, and this means that some limits are only taken
up to a multiplicative constant, see e.g. Remark 2.2 and Proposition 2.5 below.

A function a : (cp,00) — (0,00) (or a sequence interpreted as t +— apy) is slowly

varying at oo if a is Borel measurable and ‘;((t)) — 1 as t — oo. A function b :

(co,00) — (0,00) is regularly varying at oo with index v, denoted as b € R, if
b(t) = t7a(t) with a(t) slowly varying at infinity.

When 7 is a c.e.m.p.t. of the (o-finite) infinite measure space (X, B, u), distributional
characterizations of T are often given in terms of a reference set Y of finite measure,
for instance Darling Kac type theorems in |1, 16, 23|. Essentially, Y is a candidate
for being a suitable reference set if its wandering rate

n—1
wn(Y) := p(UpZgT7FY) = > (Y N {py > k})
k=0

belongs to R, for some 7 € [0,1] (see for instance [3, 16, 23]).

The asymptotics of the wandering rate (w,(Y")) depend on the set Y. However,
for some transformations 7" of (X, B, ) the wandering rates are related so that for
all A,B € B,0< u(A), u(B) < oo we have wy,(A) o< wy(B). In this situation wy,(A)
is a characteristic of the system (X, T, u); the wandering rate w, (T) of the system
is any sequence satisfying w, (T") o wy,(A). One such situation is given by pointwise
dual ergodic (p.d.e.) transformations, see §3 in [1]. A conservative ergodic measure
preserving transformation T of (X, B, i) is called pointwise dual ergodic if there is a
positive sequence {a,(T)}n>1, called return sequence, such that for all f € L'(p)

n—1
Z’i‘ —>/ fdu, p-a.e. as n — oo. (3)
k:

n

Here T : L'(1) O is the associated dual operator defined by

/XTf-gduz/Xf-(goT)du

for f € L'(u) and g € L>(u). Many proofs in the literature on pointwise ergodic
duality require that [  fdp >0, and we will make this assumption throughout this

paper.

Remark 2.2. As a consequence of [1, Theorem 8.3.1 and Proposition 3.7.1] for
a p.d.e. transformation, the sequence an(T) in (3) above is uniquely determined



up to asymptotic equivalence, just as the o-finite measure is determined up to a
multiplicative constant. Once matching choices of a,(T') and p are made, (3) holds

for all f € L' (p).

The set A € B, 0 < u(A) < oo is a Darling Kac set for T if the convergence in
(3) takes place uniformly almost everywhere on A for the indicator function f = 14.

The Darling-Kac (DK) property is directly linked to pointwise dual ergodicity.
More precisely, according to [1, Proposition 3.7.5], if T is a c.e.m.p.t. of (X, B, u)
and T has a Darling-Kac set, then 7' is pointwise dual ergodic.

Both the return sequence and the wandering rate of a p.d.e. transformation can
be obtained directly by estimating these quantities for its corresponding measure
theoretic extensions.

Definition 2.3. Given that (X', B, 1/, T") and (X,B,u,T) are measure preserving
transformations, T' is said to be a measure theoretic extension of T if there exist a
map © : X' — X and some ¢ > 0 such that

O 'BC B, 00T =T00 and i/ (07*A) = cu(A) for all A € B.
In this case the map T is said to be a factor of T' with factor map ©.

According to [1, Proposition 3.7.6] and [15], any factor T" of a p.d.e. transforma-
tion 7" is also p.d.e. Furthermore, w,(T") o< w,(T) and a,(T') o< a,(T").

As proved in [1], in some cases an estimate of the wandering rate w, (7)) of a
p.d.e. transformation gives an immediate estimate of its return sequence a, (7).

Lemma 2.4. [1, Proposition 3.8.7] Let T' be a p.d.e. transformation and suppose
that A is a Darling-Kac set such that w,(A) € R, for some v € [0,1]. Then

an(T) € Ri—y.

wp(A)

The sequence (Up)p>1 on X is said to converge strongly in distribution to a ran-
dom variable U written as U,, =" U, if U,, =" U for all probability measures
P < p.

A DK type theorem for p.d.e. transformations (see also [16] for a different proof
of the same statement) reads as follows

Proposition 2.5 (Corollary 3.7.3, [1|). If T is a pointwise dual ergodic transforma-
tion of (X,B, 1) and the return sequence an(T) € Ry for some v € [0,1] then for
every f € L' (u) with u(f) >0

1
an(T)

n—1

Y fork =Wy, / fdp.
k=0 X

where Y, the normalized Mittag-LefHler distribution of order ~.

2.2 The Darling-Kac Theorem and tail behavior.

After establishing the p.d.e. property of the Young tower map F' (see Lemma 4.4
below and its proof), we show that one consequence of Theorem 2.1 (together with
results recalled in the previous section) is the following version of the DK theorem:



Corollary 2.6. Suppose that (X,B,T,m) and (A,B(A), F,m’) satisfy the condi-
tions (2) of Theorem 2.1. Let v be the F-invariant measure and let p = mv. If
mo({R > n}) € R_g for some B € [0,1], then:

i1) for all f € L*(v),v(f) # 0, we have % — L) Yﬁl/(f),’

n

i2) for all f € LY(u), u(f) # 0, we have %ﬁf) =) Yau(f),

where a, € Rg and Y 1s a random variable distributed according to the Mittag-
Leffier distribution.

One interesting consequence of Theorem 2.1 concerns the asymptotic tail be-
havior of the YTs associated with infinite measure preserving transformations that
has no analog in the finite measure case. This result, which provides a version of
[1, Proposition 5.4.5] formulated in terms of renewal sequences for general Markov
towers, states:

Corollary 2.7. Let T be a non-singular, ergodic transformation of (X,B,m) and
assume that T admits an infinite, o-finite tnvariant measure p < m. Suppose that
T admits two Young towers (A1, B(A1), Fy,my) with base map (Ao,, TT,mo,) and
(Ag, B(Ag), Fy,mb), respectively with base map (Ao, TR2, mo,).

If the base map of each tower satisfies the conditions (2) of Theorem 2.1 and
if mo,({R1 > n}) € R_g for some § € [0,1], then mo,({R2 > n}) € R_g. In
particular, if mo, ({Ry > n}) < n™" for some 3 € (0,1], then

mo, ({R1 > n}) o< mg,({Ry > n}) oc n=7.

Young towers can be found for many o-finite measure preserving systems in any
dimension, also when no a priori Markov partition is available. Due to the Markov
structure of the YT, pointwise dual ergodicity (which is, in general, hard to check)
of these systems can be immediately established via [1, Propositions 3.7.5 and 3.7.6]
or |2|. Furthermore, as Corollary 2.6 establishes, sufficient conditions for the DK
theorem are read off directly from the tail behavior of the return time sequence.

Previously, Zweimiiller proved the p.d.e. property for infinite measure preserving
piecewise monotone interval maps with indifferent fixed points in [20] that are not
Markov. He used a first return map 7y to an interval Y that is bounded away
from the neutral fixed points. As Ty has no Markov partition, he built a canonical
Markov extension (Hotbauer tower) over (Y,Ty) to establish and analyze the Ty-
invariant absolutely continuous measure.! Alternatively, as observed in [7], well-
chosen first return maps within the canonical Markov extension of an interval map
(I, T) produce an induced Markov map over (I, T), for which a Young tower can be
built. From either approach one can conclude that (I,7T) is a pointwise dual ergodic
transformation w.r.t. its o-finite invariant measure ;.2 In order to establish Darling-
Kac type theorems further specific information about the the map in question is
required. More precisely, one needs to establish the regular variation of the return
sequence an(7'), which is a necessary condition (see e.g. [25]). We notice that for
the class of maps considered in [20], the regular variation of a,(7") can be verified
using particular properties of the original map and not of the extension.

!Proving finiteness of this measure requires detailed information of the map T
2However, there are (logistic) maps for which u(Y) = oo for every nondegenerate interval Y, see [4];
hence Darling-Kac sets, if they exist, must be more complicated than intervals in this case.



The p.d.e. property in the DK theorem can sometimes be replaced by other easier
to check conditions (see |16, 23|) and in this sense considering a special extension
that establishes this property becomes needless.

We notice that Zweimiiller’s version of the DK theorem |23, Theorem 2.1] is more
general and covers cases that cannot be covered by earlier the version [16, Theorem
1]. However, in both versions, the regular variation (with some index § < 1) of
the wandering rate of a special reference set seems to be essential. This regularly
varying condition is not always easy to check. In Section 5 we consider an example
based on Example 7.1 in [16], where the regular variation of the wandering rate
of the special reference set Y (as defined in [16]) is nontrivial to establish via the
methods of [16, 23]. As we argue in Section 5, this example can be easily dealt with
via Corollary 2.6.

3 Young towers with non-integrable return time

Let N ={0,1,2,3,4,... } and N* = {1,2,3,4,... }. A transformation (X,B,T,m)
is non-singular w.r.t. m if 7' is m-measurable and m(A) = 0 implies m(T~1A) = 0
for all A € B.

Suppose T': X — X is an ergodic non-singular transformation with respect to a
reference measure m (m is not necessarily invariant). A Young Tower for (X, B, T, m)
is a quartet (A, B(A), F,m') with the following properties:

(YT1) There exist a set Ag € X with 0 < m(Ap) < oo and a countable partition
Po = {Ao,i}ien of Ag with m(Ag;) > 0 for each i. Let mg := m|a,.

(YT2) There is a return time function R : A9 — N* which is constant on each A,
R|a,; = Ri and g.c.d{R;} = 1. We also assume that T (Aq;) = Ay for all 4.

(YT3) The tower A over T is the set
A:={(y,l) e Ag x N: 0<I< R(y)}

with partition P := {A;;} where A;; = {(y,1) : y € Ao, I < R(y)}.
(YT4) The dynamics F': A O on the tower is given by

Py <] @D RG> 1L,
Y.t) = (TH®)0), otherwise.

The projection
T A= X, w(yl)=TYy

defines a semi-conjugacy T'om =mo F.

(YT5) The measure m’ on A is obtained by copying mg on each level, i.e., m' :=

mo x dl where dl is a counting measure. Notice that m/|a, = mg and m/(4A;;) =

mo(Aoﬂ').

(YT6) The partition P := {A;;} is a generating m/-measurable partition. For z,y €
Ay, let

s(x,y) = min{n >0 : (F®)"(x), (FF)"(y) lie in distinct elements of P}

be the separation time of x and y. There exist constants C' >0 and 0 < 0 < 1
such that for all z,y € Ag; and all ¢

dmo
dm|A0 i © FE

dm(] (FR( )FR(
_ dmo < Cps(FR@).FR))
dm|A07i o FR (y) = 09

log (z) —log



This axiomatic structure was introduced by L.-S. Young in [17, 18] to study
statistical properties of a (probability measure preserving) non-uniformly hyperbolic
system, by isolating the uniformly hyperbolic system F'®: Ay — A and using the
structure of the tower and the height function R to make statements about the
system T': X — X.

If the return function R is integrable w.r.t. m, then F' admits an exact invariant
probability measure v equivalent to m’ (see the proof of [18, Theorem 1]). The mea-
sure p = m,v is then an invariant probability measure on (7', X') which is absolutely
continuous with respect to m. Note that m,v is necessarily a finite a.c.i.m. for 7.
Furthermore, statistical properties of 7' can be inferred from those of F' (see for
instance §6 and §7 in [18]).

To study infinite measure preserving transformations (X, 7, ) (in particular, to
obtain distributional limit theorems for 7") using properties of the corresponding
tower (A, F,m), further clarification about the relationship between the T-invariant
and F-invariant measures is required.

3.1 o-finite measures for F

In this section we formulate a partial version of |18, Theorem 1] for the case of a
non-integrable R, see [18, §5] for a complete version. A non-singular transformation
(X,T,«), where « is a generating measurable partition, is said to be Markov if

i) T satisfies the Markov property, i.e., m(TANB) > 0= B CTA (mod m) for all
A, B € a, and

ii) T is locally invertible, i.e., for all A € a,m(A) >0, T : A — TA is one-to-one
and 77! : TA — A is measurable.

A Markov map (X, B,m,T,a) is aperiodic if for all A, B € «, there exist an N € N
such that m(ANT~"B) > 0 for all n > N.

Proposition 3.1. Let (A, F,m') be a YT for some non-singular dynamical system
(X,T,m). Let P = {Ay;} be the partition of A described above. If [ Rdmy = oo
then

dv
d

1. F admits an infinite, but o-finite invariant measure v < m’ such that £% is

bounded and bounded away from zero.

2. The system (A, B(A), F,m’,P) is aperiodic.

Proof. This proof is based on that of |18, Theorem 1].

i) S finite Ff-invariant measure vy < m|a, on Ay with g%% bounded and
bounded away from 0. is obtained, exactly as in the case of integrable R, ¢.e., using
an argument based on the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem (see the proof of [18, Theorem 1]).

The measure v(A) := > 12 vo(F AN {R > 1}) is F-invariant, absolutely con-
tinuous with respect to m’ and o-finite invariant. This measure is not finite since
[ Rdmg = oo and thus v(A) = co.

it) It is clear that (A,B(A),F,m/,P) is a Markov map. Aperiodicity follows
from g.c.d{R;} = 1 by the standard argument, which we recall here for complete-
ness. Since 1a,(x)R(x) = 1a,(x)pa,(z) for all  and g.c.d{R;} = 1 we have that
g.cd{pn,(z) : 0 < 1a,(z)pa,(z) < oo} = 1. Thus, for all [A] € P, there exist
an N € N such that [A] N F~"(Ag) # 0 for all n > N. Since we also know that
for all B € P, there exist N’ € N such that Ag N F~N'([B]) # 0, the aperiodicity
follows. O



If in the setting of this proposition, | Rdmg < oo, then the resulting F-invariant
measure v < m/ is finite, and p = ([ R d%' mg)~!mw is an absolutely continuous
T-invariant probability measure.

If [Rdmg = oo, then since v is always o-finite, the measure v is still an
absolutely continuous T-invariant measure for 7. This is an immediate consequence
of the fact that ¥ < m is invariant for F; see also |21, Proposition 1.1] for the
relationship between the invariant measures of a general induced transformation 7%
and that of the original system. However, it is not always true that m,v is a o-finite
measure for 7.

Further conditions are required for a canonical link between the T-invariant mea-
sure and the projection of F-invariant measures.

3.2 o-finite measures for T

In this section we give conditions under which the o-finite measure v on the YT
projects to a o-finite measure y = 7, on (X,T). We start with example showing
that this is not automatic: the YT construction can produce an infinite T-invariant
measure which is not o-finite, if a non-integrable return time function is suitably
chosen (see also a similar Example 2.2 in [21]).

Example 1. Let T : [0,1] — [0,1] be the doubling map 7T'(x) = 2z mod 1.
The countable partition {I,}, where I,, = (2,1%, ] is Markov for 7. Subdivide
each interval I,, into 22" intervals of equal length and call them I, ;. It follows that
m(In;) = 1/2""2" and 32, m(In ;) = m(I,) = 1/2".

Let Ag = (0,1] and consider the countable partition {Ag;} := {I;}. Define
R : A — N such that R|;, ; = n+2". This choice gives TE(I, ;) = Ao and thus
(YT1) and (Y'T'2) are verified. Notice that (YT'6) is trivially satisfied for mg := m
because T is expanding and linear on each branch. Furthermore, it is obvious that
the TF-invariant measure is exactly m. Thus, one obtains the exact form of the
tower I by applying (Y1'3), (YT4) and (YT'5). Also, since 3, m(I, ;) =1/2", one
has

/Rdm = DD Rlp mllng) = Y0+ 2 Y mllng) = 3 ;ann = oc.
n. g n J n

So, we are in the non-integrable case. By Proposition 3.1 we know that F' admits
an infinite, but o-finite invariant measure v < m given by v(A4) := > 72 m(F~tAnN
{R >1}).

Since F~'on~! =71 o T7!, by projecting back with = we have

mv(E) = v(r 'E)= Zm({R >IN F i 1E)

1>0
= > m@E'{(R>1})NT'E))
1>0
= > m({R>1}nT'E) (4)
1>0
and thus mw([0,1]) = oo. It is always the case that the measure p := m.v is

invariant for T" and p < m. However, in this particular case the measure p cannot
be o-finite since already Lebesgue measure m is ergodic and T-invariant, and every
pair of equivalent o-finite invariant ergodic measures differ by a finite multiplicative
constant.



The example given above shows that when the return function is non-integrable, the
axiomatic structure of the tower is not enough to guarantee that the measure m,v
is o-finite and thus if one wants to use YT constructions to study infinite measure
preserving transformations, then some further constraints are required.

If R is the first return time of T to Ag, i.e., T® = T20, then the measure m,v
is always o-finite as a consequence of [14], see also |1, 20, 21|. Indeed, the explicit
formula

W(E) = (T "B {pa, > n}) (5)
n>0
for vy = v|a, shows that the sets X \ UyT%(A¢) and T"({¢a,) > n}), n > 0,
form a countable partition of X into sets of finite measure. Conversely, if u < m is
T-invariant then vy := pla, is Ta,-invariant.

A standard example of an infinite m.p.t. that can be modeled by a YT by taking
R as the first return time of T to A is the PM map (with o > 1) mentioned in the
introduction, the construction being identical to the finite case (given by a < 1).

Another well-understood non-integrable R case is given by the class of trans-
formations (T, X, m) for which the base tower map (7%, Ag,mg) can be obtained
by letting R be the first passage time of T to some set A with T(A) = Ay, i.e.,
7(x) == 1+ min{n > 0: T"(z) € A}. As proved by Schweiger (see e.g. [14, 21, 1])
the map 77 is similar to 7920 (that is, they have a common measure theoretic exten-
sion), which implies that if 77 admits a probability invariant measure vy < mg then
T%20 admits a probability invariant measure g < mg and there exist © : Ay — X
and ¢ > 0 such that

0 1 (AgNB(X)) C B(X),00T%% =T7 00O and vp(071A4) = ciy(A)  (6)
for all A € B(X). As a consequence,

mv(E) = v(rlE) = Zl/o({T > NF a7 iE)

>0
= Y w7 > 10 (T7)E)
>0
= Y w({r >0 @)D (7)
>0

Therefore, the last equation is exactly the o-finite measure of (5) and thus, m,v
is o-finite.
Example 2. We consider the Farey map given by T': [0, 1] — [0, 1] with

T(z) := _ 1_90 ]
Th(x) ===, ifzx>1/2

T

Let m denote Lebesgue measure. There exists a countable Markov partition o =

{An}n>0, where A, = (%H,%] Take A = Ay = (3,1] and Ag = T(A). Then
1

inducing on A w.r.t. first passage time 7 yields the Gauss map G(z) = - — L%J,
see e.g. [11], for which good distortion properties are well known. From here on,
the tower construction is standard. Take Ay := (0,1] and let R(z) := 7(x) for all
x € Ag. Let {Ag;} := {Ao}n>0. It is easy to see that (YT1) and (YT2) hold. We
can use standard arguments (see e.g. [11]) to conclude that for all z,y € Ag; and

for all ¢

C

< G pstay)
< D9

(T7)'(x)
(T7) ()

G'(v)
G'(y)

log

= ‘log




where # = 1/2 and s(x,y) is the separation time w.r.t. 77. Thus, taking mg := m,
(YT6) is satisfied. The tower construction is completed by applying (YT3), (YT4)
and (YT5), which give the exact form of F. Since 7 is the first passage time, (7)
guarantees that m,v is o-finite.

Necessary and sufficient conditions for when a T'F-invariant measure corresponds to a
o-finite T-invariant measure (via formula (8) below) in the case of a general induced
map T with non-integrable R can be obtained based on results of Zweimiiller, [21].
For clarity of exposition, we provide these results below. To avoid confusion later
on, when we apply these results to the context of YTs, we will state them keeping
our notation T% : Ag — Ag even though in [21], R and A¢ do not need to be
chosen so that they produce a YT (A, B(A), F,m') for the original transformation
(X,B,T,m). Namely, [21] works with the following general setting:

The setting of [21]. Let (X,B,T,m) be a nonsingular transformation. For an
arbitrary set Ag C X, m(Ag) > 0, the measurable function R : Ag — N* is a general
inducing time (mod m) for T on Ay, if it is finite m-a.e. and TRz := TE@)z € A
for m-a.e. x € Ag. Hence TF is a nonsingular transformation of (Ag, B(Ag), mo),
where mg := m|a, and B(Ag) = {A € B: A C Ap}. (This is now more general
than the YT setting because we do not assume that T%(A;) = Ag or the distortion
constraint of (YT6).) Given any measure 7 on Ag, a new T-invariant measure on

(X, B) can be defined as follows:

Rxpo(A) =Y s({R>1}nT'A). (8)
>0

The work of [21] provides an answer for the following two questions:

(i) The original liftability problem, i.e., given that p is a o-finite invariant measure
for T, is there a T®-invariant measure 7 < p such that p = R xp 0?

(ii) The inverse liftability problem, i.e., given that 7 < myg is TF-invariant, is the
measure R X v a o-finite invariant measure for T'7

We will consider Zweimiiller’s results on the inverse liftability problem in the
context of Y'Ts. We recall the following:

Lemma 3.2. [21, Lemma 4.1] Let (X,B,T,m) be a nonsingular transformation.
Let E C Ag C X, m(E) > 0. Let p be an inducing time for T on E, let R be an
inducing time for T on Ag and let ¥ be an inducing time for T® on E such that
p=Ry = Zg;ol Ro (T™*. This implies that TP = (TT)Y. Moreover, let 7 < m
be a measure (not necessarily TH-invariant) on (Ao, B(Ag)). Then

p X7 U =RXp () Xpr D).

Fact 3.3. As observed in [21], the first return map of T to some set E € B(Ay),
m(E) > 0, can be represented as T° = (T™)g = (Tg)", where p : E — N and
7 : E — N are general inducing times for T and Tg, respectively. We notice that
(TR = (TR)?E, where oR(z) ;== min{n > 1: (T?)"(z) € E}. Also, the inducing
time p can be equivalently represented as

R T
p(z) = Z Ro (T®* and p(z) = PET = Z oo (Tp)*.
k=0 k=0

10



In the context of YTs we have briefly mentioned that the integrability of the
return time is a sufficient condition for the inverse liftability problem. The result
below says that this condition is also sufficient for the original liftability problem
and it is already well known.

Lemma 3.4. (/21, Theorem 1.1]) Let (X,B,T,u) be an e.m.p.t. and let T be a
general inducing time for T on E € B,u(E) > 0. If fE Tdp < oo, then T has an
imwvariant measure v satisfying p =T X7 V.

The next two lemmas by Zweimiiller lead up to the main result of this section.

Lemma 3.5. (/21, Proposition 4.1]) Let T be c.e.m.p.t. of the o-finite measure
space (X,B,T,p). Let R be an inducing time for T on Ay C X,0 < u(Ap) < oo.
Suppose that E € (Mg, B(Ao)), u(E) > 0 with (T?)g = (Tg)™. Then

U satisfies p = R X U
if and only if
U satisfies plg = 7 Xy, D.
If one of the two measures v and U exists (and thus both) then U = U|g or equivalently
V= (@g) XTg V.

Lemma 3.6. [22, Proposition 1] Let T' be a measurable transformation (X, B) and
let E € B. Let p and 7 be inducing times for T and Ty on E such that TP = (Tg)".
Moreover, let U be a measure on E. Then

pxr D(E):/Tdﬁ.

E

Equipped with the above, we can proceed to

Proof of Theorem 2.1. First, we observe that by Proposition 3.1 the F-invariant
measure v < m’ is o-finite. Then, under the assumptions of the proposition, equa-
tion (4) holds and thus, 7, = R X7 1. By the same assumptions, (T, Ag, ) is
an ergodic transformation preserving the probability measure vy < m.

Let £ C Ag and consider the first return time of 7% to E. By Fact 3.3 we may write
TP = (T?)g = (Tg)7 for some measurable functions p: £ — Nand 7: E — N. Let
Vg = 1p|p be a finite measure on F.

By Lemma 3.2 applied to T” = (T®) we have

p <1 p(A) = R X7 (9§ X7 7p)(A). (9)
On the other hand, another application of Lemma 3.2 to T? = (Tg)" gives
P XT DE(A) = Y XT (7’ XTg ﬂE)(A) (10)

Since p < m (by assumption) and vy < m (whence g < m), Lemma 3.5 implies
that
Vg is a solution for u = R X7 v

if and only if
vp is a solution for pu|gp =7 X1, VE.

In this case, vy = (p%) X1y, Vg, which further implies that

11



p=Rx7pvy=Rxr (o xrr UR). (11)

Therefore, if 7g is a solution for u|gp = 7 X7, Up (or equivalently if vy is a solution
for p = R X1 1p), then (9), (10) and (11) imply that

n = R X1 Vy = R XT (tpg X TR I/NE) = p XT ﬁE =Yg XT (T XTg ﬁE) (12)

We now take a look at the finite e.m.p.t. (Tg, E, u|g) (the ergodicity of Tx follows
from our assumption that 7" is ergodic). Recall that 7 is an inducing time for T on
E. Therefore, if fE Tdm < oo, then by Lemma 3.4, g satisfies y|p = 7 X1, Vg and
(Tg)™ has a (unique) finite invariant measure g < m. By our discussion above,
this further implies that 1 satisfies y = R X7 vp, which proves the “if” part of the
proposition.

Conversely, assume that there exist E and 7 as above such that || g Tdm = oo.
By Lemma 3.6 we have

pXTﬁE(E):/TdﬁE:/Tdm:OO.
E E

Suppose that g is a solution for u|p = 7 X7, Vg. But then the above equation
together with (12) implies

TV (E) = R Xp vy = / Tdm = o0
E

which contradicts the hypothesis and we are done. O

Remark 3.7. As u is o-finite, there is E € B such that 0 < pu(E) < oo and by
the proof of the proposition above, we know 0 < mw(E) < oo. Thus the above
proposition implies that if p = 7w then there exists a set E C Ay, m(E) > 0 with
T: E — N given by (T®)g = (Tp)™ such that [, 7dm < co. This would become a
sufficient condition as well if we also assume that the inducing time p is defined and
finite m,v-a.e., since this would guarantee that | J,~, T "E = X mod m.v and thus
that m,v is o-finite. B

4 Pointwise dual ergodicity

To prove Corollary 2.6 we only need to establish the p.d.e. property for the tower
map F. Then the result follows immediately from Theorem 2.1, an estimate of the
wandering rate wy(F') together with Proposition 3.7.5 in [1] and Proposition 2.5.
Corollary 2.7 follows by a similar argument together with the following standard
results on regularly varying functions (sequences).

Proposition 4.1 (Karamata’s Theorem [5]). The function a(t) is slowly varying
and locally bounded if and only if for any constant c:
+1 .
o [FtVa(t)dt ~ % a(x), if y> —1
1

o [FtVa(t)dt ~ EEsY a(x), if vy < —1

Furthermore, the following theorem gives an exact characterization of functions
(sequences) that produce regularly varying functions (sequences):

12



Proposition 4.2 (Monotone Density Theorem [5]). Let U(x) = [ u(y)dy and
suppose U(x) ~ xVa(x) for some v € R and function a € Ry. If u is monotone,
then

u(z) ~ vz La(z).

4.1 Pointwise dual ergodicity for F'

In the following we show that a YT is p.d.e. under a less restrictive condition than
(YT2) formulated in Section 3. That is, we replace the previous YT2 with:

(YT2’) Thereis areturn time function R : Ag — N* which is constant on each Ay ;. We
also assume that TRZ'(AOJ-) is a union of Agy’s and inf;en mO(TRi(AoJ)) > 0.

In order to obtain good properties of the F-invariant measure, under the weaker
(YT2’) above, we need the following extra-assumption, (see also [8] for obtaining
estimates of the correlation decay on towers via cone techniques under (YT27)):

(YT7) (A,B(A), F,m') is aperiodic.

We first recall the following concepts and results. Let (X, B,m,T) be a Markov
map with Markov partition v and for ag, . ..,a,—1 € alet [ag,...,an—1] = ﬂ;‘z_olT_iai
denote an n-cylinder. Let off ! = \/Z;é T7*(a) and oy = {a € Upen-af ' : m(a) >
0}. A collection of cylinders ( C o is said to be a Schweiger collection for T if
i) for every b € ¢ and a € o if the concatenation [a,b] # () then [a,b] € (;

ii) Upecb = X (mod m);
iii) if there exist » € (0,1) and C' > 1 such that for every n-cylinder b € ¢ and
m X m-a.e. (x,y) €bxb

dm dm

log ———[p(x) — log dmoTn

S b(w)| < O (13)

where
s(z,y) :=min{n > 1: x,y lie in distinct cylinders of (}.

The existence of a Schweiger collection for a c.m.p.t. and aperiodicity have the
following consequences:

Lemma 4.3 (Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, [2]). Let (X,B,m,T,«) be a conser-
vative, aperiodic Markov map and suppose that ¢ C ay 4s a Schweiger collection for
T. Then T admits a o-finite invariant measure jt ~ m such that

d
log SE € L°(b) for allb e ¢
dm

and 1 is exact under T. Moreover, any A € oy is a Darling Kac set whose return
time process is continued fraction mizing.

We now show

Lemma 4.4. Let (A, B(A), F,m’) be a YT that satisfies (YT2’) and (YT7) above.?
Then the following hold:

1. F admits an infinite, but o-finite invariant measure v equivalent to m’ such
that % 1s bounded and bounded away from zero. Furthermore, v is exact
under F'.

350 the original condition (YT2) of Section 3 need not be satisfied
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2. For anyn € N, every n-cylinder is a Darling-Kac set whose return time process
15 continued fraction mizing.

3. F 1is pointwise dual ergodic w.r.t. v.

Proof. Let P be the generating partition of A and let [Ag,..., Ap—1] = ﬂ;:ol F~iA;
for Ag,...,An—1 € P denote an n-cylinder. It is clear that (A,B(A), F,m’,P)
is a conservative Markov map. By (YT1), m(Ag;) > 0 for each i and hence
m(A) > 0 for all A € P and and thus m’ is positive on all n-cylinders. Also, it
is clear that (Ag, B(A), F¥ mg) is a conservative Markov map w.r.t. the count-
able partition Py = {Ag;}; let R := {T%(A,;)} be the image partition and
Ry ={a € Uren Vg (FF)FR}.

It follows from (YT6) that there exist C' > 1 and 0 < # < 1 such that for all
z,y € b, for all b € Ry, and for all k¥ € N and k-cylinders b

k—1 k—1
dmg dmy (
— =0 ___(z)— — 0 )| < coslew)
‘JZ:%Iog dmy o (FF) (z) ;log dmy o (FR) (y)| < CO (14)

and thus R, is a Schweiger collection for ' w.r.t. the measure mg. By [2, Lemma
2.1] (which requires condition (YT2')), there exist an Ff-invariant probability mea-
sure 1y < myg such that is bounded and bounded away from zero.

By aperiodicity and (YT2 ), there exist N € N and b € Py such that (FF)N (b) =
Ay. Therefore for all a € Py and = € a we can find 2’ € b such that (FF)N(z2') = =,

and we have
dl/() dmo 140

"1;‘ PR

dmo’ = dmyo (FR)YN  my

uniformly over all a € P and x € a. This also implies that 1y ~ my.
Fix some arbitrary A;; and let

(@) >0

PAlyi = {[A07 s aAn—l] : A07 s aAn—l € Pa ne N*7 ATL—I = Alﬂ'}

be the collection of cylinders that land on A, ; after some number of iterates. Notice
that Pa,, C Py == {A € Upen Vg " F~*P}.

Forall 2,y € Ay, there exist unique x,y € Ag; such that Fl(2') = z, Fi(y') = y;
let us extend the definition of separation time to A;; by setting s(z,y) = s(2’,y’). It
follows from (14) that there exist C' > 1 and 0 < § < 1 such that for all 2,y € A;;
and fort =R —1

‘ Z log dm

which further implies for all B € Pa,, and for all z,y € B we have

< C0psEy)

dm/
/|A OFk( 7) = ZlOgdm .oFk(y/)
k=0 v

- S < Cp5@w)
‘Ezlogdm’hgoF’C Zlogdm’]BoFk( )‘_09 '

Also, for every B € Pa,, and A € Py if [A, B] # (0 then [A, B] € Pa,,. Furthermore,
by aperiodicity for all A € P there exist N = N(A) € N such that for all j > N,
m/(F7AN (UBepAMB)) > 0. As a consequence, Upeps,, B = A (mod m’) and
thus, Pa,; is a Schweiger collection for F w.r.t. m/. Therefore, by Lemma 4.3, F’
admits an exact, o-finite invariant measure v ~ m’ and d‘i’fb, is bounded away from

0 and oo uniformly on Ay ;.
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The same lemma implies that each element of Pa, ; is a Darling-Kac set for F
w.r.t. v. Thus, by Theorem 3.8.3 in [1|, F' is pointwise dual ergodic w.r.t. v. That
is, there exist a positive sequence {a,(F)},>1 such that for all f € L'(v) with
Jx fdv >0

Zf‘ —>/fdyy—ae as n — 0o (15)

a
n( k

where F : L'(v) — L'(v) is the dual operator of F.
Since v ~ m’ is exact, it follows that this measure is unique and thus v is

independent of A;;. In fact v|an, = vy and we saw already that jﬁ is bounded

away from zero and oo, so d%' is bounded away from zero and oo uniformly on A.

Similarly, all elements of U; /P, ; are Darling-Kac sets for I w.r.t. p. This concludes
the proof. O

4.2 Pointwise dual ergodicity for 7.

Pointwise dual ergodicity for T can be immediately derived from that of F":

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that (X,B,T,m) and (A, B(A), F,m') satisfy the conditions
of Theorem 2.1. Then T is pointwise dual ergodic w.r.t. its invariant measure p =
v and the return sequence a,(F') from (15) coincides, up to asymptotic equivalence,
with the return sequence for T'.

Proof. We first observe that Theorem 2.1 ensures that F' is indeed a measure theo-
retic extension of T', or equivalently 7" is a factor of F'. By Proposition 3.7.6 in [1],
we know that any factor of a p.d.e. transformation is also p.d.e. This together with
(3) of Lemma 4.4 implies that 7" is indeed pointwise dual ergodic. Furthermore, ac-
cording to Proposition 3.7.6 in [1], a,,(F) is a return sequence for T', which is unique
up to asymptotic equivalence. O

Next we will estimate the return sequence a,,(F).

Lemma 4.6. Let (A,B(A), F,m') be a Young tower with base Ao (for some non-
singular dynamical system (X,B,m,T)) and suppose that mo({R > n}) o n=? for
some 0 < B < 1. Then wp(F) € R_3 and a,(F') € Rg.

Proof. Let pa,(z) := min{n > 1: F™(x) € Ap} be the first return time function
of F' to Ag and observe that pa,(z) = R(z) for all z € Ay. From Lemma 4.4 we
know that F' admits an invariant measure v with v|a, = vy where vy ~ mg is the
invariant for measure for F'¥2o0. Thus,there exist ¢ > 0 such that,

n—1
w,(Do) = v(UPZAF"Ag) =) v(Ag N {pa, > k})
0
n—1

= CZVO {R>k}) x> mo({R > k}) € Ri_g,
k=0

b
I

where Eli smo({R > k}) € R1_p by Karamata’s Theorem (part 1) if 0 < 3 < 1
and > —gmo({R > k}) = (logn)l(n) if 3 =1, where l(n) € Ry.

From Lemma 4.4 we know that Ag is a Darling-Kac set for F'. Therefore, w,(F) €
R_p by Theorem 3.8.3 in [1]. Furthermore, a,(F') € Rg by Lemma 2.4. O

We can now conclude
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Proof of Corollary 2.6. Since a,(F) € Rg with g € [0,1], i1) follows by Proposi-
tion 2.5.
i2) follows by the same argument since a,(F) is also a return sequence for 7. O

Proof of Corollary 2.7. The conditions of Theorem 2.1 together with Lemma 4.5
and Lemma 4.6 implies that w,(T) o< w,(F1) € R_g as n — oo. By the same
argument for Fy, w,,(T) o< wy,(Fy) = Y124 mo, ({ Ry > k}). Thus,

n—1 n—1
> moy({R2 > k}) oc ) mo, ({R1 > k})

k=0 k=0
and the conclusion follows immediately by Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2. [

Remark 4.7. We notice that from the above proof we have that

wn(T) o< Y mo,({Ry > k}) o > mo,({Ry > k})

k>n k>n

independently of the assumption of the regular variation of the tail sequences. The
fact that Y, o mo,({R1 > k}) oc Yy o, mo, ({R2 > k}) trivially holds in the proba-
bility case B > 1,7 > 1, since the two tail sequences are summable. However, as it is
obuvious from the proof, in this case, the conclusion mo, ({R1 > k}) o< mo,({R2 > k})
does not follow.

5 Infinite oscillation at one of the indifferent
fixed points

As mentioned in Section 2.2, we conclude with one example that illustrates the use
of Corollary 2.6 and as such, the usefulness of modelling infinite measure preserving
transformations via YTs. Darling Kac-like theorems were proved for increasingly
general systems. The version in Aaronson’s book [1, Theorem 3.6.4. and Corollary
3.7.3| requires that 7" is p.d.e. and the return sequence (ay) is regularly varying,
which is in general difficult to check. In |20], the p.d.e. property was established for
non-uniformly expanding interval maps with indifferent fixed points (AFN-maps).
Thaler and Zweimiiller |16, Theorem 1| then replaced the regular variation of the
return sequence by that of the wandering rate w,(T") (which is easier to check)
together with the requirement that

1 N-1

Ay = ———> Tlipex\v:R(z)=n

be convergent? uniformly on the Darling Kac set Y. In [23, Theorem 2.1| finally,
Zweimiiller weakened the convergence requirement to (hy)nen being precompact in
L*°(p). This enabled him to treat maps with multiple indifferent fixed points where
the strength of the one mutually majorizes and minorizes the strength of another,
depending on the distance to these fixed points.

The example we consider below is a particular case of the somewhat abstract
Example 7.1 in |23]| which Zweimiiller gave to show the advantage of [23| over [16].
The regular variation of the wandering rate w,(T") with some index § € [0,1] in
Example 7.1 of [23] is explicitly given, which allows an immediate application of [23,

twith a uniformly sweeping limit
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Theorem 2.1]. In contrast, the example below does not provide an explicit form of
wy(T'). By considering an appropriate YT extension for T, we simultaneously obtain
the p.d.e. property, regular variation of the return sequence a,, and our DK version
Corollary 2.6.

Let T': [0,1] — [0,1] be a map with two indifferent fixed points at 0 and 1 with
7([0,1/2)) = (0,1),T([1/2,1)) = (0, 1) such that for a,b # 0 and p > 1,

T(z) = { T+ bxl—i-l’l(l/x) + O(x“'pl(l/x)) as 2 — 0,

r+a(l—z)P +o((1 —2)'*P) asxz —1, (16)

where I(t) = exp|[(log t)'/3 cos(log t)'/?], t > 0 is in R with infinite oscillation, i.e.,

lim infi(t) =0 and lim supl(t) = oc.
t—00 t—00
Take 0 < - < wg < w1 < x9 = 1/2 = 2 < 2] < ah < --- < 1 such that
T(zn) = xp—1 and T(z;,) = x,,_; for all n > 1. Let I, = (Tn41,2n), I, = (27,2, 1)
for n > 0 and let R|7,up; := n+ 1. By (16), the asymptotic of {z,}, {z,}’ are as
follows:
Tp~nPl(n) and 1-—2a), ~n7P

Thus the tail of the inducing scheme is

m({R>n})=> m(I, UL;) ~nP((n) +1).
k>n

Construct a Young tower with Ag = (0, 1), partition {Ag;} = {L;} U{I!} and return
time R as indicated. Then T%(I,) = (3,1) and TR(I}) = (0, 3) for each n, so
(YT2’) of Section 4.1 is satisfied.

The distortion condition (YT6) follows by the argument of Lemma 5 in [17].
Also, notice that g.c.d(R;) =1, (so (YT7) holds) and thus, the good properties for
F follow immediately by Lemma 4.4.

To check the conditions of Theorem 2.1, we just need to observe that inducing

R
w.r.t. first returns on any Ag; gives rise to a finite (TR)¥20.i -invariant measure,
which proves the integrability of Par, on Ag;. Thus, if 7 and p are given by
TP = (T®)a,, = (Ta,,)7, the integrability of 7 follows immediately since {7 >
n} = {p > QDA{)?.} by Fact 3.3 (see also [21]| for details). Because we also have

m({R > n}) € 7i’,1/p, Corollary 2.6 immediately applies. In particular, Lemma 2.4
gives the exact form of a, (7).
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