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Abstract

Let v, = O(log™“n) and let v be the infinite product measure whose nth marginal
is Bernoulli(1/2+7,). We show that ¢ = 1/2 is the threshold, above which v-almost
every point is simply Poisson generic in the sense of Peres-Weiss, and below which
this can fail. This provides a range in which v is singular with respect to the uniform
product measure, but v-almost every point is simply Poisson generic.

1 Introduction

Many notions of ‘randomness’ have been proposed for individual infinite sequences x €
{—1,1}. The simplest one is normality, introduced by Borel [5] more than a hundred
years ago, which in this context means that every finite pattern w € {—1,1}* appears in x
with asymptotic frequency 27%, as would occur if 2 were a typical point for the “uniform”
product measure pN = [1>7 [(1/2)d; + (1/2)6_4].

Here, we shall be concerned with the notion of simply Poisson genericity, which was
introduced by Z. Rudnik and is defined as follows. Given z € {—1,1} let W}, be a
uniformly sampled random word in {—1,1}* and let M denote the (random) number of
appearances of Wj, in z up to time 2*:

ka:#{l §j§2k|l‘J1‘]+k_1:Wk}

Then z is simply Poisson generic if MY converges in distribution to a Poisson random

variable with mean one (briefly, M 4, Po(1)), that is

1
lim P(My =n) =~ - —

1
k—00 e ’I"L.’
for all n € Z>(. Throughout this paper, we sometimes omit the term “simply” and call
this property Poisson normality for short. Note that the unqualified term Poisson generic
has a stronger meaning in [§].

In unpublished work (see [§]), Yuval Peres and Benjamin Weiss proved the following.

e If = is Poisson generic, then it is normal.
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e Almost every z for the uniform product measure on {—1,1}" is Poisson normal.
e Normality does not imply Poisson normality.

For a long time it was an open problem to exhibit explicit examples of simply Poisson
generic sequences, but recently an example over larger alphabets was given by [4]. We
also mention [I] which extends almost sure Poisson genericity to settings with infinite
alphabets and exponentially mixing probability measures.

Since simply Poisson generic points are normal, the ergodic theorem tells us that p~
the only ergodic shift-invariant measure on {—1, 1} that can be supported, or even give
positive mass, to simply Poisson generic points. However, one may ask about non-shift-
invariant measures. The most natural class to consider is that of product measures,

o
v=1Iw
n=1
where v, are non-trivial measure on {—1, 1}. We parametrize the v, using the sequence

Yo =3 — va({—1}),
so vp = ((1/2) — yn)0—1 + ((1/2) + %)(51. Observe that

(i) If v, — uniform measure on {—1,+1} (equivalently, v, — 0), then v-a.e. point is
normal. In fact, v-almost-sure normality is characterized by Cesaro convergence,
Nt ZnN:1 Yo — 0 as N — oco. Since Poisson normality implies normality, the latter
is a necessary condition for v to be supported on simply Poisson generic points.

(ii) By a theorem of Kakutani [6], v and p are equivalent as measures if and only if
> o2 572 < co. In this case, v-a.e. x € QV is simply Poisson generic, because this is
true for pt.

Our main result is to identify a threshold, stated in terms of the decay of (v,), which
separates product measures that are supported on simply Poisson generic points, from
those that are not. It turns out that this decay rate is far slower than the rate in Kakutani’s
theorem, so we obtain product measures v that are singular with respect to p~, but are
nonetheless supported on simply Poisson generic points. This threshold is tight.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that 7, € (—1/2,1/2) and v is the corresponding product mea-
sure. If v, = O(log_(1/2+6) n) for some § > 0, then v-almost every x € QF is simply
Poisson generic. On the other hand, if ~, = log= 279y for all large n, then v-almost
every € QN is not simply Poisson generic.

Remark 1.2. We have stated the theorem for Poisson normality for simplicity, but
it holds also for the stronger notion of Poisson genericity found in [§]. Furthermore,
the convergence result in Theorem remains valid for sequences over finite alphabets
{0,1,...,b — 1}. In this broader context, the definition of Poisson normality counts
the occurrences of a uniformly sampled word W, € {0,1,...,b — 1}* within the first v*
digits of a sequence x € {0,1,...,b — 1}N For ¢ = 0,...,b — 1, the associated mea-
sures are defined as v,({(}) = 1 /b + 0, Where{fyn }n>1 satlsﬁes S Ofyn = 0 and

= (=(b—1)/b,(b—1)/b) . The following proofs can be adapted to this setup to show

—(1/2496)

that, assuming that maxo<y<p—1 ’yﬁz) = O(log n), then v-a.e. x is simply Poisson

generic.



The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: in the next section we summarize
our notation, in Section [3| we prove the convergence result in Theorem while in
Section [4] we establish tightness.

2 Setup and notation

We let N = {1,2,3,...} and for n € N set [n] = {1,...,n}. Given a sequence (7,)nen
taking values in (—1/2,1/2) and Q = {—1, 1}, we define the product measure v on QY by

1

N 1
V= H Vn, where v, ({1}) = 5 + Y and v({-1}) = 5~ Y-
n=1

Let % denote the uniform product measure on QF, and consider P, = v x u¥ defined on
ON x QF. Denote by E;, the corresponding expectation.
For 1 < j < 2* define the indicator random variables I; : QY x Q¥ — {0,1} by

. . 1 Tj.o o Tjpk—1 = W,
L, w) = { 0 otherwise, (2.1)
and M, : QN x QF — Z-o by

My(z,w)=#{1<i<2%| 2. . 2jp 41 =w} = > jepr i@, w). (2.2)

For w € Q% and j, k > 1, we introduce the quantity

Pjp(w) = H(l + 2wiYitj-1)- (2.3)

=1

Sometimes, we think of P;; as a random variable on QY x Q*. By the independence of
the random variables {w;yi4+j_1}1<i<k, We point out that

Ex[Pyx] = [Tiy Ball + 2wiyis;a] = 1. (2.4)
We also note that for any fixed w € QF,
Pi(L; = 1{w}) = [T (5 + winisjo1) = 27 Piaw). (2.5)

Observe that, for any fixed z € QY there is a unique w € QF such that I;(z,w) = 1, and
the probability of this w, like all others, is 27%; thus, E;[I;] = 27%. When |i — j| > k, the
variables I; and I; are independent conditionally to w € Q*. However, the independence
fails if we do not condition on w, since

EplLL) =278 % conv(z: [i(z,w)i(z,w) =1) =273 o Pir(w)P(w)

is different from Ey[;]Ei[;] = 272,



3 Convergence to Poisson

Let v, € (—=1/2,1/2) be such that 7, = O(log=/*") n) for some § > 0. Without loss of
generality (decreasing § if necessary), we assume that there is ny > 1 such that

vl < log=(1/20) for all n > ny.

We consider M;, defined in (2.2) on the probability space (N x QF P;); the main
result of this section is that M) converges in distribution to a Poisson random variable
with mean one.

Proposition 3.1. We have that M; % Po(1) as k — oc.

This is commonly referred to as the annealed case, because it involves a coupled
probability space. By contrast, the quenched scenario refers to an almost sure result
on the probability space QF, corresponding precisely to the convergence statement of
Theorem [I.I} The following proposition establishes the connection between annealed and
quenched results.

Proposition 3.2. If M, 4, Po(1), then v-a.e. z € QN is simply Poisson generic.

Proof. Using that v is a product measure, this proof follows the same argument of Peres
and Weiss, found in [2, Proof of Theorem 1]. The main tools are McDiarmid’s inequality [7]
and the Borel-Cantelli lemma. O

By Proposition the convergence result in Theorem follows from Proposition
.1} hence, the remainder of this section is dedicated to proving Proposition [3.1]

3.1 A general convergence theorem applied to our setting

To prove Proposition we rely on a general result on Poisson approximation, [3, Theo-
rem 1.A| derived by the Chen-Stein method, which provides a bound on the total variation
distance dry (see the reference above for a definition). We note that convergence in to-
tal variation implies convergence in distribution. Given a family of random variables
{X,};es, we denote by o(X; : j € J) for the o-algebra generated by such a family, that
is the smallest o-algebra for which each of the X; is measurable.

Theorem 3.3. Let [, ..., I, be indicator random variables and S = Zje[n] I;. For every
j € [n], let there be given a partition I'{, 'Y C [n] of [n] \ {j}, let
and let

n; = E[E[L]o(l; - i € TY)] — E[L]].
Then,
dry(5,Po(V) <min{1, A1) (0 (BILP + S (EILISIE] + El1 1) )
jeln) ier;
+ min{1, \"1/%} Z nj.

JEM]
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The sets I';, I'}’ partition the variables into those that are strongly and weakly corre-
lated with I;, respectively. This is the meaning of the superscripts: "s" for strong and
'w'" for weak.

For a fixed k, we apply this with n = 2%, the indicators Iy, ..., I from , and S =
My, = 3 ey Lj- Recall from Sectlon I that Ex[l;] = 27% and so A = > jepr Exll] = 1.
For j € [2¥] we let

={ne 2\ {j}:ln—jl <k} and TY=[2\(T3U{j}. (3.1
Theorem yields that

drv(My, Po(1)) <272 3™ (14 03+ S0 S ELL+ Y

JE[2%] je[2k] iel’; JE[2%]
- s/ . ~ / \—v—/
Ay, By, Ck

In order to conclude that M Po(1), we will show that each of the positive terms
Ay, By, C}, tend to zero as k — oo.

This is simple: by |T'%| < 2k, we have A;, < 27%(1 4 2k) — 0.

Lemma 3.4. There exists jo € N such that Ei[[;I;] < 273/2 for all j, < i < j < 2F
satisfying 0 < j — i < k.

Proof. Since (7,) is a null sequence, we let jo be such that 1+ 2+, < 21/4 for all n > jo,
and let i, j be as in the statement. Arguing as in the proof of [2, Lemma 1], let

Qi] = {w (= Qk ’ (wla Ce ,ka(jfi)) == (wj—ia s ,Cdk;)},

and note that a word w € QF can satisfy I;(z,w)l;(z,w) = 1 for some z € QY, only
ifw e Qk The elements of Qk» are in bijection with their prefix of length j — ¢, so
(Qk ) _ 2 k+(j— z)

For a fixed w € QF;, we define @ € Q"0 as the juxtaposition of two copies of w,

namely W, = wp, if h € {1,...,k}, and @y, = wp—(j— ifh € {k+1,...k+ (j — )}
BylZ]m

v(z: Li(zv,w)lj(r,w) =1) = Hﬁk 1(1/2 + Dh—i417h)
< 2 (H=D TR 4 2y
S 2—(k+j—i)21/4(k+j—i).

Using that k + j — i < 2k, it follows that
vz : Lz, w)(z,w) = 1) < 27®/2H=0,
So,
Ey[L1;] = ka v(z: Li(z,w)[(z,w) =1)du*(w)
(Qk )2 (/24— — 9=3k/2,

completing the proof. n



To conclude the proof that By — 0, we use that Ex[I;] = 27" to get
Ey[L1]] < Bill;] = 27F.

Therefore, with jo as in Lemma [3.4]

By= > Y EilLI

je[2k] i€l
jo—1 2k—1

<> RBi[LL]+ Y k272
j=1 J=jo

< jok27F + k27F/2,
and B, — 0 follows.

Remark 3.5. The arguments used so far do not rely on the specific rate at which (v,)
decays to zero. This property becomes crucial in the next subsection.

Let P;j be as in (2.3). The main step to prove Cj — 0 is the following.

Proposition 3.6. Let ¢ > 0. Then E;[|P;;, — 1|] — 0 uniformly in j > 2°% as k — oco.
Proof. As k — oo, the decay rate for (v,) yields uniformly in j > 2°* that

So,
SR = Ok ). (3.2)

By a first order expansion around z = 0 of f(x) = log(1 + ) and (3.2)), for j > 2°* we
have

ij(w) = exp{Zle log(l + 2Wi7i+j71)} = exp{2 Zf:l Wi Yitj—1 1 O(k_%)} (3.3)

For a fixed 6 € (0,1/2), we define

A ={w et ’Zf:l wWitirj-1] < (Zle %2+j_1)1/2—9}'

By (3.2), we have uniformly in w € Af ; and j > 2°* that Zle wiYirj1 = O(k=°1=20)),
So, identity (3.3)) yields that P;;(w) = 1+ o(1) uniformly on AZ ; and j. It follows that

lim B[y [P — 1] = 0. (3.4)

In particular, this implies
lim By [1ye Pjx] = 1.

k—o0

Since by (2.4) 1 = E; [HA% ij] + Es [ILQk\AZ’ijyk}, it follows that

J

Jim Er [Lom AZJ_PM} = 0. (3.5)
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Under the measure p*, the random variables (w;Viy;_1)1<i<x are independent with

mean zero and variance fyfﬂ_l. Hence, by Chebyshev’s inequality and (3.2)), we get
k 20 _
PR\ AR) < (v 0) =0k ")) — 0,
uniformly in j > 2°%, as k — oo. Applying equation ([3.5)),
Ey [ﬂm\AzJPj,k - 1” < Ek[ﬂgk\Az’ij,k] + Mk(Qk \ Ag,j) — 0.
Combining the latter with (3.4)),
Ex[|Pix — U] = Bx[Lag [P — 1] + Ex[Lowag [Pix — 1] — 0,

which finishes the proof.

O

Remark 3.7. The exponent 1/2 + ¢ in the decay of (v,) is heuristically explained by
applying of the central limit theorem to equation (3.3)). The sum of independent random

variables Zle WiYitj—1 typically grows proportionally to (Zle %2+j71)1/ 2, Thus, the

elements of A% ; characterize the asymptotics of Pj.

We now can complete the proof that C, — 0. For fixed £ > 1 and j € [2*], we let

1 = B |Bi[Li]o(L; - i € TY)] — 27"

b

where I'Y C [2] is from (3.I). Consider now the random variable W (z,w) = w and let
& = Ei[I; — 2% F;], where F; = 0({Ii rieI'yy, W) Applying the tower property twice,

ni = Ea[Bu[gilo(li i € T | < Be[Bi[lg o i € TY)]| = Bl

Since |j —i| > k, the variable [; is independent of (; : 7 € I'Y') conditionally to {W = w}.

Hence, by equation ,
Ex[1j| Fj](z,w) = Pe(l; = W = w) = 27" Pju(w).

Therefore, & = 27%(P;;, — 1) and

Ok < 3 jeom Balésl = 277 32 jciom B | P — 1.
By we know that Egx[Pj,] = 1, so as k — o

27 Y e B Py — 1] £ 227079 = (1),
Hence, Proposition [3.6] yields that

Cr < 0(1) +27F Y i jeon B Py — 1| = 0.

This concludes the estimate for C} and thus our proof of Proposition [3.1



4 Non-convergence

Without loss of generality, we fix € (0,1/2),n¢ > 1, and assume that

Y = log= /20, for all n > ny.

We consider M, defined in on the probability space (2 x QF P.); we shall show
that M} does not converge in distribution to a Poisson random variable with mean one.
In the current section we prove this result in the annealed setting, whereas the second part
of Theorem addresses the quenched result. But since quenched convergence implies
annealed convergence, this is sufficient.

Before proving the annealed case, we need to establish a few preliminary results.
Let k € Nand let D, D_ C{1,...,k} be sets of equal size. For j > 1, write

2 =5(Dy, D) = [ (43— T (0= imsm0)-

ieD, i€eD_

1]

Proposition 4.1. For any € € (0,1) there is kg > 1 such that Z; < 1 uniformly in k& > ko,
ock <j< 2F and D, D_.

Proof. Let { = |Dy| = |D_| < k. Because v, is decreasing, the product defining =; can
only increase if we replace each 1 + ;4,1 by 1+ v;, and each 1 — 7,41 by 1 — v,4s.
Thus,

25 < (L) (= y540)" = L+ % — Ve — %v40)"
Let f(z) = log= %z, x > 0, so that f(n) = v,, n > 1. Since f is deceasing and
concave, for x < y we have |f(z) — f(y)| < |z — y||f'(x)|. Applying this with z = j ,
y=7j+k, and using j > 2% | f/(x) = —c(1/2 — 6)(z1log¥?> 0 )71, we get

i = ek < k- 1f1(G)] = 0@ - k0270,

On the other hand, using j,j + k < 2% + k < 2! for all k sufficiently large, we have
Yk > 2(log2/(k +1))172. It follows that 1+ v; — vjor-1 — V;7j+x < 1, and the same
holds after raising to the ¢-th power, giving us =;< 1. This proves the statement. O

For n > 0 and k > 1, define
Q) ={we Q" F w < —nVE} (4.1)
When convenient, we identify ) C QF with its lift {(z,w) | w € Q7} to QN x QF.
Lemma 4.2. P,(Q] N{M; > 1}) = 0 as k — oo.

Proof. By Fubini, it suffices to bound v(x : My(x,w) > 1) = Px(M) > 1|{w}) uniformly
inw € Q. Since M, = > jejor Lo We get by (2.5) that for all w € QOF

v(z: My(z,w) 2 1) <3 icpmrv(@: Li(z,w) =1) = 2~k > ez Pik(w)

Let € € (0,1). We first claim that the sum on the right changes by o(1) if we sum
over 2°%F < j < 2% instead of 1 < j < 2*. Indeed, using 7, — 0, there is j, such that
1+ 2y; < 207972 for any j > jo. By the fact that v, — 0, for every fixed j € N we have
Supeqr 2P (w) = o(1) as k — oo, so

Dicjcjo 2 Pjk(w) = jo - o(1) = o(1).

8



Also, for all 57 > jo,

SO
9~k ngngQEk ]Dj,k(w) < 27k . 9ck . o(l-e)k/2 _ 0(1)’

uniformly in w € QF. Thus, we have shown that
v(x: My(z,w) > 1) = o(1) + 277 3 oo on Pia(w).

Let Ny (w) = #{1 <i<k|w; =1}, and let D, D_ C [k] denote the sets of positions
of the first N, (w) occurrences of +1,—1 in w, respectively. Since ZieDwD, w; = 0, the

set E(w) = [k] \ (D+ U D_) has cardinality |E| =| Zle w;|. Let now w € Q. It follows
that w; = —1 for i € F and |E| > nvk. Since (v,) is decreasing, by Proposition 4.1}

Pir(w) = Z5(Dy, D) - Tlicppo (1 = 2vi45-1) < (1= 23p426)',
for all k¥ > 1 sufficiently large, uniformly in 2°* < j < 2% and w € Q}. By |E| > 'k,

K1/2
) L C/ n
278 ) Pia(w) < (1= 270" < (1 - k1/2—5) ’

2ek < j<2k

for some ¢ > 0. Since the exponent tends to infinity faster than the denominator, the
last expression tends to zero as k — 0o, as desired. O

If Y is Poisson with parameter 1 then P,(Y = 0) = 1/e. Thus, the next proposition
shows that M), does not converge in distribution to Po(1).

Proposition 4.3. limsup,_,  Pr(M; =0) > 1/e.

Proof. Since M}, > 0 is integer-valued, the complement of the event { M, = 0} is {M; >
1}; we shall bound the probability of the latter event from above. For a parameter n > 0
that we shall choose later, let 2} be as in and let N be a standard Gaussian. Since on
the space (%, u*) the random variables {w; }1<;< are i.i.d. with unitary second moment,
as k — oo the Central limit theorem yields that

Pr((24)) = PN = —n) + o(1).
Therefore, by Lemma [4.2]
Pr(My > 1) < Pp( N {Mi = 1}) + Pr((2))°) = o(1) + PNV = —n)

Since lim,_,o Py (N > —n) = P,(N > 0) = 1/2, by choosing 7 small enough we can ensure
that Py(N > —n) < 1 — 1/e. Tt then follows that

1
limsup Py (M > 1) <1 — —,

k—o0 €

as desired. O
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