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Abstract

The theory of normality for base g expansions of real numbers in [0,1) is rich and well
developed. Similar theories have been developed for many other numeration systems, such as
the regular continued fraction expansion, S-expansions, and Liiroth series expansions.

Let Q = (gn)nen be a sequence of integers greater than or equal to 2. The Q-Cantor series

expansion of z € [0,1) is the unique sum of the form z = > °° Ln ' where z,, # ¢, — 1

n=1
infinitely often. For the Cantor series expansions, most of the lilicleqrzature thus far considers
@ where the theory of normality differs drastically from that of the base g expansions. We
introduce the class of dynamically generated Cantor series expansions, which is a large
class of Cantor series expansions for which much of the classical theory of base g expansions can
be developed in parallel. This class includes many examples such as the Thue-Morse sequence
on {2,3} and translated Champernowne numbers.

A special case of our main results is that if @ is a bounded basic sequence that is dynamically
generated by an ergodic system having zero entropy, then normality base @ coincides with

distribution normality base @), and @ possesses a Hot Spot Theorem.

1 Introduction

1.1 Normal numbers

A real number x € [0,1) is normal in base g if for all natural numbers k, all blocks of digits of

k¥ in the g-ary expansion of :1:E| We denote this

length k in base g occur with relative frequency g~
set by N. There is an enormous literature on normal numbers and the interested reader is referred

to the book of Bugeaud [I7]. Furthermore, many of the concepts and theorems describing normal
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numbers have been fully or partially extended to normal numbers in other numeration systems
such as continued fraction expansions, S-expansions, Liiroth series expansions, and so on.

We wish to mention one of the most fundamental and important results relating to normal
numbers in base g. The following is due to D. D. Wall in his Ph.D. dissertation [46].

Theorem 1.1 (D. D. Wall). A real number x is normal in base ¢ if and only if the sequence

(¢™x)>2, is uniformly distributed mod 1.

While it is not difficult to prove Theorem its importance in the theory of normal numbers
can not be overstated. Large portions of the theory of normal numbers in base g make use of
Theorem For example, it is easy to show that rational addition preserves normality in base g
by invoking Theorem That is, ¢+N(g) € N (g) for every rational q. We remark that the set of
all real numbers that preserve normality was fully characterized by Rauzy [38]. See also Bergelson
and Downarowicz [13]. Another example of a classical result in the theory of normal numbers that
makes use of Theorem is the Kamae-Weiss selection rule [26] 27].

In addition to Theorem one can consider variations of the (Classical) Hot Spot Theorem
to be as fundamental as Theorem Originally due to Pyatetskii-Shapiro [45], the Classical Hot
Spot Theorem simplifies the task of determining whether or not a given x € [0, 1) is normal base-g
and is considered an essential tool for both proving theorems about normal numbers and providing

constructions. We give two equivalent formulations.

Theorem 1.2. Given g € N>9 and y € [0, 1), y is normal base-g if there exists a constant C' > 1
such that for any 0 < a < b <1 we have

limsup - {1 <n < N | {5y} € (a,b)}] < C(b— o), 1)

N—oo

Theorem 1.3. Let y € [0,1) have base-g expansion y = 0.y1y2---yp ---. If there exists C' > 1
such that for every w = (w1, --- ,w) € {0,1,---, g — 1} we have

. 1 C
hmsup NHl <n<N | w = (yn7yn+1>' v 7yn+é—l)}| < E (2)
N—oo

Q

then x is normal base-g.

In this paper, we are interested in a class of expansions known as the Q-Cantor series expansions
that includes the g-ary expansions as a special case, but do not always admit an extension of
Theorem Theorem or Theorem . The study of normal numbers and other statistical
properties of real numbers with respect to large classes of Cantor series expansions was first done
by P. Erdés and A. Rényi in [22] and [23] and by A. Rényi in [39], [40], and [41] and by P. Turan
in [43].

The @Q-Cantor series expansions, first studied by G. Cantor in [I8], are a natural generalization

of the b-ary expansions. G. Cantor’s motivation to study the Cantor series expansions was to extend
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the well-known proof of the irrationality of the number e = " 1/n! to a larger class of numbers.
Results along these lines may be found in the monograph of J. Galambos [24].

We begin with definitions and notation that we will be using. A sequence Q = (¢,)52; € N§2
is called a basic sequence. We let Q = [1,2,[0, g — 1] denote the space of Q-Cantor series of t}_le

elements of [0, 1) under the correspondence given by

o0

Z (3)

q192 -

where we assume without loss of generality that x, # ¢, — 1 infinitely often. We may abbre-
viate this correspondence by writing * = 0.x172--- 2y -+, and we let ¢g : Q — [0,1) be the
map given by ¢g(zn)oe, = x. We say that (z,)52, € Q is Q-distribution normal if the
sequence (¢ngn—1--- Q1 Q(Tm)_1)5, is uniformly distributed mod 1, and we let DN(Q) de-
note the collection of @-distribution normal sequences. The sequence (z,)02; is @-normal if all
blocks of digits occur with the expected frequency, which we will now define precisely. For a block
D = (dy,da, - ,dy) of potential digits and a j € N, define

n

and Qu(D) = 3 — @)

0 otherwise 41 Qe

1 if dy < gj,de < qj1,- ,de < gjye

1g,;(D) =

Intuitively speaking, Zg ;j(D) determines whether or not is is possible to see D as a block of digits
starting at position j, and @, (D) calculates the expected number of occurrences of D in the first

n + ¢ — 1 digits in the base @) expansion of a typical z € [0,1). Letting = ¢g(z,)5>;, we define

NYD,z) =#{i<n: dj =z, V1< j<{} (5)

The sequence (x,,)52 is Q-normal if for all blocks D for which 1i_>m Qn(D) = oo we have
n—oo

i N2 (D) _ 1,
n—oco  Qn(D)
and we denote the collection of Q-normal sequences by N'(Q). Similarly, (z,,)22  is @-ratio normal
(here we write z € RAN(Q)) if for all blocks Dy and Ds of equal length such that
nll_}IIolo min(Q, (D7), Qn(D2)) = oo, we have

(6)

o 5 (B12)/Qn(B1)

NGBy )/ Qu(By) )

When @ = (g)52;, we recover the classical notion of a base-g normal number, in which case
N(Q) = RN(Q) = DN(Q). This is just a restatement of Theorem However, for a general
basic sequence @ we do not need to have N (Q) = DN(Q) or N(Q) = RN(Q). Interestingly,
if @ is a periodic basic sequence, then we once again have that N (Q) = RN (Q) = DN(Q) as
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shown by Airey and Mance [5]. In particular if ¢, = 2 for n odd and ¢, = 3 for n even, then
N(Q) =RN(Q) = DN(Q) = Ns.

A significant amount of the theory of normality in base-g follows from Wall’s equivalence and
versions of the hotspot lemma. Moreover, much of the standard theory of normal numbers appears
to badly fall apart when N(Q) # DN (Q) [9].

N NDN
J\// \D/\mm\/ (8)
\RN/ \DN

An important case where this happens is where ¢, — 0o and ) qin = oo is discussed in [3] [8]
1], [7, @] and other papers. The above diagram shows the relationships between these notions of
normality for this case, where an arrow denotes inclusion. All non-empty difference sets are known
to be Dy(TI93)-complete [3]. Informally, this may be thought of as these notions having maximal
logical independence. See [28] for definitions involving the Borel hierarchy. Furthermore, all non-
empty difference sets are known to have full Hausdorff dimension except for N'(Q)\DN(Q) whose
Hausdorff dimension has only been shown to be 1 for a subset of this class of basic sequences [§].

Thus, as part of determining what is the “right” generality to extend results about base-g
normal numbers, we would like to know for which basic sequences @ we have DN(Q) = N(Q), and
that @@ admits something like a Hot Spot Theorem. A natural candidate for consideration is the
class of dynamically generated ), which we will define precisely in Section [1.3

It is possible that there will always be sporadic cases of @ where N (Q) = DN (Q) that don’t
appear to fall under any particular umbrella. Currently, we don’t have a good understanding of

which @ may satisfy this property. Thus, we ask the following question.

Question 1.4. Consider the subset of the Baire space
S ={Q e N5, : NV(Q) = DN(Q)}.

Clearly, S is co-analytic. Is S a Borel set?

If the answer to Question [1.4]is yes, then it makes sense to search for a general Borel condition
on () that suggests where to extend familiar results on normality. If the answer is no, then it is not
clear which basic sequences () behave similar to a base g expansion when considering normality.
Thus, one may only look for more special cases where this happens.

Furthermore, we can also ask similar questions to Question when discussing extensions of
the Hot Spot Theorems. There are several different levels of these questions, depending on the

strength of the Hot Spot Theorem in question.
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1.2 Dynamically generated basic sequences

We must define a few notions to state our main results. Examples demonstrating our main theorems
will be given in Section[2] Moreover, we will provide counterexamples in Section [3|that demonstrate
the necessity of many of our conditions.

Every notion introduced in this section will be explored in greater depth later in the paper. We
first introduce the idea of a dynamically generated basic sequence. We also remark that a similar
notion of random Cantor series was studied by Kifer [29] who studied fractal properties relating to
randomly generated basic sequences (). In the case of a randomly generated basic sequence, one
may prove results about typical @), but we wish to provide results for specific Q.

We will always use X to denote a complete separable metric space, % the Borel o-algebra on X,
i a probability measure on (X, %) that assigns positive measure to all non-empty open sets, and
T : X — X a continuous map that preserves u. We call X := (X, %, u,T) a continuous measure
preserving system (c.m.p.s.). More generally, we let (Y, .o/, v) denote a standard probability
space and S : Y — Y a measurable map that preserves v, and we call Y := (Y, &7, 1, 5) a measure

preserving system (m.p.s.). If f:Y — N> is measurable, then y € Y is a generic point for

fif for all w = (wy,wa, - ,wy) € NgQ and
l 1 N
- —ip—1¢ : il _
By = ﬂ T (wi), we have lim > 1, (TMy) = p(Ew). (9)
=1 n=1
We will often consider a block of bases B = (by,--- ,by) € NEZQ, so we may also use the notation

E'p instead of F,, in such situations. A point z € X is a generic point if it is a generic point for
all f € C(X) N LY(X,p), i.e., if for all such f (taking values in C, not just N>2) we have

ol
lim z::lf(T x)—/de,u. (10)

N—ooco N
n

Given a m.p.s. (Y, 7,r,S) and some measurable f : Y — N>g, the o-algebra generated by f is
the smallest S-invariant o-algebra <7y C o7 with respect to which f is measurable. We will also be
assuming throughout this paper that if E,, # 0, then v(E,) > 0. If X' is a cm.p.s. and f € C(X),
then the topology generated by f is the smallest T-invariant collection of open sets with respect
to which f is still continuous. A basic sequence @ = (g,)22, is dynamically generated if there
exists a c.m.p.s. (X, %, pn,T), a continuous function f : X — N> that generates the topology
of X, and a generic point x € X for which ¢, = f(T"x), and we say that @ is generated by
(X, B, u,T, f,x).

In Lemma [4.1] we will give an alternative characterization of which basic sequences @ are
dynamically generated. We see that (q1,---,q) = (w1, -+ ,wy) if and only if x € F,,. It is worth
observing that for g € N>9, the classical theory of base g normality corresponds to the theory of the

basic sequence () that is dynamically generated by the trivial one point system and the function

f=g.
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We will now discuss two natural strengthenings of the notions of -normality and Q-distribution
normality for dynamically generated (). Let us fix a block D = (dy,--- ,dy) of potential digits
and a block B = (by,---,bg) of potential bases. Let Sp = {j € N | (¢;,¢j+1, * ,qj+e-1) =
(b1,ba, -+ ,bg)}, and define

Zq,;(D)
biby---bg

Qn(D’B): Z

jESBﬂ[l,’rL]

NS(D,B,z) =#{j € Spn[l,n]: di = zj+i, Y0 <1i<k}.

,and for z = 0.2122 - 2, - - - define

Intuitively speaking, Q, (D, B) is the expected number of occurrences of the block of digits D paired
with the block of bases B in the first n+ K — 1 digits of the base @) expansion of a generic z € [0, 1).
Similarly, Nf?(D7 B, z) counts the number of occurrences of the block of digits D paired with the
block of bases B in the base ) expansion of z. We say that z € [0,1) is uniformly @-normal if
for all blocks D and B with nlg]g() Qn(D, B) = 0o, we have

N2(D, B, )
lim —————~ =1 11
B Qu(D,B) (11)
and we denote the collection of such sequences by UN(Q). For D = (di,---,dy) and B =
(by,--- ,bg), we write D < B if d; < b; for all 1 < i < ¢. It is worth noting that when @ is

dynamically generated, if D and B are blocks for which D < B and B appears at least once in @,
then lim @, (D, B) = co. Now suppose that @ is generated by (X, %, u, T, f,x).
n—oo
A sequence (7,)%; € X x [0,1) is uniformly distributed (with respect to ;)P if for any

FeC(X x[0,1))NLYX x[0,1), x x m) we have

lim %Z F(zy,) = / Fdp x m. (12)

We say that z € [0, 1) is uniformly @-distribution normal if (z, z) has a uniformly distributed
orbit in the skew product system X/ := (X x [0,1),2 x Z,u x m,T x M), where M,z = nz
(mod 1), T'x M(z,2) = (Tw, My, z), £ is the Lebesgue o-algebra on [0, 1) and m is the Lebesgue
measure. We denote the collection of such sequences by UDN(Q). It is worth noting that a
priori, the definition of UDN(Q) depends on the generating tuple (X, %, u, T, f,x). However, we
will prove in Theorem that UN(Q) = UDN(Q), so a posteriori we see that the definition of
UDN (Q) is independent of the generating tuple.

Here, we will see that if @ is dynamically generated, then there is at least some connection

between blocks of digits and distributional properties.

Theorem 1.5. If Q = (¢,,)2, is a dynamically generated basic sequence, then UN(Q) = UDN(Q).

*We remark that our definition of uniform distribution is motivated by that of [30, Definition 3.1.1].
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1.3 Main Results

Returning to our original goal of finding @ for which N'(Q) = DN(Q), we arrive at our first main

theorem.

Theorem 1.6. If @ is a basic sequence generated by (X, %, u, T, f,x) with (X, B, u,T) ergodic
and having zero entropy, and [ log(f)du < oo, then N (Q) = UN(Q) = UDN(Q) = DN(Q).

Since periodic basic sequences are generated by rotation on a finite set, we see that Theorem
[1.6] gives a much larger class of @ for which V'(Q) = DN(Q) than the periodic Q given by [6].

Furthermore, in Section [6] we will connect ratio normality and a new notion of uniform ratio
normality (denoted URN(Q)) to arrive at the following diagram describing the implications for

general dynamically generated basic sequences Q).

UN —— URN —— UDN

| | | "

N +—— RN DN
For g € N>y we let M, : [0,1) — [0,1) is given by M,(y) = gy (mod 1). A sequence (gy)3>; C

N§2 is a g-power sequence if ¢, = g** with a,, € N. Lafer [31] first considered g-power sequences
in his Ph.D. dissertation. We will explore g-power sequences in greater detail in Section [7| where

we will prove the following result.

Theorem 1.7. Let g € N>y and let Q = (¢,)22; € ({g"}22,)" be a basic sequence generated by
(X, 2,1, T, f,x) with (X, 2,1, T) ergodic and having zero entropy, and [ log(f)du < oo. We
have N (Q) = DN(Q) =UN(Q) =UDN(Q) = N,.

We now turn to the Hot Spot Theorems. The classic Hot Spot Theorem was improved by
Postnikov [36], Bailey and Misiurewicz [12], once again by Pyatetskii-Shapiro [35], and then by
Bergelson and Vandehey [14]. See Moshchevitin and Shkredov [34] as well as Airey and Mance [10]
for Hot Spot Theorems for other numeration systems. In order to prove Theorem we will need

a variant of the strongest Hot Spot Theorem, so we state it below.

Theorem 1.8 (Bergelson-Vandehey [14, Theorem 6]). Let y € [0, 1) have base-g expansion 0.y1y2ys - - - .

Suppose that for any o > 0, there exists arbitrarily large k, subsets N, C N of natural upper
density at most o, and a constant C' > 0 (not dependent on ¢ or k) such that the following holds:
for every word s = [dy,ds, - - ,dg] of length k we have

. Vs (y, N; N, k) Coo*
lim sup — < —
N—o0 N g

where vs(y, Ny No i) = #{i € [1, N]\ Ny : yiy; =dj, V1 <j <k} Then y is normal in base-g.

(14)

For any dynamically generated basic sequence () and any block of digits D € Ng, let

Pp := lim Q”(D). (15)

n—oo n

7
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It will be shown in Lemma that Pp exists. The following is the second main result of the
paper (proven in Section [4)) and provides us with a Hot Spot Theorem for some deterministic basic

sequences.

Theorem 1.9 (Hot Spot). Let Q@ = (¢n)52; be a basic sequence generated by (X, %, u, T, f,x)
with (X, %, 1, T) having zero entropy and [ log(f)du < oc.

(i) Let y € [0,1) be such that for any o € (0, 1), there exists a § > 0 and a subset N, C N of
natural upper density at most 1 — o, and a constant C' > 0 (not dependent on o) such that

the following holds: for every 0 < a < b < min(a + d,1) we have

. V(a,b) (yaNaQaNO')
lim sup
N—oo N

where v(q ) (Y, N, (an )13 No) = Vg p) (4, N, (an)hps No) = #{n € [0, N=1\N, : TTiL; aiy
€ (a,b)}. Then y € UDN(Q).

<O - a), (16)

(ii) Suppose that (X, 2%, u,T) is ergodic. For A C N, a block of digits D € Nf, and a y =
0.y1y2--- i - € [0,1), let

NQ(D,y; A) = #{i € [Ln] \ A | yory =d; V 1 < j < 0}, (17)

Fix y € [0,1) and C > 0. If for every o € (0, 1) there exists ¢, € N and N, C N with upper
density at most 1 — o such that for every ¢ > ¢, and every D € Nf) we have

NZ(D,y; Ny)
n

lim sup < CPp, (18)

n—o0

then y € UN(Q).

Recalling Question [1.4] we would like to have version of Theorem that fully characterizes
those @Q for which N (Q) = DN(Q) with a Borel condition. Similarly, we would like an improvement
of Theorem that fully characterizes all @ which admit a Hot Spot Theorem. We note that the
set of @) that are described in Theorem and Theorem is a Borel set. The set of @) satisfying
conditions (i) and (iii) of Lemma is a TT3-complete set by Theorem 6 in the paper of Airey,
Jackson, Kwietniak, and Mance [2]. While it is not explicitly stated, the reduction given to prove
this theorem shows that the set of all ) satisfying every condition of Lemma is a Hg—complete
set. So the set of dynamically generated basic sequences is a Hg—complete set.

Further, we note that the set of dynamically generated () with entropy zero is trivially a Hg set
although it is likely that this set can be proven to be Hg—complete by combining the techniques in
[2] and [4]. The condition that [y log(f)du < oo is a boundedness condition and thus only 39. It
can be shown that the ergodicity condition is IT]. Thus, the set of @ that satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem and Theorem is a Borel set and is TIJ although it is not clear if it is IT3-complete.
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If the assumptions about ergodicity and [ « log(f)du < oo are removed, then we would only have
to deal with a TI3-complete condition in Theorem

Lastly, we provide several questions and conjectures in Section
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2 Examples

In this section we will give various concrete examples of dynamically generated basic sequences
to which the theory developed thusfar applies. In light of Theorem and Theorem we
will begin with 4 examples of Q = (¢»)72 that are generated by an ergodic zero entropy system
X = (X,%,1,T), a function f : X — N>y satisfying [ log(f)du < oo, and a generic point
x € X. We will also consider two examples in which X is ergodic and has positive entropy, and one
example in which X is not ergodic. The fact that our examples are indeed dynamically generated
basic sequences can be checked directly from the definition for the examples that are constructed
on a symbolic dynamical system, and using Corollary for the rest. For all of the following

examples, we use a, b, ¢, and d to denote distinct elements of N>o.

Example 2.1 (Periodic sequences). If there exists m € N for which ¢, = ¢4, for all n € N, then @Q
is dynamically generated by rotation on a finite set. It is clear that () is bounded and deterministic
in this case. Let g = q1¢2- - - gm—1. The fact that DN (Q) = N(Q) = N, was first observed in [6].
While UN(Q) and DN (Q) were not yet defined in [6], the fact that UDN(Q) = UN(Q) = N can
be proven directly in this case, and is arguably easier to prove than the fact that N'(Q) = DN (Q).

Example 2.2 (Almost Periodic sequences). Let o € R\ Q be arbitrary and consider the system
X = (T,%,m,T) given by T(x) = x + . Using the natural identification between T and [0, 1),
we consider the function f given by f(z) = a if z € [0,0.5) and f(z) = b if x € [0.5,1). Since
X is uniquely ergodic and f is Riemann integrable, we see that for any x € [0,1) the sequence
Q = (f(T"x))22, is dynamically generated, bounded, and deterministic. The determinism of @
follows from the fact that @ is almost periodic.

This example may be generalized by considering rotations on higher dimensional tori, as this
will always produce a uniquely ergodic system on the orbit closure of the origin, and by replacing

f with any other (potentially unbounded) Jordan measurable function.

Example 2.3 (Nilsequences). Rotations on a nilmanifold are a natural class of systems that gener-

alize rotation on a finite dimensional torus. For a detailed discussion about nilmanifolds and their
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connections to ergodic theory, we refer the reader to [25]. For now we only record some relevant
properties.

A rotation on a nilmanifold can always be modeled as a c.m.p.s. X := (X, %, u,T) that has
zero entropy topological (and hence measurable) entropy. If X’ possesses a transitive point, then it
will be uniquely ergodic. If X does not possess a transitive point, then we can take any z € X, and
restrict to the orbit closure of x, which will be a new nilmanifold in which x is a transitive point,
hence the new system will be uniquely ergodic.

For a concrete example, let a € R\ Q be arbitrary and consider the system (']Tz, L2 m2, T ) with
T(z,y) = (x+a,y+2x+«). The system is uniquely ergodic, hence (0, 0) is a generic point. We see
that T"(0,0) = (na,n?a). Using the natural identification between T? and [0,1)2, we consider the
function f given by f(x,y) = a if z > y and f(z,y) = b if z < y. This produces the dynamically

generated basic sequence Q = (¢n)72; given by ¢, = a if {na} > {n®a} and ¢, = b else.

Example 2.4 (Substitution sequences). For a detailed discussion about dynamical systems as-
sociated with substitutions, we refer the reader to [37]. Here we only give a quick specialized
introduction that will allow for the next 3 examples.

Suppose that we have a finite alpha A = {aj, - ,a;} and a function ¢ : A — A*, where A*
is the collection of finite words over A. The function ¥ is called a substitution. Given a word
w € A*, we define ¥ (w) by applying ¢ to each constituent letter of w and then concatenating the
results together in order, which yields a new word in A*. The substitution v is primitive if there
exists ¢t € N such that for each a € A, the word !(a) contains every letter of A at least once. We
say that the substitution 1 has property (H1) if for each a € A we have lim;_, |'(a)| = co, and
¥ has property (H2) if 1/(a;) is a word that start with the letter a;. If ¢ satisfies properties (H1)
and (H2), then there exists an infinite word 1>°(a;) € AN whose initial words agree with v!(a;)
for every t € N. We obtain a topological dynamical system (X,T) by letting 7 : AN — AN be the
left shift map and X the orbit closure of 1*°(ay). If ¢ is primitive, then (X,7T) will be minimal,
uniquely ergodic, and have zero entropy.

Our next 3 concrete examples will involve a primitive substitution ¢ : A — A* that satisfies
properties (H1) and (H2). In all 3 examples we consider the function f : {a, b} — {a,b} given by
f((zn)22) = x1 and its restriction to X. It is clear that f is continuous and that it generates the

topology of X.

(a) The Fibonacci Sequence. Let A = {a,b}. The substitution ¥ given by ¥(a) = b and
U(b) = ab generates the Fibonacci sequence. While W is primitive, and satisfies property (H2),
it does not satisfy (H1), so we instead consider 1) = W2, We see that ¥(a) = ab and v(b) = bab,
so 1 has all of the desired properties. The infinite word 1)°°(a) is naturally identified with a
dynamically generated basic sequence ). To see the first 29 letters of 1>°(a), we write ¥!(a)
for ¢t € [0, 4].

a, ab, abbab, abbabbababbab, abbabbababbabbababbabbababbab (19)

10
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(b) The Thue-Morse Sequence. Let A = {a,b}. The substitution v given by ¥(a) = ab and
1 (b) = ba generates the Thue-Morse sequence and is seen to satisfy all of our desired properties.
As before, we identify the infinite word 1°°(a) with a dynamically generated basic sequence Q.
To see the first 32 letters of ¥>°(a), we write ¥!(a) for t € [0, 5].

a, ab, abba, abbabaab, abbabaabbaababba, abbabaabbaababbabaababbaabbabaab (20)

(¢) The Rudin-Shapiro Sequence. Let A = {a,b,c,d}. The substitution v given by 1 (a) = ab,
P(b) = ac, ¥(c) = db, and 1(d) = dc generates the Rudin-Shapiro sequence and is seen to
satisfy all of our desired properties. We once again identify the infinite word *°(a) with a
dynamically generated basic sequence Q. To see the first 32 letters of ¢>°(a), we write 1!(a)
for t € [0, 5].

a, ab, abac, abacabdc, abacabdcabacdedb, abacabdcabacdcdbabacabdbdedbdcac (21)

Example 2.5. (Bernoulli random sequences) Fix some (potentially infinite) A C N>o and a prob-
ability measure y on A with full support. Consider the m.p.s. X := (AN, B, T, MN) where £ is
the Borel o-algebra, and T is the left shift. The system X is a Bernoulli shift, and it is a system
with completely positive entropy, hence disjoint from every system with zero entropy. We define a
(A, u)-normal sequence to be a generic point for T in X'. We see that the function f : AN — A
given by f((x,)%%,) = z; is continuous and generates the topology of AV, so any (A, u1)-normal
sequence is also a dynamically generated sequence.

When A = [2,11] and p is the uniform probability measure on A, we have the following 3
concrete examples of (A, )-normal sequences. All three examples are motivated by examples of
numbers that are normal base 10. However, normality base 10 is a phenomenon that occurs with
the digit set [0,9], so we increase all of the digits by 2 in order to allow for examples of basic

sequences.

(a) The Champernowne Number. Champernowne [19] showed that if you concatenate the
base 10 expansions of the natural numbers in order, then the corresponding number C' =

0.cy -+ ¢y -+ €[0,1) is normal base 10. Since
C =0.1234567891011121314151617181920212223242526272829..., (22)
we see that the corresponding example of a (A, p)-normal basic sequence is
Q= (3, 4,5,6,7,8,9,(10),(11),3,2,3,3,3,4,3,5,3,6,3,7,3,8,3,9,3,(10), 3, (11),4,2,4,3, - - -

(b) Davenport-Erdés Constructions. Davenport and Erdés [21] proved a polynomial version

11
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of Champernowne’s result. A special case of their result, originally due to Besicovitch in [15],
is that if we concatenate the base 10 expansions of the squares in order, then the corresponding

number Cy € [0,1) is normal. Since

Cy = 0.149162536496481100121144169196225256..., (23)

we see that the corresponding example of a (A, p)-normal basic sequence is

Q= (3, 6,(11),3,8,4,7,5,8,6,(11),8,6,(10), 3,3,2,2,3,4,3,3,6,6,3,8,(11), 3,(11), 8,4, 4, ...

(¢) The Copeland-Erdés Number. Copeland and Erdds [20] showed, as a special case of a
more general result, that if you concatenate the base 10 expansions of the primes in order, then

the corresponding number C5 € [0, 1) is normal. Since

C3 =0.2357111317192329313741434753596167717379838997101..., (24)

we see that the corresponding example of a (A, u)-normal basic sequence is

Q= <4,5,7,9,3,3,3,5,3,9,3, (11),4,5,4,(11),5,3,5,9,6,3,6,5,6,9,7,5,7,(11),8,3,8,9, ...

Example 2.6 (The Adler-Keane-Smorodinsky Sequence). Let p be the probability measure on
((0,1),.2) given by du = (log(2)(1 + z))~'dz and let T¢; : (0,1) — (0,1) be given by Tea = {2}.
The m.p.s. ((0,1),.Z,u,T) is the dynamical system that is naturally associated to the study of
continued fractions, and we mention that this system also has completely positive entropy even
though it is not isomorphic to any Bernoulli shift. There is a homeomorphism ¢ : (0,1) \ Q — NN
satisfying T o ¢ = ¢ o Tz, where T : NN — NN is the left shift map. In particular, ¢ is a bijection
between the generic points of T and those of T. Since the function f : NN — Nso given by
f ((£,)2%) = z1 +1 is continuous and generates the topology of N, we see that continued fraction
normal numbers are naturally identified with dynamically generated basic sequences.

One of the earliest examples of a number C' € [0,1) that is continued fraction normal was given
by Adler, Keane, and Smorodinsky [I]. Their example is to first take an ordering of Q N (0,1)
by %, %, %, %, %, %, %, %, %, %, .-+, and then concatenate their continued fraction expansions (with the
convention that the last digit is not 1) together. We see that the first few digits of the continued

fraction expansion of C' are given by

C=1[231,21,2135221,1,21,4, . (25)

The corresponding dynamically generated basic sequence is given by

12
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Q=(3,42,3,2,3,2,4,6,3,3,2,2,3,2,5, - - - (26)
For other examples of continued fraction normal numbers, see [44].

Example 2.7 (A non-ergodic sequence). Given a finite word w and a n € NU {oco}, let w™ denote
the concatenation of n copies of w. Now consider the basic sequence ) corresponding to the infinite
word abcbac(abe)?(bac)?(abe)?(bac)? - - - (abe)™(bac)™ - - -. It is readily verified that @ satisfies the
conditions of Lemma hence it is a dynamically generated basic sequence. Let X denote the
orbit closure of @ in {a,b,c}"¥ and T : X — X the left shift map. For 1 <i < 6, let 2; € X be
given by x1 = (abc)®, x9 = (bca)™, x3 = (cab)™®, x4 = (bac)>®, x5 = (ach)*, and z¢ = (cba)>. Let
w=lmpy_,e0 % 25:1 d7nq with convergence taking place in the weak® topology, and observe that
= %2?21 dz;. Since @ is generated by (X, %, u,T), and {x1, 22,23} is a nontrivial T-invariant

set, we see that @) is generated by a non-ergodic system.

Remark 2.8. In Example it seems like it would be easier to use the sequence @’ corresponding
to aba?b?a®b® - - - a™b" - - - . Unfortunately, ' does not satisfy condition (ii) of Lemma since the
words ab and ba appear with 0 density, so it is not dynamically generated. Nonetheless, it can be
checked that Q' still satisfies versions of Theorems Theorem and Theorems and
when the various definitions of uniform normality are suitably modified. The important property
that distinguishes @’ from the pathological example given in Remark is that for any finite word
w that appears in ' with d(w) = 0, there exists a finite word w’ that has the same length as w
but is lexicographically larger than w and for which d(w’) exists and is positive. What this means
is that the words w that appear with 0 density cannot perturb the expected frequency of any block
of digits. Consequently, all of the theory developed in the previous sections could be applied to
this more general class of basic sequences that are also generated by reasonable dynamical systems.
We chose not to pursue this extra level of generality for the sake of presentation, as much of the

discussion is greatly simplified in our current set up.

3 Counterexamples

In this Section we given various counterexamples to show that many of the assumptions of our main
results are in fact necessary. We observe that for 0 < a <b < 1and c € [0,1), we have 2¢ (mod 1) €
(a,b) if and only if ¢ € (%a, %b) U (%CH— %, %b—l— %) Consequently, we will adopt the notation
271(a,b) := (%a, %b) U (%a + %, %b + %) It is worth mentioning that the first 3 counterexamples
in this section involve Bernoulli random sequences as the basic sequence, and the last example in

this section involves Bernoulli random sequences as the sequence of digits.

Example 3.1. There exists a non-deterministic dynamically generated sequence @ = (¢,)5; €

{2,4}" for which (M2 N DN(Q)) \ N (Q) # 0.

Proof. Let y € [0,1) be normal base 4. We will now inductively the basic sequence Q. At the first
step we define q; = 4 if y € [0,0.5) and q; = g2 = 2 if y € [0.5,1). For the n'" step of the induction,

13
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we assume that ¢; is defined for 1 < i < M = M (n), and we define qpr41 = 4 if 471y € [0,0.5)
and qyr11 = qureo = 2 if 4771y € [0.5,1). We see by the construction of @ that the digits 2 and
3 never appear in the base @) expansion of y, so y is not )-normal. It remains to check that y
is @Q-distribution normal. Letting M (n) be as above, we see that M(n + 1) — M(n) = 1,2 and
M(n) =~ %n Letting 0 < a < b < 1 be arbitrary, we see that

1
hm*ﬂﬂ<n<N\% qy € (a,0)} = lm —res {1 <n < M(N) [ gn- - a1y € (a,0)}]
N—ooo N —>ooM( )

—]\}m o )]{1<n<N]4"y€(a D) PU{l<n< N |4y €[0.5,1)] & 2-4"y € (a,b)]}]
— 00
—§m1g—H1<n<N\ﬂye@bﬂu{l<n<N|My€m5DQQ "(a,b)}|
—00
2

=3 (m(a,b) +m ([0.5,1) 27 (a,b))) =b—a.

O

Example 3.2. There exists a non-deterministic dynamically generated sequences Q) = (gn)5>; €
[e.e]

{2,4}N and a y € N for which (H?:l qjy> - converges in distribution to the probability measure

1 given by

(b—a) fO<a<b

IN

1
pu(a,b) = 2 (27)
1

GOy Ul

(b—a) ifi<a<bd<
In particular, this @) does not admit a Hot Spot Theorem.

Proof. Let y € [0,1) be normal base 4. We will now inductively construct a basic sequence @ :=
(gn)3, € {2,4}N. At the first step we define ¢; = 4 if y ¢ [0.25,0.5) and q1 = qo = 2 if
y € [0.25,0.5). For the n'" step of the induction, we assume that ¢; is defined for 1 < i < M = M(n),
and we define qy;, 1 = 4 if 4" 1y ¢ [0.25,0.5) and g4 1 = qareo = 2 if 4771y € [0.25,0.5). Letting

M (n) be as above, we see that M(n+1) — M(n) = 1,2 and M(n) ~ 2n. Letting 0 <a < b < 1 be
arbitrary, we see that

1
hm——H1<n<Aan “qy € (a,b)}[ = lim {1<n<MN)|gn - qy € (a,b)}]

N—oo N N—>00M( )
:A}im M( )|{1§n§N|4”y6(a,b)}U{1§n§N|4”ye[0.25,0.5)&2-4"y6(a,b)]}|
&m1——HL<n<N]My€mbﬂU{L<n<N\¥@€m25O@ﬁ? Ya,b)}
—)OO
7 2m(a,b) = 2(b—a) if0<a<b< i

2 (m(a,b) +m ([0.25,0.5) N 27Y(a,b))) = S(b—a) fi<a<b<1

14
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Remark 3.3. Given C € (1, %), we can modify the previous construction to let gapr11 = qpr40 = 2
if and only if 4"~y € [0.25,0.5) and M (n) < Cn. Doing so will result in the measure u given by

E(b—a) fo<a<b< g

(2-4)(b-a) fi<a<b<l. (28)

pn(a,b) =

It is worth noting that in Lemma it is shown that M'(Q) C N3, so this example also shows that

Lemma [7.2] does not have a converse.

Example 3.4. For a,b € N>, satisfying a < b and al|b, there exists a non-deterministic dynamically
generated basic sequence Q = (¢,)%; € {a, b} for which N'(Q) \ DN(Q) # 0.

Proof. Let (©,P) be a probability space and (g,(w))52; a sequences of i.i.d. random variables
taking values in {a,b} with P(¢, = a) = P(g, = b) = 3. Let € € (0, 1] be arbitrary and (yn(w))32,

be another sequence of independent random variables defined by

0  with probability 1 + € if g, (w) = a
1 with probability L — € if g, (w) = a
() = i w%th probab?l%ty (} .if gn(w) =aand 2 <i<a (20)
0  with probability ; — € if go(w) =b
1 with probability  + € if gn(w) = b
1 with probability % if gp(w) =band 2 <i <b.

For the sake of concreteness, we mention that y,(w) and ¢,(w) are independent when n # m.
Letting Q(w) = (gn(w))5Zy, we will show that we have y(w) := 0.y1(w) - - yn (W) - - Q) € N(Q(w))\
DN (Q(w)) with probability 1. Since the i.i.d. sequence (g,(w))3%; over £ can be modeled as
(1 (T"w));7_, for some Bernoulli measure preserving transformation 7' : Q — €, we can take w to
be a generic point to see that (g,(w))>2 is dynamically generated for a.e. w € 2, which will yield
the desired result.

To this end, we begin by showing that with probability 1 we have y(w) € N(Q(w)). We will
show that all blocks of digits D = (d1,- - ,dy) occur with the correct frequency by induction on
the length ¢ of the block. We begin with the base case of £ = 1 of our induction. We remark that

all calculations in the rest of this proof occur with probability 1 with respect to w.
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le— 1 1/1 1 a+b
Lo = L LAL Y _atb o hcica
Qlih =1 Y 2 (3+3) -4l oroi<a 30)
I 1 .
—Qw)({i}) = - E @ Lyi(w)= =2 o for a <i<b, (31)
j=1
1 1 1 1 a+b
Q(w) _ 2 z - S )=
A SN0 yw) = 3 <a +6> T3 <b 6) 2ab (32)
~N e —— ~~

1 1 1 1 a+b
1 NQW) (1 = - .[Z_ - - = 33
< . , =~

1 1 1 1 1 a-+b
L QW) s _ 1 1 1 Lo <
nl;ngo nNn (4,y(w)) 5 \a/ + 5 A Sab for2<i<a (34)
P(gn=a) P(yn=i) P(gn=b) P(yn=i)
1 1 1 1 1
I —NQ(W) . _ L o1 1 < .
L o (i, y(w)) 5 P(\O/') + 5 ; TR ora<i<b (35)
Plgn=a) " Plgn=b) Plyn=i)

Now that we have completed the base case of £ = 1, we proceed to the inductive step and assume
that the desired result holds for all blocks of length £ = L so that we can show that the result also
holds for blocks of length ¢ = L + 1. Let D = (dy,--- ,dr,dr+1) € {0,--+,b— 1}+1 be a block of
digits. Recalling that (¢,(w))52; and (yn(w))52, are i.i.d. sequences, we see that if for some j € N

we consider the set 2; g C Q) given by

Qip={we| (yj(w),yj+1 (W), - yjrr-1(W)) = (b1, b2, ,br)}, (36)

then we still have that P(gjsr = a | w € Qp) = P(gj1¢ = b | w € Q; ) = %, and the distribution
of yjir(w) also does not change when restricted to ©; . Consequently, we see that if D' =
(dl, dg, cee ,dL), then

i 2Qu)(0) = (fim 1) (0)) - (Jim 1 (b)) and &37)
Tim %Ng(w)(D,y(w)) = ( lim %N,?@J) (D’,y(w))) <nhi€o :LNS(“’)(dLH,y(w))), (38)

so the desired result follows from the induction hypothesis.
Now we show that y(w) ¢ DN (Q(w)) almost surely. Let ¢ = g. We observe that ¢, (w) - - - q1(w)
y(w) € [07 %) if and Only if (qn+1(w)7 $n+1(W)) S {(CL, O>7 (b7 O)v (b7 1)7 T (b7 c— 1)}7 S0
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oo

(1)@l o) )

a n=1
is an i.i.d. sequence of random variables. Consequently, we can use the strong law of large numbers
to see that

O

Remark 3.5. In Example the assumption that a|b was used to simplify the proof that y(w) ¢
DN (Q(w)) almost surely. We leave it as an exercise to show that Example holds for any
a#be NZQ.

Example 3.6. Let g € N>o and Q = (¢,)22, € ({¢" ;‘lozl)N be a basic sequence generated by
(X7 %7 Ky T, fv CL') with fX log(f)d:u = 0.

(i) N, \ (V(Q) UDN(Q)) # 0.
(i) UN(Q)\ N # 0.

Proof of (i). Let g, = g™, let s, = > 1" ; a;, let (Y))22, be an iid. sequence of random vari-
ables whose values are uniformly distributed over {0,1,---,g — 1}, and consider the sequence of

independent random variables (Y,,)72 ; given by

0 ifa,y=a and s;_1 <n<s
Y, otherwise.
We will show that y = 0.Y1Y5---Y,, -+, is almost surely a g-normal number that is not Q-normal

or Q-distributional normal. To this end, we begin by observing that

N N
lim Zn:l a1la,=a, . E %anlalﬂan:m < lim ay
R T R S T

It follows that the digits of the base g expansion of y are generated by an i.i.d. sequence of random

= 0. (41)

variables along a subset of full density, so y is almost surely normal base g. To see that y is never
normal base @, it suffices to observe that the digits corresponding to a base ¢, # ¢ are generated
uniformly at random, so they all occur with the expected frequency, but the digits corresponding

to a base of ¢, = ¢ are always 0, so the frequency of the digit 0 will be too high. Furthermore, to
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see that y is almost surely not Q-distribution normal, we let v,, = gy, - - - g2q1y (mod 1) and observe

that if y was @-distribution normal, then we would have

1 1 1
= lim —|{1<n<N - =—. 42
v gy l{rsnsvieepg)l|-3 @

N
. . ) 1
However, letting y = 0.y1y2 - - - yn - - ¢ be the base @ expansion of y and d,, := A}gnoo N Z:l 1g,=gm,
n—=

we see that

N o)
1 1 1 1 1
V=1lim — Y P(y, €[0,¢* 1)) =di + dn—+<1—>d > —. 43
anloNnZl (o € [0.9775) = nzgg g 9)" g )

Proof of (ii). For eachm € Nlet By, = {n € N| ¢, = ¢™}. We observe that if y € [0, 1) is such that
all of its digits in its base ) expansion are randomly generated, then y is almost surely uniformly
Q@-normal. Furthermore, if we take a y € [0,1), and for each m € N we alter finitely many digits
of the base @ expansion of y along the set B,, to produce a number 3/, then 3’ € UN(Q) if and
only if y € UN(Q). Using this idea, we will construct a y € [0,1) that is not normal base g. We
inductively construct the base @) digits of y. For the base case, let the first digit of y be arbitrary
and let Ny = 1. Now assume that the first N, digits of y have been constructed. Let A,, denote

Ngl and observe that

the collection of bases that do not appear in (gy),,

N c
lim %anl anﬂAﬁn(Qn) < lim max(Am)

= =0.

1L N
=0, hence lim & Y one1 0nlac (gn)

N=0o 53y anllay, (an)
(44)

Let N;, ., be such that

N7/n+1
_ anl gc 1
27]7;771 n Am(qn) < -, (45)
Zn;nf_l an]lAm (Qn)
If ¢, € Ay, for some N, < n < NJ,_;, then set 3, = 0, and if ¢, € A, for some n > N/ .,

then let y,, be picked uniformly at random from all possible digits. Equation tells us that the

first N}, digits of the base g expansion of y have at least m times as many Os as all other digits

combined, which shows us that y is not normal base g. O

4 Properties of Dynamically Generated Basic Sequences

We may now begin to prove the theorems in the paper and develop our notions of dynamically gen-

erated basic sequences and uniform normality and distribution normality (defined in Section |1.2)).
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Lemma 4.1. A basic sequence Q = (g)22 is dynamically generated if and only if the following

conditions hold:

(i) For any w := (wy,ws, -+ ,w;) € N& %, the following limit exists

1
d(w):z}\}i_r}nOONngnSN|qn+i:inO§i<k}|. (46)

(ii) If d(w) = 0, then w # [gn, Gn+1, "+ , Gnik—1) for any n € N.

(iii) For any k € N, we have

D d(w) =1. (47)

|w|=k

Proof. For the first direction, let us assume that @Q satisfies (i)-(iii). Let X’ = NI§2 with the product
topology, which is complete separable metric space under the metric d : X’ x X’ — [0, 1] given by

o

d ((#n)pZ1s (Yn)pZr) Z Oz =yn- (48)

Let T : X’ — X' be given by T(xy,)22; = (2n41)5, let X = cl({T"Q}22 ), and let f: X — N>
be given by f((x)22 ;) = x1. We see that for each w = (wy, w2, -+ ,wy) € N’;Q we have

Ey={(zn)pz; € X |zi=w; V1<i<k}, (49)

which is a basic open set of X. We use Equations to see that

Equation allows us to invoke the Kolmogorov Consistency Theorem to see that

pi= lim — Z drn@ (51)

N—ooco N

is a well defined probability measure with convergence taking place in the weak™ topology. We see
that @ is a generic point for 1 by construction, condition (ii) ensures that each non-empty open set
has positive p-measure, and it is immediate that ¢, = f(7"Q) and that f generates the topology
of X.

For the next direction let us assume @ is generated by (X, %, u, T, f,x). Property (i) follows
from the fact that each F,, is an open set and x is a generic point. Property (ii) follows from the
fact that all non-empty open sets have positive u-measure. Property (iii) follows from the fact that
{B, | we N& %o} forms a partition of X. O
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Remark 4.2. The reason that we have condition (ii) in Lemma and analogously the reason that
we assume [ assigns positive measure to open subsets of X is seen through the following example.
Let (gn)22, be given by ¢, = 2 if n is not a perfect square, and ¢, = 3 if n is a perfect square. Let
Yy =0.91y2- - Yn - - -2 be a normal number base 2, and let v/ = 0.y1y2- -y, - - -@. It can be checked
that v € DN(Q) \ N(Q) even though @ satisfies conditions (i) and (iii) of Theorem The
reason for this is that >
digit 2 in elements of N'(Q) even though the density of the occurrences of 3s among the ¢, is 0. In

e m2 z = 00, s0 we still expect to see infinitely many occurrences of the

particular, we see that d(w) = u(Fy), and the measurable dynamics that we do on X will ignore
the E,, for which u(E,) = 0, even though the notion of normality for a basic sequence does not

ignore bases that appear with 0 density. See also Remark
Lemma 4.3. Let Q = (¢,)22, be a dynamically generated basic sequence.

(i) For any block of digits D = (di,- - - ,dy) € N§,

PD = lim Qn(D)

n—0o00 n

exists. (52)
ii) For any block of digits D = (di,--- ,d¢) € N§ and any block of bases B = (by,--- ,b;) € N&,,
0 >2

Qn(D7B)
n

Ppp:= lim exists. (53)

n—o0

(iii) For any ¢ € N we have

> Pp=1 (54)
DeN§
(iv) For any ¢ € N and any block of digits D € N§ we have
> Ppp=Pp. (55)

14
BeN,

Proof. Let @ be generated by (X, B, u, T, f,xp). To show (i), let

(Hlef (TifL‘))_l if f(Tiz) > d; V1<i</t

fo(r) = (56)
0 else.
Since fp € C(X) and zp € X is generic, we see that
: n(D)
Pp = lim @ T(L = ngnoo N Z fp (T"x0) / fodp (57)

is well defined. To show (ii), let

20



When normality and distribution normality coincide

(Hf:1 bi) if o€ Yoy T f 1 ({b;}) and b; > d; for all 1 < < ¢

fps(x) = (58)
0 else.
Since fpp € C(X) and xp € X is generic, we see that
. QuD,B) . 1
P = Jim SO0 = i 3 o () = /X fo.pdu (59)

is well defined.

We now proceed to show (iii). Firstly, we observe that

> Pp= ) /Xfpdu—/X > fodpu, (60)

DeN§ DeN} DeN}

so to prove Equation it suffices to show that Z fw = 1. To this end, let x € X be arbitrary
weNg
and let w = (wq, -+ ,wy) € Néz2 be such that z € E,, = ﬂle T~ f~1({w;}). We see that

> o= Y (ﬁwi>_1:1. (61)

DeNY 0<di<w; \i=1
1<i<t

Lastly, to show (iv) we observe that

> Ppp= ), /XfD,BdM:/X > fosdu, (62)

14 24 4
BeN., BeNL, BeN.,

so Equation follows from the observation that Z fpo.B = Ip. O
BeNY,

Remark 4.4. In light of Lemma we see that for a dynamically generated basic sequence () and
a z €[0,1), we have z € N(Q) if and only if for all D € N§ with Pp # 0 we have

NZ(D D

lim YD) p gy Qo) (63)

n—o00 n n—o0 n

Similarly, we see that z € UN(Q) if and only if for all D € Ng and B € NZEQ with Pp g # 0 we have

N2(D, B (D, B
lim (D, B:2) _ Ppp = lim @u(D,B) (64)

n—00 n n—00 n
It is worth remarking here that Pp p # 0 if and only if D < B and u(Ep) > 0. In particular,
Qn(D, B) # 0 for some n, then Pp g # 0. Our next goal will be to obtain dynamical reformulations

of Equations and .
Given a block of digits D = (di,--- ,dy) € Nj and a block of bases B = (by,--- ,by) € Néz
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satisfying D < B, we define

¢ ¢

d; d; 1
I = d
D.B ;bl--.b’zblmbi+b1-~-bg)’an

voi=1

ED,B = T(EB) X ID,B-

We observe that for z = 0.z122 -+ 2, - - ¢ and n € N we have ((zy, - - -
(D, B) if and only if (T'x M)"(z,z) € Ep p.

We will now examine a concrete example. Consider the basic sequence @ generated by ([0,1),.Z
,x2,m, f,x) where f(y) =2ify < % and f(y) =3ify > % and z is normal base 2. We see that
E; =[0,%) and E3 = [3,1), and that for any ¢ € N and any B € {2,3}" we have Ep = (575 “TJQI)
for some 0 < a < 2¢. The next 3 figures show the sets Ep x Ip p as subsets of [0, 1)2 for all D and
B with B € {2,3}¢ and 1 < £ < 3. In these figures, the z-axis represents [0, 1), the sets Ep are

represented by B, and the sets E'g x Ip p are the rectangles marked with D that are over the set
Ep.

7Zn+€—1)a (qn7 e 7Qn+€—1)) =

[ O — 9
12 21 22
2 11
. 21
11 20 -0
10
10 11 12
1 11
01 e 10
02
0 01 01
0 01
00
00 00 00
2 3 Y, 23 32 33
Figure 1: Ep and Ep x Ip p when ¢ = 1. Figure 2: Eg and Ep x Ip p when £ = 2.

3We see that we would have to work with X = {0, 1}N and the left shift map in order to have a continuous f, but
we choose to work with X = [0,1) in order to create Figures 1-4.
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212 1221 22
112_121 ~YTREIT:
111__120 120 21ﬂ211
110111 202 £ 219
o 201 1201
102 '1 10 200 | 200

112
111
110
102

110 1111
102 [ 110
101 ] 101

012021

Pud el S oS ) SN I e
BIclSIBIBIEE [Rl= e
) o [N =] =] (=0 I=C0 |50 =0 L

011/020 1001100 $—iw
0161011 012) 021 ¢——

0111020 020
002|010 010]011 ¢

0011/1001 002 | 010
001 | 001

000|000 o000 10007 0007 000 %o

000
&

223232 233 322 323 332 333

010
002

Figure 3: Ep and Ep x Ip g when { = 3.
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222
221

221

211

211

2

ot

fed fd

202

0

200 | 200

111

111

1

100 | 100

S

=
]
%]

|N%II|IIII“I

000 [ 000 | 0007 0001 000

Figure 4: Eg and Ep x Ip p for selected values of D when ¢ = 3.
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We observe that for any block of digits D € N§, we have Pp = pu x m(Sp), where Sp :=
U BeNL, Ep . The reader is encouraged to revisit figures 1,2, and 4 in to see examples of the sets
Sp. It is seen that the sets Sp can have a wide variety of shapes, and it is not currently clear what
structure, if any, they possess. Similarly, for any block of digits D € N and any block of bases
B e Ne22 we have Pp p = uxm(Ep p). We are now ready to restate the characterizations of N'(Q)

and UN(Q) given by Equations and respectively.
Theorem 4.5. Let ) be a basic sequence generated by (X, Z, u, T, f,z) and let z € [0, 1).

(i) z € N(Q) if and only if for any block of digits D € N§ we have

pxm(Sp) = lim — Z 1s, (T x M)"(z, 2)). (65)
(ii) z € UN(Q) if and only if for any block of digits D € N and any block of bases B € Né22 we

have

px m(Epp)= lim —ZHEDB (T »x M)™(z,2)). (66)

N—ooo N

(i) z € DN(Q) if and only if for any 0 < a < b < 1 we have

ba= ngnoozlnm (T % M) (2, 2)). (67)
Proof of Theorem [I.5, Let Q be generated by (X, B, u, T, f,x). We will first show that UDN (Q) C
UN(Q), so let z € UDN(Q) be arbitrary. Now let £ € N, D € N§, B € N, and € > 0 all be
arbitrary. Let hi, hy € Cy([0,1)) be such that 0 < by < 17, , < hy and [} (ha(y) — h1(y))dy < e.
Since 1, € C(X), we see that Fi(z,y) := 1p(x)hi1(y) and Fy(z,y) := Lp(x)ha(y) satisty Fy, Fy €
C(X x[0,1)) N LY (X % [0,1), p x m) and 0 < F < 1, , < F». Since z € UDN(Q), we see that

N N

1
,u(EB)/O hi(y)dy = lim —ZFl (T % M)"(z,2)) < lim —ZJLEDB (T x M)™(z, z))
N n=1
SA}EPOO—ZFQ (T3 M)*(z,2)) = (EB)/O ha(y)dy, hence

lim —ZHEDB (T'x M)"(z,2)) — u(Ep.B)| < ep(EB).

Since D, B, and e were all arbitrary, Theorem (ii) tells us that z € UN(Q).
Now we will show that UN(Q) C UDN(Q), so let z € UN(Q) be arbitrary. Since the linear
span of functions of the form F(x,y) = g(z)h(y) with g € Cp(X) N LY(X,u) and h € Cy([0,1)) are

25



When normality and distribution normality coincide

dense in C(X x [0,1)) N L*(X x [0,1), u x m) with respect to the supremum norm, we see that
2z € UDN(Q) if and only if

lim —ZF (T x M)"(z,z)) = /XX[Ol)quxm, (68)

N—ooo N
=1

for all F of the given form. Now let us fix some g € Cy(X) N LY (X, 1), h € Cy([0,1)), and € > 0.
Since h is uniformly continuous, there exists a > 0 such that for any partition P = {Pi}iL:1 of
[0,1) into intervals of equal length with L > 6=, there exists a step function b’ = 2521 ¢ilp, for
which ||h— || < €. Now let £ = [—1logy(d)], and observe that for B = (by,--- ,by) € NK>2 we have
m(Ipp) = (biby---by)™t < 27¢ < §. Since {Fp | B € N o} is a clopen cover of X, let {Ep}pes
be a finite collection for which ¢’ := glx, with Xz = (Jpcz Ep satisfies, ||g — ¢'||cc < €. Observe
that if By, By are two blocks of bases for which B is an initial segment of By, then Ep, C Ep,.
Next, observe that A :={Ep | { € N, B € NZEQ & B extends some B’ € B} is a basis of clopen
sets for the topology of Xg. Now let By be a collection of blocks B that each extend some B’ € B
for which we have ||g' — > pcp, cBlE,llo < €. We see that for any B € By and any block of digits
D < B, we still have |Ip g| < d, so we may pick cp g such that ||h —> p_p CD,BHIDJ;HOO <e It
follows that

lg'(@)h(y) = > > ep.play 5@l (69)
BeB' D<B
<[l¢'(x) V) Y 1y @)l + 1h() Y Tms(@) = D Y enple, 5@, y)lle (70)
BepB’ Bep’ BeB' D<B
hlloollg = D Los@)lloo + 11 D iy (@ ( NEDD CD,BJIID,B(y)> lloo < 2¢€[|hl|oc + €. (71)
BepB’ BepB! D<B

Since z € UN(Q), Theorem [4.5(ii) tells us that for any B € B’ and D < B we have

Jim nzl L, , (T % M)"(z,2)) = x m(Ep g), hence (72)
1 N
lim — F((T x M)"(x, z —/ Fdy xm 73
Jm g P - [ | (73)
<||F(x,y) = g @)h@)llso + 19’ @)h(y) = D Y epBle, sllee + IF(@,y) — g (2)h(y)[l1 (74)
BeB' D<B

lim — ep.5 g o (T 3 M)z, 2)) — / ¢ (@) h(y)dp x m(z,y)|  (75)

N—oo N ;B%;S,DEQB s Xx[0,1)
—e+4del[Blloc + 11 D D Bl 5 (2. y) — §'(@)h(y)|l1 < 2€ + 5e||hl|oo- (76)

BeB' D<B
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O

Next, we must define a key concept that we will need to compare N(Q) and DN (Q). Our

definition of determinism is motivated by [47, Lemma 8.9].

Definition 4.6. For a set A C N, the natural upper density of A is

d(A) := limsup M

n—oo N

(77)

If the lim sup in Equation is a limit, then it is denoted by d(A) and called the natural density
of A. Given a sequence w = (w;)2; € NIEQ, a length k, and a set A C N, let

By(w; A) = ([wis wit1, " 5 Witk—1])iem\ A5 (78)

and let p.(k) = pe(k,w) denote the (potentially infinite) infimum of the number of distinct elements
in By(w; A) as A runs over all subsets of N with natural upper density at most e. The sequence w

is deterministic if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) For every e > 0 there exists a kg € N such that for all £ > ko we have

log(pe(k,w))

p < €. (79)

(ii) For E,, :={i € N | w; = n} we have

Z log d(E, )) < 00. (80)

We have the following useful characterization of deterministic basic sequences.

Lemma 4.7. Let Q = (¢,)52, € N§2 be a basic sequence generated by (X, %, u, T, f,x) with
({ f! } ) < 00.  is deterministic if and only if X := (X, %, 1, T') has zero entropy.

Proof. For the first direction, let us assume that X has zero entropy. Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. Let
&= {f‘l(i)}f; be the finite entropy partition of ¥ induced by f. Let " = \/?;01 T~ and let
1,(£")(2") = —log(p(&F)), where £ is the cell of £ containing 2’. Since & has zero entropy, we may
assume without loss of generality that all systems in the ergodic decomposition of X’ also have zero
entropy, so the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem tells us that %I 4 (§") converges in measure to
0 as n — co. Let Ny € N be such that for all N > Ny we have 31, (¢V) < e on aset A’ = A'(N)
of measure at least 1 —e. We see that if £V is a cell of ¢V for which — log (u (le)) < Neg, then
I (fZN) > e Ne. Since >, p (le) = 1, we see that there are at most eV¢ values of i for which
—log (1 (¢Y)) < Ne. Now consider A :={n € N | T"z ¢ A'}. Since z is a generic point for f, we
see that d(A) = u (X \ A’) < e. Furthermore, we see that the only words w := [w1,ws, - ,wy]
appearing in By (w; A) are those for which
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ﬂ T (wi) = (81)

satisfies —log (1 (¢))) < Ne, hence log(p(N,w)) < Ne, so @ satisfies condition (i) of being

deterministic. To see that @ also satisfies condition (ii), it suffices to observe that

d(E,) = lim —‘{1 <i<N|f(Ty ) =n}| :M(f_l({m}))}‘. (82)

N—oco N
For the next direction, let us assume that ) is deterministic. It suffices to show that the
system X’ constructed in the proof of Theorem has zero entropy, so we will also continue using
the same notation. Let € > 0 be arbitrary Let € = {f_l ) }1002 = {C’i]}oo and observe that
gl =\ T = {Cy }weNn+1 Let £(n) = {f( }Z ,U{f'(Nsy)}, and let N € N be such
that for n = £(IN) we have H (ﬂn) <e. Slnce & is a generating partition for %, we see that

hu(T) = h(T,§) < hu(T,n) + Hu(€ln) < hu(T,n) + ¢, (83)

so it suffices to show that h,(T,n) = 0. Let w; = ¢; if ¢ < N and w; = N + 1 otherwise. Since
Bp(w; A) < Bi(Q; A) for all A C N, we see that w is a deterministic sequence. For 2 < i < N, let
C[Iz‘] = Cip, let C[/N—i-l] = U241 Clps and for w = [wi,wa, -+ ,wi] € [2,N + 1]%, let

k
=) Cl- (84)
=1

We see that o = \/7=) T~'n = {C}wep,n41n- Let €2 > 0 be arbitrary and let ko € N be such
that for k > ko we have |By(w; Ag)| < €2 for some Ay C N with d(A) < e2. We see that

H (n’f) = > —u(Cl)log(u(Cy))

we[2,N+1]*
= —n(Cu)log (u(Cy)) + > —n(Ch)log (1(C))-
wEBy (w;A) wE By, (w;A)¢
Since IU’(C’IIU) = d({n € N | (wn,wny1,- - 7wn+k71> = w})v we see that
B=DB(k):= Y  puC,)>1-e. (85)

wEB (w;A)

Recalling that = — —zlog(z) is convex, we see that
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H (nk) < Blo (Bk‘(“”A)‘) +(1— B)log (<N+ DF — |Bk(W§A)|>

1-B
(keg

N + 1)k
+( <(1+)> , hence

B
)+o
h(T,n) = hmlnf <Ek) < hmlnf% <B(k) log (B(k:)) + (1 — B(k)) log <%>>

<e+ lim

B(k)—1 ))log(N +1) — *(1 — B(k))log(1 — B(k))> = €2.

k
O

Theorem 4.8. If ¥ = (Y,&/,v,5) is a m.ps., f : ¥ — N>y is measurable, and y € Y is a
generic point for f, then the basic sequence Q) = (¢,)5>; given by ¢, = f(T™y) is a dynamically
generated basic sequence. Furthermore, if h, ({f~1(n)}°,) < oo and Y has zero entropy, then Q

is deterministic.

Proof. Let us first verify that we can apply Lemma to show that @ is dynamically generated.
To see that condition (i) holds, it suffices to observe that for any word w = (w1, wa, - ,wy) € N£>2

and n € N, we have

)4
Wi =g = f(T"TyY) V1<i<tleTye ﬂ T~ f~Y(w;) = By, hence
i=1

d(w) = hm—‘{1<n<N\wl—qn+l—f(T"+iy)V1§i<f}}

N—=oco N

hm—]{1<n<N\T"y€E}\—y w)-

N—>c>o
Condition (ii) holds due to the standing assumption that if E,, # () then v(E,,) > 0. Condition (iii)
holds due to the fact that d(w) = v(E,) and {E,, | w € N So} is a partition of Y. To show that @

is deterministic when ) has zero entropy, we proceed as we did in the proof of Lemma [£.7] O

Corollary 4.9. Suppose that X := (X, %, u,T) is a cm.p.s., f : T4 — N9 is Jordan measurabl
and = € X is a generic point. Then the sequence Q = (g,)22, given by ¢, = f (IT"z) is dynamically

generated.
While our next result will not be used later on, we record it because it is of independent interest.

Theorem 4.10. If @) is a dynamically generated basic sequence generated by (X, %, u, T, f,x)

T

with (X, %, u,T) having finite entropy, [ log(f)du < oo, L is a non-zero rational number, and
y € UDN(Q), then Ly € UDN(Q).

“This means that for any n € N>, the boundary of the set f~*({n}) has 0 measure.
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Proof. We recall that for each n € N>9, m is the unique measure of maximal entropy for the map
M, :[0,1) — [0,1). Consequently, the Abramov-Rokhlin formula (see [16]) tells us that u x m is
the unique measure of maximal entropy for 7'x M on X X [0,1) among all measures A that project
to p on X. Now let A be any weak* limit point of the sequence {% Zﬁ;l 5(TNM)n(x7§y)}JOVO_1,
and observe that A projects to p on X. Since y € UDN(Q), X7 is a factor of the system le =
(X x[0,1),8,\,T x M) via the factor map 7(wi,ws) = (w1, swz2). Since the entropy of \ is at

least as large as that of y x m, we see that A = u x m, which yields the desired result. O

5 Hot Spot Theorems and equivalent notions of normality

One of the goals of this article is to prove an analogue of Theorem for deterministic dynami-
cally generated basic sequences. In the proof of Theorem Bergelson and Vandehey made use of
Hoeffding’s inequality, but in our more general setting involving basic sequences, we require McDi-
armid’s inequality, which is a generalization of Hoeffding’s inequality. We now record the special

case McDiarmid’s Inequality [33] that we will need later on.
Lemma 5.1. Let f : {0,1}" — R be such that for any x1,---,x;—1, %, 2}, i1, -,z € {0,1}"

we have

‘f(xlv'“ y Li—1, Ly L1, " * 7$n) _f(xlv'” axiflaxfivxi+la"' )xn)’ < —. (86)

S|

If X1, -+, X, are random variables on a probability space (£2,P) taking values in {0, 1}, then

P(|f(X1,- » Xn) — E[f(X1, -, X)]| > €) < 2exp (—2ne?). (87)
We would once again like to thank Yuval Peres for providing us with the proof of Lemma [5.2

Lemma 5.2. Fix e > 0 and N € N. Let K = [—logy(e)] + 2 and let (g,) 5N € NIZ%N be arbitrary.
For 1 <n < KN let M,, = [[,;,_1 ¢m- For € > 0 and (a,b) C [0,1), let
> } .

There exists a set E' C [0,1) for which E C E’, E' is a union of intervals of length M}, and

KN
1
E = E(c,a,b,(g2)52) = {x €[0,1) | ‘KN 2_:1 Lap)(Mpz) = (b—a)

1
m(E') < 4Kexp <—2N€2> .

Proof. For n € Nand 1 < k < K, let M, = qxn—K+kQKn—K+k+1 " QKn+k—1, let P, denote

the partition of [0,1) into consecutive half-open intervals of length M;,i < 27K < 7, and let
Ap k, By be unions of elements of P, satisfying A, C F C B, and m(B,; \ Ang) < 5.
Consider the random variables (X, x)p2; and (Y5, )p2 given by X, x(7) = 14, , (Mkpn—k yx7) and

Yok(r) =1p, (Mgn-K+£7), 0 Xp ) and Y, ;. are each checking if the digit in position Kn— K +k
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in the base @ expansion of x belongs to a given set. We observe that for each 1 < k < K, the

sequences (ka)g:l and (Ymk)fy:l are independent sequences of random variables, and they each

take values in {0,1}. Let fn(x1,--- ,28) = & Zn 1 T and let

K
L_J <{|fN (X1 g s Xng) — E[f (X, Xvw)]| > %}

O {IAv e V) = B Yl > 5} )

We now use McDiarmid’s inequality to see that for each 1 < k < K we have

€ 1
m <‘fN(X1,lc7 o X)) —Elf (X, X)) > 5) < 2exp (—2N€2> ;

€ 1
m (|fN(Y1,k, o Yng) —Ef (Y, Yw)]| > 5) < 2exp <—2N€2> ,
N

IN(Xp(z), - Xnvp(z)) < %Z Liap) (Min—rrw) < fn(Yig(x), -, Yve(z)),

)

n=1
€
ElfNYig - YNe)] —Efn(Xig - Xng)] < 37 and

E[f(Xl ky " 7XN,/<:)] < b—a < ]E[f(Yl,ka e aYN,k’)L hence

)

ZXKn K+k(Y) —E[f(Yie, - Yar)]|,

N
1
N Z Lo sy (Mgn—riry) — (b—a)

n=1

<m {ye[O 1) rnax(

'N ZYK" w+k(y) = ELf (X, vXN,k)]D ~ 6}>
<m<{ny(XLk,... Xnw) = Ef(Xig - Xuw)ll > %}

€ 1
U {’fN(Yl,ky o Yng) —Ef (Y, Y] > 2}) < 4exp <—2N€2) , and

1 X 1
m<{ye 0.1) ‘mZha,b)(Mny)—(b—a) >}> < m(E) < ikexp (- 3¥¢)).
n=1

Lastly, we observe that fnx (X1 x(z), -, Xng(x)) and fn(Yik(x), -+, Yni(x)) are completely de-
termined by the first KN digits of the base () expansion of z, which is why E’ is a union of intervals

of length MI_(}V O

For the proofs of our next two results, we use big O notation as follows. We write O(x) to

denote a quantity y satisfying y < Cx for some absolute constant C'. Usually we will write an
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equation such as a + b = ¢ + O(x), which is another way of saying |a + b — ¢| < Cx.

Theorem 5.3. If Q = (¢n)02; is a deterministic dynamically generated basic sequence, then

DN (Q) = UDN(Q).

Proof. Tt is clear that UDN(Q) C DN(Q), so we need to show that DN (Q) € UDN(Q). Let
Q be generated by (X, %, u,T, f,x) and let us fix some y € DN(Q). Let us fix a block of bases
B = (b1, ,bs) = (qn, " ,Gqnee—1) for some n € N, and let us also fix a block of digits D =
(d,--- ,dg) € N§ with D < B. Using Theorem (ii), it suffices to show that

- (Es)
ngnooN;ﬂEDB«T % M) (2,9) = j X m(Ep ) = = (8)

Let € = €(¢) > 0 be sufficiently small, let K = [—logy(e)] + 2 and let § = zl=€3. As in the
proof of Theorem let Ly € N be so large that for Ly := £ + EKLO] the partition £X1 has
a collection of cells {fil}wewhﬂ such that p(¢51) > e 19 for all w € Wy, |Wp,| < e,

1 <Uw€WL1 fﬁl) >1—4, and

1 1
2K Lid——=L —€.
exp( 10 T ) 5€ (89)

Furthermore, we may assume without loss of generality that Ly > %. Let Lo =L — ¢ = EK L(ﬂ.
We see that

1 & 1N 1 & Lo
3 2 i (T M (0000 = 3 1 i (07007 010) 40 (%)

n=1 n=1

We now let [1, N] = Ay U By UCy as follows. Let Ay be the set of n € [1, N] for which
KL €
n+1 nbto €
§ Lg, (T"z) < T <% (90)
let By be the set of n € [1, N]\ Ay for which

<, (91)

Lléan (@2 ) = ZnEB (771).

and let Cy = [1, N]\ (Ax U By). Writing a = b to denote |a — b| < ¢, we see that

SWe remark that Ep = £5, but we will continue to use both notations for the sake of presentation.
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Lo
S(A,N Z L2 Z]IEDB ((TXI M)n—i—l x Y ) é _ Z L2b1 Z]lE (Tn+l:L‘>,
=1

neA
) 1 1 &
S(B,N) : Z = Z 1, ((T s M)z, y)) S DR e D (T””x) , and
nEBN 2z 1 neBy 201 =
c
S(C, N) N 3 i ZHEDB ((T x M) (z, y)) < |NN’

neCy =1

Now we will show that limsupy_,., K}YV—M < e. Let Br, = Uw¢WL ¢L1 and observe that
1

w(Br,) < 6. We see that for any m € N, the set £,, := {1 <I< Ly | TH™x € EB} is determined
by the w = w(m) € N?Q for which T™z € ¢£1. Tt follows that whether or not a given m € [1, N]
satisfies m € Ay is also determined by w(m), so let Ar, € % be such that m € Ay if and only
if fiém) C Ap,. We see that for Dy = {1 <n<N | 55%11) - BLI} ={1<n<N|Trze B},
|CN]\VDN\

we have limy_, o ‘D—A}ﬂ = p(Br,) <9, so it suffices to show that limsupy_, < fe<e—d.

Now let us suppose that m ¢ Ay, so |L,,| > KLg. Let L, C L, be such that K divides |£],| and
|L \ L,] < K. Using Lemma we see if Tz € §£%m), then

ZILEDB (@ xniame,) - 2 ZJIEB (ri+ms)| >

~~

=Huw(m)
l+m L2
=m | z | 7 ZHEDB<(T>4M)( a:,z)) 7 b ZHEB(T ) b
| m|leﬁm | m b1 - Cet, | Lo
1 L
—— L ZJLXXIDB<(T>4M)(Tm:c,z)>—b | > e
Ll 2 | T
” 1 Ly K-1
<m Z| | /|Z]]-X><IDB((T><|M)(T m?’z))_bl.“be >‘£ |6_2|£ ‘
leLs, m m
. 1 1
<m | z | ; ZﬂXxIDB((TNM)(T x,z))— > —€
’ﬁ ‘leﬁ’ bi---by 2

1[L7,] L.,
2K ( ) < 2K 1 Lee?) .
< exp < 2 K 5 < exp 3 0€

If m € Cn \ Dy, then w(m) € Wr,, m ¢ Ay, and (T' x M)™(z,y) € fw(m Hy(my. Since
y € DN(Q) and each H,,, is a finite union of intervals, we see that
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D
timsup YAV i U {1<m <N @xM)"(2,y) € & x Hypm }| (92)
N—o00 N—o0
wEWLl\ALl
<tmsuwp| ) {1<m<N[(TxM)"@,y) € X x Hypm} (93)
N—roo U)EWLl\ALl

1 1 1
< ¥ m(Hw<m>>§|WL1\AL1|-2Kexp<—8Ler>s2Kexp(L15—8Ler)<26. (94)
wEWLl\.ALl

|Cn]|
N

Since we have shown that lim supy_, < €, we see that

N > ZHEDB (5 M),y ) x Z L2b1 Z]lE (T+2) . (95)

neCn

Putting everything together, we see that

N
%Z Ly 5 (T % M) (z,3)) = S(A,N) + S(B,N) + S(C, N) + O (ﬁ?)

de N L 1 Tn+[ 1) L2
NL2b1 EZ EB( )+ N

=11[=1

1 N—co H(EB)
" Nb, - z:]lEBT:E)jLO<N) T by

n=1

O]

Theorem can be viewed as a generalization of the Bergelson-Vandehey Hot Spot Theorem

to a large class of deterministic dynamically generated basic sequences. We recall that for any

n(D
dynamically generated @, we have UN(Q) = UDN(Q), and that Pp = lim @n )

n—00 n

Proof of Theorem[1.9 We begin by proving (i). Using Theorems it suffices to show that
y € DN(Q). Let v(qp)(y, N,w) = v(ap(y, N,w;0), and let us fix some 0 < ¢ < d < 1 with the
intent of showing that limy o0 V(ca)(y, N, Q) = d — c. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. Let W > 0 be such
that W?2e2 > 8[—1logy(We)] + 16 and let K := [—logy(We)] + 2. Since @ is deterministic, let
Lo € N be such that p.(KL,Q) < exp (LEQ) for all L > Lg, let A; have upper density at most %e
and be such that [Bg(Q; AL)| < exp (Le?). We observe that
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s U Es|=df{neN|T"z e Ep & B € Bxr(Q; AL)})
BeBkL(QAL)

>d({n € N\ AL | (gn, - ,qn+kL-1) € Bk (Q;AL)}) =d (A7) > 1 — ée

We recall from Lemma that for w € NIZ(QL and E'(w) = E'(We,c,d,w) we have m (E'(w)) <

4Kexp (—3LW?2e?). Since [y log(f)dp < oo, let M > 0 be such that p ({f§ M}) > 1-— e
Pick o € (0,1) such that (1 —o)(M + 1) < 2 — 0. We can assume without loss of generality that
L is so large that 4Kexp( — KLeQ) < e and that 27L < §. Let f := Ellog(f)|Zr], i-e., f is the
conditional expectation of f with respect to the g-algebra Zp C A of T-invariant sets. Using The

Mean Ergodic Theorem, we see that

lim — Z T" log(f (96)

Nooo N

with convergence taking place in L'(X, i), hence convergence also takes place in measure, so we

may also assume without loss of generality that L is so large that

Z log(f — f(@)] < (97)

on a set of measure at least 1 — fe. Furthermore, since the value of f7(z) :== #; Z 1 log(f(T™ ))
depends only on the B € N L for which z € Eg, there is a collection B C NI;QL for which Xp :

{‘fL — f‘ < 1} Uper Es- It follows that for B’ = Bi(Q; Ar)NB and X := {Jpcp Ep we have
1(Xp) > 1—e. We also recall from Lemmal.2] that for each w € NK the set E'(w) = E'(n, ¢, d, w)

is a union of intervals {IDj,w}j:p and we see that if w € B’ and z,, € E,,, then

(Ty) + 1)) , eXp (—KL (

g
~h

m (Ip,w) = exp (~KLfr(zw)) € <exp (—KL <

e0)-1)).

We see that for w € B’ and z,, € E,, we have

Jwexp (—KL (f(acw) + 1)) < m (E'(w)), hence
~ 1
Ju < 4Kexp <KL (f(xw) + 1) - 2LW262> .
We now use to pick a N, C N with upper density at most 1 — ¢ and pick N so large

that for all w € B and all 1 < j < J, we have V[Dj,w(y,N,Q;Ng) < CNm (ID%w)U. Let
A={neN|T"z & Xp} UN, and observe that d(A) <e+1— 0. Let
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B={neN\N, | (T x M)"( UUT ) % Ip,w ¢ and G =N\ (AU B).
weB’ j=1

Intuitively, A U B is the set of bad n and G is the set of good n. We see that

Jw
'B“ LM s Z > S5 Cm (In,)° (98)

web’ j=1 web’ j=1
<C Z Jwexp (—KL (f(a:w) - 1))0
weB’
. 1
<4CK ) exp <KL(1 —0)f(rw) + KL(1+0) — 2LW262> (99)
weB’

<4CK|B'lexp (K Le*) < 4CKe, hence
ed) (¥ N, ed) (Mny, KL, w KL
Viea)(y: N, Q) 3 Yed) (Mny, KL, wn) <>

N NKL N
né€(l,N]

-y Y(eud) Mny, KL, wn) 0(10+6)+O<KL>

NKL N
ne[l,N)\A
_ Ve, d)( My, KL, wy) (cd)( nY, KL, wy) B KL
— Z KT + Z NI +O0(1—0+2)+0 ~
neBN([1,N] neG[1,N]
BAMLN]Y | 1GA[L,N] KL
O( N + N (d=c)+O0OWe)+ 01 —-d+¢)+0 N

KL

=0(Ce) + (1 — O(Ce) —O(l—0+e))(d—c)+0(W€)+O(1—0+e)+O( ~ > .
Since € can be taken to be arbitrarily small, o can be taken to be arbitrarily close to 1, and N can
be taken to be arbitrarily large (after K and L have been determined), the desired result follows.

We now proceed to prove (ii). We observe that in the proof of (i), the assumption in Equation
was only used to show that % < Ce. Consequently, it suffices to once again show that
% < 2Ce under the new assumption in Equation and the ergodicity of (X, %, u,T). Our
method of doing this will be to show that if we enlarge the sets T'(E,) x Ip; w to the sets Sp,
(instead of the horizontal strips X x Ip, ., that were used in part (i)), then the measure of the cover

is still small. To this end, we see that

Jw w Q Jw
|B| NN(Djawayv'A) NN(DJ7y7A)
P> N <> N <2, 2. CPp;
weB’ j=1 web’ j=1 weB’ j=1

Since (X, %, 11, T) is ergodic, we may take M = [ log(f)du, and we see that for w € B’ we have
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m (Ip,w) € (exp(—KL(M +1)),exp(—KL(M —1))) and J,, < 4Kexp (KL(M + 1) — 3LW?2e?).
For each block of digits D’ € NE% let Pp/(0) = p x m(Sp N X x [0,1)) and let Pp(1) =
Ppr — Pp/(0). We observe that

> Pp(l) = p(Xg) < cand

D'eN[E
Tu Ju
>N Pp0)=> > m(Ip, 5)Es)
weB’ j=1 weB’ j=1 BeB’
Ju
<Y DD exp(-KL(M = 1))u(Ep) < Y Juwexp(—KL(M — 1))
weB' j=1 BeB' weB’

1 1
<4K|B'lexp(2K L — 5LW%?) < 4Kexp <L <e2 + 2K — 2W262>> < ¢, hence

Juw Juw Juw
>N CPp, =Y CPp(0)+ > Y CPp(1) < 2Ce.

weB’ j=1 weB’ j=1 weB’ j=1
O

Remark 5.4. A few remarks are in order regarding Theorem Firstly, it is natural to ask if the
assumption that [y log(f)du < co as well as the assumption that (X, 4, u,T) is ergodic in part (ii)
are necessary assumptions, as we did not need them to prove Theorem We do not currently
have any examples demonstrating the necessity of these assumptions, and we conjecture that they
are in fact not necessary. The assumption that |  log(f)dp < oo was used in our proof in order to
control the rate of growth of the length of most of the intervals Ip p as a function of ¢, the length of
the blocks D and B. This control was necessary in Theorem (1) to produce and bound the term
(1-o0) f (x4) in Equation . If the assumption that b — a < § is dropped, then this simplifies
Equation (16 to

. V(a,b) (y7N7QaNO')
lim sup
N—o00 N

< Cb—a), (100)

and in this case Theorem (1) can be proven even when | + log(f)dp = oo. In particular, the right
hand side of Equation can easily be bounded above, even when [ < log(f)du = oo, as long as
we do not have the exponent of o. However, this latter situation yields a result much closer to the
Classical Hot Spot rather than the Bergelson-Vandehey Hot Spot.

In proving Theorem[1.9ii), the main difficulty was being able to efficiently bound pxm(Sp)/px
m(Ep p). In general, the regions Sp do not have a well understood shape (cf. Figure7 but control
on the lengths of the intervals Ip g allows us to obtain good bounds on Pp(0) = p x m(Sp N Xp).
Since we do not have a good understanding of the shape of Sp, we needed to assume the ergodicity
of (X, 4, 1, T) in order to have even more control on the length of Ip p than what we had in part (i).
Furthermore, we currently don’t have efficient bounds on Pp(1)/Pp(0), which is why Equation (18]
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only has C'Pp instead of C'Pf,. Nonetheless, we conjecture that if ) is a deterministic dynamically
generated basic sequences, and y € [0,1) and C' > 0 are such that for every o € (0, 1) there exists
¢, € N and N, C N of upper density at most 1 — ¢ such that for all £ > ¢, and all D € Ng we have

lim sup
n—oo

Q .

then y € UN(Q).

Proof of Theorem[1.6. Putting together Theorems and ii) the desired result follows.
O

6 Ratio Normality

Definition 6.1. Let Q = (¢)72; € N>2 be a basic sequence. A number y € [0,1) is @-ratio
normal if for any ¢ € N and any Dy, Dy € N§ satisfying li_>m min(Q,,(D1), @n(D2)) = 0o, we have
n—oo

o NT?(Dh y)/Qn(Dl)
=% N2(Dy, y)/Qn(Ds)

The set of all Q-ratio normal numbers is denoted by RN (Q). If @ is dynamically generated, a

=1. (102)

number y € [0, 1) is Uniformly @Q-ratio normal if for any ¢ € N, any B; = (B;1, -, Biy), D; =
(Dia,-++,Dig) €N§, i = 1,2, satisfying D; j < B;j for i = 1,2 and 1 < j < £, we have

lim N2 (D1, B1,y)/Qu(D1, By)

=1.
n=20 N2 (Dy, B, y)/Qn(D2, Ba)

Theorem 6.2. If Q = (¢,)2, is a dynamically generated basic sequence, then RN (Q) = N (Q).

Proof. Tt is clear that N'(Q) € RN (Q), so we proceed to show that RN (Q) € N(Q). To this end,
let y € RN (Q) and ¢ € N both be arbitrary, let 0y = (0,---,0), and let y = 0.y1y2 - - - Yy, - - . Since
—_———

¢
@ is dynamically generated, Lemma tells us that for D € Ng we may define

_ Qn(D)
Pp=1 d that Pp=1. 1
D im — —, and tha g D (103)

n—oo
DeN§

Since y € RN(Q), we see that for any D € Ng, we may define

1<n<N|D= _ D P,

Nooo {1 <n <N | 0= (Un:Unt1, s Unre—1) 3| n=00 Qu(0r) Py,

and we see that for any (Hy)22; C N we have
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lim 7’{1 < n < H | D= (ynvyn+17 e ayn+f—l)}|

g—oo H,

_TD lim 7|{]— <n< H | 0( (yn,yn+1, U ayn-‘rf—l)}’a

qg—oo H,

provided that at least one of the limits exists. Now let us assume for the sake of contradiction that
there exists 0 <a < b <1 and (Ng)g2y, (My)g2, C N such that

a= hmmf—]{l <n<N |0 = Yn - Unte—1)}

N—oo

= lim 7|{1 <n< N ‘ Oé (yna T )yn+€—1)}|) and

q—)OO

b= hmsup—|{1 <Sn<N 0= Yns s Ynte—1)}]

N—)oo

= lim 7!{1 <n <My [ 0= (Yn, - Ynte-1)}-

q—)OO

Since () is dynamically generated, let M € N>y be such that

b
lim —|{1<n<]\7|qm_2§]\4V1<z<£}|>ajL

N—oo N 2b (105)

We now see that

a+b . 1
wel0,M)*

= Z T thgloiHl <n< N | OE (yna 7yn+€—1)}|
wel0,M)¢

= Z Twa, hence a > 0 and
wel0,M)*¢

< = — ...
Z Tw b= Z Ty qli{go |{]‘ <n< M | 0¢ = (yna ayn+€—1)}|
wel0,M)*¢ wE[O M)*

= Z lim 7|{1<7’L<M | w—(yna 7yn+€—1)}|7

q—o0 M,
wel0,M)¢

b
1<a+

which yields the desired contradiction. It follows that

. 1
ai= lim {1 <0< N[0 = (g s gre)}] (106)
N—oo N

is well defined, and that for any D € Né, we have
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lim —]{1 <n<N|D=(yn - ,Ynse—1)}| = Tpa. (107)
N—oo N
Now let us assume for the sake of contradiction that e := |a — Py,| > 0. Let us first consider the

case in which € = ), — a. We observe that for any M € N>o we have

1
lim —|{1§n§N]qn+i§MV1§i§€}| (108)
< 3 Jim —|{1<n<N\w_(yn,-~,yn+41}! > Tua (109)
weloy wel0,M)*
e > Tu+ Y. TuRy,=-¢ Y. P+ > P (110)
wel0,M)¢ wel0,M)¢ welo M)t % welo M)

We see that as D' — oo, the quantity in Equation (108)) approaches 1 and the quantities in Equation
(110f) approaches 1 — b, ! which yields the desired contradiction in this case. Next, let us consider
the case in which € = a — I%,. We see that for any M € N>o we have

12 lim >, lim N|{1<n<N|w—(yn,-~,ynH_l)}I

M— N—o0
we[0,M)¢
. a a
= lim g P, =—>1,
M— 0p POZ
we[0,M)¢

which yields the desired contradiction in this case as well. It follows that we must have a = F,.

The desired result now follows from Equation (107)). O

The proof of Theorem [6.3]is almost identical to that of Theorem [6.2] but we include it for the

sake of completeness.
Theorem 6.3. If Q = (¢,)22; is a dynamically generated basic sequence, then URN (Q) = UN(Q).

Proof. Tt is clear that UN(Q) C URN(Q), so we proceed to show that URN(Q) C UN(Q). To
this end, let y € URN(Q) and ¢ € N both be arbitrary, let 0, = (0,---,0), let By = (¢1,- - , q0),
——

¢
and let y = 0.y1y2- - yn - -@. Since Q is dynamically generated, Lemma tells us that for any
D e Nj and B € NZ22 we may define
D,B
M, and that »  Ppp=Pp. (111)
BeN{,

PD B = lim
n—00 n

Since x € RN(Q), we see that for any D € N§ and B € NEZQ we may define
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Tp p:= lim m: lim Qﬂ(DvB) _ PD7B
e N"?(Ofa B07 y) o Qn(ob BO) POg,Bo ’

and we see that for any (Hy)g2; € N we have

lim N (Dvay) :TD,Bqli)IgoN[C{)q(OEuBO)y)a

q—o0

(112)

(113)

provided that at least one of the limits exists. Now let us assume for the sake of contradiction that

there exists 0 <a < b <1and (Gg)g2y, (My)g2, € N such that

a= hmlan (0¢, Bo,y) = lim Ng (0¢, Bo,y), and

n—o0

b = limsup N9 (04, By, y) = hrn NY ,(0¢, Bo, y).

n—oo

Since () is dynamically generated, let U € N>3 be such that

lim —]{1<n<N|qn+Z§UV1<z<€}|>a+b
N—oo N 2b

We now see that

(114)

a+b Z Z hm NQ (D, B,y) = Z Z Tp,pa, hence a > 0, and

De[OU)fBGQU Del0,U)¢ Be[2,U]¢
b
1< ‘“L < Y Y Tosb= > Y lm NG (D.By),
De[o,U)t Be[2,U]* De[o,U)t Be[2 U]f

which yields the desired contradiction. It follows that

a= lim N9(0y, Bo,v)

n—oo

is well defined, and that for any D € Né and B € Nézw we have

lim N2(D,B,y) = Tp ga.
n—oo

We now see that for each U > 2 we have

lim —]{1<n<N|qn+Z§UV1<z<€}\

N—oco N

= > > nh_)mNQDBy)

Del0,U)¢ Be[2,U]¢

P
0e:B80 pejo,v)t Be,u7¢

Since
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> > Pps=1, (119)

DeNg BeNS,,

We see that as U — oo, the quantity in Equation (117)) approaches 1, while the rightmost quantity in
Equation ([118]) approaches 5%—, hence a = Py, g,. The desired result now follows from Equation

Po,,Bq

(116). O

7 g-power basic sequences

In the previous section we found some classes of basic sequences ) for which N (Q) = DN (Q) =
UN(Q). In this section we will assume that @ is a g-power sequence and establish some relations

between N(Q), DN (Q),UN(Q), and Nj.

Lemma 7.1. Let g € N>g and let Q = (¢,)52; € ({¢" Zozl)N be generated by (X, %, u, T, f,x)
with T := [ log, fdu < oo. Consider the set A = (an);2, determined by a9 = 0 and a, =
an-1+1log,(gn). For any k € Ny, the set Ay := AU(A+1)U---U(A+k) has natural density

d(Ag) = }/Xmin(k +1,log,(f))dp =1 — }/1 (f)>k+l(logg(f) —k —1)dp. (120)
og,

Proof. Consider the m.p.s. X' = (X', %', 1/, T’) that is the (discrete) flow of X under the function
log,(f). To be more precise, let £, = f1({g™}) so that we have

X' = L] L B x G, (B x 45) = (B and

m=1j=1
Tx',1 if x € B, x {m} for some m
P () nx ) |
(',74+1) else.
and #’ is the natural o-algebra. Letting Ay = (arn)oeq, B = Uy _y Em,1, and z € E correspond
to z € X (by abuse of notation), we see that a € Ay, if and only if

oo min(m,k+1)

Tz € |__|1 |T! Emj = E(k). (121)

We also see that x is a generic point for each 1g,, and hence for each 1) as well. The genericity

of z shows us that

1 & 1
d{meN |T"z € E(k)}) = lim — Z Lgg) (TTz) = W' (E(k)) = Vi /Xmin(k +1,1og, (f))dp.

O]
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Lemma 7.2. Let g € Nxy and let Q = (¢,)°2; € ({g"}22)" be a basic sequence generated by
(X, %, 1, T, f,z) with [ log(f)du < co. We have DN(Q) C N.

Proof. Consider the c.m.p.s. X' = (X', %', 1/, T") that is the flow of X under the function log,(f),
and let Ay = (akn)02; as in Lemma Let o > 0 be arbitrary, let kg = ko(0) € N be such that

d(Ay) > 1—0 and b°% > k for all k > ko, and let No i = AS. We see that (M;l’”y)zo:l

oo

distributed since y was assumed to be (J-distribution normal, so (Mg 1’”+ty) ) is also uniformly
n—

distributed for any ¢ € N since M, maps uniformly distributed sequences to uniformly distributed

is uniformly

sequences. Now let s = [dy,da, - ,dg] be an arbitrary word of length k& > k¢ and observe that for
each y € DN(Q) we have

k k
: s (Y, NsNok) 1 n di di 1
hmsup—:hmsupﬁ n €[, N\ Nop | My € E - E —+ =

N—o00 N N—ro00 i—1 i—1 g
k k k
; 1 al,n+t d; d; 1 k g"k
<)Y limsup—=[R1<n<N|M;" " ye —, =+ = =— <<
Yy | RN PP S ) I
so the desired result now follows from Theorem [T.8 O

Remark 7.3. We see that the converse to Lemma [7.2]is not true as a consequence of Example [3.2]

Proof of Theorem[1.7]. Theorem [1.5] tells us that UN(Q) = UDN(Q). Theorem [5.3] tells us that
DN(Q) = UN(Q). Theorem [1.9[ii) tells us that UN(Q) = N(Q) when we have ergodicity.
Lemma tells us that DN(Q) C Ny, so it only remains to show that Ny C DN(Q). Let
X =(X",%4 1, T") and E € %' both be as in Lemma and as before let us identify X with
E. Since @ is deterministic, X has 0 entropy, so X’ also has 0 entropy by Abramov’s formula. Let
y € N, be arbitrary and let v be any weak*-limit of the sequence {% 27]1\[:1 5Tm(m),M;(y) };o_l. We
see that v is a joining of x’ and m, where m denote the Lebesgue measure on [0,1). in Since My
is Bernoulli, it is disjoint (in the sense of Furstenberg) from 7", hence v = i’ X m. Since v was an
arbitrary weak™ limit, we see that (x,y) is a generic point for 7" x M, with respect to g x m. To

see that y € DN(Q), let 0 < a < b < 1 be arbitrary, recall that E is clopen and observe that

1
lim N\{lgnSN | ¢n- - quy € (a,b)}]

N—oo

= Jim Ny 1S < N(Tx My)" (w.y) € Ex (a,0)}[ = b —a.
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8 Questions and Conjectures

The present paper is only the beginning of the theory of dynamically generated basic sequences. In
this section we give many question and conjectures to illustrate how much more there is to be done.
Our first conjecture was discussed in detail in Remark so here we only state an abbreviated

version.

Conjecture 8.1. Theorem holds for any determinstic dynamically generated basic sequence
Q.

A positive answer to Conjecture [8.1] would also yield a positive answer to our next conjecture,

but we state it nonetheless because it is of independent interest.

Conjecture 8.2. If @ is a determinstic dynamically generated basic sequence, then N (Q) =

UN(Q) =UDN(Q) = DN(Q).
For a converse to Conjecture [8.2| we choose to be even bolder.

Conjecture 8.3. If @) is a non-deterministic dynamically generated basic sequence, then the fol-

lowing hold:
(i) W(Q)NDN(Q)) \UN(Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is Dy (IT3)-complete.
(i) DN(Q) \ V(Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is D (II§)-complete.

(iii) M(Q) \ DN(Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is Dy (II3)-complete.

It can be checked with a more detailed analysis that for the ) appearing in Example
we have that DN(Q) \ N(Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is D, (II3)-complete. Similarly, it
can be checked with a more detailed analysis that for the ) appearing in Example we have
that A'(Q) \ DN(Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is D (II$)-complete. We note that for any
dynamically generated basic sequence @, the sets N'(Q), RNV (Q), and DN(Q) are all TI3-complete
by [3].

As was mentioned in the introduction, two classical results in the theory of normality that make
use of Theorem Theorem are Rauzy’s Theorem [38] on normality preservation through addition,
as well as the Kamae-Weiss Selection rule [26], 27]. Consequently, we are left with the following

questions.

Question 8.4. Given a dynamically generated basic sequence (), what are the selection rules for
Q7

We point out that selection rules for a dynamically generated basic sequence ) are much more
delicate than the selection rules for base g expansions. When working with base g expansions, it
suffices to select a sequence of digits and use them to construct a new number. However, when
working with base () expansion, we must select pairs of digits and bases together, and this introduces

many additional complications.
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Question 8.5. Let Q be a dynamically generated basic sequence.

(i) When is N'(Q) preserved under addition?
(ii) When is DN (Q) preserved under addition?
(iii) When is UN(Q) preserved under addition?

There are also results that are not too difficult to prove for base g expansions, but become much
harder when dealing with Cantor series. For example, it is simple to show that base g normality is
preserved under integer multiplication, and with a little more work, it can be shown that it is even
preserved under rational multiplication. While it is clear that distribution normality is preserved
under integer multiplication for any basic sequence (), the situation is not so simple for (J-normality.
Let

2(Q) ={z e N(Q) : nz ¢ N(Q)Vn € N>a}.

It was observed by Mance in [32] that there exists a basic sequence @ for which Z(@Q) is non-empty.
Furthermore, there is a large class of basic sequences () where dimpg (£(Q)) = 1. This follows from
a small modification of the proof of Theorem 3.5 in the paper of Airey and Mance [§]. In order
to do this, we instead let £ = Ey.FE1FEs ... € N(P) satisfy the property that E, < logp,. This is
possible by the proof of Theorem 3.12 of [32]. After this change, Theorem 3.5 of [8] describes a

large class of ) where

dimpy (2(Q) NNV(Q) \ DN (Q)) = 1.

Furthermore, for @) where ¢, — oo, it was shown by Airey and Mance [7] that for every r € Q \ Z
dimp ({z € DN(Q) : ra ¢ DN(Q)}) = 1. It was also shown by Airey, Mance, and Vandehey [L1]
that there exists a ) such that

dimpg ({2 € [0,1) : rz + s e N(Q) \ DN(Q) Vr € Q\ {0}, Vs € Q}) = 1.

In this direction we have proven Theorem but we are still left with the following conjecture

and questions.

Conjecture 8.6. If () is a dynamically generated basic sequence, then UN(Q) is preserved under

rational multiplication.

Question 8.7. Let () be a dynamically generated basic sequence.
(i) When is DN(Q) preserved under rational multiplication?
(ii) When is N(Q) preserved under rational multiplication?

Both having a Hot Spot Theorem and equivalence of normality and distribution normality
appear to be essential for developing a theory of normality for a basic sequence @ that resembles
that of a base g expansion. It is not clear whether it is possible to have one of these and not the

other and what effect this would have. Thus, we ask the following.
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Question 8.8.

(i) Does there exist a basic sequence @ for which DN(Q) = N(Q), but for which @ does not
admit a Hot Spot Theorem?

(ii) Does there exist a basic sequence @ for which DN(Q) # N(Q), but for which @ admits a
Hot Spot Theorem?

Remark 8.9. While we have briefly mentioned joinings and disjointness of dynamical systems in
the proof of Theorem we have not initiated a deeper study of the dynamical properties of the
skew product system X7. In personal communications, Tim Austin proved for us that X7 is an
intermediate factor between X and X x B where B is a Bernoulli shift of infinite entropy. It can also
be checked that the algebra of sets Sp (discussed in Section [4)) in X x [0,1) naturally generate a
factor XN(@) of X/ that carries all of the dynamical information relating to Q-normality. A deeper
understanding of the following diagram of factors may help resolve the questions and conjectures

posed in this section.

X xB

l
i} \\\\\ﬂ(rﬂf

However, we warn the reader that if A is a joining measure on X x B, then it does not necessarily

(122)

(@)

project to the measure 1 x m on X7, otherwise we would have easily been able to show that
DN (Q) # UDN(Q) when Q is a non-deterministic dynamically generated basic sequence. It is
also worth noting that if X' has zero entropy, then the main result of [42] tells us that X f s
measurable isomorphic to X x B, where B’ = ([0,1),.Z,m,S) is Bernoulli. The reason that we
cannot currently make use of this seemingly relevant fact, is that the isomorphism is measurable
and not topological. More concretely, if @ is a basic sequence generated by (X, %, u, T, f,z), then

a measurable isomorphism may lose all information related to the point x.
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