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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, β-expansions, and Lüroth series expansions.

Let Q = (qn)n∈N be a sequence of integers greater than or equal to 2. The Q-Cantor series

expansion of x ∈ [0, 1) is the unique sum of the form x =
∑∞

n=1
xn

q1q2···qn , where xn ̸= qn − 1

infinitely often. For the Cantor series expansions, most of the literature thus far considers

Q 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 Q is a bounded basic sequence that is dynamically

generated by an ergodic system having zero entropy, then normality base Q coincides with

distribution normality base Q, and Q 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

length k in base g occur with relative frequency g−k in the g-ary expansion of x.1 We denote this

set by Ng. There is an enormous literature on normal numbers and the interested reader is referred

to the book of Bugeaud [17]. Furthermore, many of the concepts and theorems describing normal
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When normality and distribution normality coincide

numbers have been fully or partially extended to normal numbers in other numeration systems

such as continued fraction expansions, β-expansions, Lüroth 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 g if and only if the sequence

(gnx)∞n=1 is uniformly distributed mod 1.

While it is not difficult to prove Theorem 1.1, 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 1.1. For example, it is easy to show that rational addition preserves normality in base g

by invoking Theorem 1.1. That is, q+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 1.1 is the Kamae-Weiss selection rule [26, 27].

In addition to Theorem 1.1, one can consider variations of the (Classical) Hot Spot Theorem

to be as fundamental as Theorem 1.1. 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≥2 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

lim sup
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | {gny} ∈ (a, b)}| ≤ C(b− a), (1)

.

Theorem 1.3. Let y ∈ [0, 1) have base-g expansion y = 0.y1y2 · · · yn · · · . If there exists C ≥ 1

such that for every w = (w1, · · · , wℓ) ∈ {0, 1, · · · , g − 1}ℓ we have

lim sup
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | w = (yn, yn+1, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}| ≤

C

gℓ
, (2)

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 1.1, Theorem 1.2, or Theorem 1.3 . 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. Erdős and A. Rényi in [22] and [23] and by A. Rényi in [39], [40], and [41] and by P. Turán

in [43].

The Q-Cantor series expansions, first studied by G. Cantor in [18], 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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When normality and distribution normality coincide

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 = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ NN

≥2

is called a basic sequence. We let Q̃ =
∏∞

n=1[0, qn− 1] denote the space of Q-Cantor series of the

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

x =
∞∑
n=1

xn
q1q2 · · · qn

, (3)

where we assume without loss of generality that xn ̸= qn − 1 infinitely often. We may abbre-

viate this correspondence by writing x = 0.x1x2 · · ·xn · · ·Q, and we let ϕQ : Q̃ → [0, 1) be the

map given by ϕQ(xn)
∞
n=1 = x. We say that (xn)

∞
n=1 ∈ Q̃ is Q-distribution normal if the

sequence (qnqn−1 · · · q1ϕQ(xm)∞m=1)
∞
n=1 is uniformly distributed mod 1, and we let DN (Q) de-

note the collection of Q-distribution normal sequences. The sequence (xn)
∞
n=1 is Q-normal if all

blocks of digits occur with the expected frequency, which we will now define precisely. For a block

D = (d1, d2, · · · , dℓ) of potential digits and a j ∈ N, define

IQ,j(D) =

1 if d1 < qj , d2 < qj+1, · · · , dℓ < qj+ℓ−1

0 otherwise
, and Qn(D) =

n∑
j=1

IQ,j(D)

qjqj+1 · · · qj+ℓ−1
. (4)

Intuitively speaking, IQ,j(D) determines whether or not is is possible to see D as a block of digits

starting at position j, and Qn(D) calculates the expected number of occurrences of D in the first

n+ ℓ− 1 digits in the base Q expansion of a typical x ∈ [0, 1). Letting x = ϕQ(xn)
∞
n=1, we define

NQ
n (D,x) = #{i ≤ n : dj = xi+j , ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ}. (5)

The sequence (xn)
∞
n=1 is Q-normal if for all blocks D for which lim

n→∞
Qn(D) = ∞ we have

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D,x)

Qn(D)
= 1, (6)

and we denote the collection ofQ-normal sequences byN (Q). Similarly, (xn)
∞
n=1 isQ-ratio normal

(here we write x ∈ RN (Q)) if for all blocks D1 and D2 of equal length such that

lim
n→∞

min(Qn(D1), Qn(D2)) = ∞, we have

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (B1, x)/Qn(B1)

NQ
n (B2, x)/Qn(B2)

= 1. (7)

When Q = (g)∞n=1, 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 1.1. However, for a general

basic sequence Q we do not need to have N (Q) = DN (Q) or N (Q) = RN (Q). Interestingly,

if Q is a periodic basic sequence, then we once again have that N (Q) = RN (Q) = DN (Q) as
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When normality and distribution normality coincide

shown by Airey and Mance [5]. In particular if qn = 2 for n odd and qn = 3 for n even, then

N (Q) = RN (Q) = DN (Q) = N6.

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 ∩DN

N DN ∩RN

RN DN

(8)

An important case where this happens is where qn → ∞ and
∑ 1

qn
= ∞ is discussed in [3, 8,

11, 7, 9] 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 D2(Π
0
3)-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 [8].

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 Q we have DN (Q) = N (Q), and

that Q admits something like a Hot Spot Theorem. A natural candidate for consideration is the

class of dynamically generated Q, which we will define precisely in Section 1.3.

It is possible that there will always be sporadic cases of Q 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 Q may satisfy this property. Thus, we ask the following question.

Question 1.4. Consider the subset of the Baire space

S = {Q ∈ NN
≥2 : N (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 Q that suggests where to extend familiar results on normality. If the answer is no, then it is not

clear which basic sequences Q 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 1.4 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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When normality and distribution normality coincide

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 Q. In the case of a randomly generated basic sequence, one

may prove results about typical Q, but we wish to provide results for specific Q.

We will always use X to denote a complete separable metric space, B the Borel σ-algebra on X,

µ a probability measure on (X,B) that assigns positive measure to all non-empty open sets, and

T : X → X a continuous map that preserves µ. We call X := (X,B, µ, T ) a continuous measure

preserving system (c.m.p.s.). More generally, we let (Y,A , ν) denote a standard probability

space and S : Y → Y a measurable map that preserves ν, and we call Y := (Y,A , ν, S) a measure

preserving system (m.p.s.). If f : Y → N≥2 is measurable, then y ∈ Y is a generic point for

f if for all w = (w1, w2, · · · , wℓ) ∈ Nℓ
≥2 and

Ew :=
ℓ⋂

i=1

T−if−1(wi), we have lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1Ew(T
ny) = µ(Ew). (9)

We will often consider a block of bases B = (b1, · · · , bℓ) ∈ Nℓ
≥2, so we may also use the notation

EB instead of Ew in such situations. A point x ∈ X is a generic point if it is a generic point for

all f ∈ C(X) ∩ L1(X,µ), i.e., if for all such f (taking values in C, not just N≥2) we have

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

f(Tnx) =

∫
X
fdµ. (10)

Given a m.p.s. (Y,A , ν, S) and some measurable f : Y → N≥2, the σ-algebra generated by f is

the smallest S-invariant σ-algebra Af ⊆ A with respect to which f is measurable. We will also be

assuming throughout this paper that if Ew ̸= ∅, then ν(Ew) > 0. If X is a c.m.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 Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 is dynamically generated if there

exists a c.m.p.s. (X,B, µ, T ), a continuous function f : X → N≥2 that generates the topology

of X, and a generic point x ∈ X for which qn = f (Tnx), and we say that Q is generated by

(X,B, µ, T, f, x).

In Lemma 4.1 we will give an alternative characterization of which basic sequences Q are

dynamically generated. We see that (q1, · · · , qℓ) = (w1, · · · , wℓ) if and only if x ∈ Ew. It is worth

observing that for g ∈ N≥2, the classical theory of base g normality corresponds to the theory of the

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

f ≡ g.

5



When normality and distribution normality coincide

We will now discuss two natural strengthenings of the notions of Q-normality and Q-distribution

normality for dynamically generated Q. Let us fix a block D = (d1, · · · , dℓ) of potential digits

and a block B = (b1, · · · , bℓ) of potential bases. Let SB = {j ∈ N | (qj , qj+1, · · · , qj+ℓ−1) =

(b1, b2, · · · , bℓ)}, and define

Qn(D,B) =
∑

j∈SB∩[1,n]

IQ,j(D)

b1b2 · · · bK
, and for z = 0.z1z2 · · · zn · · ·Q define

NQ
n (D,B, z) = #{j ∈ SB ∩ [1, n] : di = zj+i, ∀ 0 ≤ i < k}.

Intuitively speaking, Qn(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 Q expansion of a generic x ∈ [0, 1).

Similarly, NQ
n (D,B, z) counts the number of occurrences of the block of digits D paired with the

block of bases B in the base Q expansion of z. We say that z ∈ [0, 1) is uniformly Q-normal if

for all blocks D and B with lim
n→∞

Qn(D,B) = ∞, we have

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D,B, z)

Qn(D,B)
= 1, (11)

and we denote the collection of such sequences by UN (Q). For D = (d1, · · · , dℓ) and B =

(b1, · · · , bℓ), we write D < B if di < bi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. It is worth noting that when Q is

dynamically generated, if D and B are blocks for which D < B and B appears at least once in Q,

then lim
n→∞

Qn(D,B) = ∞. Now suppose that Q is generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x).

A sequence (xn)
∞
n=1 ⊆ X × [0, 1) is uniformly distributed (with respect to µ)2 if for any

F ∈ C(X × [0, 1)) ∩ L1(X × [0, 1), µ×m) we have

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

F (xn) =

∫
X×[0,1)

Fdµ×m. (12)

We say that z ∈ [0, 1) is uniformly Q-distribution normal if (x, z) has a uniformly distributed

orbit in the skew product system X f := (X × [0, 1),B × L , µ × m,T ⋊M), where Mnz = nz

(mod 1), T ⋊M(x, z) = (Tx,Mf(x)z), L is the Lebesgue σ-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,B, µ, T, f, x). However, we

will prove in Theorem 1.5 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 Q is dynamically generated, then there is at least some connection

between blocks of digits and distributional properties.

Theorem 1.5. IfQ = (qn)
∞
n=1 is a dynamically generated basic sequence, then UN (Q) = UDN (Q).

2We remark that our definition of uniform distribution is motivated by that of [30, Definition 3.1.1].
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When normality and distribution normality coincide

1.3 Main Results

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

theorem.

Theorem 1.6. If Q is a basic sequence generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x) with (X,B, µ, T ) ergodic

and having zero entropy, and
∫
X log(f)dµ <∞, 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 Q for which N (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

(13)

For g ∈ N≥2 we let Mg : [0, 1) → [0, 1) is given by Mg(y) = gy (mod 1). A sequence (qn)
∞
n=1 ⊆

NN
≥2 is a g-power sequence if qn = gan with an ∈ 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≥2 and let Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ ({gn}∞n=1)

N be a basic sequence generated by

(X,B, µ, T, f, x) with (X,B, µ, T ) ergodic and having zero entropy, and
∫
X log(f)dµ < ∞. We

have N (Q) = DN (Q) = UN (Q) = UDN (Q) = Ng.

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 1.6, 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.y1y2y3 · · · .
Suppose that for any σ > 0, there exists arbitrarily large k, subsets Nσ,k ⊆ N of natural upper

density at most σ, and a constant C > 0 (not dependent on σ or k) such that the following holds:

for every word s = [d1, d2, · · · , dk] of length k we have

lim sup
N→∞

νs (y,N ;Nσ,k)

N
≤ Cbσk

gk
, (14)

where νs(y,N ;Nσ,k) = #{i ∈ [1, N ] \ Nσ,k : yi+j = dj , ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ k}. Then y is normal in base-g.

For any dynamically generated basic sequence Q and any block of digits D ∈ Nℓ
0, let

PD := lim
n→∞

Qn(D)

n
. (15)

7
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It will be shown in Lemma 4.3 that PD 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 = (qn)
∞
n=1 be a basic sequence generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x)

with (X,B, µ, T ) having zero entropy and
∫
X log(f)dµ <∞.

(i) Let y ∈ [0, 1) be such that for any σ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a δ > 0 and a subset Nσ ⊆ N of

natural upper density at most 1 − σ, and a constant C > 0 (not dependent on σ) such that

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

lim sup
N→∞

ν(a,b) (y,N,Q;Nσ)

N
< C(b− a)σ, (16)

where ν(a,b) (y,N, (an)
∞
n=1;Nσ) = ν(a,b)

(
y,N, (an)

N
n=1;Nσ

)
= #{n ∈ [0, N−1]\Nσ :

∏n
i=1 aiy

∈ (a, b)}. Then y ∈ UDN (Q).

(ii) Suppose that (X,B, µ, T ) is ergodic. For A ⊆ N, a block of digits D ∈ Nℓ
0, and a y =

0.y1y2 · · · yi · · ·Q ∈ [0, 1), let

NQ
n (D, y;A) = #{i ∈ [1, n] \A | yi+j = dj ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ}. (17)

Fix y ∈ [0, 1) and C > 0. If for every σ ∈ (0, 1) there exists ℓσ ∈ N and Nσ ⊆ N with upper

density at most 1− σ such that for every ℓ ≥ ℓσ and every D ∈ Nℓ
0 we have

lim sup
n→∞

NQ
n (D, y;Nσ)

n
≤ CPD, (18)

then y ∈ UN (Q).

Recalling Question 1.4, we would like to have version of Theorem 1.6 that fully characterizes

those Q for which N (Q) = DN (Q) with a Borel condition. Similarly, we would like an improvement

of Theorem 1.9 that fully characterizes all Q which admit a Hot Spot Theorem. We note that the

set of Q that are described in Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.9 is a Borel set. The set of Q satisfying

conditions (i) and (iii) of Lemma 4.1 is a Π0
3-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 Q satisfying every condition of Lemma 4.1 is a Π0
3-complete

set. So the set of dynamically generated basic sequences is a Π0
3-complete set.

Further, we note that the set of dynamically generated Q with entropy zero is trivially a Π0
3 set

although it is likely that this set can be proven to be Π0
3-complete by combining the techniques in

[2] and [4]. The condition that
∫
X log(f)dµ < ∞ is a boundedness condition and thus only Σ0

2. It

can be shown that the ergodicity condition is Π0
4. Thus, the set of Q that satisfy the assumptions of

Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.9 is a Borel set and is Π0
4 although it is not clear if it is Π0

4-complete.

8
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If the assumptions about ergodicity and
∫
X log(f)dµ < ∞ are removed, then we would only have

to deal with a Π0
3-complete condition in Theorem 1.6.

Lastly, we provide several questions and conjectures in Section 8
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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 1.9 and Theorem 1.6, we

will begin with 4 examples of Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 that are generated by an ergodic zero entropy system

X := (X,B, µ, T ), a function f : X → N≥2 satisfying
∫
X log(f)dµ < ∞, 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 4.9 for the rest. For all of the following

examples, we use a, b, c, and d to denote distinct elements of N≥2.

Example 2.1 (Periodic sequences). If there existsm ∈ N for which qn = qn+m for all n ∈ N, then Q
is dynamically generated by rotation on a finite set. It is clear that Q is bounded and deterministic

in this case. Let g = q1q2 · · · qm−1. The fact that DN (Q) = N(Q) = Ng was first observed in [6].

While UN (Q) and DN (Q) were not yet defined in [6], the fact that UDN (Q) = UN (Q) = Ng 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 α ∈ R \ Q be arbitrary and consider the system

X := (T,L ,m, T ) given by T (x) = x + α. Using the natural identification between T and [0, 1),

we consider the function f given by f(x) = a if x ∈ [0, 0.5) and f(x) = 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(Tnx))∞n=1 is dynamically generated, bounded, and deterministic. The determinism of Q

follows from the fact that Q 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

9
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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,B, µ, 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 x ∈ 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 α ∈ R\Q be arbitrary and consider the system
(
T2,L 2,m2, T

)
with

T (x, y) = (x+α, y+2x+α). The system is uniquely ergodic, hence (0, 0) is a generic point. We see

that Tn(0, 0) = (nα, n2α). Using the natural identification between T2 and [0, 1)2, we consider the

function f given by f(x, y) = a if x ≥ y and f(x, y) = b if x < y. This produces the dynamically

generated basic sequence Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 given by qn = a if {nα} ≥

{
n2α

}
and qn = 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 = {a1, · · · , ak} and a function ψ : A → A∗, where A∗

is the collection of finite words over A. The function ψ is called a substitution. Given a word

w ∈ A∗, we define ψ(w) by applying ψ to each constituent letter of w and then concatenating the

results together in order, which yields a new word in A∗. The substitution ψ is primitive if there

exists t ∈ N such that for each a ∈ A, the word ψt(a) contains every letter of A at least once. We

say that the substitution ψ has property (H1) if for each a ∈ A we have limt→∞ |ψt(a)| = ∞, and

ψ has property (H2) if ψ(a1) is a word that start with the letter a1. If ψ satisfies properties (H1)

and (H2), then there exists an infinite word ψ∞(a1) ∈ AN whose initial words agree with ψt(a1)

for every t ∈ N. We obtain a topological dynamical system (X,T ) by letting T : AN → AN be the

left shift map and X the orbit closure of ψ∞(a1). If ψ is primitive, then (X,T ) will be minimal,

uniquely ergodic, and have zero entropy.

Our next 3 concrete examples will involve a primitive substitution ψ : A → A∗ that satisfies

properties (H1) and (H2). In all 3 examples we consider the function f : {a, b}N → {a, b} given by

f((xn)
∞
n=1) = 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 Ψ given by Ψ(a) = b and

Ψ(b) = ab generates the Fibonacci sequence. While Ψ is primitive, and satisfies property (H2),

it does not satisfy (H1), so we instead consider ψ = Ψ2. We see that ψ(a) = ab and ψ(b) = bab,

so ψ has all of the desired properties. The infinite word ψ∞(a) is naturally identified with a

dynamically generated basic sequence Q. To see the first 29 letters of ψ∞(a), we write ψt(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 ψ given by ψ(a) = ab and

ψ(b) = ba generates the Thue-Morse sequence and is seen to satisfy all of our desired properties.

As before, we identify the infinite word ψ∞(a) with a dynamically generated basic sequence Q.

To see the first 32 letters of ψ∞(a), we write ψt(a) for t ∈ [0, 5].

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

(c) The Rudin-Shapiro Sequence. Let A = {a, b, c, d}. The substitution ψ given by ψ(a) = ab,

ψ(b) = ac, ψ(c) = db, and ψ(d) = dc generates the Rudin-Shapiro sequence and is seen to

satisfy all of our desired properties. We once again identify the infinite word ψ∞(a) with a

dynamically generated basic sequence Q. To see the first 32 letters of ψ∞(a), we write ψt(a)

for t ∈ [0, 5].

a, ab, abac, abacabdc, abacabdcabacdcdb, abacabdcabacdcdbabacabdbdcdbdcac (21)

Example 2.5. (Bernoulli random sequences) Fix some (potentially infinite) A ⊆ N≥2 and a prob-

ability measure µ on A with full support. Consider the m.p.s. X :=
(
AN,B, T, µN

)
where B is

the Borel σ-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, µ)-normal sequence to be a generic point for T in X . We see that the function f : AN → A
given by f((xn)

∞
n=1) = x1 is continuous and generates the topology of AN, so any (A, µ)-normal

sequence is also a dynamically generated sequence.

When A = [2, 11] and µ is the uniform probability measure on A, we have the following 3

concrete examples of (A, µ)-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.c1 · · · cn · · · ∈ [0, 1) is normal base 10. Since

C = 0.1234567891011121314151617181920212223242526272829..., (22)

we see that the corresponding example of a (A, µ)-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-Erdős Constructions. Davenport and Erdős [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 C2 ∈ [0, 1) is normal. Since

C2 = 0.149162536496481100121144169196225256..., (23)

we see that the corresponding example of a (A, µ)-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, ...

(c) The Copeland-Erdős Number. Copeland and Erdős [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 C3 ∈ [0, 1) is normal. Since

C3 = 0.2357111317192329313741434753596167717379838997101..., (24)

we see that the corresponding example of a (A, µ)-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 µ be the probability measure on

((0, 1),L ) given by dµ = (log(2)(1 + x))−1dx and let TG : (0, 1) → (0, 1) be given by TGx =
{
1
x

}
.

The m.p.s. ((0, 1),L , µ, TG) 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 ϕ : (0, 1) \Q → NN

satisfying T ◦ ϕ = ϕ ◦ TG, where T : NN → NN is the left shift map. In particular, ϕ is a bijection

between the generic points of TG and those of T . Since the function f : NN → N≥2 given by

f ((xn)
∞
n=1) = x1+1 is continuous and generates the topology of NN, 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 [1]. Their example is to first take an ordering of Q ∩ (0, 1)

by 1
2 ,

1
3 ,

2
3 ,

1
4 ,

2
4 ,

3
4 ,

1
5 ,

2
5 ,

3
5 ,

4
5 , · · · , 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 = [2, 3, 1, 2, 1, 2, 1, 3, 5, 2, 2, 1, 1, 2, 1, 4, · · · . (25)

The corresponding dynamically generated basic sequence is given by

12
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Q = (3, 4, 2, 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 ∈ N∪ {∞}, let wn denote

the concatenation of n copies of w. Now consider the basic sequence Q corresponding to the infinite

word abcbac(abc)2(bac)2(abc)3(bac)3 · · · (abc)n(bac)n · · · . It is readily verified that Q satisfies the

conditions of Lemma 4.1, hence it is a dynamically generated basic sequence. Let X denote the

orbit closure of Q in {a, b, c}N and T : X → X the left shift map. For 1 ≤ i ≤ 6, let xi ∈ X be

given by x1 = (abc)∞, x2 = (bca)∞, x3 = (cab)∞, x4 = (bac)∞, x5 = (acb)∞, and x6 = (cba)∞. Let

µ = limN→∞
1
N

∑N
n=1 δTnQ with convergence taking place in the weak∗ topology, and observe that

µ = 1
6

∑6
i=1 δxi . Since Q is generated by (X,B, µ, T ), and {x1, x2, x3} is a nontrivial T -invariant

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

Remark 2.8. In Example 2.7, it seems like it would be easier to use the sequence Q′ corresponding

to aba2b2a3b3 · · · anbn · · · . Unfortunately, Q′ does not satisfy condition (ii) of Lemma 4.1 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 1.9, Theorem 1.6, and Theorems 6.2 and 6.3

when the various definitions of uniform normality are suitably modified. The important property

that distinguishes Q′ from the pathological example given in Remark 4.2 is that for any finite word

w that appears in Q′ 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 ≤ 1 and c ∈ [0, 1), we have 2c (mod 1) ∈
(a, b) if and only if c ∈

(
1
2a,

1
2b
)⋃ (1

2a+
1
2 ,

1
2b+

1
2

)
. Consequently, we will adopt the notation

2−1(a, b) :=
(
1
2a,

1
2b
)⋃ (1

2a+
1
2 ,

1
2b+

1
2

)
. 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 Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈

{2, 4}N for which (N2 ∩ DN (Q)) \ N (Q) ̸= ∅.

Proof. Let y ∈ [0, 1) be normal base 4. We will now inductively the basic sequence Q. At the first

step we define q1 = 4 if y ∈ [0, 0.5) and q1 = q2 = 2 if y ∈ [0.5, 1). For the nth step of the induction,

13
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we assume that qi is defined for 1 ≤ i ≤ M = M(n), and we define qM+1 = 4 if 4n−1y ∈ [0, 0.5)

and qM+1 = qM+2 = 2 if 4n−1y ∈ [0.5, 1). We see by the construction of Q that the digits 2 and

3 never appear in the base Q expansion of y, so y is not Q-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) ≈ 3
2n. Letting 0 ≤ a < b ≤ 1 be arbitrary, we see that

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | qn · · · q1y ∈ (a, b)}| = lim

N→∞

1

M(N)
|{1 ≤ n ≤M(N) | qn · · · q1y ∈ (a, b)}|

= lim
N→∞

1

M(N)
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | 4ny ∈ (a, b)} ∪ {1 ≤ n ≤ N | 4ny ∈ [0.5, 1)] & 2 · 4ny ∈ (a, b)]}|

= lim
N→∞

2

3N

∣∣{1 ≤ n ≤ N | 4ny ∈ (a, b)} ∪ {1 ≤ n ≤ N | 4ny ∈ [0.5, 1) ∩ 2−1(a, b)
}∣∣

=
2

3

(
m(a, b) +m

(
[0.5, 1) ∩ 2−1(a, b)

))
= b− a.

Example 3.2. There exists a non-deterministic dynamically generated sequences Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈

{2, 4}N and a y ∈ N2 for which
(∏n

j=1 qjy
)∞
n=1

converges in distribution to the probability measure

µ given by

µ(a, b) =

4
5(b− a) if 0 ≤ a < b ≤ 1

2

6
5(b− a) if 1

2 ≤ a < b ≤ 1.
(27)

In particular, this Q does not admit a Hot Spot Theorem.

Proof. Let y ∈ [0, 1) be normal base 4. We will now inductively construct a basic sequence Q :=

(qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ {2, 4}N. At the first step we define q1 = 4 if y /∈ [0.25, 0.5) and q1 = q2 = 2 if

y ∈ [0.25, 0.5). For the nth step of the induction, we assume that qi is defined for 1 ≤ i ≤M =M(n),

and we define qM+1 = 4 if 4n−1y /∈ [0.25, 0.5) and qM+1 = qM+2 = 2 if 4n−1y ∈ [0.25, 0.5). Letting

M(n) be as above, we see that M(n+1)−M(n) = 1, 2 and M(n) ≈ 5
4n. Letting 0 ≤ a < b ≤ 1 be

arbitrary, we see that

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | qn · · · q1y ∈ (a, b)}| = lim

N→∞

1

M(N)
|{1 ≤ n ≤M(N) | qn · · · q1y ∈ (a, b)}|

= lim
N→∞

1

M(N)
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | 4ny ∈ (a, b)} ∪ {1 ≤ n ≤ N | 4ny ∈ [0.25, 0.5) & 2 · 4ny ∈ (a, b)]}|

= lim
N→∞

4

5N

∣∣{1 ≤ n ≤ N | 4ny ∈ (a, b)} ∪ {1 ≤ n ≤ N | 4ny ∈ [0.25, 0.5) ∩ 2−1(a, b)}
∣∣

=

4
5m(a, b) = 4

5(b− a) if 0 ≤ a < b ≤ 1
2

4
5

(
m(a, b) +m

(
[0.25, 0.5) ∩ 2−1(a, b)

))
= 6

5(b− a) if 1
2 ≤ a < b ≤ 1.
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Remark 3.3. Given C ∈
(
1, 54
)
, we can modify the previous construction to let qM+1 = qM+2 = 2

if and only if 4n−1y ∈ [0.25, 0.5) and M(n) < Cn. Doing so will result in the measure µ given by

µ(a, b) =

 1
C (b− a) if 0 ≤ a < b ≤ 1

2(
2− 1

C

)
(b− a) if 1

2 ≤ a < b ≤ 1.
(28)

It is worth noting that in Lemma 7.2 it is shown that N (Q) ⊆ N2, so this example also shows that

Lemma 7.2 does not have a converse.

Example 3.4. For a, b ∈ N≥2 satisfying a < b and a|b, there exists a non-deterministic dynamically

generated basic sequence Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ {a, b}N for which N (Q) \ DN (Q) ̸= ∅.

Proof. Let (Ω,P) be a probability space and (qn(ω))
∞
n=1 a sequences of i.i.d. random variables

taking values in {a, b} with P(qn = a) = P(qn = b) = 1
2 . Let ϵ ∈

(
0, 1b
]
be arbitrary and (yn(ω))

∞
n=1

be another sequence of independent random variables defined by

yn(ω) =



0 with probability 1
a + ϵ if qn(ω) = a

1 with probability 1
a − ϵ if qn(ω) = a

i with probability 1
a if qn(ω) = a and 2 ≤ i < a

0 with probability 1
b − ϵ if qn(ω) = b

1 with probability 1
b + ϵ if qn(ω) = b

i with probability 1
b if qn(ω) = b and 2 ≤ i < b.

(29)

For the sake of concreteness, we mention that yn(ω) and qm(ω) are independent when n ̸= m.

Letting Q(ω) = (qn(ω))
∞
n=1, we will show that we have y(ω) := 0.y1(ω) · · · yn(ω) · · ·Q(ω) ∈ N (Q(ω))\

DN (Q(ω)) with probability 1. Since the i.i.d. sequence (qn(ω))
∞
n=1 over Ω can be modeled as

(q1 (T
nω))∞n=1 for some Bernoulli measure preserving transformation T : Ω → Ω, we can take ω to

be a generic point to see that (qn(ω))
∞
n=1 is dynamically generated for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, which will yield

the desired result.

To this end, we begin by showing that with probability 1 we have y(ω) ∈ N (Q(ω)). We will

show that all blocks of digits D = (d1, · · · , dℓ) occur with the correct frequency by induction on

the length ℓ of the block. We begin with the base case of ℓ = 1 of our induction. We remark that

all calculations in the rest of this proof occur with probability 1 with respect to ω.
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1

n
Q(ω)n({i}) =

1

n

n∑
j=1

1

qj(ω)
−→
n→∞

1

2

(
1

a
+

1

b

)
=
a+ b

2ab
, for 0 ≤ i < a, (30)

1

n
Q(ω)n({i}) =

1

n

n∑
j=1

1

qj(ω)
1qj(ω)=b −→

n→∞

1

2b
, for a ≤ i < b, (31)

lim
n→∞

1

n
NQ(ω)

n (0, y(ω)) =
1

2︸︷︷︸
P(qn=a)

·
(
1

a
+ ϵ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
P(yn=0)

+
1

2︸︷︷︸
P(qn=b)

·
(
1

b
− ϵ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
P(yn=0)

=
a+ b

2ab
, (32)

lim
n→∞

1

n
NQ(ω)

n (1, y(ω)) =
1

2︸︷︷︸
P(qn=a)

·
(
1

a
− ϵ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
P(yn=1)

+
1

2︸︷︷︸
qn(ω)=b

·
(
1

b
+ ϵ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
P(yn=1)

=
a+ b

2ab
, (33)

lim
n→∞

1

n
NQ(ω)

n (i, y(ω)) =
1

2︸︷︷︸
P(qn=a)

· 1

a︸︷︷︸
P(yn=i)

+
1

2︸︷︷︸
P(qn=b)

· 1

b︸︷︷︸
P(yn=i)

=
a+ b

2ab
, for 2 ≤ i < a (34)

lim
n→∞

1

n
NQ(ω)

n (i, y(ω)) =
1

2︸︷︷︸
P(qn=a)

· 0︸︷︷︸
P(yn=i)

+
1

2︸︷︷︸
P(qn=b)

· 1

b︸︷︷︸
P(yn=i)

=
1

2b
, for a ≤ i < b. (35)

Now that we have completed the base case of ℓ = 1, we proceed to the inductive step and assume

that the desired result holds for all blocks of length ℓ = L so that we can show that the result also

holds for blocks of length ℓ = L+ 1. Let D = (d1, · · · , dL, dL+1) ∈ {0, · · · , b− 1}L+1 be a block of

digits. Recalling that (qn(ω))
∞
n=1 and (yn(ω))

∞
n=1 are i.i.d. sequences, we see that if for some j ∈ N

we consider the set Ωj,B ⊆ Ω given by

Ωj,B = {ω ∈ Ω | (yj(ω), yj+1(ω), · · · , yj+L−1(ω)) = (b1, b2, · · · , bL)}, (36)

then we still have that P(qj+ℓ = a | ω ∈ Ωj,B) = P(qj+ℓ = b | ω ∈ Ωj,B) =
1
2 , and the distribution

of yj+L(ω) also does not change when restricted to Ωj,B. Consequently, we see that if D′ =

(d1, d2, · · · , dL), then

lim
n→∞

1

n
Qn(ω)(D) =

(
lim
n→∞

1

n
Q(ω)n

(
D′)) ·

(
lim
n→∞

1

n
Q(ω)n({bL+1})

)
, and (37)

lim
n→∞

1

n
NQ(ω)

n (D, y(ω)) =

(
lim
n→∞

1

n
NQ(ω)

n

(
D′, y(ω)

))(
lim
n→∞

1

n
NQ(ω)

n (dL+1, y(ω))

)
, (38)

so the desired result follows from the induction hypothesis.

Now we show that y(ω) /∈ DN (Q(ω)) almost surely. Let c = b
a . We observe that qn(ω) · · · q1(ω)

y(ω) ∈
[
0, 1a
)
if and only if (qn+1(ω), xn+1(ω)) ∈ {(a, 0), (b, 0), (b, 1), · · · , (b, c− 1)}, so
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(
1[

0, 1
a

)(qn(ω) · · · q1(ω)y(ω)))∞

n=1

(39)

is an i.i.d. sequence of random variables. Consequently, we can use the strong law of large numbers

to see that

d

({
n ∈ N | q1(ω)q2(ω) · · · qn(ω)y(ω) ∈

[
0,

1

a

)})
= lim

N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1[
0, 1

a

)(qn(ω) · · · q1(ω)y(ω))
=P
(
y(ω) ∈

[
0,

1

a

))
=

1

2︸︷︷︸
P(q1=a)

·
(
1

a
+ ϵ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
P(y1=0)

+
1

2︸︷︷︸
P(q1=b)

· c

b︸︷︷︸
P(y1<c)

=
1

a
+

1

2
ϵ >

1

a
.

Remark 3.5. In Example 3.4, the assumption that a|b was used to simplify the proof that y(ω) /∈
DN (Q(ω)) almost surely. We leave it as an exercise to show that Example 3.4 holds for any

a ̸= b ∈ N≥2.

Example 3.6. Let g ∈ N≥2 and Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ ({gn}∞n=1)

N be a basic sequence generated by

(X,B, µ, T, f, x) with
∫
X log(f)dµ = ∞.

(i) Ng \ (N (Q) ∪ DN (Q)) ̸= ∅.

(ii) UN (Q) \ Ng ̸= ∅.

Proof of (i). Let qn = gan , let sn =
∑n

i=1 ai, let (Y ′
n)

∞
n=1 be an i.i.d. sequence of random vari-

ables whose values are uniformly distributed over {0, 1, · · · , g − 1}, and consider the sequence of

independent random variables (Yn)
∞
n=1 given by

Yn =

0 if am = a1 and sm−1 < n ≤ sm

Y ′
n otherwise.

(40)

We will show that y = 0.Y1Y2 · · ·Yn · · ·g is almost surely a g-normal number that is not Q-normal

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

lim
N→∞

∑N
n=1 a11an=a1∑N

n=1 an
= lim

N→∞

1
N

∑N
n=1 a11an=a1

1
N

∑N
n=1 an

≤ lim
N→∞

a1
1
N

∑N
n=1 log(qn)

= 0. (41)

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

variables along a subset of full density, so y is almost surely normal base g. To see that y is never

normal base Q, it suffices to observe that the digits corresponding to a base qn ̸= q1 are generated

uniformly at random, so they all occur with the expected frequency, but the digits corresponding

to a base of qn = q1 are always 0, so the frequency of the digit 0 will be too high. Furthermore, to

17
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see that y is almost surely not Q-distribution normal, we let vn = qn · · · q2q1y (mod 1) and observe

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

V := lim
N→∞

1

N

∣∣∣∣{1 ≤ n ≤ N | vn ∈
[
0,

1

g

)}∣∣∣∣ = 1

g
. (42)

However, letting y = 0.y1y2 · · · yn · · ·Q be the base Q expansion of y and dm := lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1qn=gm ,

we see that

V = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

P
(
yn ∈

[
0, gan−1

))
= d1 +

∞∑
n=2

1

g
dn =

1

g
+

(
1− 1

g

)
d1 >

1

g
. (43)

Proof of (ii). For eachm ∈ N let Bm = {n ∈ N | qn = gm}. We observe that if y ∈ [0, 1) is such that

all of its digits in its base Q 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 Q expansion of y along the set Bm to produce a number y′, then y′ ∈ 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 Q digits of y. For the base case, let the first digit of y be arbitrary

and let N1 = 1. Now assume that the first Nm digits of y have been constructed. Let Am denote

the collection of bases that do not appear in (qn)
Nm
n=1 and observe that

lim
N→∞

1
N

∑N
n=1 an1Ac

m
(qn)

1
N

∑N
n=1 an

≤ lim
N→∞

max(Ac
m)

1
N

∑N
n=1 log(qn)

= 0, hence lim
N→∞

1
N

∑N
n=1 an1Ac

m
(qn)

1
N

∑N
n=1 an1Am(qn)

= 0.

(44)

Let N ′
m+1 be such that

∑N ′
m+1

n=1 an1Ac
m
(qn)∑N ′

m+1

n=1 an1Am(qn)
<

1

m
. (45)

If qn ∈ Am for some Nm < n ≤ N ′
m+1, then set yn = 0, and if qn ∈ Am for some n > N ′

m+1,

then let yn be picked uniformly at random from all possible digits. Equation (45) tells us that the

first N ′
m+1 digits of the base g expansion of y have at least m times as many 0s as all other digits

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

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).

18
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Lemma 4.1. A basic sequence Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 is dynamically generated if and only if the following

conditions hold:

(i) For any w := (w1, w2, · · · , wk) ∈ Nk
≥2 the following limit exists

d(w) := lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | qn+i = wi ∀ 0 ≤ i < k}| . (46)

(ii) If d(w) = 0, then w ̸= [qn, qn+1, · · · , qn+k−1] for any n ∈ N.

(iii) For any k ∈ N, we have

∑
|w|=k

d(w) = 1. (47)

Proof. For the first direction, let us assume that Q satisfies (i)-(iii). Let X ′ = NN
≥2 with the product

topology, which is complete separable metric space under the metric d : X ′ ×X ′ → [0, 1] given by

d ((xn)
∞
n=1, (yn)

∞
n=1) =

∞∑
n=1

1

2n
δxn=yn . (48)

Let T : X ′ → X ′ be given by T (xn)
∞
n=1 = (xn+1)

∞
n=1, let X = cℓ({TnQ}∞n=1), and let f : X → N≥2

be given by f((x)∞n=1) = x1. We see that for each w = (w1, w2, · · · , wk) ∈ Nk
≥2 we have

Ew = {(xn)∞n=1 ∈ X | xi = wi ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k} , (49)

which is a basic open set of X. We use Equations (46) to see that

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1Ew(T
nQ) = d(w). (50)

Equation (47) allows us to invoke the Kolmogorov Consistency Theorem to see that

µ := lim
N→∞

1

N

N−1∑
n=0

δTnQ (51)

is a well defined probability measure with convergence taking place in the weak∗ topology. We see

that Q is a generic point for µ by construction, condition (ii) ensures that each non-empty open set

has positive µ-measure, and it is immediate that qn = f(TnQ) and that f generates the topology

of X.

For the next direction let us assume Q is generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x). Property (i) follows

from the fact that each Ew is an open set and x is a generic point. Property (ii) follows from the

fact that all non-empty open sets have positive µ-measure. Property (iii) follows from the fact that

{Ew | w ∈ Nk
≥2} forms a partition of X.
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Remark 4.2. The reason that we have condition (ii) in Lemma 4.1, and analogously the reason that

we assume µ assigns positive measure to open subsets of X is seen through the following example.

Let (qn)
∞
n=1 be given by qn = 2 if n is not a perfect square, and qn = 3 if n is a perfect square. Let

y = 0.y1y2 · · · yn · · ·2 be a normal number base 2, and let y′ = 0.y1y2 · · · yn · · ·Q. It can be checked

that y′ ∈ DN (Q) \ N (Q) even though Q satisfies conditions (i) and (iii) of Theorem 4.1. The

reason for this is that
∑

n=m2
1
3 = ∞, so we still expect to see infinitely many occurrences of the

digit 2 in elements of N (Q) even though the density of the occurrences of 3s among the qn is 0. In

particular, we see that d(w) = µ(Ew), and the measurable dynamics that we do on X will ignore

the Ew for which µ(Ew) = 0, even though the notion of normality for a basic sequence does not

ignore bases that appear with 0 density. See also Remark 2.8.

Lemma 4.3. Let Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 be a dynamically generated basic sequence.

(i) For any block of digits D = (d1, · · · , dℓ) ∈ Nℓ
0,

PD = lim
n→∞

Qn(D)

n
exists. (52)

(ii) For any block of digits D = (d1, · · · , dℓ) ∈ Nℓ
0 and any block of bases B = (b1, · · · , bℓ) ∈ Nℓ

≥2,

PD,B := lim
n→∞

Qn(D,B)

n
exists. (53)

(iii) For any ℓ ∈ N we have

∑
D∈Nℓ

0

PD = 1. (54)

(iv) For any ℓ ∈ N and any block of digits D ∈ Nℓ
0 we have

∑
B∈Nℓ

≥2

PD,B = PD. (55)

Proof. Let Q be generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x0). To show (i), let

fD(x) =


(∏ℓ

i=1 f
(
T ix

))−1
if f

(
T ix

)
> di ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ

0 else.
(56)

Since fD ∈ C(X) and x0 ∈ X is generic, we see that

PD = lim
n→∞

Qn(D)

n
= lim

N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

fD (Tnx0) =

∫
X
fDdµ (57)

is well defined. To show (ii), let
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fD,B(x) =


(∏ℓ

i=1 bi

)−1
if x ∈

⋂ℓ
i=1 T

−if−1({bi}) and bi > di for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ

0 else.
(58)

Since fD,B ∈ C(X) and x0 ∈ X is generic, we see that

PD,B := lim
n→∞

Qn(D,B)

n
= lim

N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

fD,B(T
nx0) =

∫
X
fD,Bdµ (59)

is well defined.

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

∑
D∈Nℓ

0

PD =
∑
D∈Nℓ

0

∫
X
fDdµ =

∫
X

∑
D∈Nℓ

0

fDdµ, (60)

so to prove Equation (54) it suffices to show that
∑
w∈Nℓ

0

fw = 1. To this end, let x ∈ X be arbitrary

and let w = (w1, · · · , wℓ) ∈ Nℓ
≥2 be such that x ∈ Ew =

⋂ℓ
i=1 T

−if−1({wi}). We see that

∑
D∈Nℓ

0

fD(x) =
∑

0≤di<wi
1≤i≤ℓ

(
ℓ∏

i=1

wi

)−1

= 1. (61)

Lastly, to show (iv) we observe that

∑
B∈Nℓ

≥2

PD,B =
∑

B∈Nℓ
≥2

∫
X
fD,Bdµ =

∫
X

∑
B∈Nℓ

≥2

fD,Bdµ, (62)

so Equation (55) follows from the observation that
∑

B∈Nℓ
≥2

fD,B = fD.

Remark 4.4. In light of Lemma 4.3, we see that for a dynamically generated basic sequence Q and

a z ∈ [0, 1), we have z ∈ N (Q) if and only if for all D ∈ Nℓ
0 with PD ̸= 0 we have

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D, z)

n
= PD = lim

n→∞

Qn(D)

n
. (63)

Similarly, we see that z ∈ UN (Q) if and only if for all D ∈ Nℓ
0 and B ∈ Nℓ

≥2 with PD,B ̸= 0 we have

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D,B, z)

n
= PD,B = lim

n→∞

Qn(D,B)

n
. (64)

It is worth remarking here that PD,B ̸= 0 if and only if D < B and µ(EB) > 0. In particular,

Qn(D,B) ̸= 0 for some n, then PD,B ̸= 0. Our next goal will be to obtain dynamical reformulations

of Equations (63) and (64).

Given a block of digits D = (d1, · · · , dℓ) ∈ Nℓ
0 and a block of bases B = (b1, · · · , bℓ) ∈ Nℓ

≥2
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satisfying D < B, we define

ID,B =

[
ℓ∑

i=1

di
b1 · · · bi

,
ℓ∑

i=1

di
b1 · · · bi

+
1

b1 · · · bℓ

)
, and

ED,B = T (EB)× ID,B.

We observe that for z = 0.z1z2 · · · zn · · ·Q and n ∈ N we have ((zn, · · · , zn+ℓ−1), (qn, · · · , qn+ℓ−1)) =

(D,B) if and only if (T ⋊M)n(x, z) ∈ ED,B.

We will now examine a concrete example. Consider the basic sequence Q generated by ([0, 1),L

,×2,m, f, x) where f(y) = 2 if y < 1
2 and f(y) = 3 if y ≥ 1

2 ,
3 and x is normal base 2. We see that

E2 = [0, 12) and E3 = [12 , 1), and that for any ℓ ∈ N and any B ∈ {2, 3}ℓ we have EB = [ a
2ℓ
, a+1

2ℓ
)

for some 0 ≤ a < 2ℓ. The next 3 figures show the sets EB × ID,B as subsets of [0, 1)2 for all D and

B with B ∈ {2, 3}ℓ and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 3. In these figures, the x-axis represents [0, 1), the sets EB are

represented by B, and the sets EB × ID,B are the rectangles marked with D that are over the set

EB.

Figure 1: EB and EB × ID,B when ℓ = 1. Figure 2: EB and EB × ID,B when ℓ = 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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a

Figure 3: EB and EB × ID,B when ℓ = 3.
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a

Figure 4: EB and EB × ID,B for selected values of D when ℓ = 3.
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We observe that for any block of digits D ∈ Nℓ
0, we have PD = µ × m(SD), where SD :=⋃

B∈Nℓ
≥2
ED,B. The reader is encouraged to revisit figures 1,2, and 4 in to see examples of the sets

SD. It is seen that the sets SD 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 ∈ Nℓ
0 and any block of bases

B ∈ Nℓ
≥2 we have PD,B = µ×m(ED,B). We are now ready to restate the characterizations of N (Q)

and UN (Q) given by Equations (63) and (64) respectively.

Theorem 4.5. Let Q be a basic sequence generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x) and let z ∈ [0, 1).

(i) z ∈ N (Q) if and only if for any block of digits D ∈ Nℓ
0 we have

µ×m(SD) = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1SD
((T ⋊M)n(x, z)) . (65)

(ii) z ∈ UN (Q) if and only if for any block of digits D ∈ Nℓ
0 and any block of bases B ∈ Nℓ

≥2 we

have

µ×m(ED,B) = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1ED,B
((T ⋊M)n(x, z)) . (66)

(iii) z ∈ DN (Q) if and only if for any 0 ≤ a < b ≤ 1 we have

b− a = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1X×(a,b)((T ⋊M)n(x, z)). (67)

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let Q be generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x). We will first show that UDN (Q) ⊆
UN (Q), so let z ∈ UDN (Q) be arbitrary. Now let ℓ ∈ N, D ∈ Nℓ

0, B ∈ Nℓ
≥2, and ϵ > 0 all be

arbitrary. Let h1, h2 ∈ Cb([0, 1)) be such that 0 ≤ h1 ≤ 1ID,B
≤ h2 and

∫ 1
0 (h2(y) − h1(y))dy < ϵ.

Since 1EB
∈ C(X), we see that F1(x, y) := 1B(x)h1(y) and F2(x, y) := 1B(x)h2(y) satisfy F1, F2 ∈

C(X × [0, 1)) ∩ L1(X × [0, 1), µ×m) and 0 ≤ F1 ≤ 1ED,B
≤ F2. Since z ∈ UDN (Q), we see that

µ(EB)

∫ 1

0
h1(y)dy = lim

N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

F1((T ⋊M)n(x, z)) ≤ lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1ED,B
((T ⋊M)n(x, z))

≤ lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

F2((T ⋊M)n(x, z)) = µ(EB)

∫ 1

0
h2(y)dy, hence∣∣∣∣∣ limN→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1ED,B
((T ⋊M)n(x, z))− µ(ED,B)

∣∣∣∣∣ < ϵµ(EB).

Since D,B, and ϵ were all arbitrary, Theorem 4.5(ii) tells us that z ∈ UN (Q).

Now we will show that UN (Q) ⊆ UDN (Q), so let z ∈ UN (Q) be arbitrary. Since the linear

span of functions of the form F (x, y) = g(x)h(y) with g ∈ Cb(X) ∩ L1(X,µ) and h ∈ Cb([0, 1)) are
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dense in C(X × [0, 1)) ∩ L1(X × [0, 1), µ × m) with respect to the supremum norm, we see that

z ∈ UDN (Q) if and only if

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

F ((T ⋊M)n(x, z)) =

∫
X×[0,1)

Fdµ×m, (68)

for all F of the given form. Now let us fix some g ∈ Cb(X) ∩ L1(X,µ), h ∈ Cb([0, 1)), and ϵ > 0.

Since h is uniformly continuous, there exists a δ > 0 such that for any partition P = {Pi}Li=1 of

[0, 1) into intervals of equal length with L ≥ δ−1, there exists a step function h′ =
∑L

i=1 ci1Pi for

which ||h−h′||∞ < ϵ. Now let ℓ = ⌈− log2(δ)⌉, and observe that for B = (b1, · · · , bℓ) ∈ Nℓ
≥2 we have

m(ID,B) = (b1b2 · · · bℓ)−1 ≤ 2−ℓ ≤ δ. Since {EB | B ∈ Nℓ
≥2} is a clopen cover of X, let {EB}B∈B

be a finite collection for which g′ := g1XB
with XB =

⋃
B∈B EB satisfies, ||g − g′||∞ < ϵ. Observe

that if B1, B2 are two blocks of bases for which B1 is an initial segment of B2, then EB2 ⊆ EB1 .

Next, observe that A := {EB | ℓ ∈ N, B ∈ Nℓ
≥2 & B extends some B′ ∈ B} is a basis of clopen

sets for the topology of XB. Now let B1 be a collection of blocks B that each extend some B′ ∈ B
for which we have ||g′ −

∑
B∈B1

cB1EB
||∞ < ϵ. We see that for any B ∈ B1 and any block of digits

D < B, we still have |ID,B| < δ, so we may pick cD,B such that ||h −
∑

D<B cD,B1ID,B
||∞ < ϵ. It

follows that

||g′(x)h(y)−
∑
B∈B′

∑
D<B

cD,B1ED,B
(x, y)||∞ (69)

≤||g′(x)h(y)− h(y)
∑
B∈B′

1EB
(x)||∞ + ||h(y)

∑
B∈B′

1EB
(x)−

∑
B∈B′

∑
D<B

cD,B1ED,B
(x, y)||∞ (70)

≤||h||∞||g −
∑
B∈B′

1EB
(x)||∞ + ||

∑
B∈B′

1EB
(x)

(
h(y)−

∑
D<B

cD,B1ID,B
(y)

)
||∞ ≤ 2ϵ||h||∞ + ϵ. (71)

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

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1ED,B
((T ⋊M)n(x, z)) = µ×m(ED,B), hence (72)∣∣∣∣∣ limN→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

F ((T ⋊M)n(x, z))−
∫
X×[0,1)

Fdµ×m

∣∣∣∣∣ (73)

≤||F (x, y)− g′(x)h(y)||∞ + ||g′(x)h(y)−
∑
B∈B′

∑
D<B

cD,B1ED,B
||∞ + ||F (x, y)− g′(x)h(y)||1 (74)

+

∣∣∣∣∣ limN→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

∑
B∈B′

∑
D<B

cD,B1ED,B
((T ⋊M)n(x, z))−

∫
X×[0,1)

g′(x)h(y)dµ×m(x, y)

∣∣∣∣∣ (75)

=ϵ+ 4ϵ||h||∞ + ||
∑
B∈B′

∑
D<B

cD,B1ED,B
(x, y)− g′(x)h(y)||1 < 2ϵ+ 5ϵ||h||∞. (76)
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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 ⊆ N, the natural upper density of A is

d(A) := lim sup
n→∞

|A ∩ [1, N ]|
N

. (77)

If the lim sup in Equation (77) is a limit, then it is denoted by d(A) and called the natural density

of A. Given a sequence ω = (ωi)
∞
i=1 ∈ NN

≥2, a length k, and a set A ⊆ N, let

Bk(ω;A) = ([ωi, ωi+1, · · · , ωi+k−1])i∈N\A, (78)

and let pϵ(k) = pϵ(k, ω) denote the (potentially infinite) infimum of the number of distinct elements

in Bk(ω;A) as A runs over all subsets of N with natural upper density at most ϵ. The sequence ω

is deterministic if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) For every ϵ > 0 there exists a k0 ∈ N such that for all k ≥ k0 we have

log(pϵ(k, ω))

k
< ϵ. (79)

(ii) For En := {i ∈ N | ωi = n} we have

∞∑
n=2

−d (En) log
(
d(En)

)
<∞. (80)

We have the following useful characterization of deterministic basic sequences.

Lemma 4.7. Let Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ NN

≥2 be a basic sequence generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x) with

hµ
({
f−1(i)

}∞
i=2

)
<∞. Q is deterministic if and only if X := (X,B, µ, T ) has zero entropy.

Proof. For the first direction, let us assume that X has zero entropy. Let ϵ > 0 be arbitrary. Let

ξ =
{
f−1(i)

}∞
i=2

be the finite entropy partition of Y induced by f . Let ξn =
∨n−1

i=0 T
−iξ and let

Iµ(ξ
n)(x′) = − log(µ(ξni )), where ξ

n
i is the cell of ξn containing x′. Since X 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 1
nIµ(ξ

n) converges in measure to

0 as n → ∞. Let N0 ∈ N be such that for all N ≥ N0 we have 1
N Iµ

(
ξN
)
< ϵ on a set A′ = A′(N)

of measure at least 1 − ϵ. We see that if ξNi is a cell of ξN for which − log
(
µ
(
ξNi
))
< Nϵ, then

µ
(
ξNi
)
> e−Nϵ. Since

∑
i µ
(
ξNi
)
= 1, we see that there are at most eNϵ values of i for which

− log
(
µ
(
ξNi
))
< Nϵ. Now consider A := {n ∈ N | Tnx /∈ A′}. Since x is a generic point for f , we

see that d(A) = µ (X \A′) < ϵ. Furthermore, we see that the only words w := [w1, w2, · · · , wN ]

appearing in BN (ω;A) are those for which

27



When normality and distribution normality coincide

ξNw :=
N−1⋂
i=0

T−if−1(wi+1) = Ew (81)

satisfies − log
(
µ
(
ξNw
))

< Nϵ, hence log(pϵ(N,ω)) < Nϵ, so Q satisfies condition (i) of being

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

d(En) = lim
N→∞

1

N

∣∣{1 ≤ i ≤ N | f
(
T iy
)
= n}| = µ

(
f−1({m})

)}∣∣ . (82)

For the next direction, let us assume that Q is deterministic. It suffices to show that the

system X constructed in the proof of Theorem 4.1 has zero entropy, so we will also continue using

the same notation. Let ϵ > 0 be arbitrary. Let ξ =
{
f−1(i)

}∞
i=2

=
{
C[i]

}∞
i=2

and observe that

ξn+1 =
∨n

i=0 T
−iξ = {Cw}w∈Nn+1

≥2
. Let ξ(n) =

{
f−1(i)

}n
i=2

∪
{
f−1(N>n)

}
, and let N ∈ N be such

that for η = ξ(N) we have Hµ(ξ|η) < ϵ. Since ξ is a generating partition for B, we see that

hµ(T ) = hµ(T, ξ) ≤ hµ(T, η) +Hµ(ξ|η) < hµ(T, η) + ϵ, (83)

so it suffices to show that hµ(T, η) = 0. Let ωi = qi if qi ≤ N and ωi = N + 1 otherwise. Since

Bk(ω;A) ≤ Bk(Q;A) for all A ⊆ N, we see that ω is a deterministic sequence. For 2 ≤ i ≤ N , let

C ′
[i] = C[i], let C

′
[N+1] =

⋃∞
i=N+1C[i], and for w = [w1, w2, · · · , wk] ∈ [2, N + 1]k, let

C ′
w =

k⋂
i=1

C ′
[wi]

. (84)

We see that ηn =
∨n−1

i=0 T
−iη = {C ′

w}w∈[2,N+1]n . Let ϵ2 > 0 be arbitrary and let k0 ∈ N be such

that for k ≥ k0 we have |Bk(ω;Ak)| < ekϵ2 for some Ak ⊆ N with d(Ak) < ϵ2. We see that

H
(
ηk
)
=

∑
w∈[2,N+1]k

−µ
(
C ′
w

)
log
(
µ
(
C ′
w

))
=

∑
w∈Bk(ω;A)

−µ
(
C ′
w

)
log
(
µ
(
C ′
w

))
+

∑
w∈Bk(ω;A)c

−µ
(
C ′
w

)
log
(
µ
(
C ′
w

))
.

Since µ(C ′
w) = d({n ∈ N | (ωn, ωn+1, · · · , ωn+k−1) = w}), we see that

B = B(k) :=
∑

w∈Bk(ω;A)

µ(C ′
w) > 1− ϵ2. (85)

Recalling that x 7→ −x log(x) is convex, we see that

28



When normality and distribution normality coincide

H
(
ηk
)
≤ B log

(
|Bk(ω;A)|

B

)
+ (1−B) log

(
(N + 1)k − |Bk(ω;A)|

1−B

)
≤ B log

(
ekϵ2

B

)
+ (1−B) log

(
(N + 1)k

1−B

)
, hence

hµ(T, η) = lim inf
k→∞

1

k
H
(
ηk
)
≤ lim inf

k→∞

1

k

(
B(k) log

(
ekϵ2

B(k)

)
+ (1−B(k)) log

(
(N + 1)k

1−B(k)

))
≤ ϵ2 + lim

B(k)→1

(
(1−B(k)) log(N + 1)− 1

k
(1−B(k)) log(1−B(k))

)
= ϵ2.

Theorem 4.8. If Y = (Y,A , ν, S) is a m.p.s., f : Y → N≥2 is measurable, and y ∈ Y is a

generic point for f , then the basic sequence Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 given by qn = f(Tny) is a dynamically

generated basic sequence. Furthermore, if hν({f−1(n)}∞n=2) < ∞ and Y has zero entropy, then Q

is deterministic.

Proof. Let us first verify that we can apply Lemma 4.1 to show that Q is dynamically generated.

To see that condition (i) holds, it suffices to observe that for any word w = (w1, w2, · · · , wℓ) ∈ Nℓ
≥2

and n ∈ N, we have

wi = qn+i = f
(
Tn+iy

)
∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ⇔ Tny ∈

ℓ⋂
i=1

T−if−1(wi) = Ew, hence

d(w) = lim
N→∞

1

N

∣∣{1 ≤ n ≤ N | wi = qn+i = f(Tn+iy) ∀ 1 ≤ i < ℓ
}∣∣

= lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | Tny ∈ Ew}| = ν(Ew).

Condition (ii) holds due to the standing assumption that if Ew ̸= ∅ then ν(Ew) > 0. Condition (iii)

holds due to the fact that d(w) = ν(Ew) and {Ew | w ∈ Nℓ
≥2} is a partition of Y . To show that Q

is deterministic when Y has zero entropy, we proceed as we did in the proof of Lemma 4.7.

Corollary 4.9. Suppose that X := (X,B, µ, T ) is a c.m.p.s., f : Td → N≥2 is Jordan measurable4,

and x ∈ X is a generic point. Then the sequence Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 given by qn = f (Tnx) 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 Q is a dynamically generated basic sequence generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x)

with (X,B, µ, T ) having finite entropy,
∫
X log(f)dµ < ∞, r

s is a non-zero rational number, and

y ∈ UDN (Q), then r
sy ∈ UDN (Q).

4This means that for any n ∈ N≥2, the boundary of the set f−1({n}) has 0 measure.
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Proof. We recall that for each n ∈ N≥2, m is the unique measure of maximal entropy for the map

Mn : [0, 1) → [0, 1). Consequently, the Abramov-Rokhlin formula (see [16]) tells us that µ ×m is

the unique measure of maximal entropy for T ⋊M on X × [0, 1) among all measures λ that project

to µ on X. Now let λ be any weak∗ limit point of the sequence
{

1
N

∑N
n=1 δ(T⋊M)n(x, r

s
y)

}∞

N=1
,

and observe that λ projects to µ on X. Since y ∈ UDN (Q), X f is a factor of the system X f
1 :=

(X × [0, 1),B, λ, T ⋊M) via the factor map π(w1, w2) = (w1, sw2). Since the entropy of λ is at

least as large as that of µ×m, we see that λ = µ×m, which yields the desired result.

5 Hot Spot Theorems and equivalent notions of normality

One of the goals of this article is to prove an analogue of Theorem 1.8 for deterministic dynami-

cally generated basic sequences. In the proof of Theorem 1.8 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}n → R be such that for any x1, · · · , xi−1, xi, x
′
i, xi+1, · · · , xn ∈ {0, 1}n

we have

∣∣f(x1, · · · , xi−1, xi, xi+1, · · · , xn)− f
(
x1, · · · , xi−1, x

′
i, xi+1, · · · , xn

)∣∣ ≤ 1

n
. (86)

If X1, · · · , Xn are random variables on a probability space (Ω,P) taking values in {0, 1}, then

P(|f(X1, · · · , Xn)− E[f(X1, · · · , Xn)]| > ϵ) ≤ 2exp
(
−2nϵ2

)
. (87)

We would once again like to thank Yuval Peres for providing us with the proof of Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 5.2. Fix ϵ > 0 and N ∈ N. Let K = ⌈− log2(ϵ)⌉+ 2 and let (qn)
KN
n=1 ∈ NKN

≥2 be arbitrary.

For 1 ≤ n ≤ KN let Mn =
∏n

m=1 qm. For ϵ > 0 and (a, b) ⊆ [0, 1), let

E = E
(
ϵ, a, b, (qn)

KN
n=1

)
=

{
x ∈ [0, 1) |

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

KN

KN∑
n=1

1(a,b)(Mnx)− (b− a)

∣∣∣∣∣ > ϵ

}
.

There exists a set E′ ⊆ [0, 1) for which E ⊆ E′, E′ is a union of intervals of length M−1
KN , and

m(E′) ≤ 4Kexp

(
−1

2
Nϵ2

)
.

Proof. For n ∈ N and 1 ≤ k ≤ K, let Mn,k = qKn−K+kqKn−K+k+1 · · · qKn+k−1, let Pn,k denote

the partition of [0, 1) into consecutive half-open intervals of length M−1
n,k ≤ 2−K ≤ ϵ

4 , and let

An,k, Bn,k be unions of elements of Pn,k satisfying An,k ⊆ F ⊆ Bn,k and m(Bn,k \ An,k) <
ϵ
2 .

Consider the random variables (Xn,k)
∞
n=1 and (Yn,k)

∞
n=1 given by Xn,k(x) = 1An,k

(MKn−K+kx) and

Yn,k(x) = 1Bn,k
(MKn−K+kx), so Xn,k and Yn,k are each checking if the digit in position Kn−K+k
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in the base Q expansion of x belongs to a given set. We observe that for each 1 ≤ k ≤ K, the

sequences (Xn,k)
N
n=1 and (Yn,k)

N
n=1 are independent sequences of random variables, and they each

take values in {0, 1}. Let fN (x1, · · · , xN ) = 1
N

∑N
n=1 xn and let

E′ =

K⋃
k=1

({
|fN (X1,k, · · · , XN,k)− E[f(X1,k, · · · , XN,k)]| >

ϵ

2

}
∪
{
|fN (Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)− E[f(Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)]| >

ϵ

2

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

m
(
|fN (X1,k, · · · , XN,k)− E[f(X1,k, · · · , XN,k)]| >

ϵ

2

)
< 2exp

(
−1

2
Nϵ2

)
,

m
(
|fN (Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)− E[f(Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)]| >

ϵ

2

)
< 2exp

(
−1

2
Nϵ2

)
,

fN (X1,k(x), · · · , XN,k(x)) ≤
1

N

N∑
n=1

1(a,b)(MKn−K+kx) ≤ fN (Y1,k(x), · · · , YN,k(x)),

E[fN (Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)]− E[fN (X1,k, · · · , XN,k)] <
ϵ

2
, and

E[f(X1,k, · · · , XN,k)] < b− a < E[f(Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)], hence

m

({
y ∈ [0, 1) |

∣∣∣∣∣ 1N
N∑

n=1

1(a,b)(MKn−K+ky)− (b− a)

∣∣∣∣∣ > ϵ

})

≤m
({

y ∈ [0, 1) | max

(∣∣∣∣ 1N
N∑

n=1

XKn−K+k(y)− E[f(Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)]

∣∣∣∣,
m

({
y ∈ [0, 1) | max

(∣∣∣∣ 1N
N∑

n=1

YKn−K+k(y)− E[f(X1,k, · · · , XN,k)]

∣∣∣∣) > ϵ

})
≤m

({
|fN (X1,k, · · · , XN,k)− E[f(X1,k, · · · , XN,k)]| >

ϵ

2

}
m

(
∪
{
|fN (Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)− E[f(Y1,k, · · · , YN,k)]| >

ϵ

2

})
≤ 4exp

(
−1

2
Nϵ2

)
, and

m

({
y ∈ [0, 1) |

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

KN

KN∑
n=1

1(a,b)(Mny)− (b− a)

∣∣∣∣∣ > ϵ

})
≤ m(E′) < 4Kexp

(
−1

2
Nϵ2

)
.

Lastly, we observe that fN (X1,k(x), · · · , XN,k(x)) and fN (Y1,k(x), · · · , YN,k(x)) are completely de-

termined by the first KN digits of the base Q expansion of x, which is why E′ is a union of intervals

of length M−1
KN .

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 = c+O(x), which is another way of saying |a+ b− c| < Cx.

Theorem 5.3. If Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 is a deterministic dynamically generated basic sequence, then

DN (Q) = UDN (Q).

Proof. It is clear that UDN (Q) ⊆ DN (Q), so we need to show that DN (Q) ⊆ UDN (Q). Let

Q be generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x) and let us fix some y ∈ DN (Q). Let us fix a block of bases

B = (b1, · · · , bℓ) = (qn, · · · , qn+ℓ−1) for some n ∈ N, and let us also fix a block of digits D =

(d1, · · · , dℓ) ∈ Nℓ
0 with D < B. Using Theorem 4.5(ii), it suffices to show that

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

1ED,B
((T ⋊M)n(x, y)) = µ×m(ED,B) =

µ(EB)

b1 · · · bℓ
. (88)

Let ϵ = ϵ(ℓ) > 0 be sufficiently small, let K = ⌈− log2(ϵ)⌉ + 2 and let δ = 1
32K ϵ

3. As in the

proof of Theorem 4.7, let L0 ∈ N be so large that for L1 := ℓ +
⌈
1
ϵKL0

⌉
the partition ξL1 has

a collection of cells
{
ξL1
w

}
w∈WL1

5 such that µ
(
ξL1
w

)
> e−L1δ for all w ∈ WL1 , |WL1 | < eL1δ,

µ
(⋃

w∈WL1
ξL1
w

)
> 1− δ, and

2Kexp

(
L1δ −

1

16
L0ϵ

2

)
<

1

2
ϵ. (89)

Furthermore, we may assume without loss of generality that L0 >
4
ϵ . Let L2 = L1 − ℓ =

⌈
1
ϵKL0

⌉
.

We see that

1

N

N∑
n=1

1ED,B
((T ⋊M)n(x, y)) =

1

N

N∑
n=1

1

L2

L2∑
l=1

1ED,B

(
(T ⋊M)n+l(x, y)

)
+O

(
L2

N

)
.

We now let [1, N ] = AN ∪BN ∪ CN as follows. Let AN be the set of n ∈ [1, N ] for which

1

L2

L2∑
l=1

1EB

(
Tn+lx

)
<
KL0

L2
<
ϵ

2
, (90)

let BN be the set of n ∈ [1, N ] \AN for which∣∣∣∣∣ 1L2

L2∑
l=1

1ED,B

(
(T ⋊M)n+l(x, y)

)
− 1

L2b1 · · · bℓ

L2∑
l=1

1EB

(
Tn+lx

)
,

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ, (91)

and let CN = [1, N ] \ (AN ∪BN ). Writing a
ϵ
= b to denote |a− b| ≤ ϵ, we see that

5We remark that EB = ξℓB , but we will continue to use both notations for the sake of presentation.

32



When normality and distribution normality coincide

S(A,N) :=
1

N

∑
n∈AN

1

L2

L2∑
l=1

1ED,B

(
(T ⋊M)n+l(x, y)

)
ϵ
=

1

N

∑
n∈AN

1

L2b1 · · · bℓ

L2∑
l=1

1EB

(
Tn+lx

)
,

S(B,N) :=
1

N

∑
n∈BN

1

L2

L2∑
l=1

1ED,B

(
(T ⋊M)n+l(x, y)

)
ϵ
=

1

N

∑
n∈BN

1

L2b1 · · · bℓ

L2∑
l=1

1EB

(
Tn+lx

)
, and

S(C,N) :=
1

N

∑
n∈CN

1

L2

L2∑
l=1

1ED,B

(
(T ⋊M)n+l(x, y)

)
≤ |CN |

N
.

Now we will show that lim supN→∞
|CN |
N < ϵ. Let BL1 =

⋃
w/∈WL1

ξL1
w , and observe that

µ (BL1) < δ. We see that for any m ∈ N, the set Lm :=
{
1 ≤ l ≤ L2 | T l+mx ∈ EB

}
is determined

by the w = w(m) ∈ NL1
≥2 for which Tmx ∈ ξL1

w . It follows that whether or not a given m ∈ [1, N ]

satisfies m ∈ AN is also determined by w(m), so let AL1 ∈ B be such that m ∈ AN if and only

if ξL1

w(m) ⊆ AL1 . We see that for DN :=
{
1 ≤ n ≤ N | ξL1

w(n) ⊆ BL1

}
= {1 ≤ n ≤ N | Tnx ∈ BL1},

we have limN→∞
|DN |
N = µ (BL1) < δ, so it suffices to show that lim supN→∞

|CN\DN |
N < 1

2ϵ < ϵ− δ.

Now let us suppose that m /∈ AN , so |Lm| ≥ KL0. Let L′
m ⊆ Lm be such that K divides |L′

m| and
|Lm \ L′

m| < K. Using Lemma 5.2, we see if Tmx ∈ ξL1

w(m), then

m


{
z |

∣∣∣∣∣ 1L2

L2∑
l=1

1ED,B

(
(T ⋊M)l(Tmx, z)

)
− 1

L2b1 · · · bℓ

L2∑
l=1

1EB

(
T l+mx

)∣∣∣∣∣ > ϵ

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Hw(m)


=m

z |

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

|Lm|
∑
l∈Lm

1ED,B

(
(T ⋊M)l(Tmx, z)

)
− 1

|Lm|b1 · · · bℓ

∑
l∈Lm

1EB

(
T l+mx

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ > L2

|Lm|
ϵ


=m

z |

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

|Lm|
∑
l∈Lm

1X×ID,B

(
(T ⋊M)l(Tmx, z)

)
− 1

b1 · · · bℓ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ > L2

|Lm|
ϵ


≤m

z |

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

|L′
m|
∑
l∈L′

m

1X×ID,B

(
(T ⋊M)l(Tmx, z)

)
− 1

b1 · · · bℓ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ > L2

|Lm|
ϵ− 2

K − 1

|Lm|


≤m

z |

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

|L′
m|
∑
l∈L′

m

1X×ID,B

(
(T ⋊M)l(Tmx, z)

)
− 1

b1 · · · bℓ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ > 1

2
ϵ


<2Kexp

(
−1

2

|L′
m|
K

( ϵ
2

)2)
≤ 2Kexp

(
−1

8
L0ϵ

2

)
.

If m ∈ CN \ DN , then w(m) ∈ WL1 , m /∈ AN , and (T ⋊ M)m(x, y) ∈ ξL1

w(m) × Hw(m). Since

y ∈ DN (Q) and each Hw(m) is a finite union of intervals, we see that
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lim sup
N→∞

|CN \DN |
N

≤ lim sup
N→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⋃

w∈WL1
\AL1

{
1 ≤ m ≤ N | (T ⋊M)m(x, y) ∈ ξL1

w ×Hw(m)

}∣∣∣∣∣∣ (92)

≤ lim sup
N→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⋃

w∈WL1
\AL1

{
1 ≤ m ≤ N | (T ⋊M)n(x, y) ∈ X ×Hw(m)

}∣∣∣∣∣∣ (93)

≤
∑

w∈WL1
\AL1

m(Hw(m)) ≤ |WL1 \ AL1 | · 2Kexp(−1

8
L0ϵ

2) ≤ 2Kexp

(
L1δ −

1

8
L0ϵ

2

)
<

1

2
ϵ. (94)

Since we have shown that lim supN→∞
|CN |
N < ϵ, we see that

1

N

∑
n∈CN

1

L2

L2∑
l=1

1ED,B

(
(T ⋊M)n+l(x, y)

)
2ϵ
=

1

N

∑
n∈CN

1

L2b1 · · · bℓ

L2∑
l=1

1EB

(
Tn+lx

)
. (95)

Putting everything together, we see that

1

N

N∑
n=1

1ED,B
((T ⋊M)n(x, y)) = S(A,N) + S(B,N) + S(C,N) +O

(
L2

N

)
4ϵ
=

1

NL2b1 · · · bℓ

N∑
n=1

L2∑
l=1

1EB

(
Tn+lx

)
+O

(
L2

N

)

=
1

Nb1 · · · bℓ

N∑
n=1

1EB
(Tnx) +O

(
L2

N

)
N→∞−→ µ(EB)

b1 · · · bℓ
.

Theorem 1.9 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

dynamically generated Q, we have UN (Q) = UDN (Q), and that PD = lim
n→∞

Qn(D)

n
.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. We begin by proving (i). Using Theorems 5.3, it suffices to show that

y ∈ DN (Q). Let ν(a,b)(y,N,w) := ν(a,b)(y,N,w; ∅), and let us fix some 0 ≤ c < d ≤ 1 with the

intent of showing that limN→∞ ν(c,d)(y,N,Q) = d− c. Let ϵ > 0 be arbitrary. Let W > 0 be such

that W 2ϵ2 > 8 ⌈− log2(Wϵ)⌉ + 16 and let K := ⌈− log2(Wϵ)⌉ + 2. Since Q is deterministic, let

L0 ∈ N be such that pϵ(KL,Q) < exp
(
Lϵ2
)
for all L ≥ L0, let AL have upper density at most 1

3ϵ

and be such that |BKL(Q;AL)| < exp
(
Lϵ2
)
. We observe that
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µ

 ⋃
B∈BKL(Q;AL)

EB

 = d({n ∈ N | Tnx ∈ EB & B ∈ BKL(Q;AL)})

≥d({n ∈ N \AL | (qn, · · · , qn+KL−1) ∈ BKL (Q;AL)}) = d (Ac
L) ≥ 1− 1

3
ϵ.

We recall from Lemma 5.2 that for w ∈ NKL
≥2 and E′(w) = E′(Wϵ, c, d, w) we have m (E′(w)) ≤

4Kexp
(
−1

2LW
2ϵ2
)
. Since

∫
X log(f)dµ < ∞, let M > 0 be such that µ

({
f̃ ≤M

})
> 1 − 1

3ϵ.

Pick σ ∈ (0, 1) such that (1 − σ)(M + 1) < 2 − σ. We can assume without loss of generality that

L is so large that 4Kexp
(
− KLϵ2

)
< ϵ and that 2−L < δ. Let f̃ := E[log(f)|IT ], i.e., f̃ is the

conditional expectation of f with respect to the σ-algebra IT ⊆ B of T -invariant sets. Using The

Mean Ergodic Theorem, we see that

lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

Tn log(f) = f̃ , (96)

with convergence taking place in L1(X,µ), hence convergence also takes place in measure, so we

may also assume without loss of generality that L is so large that∣∣∣∣∣ 1

KL

KL∑
n=1

log(f(Tnx))− f̃(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ < 1, (97)

on a set of measure at least 1− 1
3ϵ. Furthermore, since the value of fL(x) :=

1
KL

∑KL
n=1 log(f(T

nx))

depends only on the B ∈ NKL
≥2 for which x ∈ EB, there is a collection B ⊆ NKL

≥2 for which XB :={∣∣∣fL − f̃
∣∣∣ < 1

}
=
⋃

B∈B EB. It follows that for B′ = BKL(Q;AL)∩B andXB′ :=
⋃

B∈B′ EB we have

µ(XB′) > 1−ϵ. We also recall from Lemma 5.2 that for each w ∈ NKL the set E′(w) = E′(η, c, d, w)

is a union of intervals
{
IDj ,w

}Jw
j=1

, and we see that if w ∈ B′ and xw ∈ Ew, then

m
(
IDj ,w

)
= exp (−KLfL(xw)) ∈

(
exp

(
−KL

(
f̃(xw) + 1

))
, exp

(
−KL

(
f̃(xw)− 1

)))
.

We see that for w ∈ B′ and xw ∈ Ew we have

Jwexp
(
−KL

(
f̃(xw) + 1

))
≤ m

(
E′(w)

)
, hence

Jw ≤ 4Kexp

(
KL

(
f̃(xw) + 1

)
− 1

2
LW 2ϵ2

)
.

We now use (16) to pick a Nσ ⊆ N with upper density at most 1 − σ and pick N so large

that for all w ∈ B′ and all 1 ≤ j ≤ Jw we have νIDj,w
(y,N,Q;Nσ) < CNm

(
IDj ,w

)σ
. Let

A = {n ∈ N | Tnx ̸∈ XB′} ∪ Nσ and observe that d(A) ≤ ϵ+ 1− σ. Let
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B =

n ∈ N \ Nσ | (T ⋊M)n(x, y) ∈
⋃

w∈B′

Jw⋃
j=1

T (Ew)× IDj ,w

 and G = N \ (A ∪B).

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

|B ∩ [1, N ]|
N

≤
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

νIDj,w
(y,N,Q;Nσ)

N
<
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

Cm
(
IDj ,w

)σ
(98)

≤C
∑
w∈B′

Jwexp
(
−KL

(
f̃(xw)− 1

))σ
≤4CK

∑
w∈B′

exp

(
KL(1− σ)f̃(xw) +KL(1 + σ)− 1

2
LW 2ϵ2

)
(99)

≤4CK|B′|exp
(
−KLϵ2

)
< 4CKϵ, hence

ν(c,d)(y,N,Q)

N
=

∑
n∈[1,N ]

ν(c,d)(Mny,KL,wn)

NKL
+O

(
KL

N

)

=
∑

n∈[1,N ]\A

ν(c,d)(Mny,KL,wn)

NKL
+O(1− σ + ϵ) +O

(
KL

N

)

=
∑

n∈B∩[1,N ]

ν(c,d)(Mny,KL,wn)

NKL
+

∑
n∈G∩[1,N ]

ν(c,d)(Mny,KL,wn)

NKL
+O (1− σ + 2ϵ) +O

(
KL

N

)

=O

(
|B ∩ [1, N ]|

N

)
+

|G ∩ [1, N ]|
N

(d− c) +O(Wϵ) +O(1− δ + ϵ) +O

(
KL

N

)
=O(Cϵ) + (1−O(Cϵ)−O(1− σ + ϵ))(d− c) +O(Wϵ) +O(1− σ + ϵ) +O

(
KL

N

)
.

Since ϵ can be taken to be arbitrarily small, σ 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

(16) was only used to show that |B|
N < Cϵ. Consequently, it suffices to once again show that

|B|
N < 2Cϵ under the new assumption in Equation (18) and the ergodicity of (X,B, µ, T ). Our

method of doing this will be to show that if we enlarge the sets T (Ew) × IDj ,w to the sets SDj

(instead of the horizontal strips X×IDj ,w that were used in part (i)), then the measure of the cover

is still small. To this end, we see that

|B|
N

=
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

NQ
N (Dj , w, y;A)

N
≤
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

NQ
N (Dj , y;A)

N
≤
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

CPDj .

Since (X,B, µ, T ) is ergodic, we may take M =
∫
X log(f)dµ, and we see that for w ∈ B′ we have
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m
(
IDj ,w

)
∈ (exp(−KL(M + 1)), exp(−KL(M − 1))) and Jw ≤ 4Kexp

(
KL(M + 1)− 1

2LW
2ϵ2
)
.

For each block of digits D′ ∈ NKL
0 , let PD′(0) = µ × m(SD′ ∩ XB′ × [0, 1)) and let PD′(1) =

PD′ − PD′(0). We observe that

∑
D′∈NKL

0

PD′(1) = µ(Xc
B′) < ϵ and

∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

PDj (0) =
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

∑
B∈B′

m(IDj ,B)µ(EB)

≤
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

∑
B∈B′

exp(−KL(M − 1))µ(EB) ≤
∑
w∈B′

Jwexp(−KL(M − 1))

≤4K|B′|exp(2KL− 1

2
LW 2ϵ2) ≤ 4Kexp

(
L

(
ϵ2 + 2K − 1

2
W 2ϵ2

))
≤ ϵ, hence

∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

CPDj =
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

CPDj (0) +
∑
w∈B′

Jw∑
j=1

CPDj (1) < 2Cϵ.

Remark 5.4. A few remarks are in order regarding Theorem 1.9. Firstly, it is natural to ask if the

assumption that
∫
X log(f)dµ <∞ as well as the assumption that (X,B, µ, T ) is ergodic in part (ii)

are necessary assumptions, as we did not need them to prove Theorem 5.3. 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
∫
X log(f)dµ <∞ was used in our proof in order to

control the rate of growth of the length of most of the intervals ID,B as a function of ℓ, the length of

the blocks D and B. This control was necessary in Theorem 1.9(i) to produce and bound the term

(1 − σ)f̃(xw) in Equation (99). If the assumption that b − a < δ is dropped, then this simplifies

Equation (16) to

lim sup
N→∞

ν(a,b) (y,N,Q;Nσ)

N
< C(b− a), (100)

and in this case Theorem 1.9(i) can be proven even when
∫
X log(f)dµ = ∞. In particular, the right

hand side of Equation (98) can easily be bounded above, even when
∫
X log(f)dµ = ∞, as long as

we do not have the exponent of σ. However, this latter situation yields a result much closer to the

Classical Hot Spot rather than the Bergelson-Vandehey Hot Spot.

In proving Theorem 1.9(ii), the main difficulty was being able to efficiently bound µ×m(SD)/µ×
m(ED,B). In general, the regions SD do not have a well understood shape (cf. Figure 4), but control

on the lengths of the intervals ID,B allows us to obtain good bounds on PD(0) = µ×m(SD ∩XL).

Since we do not have a good understanding of the shape of SD, we needed to assume the ergodicity

of (X,B, µ, T ) in order to have even more control on the length of ID,B than what we had in part (i).

Furthermore, we currently don’t have efficient bounds on PD(1)/PD(0), which is why Equation (18)
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only has CPD instead of CP σ
D. Nonetheless, we conjecture that if Q is a deterministic dynamically

generated basic sequences, and y ∈ [0, 1) and C > 0 are such that for every σ ∈ (0, 1) there exists

ℓσ ∈ N and Nσ ⊆ N of upper density at most 1− σ such that for all ℓ ≥ ℓσ and all D ∈ Nℓ
0 we have

lim sup
n→∞

NQ
n (D, y;Nσ)

n
≤ CP σ

D, (101)

then y ∈ UN (Q).

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Putting together Theorems 1.5, 5.3, and 1.9(ii) the desired result follows.

6 Ratio Normality

Definition 6.1. Let Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ N≥2 be a basic sequence. A number y ∈ [0, 1) is Q-ratio

normal if for any ℓ ∈ N and any D1, D2 ∈ Nℓ
0 satisfying lim

n→∞
min(Qn(D1), Qn(D2)) = ∞, we have

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D1, y)/Qn(D1)

NQ
n (D2, y)/Qn(D2)

= 1. (102)

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

number y ∈ [0, 1) is Uniformly Q-ratio normal if for any ℓ ∈ N, any Bi = (Bi,1, · · · , Bi,ℓ), Di =

(Di,1, · · · , Di,ℓ) ∈ Nℓ
0, i = 1, 2, satisfying Di,j < Bi,j for i = 1, 2 and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ, we have

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D1, B1, y)/Qn(D1, B1)

NQ
n (D2, B2, y)/Qn(D2, B2)

= 1.

Theorem 6.2. If Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 is a dynamically generated basic sequence, then RN (Q) = N (Q).

Proof. It 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 ℓ ∈ N both be arbitrary, let 0ℓ = (0, · · · , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ℓ

, and let y = 0.y1y2 · · · yn · · ·Q. Since

Q is dynamically generated, Lemma 4.3 tells us that for D ∈ Nℓ
0 we may define

PD = lim
n→∞

Qn(D)

n
, and that

∑
D∈Nℓ

0

PD = 1. (103)

Since y ∈ RN (Q), we see that for any D ∈ Nℓ
0, we may define

TD := lim
N→∞

|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | D = (yn, yn+1, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | 0ℓ = (yn, yn+1, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|

= lim
n→∞

Qn(D)

Qn(0ℓ)
=
PD

P0ℓ

, (104)

and we see that for any (Hq)
∞
q=1 ⊆ N we have
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lim
q→∞

1

Hq
|{1 ≤ n ≤ Hq | D = (yn, yn+1, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|

=TD lim
q→∞

1

Hq
|{1 ≤ n ≤ Hq | 0ℓ = (yn, yn+1, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|,

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 (Nq)
∞
q=1, (Mq)

∞
q=1 ⊆ N such that

a = lim inf
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | 0ℓ = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|

= lim
q→∞

1

Nq
|{1 ≤ n ≤ Nq | 0ℓ = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|, and

b = lim sup
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | 0ℓ = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|

= lim
q→∞

1

Mq
|{1 ≤ n ≤Mq | 0ℓ = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|.

Since Q is dynamically generated, let M ∈ N≥2 be such that

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | qn+i ≤M ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ}| > a+ b

2b
. (105)

We now see that

a+ b

2b
≤

∑
w∈[0,M)ℓ

lim
q→∞

1

Nq
|{1 ≤ n ≤ Nq | w = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|

=
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

Tw lim
q→∞

1

Nq
|{1 ≤ n ≤ Nq | 0ℓ = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|

=
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

Twa, hence a > 0 and

1 <
a+ b

2a
≤

∑
w∈[0,M)ℓ

Twb =
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

Tw lim
q→∞

1

Mq
|{1 ≤ n ≤Mq | 0ℓ = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|

=
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

lim
q→∞

1

Mq
|{1 ≤ n ≤Mq | w = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|,

which yields the desired contradiction. It follows that

a := lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | 0ℓ = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}| (106)

is well defined, and that for any D ∈ Nℓ
0, we have
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lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | D = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}| = TDa. (107)

Now let us assume for the sake of contradiction that ϵ := |a − P0ℓ | > 0. Let us first consider the

case in which ϵ = P0ℓ − a. We observe that for any M ∈ N≥2 we have

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | qn+i ≤M ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ}| (108)

≤
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | w = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}| =

∑
w∈[0,M)ℓ

Twa (109)

=− ϵ
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

Tw +
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

TwP0ℓ = −ϵ
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

Pw

P0ℓ

+
∑

w∈[0,M)ℓ

Pw. (110)

We see that asD′ → ∞, the quantity in Equation (108) approaches 1 and the quantities in Equation

(110) approaches 1−ϵP−1
0ℓ

, which yields the desired contradiction in this case. Next, let us consider

the case in which ϵ = a− P0ℓ . We see that for any M ∈ N≥2 we have

1 ≥ lim
M→∞

∑
w∈[0,M)ℓ

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | w = (yn, · · · , yn+ℓ−1)}|

= lim
M→∞

∑
w∈[0,M)ℓ

Pw
a

P0ℓ

=
a

P0ℓ

> 1,

which yields the desired contradiction in this case as well. It follows that we must have a = P0ℓ .

The desired result now follows from Equation (107).

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. IfQ = (qn)
∞
n=1 is a dynamically generated basic sequence, then URN (Q) = UN (Q).

Proof. It is clear that UN (Q) ⊆ URN (Q), so we proceed to show that URN (Q) ⊆ UN (Q). To

this end, let y ∈ URN (Q) and ℓ ∈ N both be arbitrary, let 0ℓ = (0, · · · , 0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ℓ

, let B0 = (q1, · · · , qℓ),

and let y = 0.y1y2 · · · yn · · ·Q. Since Q is dynamically generated, Lemma 4.3 tells us that for any

D ∈ Nℓ
0 and B ∈ Nℓ

≥2 we may define

PD,B = lim
n→∞

Qn(D,B)

n
, and that

∑
B∈Nℓ

≥2

PD,B = PD. (111)

Since x ∈ RN (Q), we see that for any D ∈ Nℓ
0 and B ∈ Nℓ

≥2 we may define
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TD,B := lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D,B, y)

NQ
n (0ℓ, B0, y)

= lim
n→∞

Qn(D,B)

Qn(0ℓ, B0)
=

PD,B

P0ℓ,B0

, (112)

and we see that for any (Hq)
∞
q=1 ⊆ N we have

lim
q→∞

NQ
Hq

(D,B, y) = TD,B lim
q→∞

NQ
Hq

(0ℓ, B0, y), (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 ≤ 1 and (Gq)
∞
q=1, (Mq)

∞
q=1 ⊆ N such that

a = lim inf
n→∞

NQ
n (0ℓ, B0, y) = lim

q→∞
NQ

Gq
(0ℓ, B0, y), and

b = lim sup
n→∞

NQ
n (0ℓ, B0, y) = lim

q→∞
NQ

Mq
(0ℓ, B0, y).

Since Q is dynamically generated, let U ∈ N≥2 be such that

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | qn+i ≤ U ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ}| > a+ b

2b
. (114)

We now see that

a+ b

2b
≤

∑
D∈[0,U)ℓ

∑
B∈[2,U ]ℓ

lim
q→∞

NQ
Gq

(D,B, y) =
∑

D∈[0,U)ℓ

∑
B∈[2,U ]ℓ

TD,Ba, hence a > 0, and

1 <
a+ b

2a
≤

∑
D∈[0,U)ℓ

∑
B∈[2,U ]ℓ

TD,Bb =
∑

D∈[0,U)ℓ

∑
B∈[2,U ]ℓ

lim
q→∞

NQ
Mq

(D,B, y),

which yields the desired contradiction. It follows that

a = lim
n→∞

NQ
n (0ℓ, B0, y) (115)

is well defined, and that for any D ∈ Nℓ
0 and B ∈ Nℓ

≥2, we have

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D,B, y) = TD,Ba. (116)

We now see that for each U ≥ 2 we have

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | qn+i ≤ U ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ}| (117)

=
∑

D∈[0,U)ℓ

∑
B∈[2,U ]ℓ

lim
n→∞

NQ
n (D,B, y) =

a

P0ℓ,B0

∑
D∈[0,U)ℓ

∑
B∈[2,U ]ℓ

PD,B. (118)

Since
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∑
D∈Nℓ

0

∑
B∈Nℓ

≥2

PD,B = 1, (119)

We see that as U → ∞, the quantity in Equation (117) approaches 1, while the rightmost quantity in

Equation (118) approaches a
P0ℓ,B0

, hence a = P0ℓ,B0 . The desired result now follows from Equation

(116).

7 g-power basic sequences

In the previous section we found some classes of basic sequences Q for which N (Q) = DN (Q) =

UN (Q). In this section we will assume that Q is a g-power sequence and establish some relations

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

Lemma 7.1. Let g ∈ N≥2 and let Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ ({gn}∞n=1)

N be generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x)

with I :=
∫
X logg fdµ < ∞. Consider the set A = (an)

∞
n=0 determined by a0 = 0 and an =

an−1 + logg(qn). For any k ∈ N0, the set Ak := A ∪ (A+ 1) ∪ · · · ∪ (A+ k) has natural density

d(Ak) =
1

I

∫
X
min(k + 1, logg(f))dµ = 1− 1

I

∫
logg(f)>k+1

(logg(f)− k − 1)dµ. (120)

Proof. Consider the m.p.s. X ′ = (X ′,B′, µ′, T ′) that is the (discrete) flow of X under the function

logg(f). To be more precise, let Em = f−1({gm}) so that we have

X ′ =
∞⊔

m=1

m⊔
j=1

Em × {j}, µ′(Em × {j}) = 1

m
µ(Em) and

T ′(x′, j) =

(Tx′, 1) if x ∈ Em × {m} for some m

(x′, j + 1) else.
,

and B′ is the natural σ-algebra. Letting Ak = (ak,n)
∞
n=1, E =

⋃∞
m=1Em,1, and x ∈ E correspond

to x ∈ X (by abuse of notation), we see that a ∈ Ak if and only if

T ax ∈
∞⊔

m=1

min(m,k+1)⊔
j=1

Em,j =: E(k). (121)

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

of x shows us that

d({m ∈ N | Tmx ∈ E(k)}) = lim
M→∞

1

M

M∑
m=1

1E(k) (T
mx) = µ′(E(k)) =

1

I

∫
X
min(k + 1, logg(f))dµ.
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Lemma 7.2. Let g ∈ N≥2 and let Q = (qn)
∞
n=1 ∈ ({gn}∞n=1)

N be a basic sequence generated by

(X,B, µ, T, f, x) with
∫
X log(f)dµ <∞. We have DN (Q) ⊆ Ng.

Proof. Consider the c.m.p.s. X ′ = (X ′,B′, µ′, T ′) that is the flow of X under the function logg(f),

and let Ak = (ak,n)
∞
n=1 as in Lemma 7.1. Let σ > 0 be arbitrary, let k0 = k0(σ) ∈ N be such that

d(Ak) > 1−σ and bσk ≥ k for all k ≥ k0, and let Nσ,k = Ac
k. We see that

(
M

a1,n
g y

)∞
n=1

is uniformly

distributed since y was assumed to be Q-distribution normal, so
(
M

a1,n+t
g y

)∞
n=1

is also uniformly

distributed for any t ∈ N since Mg maps uniformly distributed sequences to uniformly distributed

sequences. Now let s = [d1, d2, · · · , dk] be an arbitrary word of length k ≥ k0 and observe that for

each y ∈ DN (Q) we have

lim sup
N→∞

νs (y,N ;Nσ,k)

N
= lim sup

N→∞

1

N

∣∣∣∣∣
{
n ∈ [1, N ] \ Nσ,k | Mn

g y ∈

[
k∑

i=1

di
gi
,

k∑
i=1

di
gi

+
1

gk

)}∣∣∣∣∣
≤

k∑
t=1

lim sup
N→∞

1

N

∣∣∣∣∣
{
1 ≤ n ≤ N | Ma1,n+t

g y ∈

[
k∑

i=1

di
gi
,

k∑
i=1

di
gi

+
1

gk

)}∣∣∣∣∣ = k

gk
≤ gσk

gk
,

so the desired result now follows from Theorem 1.8.

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 7.2 tells us that DN (Q) ⊆ Ng, so it only remains to show that Ng ⊆ DN (Q). Let

X ′ = (X ′,B′, µ′, T ′) and E ∈ B′ both be as in Lemma 7.1, and as before let us identify X with

E. Since Q is deterministic, X has 0 entropy, so X ′ also has 0 entropy by Abramov’s formula. Let

y ∈ Ng be arbitrary and let ν be any weak∗-limit of the sequence
{

1
N

∑N
n=1 δT ′n(x),Mn

g (y)

}∞

N=1
. We

see that ν is a joining of µ′ and m, where m denote the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1). in Since Mg

is Bernoulli, it is disjoint (in the sense of Furstenberg) from T ′, hence ν = µ′ ×m. Since ν was an

arbitrary weak∗ limit, we see that (x, y) is a generic point for T ′ ×Mg with respect to µ×m. To

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

lim
N→∞

1

N
|{1 ≤ n ≤ N | qn · · · q1y ∈ (a, b)}|

= lim
N→∞

1

Nµ′(E)

∣∣{1 ≤ n ≤ N |
(
T ′ ×Mg

)n
(x, y) ∈ E × (a, b)

}∣∣ = 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 5.4, so here we only state an abbreviated

version.

Conjecture 8.1. Theorem 1.9 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 Q 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 Q is a non-deterministic dynamically generated basic sequence, then the fol-

lowing hold:

(i) (N (Q) ∩ DN (Q)) \ UN (Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is D2

(
Π0

3

)
-complete.

(ii) DN (Q) \ N (Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is D2

(
Π0

3

)
-complete.

(iii) N (Q) \ DN (Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is D2

(
Π0

3

)
-complete.

It can be checked with a more detailed analysis that for the Q appearing in Example 3.1

we have that DN (Q) \ N (Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is D2

(
Π0

3

)
-complete. Similarly, it

can be checked with a more detailed analysis that for the Q appearing in Example 3.4 we have

that N (Q) \ DN (Q) has Hausdorff dimension 1 and is D2

(
Π0

3

)
-complete. We note that for any

dynamically generated basic sequence Q, the sets N (Q), RN (Q), and DN (Q) are all Π0
3-complete

by [3].

As was mentioned in the introduction, two classical results in the theory of normality that make

use of Theorem Theorem 1.1 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 Q, what are the selection rules for

Q?

We point out that selection rules for a dynamically generated basic sequence Q 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 baseQ 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 Q, the situation is not so simple for Q-normality.

Let

Ξ(Q) = {x ∈ N (Q) : nx /∈ N (Q)∀n ∈ N≥2}.

It was observed by Mance in [32] that there exists a basic sequence Q for which Ξ(Q) is non-empty.

Furthermore, there is a large class of basic sequences Q where dimH (Ξ(Q)) = 1. This follows from

a small modification of the proof of Theorem 3.5 in the paper of Airey and Mance [8]. In order

to do this, we instead let ξ = E0.E1E2 . . . ∈ N (P ) satisfy the property that En ≤ log pn. 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 Q where

dimH (Ξ(Q) ∩N (Q) \ DN (Q)) = 1.

Furthermore, for Q where qn → ∞, it was shown by Airey and Mance [7] that for every r ∈ Q \ Z
dimH ({x ∈ DN (Q) : rx /∈ DN (Q)}) = 1. It was also shown by Airey, Mance, and Vandehey [11]

that there exists a Q such that

dimH ({x ∈ [0, 1) : rx+ s ∈ N (Q) \ DN (Q) ∀r ∈ Q \ {0}, ∀s ∈ Q}) = 1.

In this direction we have proven Theorem 4.10, but we are still left with the following conjecture

and questions.

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

rational multiplication.

Question 8.7. Let Q 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 Q 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 Q for which DN (Q) = N (Q), but for which Q does not

admit a Hot Spot Theorem?

(ii) Does there exist a basic sequence Q for which DN (Q) ̸= N (Q), but for which Q admits a

Hot Spot Theorem?

Remark 8.9. While we have briefly mentioned joinings and disjointness of dynamical systems in

the proof of Theorem 1.7, we have not initiated a deeper study of the dynamical properties of the

skew product system X f . In personal communications, Tim Austin proved for us that X f is an

intermediate factor between X and X ×B where B is a Bernoulli shift of infinite entropy. It can also

be checked that the algebra of sets SD (discussed in Section 4) in X × [0, 1) naturally generate a

factor XN (Q) of X f 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 × B

X f

X XN (Q)

(122)

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

project to the measure µ × m on X f , 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 is

measurable isomorphic to X × B′, where B′ = ([0, 1),L ,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 Q is a basic sequence generated by (X,B, µ, T, f, x), then

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