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Abstract

In 1997 B. Weiss introduced the notion of measurably entire functions and proved
that they exist on every arbitrary free C-action defined on a standard probability space.
In the same paper he asked about the minimal possible growth rate of such functions.
In this work we show that for every arbitrary free C-action defined on a standard
probability space there exists a measurably entire function whose growth rate does not
exceed exp (exp[log? |z|]) for any p > 3. This complements a recent result by Buhovski,
Gliicksam, Logunov, and Sodin who showed that such functions cannot have a growth

rate smaller than exp (expl[log? |z|]) for any p < 2.

1 Introduction

A measure space (X, B, p1) is called a standard probability space if (X)) = 1 and there exists

a topology 7 such that (X, 7) is metrizable as a topological space, B is the completion of the
o-algebra generated by the open sets of 7, and for every € > 0 there exists a compact set K
such that p(K) > 1—e.

Let (X, B, u) be a standard probability space. A map f : X — X is called probability

preserving if for every B € B, u(B) = u(f~!(B)). We denote by PPT(X) the group of all

invertible probability preserving transformations from (X, B, 1) to itself. We use the standard
topology on this group, defined by the pull back of the weak operator topology restricted to
unitary operators on Lo(X, B, i) by the Koopman representation associated with the action,

T — Urf, where [Urf]|(z) = f(Tz) (see [B, Page 61]).
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A probability preserving action of C (a C-action in short) is a continuous homomorphism

T:C— PPT(X). A C-action T': C — PPT(X) is called free if for y-almost every z € X,

T,x = x implies that z = 0. In other words, there are no periodic points almost surely.

Let £ denote the space of entire functions endowed with the local uniform topology, and
let B denote the Borel structure associated with it. The complex plane acts on (€,5) by
translations defined by (T, f) (2) = f(z + w).

Whether there exists a probability measure A defined on (€, B) such that 7" is a C-action
on (€,B,)) is not a trivial fact. In fact, it was not known until Weiss showed such measures

exist using notions from dynamical systems, which we shall introduce now:

Definition 1.1. Let (X, B, i) be a standard probability space, and suppose T : C — PPT(X)

is a C-action. A map F : X — C is called measurably entire if it is a non-constant measurable

function and for p-almost every x € X the map F, : C — C defined by F,(z) := F(T,x) is

entire.

The existence of measurably entire functions is closely related to the question of existence
of translation invariant random entire functions. On one hand, the space of entire functions,
&, endowed with the topology of local uniform convergence is a Polish space, and so the
existence of a translation invariant probability measure on £ is an example of a measurably
entire function. On the other hand, the existence of a measurably entire function produces

a translation invariant random entire function by defining the measure
pr(A) =pu({r e X; F, € A}), A C £, measurable.
Some years ago Mackey asked the following question:

Question 1.2 (Mackey). Does every probability preserving free action of C on a standard

probability space admits a measurably entire function?
Weiss answered Mackey’s question in 1997:

Theorem 1.3 (Weiss 1997, [4]). For every free probability preserving action of C on a stan-

dard probability space there exists a measurably entire function.

Weiss’” paper gives rise to an abundance of measurably entire functions and in particular

answers Mackey’s question positively. In his paper Weiss raised several questions, one of them



was about the possible growth rate of such functions, measured by the asymptotic growth
of the function M;(R) := max |f(z)|, where RD := {|z| < R}. There are two possible
z€ERD

interpretations for this question:

(i) What is the minimal growth rate of a measurably entire function of a C-action on a

standard probability space (X, B, u)?

(ii) Given a C-action on a standard probability space (X, B, 1), what is the minimal growth

rate of a measurably entire function?

We recently proved in a joint work with L. Buhovsky, A. Logunov, and M. Sodin the following
theorem, which gives an almost full answer to the first interpretation. We state this theorem

using the terminology of measurably entire functions, where log® z := (log z)“.
Theorem 1.4. [1, Theorem 1]

(a) There exists a standard probability space (X, B, u) with a free C-action, T, for which there

exists a measurably entire function F' such that for p almost every x € X, and for every

e>0:
loglog max |F(T,x)]
lim sup zchD =0.
R0 log’** R

(b) For every standard probability space (X, B, u) for every measurably entire function F :

X — C p-almost every x, either z — F(T,x) is a constant function or for every e > 0

loglogmax |F(T.x)|
lim z€ERD

R—o0 10g27E R

= Q.

While Weiss’ paper tells us such functions always exist, part (b) of Theorem gives a
lower bound for the minimal possible growth rate of measurably entire functions defined for
a general free C-action defined on a standard probability space, but not an upper bound.

We would like to emphasize the difference between the two interpretations. While in the
first interpretation one may choose the measure space (and therefore the action) as well as
the measurably entire function, in the second one the action is given to us, and one may only
choose the measurably entire function.

In this paper we will construct a measurably entire function with bounded growth rate

for a general free action:



Theorem 1.5. Let (X, B, i) be a standard probability space, and suppose T : C — PPT(X)
is a free action. Then there exists a measurably entire function F' : X — C such that for

w-almost every v € X for every € > 0:

loglog max |F(T,z)|
lim z€RD
R—00 logSJrE R

~0. (1)

This theorem gives an upper bound for the minimal growth rate of measurably entire
functions defined on a general free C-action. Nevertheless, note that there is still a gap

between the lower and upper bounds known to us so far:

Question 1.6. Is the gap between the lower bound given by Theorem and upper bound
given by Theorem[1.5 justified? Namely, does there exists a C-action on a standard probability
space (X, B, p) and p € (2,3) such that for every measurably entire function F : X — C for

p-almost every x € X :

loglog max |F(T,z)|
lim 2ERD = 00.
R—00 log’ R

1.1 Notation

Given a > 0 we denote by S, the square centered at the origin of edge length 2a, namely
S, = [—a,a)*.
Let A C C and w € C. We define by A(w) := w + A, the translation of the set A by w.

For a set 2 € C we define the sets

Ot :={2€C, d(z,Q) <e} , Q°:={z€C, d(z,9°) >¢}.
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2 Preliminary Lemmas:

2.1 Complex Analysis lemmas

In this subsection we will state and prove lemmas using tools from complex analysis. Through-
out this section we will use the letters A and p to denote elements of C (and not measures).
The first lemma, proven in this subsection, is a lemma that creates a non-negative subhar-

monic function with ‘windows’, i.e rectangles where v = 0.

Lemma 2.1. For every C' > 1 and for every set A C C, such that for every A\ # p €

A, |l — Al > 2, there exists a subharmonic function v such that:

1) For every A € A, define Dy := {v =0} NS1(\), then LCSl)\ while S1(A) \ D, is
P) F \ € A, define D 0} N Sy(N), then D, ©

a union of at most 20 rectangles of edge length at most 2 and edge width at most % In

particular, Z((gf)) >1-%.

(Ps) For every z € C, v(z) < exp (2rC) exp (% |2]).

(Ps) For every A € A, U|Di% > 1

+30
\Dy

Proof. Given C > 1 we define the subharmonic function

coS (%y) cosh (%x) Nyl < (—1j

bo(z) = bo(x +iy) =
0 , otherwise
This function is 0 outside an infinite horizontal strip of width % Given A € A we define the

window function assigned to A by

ua(2) ;= max{bc(iz — A+ 1),bc(z = A +1),bc(iz— A —1),bc(z — A —1)}.

The set {z, vx(z) # 0} looks like a window, whose cornices have ‘infinite tails’ (see Figure
. In addition, note that vy] _y, =0, while 03], < e%°

We would like to take maximum over window functions assigned to A € A. Formally, we
would like to define v(z) = sup{va(2),A € A}. The problem is it is not clear that locally
we take supremum over a finite set, and even if we do, the elements of A are not necessarily

1
aligned in the sense that S; ©(\) may intersect ‘infinite tails’ of many elements u # A € A.

We get that the ‘infinite tails’ of windows that were created for different elements of A

>
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Figure 1: The gray area is where vy # 0.

might intrude into the window area of other elements, and the number of ‘intruders’ is not
necessarily bounded and might cover the whole window, making property (P;) impossible
to satisfy. To overcome this problem, we create a grid using the same base function b¢,
and then take maximum over ‘window functions’ assigned only to elements inside each grid
component, bounding the number of possible ‘intruders’ in each window.

Formally, we define the sets Zygq := {2n+ 1, n € Z}, Zepen := {2n, n € Z} and define
the function

vo(2) 1= e*™ max {bo(iw + 2), bo(w +12); W € Zogq} -

For every w € Z,qq fixed for every z € C,
belio +2) < exp (7 |Re(2) )

be(w +iz) < exp (% : |Im(z)!) ,

independently of w. We get that vy is bounded by exp (% max {|Re(z)|, |[Im(z)|} + 27 C).
In addition, locally this function is a maximum of at most two subharmonic functions, and

therefore it is subharmonic (see Figure [2)).

For every A € A we define the set

Ay ={weZ,, 51 (\)NSi(w)#0}.

even?

A, is the set of elements w € Z2

ven Such that a square of edge 2 centered at w intersects

a square of edge 2 centered at A\. For every A € A, # A, < 4, since the squares are disjoint,
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Figure 2: The grid: The gray area is the set where {vg # 0} while the white area is the

set where {vg = 0}.

aligned, and have the same edge length, and therefore every such intersection creates a
rectangle such that at least one of its corners belongs to S;(A) (see Figure [4)).

Symmetrically, for every w € Z?,,, the set defined by

BY = {\ €A, S (\) NS (w) £ 0}

also contains at most 4 elements.

2
even

Figure 3: The right hand picture: the points marked by x represent elements of Z
which belong to Ay. The left hand picture: the points marked by x represent elements
of A which belong to B“.

As mentioned before, for every A € A, vy is subharmonic, and v, |
Sl

| =0, while

Q=

wC
Ua|sy(n) < ¢”% . Define

v(2) := max {Uo(z),/r\rel%}“() U)\(Z)} L WEZL, 2 € Si(w).

2

We will first show that this function is well defined and subharmonic. For every w € Z,.,,,
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Figure 4: Since the squares are aligned and have the same edge length, every

intersection creates a rectangle such that at least one of its corners belongs to Sy ().

and every z € Sf%(w) \ S %(w)

2 1
vo(2) > cos (g . f) exp (g -min {|Re(z)|, [Im(z)|} + 27rC’) > 5 €XP (2rC).

Since v)|gy(n) < e’ and C > 1 we get that for every w € Z?,_ and every \ € B,

EvVEN

arc
>e 2 > \g0)-

In particular, v defined above, is well defined and is subharmonic since locally it is a maxi-
mum over a finite set of subharmonic functions. Moreover, note that for every u ¢ B“ the

function v, does not effect the definition of v in S (w) in any way.

Next, for every A € A we look at the set Dy := {z € C, v(z) =0} N S;(N). Note that D,
is in fact S)(A) once we remove from it strips of width 2 that originated in the base function

5 a
be. By the way be was defined, bo(z +iy) > 3 if Jy| < 2. We get that if z € D:\FSC \D;SC,

2

5> and since v is defined

then z belongs to a translation and/or rotation of the strip |y| <

as a maximum of such functions, in particular v(z) > %

It is left to bound the number of ‘intruders’ for every A € A, or formally the number of
copies of the set {bc # 0} intersecting S;(A). For this it is enough to bound the number of
elements in |J B\ {\}. Why is this enough? As we saw above for every € A outside the

wEAN

set |J Si(w), the definition of the function v| ; s, is unchanged whether x € A or not,

wEA) weAN

and in particular if A, N Ay = (), then whether ;1 € A or not does not change the way v is
defined inside S1(A). We conclude that it is enough to bound the number of elements in the
set |J B“\ {A}, but the later is bounded by 16 as the number of elements in A, is at most

wEA)
4 and the number of elements in B* is at most 4 as well. Adding the 4 rectangles created by



vy itself we get 20 ‘intruding’ rectangles as needed. Note that though every intersection of
S1(A) with Sj(w) contributes two potentially ‘intruding’ rectangles, one horizontal and one
vertical, only one of them can intersect Sy(u)~¢ for S)(p) intersecting S)(w). The reason
is that S;(\) and Si(p) are disjoint, and so one can be positioned either to the left/right
with respect to the other (thus intersecting the horizontal rectangle) or above/bellow (thus

intersecting the vertical rectangle), but not both. O]

An application of this lemma allows us to ‘glue’ together several subharmonic functions

{un} restricted to disjoint compact subsets of C, Sy (\):

Lemma 2.2. Let C > 7, and let A C C be such that for every X # p € A, ||p— MN| > 2.
Assume that for every A € A there exists uy : C — [0,00) subharmonic such that for a
positive constant M

max max uy(z) < M.
AeA zeS

Then there exists a subharmonic function u such that:

1
(SHy) For every A € A there exists a set Dy such that D;\rc C S1(A) while S1(X) \ Dy is
contained in a union of at most 20 rectangles of edge length at most 2 and edge width

at most 2

&, and for every z € Dy we have u(z) = ux(z — A).

(SH>)

max u(z) < 2Me™.
zE€Se

(SH3) For every A € A

min  u(z) = M.
2eD; 3¢\D, 3¢

Proof. Let v denote the subharmonic function obtained by Lemma [2.1] with the set A and
the constant C'. Define for every A € A the set D, := {v =0} N S;(\). Following property
(Py) of the function v guaranteed by Lemma , this set satisfies all the properties described
in (SH;). Define the function

max {2M - v (2),ux(z = \)} ,z € D/J\rf, AEA

u(z) =
2M v (2) , otherwise.



We will first show that u is subharmonic. Fix A € A. Following property (Ps) of the function

5 $
v, for every z € Dj\rw \ D;LSC we have v (z) > 3, while max ux(z) < M. And so:
zZ€01

-ep}30\p} 30
which implies that u defined above is well defined and subharmonic as locally it is a maximum
between two subharmonic functions. This also proves property (SHj).

To see that property (SH;) holds, note that since uy > 0, for every z € D, we have
ux(z) = u(z — \) as needed.

To see that property (SHs) holds we observe that for C' > 7,

z€Sc z€S¢c Sc

C 2
max u = 2M - -maxv <2M -exp (2rC)exp (% - max |z|) < 2Me™,
zE
concluding our proof. O]

The next lemma is an extension of the previous lemma for ‘glueing’ several entire func-

tions.

Lemma 2.3. Let C and B be sufficiently large constants and let A C Sc be such that for
every N # p € A, ||p — Al > 2. Assume that for every X € A there exists f\ analytic in S
such that for some M > 40log C,

< 217B M) .
max max |f3(z)] < exp (27" M)

Then there exists an entire function f with the following properties:

(Ey) For every A € A define the set

A= 5i00 {2 176) - i - Nl < e (51 ],

Then for every e >0, m (S1(A) \ Ay°) = O (& + 5).

(E2)
max |f(z)] < exp (21_3/\/1 - 6”02> :

zZESc
“In fact, O (& +¢) = 12 + 200e.

10



Proof. Let u be the subharmonic function constructed in Lemma [2.2| with the set A, the
constant C, and the functions uy = log, |fi|. Recall the sets Dy C Si(\) defined for every
A € A in Lemma 2.2l These sets were defined so that for every z € Dy, u(z) = uy(z — \),
and S1(A) \ D, is a union of at most 20 rectangle of edge length at most 2 and edge width

at most 2. Let x : C — [0,1] be a smooth function with the following properties:
(a) For every A € A, X|DI% = 1.

(b) x| =0.

o\ U piie
AEA
(c) For every z € C, |Vx(z)| < 100C.

For example, by taking a convolution of the normalization of a rescaling of the bump
function

e (~hp) <1

0 , otherwise

¢(z) =
by % so that its integral is one, with the function

LOEDDERERNC

AEA

Define the function go : |J S1(A) — C by
AEA

go(2) =Y [z = A) - Lg, ()

AEA

As Dj\ra C S1(A) and the collection {S1(A)},c, is a collection of disjoint squares, go is

holomorphic where it is defined, as locally it is just f, for one particular A € A. Define

9(2) = go(2) - x(2).

Note that g is well defined as the area where y = 0 separates Si(A) from Sy(u), for A # p
(see Figure [5)). Next we define the entire function

f(z) = 9(2) = a(2),

where a is Hormander’s solution [2, Theorem 4.2.1] to the d-equation



Figure 5: On the picture to the left, the white area is the area where {u = 0}. The
corridors created by the grid are colored in light gray, while the ones created by
elements of A are colored in dark gray. For every element of A in the picture, the sets
D), is the white areas within the relevant square.

The picture to the right is the same picture, but the light gray area now describes the
set where y = 1, the white area describes the set where xy = 0 and the dark gray area

describes the set where the transition occurs.

satisfying

eiu(Z) 1 2 —u(z
/|a(z)|2 2—12dz < 5/ |8g(z)|26 @ dz.
e (17 +1) e

First of all, let us bound the right hand side of this inequality: by the definition of x and

property (SH3) of u-

/‘Bg(z)‘Ze_“(z)dz = Z / ‘5g(z)‘2e—u(Z)dz

AEA
C L3 41
C [¢]

D, %C\p, 4

AEA
40 - 2

< 10*C*exp (./\/l (2273 — 1)) 407 . —Z < Ctexp (—M

2C
= / ’59(2)’2 e @dz < C*exp (—%) :
C

provided that B, C', and M are large enough.

12

< 2 2-B LM +i6 +ic
max Vx(2)]"exp (227 M) - e m(LJDA \ D,

2




Next, let us find an upper bound for f on S¢: Fix ¢y = 1610 40, then by Cauchy’s

integral formula:
2
MO [f(w)[* dm(w) < —5 / l9(2)* + la(w)[* dm(w) = L + L.
e e

B(z,c0) B(z,co)

To bound I; note that by the way ¢ is defined

< 2 < 2-B < ( 2-B g . 7r6'2>'
L <2 max lg|” < QI?EELK( max |£? < 2exp (227" M) < 27" M -e

l\)lr—k

On the other hand, using ([2)) and property (SH>) of v in Lemma

2 4 (w)
L = — ]a(w)|2dm(w) < —5exp <max u> 04/ |a(w —dm(w)
TCh e z€Sc (Jw]? + 1)
B(z,co)
64C*>

<

exp <22’BM6”CQ> C® - exp (—%) < CMexp (22’BM . e“CQ> exp (—%M)

1
< 5 eXP <22_BM . 6”02> ,

M

provided that M is big enough so that e~ 2 - C! < % Combining the two estimates we get
that

1f(2)] < I+ 1) <exp (21*3/\46“02) .

We conclude that property (FE») holds.
Finally, to see property (Ej), note that:

_1
(a) For every z € D, ", B(z,¢0) C D,, which implies that Thu(z) = u,(z) by property

(SHy) of u, and therefore rg?x : e* <exp (2'7PM).
weB(z,co

(b) By the way f was defined, for every w € D;\r% we have f(w) = fa(w — A) — a(w).

L
By Cauchy’s integral formula applied to z € D, *“, and the function (f(z) — 7_, fA(z)) which
is holomorphic in B(z, ), and by using the bound given by

2 2
10 - Tah@E = |25 [ () - Tapwhdnw)| 2| [ at)dnw
B(z,c0) B(z,co)
1 fu(z
g | om0 <€ g et [ g int



1 _a
for B, C, and M large enough. We obtain that D, *“ C Ay = D, *¢ e A\ ¢, but since

S1(A) \ Dy is a union of at most 20 rectangles, we get by the inclusion of the sets that

m(S1(\) \ A7) < m <Sl(>\) \ D;%‘e) <40 <5€ v %) ~0 (a + é) ,

concluding our proof. m

2.2 Measure Theoretic Lemmas

In this subsection we will present lemmas related to ergodic theory and dynamics.

Definition 2.4. Let (X, B, 1) be a standard probability space, and suppose T : C — PPT(X)
is a free C-action. Let S C C be a compact set. A set B € B is called an S-set if

(Fy) For every z 2w e S, T,BNT,B =1.

(Fy) For every B' C B C X measurable, and every A C S C C measurable, the set AB" :=
\J T.B’ is a measurable subset of X.

z€EA

In the definition above, the set S is the set of ‘shifts’ by the action of C, marked T', while
B C X is a very small set that we ‘shift’ by elements of S in the space X. For our purpose,
S will be a two dimensional square.

We are interested in S-sets, for S C C a square, because these sets allow us to assign
for every x € B a function f, : S — C, which is holomorphic in S, creating a measurably
entire function f : SB — C defined by f(T,z) = f(z,x) = f.(z) without worrying about
inconsistencies in the definition of f. Note that as B is an S-set, the map T,z — (z,x) is
well defined, and so is our function f. We would therefore like to approximate our space X

by a sequence of sets {S,, B, },., where B, is an S,,-set, and a,, /* oc.

Remark 2.5. For every square S C C and every B € B, an S-set

w(AB) = pu({T.B, z € A}) = % - (SB), for every A C S measurable.
m

Explanation: Because the measure p is a translation invariant measure, we may assume
without loss of generality that S = [—a, a]? for some a > 0. Every such cube S C C is also a

topological group, with the group action defined by
Tw?z = (W + 2) mod a.

14



This group is a Polish group (i.e it is a separable completely metrizable topological space),
and by Haar’s theorem there exists a unique measure (up to multiplication by constants)
which is invariant under the group’s action. In this case, this is just Lebesgue’s measure
restricted to S. For every S-set, B, define the measure vg on measurable subsets of S by
vp(A) = u(AB). Since B is an S-set, this is indeed a well defined measure. In addition,
since p is translation invariant, we get that this measure is invariant under the group’s action.
We conclude that vg = cg - mg, where mg denotes the two dimensional Lebesgue measure

restricted to S, and cp is some constant. For a crude bound on c¢g note that

vp(S) _ p(SB) _ 1
ms(S) m(S) — m(S)

Lemma 2.6. [The Nested Towers Lemma/ Let (X, B, 1) be a standard probability space, and

cp =

suppose T : C — PPT(X) is a free C-action. Let {a,} -, be an increasing sequence of
positive numbers such that ) - < % Then there exists a sequence of sets { B, } C B such

An+1
that

n=1

(N1) B, is an S,, -set.
(N2) Sa,Bn C Sa,i Bnii
(N3) 1 (Sa,Bn) /1 asn — oo.

This lemma, originally proven by Weiss in [4], is a natural extension of Rokhlin’s lemma
about approximating actions of Z by Rokhlin towers. Rokhlin’s lemma for C-action states
that for every rectangle R C C and for every € > 0 there exists a set B which is an R-set
such that y(RB) > 1 — e. This lemma is not enough as we would like the approximation of
the space X to be monotone.

The version of Rokhlin’s lemma for C-actions was proven by Lind in [3]. We note that
Weiss’ definition for an S-set admits a weaker property than property (F3). Nevertheless, his
proof of The Nested Tower Lemma extends to our definition of an S-set. For the reader’s

convenience the proof of this lemma can be found in the appendix.

Given a metric space (Y, d) we let K(Y) denote the set of all compact subsets of Y. For
every A, B € K(Y') define the metric

dy(A,B) :==inf{¢ >0,A C B* and B C A**}.

15



dp is called the Hausdorff distance induced by (Y, d).
We say that (IC(Y),dy) is the induced Hausdorff space of (Y, d).

Let (X, B, 1) be a standard probability space, and let {B,} be a sequence of sets given
by the Nested Towers Lemma, Lemma [2.6] Assume that P,_; is a finite partition of B,_;

into measurable sets {Bﬁ;fl}j:;. For every x € B,, and 1 < ¢ < k,,_; define the set
Ri(z):={z€8,,; T.x € B,_,}.

Since B,_; is an S,,_,-set, for every z # w € R(x) we have that S,, ,T.xNS,, T,z =0
which implies ||z — w||, > 2a,-1. In particular, R (x) is a finite set and therefore compact.

Given 6 > 0, we say a partition P, = {Bg}?; is a d-fine partition consistent with P,_;

if it is a finite measurable partition of B, and for every 1 < j < k, for every z,y € B,

du (R (z), R (y)) < 6 for every 1 < 0 < k,_;.

Lemma 2.7. Let {B,} be a sequence of sets given by the Nested Towers Lemma. For every
sequence of positive numbers {0,} there exists a sequence of partitions {P,} such that for

every n, Pp is a 0,-fine partition consistent with Pp_1.

Proof. We will prove it by induction on n, where for the base step one could take any
partition P;. Assume P, ; was already defined and for every 1 < ¢ < k,_; define the

function f,: B, x B, — R, by

fo(z,y) = du(R.(z), R (y)).

For every x € B,, let

Dife) = {ve B o) < 2.

As f, is a measurable function, these sets are measurable and form a cover for B,. We will
first show there exists a finite sub-cover of {Dﬁ(x)}w cB., for B,,. If no such sub-cover exists,
then there exists a subsequence {,,} such that for every k # m we have fi(zn,, ;) > %2
creating an infinite separated set in K(Y), which is a contradiction to the fact that the
induced Hausdorff space of a totally bounded set is itself totally bounded (see Claim .
Let @y denote the finite set of elements x € B, forming the finite cover of B,, and let
Q, denote the partition that we obtain by the collection {sz(ﬂf)}xe O Note that for every
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A € Qy there exists £ € Qg such that A C D! (€), and therefore for every z,y € A,

fo(z,y) < fol@, &) + fu(€,y) < On.

We define P,, to be the refinement of all the partitions Q,, P, = { ?if Ay, Ay € Q(}. Let
A € P, then for every z,y € A for every 1 < ¢ < k,_; there exists B € Q, such that
x,y € B, and therefore fy(x,y) < d,, which implies that P, is a J,-fine partition consistent

with P,_1, concluding our proof. O

Claim 2.8. Let (Y, d) be a metric space. IfY is totally bounded, then the induced Hausdorff
space, (K(Y),dn), is totally bounded.

For the reader’s convenience we add a proof of this fact:

N

i1 such

Proof. Let ¢ > 0. Since Y is totally bounded there exists a finite sub-cover {B;}
that for every j, diam(B;) < e. For every A € K(Y') we define the sequence:

1 JANB; £0
zj(A) = 7

0 ,otherwise.

Note that since the sequences’ elements are only {0,1} and their length is finite, then the
number of possible sequences is finite. Next, let A and B be sets such that they have the
same sequence. Fix a € A, then there exists j such that a € B; as {B;} is a cover for Y.
Since the sequence of A and B are the same 1 = z;(A) = z,;(B) and so there exists b € BN B;
and in particular as diam(B;) < €, we get that d(a,b) < e. This shows that A C B™*. By a
symmetric argument, B C A" as well. We conclude that dg(A, B) < e.

For every 1 < j < N we arbitrarily chose an element b; € B;, and define for every sequence
{a;} the set Dy,y := {bj;2; = 1}. The collection {Dy,,}} forms a finite e-net for the space
(K(Y),dy) concluding the proof. O

3 Construction of a special sequence

In this section we will use all the lemmas proven in the previous sections to construct a special
sequence of functions that will be used in the proof of Theorem [1.5] Beyond this section the

only thing one needs to keep in mind is the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.1. Let (X, B, u) be a standard probability space, and suppose T : C — PPT(X)
is a free C-action. Let {a,} be the sequence defined by a; = 1, and a, = D - nlogzn Oy
for every n > 2 where D > 0 is some parameter sufficiently large. There exists a sequence of
measurable sets {X,,}, X, /' X, and a sequence of measurable functions F,, : X,, — C with

the following properties:

u({xexl, |F1<x>\s§}) > L and u({xexh |F1<x>|z§}> > L

(ii) There exists a sequence of measurable sets {G,} such that G,, C X,, and:

(4)

p (X \ Gr) < p (X \ Xoo1) + % -0 (nlongn) .

(B) For every x € Gy:
(B1) Sa,_,x C X, _1, implying that S,, ,G, C X,,_1 C X,.
(By) The function F* : C — C defined by F*(z) = F,,(T,x) is holomorphic in S,, ,.
(Bs) _Inax |Fo(T.z) — F, 1 (T,z)| < 10727,

aAn—2

(By) For every1 <m <n—2:

max |F,(T.z)| < 2exp (2" " Mp(m+1)),

ZESam

where B is a numerical constant sufficiently large, and

m—1
Mp(m) = exp (B -m —|—7rDQZ 52 log4j> .

j=2
Proof. Let {B,} be a sequence of sets obtained for the sequence {a,} by Weiss’ Nested
Towers Lemma, Lemma such that (X \ S, Br) < 555

We will set X,, :== S,, B, and define the sequence of functions F}, as a linear combination

of step functions,
kn,
Fo(Tox) = Fu(z,2) = Y Fi(2) - 15 (@),
j=1

where {F? }?il are entire, and {BJ f:ll is a measurable partition of B,,, denoted P,. Note
that F,, is well defined, since B, is an S, -set and therefore the mapping T,z — (z, ) is well

defined, as mentioned in Section 2.2.
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Formally, we will construct this sequence inductively. Define F} : X; — C by
F(T,x) = Fi(x,2) = z.

F is measurable, since it is constant with respect to one variable, and continuous with respect

to the other. By the way Fy is defined for every z € By and |z] < §
1
IR (Ta) = el < 1

and so {F1 < }l} D iDBl- Following Remark :

({reinmizg)) = n(pn)=n(2) ST

az1 T T 199 1

= 0 B> .20
B HEuB) > 5500 > o

A similar computation shows that u ({]Fﬂ > %}) > % as well, and so property (i) holds.

Assume that F,,_; : X,,_1 — C was defined as

knl

F- 1(Tx) Z (ZL’),

and that property (ii) holds for F,,_;. We assume in addition that instead of property (By)
we have property (Bj): for the same parameter B

max |F,(T.z)| < exp (2" " Mp(m + 1 +Z 107%.

2€Say,

Naturally, property (B}) implies property (By). Moreover, we assume that for every 1 < j <
kn—l
max !F] 1(2)] < exp (2" P Mp(n)).

2€8a,,_,
We refer to this property as property (Bs), and regard it as part of property (i7’), which is
property (i7) where (By) is replaced by (B}) and (Bs) is added.
Since F J _, is entire for every j fixed, it is uniformly continuous on S, “ , and therefore there
exists 0, € (0,1) such that for every 1 < j < k,_:

10—271
9 .

sup ‘F£—1(Z) - F£—1(w)‘ <
z,wES;‘i71

|z—w|<dn
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Let P, be a partition of B,, which is d,-fine and consistent with P,_; = {B,‘;f1 ];;1, the
partition of B,_; used to define F,,_;. Such a partition exists by Lemma [2.7]
For every j we use the axiom of choice to choose a representative x/, € BJ. We will define

the function F7 by using Lemma with the parameters:

Qn
= D -nlog’n,

. A .
A;:{ , A€ S,, sothatT,\xfIEBn_l},C:

Qp—1

M :=exp (2" PMp(n)), fi(2) = Foo1(Tu,_ sz 2l) 0 S1 — C.

Ap—1

Let us verify these parameters satisfy the requirements of the lemma. First of all, because

B,_1is an S, _, set, then for every A # u € AJ, we have that

n—1

S, (a,n_l . )\) NS, (an_l : ,u) =) «— S1(>\) N 51(,&) = 0.

n—1 n—1

In particular, for every A # p € AJ, we have ||A — pl| > 2.

Next, for every n > 1 for every D large enough

n—1
M = exp (21_BMB(n)) = exp (21_3 exp (B -n + D27TZ j2 10g4 j))

j=2
> exp (21_3 exp (B -n+ D?r - nlog? n)) .

In fact a more accurate lower bound is
exp (21’B exp (B -n+ D*r - n?log* n)) ,

but the bound indicated above is enough for our use. In particular, for every constant B

there exists D large enough so that
M > 40log (D . nlog2n) )

We conclude that all the requirements of Lemma [2.3] are satisfied.

Define the function

kn
F(T.x) = F,(z,x) = Z Fi(z) -1 (x). (3)

Note that every summand in the sum is a measurable function as it is an indicator function
of the measurable set BJ in one variable and the continuous function FY in the other. This

implies that F), is a measurable function since the number of sets in the partition (and
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therefore the number of summands in the sum) is finite.
To conclude the proof it is left to show that property (ii’) holds for F,, as well.
Fix 1 <j <ng_; and XA € AJ, and recall the definition of the sets Ay in Lemma :

A= 5i00 {2 176) - 1= Nl < e (51 ],

where for us f = FJ for some 1 < j < ny_;. Let Dy = a,_; - Ay, and define the set

kn—l
Go:=J | UDy™™| B C X,
J=1 \\eal

We will first show that property (A) holds. By the way the partition P, was defined,

kn kn
U USsSana-N | Bl X [ U S (anes- M) | B (4)
7= \xens, 7=1 \xens,
(see Figure [6).
We have

p(Xn\Gn) < p| X\ O U San_i(@n-1-A) | B]

J=1 \eaj
En
T U U (Sanfl(an—l ) /\) \ Dgl_and) Bg,
=1 \eAd,

We will use Remark 2.5 to bound each of these terms:
Remember that following Lemma , m (S1(A)\ Ay®) = O (& +¢). We obtain that for

every A € AJ

(S V(a4 7) S O1) -, (B2 22,

ap Ap—1
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Figure 6: Fix n and 1 < j < k,,. The black points represent the set AJ. For every

y € BJ, y # o), the gray configuration of squares represent the case where y was chosen

to be the representative of BJ instead of x7,. Thus, the gray configuration of squares is a

distortion of the black configuration of squares by at most d,,, by the way the partition

P,, was defined.

Define S; := | U (Sanfl(an_l A\ D;l_a"’2) . Then since B} is an S, -set,
AeA],
g BV b (S0, 30)
M USjBn = Zm(sj)'m
j=1 j=1 an
k .
. —1l—an— /"L(Sa7LB:V77,)
S D0 3 (Sars(an s D\ (e A ) B
J=1 xen), o
kn a’ . (an_—1 + 1+an—2> )
. nt Can T Tany ) p(Sa, )
= Z#A”O(D. 4a? ' m(S,,)
j=1 n an
2 an—1 I+an—2 )\ g
a? n—1 ( an T Tons > ~ j an—2
< n_.0O(1) - Bl) < - .
< o) Y ) o (22

J=1
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Similarly,

kn
M Xn \ U U San—1 (an,1 ’ A) ng
j=1

AEN,

k“’VL . kn )
< p{X\NU | Usiliaa-N B +u U U SELNSe) (@ -2 | B

7= \ead, 7=1 \eAd,
i C2-a,- ,
S X\ Xao) + D0 #N T (S0, BY) < (X \ Xaa) + ——.

j=1 a, Ap—1
Overall, we get that:
Ap—9 1 1
N(Xn\Gn>§N(Xn\Xn—l>+O :N(Xn\Xn—l)"‘_'O 3 )
n—1 D nlog”n

concluding the proof.
Next, we will show that for every x € G,, the properties enumerated as (B) hold. Fix

r € G,. There exists 1 < j < k,, and A € AJ, such that z € D;l_a"”Bg.

Property (Bj) holds: Note that Thz’) € B,_; by the way AJ was defined. Similarly, for

In
an—1

1

every y € BJ there exists yu € C such that |u— \| < < ——and Ty, .y € By

1—an—2

Let y € BJ be so that @ = T,y for w € Dy . Then for every z € S,, , we have that

T.x =T, .y € D;ly C D;”‘S"y C D,y C X,_1, as needed.

Property (Bs) holds: Since FY is entire, we get that z — F),(T,x) is entire for every z € G,,.

Property (Bj3) holds: We want to show that for every z € S,

n—27

|F(Tox) — F1(Tox)] < 1072,

The idea is that §,, was chosen so that for every j if the function Fﬂ;_l is perturbed by

something smaller than ¢,,, then its image is perturbed by something which is bounded by

10—2n
2

. Next, we take a partition which is d,,-fine partition consistent with P,,_;, which means
that for every y € BY, the configuration of squares associated with it is at most a d,-distortion

of the configuration of squares associated with =7, meaning { f,} used to construct F,, differ

1072n
2

by at most from the ones used if y was the chosen representative. Combining this with

the fact F, approximates these fy to begin with, we get that |F,, — F,,_1| is small.
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Formally, let o € BY , N S,, BJ, then there exist A € AJ and w € S,, such that

xo =Ty, y € BJ, and |\ — w| < §,. By the way F, is constructed, for every z € D"

|Fo1(Towo) — Fu(Texo)| = | (2) Tz—i-wT—wIO)‘ = ‘Frf—l('z) - Fn(Tz+wy)}
by | Z F] Z + w)’

< |Fn_1(z)— iz 4w — )\|—|—} Lzt w =) = Fl(z+w)|.

Now, by property (F;) of F?, guaranteed by Lemma , we know that since |\ — w| < §,,

then z + w € D, and so-

—2n
|Fo_1(z+w—X) — Fl(z 4+ w)| <exp <—MB(n)) < 10 .

4 2

On the other hand, since |A — w| < d,,

10—2n
[FLa(z) = Eia(ztw =N < s [FL(Q - FLi(©)] <
ceesil |
I¢—€|<bn
as well. Overall, for every o € B,_1 N S,, B} we have that
|F(Toxo) — oy (Towo)| < 10727 (5)

Next, since z € Dy '~“"*BJ there exists w € D, '~“* such that T_,z € BJ. In addition,
since the partition P, is d,-fine there exists ¢ such that | — A| < 9, and T_,,_cx € Bﬁ_l

For every z € S,, ,
z+we D' = 2 +w—(+ A€ D c Dy
and by using (5) we get that if zg =T_,_cx € B,_, N S,, BJ, then

|Fn(sz) - Fn—1<Tz$)| = |F ( TowycTwe Cx) Fn—l(Tz+w+CT—w—Cx)|

= |Fo(Terwscro) = Fpot(Toqwico)| < 1072,

and property (Bs) holds.

Property (B}) holds: Note that for every m < n — 3 we have that by property (Bs), and

the induction assumption (which holds only for m < n — 3),

max |F,(T.z)| < max |F,_1(Tiz)| + 107" < exp (2" P Mp(m +1 —i—ZlO 2,

2E€Sapm, 2€Sam
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For m = n — 2, by property (Bj),

max |F,(T.2)] < max |F,_1(Tiz)| + 107" < exp (2" "Mp(n)) + 107"

ZGSan72 ZESO‘TL*].

Property (Bs) holds: By property (F,) of Lemma for every 1 < j < k,:

] < 1-B . 2
max [Fl(z)] < exp (2 x| mmax |Fy(2)] - exp (nC ))
< exp (2" P Mp(n)exp (7 - n’log'n)) <exp (2" PMp(n+1)).
This concludes the proof of the lemma. n

4 The Proof of Theorem 1.5

Let {F,} be the sequence constructed in Lemma [3.1]

4.1 The sequence {F,} converges almost surely to a measurably

entire function:

Let © € U -_ i, Gk, then by property (Bs), {F,(T.x)} converges locally uniformly to
an entire function, and in particular if {F,} converges almost surely, then it converges to a
measurably entire function. It is therefore enough to show that p (U >_, Nre,, Gk) = 1 to
conclude the proof. To see that p (U _, (re,, Gr) = 1 we will show that

((UNa))=r(AUa) - smn(Ue)

By using property (A) of the sequence {F,} and the fact that {X,} is increasing, we obtain

that
M(U G;) — M<U<X\Xk>w<xk\ek>) m(U X\Xk) Z (X \ Gi)
Prope%ty (A) M(X\Xm)+z <,U/(Xk\Xk1)+% (klog k))

To conclude the proof, note that the latter tends to zero as m tends to oo, since the series

converges.
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4.2 The limiting function F' is not constant:

Since the sequence {F,,} converges in measure to a function which we shall denote by F,

() ma(f=t]) - (=) - (2]

We will bound each of the quantities above from bellow by a uniform constant for every n.

property

: <{’F"| = %}) E ({\Fnl\ < % - 1o2n} \G;)

pr(ogel;ty pr(ogel;ty n n
3 3
> oz u({lﬂls —ZloZm}\Uan>

1
@ 1 O(1) & 1 3 0O 1
> — —2u(X\Xy)— = — —

- pXAX) Z nlog?n 100 D nz_; nlog®n’

where D is the constant from the definition of the sequence {a,}. If we choose D large

Iz <{|Fn| < %}) > ﬁ

A similar computation shows that ({ |F| > %}) is greater than the same constant, conclud-

enough we get

ing that F'is not constant.

4.3 Upper bound for the growth rate of the function:

Let € (), Gk, we will show that holds. For every k > n by property (By) of the
sequence {F, }:

max |F(T.z)] < 2exp (2" °Mp(m+1)).

z€ am

Gm+1

am

Mp(m) = exp (B.m—|—7r§: ( k ) ) < exp <B-m—|—0(1).D§: k210g4k>
k=2

Qp—
k—1 =2

In addition, as ~ mlog®m, for every € > 0 for every m > m. large enough

< exp (B-m+O(1) - Dm*log* m) < exp (O(l) -log®t2 am> :
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We conclude that for every ¢ > 0

log log nax |F(T,x)|

log®*€ a,, ~ log2 a,, m—e

For every R large enough, let m be such that a,, < R < a,,1+1. Using the estimate above

with m + 1 and 5 instead of ¢ we get,

log 1 F(T, <
logloggré%if [F(Tx)] o8 ngergijil ] < O(1)  (log(am+1) T — 0
log®™ R - log®™ a,, ~ log? an, log (@) m—00

concluding the proof of the theorem.

5 Appendix

For completeness we introduce here a proof of the Nested Towers Lemma:

Lemma [The Nested Towers Lemma/] Let (X, B, u) be a standard probability space,

and suppose T : C — PPT(X) is a free C-action. Let {a,}.., be an increasing sequence of

an

o0
positive numbers such that ) - "

< i. Then there exists a sequence of sets {B,} C B such
n=1

that
(Ny) B, is an S, -set.

(N3) Sa, Bn C Sa,. Bt

An+41

(N3) p(Sa,Bn) /1 asn— oco.

We open this appendix with a discussion of a preliminary lemma. This lemma is a version

of Rokhlin’s lemma for flows. It was proven by Lind in [3]:

Lemma 5.1. Let T be a free n-dimensional flow on a standard probability space (X, B, ).
Then for any rectangle @ C R™ and € > 0, there exists a QQ-set, F' C X such that p (ToF') >

1—c¢.

Remark 5.2. Note that unlike our definition of an S-set, Lind’s definition does not require
measurability. Namely, his definition lacks condition (Fy) completely. Nevertheless, he proved
that the set F' found in Lemma not only satisfies condition (Fy), but in fact fulfills a

stronger condition than the one we impose. For more information see [3, p. 177].
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We first describe the idea of the proof. We start with a sequence of sets { B,,(0)} obtained
by Rokhlin’s lemma for a sequence {¢, }, and define for every n a sequence of sets { B, (k)} -
B,,(k+ 1) will only include elements of B, (k) so that their restricted orbit, S,, z, is included
in Sq,,,Bnt1(k). Then we will bound the measure of the sets that we remove to conclude

that for B,, := (\,—, Bn(k) we have S, B, /X as n — cc.

oo
Proof. Let {e,} be a positive monotone decreasing sequence such that > ¢, < oco. By
n=1

Rokhlin’s Lemma for flows, Lemma [5.1] for every n there exists a set B,(0) such that
(L) Bn(0)is an S, -set.
(L2) p(Sa,Bn(0)) >1—¢,.
We inductively define the sets:
Bj(k+1) = {x € Bj(k), Sq;x C Sa,,, Bj+1(k)} .

First of all, Bj(k+ 1) C B;(k) and so the set B; := (), Bj(k) is well defined. Next, every
measurable subset of B;(0), is in itself an S,,-set, because of property (F3) of an S, -set.
If for every k, Bj;(k) is measurable, then it is an S, -set, and so is B;. To conclude that
property (NN7) holds it is left to show that for every k the set B;(k) is measurable.

It is clear that the inclusion condition, condition (/Ns), holds by the way the sequence
{B;} is defined. To prove that (NN7), (N3) hold we will need the following claim:

Claim: Let € Bj(k), then = € Bj(k+1) if and only if there exists y € Bj11(k) such that
Sa; % C Saj Y-

This claim tells us that for every x that we threw away on step k of the construction of
the sequence {B;(k)}, » € B;(k) \ B;(k + 1), its restricted orbit, S, z, is included in the
restricted orbit of some element y € Bjq(k — 1) that we threw away on step (k — 1) of the
construction of the sequence {B;1(k)}, vy € Bjp1(k— 1)\ Bjy1(k).

Proof of the claim: The ‘if” part of the claim is obvious. To prove the other side, assume

by contrudiction that the set defined by

Ay = {y € Bj+1(k’), Sajx N S@j+1y 4 (D}
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contains at least two elements. Note that A, may contain at most four elements, for if

¢ € Sq,xN S,y # D then there exists z € Sy, and w € S, ., such that ¢ = T,z = Ty,

aj+1
meaning that

SajZL’ N Sajﬂy = Saij—zy N Saj-&—ly = (S

aj+1

NSy, (w—2))y = (Sa,, (z—w)NS,,) .

In particular, there exists a rectangle R = S,,,, (z —w) N S,; such that Rz = S,,x NS, ,y.
As S,; and S,; (z — w) are aligned squares, their intersection will give us a rectangle. Since

a; < a;j4+1 and the squares TZSaj and S, , are aligned, the rectangle R must contain at least

Jj+1

one of the corners of S,, (see Figure @

Figure 7: An intersection of aligned squares is a rectangle, so that at least one of its

corners belong to the smaller square in the intersection.

In addition, because Bji(k) C B;+1(0) it fulfills property (F;) of an S

a;1-5€t, and so

each element of the set of ‘corners’ of S, :
{Taj(l—l-i)xy Taj(l—i)x7 Ta]-(—l+i)x7 Ta]-(—l—i)x}

belongs to the set S, ,,y for a unique y € A,. We conclude that A, cannot contain more
than four elements.

Next, note that R is a closed rectangle as an intersection of two closed squares. We get that
Sq; v =W Ry,

where the collection {R,} contains at most four disjoint closed rectangles, and the union

is disjoint since x € Bj;(k) for which property (F1) of an Sy-set holds. This yields that
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Sa; = W Ry, which is a contradiction to the fact that a square is a connected set, and thus
concludes the proof of the claim.

We will prove the measurability of B;(k) by induction on k. Recall that an S- set B C X
satisfies condition (F3) if for every B’ C B measurable, and every A C S measurable the set
AB' = UATZB’ is a measurable subset of X. Now, for every j the set B;(0) is measurable

zZe

by property (F3). Assume that for every j we know that B;(k) is measurable. Following the
claim above and the definition of B;(k + 1), for x € B;(k):

r€Bi(k+1) &5 8,0 C Se, Bi(k) B2 3y Byii(k), So,@ C Saypy

aj+1

— Elyij_H(k),ZEGS

Aj+1—aj

Yy < T E Saj+1_a].Bj+1(kZ>.

We conclude that
B;(k+1) = B;(k)n S'aj+1 —a B (k),

which is measurable as intersection of two measurable sets, since property (F3) holds for
By(k) for every ¢, by the induction assumption.

It is left to show that this sequence saturates the whole space, namely that u (S,, B,) 1.
Following the claim above if z € B;(k)\ B;(k+1), and y € B;11(k—1), is such that T,z =y,
then necessarily y & B;1(k). We obtain that

Su B0\ Suy By (k4 1) € S0y, Bk = 1)\ Suyiy By (). 0
In addition, if Sq,x N Sa,,, 24, Bj+1(0) # 0, then there exists z € S,, and w € S, , 24, such
that T._,2 € Bj;1(0), but then for every { € S,; we have that { + w — 2z € S,,,, and so:
Tew = Tep—2To 0wt € Sy, Bjr1(0) = Sy,x C Say,, By1(0),
contradicting the fact that « ¢ B;(1). We conclude that
Sa; Bj(0) \ o, Bj(1) € X\ S, 24, Bj41(0). (7)

Combining @ and one can see that:

(@) (@)
S B0\ S Bk + 1) € S Bl =)\ S By £
@
C Saj+kBj+k( ) \ a]-i,-k (1) g X \ Sak+j+1—2ak+jBk+j+1(O>'
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Now, using remark 2.5 for every k£ and j we get that for m = j + k,

1 (Sa; Bi(k) \ Sa;Bi(k +1)) < (X \ Sapii—200 Bru+1(0)) = 1 = 11 (Sai1-20, Binr1(0))

# (Sapnss Bin+1(0))
= 1-—m(Se . —2a.) " 8
( m+1 2 m) m(Sam+l) ( )
il — 2am)? A0y,
< 1_(a +12 ) (1—em) <26, + ¢
Um41 Am+1
We note that by the triangle inequality:
n—1
(X \ 8o, Bj(n)) < p (X \ 84, B;(0) + Y 41 (Sa; Bj(k) \ So, By (k +1))
k=0
(X \ S,, B;(0 +Z (2 +4“”’“ <2Z( +2a’“)
0 € €
=N ’ P o Ajik+1 = S
Since the latter is the tail of a converging series, it tends to 0, concluding the proof of (N3),
as (X \ B,) = lim pu(X \ B,(k)) — 0. O
k—o0 n—00
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