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Abstract

We derive new variants of the quantitative Borel–Cantelli lemma and apply them to analysis

of statistical properties for some dynamical systems. We consider intermittent maps of (0, 1]

which have absolutely continuous invariant probability measures. In particular, we prove that

every sequence of intervals with left endpoints uniformly separated from zero is the strong Borel–

Cantelli sequence with respect to such map and invariant measure.
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1. Introduction and results

Let (Ω,F , P ) be a probability space and {An} be a sequence of events. Put

Sn =

n
∑

k=1

I(Ak), En =

n
∑

k=1

P (Ak), (1)

where I(·) is the indicator of the event in brackets.
The Borel–Cantelli lemma deals with the probability P∞ = P ( lim

n→∞

Sn = ∞). By its

first part, P∞ = 0 when lim
n→∞

En <∞. If lim
n→∞

En = ∞, then the situation is complicated.
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The probability P∞ can be any number in [0, 1]. It is known various conditions sufficient
for P∞ = 1. In statements of the second part of the Borel–Cantelli lemma, one can usually
see the condition of a pair-wise independence for events under consideration. Unfortu-
nately, this condition fails in many interesting cases. In further generalizations, one can
find various conditions sufficient for P∞ > L, where L is some numerical characteristic
generated by the sequence of events. (Cf. [1–7], for example, and the references therein.)
One then need some conditions on {An} which yield L = 1.

In various applications, strong laws of large numbers for Sn are of essential interest.
We consider Sn centered at mean En and normalized by f(En). Such strong law of large
numbers for Sn is called the quantitative Borel–Cantelli lemma. Note that Sn is the
number of those events from A1, . . . , An which occur. Hence, one deals with the maximal
generalization of the Bernoulli trails when trails can be dependent and probability of head
can change. Khintchine’s law of the iterated logarithm shows a kind of the function f(x)
for the Bernoulli case. Similar functions will be used below.

In this paper, we derive new variants of the quantitative Borel–Cantelli lemma and ap-
ply them to describe statistical properties of some non-uniformly hyperbolic (expanding)
dynamical systems.

Our first result is as follows.

Theorem 1. Let ψ(x), x > 0, be a non-decreasing positive function with
∞
∑

n=1

1/(nψ(n)) <

∞ and g(x), x > 0, be a positive function such that g(x)/x and x2−δ/g(x) are non-
decreasing for some δ ∈ (0, 1). Assume that En → ∞ as n→ ∞ and

V ar(Sm − Sn) 6 g (Em − En) (2)

for all m > n and all sufficiently large n.
Then

Sn = En + o
(

√

g(En)ψ(logEn)(logEn)
3/2
)

a.s. (3)

Relation (3) with g(x) = x and ψ(x) = xε, ε > 0, has been obtained in Philipp [9]
under

P (AiAj) 6 P (Ai)P (Aj) + bj−iP (Ai) (4)

for all i > j, where {bn} is a sequences of real numbers such that
∞
∑

n=1

bn < ∞. When

condition (2) holds for g(x) = Cx, relation (3) has been derived in Petrov [8]. Note that
inequalities (4) imply condition (2) with g(x) = Cx. Theorem 1 generalizes the mentioned
results. To prove Theorem 1, we use a modification of the methods from [8–10].

Taking ψ(x) = (log x)1+ε and g(x) = Cx1+γ , we arrive at the next result.
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Corollary 1. Assume that En → ∞ as n → ∞ and V ar(Sm − Sn) 6 C (Em −En)
1+γ

for all m > n and all sufficiently large n, where γ ∈ [0, 1) and C > 0.
Then

Sn = En + o
(

E(1+γ)/2
n (logEn)

3/2(log logEn)
(1+ε)/2

)

a.s. (5)

for all ε > 0.

A verification of inequalities (2) is the main problem for applications of Theorem 1 and
one need simple conditions sufficient for (2). Moreover, examples are of interest for g(x)
increasing faster than x. The following two results yield such conditions and examples.

Theorem 2. Let c(x), x > 0, be a positive non-increasing continuous function such that
c(x) → 0 as x → ∞ and f(x) = x/c(x) is increasing. Put cn = c(n) for all natural n.

Let {bn} a sequences of real numbers such that
∞
∑

n=1

bn <∞. Assume that

P (AiAj) 6 (1 + cj−i)P (Ai)P (Aj) + bj−iP (Ai) (6)

for all i > j.
Then relation (3) holds with g(x) = xf−1(x), where f−1(x) is the inverse function to

f(x). If inequalities (6) hold for all i > j with 0 instead of ci−j, then relation (3) holds
for g(x) = x.

If
∞
∑

n=1

cn <∞ in Theorem 2, then, replacing bn by bn+ cn, we arrive at inequalities (6)

with ci−j = 0 which coincide with inequalities (4).
The Borel–Cantelli lemma play an important role in an analysis of statistical properties

of dynamical systems. (Cf., for example, [11-15] and the references therein.) We consider
some non-uniformly hyperbolic (expanding) systems.

Models of evolutions of dynamical systems are given by probability spaces and trans-
formations of these spaces. Let T be an ergodic measure-preserving transformation of
a probability space (X,B, µ) and {Bn} be a sequence of set such that Bn ∈ B and
∞
∑

n=1

µBn = ∞. (If the last series converges, then the first part of the Borel–Cantelli

lemma easily yields the solution of the below problem.) The second part of the Borel–
Cantelli lemma can give answer on the question whether T n(x) belongs to Bn infinitely
often for almost every x ∈ X. The quantitative Borel–Cantelli lemma can also yield
bounds for numbers of visits of orbits of x in Bk up to time n.

The main problem is that events usually are not pair-wise independent for dynamical
systems. Hence, variants of the Borel–Cantelli can be useful and our results can be applied
as well.
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Consider the following family of interval maps with neutral fixed points. For α ∈ (0, 1),
define Tα : (0, 1] → (0, 1] by

Tα(x) =

{

x(1 + 2αxα), if x ∈ (0, 1/2],

2x− 1, if x ∈ (1/2, 1].

It is known that Tα preserves a unique probability measure µ which is absolutely contin-
uous with respect to Lebesgue’s measure λ.

Take Ω = (0, 1], F being σ-field of Lebesgue’s subset of (0, 1] and P = µ. Applying of
Theorem 2 yields the following result.

Theorem 3. Let {Bn} be a sequence of intervals such that
∞
∑

n=1

µBn = ∞ and Bn ⊂ (d, 1]

for all n and some d > 0. Put An = {T n
αx ∈ Bn} and define Sn and En by (1).

Then

Sn = En + o
(

E(1+α)/2
n (logEn)

3/2(log logEn)
(1+ε)/2

)

µ− a.s. (7)

for all ε > 0.

Theorem 3 implies the next result.

Corollary 2. Under the conditions of Theorem 3, sequence of intervals {Bn} is a strong
Borel–Cantelli (SBC) sequence with respect to Tα and µ, i.e.

Sn

En

→ 1 µ− a.s.

Kim [11] proved that {Bn} is a SBC sequence of intervals provided either Bn+1 ⊂ Bn

for all n and 0 /∈ ∪nB̄n, or α < (3 −
√
5)/2 and Bn lie in (d, 1]. Moreover, Kim [11] also

showed that {Bn}, Bn = [0, n1/(α−1)), is not the SBC sequence despite
∑

n

µBn diverges.

This implies that the result of Corollary 2 can fail for intervals with left endpoint at zero.
Gouëzel [12] has proved that for almost every x, T n

αx belongs to Bn infinitely often

provided the intervals Bn satisfy to
∞
∑

n=1

λBn = ∞.

For {Bn} containing in (d, 1], Theorem 3 improves the mentioned results from Kim
[11] and Gouëzel [12]. Note that measures µ and λ are equivalent for {Bn} separated from
zero.

2. Proofs

Proof of Theorem 1. For m > n, denote

S(n,m) = Sm − Sn, E(n,m) = Em −En, S̃(n,m) = S(n,m)− E(n,m). (8)
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Put Nu = max{n : En < u} for every integer u > 0. Let r and s be integer numbers

with r > 1 and 0 6 s 6 r. Then for every fixed s, we have
2r−s

−1
⋃

t=0

(t2s, (t + 1)2s] = (0, 2r]

and

2r−s
−1

∑

t=0

E
(

Nt2s , N(t+1)2s
)

6 EN2r
< 2r. (9)

Put

Tr =

r
∑

s=0

2r−s
−1

∑

t=0

(

S̃
(

Nt2s , N(t+1)2s
)

)2

.

Taking into account inequalities (2) and (9) and the monotonicity of g(x)/x, we get

ETr =

r
∑

s=0

2r−s
−1

∑

t=0

V arS
(

Nt2s , N(t+1)2s
)

6

r
∑

s=0

2r−s
−1

∑

t=0

g
(

E
(

Nt2s , N(t+1)2s
))

6

r
∑

s=0

2r−s
−1

∑

t=0

g
(

E
(

Nt2s , N(t+1)2s
))

E
(

Nt2s , N(t+1)2s
) E

(

Nt2s , N(t+1)2s
)

6

r
∑

s=0

2r−s
−1

∑

t=0

g (2r)

2r
E
(

Nt2s , N(t+1)2s
)

6 (r + 1)g (2r) .

Note that
∑

∞

n=1 1/(nψ(cn)) <∞ for every fixed c > 0. Take c = (log 2)/4.
Hence,

∞
∑

r=1

ETr
r2g(2r)ψ(cr)

6 2
∞
∑

r=1

1

rψ(cr)
<∞.

This implies that

∞
∑

r=1

Tr
r2g(2r)ψ(cr)

<∞ and
Tr

r2g(2r)ψ(cr)
→ 0 as r → ∞ a.s.

Take integer k such that 2r−1 < k 6 2r. By the Cauchy–Bunyakovskii inequality, we
get from the last relation that

(SNk
−ENk

)2 =

(

r−1
∑

j=0

S̃(N2j−1 , N2j ) + S̃(N2r−1, Nk)

)2

6 (r + 1)

(

r−1
∑

j=0

(

S̃(N2j−1 , N2j)
)2

+
(

S̃(N2r−1, Nk)
)2
)

6 (r + 1)Tr = o
(

r3g(2r)ψ(cr)
)

as r → ∞ a.s.
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We have 2r−1 6 k − 1 6 ENk+1 − 1 = ENk
+ P (ANk+1) − 1 6 ENk

. Hence, g(2r) 6

g(2ENk
) 6 22−δg(ENk

) and ψ(cr) 6 ψ(c(logENk
/ log 2 + 1)) 6 ψ((logENk

)/2) for all
sufficiently large r. This yields relation (3) for n = Nk.

For n with Nk 6 n < Nk+1, we have SNk
6 Sn < SNk+1

, ENk
6 En < ENk+1

and
ENk+1

< k+1 6 ENk
+2. It follows that g(ENk+1

) 6 g(En+2) 6 g(En)((En+2)/En))
2−δ

and ψ((logENk+1
)/2) 6 ψ((log(En + 2))/2) 6 ψ(logEn) for all sufficiently large k. Then

for every ε > 0, the inequalities

Sn −En6SNk+1
−ENk

6SNk+1
−ENk+1

+ 26ε
√

g(ENk+1
)ψ((logENk+1

)/2)(logENk+1
)3/2

6 (1 + ε)ε
√

g(En)ψ(logEn)(logEn)
3/2 a.s.

hold for all sufficiently large n. For every ε > 0, we also have

Sn −En > SNk
−ENk+1

> SNk
− ENk

− 2 > −ε
√

g(ENk
)ψ(logENk

)(logENk
)3/2

> −ε
√

g(En)ψ(logEn)(logEn)
3/2 a.s.

for all sufficiently large n. Hence, relation (1) follows.

Proof of Theorem 2. Check that conditions (6) imply inequalities (2). We use notations
(8).

Let kn,m be the solution of the equation x
c(x)

= E(n,m). By (6), we have

V ar(Sm − Sn) = E(n,m)−
m
∑

i=n+1

P 2(Ai) + 2
∑

n<i<j6m

(P (AiAj)− P (Ai)P (Aj))

6 E(n,m) + 2
∑

n<i<j6m

cj−iP (Ai)P (Aj) + 2
∑

n<i<j6m

bj−iP (Ai).

For the last term, we have the following bound

∑

n<i<j6m

bj−iP (Ai) 6
m
∑

i=n+1

P (Ai)
m
∑

j=i+1

bj−i 6 E(n,m)
∞
∑

j=1

bj .

For the middle term, we get

∑

n<i<j6m

cj−iP (Ai)P (Aj) 6





∑

n<i<j6m,j−i6kn,m

+
∑

n<i<j6m,j−i>kn,m



 cj−iP (Ai)P (Aj)

6

m
∑

i=n+1

[kn,m]
∑

j=i+1

cj−iP (Ai)P (Aj) + c(kn,m)
∑

n<i<j6m,j−i>kn,m

P (Ai)P (Aj)

6 kn,m sup
n
{cn}

m
∑

i=n+1

P (Ai) + c(kn,m) (E(n,m))2

6 C
(

E(n,m)kn,m + c(kn,m) (E(n,m))2
)

= 2Ckn,mE(n,m) = 2Cg (E(n,m)) .
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The above bounds imply relation (2) and Theorem 2 follows.

Proof of Theorem 3. Assume first that Bn ⊂ (1/2, 1] for all n. From Gouëzel [12], we
borrow bound (1.3) as follows

∣

∣µ(T−i
α Bi ∩ T−j

α Bj)− (1 + ci−j)µ(Bi)µ(Bj)
∣

∣ 6
Cµ(Bj)

(j − i)β
,

where β = 1/α and cn = cn1−β(1 + o(1)) as n → ∞ for some non-zero constant c. Then
C1 = sup

n
|cn|nβ−1 < ∞. Take c(x) = C1x

1−β and bn = Cn−β. If α > 1/2, then the

conditions of Theorem 2 hold for g(x) = C2x
1+α. By Corollary 1, the result follows. For

α < 1/2, we get
∑

n

cn <∞ and Theorem 2 with g(x) = C3x implies the result.

We further use the following agreements. We write that relation (7) holds for a se-
quence of measurable sets {Bn} if it holds with Sn and En defined by (1) for An = {T n

αx ∈
Bn}. We define Sk

n and Ek
n replacing {Bn} by {Bk

n} for every fixed natural k.
Note that Bn can be arbitrary measurable sets in the next result.

Lemma 1. If relation (7) holds for a sequence of sets {Bn}, then (7) holds for {T−1
α Bn}.

Proof of Lemma 1. Put B1
n = T−1

α Bn and A1
n = {x : T n

αx ∈ B1
n} for all n. Then we get

S1
n =

n
∑

k=1

I(A1
k) =

n
∑

k=1

I({x : x ∈ T−k
α (B1

n)}) =
n
∑

k=1

I({x : x ∈ T−(k+1)
α (Bn)})

=

n+1
∑

k=1

I({x : x ∈ T−k
α (Bn)})− I({x : x ∈ T−1

α (Bn)}) = Sn+1 − I({x : x ∈ T−1
α (Bn)}).

This follows that Sn+1 − 1 6 S1
n 6 Sn+1 and En+1 − 1 6 E1

n = ES1
n 6 En+1. Hence,

S1
n = En+1 + o (f(En+1)) = E1

n + o
(

f(E1
n)
)

µ− a.s.,

where
f(x) = x(1+α)/2(log x)3/2(log log x)(1+ε)/2

for x > ee. The result follows.

Put a0 = 1/2 and ak = T−1|(0,1/2](ak−1) for k > 1.
Assume now that Bn ⊂ (a1, a0] for all n. Then the intervals B2

n = Tα(Bn) lie in (1/2, 1]
and we get

S2
n = E2

n + o
(

f(E2
n)
)

µ− a.s.

We have Bn = B3
n\B4

n, where B3
n = T−1

α (B2
n) and B4

n = (T−1
α (B2

n)∩ (1/2, 1]). By Lemma 1
for Bn = B2

n, we have

S3
n = E3

n + o
(

f(E3
n)
)

µ− a.s.
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For the intervals B4
n, we get

S4
n = E4

n + o
(

f(E4
n)
)

µ− a.s.

Taking into account that Sn = S3
n − S4

n and En = E3
n −E4

n, we arrive at

Sn = En + o
(

f(E3
n))
)

+ o
(

f(E4
n)
)

µ− a.s.

The two last terms are of the same order as o (f(En)) since µB4
n 6 cµB3

n for some c ∈ (0, 1)
which gives En > (1− c)E3

n > (1− c)E4
n.

Suppose now that Bn ⊂ (a1, 1] for all n. Then Bn = B5
n ∪ B6, where B5

n ⊂ (a1, a0]
and Bn ⊂ (a0, 1]. Applying of relation (7) to {B5

n} and {B6
n} yields the result in the case

under consideration.
For Bn ⊂ (ak, 1] with k > 2, we obtain the result by induction.
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