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ABSTRACT. We show that for any ergodic Lebesgue measure preserving trans-
formation f : [0,1) — [0,1) and any decreasing sequence {b; }$2; of positive real
numbers with divergent sum, the set

0 0/ (B(RLe, b))

n=1i=n
has full Lebesgue measure for almost every z € [0, 1) and almost every a € [0, 1).
Here B(z,r) is the ball of radius r centered at = € [0,1) and Rq : [0,1) —
[0,1) is rotation by a € [0,1). As a corollary, we provide partial answer to a
question asked by Chaika (Question 3, [I]) in the context of interval exchange
transformations.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study a shrinking target problem in the context of ergodic
Lebesgue measure preserving transformations of the unit interval. In particular,
we consider the case when the shrinking targets are centered along the orbit of an
irrational rotation.

A typical shrinking target problem involves a probability measure preserving
dynamical system (X, u,T) and a sequence of measurable sets { By, },en such that
w(By) — 0 (which are called shrinking targets). We ask if

u({x € X : T"z € B, for infinitely many n € N}) =1
for p-a.e. x € X. The Borel-Cantelli lemma gives us the necessary condition i.e.
o
> u(By) = co. Hence in the setting of a metric space, shrinking balls with fixed
=1

centers and divergent radii sum, form a natural starting point for such a study.
One of the earliest result in this setting is due to J. Kurzweil [2], who studied the
shrinking target problem in the context of irrational rotations.

For a € [0,1), we define R,: [0,1) — [0,1) as Ro(x) = 2+ a — [z + «. Let
B(z,r) be the ball of radius r centered at x € [0,1) and A be the Lebesgue measure
on [0,1). Kurzweil proved the following result :
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Theorem 1.1 (J. Kurzweil [2]). For any decreasing sequence of positive real num-
bers {b; }32, with divergent sum and for almost every a € [0, 1),

A < AU B(Rg(az),bi)> =1

n=1i=n
every x € [0,1).

The pioneering work of Kurzweil motivated the study of shrinking target problem
in diverse settings. We refer interested readers to [3],[4],[5],[6],[7] and the survey
paper [8].

J. Chaika [I] studied shrinking target problem in context of interval exchange
transformations (IETs) (see Definition 2I]). He showed that as a family, interval
exchange transformations satisfy the shrinking target property (see Theorem [2.2)).
This paper is motivated by results in [1]. In particular, we provide a partial answer
to Question 3 of [I]. We mention the question below for completion.

Question 1.2. Let {y;}32, be a sequence of points in [0,1) and {b;}5°, be a sequence
of positive real numbers with divergent sum. Is it true that for almost every IET T,

we have \( A oLj T~ (B(y;,b;))) =17
n=1i=n

We answer the above question for the case when the sequence {y;} is an orbit
under irrational rotations. To our surprise, if the shrinking targets are centered at
points along the orbit of an irrational rotation, Question can be answered in
much more generality, i.e. for any ergodic Lebesgue measure preserving transfor-
mation of the unit interval and any sequence {b;}3°; of positive real numbers with
divergent sum (see Theorem [2.5]). Thus, we obtain a partial answer to Chaika’s
question as a corollary (see Corollary 2.6]).

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section @] we provide background and
state the main results (Theorem and Corollary 2.6). Section [ is dedicated to
the proof of Theorem

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Definition 2.1. Let P = (p1,p2,...,pq), where p; > 0 for each i € {1,2,...,d} be a

d
d-dimensional vector which defines interval I = [0, > p;), with d sub intervals
i=1

I =[0,p1), 12 = [p1,p1 +p2), e, la = [P1 + ... + Da—1,P1 + ... + Pa—1 + Da)-

Let 7 be a fixed permutation on the set {1,2,...,d}. An interval exchange trans-
formation (IET) is a map T : I — I which permutes the d sub intervals I; by 7. In

other words for z € I;
T(z) =x— Zpt + Z Dy
1<y m(t)<m(5)
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The IET defined above is on d-intervals and will be referred to as a d-IET. In
this paper we will restrict ourselves to IETs on unit the interval, i.e. T =[0,1) for
convenience. A permutation m € Sy is called irreducible if w({1,...,t}) # {1,...,t}
for any ¢ < d. It was shown by M. Keane [9] that IETs with dense orbits have
irreducible permutations. Hence these IETs are important from the point of view
of shrinking target property. In this paper we will work with d-IETs (for d > 2)
with a fixed irreducible permutation 7 € Sy on the unit interval I = [0,1). We can
parametrize such IETs by the d-dimensional simplex A% = {(p1,pa, ..., pa) : pi >

Note that the standard simplex A? comes equipped with Lebesgue measure. In
this paper for a fixed irreducible permutation, the term almost every IET will refer
to the Lebesgue measure on simplex A?. We will consider it as the parameterizing
space of IETs in this paper. S. Kerkchoff, H. Masur, and J. Smillie (see [10]) showed
that for almost every IET is uniquely ergodic with respect to A (Lebesgue measure
on the interval [0,1)). Below we list some known shrinking target results for IETs.

Theorem 2.2 (J. Chaika [I]). For almost every IET T and a decreasing sequence
{bi}2, of real numbers with divergent sum,

AU (B(y,bi)) has full \-measure for every y.

n=1i=n
Following logarithm law is due to S. Galatolo [I1].
Theorem 2.3 (S. Galatolo [11] ). Given an IET T let
Tr(x,y) =min{n e Nyn>0: [T"z —y| < r}.

log((2,y))

“Togr = — 1 for almost every x.

For almost every IET T, liminf
r—0

Following result is due to L. Marchese [12].

Theorem 2.4 (L. Marchese [12]). Let {b;}°, be a decreasing sequence with diver-
gent sum and with the additional property that {ib;}3°, is decreasing. For almost
every IET T

oo [o¢] .
§€ N U B(T), b))
n=1i=n
where § and &' are any discontinuities of T.
Our main result is the following :

Theorem 2.5. Let f :[0,1) — [0,1) be an ergodic measure preserving transfor-
mation (with respect to X). Then for a decreasing sequence {b;}32, of real numbers
with divergent sum

MO U fi(B(RL, b)) = 1
for almost every x € [0,1) and almost every a € [0,1).

Corollary follows directly from Theorem 2.5
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Corollary 2.6. For every ergodic IET T and any decreasing sequence {b;}2, of
real numbers with divergent sum

AN U T7B(Ri, b)) = 1

n=1i=n
for almost every x € [0,1) and almost every a € [0,1).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

Let f :]0,1) — [0,1) be an ergodic measure preserving transformation (with
respect to A). For n € N, m € Z, we define sets Uy, ,,, V5, and W as follows:

Upm = {(a,y) € [0,1) xR: |f"y —na —m| < b,}; ne N, meZ. (3.1)
Remark 3.1. For the definition of U, ., to make sense we need to extend the domain
of f™ to R. We do it as follows : Let y € R, and |y| = y (mod 1), then y = |y| + k
for some k € Z. We define f"(y) = f"(ly])+ k. With this new definition f" is well

defined over entire R.

V, = G Un.m. (3.2)
w0 "
s=1ln=s

Proposition 3.2. Let {b,}22, be a decreasing sequence of positive real numbers
with divergent sum, then there exists a decreasing sequence {b},}5° | (of positive real
/

1
numbers with divergent sum) such that lim = =0 and b, < —— for every n € N.

(&)
Proof. We construct a sequence {c, }°°; as follows : Since > b, = 0o, there exists
n=1

n9 b
ny € N such that b, > 2, define ¢, = 7" for 1 <n < ny. Similarly, there exists

n=1

n3 b
n3 € N such that > b, > 3, define ¢,, = gn for no +1 <n < nsz and so on. Put
n=ns+1

1
b), = min {F’ cn} for n € N, then the sequence {b/,
n
conditions. 0
By replacing {b,} with {b;,} we define Uj, ,,, V,; and W’ in the same manner as

above. Let S be the unit square S = {(o,y) : 0 < a < 1,0 <y < 1} and K be the

strip K = {(a,y) : 0 < a < 1,y € R}. We denote by A2 the Lebesgue measure on
(0,1]%.

Proposition 3.3. For every n € N

}o° | satisfies the required

M(S NV = Xa(K MU}, o) = 20,
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Proof. Observe that the set V; consists of countable number of copies of set Uy, g,
shifted by integer values in the y direction. Hence the area K N UT’L’O, (where K is
the vertical strip in a X y plane as defined above) is equal to the area SNV, where
S is the unit square in the o x y plane).

For n € N, m € Z, we define following sets:

Py ={(o, fMy) € [0,1) xR: [f'y —na—m| <b,}; neN,meZ  (34)

0= U Pl (35)

Denote by z, = f"y, for all y € R. Thus we can write

Pr/z,m = {(aazy) € [07 1) xR: ’Zy —na — m’ < b/n}v Q/n = U PrlL,m (36)

m=—00

We will show

A2(S:NQy) = Aa(K. NP, ) =20, (3.7)
where S, is the square S; = {(o,2y) : 0 < @ < 1,0 < 2z, < 1} and K, is the strip
K, ={(a,2y) : 0 <a < 1,2, € R} on the a x z plane. Note that P o = {(«, z) :
|2y — nal < b,}. Thus A\o(K, N P, ) is the area of the region |z, — nal < by,
a € [0,1). This area is given by

1
/ (. + na) — (na— b.) da = 2.,
0
Since f™ is measure preserving A2 (SN V) = Xa(S. N Q). O
Proposition 3.4. For j,k € N such that j < k we have

Ao (S NV NVy) = 4bby..
Proof. Observe that for j < k,

A2(S: N QSN QL) = Xa((K. N Py)NQY). (3.8)

Since f™ is measure preserving (B.8)) is equivalent to

Ao (SNVINVE) = Xa((KNUg o) NV)). (3.9)
Again put z, = f™y, for all y € R and consider the definition of P, ,, as given in
3). Observe that set (K, N PAO) N Q) consists of k — j parallelograms each of

AN}

k
area equal to J ¥ Thus
(k=)
Ao (K. N Ppg) NQ5) = 4bby.. (3.10)
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The equivalence of ([B.8) and (B.9) completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.5. Let t € N be a fized positive integer. Then for every Ny € N, there
exrists a positive integer N such that

n(sn () > &

n=~Ny

Proof. Note the following inequality:

Ag(Sﬂ (Uvm)) > i&(Sth’n) — Y nSnViNVE). (311

n=Np n=Np No<j<k<N

By Proposition B.3] and Proposition B.4] for every t € N,

A2 (SN V) = 2by,; and Ao (S NV, N V) =4 by,
Which implies

N N N N 9
(50 (UVin)) 222 b= 4 2 bythe=2d b — (2D ) -
n=Np n=Np No<j<k<N n=Ng n=Ng
o0
Note that that for a fixed t € Z, > b, = co. To see this, assume by contradiction
n=0

[e.°]

that there exists ¢ € R, such that > b), < c¢. Using the fact that {b),} is a
n=0

decreasing sequence we get,

(o @] o
> b, <A+ thly, + thy + .+ =t Y b, <te

n=t

which is a contradiction since {0/, } has divergent sum.

1 1
By definition for n € N, b;‘<16—n' Thus, b£n<ﬁ_1_6fort"€N Hence
we can choose the index N such that
—<2Zb <= +2——1
tn 16 2
n=Np
Thus we have
N
3 1 3 1 1
(oo () >3- 21!
2 LnJ:NfO" s G 237173
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Proposition 3.6. For almost all o € [0,1) and a positive measure set of x € [0,1)
MA U f(B(Rya, 1)) > 0. (3.12)

Before we prove Proposition we discuss the following lemma:

Lemma 3.7. Let B C [0,1) be a set such that \(B) > o for some 0 < o < 1.
Assume that there exists k € N such that

1
B:B—I—E(modl)

1 101
Let J C [0,1) be an interval such that % <1(J) < %, where [(J) denotes the

length of J. Then there exists a constant C' (independent of J and k) such that

AJNB)>C.o.l(J).

Proof. Let x € B then there exists n(x) € N, such that y, := x+T (mod 1) € J.

1 100
This is true since {(J) is much larger than T Since I(J) > 0 Ve is not unique,

in fact there are at least 99 such points (taking into consideration end points of J).
Define

Dm:{yxGJ:ym:x—l—%,forsomenGN}.

1
As discussed above |D;| is at least 99. Since B is invariant under P have
D, C B. Observe that

Thus we get

)\(BﬂJ):/ D] da
BA0.2)

1 o 99 101 99
> 99. 2)) >99. 2 = — >
>99. A(BN[0, 7)) > 99 >0

99
Put C = 101’ we get
ANBNJ)>C.o.l(J).
Proof of Proposition Note that by definition for ¢t € N,

Uppmn = {(0,y) € [0,1) x R« |[f™y —tna —m| < bj,}; neN,meZ.  (3.13)
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Vio="UU U (3.14)

m=—0oQ

For t € N we define

M:ﬁ@%. (3.15)

s=1n=s

By Lemma [3.5] we have A\o(S N W) > 0. If we think of Uj,, ,,, as

Uppm = {(a,y) €[0,1) xR |f"y —tna —m| < b, }; n€N, m€Z.

Then Ao(S N W/) > 0 implies that for every t € N, for a positive measure set of
a € [0,1) and a positive measure set of x € [0, 1)

AR U f(B(RY2, b)) > 0. (3.16)

n=1i=n
For ¢t € N we call such positive set of a € [0,1) by A;. Thus in particular for
a € Ap, we have

AR U FUB(R. 2, b)) > 0. (3.17)

n=1i=n

for a positive measure set of « € [0,1). Note that for every ¢t € N the set A; is
1
invariant under addition by 7 (mod1); and A; C Ay. Lemma implies that for

1
every t € N, AM(A4;) > g We want to show that A; has full measure.

100 101
<2r< .

T T

For any 2r € (0,1), we can find appropriate ¢, € N such that

For any z € (0, 1] by using Lemma [B.7] we get

1
AAs, N B(z,1)) > C. g 2r
where B(x,r) denotes a ball of radius r centered at x. Since A;, C A; we get

AMA; N B(x,r)) > C. é.Qr = %7‘. (3.18)

Assume A(A;) < 1 and let = be a Lebesgue density point for A§ then

lim AA§ N B(x,r))
r—0  A(B(z,r))
Thus for every € > 0 we can find r > 0 such that

=1.

AMATN B(z,r)) > (1 —¢€)2r.

(for C as above) we get

C
Ch = —
oose € =
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)\(AEHB(QB7T)) > (1— %)27‘:27‘—27‘% = 2r — %7".

Hence we get,

AMA; N B(z,r)) < %r.

which is a contradiction thus A(A;) = 1. This completes the proof of Proposition
9.0l O

Lemma 3.8. For almost all o« € [0,1) and a.e x € [0,1)
AR U fB(RLH))) = L.

Proof. So far we have shown that for almost every o € [0, 1), and a positive measure
set of z € [0,1)

X0, 0 rBE b)) > 0 (3.19)

Fix an irrational a € [0, 1) from the full measure set of o’s that satisfies (3.19]) and
define the set H, as follows :

Ho={(w,y) €0,1) sy € N T f7(B(RLw,b)}

Note that (3.19) implies that A\a(H,) > 0 where Ay is the Lebesgue measure on
[0,1)2. We show that if (z,y) € H, then (R,z,f(y)) € H,. To see this, let
(xz,y) € Hy then

f'y belongs to an infinite number of sets B(R’,x,b}).
Since b, < b;_,
f'y belongs to an infinite number of sets B(R:,x,b;_;).
Thus we get
71 f(y) belongs to an infinite number of sets B(R, Y (Rax),b_,).
Hence
f(y) belongs to an infinite number of sets f~(¢~YB(R:(Ryx),b,_,).
In other words
f(y) belongs to an infinite number of sets f~*B(R¢,(Ra), b.)

which implies (Rax, f(y)) € Hq.

Now we mention a condition for ergodicity of cartesian product of two ergodic
measure preserving transformations of probability space. We refer our readers to

[13) Theorem 12| for a detailed proof. In the theorem below Ur (resp. Ug) denotes
the Koopman operator associated with the transformation 7' (resp. S).

THEOREM (Ergodicity of product). Let T and S be two probability measure pre-
serving transformations. If T and S are ergodic, then T x S is ergodic if and only
if Ug and Up have no common eigenvalues other than 1.
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Since f is a probability measure preserving transformation Uy has at most count-
ably many eigenvalues. Hence Uy shares non-trivial eigenvalue with R, for at most
countably many «. Thus by the result above R, x f is ergodic for almost every
a € [0,1). This implies Ao(H,) = 1 for almost every a € [0,1). This completes the
proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem 2.5l Observe that b, < b;, for every i € N, hence

A U (B(Riz, b)) N U (B(RL,by)).

n=1i=n n=1i=n
Thus we get,
A, 0 o BRLe ) ¢ B U S (B[R, b)).
n=1i=n n=11i=n
Hence Lemma B.8 implies Theorem O
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