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Abstract We introduce a class of rank-one transformations, which we call extremely elevated
staircase transformations. We prove that they are measure-theoretically mixing and, for any
f: N = N with f(n)/n increasing and Y 1/f(n) < oo, that there exists an extremely elevated
staircase with word complexity p(n) = o(f(n)). This improves the previously lowest known
complexity for mixing subshifts, resolving a conjecture of Ferenczi.

1. Introduction

It is well-known that there exist dynamical systems in which two seemingly opposite properties can coexist:
zero entropy, which implies that a system is in a sense ‘simple’ or ‘deterministic,” and (measure-theoretic)
strong mixing, which implies that sets become ‘asymptotically independent’ under repeated application
(the first construction of such a system is due to Girsanov [Girb9], see also [Roh67] and [Pin60]). For
the symbolically defined dynamical systems known as subshifts, the concept of word complexity provides
further quantification within zero entropy; zero entropy means that word complexity function p(n) grows
subexponentially, but of course one can study slower growth rates as well. Many recent results treat subshifts
with very low complexity (see, among others, [CK15], [CK19], [CK20], [DDMP16], [DOP21], and [PS22]),
showing that they must be ‘simple’ in various ways. In contrast, our results show that such subshifts can
still be ‘complex’ in the sense of having a strong mixing measure.

Using this framework, in [Fer96] Ferenczi described a subshift example supporting a strongly mixing invariant
measure whose word complexity satisfies @ — 0.5. He somewhat glibly conjectured that this was the
minimal possible word complexity for such a shift, but also said that he would ‘wait confidently for the
next counterexample.” Ferenczi also showed that such a subshift must have lim sup pla) _ 00, i.e. its word

q
complexity function cannot be bounded from above by any linear function.

Ferenczi’s example was the symbolic model of a so-called rank-one system. Rank-one systems are traditionally
defined by a cutting and stacking procedure on an interval with Lebesgue measure, but they are measure-
theoretically isomorphic to the empirical measure on a recursively defined subshift (see [Danl6], [AFPIT]).
The rank-one examples from [Fer96] are well-studied examples called staircase transformations, originally
defined by Smorodinsky and Adams, and which were proved to be measure-theoretically mixing in [Ada98],
[CS04] and [CS10].

Somewhat surprisingly, we show that a fairly simple alteration of the traditional staircase yields rank-one
systems, which we call extremely elevated staircase transformations, which have word complexity much
lower than quadratic (though unavoidably superlinear) and whose symbolic models are measure-theoretically
mixing. We prove several results about how slowly complexity can grow for such examples.
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We first show that the complexity p(q) can grow more slowly than any sequence whose sum of reciprocals
converges.

Theorem [4.1l Let f: N — N be a function such that @ is nondecreasing and ﬁ < 00. Then there
2 -,

exists a (mixing) extremely elevated staircase transformation where lim =

This is not, however, a necessary restriction on word complexity, as we can construct some examples with
even slower growth.

Theorem There exists a (mixing) extremely elevated staircase transformation where > qu) = 00.
We also prove that there exist such mixing subshifts with even lower complexity along sequences.

Theorem [4.3l For every € > 0, there exists a (mixing) extremely elevated staircase transformation where
lim inf — 2@ —

q(log q)
However, we then show that there is a superlinear lower bound of glog(g) for the complexity function.

p(q)
qloggq

Theorem [4.4. For every extremely elevated staircase transformation, lim sup

Finally, we show that extremely elevated staircase cannot achieve linear complexity even along a sequence.

Theorem For every extremely elevated staircase transformation, lim @ = 0.

In the spirit of Ferenczi’s ‘waiting confidently for the next counterexample,” we also wonder whether there
are other classes of subshifts supporting mixing measures which can achieve even lower complexity.

Question 1.1. Is there any nontrivial lower bound on complexity growth for all subshifts with a mixing

measure, i.e., does there exist f > 1 so that lim inf % > 1 for all such subshifts?

Question 1.2. Is there a superlinear lower bound on complexity growth along a sequence for all subshifts

;g(q;) — 00 for all such subshifts?

with a mixing measure, i.e., does there exist unbounded ¢ so that limsup
We note that in Question [Tl we chose phrasing to admit the possibility that there exist such examples

which have linear complexity along a subsequence, as this was not ruled out by Ferenczi’s results and we do
not know whether it is possible.

2. Definitions and preliminaries

2.1. General symbolic dynamics and ergodic theory
We begin with some general definitions in ergodic theory.

Definition 2.1. A measure-theoretic dynamical system or MDS is a quadruple (X, B, 1, T), where
(X, B, ) is a standard Borel or Lebesgue measure space and T : X — X is an invertible measure-preserving
map, i.e. u(T~1A) = u(A) for all A € B.

Definition 2.2. An MDS (X, B, u,T) is ergodic if A =T~ A implies that p(A) = 0 or u(A¢) = 0.

A crucial usage of ergodicity is the mean ergodic theorem:
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Theorem 2.3. If (X,B,u,T) is ergodic, then for any f € L*(X) with [ f du =0,
1 n—1 -
nl;rrgo/‘EQfoT ’ dp = 0.

Definition 2.4. An MDS (X, B, 4, T) is strongly mixing if for all A, B € B, pf(ANT"B) — u(A)u(B).

Definition 2.5. An MDS (X, B, 4, T) and an MDS (X', B’, i/, T") are measure-theoretically isomorphic
if there exists a bijective map ¢ between full measure subsets Xo C X and X}, C X’ where pu(¢~1A) = p/(A)
for all measurable A C X{j and (¢ o T)z = (T’ o ¢)x for all z € Xj.

Most of the systems we study in this work will be symbolically defined systems called subshifts.

Definition 2.6. A subshift on the finite set A is any subset X C A% which is closed in the product topology
and shift-invariant, i.e. for all = (x(n))nez € X and k € Z, the translation (z(n + k))nez of x by k is also
in X.

Definition 2.7. A word on the finite set A is any element of A" for some n, which is called the length of
w which we denote |Jw||. A word w of length ¢ is said to be a subword of a word or biinfinite sequence z if
there exists k so that w(i) = (i + k) for all 1 <4 < £. When z is a word, say with length m, we say that w
is a prefix of z if it occurs at the beginning of = (i.e. £ = 0 in the above) and a suffix of z if it occurs at
the end of = (i.e. K =m — ¢ in the above).

For words v, w, we denote by vw their concatenation, i.e. the word obtained by following v immediately by
w. We use similar notation for concatenations of multiple words, e.g., wyws ... w,. When it is notationally
convenient, we may sometimes refer to such a concatenation with product or exponential notation, e.g.,
[, wi or 0™.

Definition 2.8. The language of a subshift X, denoted £(X), is the set of all words w which are subwords
of some x € X.

Definition 2.9. The word complexity function of a subshift X over A is the function px : N — N
defined by px(n) = |£(X) N .A"|, the number of words of length n in the language of X.

When X is clear from context, we suppress the subscript and just write p(n).
Definition 2.10. A word w is right-special in a subshift X over {0,1} if w0, wl € £(X).

We note that this property is often called right special in the literature. All subshifts we examine are on
the alphabet {0,1}, and in this setting we will repeatedly make use of the following basic lemma due to
Cassaigne [Cas97].

Lemma 2.11. For any subshift X over {0,1}, if we denote by LI(X) the set of right-special words in X
of length ¢, then for all positive m < n,

n—1
p(n) = p(m) + Y [LF5(X)].
l=m

The classical Hedlund-Morse theorem ([MH38]) states that every infinite subshift X has at least one right-
special word for each length, and so every such subshift satisfies p(n) > n for all n.
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2.2. Rank-one transformations and their symbolic models

A rank-one transformation is an MDS (X, B(X),m,T) (from now on referred to just as (X,T)) con-
structed by a so-called cutting and stacking construction; here X represents a (possibly infinite) interval,
B(X) is the induced Borel o-algebra from R, and m is Lebesgue measure. We give only a brief introduction
here, and refer the reader to [FGH™21| or [Sil0§] for a more detailed presentation.

The transformation T is defined inductively on larger and larger portions of the space by the use of Rokhlin
towers or columns, denoted C),. Each column C), consists of levels I, , where 0 < a < h,, is the height of
the level within the column. All levels I,, , in C), are intervals with the same length, and the total number of
levels in a column is the height of the column, denoted by h,,. The transformation T is defined on all levels
I,, , except the top one I, ;, 1 by sending each I, o to I, 441 using the unique affine map between them.

We start with C7 = [0,1) with height h; = 1. To obtain C),41 from C,, we require a cut sequence, {r,}
such that r,, > 1Vn. For each n, we make r,, vertical cuts of C), to create r, + 1 subcolumns of equal width.
We denote a sublevel of C,, by Iy[f}a where 0 < a < h,, is the height of the level within that column, and 4
represents the position of the subcolumn, where ¢ = 0 represents the leftmost subcolumn and ¢ = r,, is the
rightmost subcolumn. After cutting C,, into subcolumns, we add extra intervals called spacers on top of
each subcolumn to function as levels of the next column. The spacer sequence, {s, ;}, specifies how many
sublevels to add above each subcolumn where n represents the column we are working with, ¢ represents the
subcolumn that spacers are added above, and s,,; > 0 for 0 < i < r,. Spacers are the same width as the
sublevels, act as new levels in the column C),+1, and are always taken to be the leftmost intervals in R not
currently part of a level. Once the spacers are added on top of the subcolumns, we stack the subcolumns
with their spacers right on top of left. This gives us the next column, Cj 1.

Each column C,, yields a definition of T" on Ua 0 I, 4; it is routine to check that the partially defined map
T on C), 41 agrees with that of C),, extending the definition of T' to a portion of the top level of C,,, where it
was previously undefined. Continuing this process gives the sequence of columns {C1,...,Cy,Cri1,...}
and T is then the limit of the partially defined maps.

Though in theory this construction could result in X being an infinite interval with infinite Lebesgue measure,
it is known that X has finite measure if and only if 3 rnh Yoo Snyi < 00 (see e.g. [CS10]). All rank-one
transformations we define will satisfy this condition, and for convenience we always renormalize so that
X =[0,1). Since X is always [0, 1) equipped with the Lebesgue measure, we hereafter refer to the MDS by
just the map T. Every rank-one transformation 7" is an invertible and ergodic MDS.

Remark 2.12. The reader should be aware that we are making r, cuts and obtaining r,, + 1 subcolumns
(following Ferenczi [Fer96]), while other papers (e.g. [Cre21]) use r,, as the number of subcolumns.

We will later need the following general bounds for rank-one transformations.
Proposition 2.13. Let {r,} and {hy,} be the cut and height sequences for a rank-one transformation on a

probability space with initial base level Cy. Then

n—1 —

n—1
1
H(rj—l—l)g < Tj—i-l and h—HTJ—I—l — 1(Ch).

j=1 j=1

Proof. Define s,, = ﬁ i Sn,i where {sy ;}{r,1 is the spacer sequence so u(Cpy1) = p(Cr) + spp(In) =
" =0

n—1 Tn
M(Cn)(l‘f‘fﬁ)a meaning 1(Cy) = p(C1) [T (1+72). Since hygr = (ra+1Dhn+ Y sni = (rn+1)hy (1+32)
j=1 K i=0 "
n—1 n—1
and hg =1, we have h, = [[ (r; + 1)(1+ %) = <H (rj + 1)> Z((g;l)) and p(Cp) — 1. O
j=1 ! j=1
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In order to discuss word complexity for rank-one transformations, we need to deal with symbolic models.
Suppose that T is a rank-one system as defined above, with associated {r,} and {s,;}. We will define a
subshift X (7T") with alphabet {0,1} which is measure-theoretically isomorphic to T. Define a sequence of
words as follows: B; = 0, and for every n > 1,

T
Bui1 = By1om0 B 1on 10 = [ Bal*.
=0

The motivation here should be clear; B, is a symbolic coding of the column C),,, where 0 represents levels
which come from the first column Cp, and 1 represents levels which are spacers. Define X (T) to consist
of all biinfinite {0, 1} sequences where every subword is a subword of some B,,. We note that X (T) is not
uniquely ergodic if the spacer sequence {s,, ;} is unbounded (which will always be the case for us), since the
sequence 1% is always in X (7). Nevertheless, there is a ‘natural’ measure associated to X (7T'):

Definition 2.14. The empirical measure for a symbolic model X (T) of a rank-one system T is the
measure p defined by

w(fw]) == lim I{i : Bu(i)...Bu(i+0—1)=w}

n—00 | B, |

for every ¢ and every word w of length /.

It was proved in [Danl6], [AFP17] (see [FGH™21] for a more general definition of rank-one which includes
odometers in the symbolic setting) that a rank-one MDS T and its symbolic model X (T") (with empirical
measure () are always measure-theoretically isomorphic, and so the symbolic model is measure-theoretically
mixing iff the original rank-one was. Due to this isomorphism, in the sequel we move back and forth between
rank-one and symbolic model terminology as needed. For simplicity, we from now on write £(T) for the
language of X (T'), and define:

Definition 2.15. A mixing rank-one subshift is a symbolic model of a rank-one transformation that is
mixing with respect to its empirical measure.

3. Extremely elevated staircase transformations

Definition 3.1. An extremely elevated staircase transformation is a rank-one transformation defined

by cut sequence {r,} and elevating sequence {c,} with spacer sequence given by s, ; = ¢, + ¢ for
2

0 <i<r,and sp,, =0. The cut sequence {r,} is required to be nondecreasing to infinity with Z—" —0

and the elevating sequence {c, } to satisfy ¢; > 1 and ¢,11 > by + 2¢, + 27, — 2 and ) % < 0.

Theorem 3.2. Let T be an extremely elevated staircase transformation. Then T is mizing (on a finite
measure space).

The proof of Theorem [B.2 is postponed to the appendix.
The symbolic representation of an extremely elevated staircase is By = 0 and hy = 1 and,

Tp—1

) 1
Bpi1= ( H Bnlc"“) B, and hnt1 = (ro + Dby + rpen + 57’"(1"” -1).
i=0

3.1. Right-special words in the language of T

Proposition 3.3. Let T be an extremely elevated staircase transformation with language L(T). If w € L(T)
is right-special then exactly one of the following holds:
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(i) w = 1"l or
(ii) w is a suffiz of 1nFt™=1B, 1" for some n and ||w|| > c,; or

(iii) w is a suffiz of 17T 1B, 1% for some n and 0 < i <7, and ||w| > ¢, + .

Proof. 1f 010 € £(T) then there exists m > 1 and 0 < j < 7, such that t = ¢,, + j as only spacer sequences
can appear between 0s. Since ¢,+1 > ¢, + 7y, for any such word the choice of m is unique. Moreover, since
01¢T70 only appears in By,1, which is always preceded by 1¢m+! the word 01°70 only appears as a
suffix of 1¢m+1(TT;_, Bm 1" T)0.

Let w € L(T) be a right-special word. Since ¢; > 1, the word 00 ¢ L£(T) so w does not end with 0. If
w = 11"l it is of form [@). So we may assume that w ends with 1 and contains at least one 0.

Let z € N such that w has 017 as a suffix.
Since w0 € L(T), 0170 € L(T) so there exists a unique n > 1 and 0 < i < r, such that z = ¢, + i.

First consider when i > 0. The word w0 has 010 as a suffix and that word only appears in the word
By +1 meaning that w0 and 1+ ([]’_, B, 1¢#%7)0 have a common suffix.

If w has 01¢»Ti—1B, 12Tt a5 a suffix then w1 has 016 Ti=1 B, 10 +i+1 a5 a suffix but 01¢»Ti-1 B, 1¢nHit1 &
L(T). Therefore w is a suffix of 1¢»7*=1 B, 12 and has length ||w|| > ¢, +i + 1 so w is of form ().

We are left with the case when i = 0, i.e. when z = ¢,,.

The word w0 has 010 as a suffix and 01°~0 only appears in the word B,,+1, and only immediately after the
first B, in B,y1. As the word B,y is always preceded by 1¢"+1 then w0 and 1"+ B,,1°~0 have a common
suffix.

If w has 1¢#77» B, 1" as a suffix then w1l has 12+ B, 12+ as a suffix but 162+ B, 1+ & L(T).

So w is a suffix of 1¢» ™ =1 B, 1 of length ||w| > ¢, + 1 meaning w is of form (). O
Lemma 3.4. 1¢ is right-special for all £.

Proof. Find n such that £ < ||[1°*. Then 10 is a suffix of 1°*0 and 11 is a suffix of 1¢»+1. O
Lemma 3.5. If w is a suffiz of 1521t ~1B, 1 then w is right-special.

Proof. Choose any such w. Observe that B, 42 has B,111°"*+*B,, ;1 as a subword and that has the subword
B, 11+ B, 1°" B,,. That word has 16n*t™m=1B 10 as a subword since ¢, + 1, —1 < cn+1 and so w0, being
a suffix of 192+ =1B, 120, is in L(T). Also By, 12 has B, 11"+ as a subword which has 1¢»T7» =1 B, 1¢n+1
as a subword which then has 1°»7"=~1B, 171 as a subword. As w1 is a suffix of that word, wl € £(T). O

Lemma 3.6. If w is a suffiz of 1¢°T=1B, 1% for 0 < i < r, then w is right-special.

Proof. Choose any such w. SinceB, 1 has 1»T=1B, 1B as a subword, 1¢»T=1B, 1¢%i0 € L(T).
When i < r,, — 1, B, 41 has 12T B, 142+ a5 a subword which gives 11¢#+ =1 B, 1¢2%1; when i = r,, — 1,
By42 has 16ntrn __1Bnlc"+1 as a subword which gives 11¢»t™=2B, 1427 ~11 as r, < ¢,41. As w is a suffix
of 1enti=1 B 162+ it is right-special. O

Lemma 3.7. Let T be an extremely elevated staircase transformation. For w € L(T), let n be the unique
integer such that w has 1°* as a subword and does not have 1°*+* as a subword.

Then w is right-special if and only if exactly one of the following holds:

D)n w= 1l and ¢, < 0 < ¢ppr; or
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(i), w is a suffiz of 17T 1B, 1 and ||w|| > ¢, + i for some 0 < i < 1y; or

(ii1)n,  w is a suffiz of 17t =1B, 1% and ||w|| > hy, + 2¢p-

Proof. The only words in Proposition which have 1°» as a subword, 1°+! not a subword and at least
one 0 are of the stated forms and Lemmas 3.4] and state that these words are right-special. The
restriction on lenw in form (EZ2),, prevents any overlap between forms (2),, and (izd),,; the requirement that
lenw > ¢, + i ensures no overlap with form (@),, by either of the other two. o

The largest length we need consider for a given n is then h,, +2¢,, +2(r,, — 1) — 1, explaining the requirement
on ¢n41 in the definition of extremely elevated staircases and leading to:

Definition 3.8. The post-productive sequence is m,, = h,, + 2¢,, + 2r,, — 2.

Proposition 3.9. For an extremely elevated staircase transformation, there is at most one right-special word

of each of the forms in Lemma[3.7 and
(1)n  there is a word of form @), only for ¢, <€ < cpi1; and

(#1)n  for each 0 < i < r,, there is a word of form (@), for that value of i only for ¢, +1i < £ <
hy +2¢, +2i—1; and

(iit)n,  there is a word of form [Ed), only for h, + 2¢, < € < hy + 2¢, + 74

Proof. Every w of a form in Lemma [3.7] for a given n has length ¢, < lenw < m,, < ¢,11 so for every length
¢ there is exactly one n for which Lemma [B.7] could potentially give a right-special word.

1% is of form (@), for ¢, <€ < cpy1.
If w is of form ()., itis a suffix of 1T =1 B 1 so ||w| < |1+t~ B, 1% || = hy, + 2¢, + 10 — 1.
If w is of form (EZd),, it is a suffix of 1» T =1 B, 162 5o ||w]|| < [[1¢» T B, 1T || = by, +2¢, +2i — 1. O

3.2. Counting right-special words of length ¢ for extremely elevated staircases

Lemma 3.10. Ifc, <{ <cp+1y thenp(l +1) —p(l) = (€ —cpn) + 1.

Proof. Proposition [3.9] gives one word of form (@),, and one of form (@), for each 0 < i < £ — ¢,,. O
Lemma 3.11. Ifc, + 71, << hy+2¢, +1 then p(0+ 1) — p(£) =1, + 1.

Proof. Proposition [3.9] gives one word of form (i),, and one for each 0 < i < r,, of form (Z2),. O
Lemma 3.12. If hy+2¢, +1 < £ < hy+2cn + 75 — 1 then p((+1) —p(€) = 1y — [3(€ — (hn 4 2¢n +1))] + 1.
Proof. Proposition [3.9] gives one word of form (@),,, one word of form ({),, and, for 0 < i < r,, one of form
) for 0 < i < 7y, only if £ < hy, + 2¢, + 20 — 1 so only when x = £ — h,, — 2¢,, — 1 < 2i — 2 so only when
i > [(z 4 2)/2]. This gives exactly 7, — 1 — [2/2] words of form (). O
Lemma 3.13. If hy, +2¢, + 7 < € < by + 2y + 21, — 3 then p((+ 1) — p(£) = ryy — [$(€ — (hn +2¢, +1))].
Proof. The proof of Lemma holds here except we do not get a word of form (Z),,. O

Lemma 3.14. If m, </{ < cpy1, then p( + 1) —p(¢) = 1.

Proof. Proposition B.9] gives only the word 1¢ of length £ > m,,. O
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3.3. Counting words in the language of extremely elevated staircases

Proposition 3.15. If T is an extremely elevated staircase transformation and ¢, < q¢ < cpy1, then
p(q) < plen) + (g = cn)(rn + 1) < q(rn +1).

Proof. From Lemmas BI0H3T4 for ¢, < ¢ < ¢p41 it always holds that p(¢ + 1) — p(£) <7, + 1 so

(@) = plea) + Y (P +1) = p(£)) < plen) + (a = ) (rn +1)
b=cn,

and, since r,, < r, for all m < n,,
Cn Cn

plen) = (p(t+1)=p(f)) < (rn +1) = cu(rn + 1). a
(=1 £=1

Proposition 3.16. For an extremely elevated staircase transformation, p(my) > hpi1.

Proof. By LemmaBI0, p(cyn +7n) — p(cn) = 37n(rn +1). There are r, —2+ Z ”‘_2) (rn —[51) words from
Lemmas B.12 and B.13] of lengths h, + 2, +2 < € < hy, + 2¢p + 27, — 3, therefore p(hn + 2¢p + 21, — 2) —
p(hp +2¢, +1) = r2 — 4. By Lemma BI1] p(h, + 2¢, + 1) — p(cn + rn) =(rn+1)(hn+cn—rn+2)s0

1
p(hp + 2¢p, + 21y, — 2) > §rn(rn + D)+ (rn+ D(hn+en—mn+2) —l—ri — 4> hpa1- O

4. Mixing rank-one subshifts with low complexity

Theorem 4.1. Let f : N — N be a function such that M is nondecreasing and ﬁ < 00. Then there
pla) _ 0.

exists a (mizing) extremely elevated staircase tmnsformatwn where lim ) =

Proof. The function g(¢) = min(f(q),¢* 2) is nondecreasing as it is the minimum of two nondecreasing

9(a) 1/2

functions and £ . is the minimum of 51 and ¢'/? so is also nondecreasing. Replacing f(q) by g(q) if

necessary, we may assume that f(q) < ¢*/? for all q.

Note that M — 00 since it is nondecreasing and if f(q) < Cgq then Y o 2 (1/C)>" = = 0.

1
q

3 f(Q) 2
o= f(q)<t and—% > t“ forq >

Set r1 =2 and ¢; = 1. Given r, and c,, let ¢, such that z;, < ¢, < x¢, 41 and set

Set #1 = 1 and choose x; such that Y 7

Cn+1 = My and rpqq = [M—‘
tn(cn-i-l - Cn)

f(cn+1)

ince >
S n+l = Cn+41 tn

1> t—" — 00, we have that r, nondecreasing to co.
Let ny = inf{n : ¢, > a+} so that t,, = ¢ for ny < n < nyqq1. Since f is increasing,

oo cp—1

PITED e e B S B SO S

n=1 tn— I(Cnfcn 1) n=1 n=14=c,_1

\/
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i cn—1 tn—l i N1 cil ¢ o) i ¢

< — I -

L= T & e, T & & TO
0o S 1 oo +

Since hyy1 > r(hy + ¢,) and 27y, < hy,

Cnil hy, + 2¢,, + 21, — 2 2(hy + cn) 1
< < — 7 =2
ot 52 e o >

and therefore 3 = < oo. Since f(q) < ¢*2,

(/(en)* <<c?/2>2( 1 (o )

L}
hp = hnt?_i(cn —cn-1)? = hpc — Lt

3 =
Cnp — Cpn—1 n—1 hn n—1

as “=t < 7=t — 0. Then the transformation 7' with cut sequence {r, } and elevating sequence {c, } satisfies

all the cond1t1ons required to be an extremely elevated staircase so Theorem [3.2] gives that T' is mixing on a
finite measure space.

Given ¢, choose n such that ¢, < ¢ < ¢,4+1. Using the fact that is nondecreasing (and so ¢ > ¢, implies

flen) < 1la )) and tends to infinity, by Proposition BI5]

Cn

L)
q

p(@) _alrm+1) _ ¢ flen) g 1 fle) 1
J“(q)S f(9) <f(q)( 1(cn —cn,1)+2)_f(q)(tn,1 n 1__—+2)

q 1 flg) 1
= f(q)(t o t2

) ! 424
n-1 ¢ 1— cn tpop 11— f(q)

Cn

4.1. Even lower complexity

It is natural to wonder whether the hypothesis of Theorem (1] is necessary. This is, however, not the case:
there exist mixing elevated rank ones with even lower complexity.

Theorem 4.2. There exists a (mizing) extremely elevated staircase transformation where ﬁ =00

Proof. Fix 0 < e <1 and set rn = [(n+1)(log(n+1))*“]—1land ¢; = 1 and ¢, 41 = my,. As hy, > HJ LT >

H (j +1) = n! we have 1= — 0. By the integral comparison test, Y- - < co. Then Y £ < oo following
the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 4.l So, by Theorem ij the extremely elevated staircase
transformation T with cut sequence {r,} and elevating sequence {c,} is mixing on a finite measure space.

Then ¢, + 1, < hy, for large n so ¢, = hyy—1+ 2¢—1 + 2ry—1 — 2 < 3h,—1. Since 1/z is a decreasing positive

b+1
function for > 0, a Riemann sum approximation gives Zq atl (11 > fa+1 i dx =log(b+ 1) —log(a + 1).
Employing Proposition [B.15],
o0 1 Cn+41 1 Cn+41 1 Cn+41 1
q:2p(q) n g=cn+1 ( nqc+1 T +1 n T"+1q:cn+1q

Cnt1+1 1 ha, 1 (Tn—l + 1)hn_1
> 1 ( ) > 1 ( ) > 1 ( )
—zn:rn“og o+ 1 —zn:rn“og 3,1 —zn:rn“og 3k, 1
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3 (n+ 1)(log(n + 1))+ (log(n(log(n))'** — 1) —log(3))

1
- Z (n 4+ 1)(log(n + 1))1+e (log(n) —log(3))

B 1 log(n) 1
B zn: (n+1)(log(n + 1)) log(n +1) (log(3 Z (n+ 1)(log(n + 1))1+e

n

and the left sum diverges as e < 1 while the right sum converges as € > 0. O

4.2. Even lower complexity along sequences
We are able to achieve even lower complexity for mixing subshifts along a sequence of lengths:

Theorem 4.3. For every € > 0, there exists a (mizing) extremely elevated staircase transformation where

liminf —2@_ — 0.

q(log q)¢ —

Proof. Set o = [(1 4 €)/e]. Since a > 1, the function x® is increasing so a Riemann sum approximation
gives Z;:ll je > f0n71 2® dx = (n — 1)'/(1 + a). An easy induction argument shows Z;:ll jo < nite
So writing d = 1/(1 + a), we have d(n — 1)'** < 3777/ Lo <t

Construct T" inductively by setting 7 = 1 and ¢; =1 and, for n > 1,

ne hn
'I"n:2 —landcn:[m].

Then2%§2#+%ﬂ<oo. Since

n—1 n—1
[Ies+1)= H2J = 2%757" we have 27" ”HQSHTJH <ot

Jj=1 Jj=1

By Proposition 2.T3] we then have that for some constant K, 2d(n=D""" < p < K .27 Then

731 23710‘ . d(n _ 1)1+a — 3no N
h—HSW%O since e :d(l_ﬁ) (n—1)—3 = .

<

To see that T is an extremely elevated staircase transformation (hence is mixing on a finite measure space
by Theorem [32)),
M, 3hy, 3hp(n+ 1)t 3(n+1)'+e

< =
Cnt1 ~ hpp1/(n4 1)He — rnhn T

We may apply Lemma BT to get p(cnt1) = p(mn) + (¢ny1 — my). Then Proposition BIH gives

— 0,

p(Cnt1) < Cnt1 n (hp + 2¢5 + 27 — 2)(ry, + 1) < Cnt1 T14 2¢,, + 27, Y
thrl thrl (Tn + 1)hn thrl hn

Since log(c,) > log(hy) — (1 + €)log(n) > log(29"=D""") — 21og(n), using that ce > ((1+ €)/e)e = € + 1,

nl - € d -1 1+a\e de _1e+o¢e
lim in Moiiﬂ > liminf Hnﬂ% > liming T D7
de -1 1+2¢ 1 1+e
> lim inf % = liminf d€ (1 - —) (n — 1)6 = 00.
nlte n

- 10 -
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Therefore L
p(cn) <11msupp( )hmsupingl-O:O. O

cn(log(en))” ha n(log(cn))®

lim sup

4.3. A lower bound on the complexity

Our constructions, however, do not attain complexity as low as ¢log(q):

p(q)

qloggq

Theorem 4.4. For every extremely elevated staircase transformation, lim sup = 00.

Proof. Since T is extremely elevated, oo > >~ zni >3 m =iy, 2+ - By Proposition [5.16]

p(mpy) Rt rn+1
> > .
my log(my) — 3hy, log(3hy,) — 3log(3hy) ()

By Proposition 2T3 there exists a constant K such that h, < K HJ 1 75 so log(hy,/K) < Z;-:ll log(r;).

Consider first when 7, < n? for infinitely many n. Write r, + 1 = (n + 1) log(n + 1)z,. Then z, — oo since
> T—ln < 0o and z, <n+ 1 as we have assumed r,, < n2,

n—1 n—1
Z log(r;) = Z(log(j + 1) + log(log(j + 1)) + log(z;)) Z 3log(j + 1) < 3nlog(n).
j Jj=1 Jj=1
So, as z, — o0,
lim inf T+ 1 > lim inf (n+1)log(n + 1)z = lim inf Zno_ 0.
log(hy,) 9nlog(n) 9

Now consider when r,, > n? for all sufficiently large n. Then as log(z) < z'/3 for large = and log(hy,) <
nlog(n + 1) + log(K), as r, is increasing,

n n+ 1 2/3 4/3
lim inf " > lim inf _ Al > liminf ——— = liminf — > lim inf o 0.
log(hn) nlog(ra + 1) i " n
In both cases, we have lim inf — 00. By equation (x), this completes the proof. O

log(h )

4.4. Linear complexity is unattainable even along a sequence
Though the complexity along a sequence can be lower than ¢log(g), it cannot be linear:

Theorem 4.5. For every extremely elevated staircase transformation, lim p(q) = 00.

Proof. Let € > 0. Then there exists N such that for n > N, we have <™ < ¢ (since T is on a finite measure
space) and r, > 1/e (since 1, — oo is necessary for T' to be mixing).

For ¢ > my_1, choose n > N such that m,_1 < g < m,,.
If my,—1 < q < 2(cy, +rp) then, using Proposition B.16]

Z p(mn—l) > hn >i

2(cn +1n) ~ 2(cn +rn) T 26

pla)
q

For ¢, + 1, < ¢ < hp + 2¢p, by Lemma BT p(q) — p(cn + 1) = (¢ — ¢ — Tn)7n. Then for 2(c, +7,) < ¢ <

- 11 -
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h, + 2¢, + 1,

1 1
—Tp > —.

p(Q) > (q_cn_rn)rn > (1_ Cn+7'n)Tn >
2 2¢

q q q
For hy, + 2¢, + 1 < ¢ < my, we have p(q) > p(hy + 2¢) > (hp + ¢ — T)7. Provided e < 1/4, we have
(I1—¢€)/(142¢€) >1/2s0 for hy, +2¢, < ¢ < My,

— 1+ fn—rn —
) 5 (ntn = Ta)rn _ P
qg = M 1+428tm=t 1+2 €~ 2
Taking € — 0 then gives ( ) 5 50 as for all sufficiently large ¢ we have @ > % O

A. Mixing for extremely elevated staircase transformations

For our proof of mixing, we do not need the full strength of extremely elevated staircase transformations
and so will define a more general class:

Definition A.1. A rank-one transformation is an eleyated staircase transformation when it has non-
decreasing cut sequence {r,} tending to infinity Wlth — 0, and spacer sequence given by s, ; = ¢, +¢ for

0<i<ryand s,,, =0 for some sequence {c,} such that Cnt1 > Cp + 1y and Y C"”" < 00.

This is the same class as the more natural s, ; = e, + 7 for a sequence {e, } required to satisfy no condition
beyond e, > 0 (and ) % ngn e; < oo to ensure finite measure). In particular, traditional staircases,
corresponding to e, = 0, are in the class of elevated staircase transformations.

Proposition A.2. Let {e,} be a sequence of nonnegative integers. Let T be the rank-one transformation
with cut sequence {rn,} and spacer sequence {5} given by Sn; = en + i for 0 < i < r,. Let T be the
rank-one transformation with cut sequence {r,} and elevating sequence {c,} given by ¢1 = e1 and cpy1 =
ent+1 + Z?:l(ej +7j) = ent1 + cn + T and spacer sequence given by sp; = ¢, + 1 for 0 < i < 7, and

Snr, = 0. Then T and T generate the same subshift (and are measure-theoretically isomorphic).

Proof If B are the words representing the 5, ; construction and B,, those of T' then Bl = B; =0 and
Bni1 = Iz, B,1¢nt and B, = (Hr"fl B,1°t)B, and we claim that B, ; = Bnﬂlzj 1(€575) for all
n > 1. The base case is

T
By = HBllelJri _ ( H B1181+1)B 1ertr — ( H B 161+1)B 1er+r
1=0

1=0

as claimed since ¢; = e;. Assume the claim holds for n and then

Tr41 Trn41—1
Bn+2 _ H Bn+11en+1+i _ ( H Bn+116n+1+i)Bn+1len+1+rn+1
i=0 i=0
Tnt1—1
— H Bn+1IZ;lzl(ejJrTjHB"“H)Bn+112?:1(ejJr”)*e"“*T"“
i=0
Tnt1—1

11 Bn+110n+1+i) By 12551 (e5)
i=0

so the glaim holds for all n. As this means every subword of Bn is a subword of B,, or B,,+1 and conversely
(with B,,_1 rather than B, 1), the languages of the transformations are the same. O

- 12 -
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The proof of mixing is very similar to that of [CS04] for traditional staircases; our proof is self-contained.

Theorem is a special case of:

Theorem A.3. Every elevated staircase transformation is mizing (on a finite measure space).

Remark A.4. The requirement that -~ — 0 is not necessary but one would need to bring the more

complicated and technical techniques of 6810] in to prove it.

The remainder of the appendix is devoted the proof of Theorem [A.3]

Proposition A.5. Every elevated staircase transformation is on a finite measure space.

Proof. Writing S, for the union of the spacers added above the n'* column,

1 Tn 1rp(r, —1) Cn +7Tn
= — — = — < — "
w(Sp) = (cnrn + 2rn(rn D)p(Lns1) (cnrn 1 + 5 r 1 )u(In) < w(Cr),

)+ 1(Sn) < (14 ) u(Cn).. Then p(Cosr) < TT7-y (1+ “5E) u(Ch),
log(u(Ch)) + E] 1 log(1 + CJJFTJ) As C"tf" — 0, since log(l + =) =~ z for
z ~ 0, limy, log(1(Cpi1)) S log(u(Ch)) + 3272, CJ}:” < oo gives that T' is on a finite measure space. O

and therefore pu(Cpry1) = p(Ch
meaning that log(u(Chy1)) <

From here on, assume that all transformations 7" are on probability spaces.

Lemma A.6. Let T be any rank-one transformation and B be a union of levels in some column Cn. Then
foranyn >N, 0<a<hy, and 0 <i<r,,

1
T+ 1

w0 B) = p(I),)u(B) =

n,a

(1(Ina N B) = p(In,a)u(B))-

Proof. Since B is a union of levels in C'y, it is also a union of levels in C,,. Therefore I, , C B or I, ,NB = @.
When I, C B, we have u(Iila N B) = p(Iia) = 72 p(Ina) = 727 0(Ina N B) and when I, o N B = &,
we have p(In H «NB)=0=u(l,,NB). O

Lemma A.7. Let T be an elevated staircase transformation with height sequence {hy}. Let I, o, be the ath
level in the n" column C,, for T. Let B be a union of levels in a column Cy with N < n. Then for k such
that ki + 1k(k —1) < a < hy,

Tn

2%
ZXBOT #m IR — u(B) | dp+

|w(TF P ten) (1, 0) OV B) = p(Ina)u(B)| < /

In,a

Tn+ 14

Proof. Write I,, , as a disjoint union of all the sublevels of I,, , so that

Tn

(T*Bn+en) (1, ) A B) — u(In |—|Zu (Tkntend (11 0 B) — p(I5,) u(B)|.

Now for i < 1y, Th(I}),) = T-i- Cn(]“*”) and so Th» +Cn(1[7 ) = T
for i < rp — k, we get TF(= +C")(I,[17]a) = 7)== (k=) ([ k]) T
ki+ sk(k—1) <a < hy,

). Applying this k& times,
ki— gk

—sk(k=1) (7l 8o for

|u(T*Enten) (1, ) A B) = p(In.a)(B)

= > p(mFrte) (1l )0 B) — u(Ii),)u(B)|
1=0

13-
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rn—(k+1)
; ; ; k+1
< T—kz—lk(k—l) I[H—k] N B) — I[H—k] B Ina
<| ; 1 2 (L) N B) = pLn ™ u(B)| + - illna)
rn—(k+1)
_ [i+K] [i+k] k+1
N | ZO M(In’a_ki_%k(k_l) n B) - N(In,a—ki—%k(k—l))u(B)l + — 1M(In,a)'
By Lemma, then
(TP *e) (1, ) OV B) = p(In,a)u(B))|
rn—(k+1)
1 kE+1
< |7“n 1 ; 1Ly ki tkr—1) N B) = 1Ly 0 pie L)) (B)] + mﬂ(jn,a)
rn—(k+1)
1 1 kE+1
= TFi=3kk=1 (1 YN B) — u(ln.o) (B Ina
T X AT 00 0 B) B + ()
1 Tn o k+1
< T—kz——k(k—l) I,.,)NB) —ull,.a B 2 Ina
_|Tn+1;u( A (La) N B) = ulIna)p(B)| + 25— o)
1 & 1 2%k + 2
< TR (B4 Ina)- O
e M e S s
Ina i=

Definition A.8. A sequence {t,} is mixing for 7" when for all measurable sets A and B,
lim u(T"AN B) = u(A)u(B).

Definition A.9 ([CS04]). A sequence {t,} is rank-one uniform mixing for 7" when for every union of

levels B,
hp—1

. tn . _
lim_ ;) (T (I,0) N B) = pu(In.a)p(B)| = 0.
Proposition A.10 ([CS04]). If {t,} is rank-one uniform mizing for T, then {t,} is mizing for T

Proof. Every measurable set can be arbitrarily well approximated by a union of levels. O

Theorem A.11. Let T be an elevated staircase transformation with height sequence {h,} and k € N such
that T* is ergodic. Then the sequence {k(hy,, + c,)} is rank-one uniform miving for T.

Proof. By Lemma [A7] for a such that ki + 1k(k — 1) < a < hy,, since ki + 1k(k — 1) < kry, + k2,

hp—1
37 (TR (1, ) A B) — p(Ln,a) (B)|
a=0

h,—1 r

o 1 & o 2% + 2
< (kry, + k> u(l, T Fi—zk(k=1) _ (B ‘d Ina
= (o e )+a:kTZ+r2 </1n,a Tﬂ""l;XBO i HB) /H_rn-i-lu( )

i . 2k + 2
< 2 —ki—Llk(k—1) _ ’
_(krn+k)u(1n)+/ Tn+1;XBoT 3 w(B)|dp + hp — (L),

- 14 -
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using that the levels are disjoint. Clearly (kr, + k*)u(I,) < &= + #= — 0 and h, 242,(1,) < 22 0.

That T is measure-preserving and the mean ergodic theorem apphed to T* give

1 Tn ki lk(k 1) ’ /’ 1 Th pi ‘
E —ki— _ < - E —ki _
/ XBOT 2 /,L(B |d/14 o 1 ; OXBOT /J’(B) dﬂ’

T"+1z‘:0
g(/

Corollary A.12. If T is an elevated staircase transformation then T* is ergodic for each fived k.

T ) 2 1/2
- HZXBOT*’“—M(B)‘ du) 0. O
" i=0

Proof. Using Theorem [A.TT] with k = 1, since T' is ergodic we have that {h, + ¢, } is uniform mixing, hence
mixing by Proposition [A.I0] The existence of a mixing sequence for T' implies T' is weakly mixing hence
each power of T' is ergodic. O

Lemma A.13. Let T be a rank-one transformation and {c,} a sequence such that 7~ — 0. If ¢ € N
and {q(hn + cn)} and {(g + 1)(hy + cn)} are rank-one uniform mizing and {t,} is a sequence such that
q(hn +cn) <tn < (q+ 1) (hn + ¢pn) for all n then {t,} is rank-one uniform mizing.

Proof. For 0 < a < q(hn, +¢n) — tn + by, we have 0 < t,, — q(hy, + ¢p) < tn +a—qlhn + ¢n) < by, so
Tt (Ina) = T (L 0) = TU ) (Lo o athnton))-
For (¢g+ 1)(hn 4+ ¢n) —tn <a < hy, wehave 0 <t, +a— (¢+ 1)(hy +cn) < a < hy, so
T (Ina) = T (I 0) = T nbend (L o (1) (hnten))-

For a union of levels B in Cy and n > N,

hp—1

Z |M(Ttn (In,a N B) - M(In,a)ﬂ(B)l
a=0

q(hn+cn)—tn+thn—1

< > (T L g e 1 B) = p(In)p(B)| + cnpalLn)
a=0
hn—1
+ Z |/L(T(q+1)(hn+cn)jn,tn+a—(‘Z+l)(hn+Cn) N B) — u(I,)pu(B)|
a=(q+1)(hn+cn)—tn
hn—1
< Z |,U(Tq(hn+cn)ln,b N B) = u(In)u(B)| + cap(ln)
b=0
hn—1
+ Z |p(Tlat D nten) A BY — u(1,)u(B)| = 0
b=0
since {q(hn +cn)}, {(g+ 1)(hn + ¢5)} are rank-one uniform mixing and cpp(l) < 7= — 0. O

Proposition A.14. Let T' be a rank-one transformation and {c,} a sequence such that >~ — 0. If k € N
and {q(hy, + cn)} is rank-one uniform mizing for each ¢ < k+1 and {t,} is a sequence such that hy, + ¢ <
tn < (k+1)(hyn + cpn) for all n then {t,} is mizing.

Proof. Since t,, < (k+1)(hy + ¢p), there is some ¢, < g such that ¢, (h, +¢,) < tn < (gn +1)(hn +¢n). Let
{tn,} be any subsequence of {t,}. Since g, < k for all n and ¢ is fixed, there exists a further subsequence

- 15 -
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{tn;, } on which g, is constant. By Lemma [A.T3 and Proposition [A.10, {¢,, } is mixing. As every
subsequence of {¢,} has a mixing subsequence, {¢,} is mixing. O

Lemma A.15. Let T be a measure-preserving transformation. If for each fized £ € N, {{t,,} is mixing, then

L
for any e > 0 there exists L and N such that for alln > N, [|+ > xpoT " — u(B)|du < e.
i=1

Proof. Take L > 2/¢* and N so that |u(T%" (B) N B) — u(B)u(B)| < €2/2 for £ < L and n > N. Then

L L
1 —m 2 1 m—r
/‘Z > xpoT ™ — u(B)\ dp =75 > (T (B)N B) — u(B)u(B)
m=1 rm=1
L—1
1 1 L—-¢
<+ S ZZEuT(B) N B) — w(B)u(B) < 2¢2/2 = ¢
L L — L
L
so, by Cauchy-Schwarz, [ [+ > xpo T " — pu(B)|du < Ve? = e. O
(=1

Lemma A.16 (Block Lemma [Ada98]). For T' measure-preserving and R, L,p € N with pL < R,
R-1 L—1
[l 2_:0 xoT™"du < [|1 EEO x o T7P!|dp + 2% [ |x|dp.
ppl-1

R-1
Proof. OSR—pLLpﬂLJ < Bk so [l > xoT "|du < %—i—f% > xoT "|du and
0 r=0

r=

pLL & -1 R [FE)-1 p—1 . -1
177 pL| 7] 1 N 1 1 y b L
3 s [ S
/ R —0 R |—p_LJ m=0 pb:OL £=0
. &)1 = =
< — - ’— xoT pl o =b o p—mpL dp
A mZ:o p b—O/ L=
LE1-1  po1 L-1 L-1
1 " 1 /‘ 1 ol 1 —pt
=5 - — XoTp’d,u*/‘—ZxoTp‘dlu O
|—p_LJ m=0 P 1=0 L £=0 L £=0

Proposition A.17. Let T be a rank-one transformation and {c,} a sequence such that = — 0. If {q(hn +

cn)} is rank-one uniform mizing for each fized q and k,, — oo is such that % <1 then

n—1
/\lzxoT’j’“"
n -
7=0

This condition is called power ergodic in [CS04)] and [CS10).

dp — 0.

Proof. For each n there exists a unique m such that h,, + ¢, < kyy < hypg1 + ¢m41. Let py, be the smallest
integer such that pnk, > hmy1 + cmy1. Suppose ppky, > 2(hmy1 + cmy1). Then (8)kn > hpyr + e
If p, is even, p,, > %’"‘, which contradicts that p,, is the smallest integer such that p,k, > hpt1 + cmy1. If
pn is odd, p, > %, which contradicts that p,, is smallest such that p,k, > hmi1 + cmy1. In the case

when p,, = 1, then k,, > 2(hynt1 + Cmy1) wWith &y, = hppy1 + ¢my1, contradicting that k, < hypy1 =+ ¢mg1. So

- 16 -
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Prkn < 2(hmi1 + Cmg1). Set ty, = ppkn. Then Ay + emy1 < tn < 2(hmy1 + ¢my1). For each fixed ¢ then
(hm + cm) < by, < 2(hpm + cm) so {ft,} is mixing by Proposition [A14]

L
Fix € > 0. By Lemmal[AI5 there exists L and N such that for n > N, [|+ XOT n|dy < e. By Lemma
[AT16

1 n—1 1 L—1 D L
_kn _é n n gtn n
/‘EZXOTJ _/’ZZXOT P /‘LZXOT d,u—l— < +T
7=0 =0
Since % <1 gives TT”‘ = T;;kn" § § ﬁ — 0,
]ﬁ:pnkn < 2(hm+1+cm+1) < é(rm—l—l)(hm—i—cm—i—rm) _ dry, (1+ Tm ) 0
n nk, n(hm + ¢m) n (hm + cm) R + Cm
n—1 . n—1 )
so limsup,, [ |+ ZOXO T—7%n|dp < e. As this holds for all e > 0, [|1 ZOX o T=7*n|du — 0. O
j= =

Theorem A.18. Let T be an elevated staircase transformation with height sequence {hy} such that 7= — 0.
Let {t,,} be a sequence such that (hy, + ¢n) < tn < (Ant1 + cny1). Then {t,} is mizing.

Proof. By Corollary[A 12, T* is ergodic for each fixed k. Then by Theorem [ATT] the sequence {k(h, +c,)}
is rank-one uniform mixing for each fixed k. By Proposition [A.14] if there exists a constant & such that
(hn +cn) <ty < k(hy + ¢p), then {t,} is mixing, so writing ¢, = ky,(hn + ¢n) + 2, for 0 < z,, < hy, + ¢, We
may assume k, — 00.

For 0 < a < hy, — 2y, we have T (I, ,) = Tk“(h"*‘c")(ln,aﬂn) and for h, + ¢, — 2z, < a < hy,

Ttn (In,a) _ Tt"+a(fn,0) — Tkn(hn-i-cn)-i-zn-i-a(ln 0) _ T(kn-‘rl)(hn-l-cn)(Ima_un_hn_%)_

)

For a union of levels B in Cy and n > N,

hn,—1
Z (T (In,a) N B) = p(In.a)1(B)]
hn zn—1 hn—1
< Z (T (In,a) N B) — p(In,a)1(B)| + cop(ln) + Z (T (In,a) N B) = p(In,a)(B)|
a—0 a=hnp+cn+zn
hp—1
< Z |N(Tkn(hn+cn)(ln,b) n B) - N(In,b)M(B” + CnM(In) (*)
b=0
hn—1
+ Z |M(T(kn+1)(hn+cn)([n)b) N B) — (L) u(B)). (5%)
b=0

We show that sum (%) tends to zero:

hp—1 hn—=1 Th—kn
ST (ke e (1,4) A B) = p(Lp)n(B) < 30 1S p(@Ee e (1) A BY = u(1U)u(B)] ()
b=0 1=
hp—1 Tn ) )
T DY (Tt (L) 0 B) = (L )u(B)| (#)
n b=0 i=r,—k,+2
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For the sum (}),

hpn—1 75—k
n n n . 1/ 1/ 1
SIS @k Cete) (1) A B) — w(I)u(B)| < (rnkn + (ki — 1)) w(l,)
b=0 =0
hp—1 Tn—kn . .
+ 3 | ST (@ etend (118 A B) — (1) u(B)],

b=rpknt Lk (kn—1) =0
and, by Lemma [A6]

hy—1 Tn—kn
3 | > p@tteted (18 0 B) — (1) u(B))
b=rnkn+3kn(kn—1) =0
hnfl Tnfkn

1 —3 1 —
=Y g X @R, A B) — () p(B)
b=rpknt ko (kn—1) i=0

rn—k
1 e 1
< > Trnimgkn(a =) y(B)|dp — 0
—/rn+1 i:OxBo 1(B)|dp

by Proposition [AIT as k,, < r, + 1. Since k,, < 1y, 1k + $kn(kn, — 1) < 2r2 and since Z—i — 0 by
assumption, (rnkn + $kn(kn — 1))u(In) — 0. So sum (}) tends to zero.

2
Tn

For the sum (}): for r, =k, +2 < i <7, +1 and k, < r,, since 7+ — 0 we have En(hn 4+ cn) +i(hy +cn) >
(rn+2)(hp + ¢n) = hpg1 + b + 2¢, — %Tn(Tn —1) > hpy1 so
Tk"(h"ﬂ")(],[;,]b) = Tkn(thrcn)(In+1,b+i(hn+cn)+%i(i71))

_ ik (hnten)+i(hn+en)+5i(i—1 _ mh
= Thr(nten)Filhnten) toi(r, ) =T n+1(In+1,b+hn+2(;n7%7”n(’r‘n*1))'

Therefore, the sum (1) satisfies

hn—1 Tn hn+1—1
S ket (1) A BY = p(I)nB) < ST (T (Ingr ) 0 B) = pilLngr )1 B))|
b=0 i=r,—kn,+2 y=0

which tends to zero as {hy} is rank-one uniform mixing.

Since (1) and (}) tend to 0, we have that (x) tends to zero. The same argument with k, + 1 in place of &y,
shows that (xx) tends to zero. As c,u(l,) < = — 0, this shows {t,} is rank-one uniform mixing. O

Proof of Theorem[A.3. By Proposition [A5l T is on a finite measure space. Let {t,,} be any sequence. Set
Pm such that h,  +cp, <ty < hp, 41+ ¢p, +1. Choose a subsequence {t,,,} of {ty,} such that p,,, is
strictly increasing. Then 3 {g,,} with hy, 4+ ¢, < ¢ < hpy1 + cny1 such that {t,,,} is a subsequence of {g,}
(take {gn} = {tm,} U {hn + cal n s.t. Vj, pm, # n}). Theorem [A18 gives {gy,} is mixing so {t,,} is. As
every {t,,} has a mixing subsequence, T is mixing. O

Acknowledgements We wish to thank the referee for helpful suggestions regarding terminology and orga-
nization of the results.
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