arXiv:2302.06076v2 [math.DS] 28 Mar 2023

TEMPORO-SPATIAL DIFFERENTIATIONS WITH RESPECT TO FINITE UNIONS OF
BALLS

AIDAN YOUNG!

ABSTRACT. Here we study temporo-spatial differentiation problems with respect to sequences of
finite unions of balls. We establish several convergence results, as well as construct pathological
temporo-spatial differentiations with prescribed sets of limit points. We also demonstrate the preva-

lence of certain pathological temporo-spatial differentiations in the presence of a specification-like
property.

Temporo-spatial differentiations were introduced in [1] under the name of spatial-temporal
differentiations. The central temporo-spatial differentiation problem is this: Given a continuous
action T : G ~ X of a discrete semigroup G on a compact metric space X with a sequence (Fy)?° ;
of nonempty finite subsets of G, a Borel probability measure y on X, a bounded measurable
function f : X — C, and a sequence (Cy);2; of measurable subsets of X with positive measure,

what can be said about the limiting behavior of the sequence

1 1 ~
<m /ck 1] )» ijdﬂ>

JEF k=1

In this article, we focus on the case where the spatial averaging sequence (Ci);>; consists of
finite unions of balls, a setting we call “multi-local." We study sufficient conditions for these cor-
responding temporo-spatial differentiations to converge, as well as the existence and prevalence
of pathological multi-local temporo-spatial differentiations.

In Section [0] we establish several notations that will be used throughout the article, as well as
some standing assumptions and conventions.

In Section [I] we provide sufficient conditions for multi-local temporo-spatial differentations
to converge. We also show how these convergence results can fail if certain assumptions are
relaxed.

In Section 2] we briefly present the theory of ergodic optimization. In particularly, we charac-

terize the maximum ergodic average in the context of continuous actions of amenable groups.
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2 TEMPORO-SPATIAL DIFFERENTIATIONS WITH RESPECT TO FINITE UNIONS OF BALLS

In Section 3] we construct multi-local temporo-spatial differentiations for a given real-valued
continuous function f which have a prescribed compact set K as the set of limit points of the
temporo-spatial differentiation.

In Section ] we consider temporo-spatial differentiations as sequences of measures

> —— T/ fd ,
(f & e Z f u)
k=1
and consider how to construct sequences (Co)py for which

(( f— Ck kaZ L fdy) ) is some prescribed subset of the Choquet simplex of T-
invariant Borel probability measures on X, where LS ((z),_;) denotes the set of all limits of
convergent subsequences of (zi);; (defined in more detail in Section [0). In particular, we con-
struct examples of (Cy)g2; for which LS (( f— m /. c Z}:& T/ fdy) :Ozl) is the entire Choquet
simplex of T-invariant measures.

In Section B, we show that for a system (X, T) with a specification-like property that we call the
Very Weak Specification Property, there exists a residual set of x € X that exhibit a strong form of
the maximal Birkhoff average oscillation property. Specifically, there exists a residual set of x € X
such that LS ((yx,ﬂ(k)xo:l) is the entire Choquet simplex of T-invariant measures for all non-
constant polynomials 77(t) € Q[t] such that 7(IN) C IN, where i, ; are the the empirical measures
Pxfk = %Z}f& 5y o T/ for x € X. Consequently, for sequences (r;)® ; of radii decaying to 0 suffi-
ciently fast, we have for a residual set of x € X that LS (( f— W B(xm) Z] 0 i f dy) )
is the entire Choquet simplex of T-invariant measures for all non-constant integer-valued poly-

nomials 77(t) that send nonnegative integers to nonnegative integers.

0. NOTATIONS AND CONVENTIONS

Here we identify particular notations and conventions we adopt throughout this article. Indi-
vidual sections might place additional assumptions on some of the objects we define here. We
also place more novel definitions in the later sections of the article.

We will let (X, p) be a compact metric space, and T : G ~ X will be a continuous monoidal
left-action of a discrete monoid G on X by continuous maps (Ty)sec (not necessarily invertible).

That is to say, the maps (T;)sec will satisfy the laws

T 0 Tg, = Tgiq (Vg1,82 € G),

T, =idx,

G
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where 1; denotes the identity element of G. We will use y to denote a Borel probability measure
on X, though we will not in general assume that yp is T-invariant. The support of y will be
denoted supp(p).

Given a finite subset F of G, and a function f : X — C, we write

AVgFf |F| Z Tgf

g€F

where T, f := f o T,. Similarly, if  is a Borel probability measure on X, and E C X is a Borel

subset of X, we will write

(BoAvg,) (E) := |F|Zﬁ< >

g€F

These notations are consistent with each other in the sense that if f € C(X), then

/de (BoAvgy) = /XAngfd,B.

If no domain is specified for an integral [, then the integral is assumed to be over X, i.e. [ := [,.

We will denote the space of all Borel probability measures on X by M (X). We will always
consider M (X) with the weak*-topology, making Mr(X) a Choquet simplex. We use M7 (X)
to denote the space of T-invariant Borel probability measures on X, also equipped with the
weak*-topology to make M7 (X) a Choquet simplex.

We use 0,S to denote the set of extreme points of a subset S of a real topological vector space,
i.e. 0d,S denotes the set of all points in S which cannot be expressed nontrivially as a convex
combination of points in S.

We will use IN to denote the set of positive integers, and INj to denote the set of nonnegative
integers.

A sequence (Fy)p, of finite subsets of a group G is called Folner if

F.AqF
lim7|k 8F|

koo B 0 (vg € C),

where | - | denotes cardinality and A is the symmetric difference, i.e. AAB = (A\ B)U(B\ A).

Given a sequence (zx)g, in a topological space Z, we write
LS ((zk)pq) = {hm zk, tky <k <o, lim z, exists}
{—o0

to denote the set of limit points of (zx);> ;, called the limit set of (zx)> ,
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1. CONVERGENCE RESULTS AND THEIR LIMITATIONS

Definition 1.1. Let ¥ = (x(l),...,x(”)) e X", 7= (r(l),...,r(”)> € (0,00)". We write

where B (x;r) := {y € X : p(x,y) < r} is the open ball with center x and radius r. We refer to

sets of the form B(%;7) as multi-balls.

Lemma 1.2. Every multi-ball B (x(l), o xmep ) ,r(”)> can be expressed in the form
B (y(l), oy ,s(’”)) ,

where y, ...,y are distinct.

Proof. 1f xM, L x() are not already distinct, then we can write
{x(l),...,x(”)} = {x(hl),...,x(hm)}, where hy, ..., hy, € {1,...,n}, and xm), . x(n) are dis-
tinct. Then

where (") = x() s(?) = max {r(h) xn) — y(”)}- n

Definition 1.3. Let (X, p) be a compact metric space, and let T : G ~ X be an action of a discrete

semigroup G by Holder maps T, equipped with functions H, L : G — (0, o) such that
o (Tgx, Tey) < L(g) - p(x,y)" (Vge G xeX,yeX).

We refer to the pair (H, L) as a modulus of Holder continuity (abbreviated MoH0C) for T. Let
F = (F), be a sequence of nonempty finite subsets of G. We say that a sequence (7)., of

n-tuples 7, = (r,ﬁl), e, rlgn)) ;:1 of positive numbers decays (X, p, H, L, F)-fast if

H(g)
ngPk:L(g)-G,((h)) >(5}‘
lim

k— o0 ’Fk’

-0 (V6 € (0,00),he{1,...,n}),

lim r") =0 (Vhe{1,...,n}).

k—o0

An immediate observation about this definition is that if (7)., is a sequence of n-tuples of
positive numbers that decay (X, p, H, L, F)-fast, and (5¢);.; is another sequence of n-tuples of
positive numbers for which there exists K € IN such that s,({h) < r}((h) forallh € {1,...,n},k > K,

then (5¢);., decays (X,p, H,L,F)-fast. So we have in fact described a rapid decay condition.
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Moreover, any system of Holder maps with MoH6C (H, L) will admit a sequence (rx)g, that
decays (X, p, H, L, F)-fast.
(h)

Our assumption that limy_,, 7} h)

= 0 ensures that if x(l), e, x(") are distinct points in X, then

the balls {B (x(h) ;r,ﬁh)) }:fl are pairwise disjoint for sufficiently large k, since for sufficiently
large k we’ll have that

max {rlgl),...,r,((n)} < %min {p <x<h1),x(h2)> 1<h<h < n}.

For the remainder of this section, T : G ~ X will be an action of a discrete group G on X by
Holder homoeomorphisms with MoH6C (H, L), and F = (F);> ; will be a sequence of nonempty

finite subsets of G.

Notation 1.4. Let u be a Borel probability measure on X, and let E C X be a y-measurable set
such that u(E) > 0. The functional ag : C(X) — C is defined as

1
ap(f) = E/Efd%

We will sometimes also treat ar instead as a Borel probability measure ar : A — u(A|E). These

interpretations are consistent with each other in the sense that ar(f) = [ fdag for all f € C(X).

Lemma 1.5. Let x € X, and let (ry)y, be a sequence of positive numbers that decays

(X,p,H, L,F)-fast, and suppose f € C(X). Let u be a Borel probability measure on X, and let x €

supp(p). Then
lim (th(x;rk) (AVng f> - Angkf(x)) =0.

k— 00

Moreover, if f satisfies the Holder condition

fy) — f(2)] <c-p(y,2)P (Vy,z € X),

for some constants ¢, p € (0,00), then
¢ H
‘IXB(x;rk) (Avey, f) — Avgp, f(x)‘ <F ; L(g)P . 1),
8<tk

Proof. Fix e > 0. Since f is continuous and X is compact, we know that f is uniformly continuous,

meaning that there exists 6 > 0 such that

p(y,z) <6=|f(y) - fa)] <e

Set
Ac={g € Fe:L(g) 1™ > 6}
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By the hypothesis that (r¢)° ; decays (X, p, H, L, F)-fast, we know that lim;_, % =0.

We estimate

‘“ B(xirk) <AVgF f) - AVngf(x)‘

1
:‘F e / ,Fk,g;k (Tyy) - ))du(y)‘
= ; Zp #(B(x 7)) /( . )|f(Tgy) — f(Tgx)| du(y) (t)
ge 3 7 X1k

< Bl g2, n(B(x; Vk)) /(x~r ) |F(Tey) = £(Tg)| dﬂ@))
ge k Tk

( AV (’1‘ ) /(w ) |f(Tgy) f(Tgx)dV(y)) :
ge k\ 4k 4 T

We will return to the line marked (+) when we compute the estimate for the case where f is

Holder. For now, we estimate these two terms separately.

ﬁ Z m /B(x;rk) ‘f(Tgy) _f(Tgx)| d‘u(y)

ged, M B

1
<TET L 7800720 oy Pl 0

Choose K € N sufficiently large that || | < &. Then for k > K, we have that

k
Fe

2| Ay
<2 €
T Ifllexy < 2l fllex)

For the other of second of the two aforementioned terms, we observe that if ¢ € F; \ Ay, then

p(Tey, Tex) < L(g) - p(x,y)H®
5

IN

= [f(Tey) = f(Tgx)| <

Thus

1 1
5] Y W/B(m) |f(Tey) = f(Tex)| dp(y)

Fel gepia,
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1
SW Z . H(B(x;71)) /B(x;rk) «duly)

Therefore, if k > K, then

‘“B(x;rk) (AVngf> - AVng f(x)‘ < (ZHfHC(X) + 1> g

Finally, in the case where we have the additional hypothesis that f is (¢, f)-Holder, we can

instead estimate the earlier (1) as

BT L BT o 0~ 0] )
ST . TTB0572T) o € P08 T )
<1 Z B0} € (102079 )
Sﬁ g;k m /B(m) e- (L) r'?(g))ﬁd”(y)
:ﬁ g;k m /B(m) e (L@ ") dnty)

- y L(g)ﬁ.er(g),
|Fk| geFk

The upshot of Lemma is that when we consider temepero-spatial differentiations with
respect to balls of radius decaying sufficiently fast centered at a fixed point x¢, this temporo-
spatial differentiation is equivalent to a pointwise (temporal) ergodic average. On one hand,
this means that we can consider certain “random" temepero-spatial differentiations by appealing
to pointwise convergence theorems, as in Corollary On another hand, this means that
we can use pathological pointwise ergodic averages to generate pathological temporo-spatial
differentiations, as we will see in Section [Bl

The following lemma lets us describe temporo-spatial averages over multi-balls in terms of

temporo-spatial averages over balls, and will be useful going forward.
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Lemma 16. Let u be a  Borel probability  measure on X,

let

x@ L xn) e supp(y);r(l),...,r(”) € (0,1) such that the balls {B (Jc(h);r(h))};1 are pairwise

disjoint. Let f € LY(X, ). Then

(x(m; (M) A (xh;r) (f).

Proof.
ap(zn (f) = W(B(x., 7)) B(‘;f)f 7
Z 1
B hgll 23:1 M (B (x(ll), r(u))) /B(x(") r(")) fd‘u

Theorem 1.7. Let (7y),., be a sequence that decays (X,p,H,L,F)-fast, and let f € C(X). Suppose

X = (x(l), .. .,x(”)) is an n-tuple in X such that

lim Avgp f <x(h)) =C (Vhe{1,...,n}),

k—00

where C is independent of h, and let u be a Borel probability measure on X for which xM),...,x(") €

supp(p). Then
lim ap g, (AVng f) =C.

k—o00

Proof. By Lemma [[.2, we can assume without loss of generality that x(1),..., x(") are distinct.

Because r}((h) — 0, we know that for sufficiently large k, we’ll have

" (). 0
h|j|1B(x T >,

B (%;7)

where B (x;r) := {y € X : p(x,y) < r} is the open ball with center x and radius r, and U denotes

disjoint union. We therefore estimate that
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:'V B(x:7e) Z/ IP | gg (Tgy) = C) duy)
- 1
=X W/B( ) |1:k| ;k( —C)du(y)

IN
ME

1
2 (B (x(h);r,gh)» /B( ) |Fk| L (f C) du(y)

8k

=
Il
—_

I
ME

g 09) (Avey, f - c)‘

=
Il
—_

IN
ME

I
1=
I/~

% (xt7 ) (AVga,f( )—-C>'>

“B(x<h>;r£h)) (AVngf — Avgp (x(h)»‘ + ‘AVngf <x(h)> — CD

aB(x(h);,,}((h)) <AVngf - AVng(x)) ‘ +

=
Il
—_

=
Il
—_

k—
=0,

where the limit in the last line follows from Lemma [1.5] ]
We recall here the following definition.

Definition 1.8. Let (F);> ; be a sequence of nonempty finite subsets of a group G. We say that

(F)p2.q is tempered if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

k-1

UF 'k

j=1

< c|Fl (Vk > 2).

Lemma 1.9. Every Folner sequence (Fy)> | has a tempered subsequence. In particular, every amenable

group admits a tempered Folner sequence.

Proof. [7, Proposition 1.4] n
The existence of tempered subsequences will be relevant to us in later sections.
Corollary 1.10. Suppose G is an amenable group, and F is a tempered Folner sequence. Suppose further

that y is a Borel probability measure on X that is T-invariant and ergdic. Then for almost all X € X", we

have for all f € C(X) and all sequences (), that decay (X, p, H, L, F)-fast that
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Proof. Since X is compact metrizable, it follows that C(X) is separable, so let { f; } sen be a count-

able dense subset of C(X). For each ¢ € IN, set

Xy = {x € X : Avgp fi(x /fgdy}

By the Lindenstrauss ergodic theorem [7, Theorem 3.3], each of these sets X, has full probability,
and so X' = (yen X¢ also has full probability. Thus (X)" is of full probability in X" with respect

to the product measure y x - -+ X p.
—_——

n
Let ¥ € (X')", and let (7)>, be a sequence of n-tuples of positive numbers that decay
(X,p,H,L,F)-fast. By Theorem [1.7] we know that limj_,q XB(%:7,) (AVng fg) = [ fidy for all
¢ € N. Now it remains to prove that this convergence occurs for all f € C(X).

Let f € C(X), and fix ¢ > 0. Choose f; such that || f — f/|lc(x) < & Then
'/fdy—sz (%7) (AVngf>‘

<|[ san— [ stn| | [ s iy (Avee )| + foncen) (v 5= )]

<F = flle + | i ey (Avsi, fe) 41 = ilews

<2¢ + '/f/d]/l — “B(ff) (Angk f/) .

Now choose K € N such that if k > K, then ‘ffgd}l — aB(gr) <AVng fg)‘ < e. Then for k > K,

we have that

/fd,u — XB(x7) (Angk f) ' < 3e.

This demonstrates the convergence. n

Theorem [1.7] tells us that if we look at a sequence of concentric multiballs with rapidly
vanishing radii, and if the pointwise Birkhoff averages at the centers converge to the same
limit, then the temporo-spatial average with respect to these sequences of multiballs will in-
herit the limiting behavior f the pointwise Birkhoff averages. We might wonder whether Theo-
rem [1.7] could be generalized by replacing the assumption that limy_,« Avgp f (x(h)) = C with
limsup,_, ., Avgp f (x(h)> = C, assuming of course that f was real-valued. It turns out this

generalization fails, as the next example demonstrates.

Example 1.11. Let X = {0,1}N, and let u be the Borel probability measure on X generated by

u(lay,...,a))=2""*
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for all ay,...,ap € {0,1},¢ € NN, where [a1,...,a/] = {x € X:x(1) =ay,...,x(¢) =as}. Let
T; : No ~ X be the left shift (Tx)(i) = x(i + j), where Ny denotes the semigroup of nonnegative
integers, making (X, u#, T) a one-sided Bernoulli shift. Equip X with the compatible metric

0 ifx=y,
plxy) =
270 if £ =min{i € N: x(i) #y(i)}.
Then B (x;27%) = [x(1),..., x(k)], and Ty is 2%-Lipschitz, i.e. p (Tx, Try) < 25 p(x,y). Set L(j) =
2/,H(j) = 1. We can check that (2*");0:1 decays (X,p, H,L,F)-fast for F = ({0,1,...,k—1})>,
by observing that for any ¢ > 0, if 217k > 5 for 6 € (0,1),0 < j<k—1,thenj—k>log,d <
j > k+log, 8. Therefore L(j) - (Z*k)H(j) < ¢ for all but at most [|log, || of j € {0,1,...,k—1},

SO
. . _i\H(j
{iemti) N 20} fliog,ef] 1o
< - 0.
| Fy| k

Let (c,)$_, be a sequence of natural numbers chosen to grow fast enough that

n—1

> (Vn € N).
ot n

Set s, = c1 + -+ 4 ¢y, so our growth condition states that g—z > ”T_l Now construct x € X by

0 1<i<g
1 s1 <1< 8y,

0 Sy <1< s3,

0 sy <i<sou4

1 sppq1 <i < sppqo.

In plain language, this x consists of c; terms of 0, then ¢, terms of 1, then c3 terms of 0, then cy4

terms of 1, etc. We then define y € X by
y(i) =1—x(i) (Vi € IN),

i.e. replacing all 0’s with 1’s and vice-versa. Set f = x[g]. We claim that limsup, ,, Avgy f(x) =

limsup, ., Avgp, (y) = 1.
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Consider the case where we sample along (s2,—1);,_;- Then

_ c1tcest+ces+ -+ >C2n_1>21’l—2nj>ool
ci+eot+etceatest+ce+o a1 Sge1 2n—1 '

AVgFS2n—1 f(X)

But Avgp f(z) € [0,1] for all k € N,z € X, so we can conclude that limsup;_,, Avgy f(x) = 1.

Likewise, sampling along s»,, we see that

Co+cg+-+cy . Con _ 2n—1 150
A = > = > — 1.
VgFSan (v) 52 o = 2

Thus limsup;_,, Avgg (y) = 1.

Computing the temporo-spatial averages, we can see that

AB(xy2-k2F) (AVng f >

1
p (B (x,y;27k,27K)) /B(x,y;zk,zk) X ]Z X0 (Tjz)du(z)

1 1k—21
=7 2 X[ (Tjz)du(z)
2kt kkj:O U/

1 k—1
:2"’1/ =) xio(Tiz)du(z
(1) 20Uy 1),y 8] K ]_Za o (T2} ()

Z )3 <X[x(1),...,x(k)}(z) + X[y(n,...,y(k)](z)) Xp0)(Tjz)du(z)
(X[x(l),...,x(k)} (2) + X[y),..y(0)] (Z)> Xt-io) (2)dp(2)

j
1 1 k—1
=2 /E )3 (X[x(l),...,x(k)}mrf[o] (2) + Xy),...y (01T (0] (Z)> dp(z)
We know that

1 ifz(1+j)=x(1+4+j)=0,
X[x(),...x())nT-10] (2) =
0 otherwise,

1 ifz(14+j)=y(1+j) =0,
Xy(1),...y(k)NT=i[0] (z) =

0 otherwise.

Thus

27F ifx(1+j) =0,
/X[x(l),...,x(k)}mrf[o] (z)du(z) = f
0 if ,
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27k ifz(1+]) =y(1+]) =0,
/ Xly(),...p)n7-if0) (2) =

0 otherwise.

But since x(1+j) =0 < y(i +j) =1, it follows that

/ (X[x(n,...,x(k)]mrf[o] (2) + Xy1),...y (01T (0] (Z)> du(z) =27

forallj =0,1,...,k — 1. Therefore
XB(xy2-k2+) (AVng f >

B 1 k—1
=2F l/E )y (X[x(l),...,x(k)}mrf[o] (2) + Xy),...y (0] T (0] (Z)> dp(z)
f=

So limsup, ., U (1 y2+2+) (AVng f) =1/2#1.

Example 1.12. Looking at Theorem[I.7] we could also ask whether the result could be generalized
to somehow accommodate the case where limy_, AVng f (x(h)) exists forall h = 1,...,n, but
is allowed to vary with h. However, we can construct examples of points x,y € X, sequences
of radii ()%, (sp); € (0,1)N decaying (X,p, H, L,F)-fast, and a function f € C(X) where
limy_, o AVng f(x), limy e AVng f (y) both exist, but limy_,« “B(x,y;z—k,z—k) <AVng f) does not.
Let X, p, T, u, F be as in Example [T} but choose x, y to be

‘ 0 ifiis even, ‘ 0 ifiis divisible by 3,
x(i) = y(i) =

1 ifiis odd, 1 otherwise.

Let f = xjo- Then limy, Avgy f(x) = 1/2,limj, Avgp f(y) = 1/3. Construct sequences of

[ee]

natural numbers (pi)2 4, (k)5 strictly increasing such that

27 Pk S k
27Pk4+279% T k41
-9
27k S k
27Pk + 29 — k+1

(for k odd),

(for k even).

Therefore
. 27p2n—1 27q2n
r}gro}o 2_p2n—1 —+ 2_‘12}1—1 - 2_P2n + 2_11211 -
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Set ry = 27k, 5, = 279%. We can see that (ry,s¢);>, decays (X, p, H, L, F)-fast. By Lemma we
have
2Pk 24k
XB(xy;rst) (AVng f ) T 2m 2k Blen) (AVng f ) PRI TR Y (AVng f ) :

Sampling along even k, we see that

111’1’1 D(B(x,y,’rz,,,,Szn) <AVgF2n f)

n—oo
. 27 P 2~

= lim 2P 1 2T (B(xirn) (AVgan f ) T P 1 2= “Bys2n) (A"ngﬂ f )

=0 <7}g]20 ‘XB(x"rZV’) <AVgF2n f)) +1 <7}E;I;o D‘B(y?SZH) <AVgF2n f))

L

=3
where the limits in the last step are taken using Lemma On the other hand, sampling along
odd k, we see that

llm “B(x/y/'rZH—I/Sanl) (AVng,/,_l f)

n—00
. 2~ Pan-1
- r}l—r}c}o 2~ Pan-1 4 D~ 2n-1 lXB(x;fzn—l) <Ang2n_1 f)
. 2_[121/1—1

T r}l—r}c}o 2= Pm-1 4 2~ q2n-1 XB(yison-1) (AVngn—l f)
=1 <,}Ln}o aB(x/'72n—1) (AVgFZn—l f)) + 0 (Jgr.}o D‘B(y?s%—l) (AVgFZn—l f))
1
=5

where we again appeal to Lemma [L.5] to take the limits at the end. Thus the sequence
[ee]

(“B(x,y;rkrsk) (AVng f) > k=1

is divergent.

The argument employed in Example[I.12] where we control the “weight" we give several points
at different points in the temporo-spatial differentiation, will have applications in Sections 3] and
4 However, the following result also demonstrates that absent such tricks, we have predictable

convergence behaviors.
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Theorem 1.13. Let (7)., be a sequence that decays (X,p, H, L, F)-fast, and let f € C(X). Suppose
X = (x(l), .. .,x(”)) is an n-tuple in X such that

i i a1 (<)

exists for all h = 1,...,n. Let u be a Borel probability measure on X for which xV), ..., x") € supp(u).
Suppose further that

. )
Y Y T

exists forallh =1,...,n. Then

k—ro00

n
lim ap g, (AVng f) = Z Dy Cy,.
h=1
Proof. This follows immediately from Lemmas |

2. PRELIMINARIES FROM ERGODIC OPTIMIZATION

Here we prove a generalization of a result of O. Jenkinson [4, Proposition 2.1] to the setting of
actions of amenable topological groups. Our method of proof closely resembles Jenkinson’s, but
requires that we attend to a few extra details.

Throughout this section, T : G »~ X will be an action of a discrete amenable group G on a com-
pact metrizable space X by homeomorphisms, and f € Cr(X) will be a real-valued continuous

function on X. Let F = (F;)2 ; be a Folner sequence for G. Define the set Reg(f) by

Reg(f) = {x €X: klim Avgy f(x) exists} .
— 00

We define the following values:

a(f) = sup {/fdv Ve MT(X)},

o) mint { [ favive Mrx) |,
5() = sup { fim Avg, () x € Reg() |,
b(s) o= inf { lim Avg, £(2): x € Regt(f) },

C(f) :==sup {limsupAngkf(x) tx € X} ,

k— o0
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c(f) == mf{hmsupAng f(x): xeX},

k—ro0

a(f) == klgl;lo (sup {Angkf(x) tx € X})

a(f) = kh_)rr;o (inf{Angkf(x) tX € X}) .
We write b(f) = —o0,b(f) = +o0 if Reg(f) = @. We will show in Theorem 2.3|that d(f),d(f) are
well-defined.

The following result is elementary, but will be relevant for much of this article, so we state and

prove it here.

Lemma 2.1. Let (F)y>, be a Folner sequence for a group G, and let (By)i, be a sequence of Borel
probability measures on X. Then if ki < kp < --- is a sequence of natural numbers such that v =

im0 B, © Angk[ exists, then v € Mt (X). In particular, if G is amenable, then M1(X) # @.

Proof. Assume WLoG thatk; = ¢ for all € N. Let f € C(X),g € G.

‘/fdv—/Tgfdv lim (P Z/Thfdﬁk> <F Y /Th,fdﬁk>‘
| | heF, | | h'€gFy
= lim Z Thf — Z Th/f
k—yco ’Fk’ (hEFk\ng ) (h’Eng\Fk
. FAgE
< timsup P2 )
k—c0 k|
— 0.

To prove that M7(X) # @, consider any Borel probability measure  on X, and use the weak*-
compactness of M (X) to extract a convergent subsequence from (ﬁ o Angk) Zo_l. The limit of that

convergent subsequence will be T-invariant. n

Definition 2.2. Let v € Mr(X), and f € C(X). A point x € X is called (f,F,v)-typical if
limy 00 Avgp f(x) = [ fdv.

Q|

Theorem 2.3. Suppose f € Cr(X). Then the valuesa(f),a(f),c(f),c(f),d(f),d(f) are all well-defined

real numbers, and
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Furthermore, if for every ergodic measure 0 € 0, Mt(X) exists an (f,F,0)-typical point, then

a(f) =b(f) =c(f) =d(f), a(f) = b(f) = c(f) = d(f).

2

Proof. We will only prove the inequalities and identities for @, b, ¢, d, since the analogous relations
between g, b, ¢, d can be proven in a parallel fashion.

The well-definedness of a(f) follows from the weak*-compactness of M (X). We also know a
priori that ¢(f) < ||fllc(x), and thus ¢(f) is well-defined.

It still remains to prove that d(f) is well-defined, which we will accomplish by proving that
a(f) = a(f).

For each k € N, choose x; € X such that Avgy f(xx) = sup {Angkf(x) tx € X} Let yy be
the Borel probability measure on X defined by

/ gdpux = Avgp, f(xx).

Let (yk[);ozl be a weak*-convergent subsequence converging to the measure y. Then since F is

Folner, it follows from Lemma 2.1l that y is T-invariant. Thus

(1) = o = tm [ v, s, = fim (sup { vy, 7)< X)),

On the other hand, we know that if v € M¢(X), then

/fdv = /AVng,, fdv < sup {Angkﬁf(x) tX € X} ,

and thus taking ¢ — oo tells us that [ fdv < [ fdu. Therefore this measure y is f-maximizing,
meaning that @(f) = [ fdp = limy_,« (sup {AVng f(x):x e X}) Since we know this holds
4

and (px)p., takes values in the weak*-

true for any weak*-convergent subsequence (yké);ozl,

compact space M (X), we can conclude that d(f) is well-defined and equal to a(f).
It follows immediately from the definitions that b(f) < ¢(f), since

B(7) = sup { fim Avg;, () s € Reg( )
k—o0

= sup {limsup Angkf(x) X e Reg(f)}

< sup {limsupAngkf(x) :xEX} =c(f).

k—r00
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It similarly follows from definitions that ¢(f) < d(f), since

¢(f) = sup {limsupAngkf(x) tx € X}

k—ro0

< sup {limsup Avgr f(xk) : (k) € XN}

k— 00

< sup {limsup (sup {Angkf(x) tx € X}) :(xK)peq € XN}

k—ro0

= lim sup <sup {Angkf(x) 1x € X}) =d(f).

k—00

Next we show that a(f) < ¢(f). Letk; < kp < --- such that (F,),., is a tempered Folner subse-
quence, a subsequence which exists by Lemma Let 6 € 9, M7(X). Then by the Lindenstrauss
Ergodic Theorem, there exists x € X such that lim/_,« Avgy f(x) = [ fd6. Therefore

14

| £d0 = lim Avgy, f(x) < limsup Avgy, f(x) < 7(1).

Suppose v € Mr(X), and let (6y)rex be the ergodic decomposition of T : G ~ X. Then

/fdv:/</fd9x> dv(x) < /E(f)dv(x) —2(f).

Taking the supreumum over v € Mr(X) confirms that a(f) < ¢(f).

Now assume that for every ergodic measure 6 € 9. M7 (X) exists xy € X such that [ fd6 =
limy_,o, Avgy f(x9). We prove that @(f) < b(f). To begin, we'll prove that [ fd6 < b(f) for all
ergodic 6 € 9, M7(X), and then use the ergodic decomposition to extrapolate to the general case.

First, consider the case where 6 is an ergodic measure in M7(X). Then there exists xy € X

such that
/fde — lim Avgy, f (xg) < b(f).
k—o00 k

Now suppose v € M7(X), and let (6y),ecx be the ergodic decomposition of T : G ~ X. Then

/ fdv = / ( / fd9x> dv(x) < / B(f)dv(x) = b(f).

Taking the supremum over v € Mr(X) confirms that a(f) < b(f). [

What remains unclear to us at this point is whether a(f) < b(f), b(f) < a(f) in general.
However, there are several general cases where we know the answer to be yes.
o If a(f) = a(f), then every x € X is an (f,F,v)-typical point for all v € M¢(X). In
particular, this will occur for all f € Cr(X) if T : G ~ X is uniquely ergodic.
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e If F is tempered, then the Lindenstrauss Ergodic Theorem implies that the set of (f,F,6)-
typical points is of probability 1 with respect to 6 for ergodic 6, and a fortiori, that the set
is nonempty. This holds in particular if G = Z and F, = {0,1,...,k—1} for all k € N,
which is the setting of the classical Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem.

Corollary 2.4. The values ¢(f),c(f),d(f),d(f) are independent of the choice of Folner sequence F, and
b(f),b(f) are independent of the choice of tempered Folner sequence.

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that @(f),a(f) are independent of F, combined with
Theorem 2.3l The second claim follows from the fact that if F is a tempered Folner sequence,

then by the Lindenstrauss Ergodic Theorem, every ergodic measure 6 € 9, M7(X) admits an
(f,F,0)-typical point, meaning Theorem 2.3l tells us that b(f) = a(f),b(f) = a(f). [

3. PATHOLOGICAL MULTI-LOCAL TEMPORO-SPATIAL DIFFERENTIATIONS OF INDIVIDUAL FUNCTIONS

This section is motivated by the following question: Given a real-valued function f € Cr(X),

what possible sets K can be realized as

K= {lim O (x5, ) (Avgpk[ f) ki <kp <o, gh_{?o O (e s,) (AVngZ f) exists}

{— 00

through judicious choices of (%;7);> ;? If K is non-singleton, then the temporo-spatial differen-
tiation will of course be divergent.
Before constructing these pathological temporo-spatial differentiations, we define a measure-

theoretic property which will be important to us in this section.

Definition 3.1. Let (X, p) be a compact metric space, and let i be a Borel probability measure on

X. We say that p neglects shells if
n{yeX:plx,y)=r})=0 (Vx € X,r € [0,00)).

A probability measure which neglects shells is automatically non-atomic, but the converse is
false. Consider the case of X = {(a, b) € R?:a? + b2 < 2} with the standard Euclidean metric.

Let u be the Borel probability measure

W(E) = g (STE)

where 1! is the 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure and S = {(a,b) € R?: 4> + b* = 1} is the unit

circle in IR?. Then this y is non-atomic, but does not neglect shells.

Theorem 3.2. The following conditions are equivalent.
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(i) The function ¢ : X x [0,00) — [0,1] defined by

¢(x, 1) = u(B(x;1))

is continuous.

(ii) p neglects shells.

Proof. (i)=(ii): Suppose that ¢ is continuous, and fix x € X,r € [0,00). Let ry = r+ 1/k for all

k € N. By downward continuity of measures, we know that
lim ¢(x,r) = p({y € X:p(xy) <r}) = ¢(x,r) +p({y € X:p(x,y) =1}).

If im0 p(x,7%) = p(x,7), then u({y € X : p(x,y) =1}) =0.
(ii)=-(i): Suppose that u neglects shells, and let (x, )5, be a sequence in X x [0, c0) converg-
ing to (x,7). Let fi, f € L*(X, i) be the functions

fk XB Xk Vk
f = XB(x;r)-

We claim that fy — f pointwise on {y € X : p(x,y) # r}, which under the assumption that
1 neglects shells constitutes convergence pointwise almost everywhere. If we can prove that,
then we can appeal to the Dominated Convergence Theorem (using the constant function 1 as a
dominator) to conclude that ¢(xi, i) = [ frdp — kg [ fdu = ¢(x,7), i.e. that ¢ is (sequentially)
continuous.

First, consider the case where p(x,y) < r. Set e = r — p(x,y). Then there exist K1, K, € IN such
that

k> Kq :>’1’k—7’|<

k> K> = p(xk, x) <

Nlm N m

If k > Ky, then ;. > r — 5. Set K = max{Kj, K}, and suppose that k > K. Then

p(y, xx) < p(y, x) +p(x, x¢)
<p(y,x)+
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Thus if k > K, then fi(y) =1 = f(y). Therefore limy_,« fx(y) = f(y) for y € B(x;r).
Second, consider the case where p(x,z) > r. Set § = min {p(x,z) -7t (z’z) }, and choose

L1, Ly € IN such that

k=1L = [ —r[ <3,

k>1L, = p(xg, x) <

Nl N>,

Set L = max{Ly,L,}, and consider k > L. Then

p(z x) = |p(z,x) — p(x, x1)|
= p(z,x) —p(x, xx)

)
> p(z,x) — 5

Thus if k > L, then fi(z) = 0 = f(z). Therefore limy_, fx(z) = f(z) for p(z,x) > r. This
completes the proof. [

The property of neglecting shells is very important to us in this article because of Lemma [3.3]

which is a valuable tool for several constructions that will follow in this section and the next.

Lemma 3.3. Let u be a Borel probability measure on X that neglects shells, and let x(),..., x(") ¢
supp(p). Let 61,...,60 > 0, and fix A, ..., A0 € (0,1) such that AV 4. + A" = 1. Then
there exist ¥V, ..., (W > 0 such that 0 < " < 6" and

u (B (x(h);r(h))) — A\ (h=1,...

(B 0 0)) 41 g (B (<07707)

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that

51 < min p (xa),x(j)) ,

1<i<j<n
Choose real numbers a1, .., a") € (0,1) such that

otherwise we can replace each (") with min {(5 (
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AV <y (B (xaz);(;(h)))

forall h = 1,...,n. The tuple (a(l),...,a(”)> € (0,1)" can be found along the line segment
{(tA(l), .. .,t/\(”)> ite (0,1)}. We know that y (B (x(h);é(h)>> > 0 because we assumed that
x") € supp(u). Then by Theorem and the Intermediate Value Theorem, there exist r(") €
(0,5“”) such that

y (B (x(h),r(M)) ) (h=1,...,n),
and therefore
B (xM;¢n)
V( (x g )) N0 (h=1,...,n)
U (B (x(l);r(l))) + +u (B (x(”);r(”)))

Theorem 3.4. Let x,y € X such that

u = lim Avgy f(x),
v = lim Avgy, f(y)

exist, where u < v. Suppose K C [u,v] is a nonempty compact subset. Let u be a fully supported
Borel probability measure on X that neglects shells. Then there exist sequences (1), (k)5 of positive

numbers such that
K =1S ((“B(x,y;rk,sk) (AVng f))j:l)

Proof. Let P = {p; : i € I} C K be a countable dense subset of K enumerated by the countable
indexing set I, and let 4" = {N; : i € I} be a partition of IN into countably many infinite subsets,
also enumerated by I. For convenience, write i(k) for the i € I such that k € N..

For each i € I, choose A; € [0,1] such that
pi = Aju + (1 — Ai)v.
For each k € IN, choose f; € (0,1) such that

[t — Ay | < 1/k.
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Using the uniform continuity of Avg, f and Lemma[3.3] choose (ry, s¢);2; such that

p (w,z) < max{rg, sy} = ‘Angkf(w) — Avgp f(z)| < 1/k (VYw,z € X),
Br))
u(B(x;7)) + pu(B(y;sk))
for all k € N.
For k € IN, we have that

Pitk) = XB(xymes0) (AVng f ) ‘

= |piy — (Btpiaro (Avgr, ) + (1= )pys (Aver, £)) |
Pitk) — (fk (AVngf(x)> +(1—#) (AVngf(y)))
+ by AVBE (F(x) = )|+ (1= 1) | (s, Aveg, (F(0) = )|
piy — (tx (Aveg, f()) + (1= 1) (Avey f)) )| + ¢
— |pig — (b + (1 — tk)v)‘ + (u - Angkf(x)‘ +(1—t) ‘v - Angkf(y)‘ + %

= /\i(k)u + (1 — )\i(k))v — (tku + (1 — tk)v)‘

IN

IN

+ b — Aveg, f(x)| + 1—tk‘ Angkf(y)‘—Fl

-]+ (A -0-m)e|
)
)

IN

1
+ by [u — Avgp f(x)|+ (1 —t) [v— Avgp f(y) Ty

=| (o =) |+ (

+ t |u —Ang f(x

+ﬂ—u)v—A%pﬂw-+%

<2l + glo] + 1 1 — Avgg, £+ (1 1) [o— Aveg, )| + 7
|Z’ +M+‘”_A g f(x )“F‘U—AVngf(y)“F%

We now claim that

K

= {415?0 B(xyirey e, ) ( Vgr, f) ki <kp<---, }%“B(x,y;fkéfskg) <AVng,, f) exists}.

We will prove the two sets contain each other, and thus are equal. First, let g € K, and choose

a sequence (pj,);, in S such that |g—p;,| < 1/¢ for all £ € N. For each ¢ € N, recursively
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choose k; > max{ky, ..., k;_1} such that
‘u — Angkéf(x)‘ <1/¢,

o —Avey, f(y)| <1/1,

ky € /\/’1[
Then
17 2B (xyire,se,) (AVngz f) ‘ <la—pil+ ‘Piz B (e, si,) (AVngz f) ‘
1 1 1
< 4 _ _
< gl + ol |u— Avey f(2)]
1

+ (v — Avgp, f(y)( 5
< 1_}_@4_@4_1_}_1_}_1
R ¢ 00!
_ At fu] A+ o]
B 14
0.

Therefore

7€ 15 ((asens (Aver f)),_,)-
Conversely, let k1 < kp < --- be an increasing sequence of natural numbers such that g =

limy_,e I (AVngé f > exists. Fix e > 0, and choose K € N sufficiently large that

:>‘u—Angkf(x)‘ <e (Vk > K),

= ‘v — Avgg, f(y)( <e (Vk > K),
max{ul b1} _

‘q B ‘XB(x'y"’kz;"skz,) (AVngz f) ‘ <€ (V€ 2 K)'

Then if ¢ > K, we have

Pitke) “B(x,y,'rk[,ské) (AVgF’% f> ‘ T “XB(x,y;rké,sk[) (AVngt f) N q‘

Pik,) —07‘ <
1 1 1
< Zlul + Lol + |u — Avg f(x)| + [0 — Avey, f(y)| + ¢ +e

< 6e.
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Therefore inf,cxc |p — | < 6e. Since our choice of ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, it follows that

inf,cx |p — g| = 0, and since K is compact, this implies that g € . |

Corollary 3.5. Suppose G is an amenable group, and ¥ = (Fy)>, is a right Folner sequence for G. Let
f € Cr(X) such that for every ergodic 6 € 9, M1(X) exists an (f,F,0)-typical point. Let IC be a compact

subset of the compact interval
[a(f), a(f)]-

Let i be a fully supported Borel probability measure on X that neglects shells. Then there exist points

x,y € X and sequences (1), (Sk)ieq Of positive numbers such that

K=1L1S ((“B(x,y;rkﬁk) (AVng f ) >Zo:1) )

Proof. By [4, Proposition 2.4-(iii)], there exist ergodic Borel probability measures 6;, 6, such that

[ faor =a(p),
/fd@z — a(f).

By hypothesis, there exist x,y € X such that

lim Avg;, f(x) = [ fdo,
lim Avgy, f(y) = / £d6,.

{—o0

Apply Theorem |

Corollary 3.6. Suppose G is an amenable group, and F = (F)>, is a right Folner sequence for G. Let
f € Cr(X), and let I be a compact subset of the compact interval

[a(f), a(f)]-

Let p be a fully supported Borel probability measure on X that neglects shells. Then there exist points

x,y € X and sequences (1), (Sk)ieq Of positive numbers such that

K CLS ((“B(x,y;rk,Sk) (AVng f ) >Zo:1) )
i

Proof. Choose a tempered Folner subsequence (Fy,),_, of F. By [4, Proposition 2.4-(iii)], there

exist ergodic Borel probability measures 0y, 6> such that

[ faor =a(p),
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[ £aos =a(s).

By the Lindestrauss Ergodic Theorem, there exist x,y € X such that

By Theorem [3.4] there exist (r¢)rq, (5k)req € (0,00)N such that

K =LS <(“B(x,y;rké,5k[) (AVngz f))j—l) .
Then

K CLS ((“B(x,y;rk,Sk) (AVng f ) >Z°:1) )
|

Theorem 3.7. Suppose G is an amenable group, and F = (Fy);>, is a tempered Folner sequence for G.

Let f € Cr(X), and let IC be a compact subset of the compact interval

[a(f), a(f)]-

Let p be a fully supported Borel probability measure on X that neglects shells. Then there exist points

x,y € X and sequences (1) q, (Sk)5-q of positive numbers such that

15 (s (50 ))7)-

Proof. The Lindenstrauss Ergodic Theorem implies that for every ergodic 6 € 9, M7(X) exists an
(f,F,0)-typical point. Apply Corollary 3.5 |

4. PATHOLOGICAL MULTI-LOCAL TEMPORO-SPATIAL DIFFERENTIATIONS ON C(X)

[ee]

In this section, we consider a temporo-spatial differentiation (zxck o AVng) as a sequence in

k=1
Mr1(X). If G is a discrete amenable group, and F = (F;){?, is a Folner sequence, then Lemma

2.1 tells us that

[ee]

LS <(1Xck OAVng> ) C Mr(X)

for all sequences (Cy )z, of measurable subsets of X with positive measure.

k=1

We are motivated here by the following question: Consider an action T : G ~ X of a discrete
amenable group G on a compact metrizable space by X, where X is endowed with a Borel

probability measure y. Given a Folner sequence F = (F);>, for G, can we choose a sequence
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(Cr)7>; of measurable subsets of X with 1(Cy) > 0 such that

LS ((zxck o Angk)Zo:1> =C,

where C is some prescribed compact subset of M1(X)? If so, then can the (Cx);>; be chosen to
fit some prescribed constraints?

In this section, we provide positive answers for certain classes of C. Throughout this section,
assume that G is a discrete amenable group and F is a Felner sequence for G. We also assume

that T : G ~ X is a Holder action with MoHo6C (H, L).

Lemma 4.1. Let £ C C(X) denote the family of functions f € C(X) for which

f(x) = fw)] < p(x,y) (Vx,y € X).
Then L has dense span in C(X).

Proof. For xg € X, set ¢, (x) = p(x,x0). If x,y € X, then by the Reverse Triangle Inequality we

know

[#x0 (%) = P2 ()| = lo(x, x0) = p(y, %0)| < p(x,).
Thus the functions ¢y, satisfy the prescribed Lipschitz condition, as does the constant function
1. Furthermore, we know that {¢y, : xo € X} separates points, since if x,y € X,x # y, then
0 = ¢x(x) # ¢x(y). Therefore by the Stone-Weierstrass Theorem, we know that C(X) is densely
spanned by finite products of elements in {¢,, : x € X} U {1} C L. We claim, however, that a

product of elements in £ is a scalar multiple of an element in L. Let f1, f € £. Then

A0AE) = AW LW = A LE) - A LK) + A L) - AW L)
< A1) = o)+ 1A — AW )]
<|fillex) - 1f2(x) = W] + |(x) = AW - I f2llex)
< (Ifille + I lle) ) o y).

— fif: —
Let h = I\fll\c(x)+1\ljz‘2|\c<x)+1' Then h € L, so fifr = (Hlec(X) + I f2llcex) + 1) h € CL. By an
inductive argument, we can show that any finite product of elements of £ is an element of CL.

Therefore, the Stone-Weierstrass Theorem tells us that C(X) is densely spanned by L. u

Theorem 4.2. Let 61, ... 001 ¢ 9. M1 (X) be a finite collection of ergodic measures on X, and let C
be a compact subset of the convex hull of {9(1), ..,00 } Suppose F is a tempered Folner sequence, and

that u is a Borel probability measure on X that neglects shells. Then there exist points x(l), ... ,x(”) and



28 TEMPORO-SPATIAL DIFFERENTIATIONS WITH RESPECT TO FINITE UNIONS OF BALLS

(DY (m)\*
sequences of radii (rk >k:1 PR <rk >k:1 such that

LS ((D‘B(x(U,...,x(”);r,El),...,T,((")) o Angk>k—1> =C.

Moreover, the set of n-tuples (x(l), . ,x(”)> € X" which admit such sequences <r,((1), . ,rlgn)>:)_1 is of

full probability with respect to the product measure 1) x - .. x (),
Proof. Assume without loss of generality that (1), ...,0(") are distinct. By the Lindenstrauss

Ergodic Theorem, there exist points x(1), ..., x(") € supp(u) such that
' mY = (h) —
I}l_>rrc>10Angkf (x > /fdf) (h=1,...,n).

In fact, the Lindenstrauss Ergodic Theorem tells us that the set of such (x(l), .. .,x(”)) e X"
is of full measure with respect to §(1) x --- x (). For the remainder of this proof, let ¥ =
(x(l), e, x(”)> € X" be such an n-tuple.

Foreachi € I, let A; = (Afl), .. .,Af”)) € [0,1)" be such thatv; = Y, )\fh)()(h).

Let 4 = {N;:i € I} be a partition of N into infinite subsets. For each k € IN, set i(k) € I
such that k € N ). For each k € IN, choose #; = (t,(;), ey t,g”)) € (0,1)" such that

() _ 500
i - <1k

)
h=1
Yo =1,

h=1

For each k € IN, choose J; > 0 such that

. sH(g)
1;16511%( <L(g) O ><1/k.

Now for each k € IN, use Lemma [3.3]to choose 7 = (r,(:), . .,r](:l)) € (0,1)" such that

p (B (i) 4
(B (x05r) ) o+ (B (x0i7))
7kh) < Ok
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The last condition ensures that the balls {B (x(h) r )) h=1,. } are pairwise disjoint. Since
the points x") each satisfy

hm Ang / fd9

for all f € C(X), and the measures o) .. .,G(h) are distinct, it follows that the x(), ..., x(") are
also distinct, meaning that min {p (x(hl),x(hZ)) 1 <h<h < n} > 0.
Let £ C C(X) denote the family of all continuous functions f on X such that

|f(x) = fy)| < p(xy) (Vx,y € X),

i.e. the 1-Lipschitz functions X — C, and let f € L. Then

XB(%7,) (AVgp f) —/dei(k)

[ x (), )
[Lem. 6] = ||} ' (B( - >) : <AVngf>} _/fdvi(k)

h 1Zu 1]1( ( x(u );r(u)))“B(x(h),r]((h))

=
< [y (v ) =17 f 50|+ |1~ 215 [ 50|
< Lil {0 g ) (Angkf> /fde N HfH;:(X)
We can then estimate
“p (0 (Angk f) - / fdo
= % (x00") <AVngf) —Angkf( y )>‘ Avgy f /fd@

Since (" < o for all k € N, it follows that if p (), y) < r,ﬁ’”, then p (T, Toy) < 1/k for
g € . Since f is 1-Lipschitz, it follows that |f (Tyx") — f (Tyy)| < 1/k for all g € Fy. Thus

“B( (). ) (AVgF f) —Avg f <x(h))‘
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= ” (B (x(lh);rl((h))) /l;(x(;,>;r]£h)) ﬁ Z <f(Tgy) —f <Tgx(h)>) dy(y)

J4I

TR bt T 1= G

1 1 ,
) (B <x<h);r£h>)> /B( o) TR Y, zdny)

geF

===

Therefore

IA
| —|
= 1]
T
=
=

h=1
h
S hzlt](( ) < [XB( () (h)) <AVngf> AVngf (X(h)>' -+ AVngf (X(h)> _ /fde h) )]
1 fllex)
T
a0 I fllcex
hZ:lt,E < Avgy f /fde > n k()
1 . Hchx
L [0 v (59— o] Wleos
h=1

Let {fi : m € N} be a countable family of functions in £ that densely span C(X), and let
dist : M(X) x M(X) — [0,1] be the metric

This dist metric is compatible with the weak*-topology on M (X). We can also say that for all
M € N, we have

dist(B1, B2) = 22 mmm{'/fm (B1—B2)|,

dist (aB(f/fk) o AVng, Vi(k))

[Zz’” + i 27"

m=M+1

a(ery) (AVEg, fir) / fudvi)

Wil ]

Y4

h=1

< [ﬁ o + Avgy, for (¥ /fmde

m=1
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1 4+ max
- 1<m<M HmeC( + 2M L max max
p 1<m<M1<h<n

AVgP fm /fmd9

We claim that LS ((sz(f 7o) © AVng> 1) =C
First, let v € C. Choose a sequence (v;,),., such that dist (v,v;,) < 1/¢. Choose k; < ky < -
such that

k>k, = g% (m=1,...,6h=1,...,n),

AVgF fm /fmd9

kﬁfoﬂgyWMm>
ko € -/\/;‘g
for all / € IN. Then

dist <lXB(f,ka) o AVng/V>

< dist <“B(f,fk,,) o Angk[,vl-(ké)> + dist (v;,, v)

1+ maxj<,<y HmeC(X) -M
< ke 2 TR i, Ave, fm /fmd9
1
Y4
1 1
z + 2t + 7 + 7
{—c0
%

Therefore v € LS ((th(f,fk) o AVng)k:l)' meaning that C C LS ((th(”k) oooAngk)k_1>.
To prove the opposite containment, suppose y € LS (( B(%7) © AVEE, ) 1), and let ki <k <
- such that y = limy_., (7)) oAvg . Fix f € L. Then
ke [

/fd’Y—/dei(ké)

< /fd'y—ocB(x’fké) <Ang f)‘ + (57, ) (Angkéf> /fdv k,
S/ﬂWWWmK”%fﬂ+%
n anfz(fz) AVng /fdf) Hf”c
h=1
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If Hc
+ [fgfgxn AVng / fdet ]
20,
Therefore 7y = limy_,c Vj(x,), meaning that 7y € C. Thus LS ((ocB(Wk) o AVng>Iil) CcZC. [

In Theorem 4.2} our assumption that C live in a finite-dimensional subset of M7 (X) helps us
place an upper bound on LS (aB(H ) o Avgp ) v i.e. show that LS (“Bg;fk) o AVng)k:1 CC. In
general, it is possible to construct (Cy);> ; for which LS (oc B(x:7,) © AVng>k_1 is “maximally large,"

as the following theorem shows.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose y is a Borel probability measure on X. Then there exists a sequence (Cy)o; of

multi-balls in X such that
LS ((zxck o AVng)k:1> = Mr(X).

Proof. Since LS ( (ack ° AVng> :Ozl) is always a closed subset of M (X), it will suffice to construct
(Ck)g such that LS ((zxck o Angk>:;1> is dense in M7 (X).
Let & = {9( ):he IN} C 9, M7(X) be a countable dense subset of d,M7(X), and set
_ {iwew eNAE [0 N T AN = 1},
h=1 h=1
i.e. F is the set of all rational convex combinations of elements of £. Assume that the 0,1 € N
are distinct. By the Krein-Millman Theorem, the set F is a countable dense subset of M (X).
Let {v; :i € I} be an enumeration of 7, where I is some countable indexing set, and let 4" =

{N; :i € I} be a partition of IN into countably infinitely many infinite subsets.

For each i € I, let (x(i,£)) ;. be a strictly increasing sequence such that

x(i,0) € N;,

(PKW)> ezlis tempered,

which exists by Lemma [L.9

We are going to construct (Cy)iZ such that lim/ e ac,, © Ang =v; for all i € I. For each
k € N, set i(k) € I such that k € N,

For each i € I, choose A; € ([0,1] NQ)™ and #; € N such that

n;
3 =,
h=1
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AW — o for all h > n;.

By the Lindenstrauss Ergodic Theorem, there exists for each (") a point x(") € X such that
lim Avg,  f (x0)) = /fde(h) (Vf € C(X), Vi € I).
{—o0 x(i,t)

For each k € IN, choose f;, = <t,((1), o, t£”i(k>)> € (0,1)"® such that

=

i(k)
h h
B A <17k,

=

=1

=

i(k)
=1,
=1

=

For each k € IN, choose J; > 0 such that

 sH(g)
gl&)k( (L(g) Jy > <1/k.

Now for each k € IN, use Lemma [3.3] to choose r,({l), ceey r,Eni(k)) € (0,1) such that

0 = 1 (B (x(h),r,({h)» |
M (B (x(l),rl({ )>) +otu (B (x(nl(k)),rlgnl(k))))
r}({h) < O,

r,((h) < %min {p (x(hl),x(h2)> 1<h<h < ni(k)} .

The last condition ensures that the balls {B (x(h) ,'r,gh)> th=1,.. .,ni(k)} are pairwise disjoint.

Since the points x(") each satisfy

; My — (h)
}E?OAVgFMf (x > = /fd@

for all f € C(X),i € I, and the measures 0" are distinct, it follows that the x(") are also distinct,
meaning that min {p (x(hl),x(h2)> 1<h<h < ni(k)} > 0.
For each k € IN, set
Cyr=B (x(l),...,x(”"“‘));r,({n,...,r,Eni(k))) .
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We now show that

lim ac,,., (Avgp, / Fdv; (Vf € C(X), Vi € I).
%

In light of Lemma [4.1] it will suffice to prove the convergence for f € £, where

L={pecC(X):VxeXVyecX (|p(x) - ¢y <plxy)}

is the family of all 1-Lipschitz functions. We see

[Lem' m - Z ZZ:l U (B (x(l’),‘i’(”))) aB(x(");r]((h)) <AVng f)] - /fdvi(k)

Il
N
~
=
=
S
oS
N2
>
<
aQ
flap}
-~
~—
|
>
==
—
-~
Q.
>
=
~__

h=1
(k)
Sh,1 tlsh)“B(x(h) (m) (AVngf> —Al(hk))/fdg(h)
(k)
S;; |: tl(ch)“B(x(m N’)) <AVngf> — t]((h) /fdg(h) + ‘ (tl(ch) _ ZZ{))) /fde(h) :|
> I£1
< [ e ©p (x0r(") (Angkf) - /fd9 / kc(
h=1
We can then estimate
“B( )7 Ang / fdo™
S &g (300,9) (Avgpkf) — Avgg f (x(’”)‘ Avgy f / Fdo

Since r{") < o for all k € N, it follows that if p (), y) < r,ﬁh), then p (T, Toy) < 1/k for
¢ € Fy. Since f is 1-Lipschitz, it follows that ‘ f <Tgx(h)> —f (Tgy)‘ < 1/k for all ¢ € Fy. Thus

“B( (). ) (AVgF f) — Avgp f <x(h))'
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1
o ) o T B 10 =1 (1)t

1 / 1 1
< —du(y)
H (B (x(h);rlgh))> B( " ) ’F | g;kk /
_1
=7
Therefore
acy (AVng f ) - / fdvi
IS £
< Lzl tl(ch) DCB( 0 (;,)) (AVngf) —/fd() kC(
(k)
< |y < 09 (Avey, f) — Avg; f(x(h)>‘+ avgs f (<) — [ fao® )]
h=1
L
(k)
|y <%+ AVngf(x(h)> —/fde(h) > N Hfch(x)
h=1
(k)
_% + h;tl({h) Avg, f (x(h)> _ /fde(h) 4 HfHIS(X)

In particular, this tells us that for fixed i € I, we have

XCy(ip) (AVgFK(i,,,) f) - /dei(k)
= |ACyii) (A VEE,, f) _/fdvi(K(lf))

Zt

||f||c
)

A VEE, i /fd9
}+ Hf\\;(x)

IN

Avgy, f (x<h>) - / fdo

{— o0

1
‘" LQ‘}%
— 0.

Therefore v; = lim/_,, ac,, Ang . Thus LS ((zxck o AVng)ZO_1> D Fis dense in Mr(X), and
since LS ((occk o AVng)ZO_l) isa closed subset of M1(X), it follows that

LS ((zxck o AVng)Zo:1> = Mr(X).
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We conclude this section by proving a result that does not rely on the measure y neglecting

shells.

Proposition 4.4. There exists a sequence (x> of points in X and a sequence (1), of radii such that

LS ((“B(xk;rk) o AVng>Zo:1) 2 0. Mr(X).

Proof. Let {v; :i € I} be a countable dense subset of d,M7(X), where I is some countable in-
dexing set, and let .#" = {N:i € I} be a partition of N into countably infinitely many infinite
subsets. For each k € IN, set i(k) € I such that k € Ny
For each i € I, let (x(i,£)) ;- be a strictly increasing sequence such that
k(i,0) € N;,
<FK(1-,£)> ezlis tempered,

which exists by Lemma By the Lindenstrauss Ergodic Theorem, for each i € I exists y; € X
such that

lim Avg,  Flyi) = [ fau, (Vf € C(X)).

Set X — yi(k)'
For each k € IN, choose J; > 0 such that

max (L(g) -55(3’)) <1/k,

€K

and let ry € (0,0¢) for all k € IN. If f € £(X), then

Berann) (AVER /fdvl
< |« (Ange )—Avgx<14)f( ( ))(+ AVgK(i,e)f(xK(i,m)— / fdv
= %8 (e (Avgme )—Avgx(w)f( ( >)(+ AVgK(z-,e)f(yi)—/fdvi
< (il, Bt A S [ fa
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oo
Therefore v; € LS ((ocB(xk,.,k) o AVng)k 1) for alli € I. Since {v; : i € I} is dense in . M7(X),
s -
and LS <<“B(xk;rk) o AVng)k 1) is always closed, it follows that

2. Mx(X) C LS (g, 0 Angk):O:1> .

5. WEAK SPECIFICATION AND MAXIMAL OSCILLATION

Specification properties were initially introduced by R. Bowen in [2] in the course of studying
Axiom A diffeomorphisms. In the intervening decades, a considerable amount of effort has been
put into the study of other specification-like properties -typically weaker than the Specification
Property considered by Bowen- and the connections between them. For a broad overview of
these specification-like properties and the relations between them, we refer the reader to [5],
whose terminology we will be following.

Throughout this section, let (X, p) be a compact metric space, and let T : Ny ~ X be an action
of INp on X by continuous (not necessarily invertible) maps. For x € X,k € IN, we define the kth

empirical measure of x to be the Borel probability measure

k-1
;’lx,k = Z 5T]‘X/
j=0

where ¢, denotes the point mass at y, i.e. J,(A) = xa(y). In light of Lemma the study of
local temporo-spatial differentiations is closely tied to the study of pointwise ergodic averages.

A point x € X is said to have maximal oscillation with respect to T : Ng ~ X if

LS ((Mxk)iy) = Mr(X).

This could be understood as the worst possible divergence for the sequence (jyx);-.;. M. Denker,
C. Grillenberger, and K. Sigmund demonstrated the following prevalence result for points of

maximal oscillation. Recall that a subset S of X is called residual if S contains a dense G; set.

Theorem 5.1. [3] Proposition 21.18] If T has the Periodic Specification Property, then the set of points

x € X with maximal oscillation is residual in X.

Remark 5.2. In [3], what the authors call the Specification Property (defined there as Definition
21.1) is what [5] calls the Periodic Specification Property, which is slightly stronger than what [5]

-and consequently we- call the Specification Property in Definition 5.5

We introduce here a variation on and strengthening of the definition of maximal oscillation.
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Definition 5.3. A sampling family is a family IT of functions N — IN such that limy_., 77(k) = +o0
for all k € IN. Given a sampling family I1, we say that a point x € X has maximal oscillation relative
to IT if for every it € Il, we have that

LS ((.ux,n(k))oo ) = Mr(X).

k=1

Maximal oscillation can then be recovered as the case where IT = {k — k} consists solely of
the identity function on IN.

Maximal oscillation describes the situation where not only does the sequence (j )., diverge,
but it diverges to the greatest extent possible. However, because (jixx);.; takes values in the
compact space M(X), we know it will always have convergent subsequences, meaning this
divergence will always “disappear” if we restrict our attention to an appropriate subsequence.
Our notion of maximal oscillation relative to a sampling family allows us to strengthen the
notion of maximal oscillation by prescribing the “worst-case scenario" divergence along a family
of subsequences.

We now define a hierarchy of specification-like properties.

Definition 5.4. A specification is a finite sequence & = {([a;,b;], x}) };;1 of finite subintervals
[a;,bj] of N and points x; € X. Given a function M : N — IN, we say that the specification
¢ = {([aj,bj],xj)};l:l is M-spaced if a; —bj_y > M(j) for all j = 2,...,n. If M is the constant

function N € IN, then we say an M-spaced specification is N-spaced.

Definition 5.5. Let ¢ = {([a}, bj], x;) };1:1 be a specification, and let § > 0. We call a pointy € X a
o-tracing of ¢ if

[y <Tl~xj,Ta].+iy) <6 (V]: 1,...,n;i:O,1,...,bj—aj) .

(I) We call a family of functions (M : IN — IN);¢ 1) @ modulus of specification for (X, T) if
every M;-spaced specification ¢ admits a d-tracing, and say that T : Ny ~ X has the Very
Weak Specification Property.

(II) If T admits a modulus of specification (My) se(0,1) With the additional property that
lim 7M5(n)

lim — = = 0 (V6 €(0,1)),
then we say that T has the Weak Specification Property.
(IT) If T admits a modulus of specification (M) se(0,1) With the additional property that each

M; is a constant function, then we say that T has the Specification Property.
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Intuitively, these specification-like properties mean that if we have some orbit segments that we
want to approximate within ¢, then we can find a point whose orbits are close to those segments
as long as the segments are spaced far enough apart from each other. Clearly these specification
properties are listed in ascending order of strength.

What we call the Weak Specification Property and Specification Property both have precedents
in the literature. The Specification Property goes back to R. Bowen'’s original work [2], and what
we call here the Weak Specification Property can be found in [8]. See [5] for a fuller historical
discussion. However, to our knowledge, there is no precedent for what we term here the Very
Weak Specification Property in the literature. Regardless, our results in this section do not rely on
amodulus of specification (Ms) s¢ o 1) satisfying the condition that Ms(n) = o(n) forall § € (0,1),
so we see fit to introduce this weaker specification-like property.

Our main theorem of this section is the following.

Theorem 5.6. Let I1 be a countable sampling family. Suppose T : Nog ~ X has the Very Weak Specifica-
tion Property. Then the set

[ee]

X = {x € X:LS ((P’x,n(k))k ) = Mq(X) forall T € H}.

is residual.

Let £ denote a countable dense subset of d, M1(X), and let

4 n
.F:{ZA{O{IHEN,O{EE,)\Z'EQQ[O,]_], )\i:]-},

= i=1
i.e. F is the set of all rational convex combinations of elements of £. Then F is a countable dense

subset of M7(X) by the Krein-Millman Theorem. Further, let {f,};° ; be an enumerated dense
subset of C(X).

Lemma 5.7. Let I1 be a sampling family. Forv € F,e > 0,H € IN, kg € N, r € I, set

H 1 m(k)—1
E(v,¢ H, ko, 77) :;Dl{xe X : 3k >k <‘<% ];) T]fh(X)> —/fhdl/

<>}

If T has the Very Weak Specification Property, then E(v,e, H, ko, 1) is a dense open subset of X.

Proof. Fix H € N,v € M7(X),e > 0,7 € I1. Set

1 n(k)—1
A = {x e X: ‘(% ];) T]fh(x)> —/fhdv

<£forh:1,...,H}.
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Then E(v, & H, ko) = ULy, Ax- Clearly U2, Ax is open, leaving us to show it is dense.
Choose 0y,61,...,01_1 € E; A9, A, ..., A1 € [0, 1] N Q such that

I-1
v=1Y Aif;
i=0
where we can assume without loss of generality that A; > 0 for all i = 1,...,I. Let
po, P1,---,P1-1,9 € IN such that
A= (i=01,...,1—1).

Let yo,v1,...,y1-1 € X such that hmk%%z;‘;g Tifu(yi) = [ fdo; for i = 0,1,...,1—1, which
exist by the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem. Choose ky € IN such that

1k71
k>ky= ‘(E Z(:)T]fh(yz)> —/fhdgi <e/3 (iZO,l,...,I—l;h:1,...,H).
]:

Fix x € X, > 0. We will show that there exists k > ko and y € Aj such that
p(x,y) <7.
Since fi, ..., fu are uniformly continuous, there exists § > 0 such that
Vz1,20 € XVh € {1,...,H} (p(z1,22) < = |fu(z1) — fu(z2)| < €/3).

Assume without loss of generality that § < 7.

Let (Ms)se(0,1) be @ modulus of specification for T : Ng ~ X. Fix
N = max {M;(1),..., Ms(I+1)}.
For K € N, define a sequence

2 < ) < a0 < gl < 80 < G0 B0 L0 0

1 Sy - -1
by

=0, o9 =0,

a(()K) =N, b(()K) =a9+ Kpo—1,

agK) = b((,K) + N, bgK) = agK) +Kpy -1,

agK) = bgK) + N, bgK) = agK) +Kp, —1,
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a?f)l = b?f)z + N, bglf)l = agK)l +Kpr-1 — 1.

i
b = (i+1)N-1+KY_ ps.
=0

Set

x ifi= -1,
X =

y, f0<i<I-—1

= {([a ] ) 1

Then &(K) is Ms-spaced, so by the Weak Specification Property, for each K € N exists y = y(X) € X

Let &K be the specification

such that y(K) is a d-tracing of C(K). In particular, since a(fl) =0= b(fl), xX_1 = x, this means that
p(x,y) < 8 < 1. We claim that y(X) € E(v,e, H, ko, 7t) for sufficiently large K.
For k € N, set

K:Kk:{

(k) —qm 1 J ,

SO

b +1=IN+Kg+1<n(k) <IN+ (K+1)g.

The following sketch of our argument motivates our definition of ). Let f € C(X). Then

1 S (K)
Kpo+Kp1 + - Kpy_1 ;}j_%fh ( iy )
= ! If (6 —a +1) Av fi (y9)
 Kpo+Kp1+---Kpjog S\ i g[a,?“,bf’“} n\Y

1 I-1 K
~Kq ) Kpi Avg[a;m’bm} Ju (y( ))
i=0 P
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where we write that s(k) ~ t(k) if |s(k) — t(k)| < ¢/3 for sufficiently large k € IN. So it will
suffice to verify those three claims.

Claim (i): We first argue that

1 nt(k)—1
'(W E) fn <ij(K))> _AVg[agK),béK)}U[aim,b%“}um[aﬁ,b}ljﬂ fu (y(K)) < %
for sufficiently large k € IN. We know that
n(k)—1
7w & ()
j=0
L (1 b
= (%% (o >) Al >)
-2 ol -1
i =0 +1
(K)
Kq 1 \
=700 AVg[auo B[l {0 | ]fh( ) 0] (J;)fh T]yK>)



TEMPORO-SPATIAL DIFFERENTIATIONS WITH RESPECT TO FINITE UNIONS OF BALLS 43

1 t(k)—1 ©
+% Z) fn (ij >

j=b{5) 1

Therefore

+ 0] ) (ij(K))

j=IN+Kg+1

1 -2 h§K>+N
: nu«)(Z Y, i (TMK)))

1 n(k)—1 ‘

<O Ul + Sy Wil

(I-1)N (k) —IN+Kg+1

7 (k) Hfh”c(x) + (k) ||fh||c(x)
IN+1 N+1 (I-1)N ¢
4nw+n®+ ma+mﬁ”MW>

k— o0

= 0.

This establishes our estimate for large k.

Claim (ii): We next argue that

-1 D I-1 pi
‘ <Z jAVg[ﬂ(K)’b(K)} fn (y(K))> - <Z jAvg[O,thLa(K)] Ju (xi)>
i=0 C i=0 -

<

QW[ m
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for all k € IN. To see this, we can note that

ly, 1,
(E) jAVg [al(m,blglo] fn (y(K)>> — (g ? Avg [O,b,(K)—aEKq fn (xi)> '
(=) 1 b))
_ Pi e
- Z;’j p® _ 0 E) (fh <Tj+af’<) ) fn (Txl))l
-1 pi 1 Kpi—1 ©
B Z(:,E Kp; Z(:) (fh < j+a®Y ) L (zjl))
1= 1 j i

where the estimate (1) follows from the fact that y is a d-tracing of ¢(X)

Claim (iii): Our third step is to show that

-1,
(Z(:)%Avg[o,bfm K}fh xl) <Z pl/f;,d@)

for sufficiently large k € IN. This follows because

-1
‘ (;) %Avg[(),hfm K] fh x1 ) <IZO Zl /fhd91> ‘
Z ZZ <A"g[ o) fu (xi) —/fhd9i>‘

=0

()Jlm

<L

% Avg[olbgKLa(K)] fn (xi) — /fhdei

Kpi—1
<Kipi Y fu (zji)> —/fhdf)i

j=0

—y ©

10q

If k is sufficiently large that

1 Kpit €
‘(K—Pi ];) fn (zji)> —/fthi <

Kpi
< pz fh Txl ) _/fhd91

(fori=0,1,...,1—-1),

then

iﬁ

I-1
pi € s
<E — - ==
=1 3 3
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Taking these three claims together, we can say that

(e E )

nt(k)—1
< ( g ) Z fh ( )) _AVg[aéK),béK)}U[agK),bYQ]uu.[agf)l,b;ff)l} fh <y(K))‘
=1 -1
+ ( P KbK]fh< >>— (E) plAVg[Ob(K) (K)}fh(XJ)'
-1

! ( or:ilAVgOb K}fh(xl)>—<z(;&/fhd91>'

S S £
<§ + 3 + 3

for sufficiently large k € IN.
For each h € {1,...,H}, choose k;, € N such that

t(k)—1
k> ky = ‘(% ];) I3 (T].y(fo)) _/fdv

Then if k > max {ko, ki, ..., ky}, it follows that &) € E(v,¢, H, ko, 7). |

< &

Proof of Theorem We can metrize M (X) with the metric dist : M (X) x M(X) — [0, 1] defined
by
1} |

B(v,n, ko) = {x € X: 3k > ko (dist(pyx,v) <1/n)}.

dist(B1, B2) = himinfh {‘/fhd(ﬁl —B2)|,

Forv e F, kg € N, n € IN, r € I, write

Choose H,, € N such that 271 < 1/(2n). We claim that
B(v,n,ko, 7) 2 E(v,1/(2n), Hy, ko).

If x € E(v,1/(2n), Hy, ko, 77), then there exists k > ko such that

dist(t, (k) i mm{/fhd Han(j) — ) }

1 1
<2727 +2Hn Zzh
hH+1
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11
2n  2n
=1/n.

Thus x € B(v, n, ko, 77).
We  claim  that X’ 2 Nrert Mver Mzt Nig=1 B(v, 1, ko, 77). Let
X € Nrert Nver NMaz1 Nio=1 B(v, 1, ko, ), and consider some v € Mr(X). Choose a sequence
(ve)74 in F such that dist(v,v,) < 1// for all £ € IN. Construct a sequence (ky)7>; in IN recur-
sively as follows:
e Basis step: Choose k; € IN such that dist (,ux,n(kl)rvl) < 1, which exists because x €
B(vy,n,1, 7).
e Recursive step: Suppose we’'ve chosen k1 < k, < --- < k; such that dist (yx,n(kn),vn> <
1/nforn =1,...,¢. Chose kjy1 > ks + 1 such that dist (yxﬂ(kw),wﬂ) < 1/(6+1),
which exists because x € B(vy1, ¢+ 1,k; + 1, 7).

It follows then that
dist (p s, v) < dist (g, ve) + dist (v, v) < 2/£ =20,

ie. v e LS ((puk)re)-

But N,er Miz1 Ni=1 B(v, 11, ko) is a countable intersection of residual sets, and thus itself resid-

ual. [ |

Corollary 5.8. Let F = ({0,1,...,k—1});-, and suppose that T : N ~ X is a Holder action on X
that has the Very Weak Specification Property. Suppose 11 is a countable sampling family. Then the set of
x € X such that LS <<1xB(x;rﬂ(k)) o AVan(k)>k:1) = M1 (X) for all (r);>, that decay (X,p,H,L,F)-
fast and 7t € 11 is a residual subset of X.

Proof. Lemma [L.5] tells us that this is exactly the set considered in Theorem 5.6l |

Our Theorem [5.6] strengthens the following result of J. Li and M. Wu, since the Specification
Property implies the Very Weak Specification Property.

Corollary 5.9. [6, Theorem 1.3] Suppose T : No ~ X has the Specification Property, and let f € Cr(X)

be a real-valued continuous function on X. Then the set

1 k—1 1 k—1
{x € X : liminf - Y f(Tjx) = a(f), limsup p Y f(Tix) = E(f)}
k—ro0 j=0 k—o0 j=0

is residual.
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Proof. LetIT = {k — k} be the sampling family consisting solely of the identity function N — IN,
and consider x € X'I. Since the Specification Property implies the Very Weak Specification

Property, Theorem 5.6 tells us that X!! is residual. Let 6,6, € 9, M1(X) such that
[ fdor = a()
[ fas. =a().

Then there exist kgi) < kgi) < kéi) .-+ fori = 1,2 such that lim,_,, Vx,kf) = 0;. Thus

ké

| k=
< — < _—
a(f) hrgg)f Zf (Tjx) < ; ; a(f)
1 k=1
:lllggf Zf (Tix) = a(f),
k 1 kf)—l
> > lim — ) =7
a(f) hr;ljololpk;f (Tjx) —%Ei‘okgm ];) f(Tix) =a(f)
1k 1
= limsup — Zf (Tix) = a(f).
k—o0 ] 0
Therefore
I1 —
X Q{xGX hmmkaf(Tx)—a(f) 11r;1_>s01:p ]Z(:)f Tx):a(f)}
meaning the latter is residual. n
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