arXiv:1907.04678v1 [math.FA] 9 Jul 2019

INDIVIDUAL ERGODIC THEOREMS

FOR INFINITE MEASURE

VLADIMIR CHILIN, DOĞAN Ç ÖMEZ, SEMYON LITVINOV

Abstract. Given a σ - finite infinite measure space (Ω, μ), it is shown that any Dunford-Schwartz operator T : L^1(Ω) → L^1(Ω) can be uniquely extended to the space L^1(Ω) + L^∞(Ω). This allows to find the largest subspace R_μ of

L^1(Ω) + L^∞(Ω) such that the ergodic averages^1_n^{n−1} ∑ k=0 T^k(f) converge almost

uniformly (in Egorov’s sense) for every f ∈ R_μ and every Dunford-Schwartz operator T . Utilizing this result, almost uniform convergence of the averages 1 n n−1∑ k=0 β_kT^k(f) for every f ∈ R_μ, any Dunford-Schwartz operator T and any

bounded Besicovitch sequence {β_k} is established. Further, given a measure preserving transformation τ : Ω → Ω, Assani’s extension of Bourgain’s Return Times theorem to σ - finite measure is employed to show that for each f ∈ R_μ there exists a set Ω_f ⊂ Ω such that μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0 and the averages 1 n n−1∑ k=0 β_kf(τ^kω) converge for all ω ∈ Ω_f and any bounded Besicovitch sequence

{β_k}. Applications to fully symmetric subspaces E ⊂ R_μ are given.

1. Introduction

The celebrated Dunford-Schwartz and Wiener-Wintner-type ergodic theorems are two of the major themes of ergodic theory. Due to their fundamental roles, these theorems have been revisited ever since their first appearance. For instance, Garcia [9] gave an elegant self-contained proof of Dunford-Schwartz theorem, and Assani [1, 2] extended Bourgain’s Return Times theorem to σ-finite setting.

In the case of infinite measure, one can ask (A) whether Dunford-Schwartz pointwise ergodic theorem is valid for some functions within the space L^1 + L^∞ but outside the union of spaces L^p, 1 ≤ p < ∞; (B) whether pointwise convergence in Dunford-Schwartz theorem can be replaced by generally stronger almost uniform (in Egorov’s sense) convergence.

To answer (A), one needs to first extend a Dunford-Schwartz operator T : L^1 → L^1 to the space L^1 + L^∞. Thus, we begin by showing, in Section 3, Theorem 3.2, that such an extension ~T exists and is unique if ~T |_L∞ is σ(L^∞, L^1) - continuous.

This fact allows us to assume without loss of generality that any Dunford- Schwartz operator T is defined on the entire space L^1 + L^∞. With this assumption, positive solutions to (A) and (B) can be found in [5, Theorem 3.1], where it was assumed a-priory that T acted in the space L^1 + L^∞. In fact, the largest subspace

Date: July 9, 2019.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47A35(primary), 37A30(secondary). Key words and phrases. Infinite measure, Dunford-Schwartz pointwise ergodic theorem, Return Times theorem, bounded Besicovitch sequence, fully symmetric space.

(denoted there by R_μ) of L^1 + L^∞ in which the ergodic averages converge almost uniformly was found (see [5, Theorem 3.4]; also, [4], [13]).

In Section 4, we use this result to show almost uniform convergence of Besicovitch weighted ergodic averages in R_μ (see Theorem 4.4).

In Section 5, we utilize Assani’s extension of Return Times theorem to σ-finite measure to show that Wiener-Wintner ergodic theorem holds in R_μ with the weights {λ^k}, λ ∈ C_1 , expanded to the set all bounded Besicovitch sequences {β_k} (see Theorem 5.6).

Section 6 of the article is devoted to applications of the above results to fully symmetric spaces E ⊂ L^1 + L^∞ such that 1 /∈ E. It is demonstrated that the class of fully symmetric spaces E with 1 /∈ E is significantly wider than the class of L^p - spaces, 1 ≤ p < ∞, including well-known Orlicz, Lorentz and Marcinkiewicz spaces of measurable functions.

2. Preliminaries

Let (Ω, A, μ) be a σ - finite measure space and let L^0 = L^0(Ω) be the ∗-algebra of equivalence classes of almost everywhere (a.e.) finite complex-valued measurable functions on Ω. Given 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, let L^p ⊂ L^0 be the L^p-space on Ω equipped with the standard Banach norm ‖ · ‖_p.

A net {f_α} ⊂ L^0 is said to converge almost uniformly (a.u.) to f ∈ L^0 (in Egorov’s sense) if for every ε > 0 there exists a set G ⊂ Ω such that μ(Ω \ G) ≤ ε and ‖(f − f_α)χ_G‖_∞ → 0, where χ_G is the characteristic function of set G. It is clear that every a.u. convergent net converges almost everywhere (a.e.) and that the converse is not true in general.

Define

R_μ = { f ∈ L^1 + L^∞ : μ{|f| > λ} < ∞ for all λ > 0 } . It is clear that L^p ⊂ R_μ for each 1 ≤ p < ∞. On the other hand, one can verify that if, for example, Ω = [1, ∞) equipped with Lebesgue measure and f ∈ L^∞(Ω) is given by f(ω) = ∞∑ k=1 2^{−k}ω^{−1/k}, then lim_{ω→∞} f(ω) = 0, that is, f ∈ R_μ(Ω), but f /∈ L^p(Ω) for all 1 ≤ p < ∞.

The following characterization of R_μ is crucial.

Proposition 2.1. Let f ∈ L^1 + L^∞. Then f ∈ R_μ if and only if for each ε > 0 there exist g_ε ∈ L^1 and h_ε ∈ L^∞ such that

f = g_ε + h_ε and ‖h_ε‖_∞ ≤ ε.

Proof. Pick f ∈ R_μ and let Ω_ε = {|f| > ε}, g_ε = f χ_{Ωε} , h_ε = f χ_{Ω\Ωε} . Then ‖h_ε‖_∞ ≤ ε; besides, as f ∈ L^1 + L^∞, we have

f = g_ε + h_ε = g + h

for some g ∈ L^1, h ∈ L^∞. Therefore, since f ∈ R_μ, we have μ(Ω_ε) < ∞, which implies that g_ε = g χ_{Ωε} + (h − h_ε) χ_{Ωε} ∈ L^1.

Conversely, let f ∈ L^1 + L^∞, λ > 0, and denote E = {|f| > λ}. Let g_{λ/2} ∈ L^1 and h_{λ/2} ∈ L^∞ be such that

f = g_{λ/2} + h_{λ/2} and ‖h_{λ/2}‖_∞ ≤ λ 2 . Then we have |f|χ_E ≤ |g_{λ/2}|χ_E + |h_{λ/2}|χ_E , implying that μ{|f|χ_E > λ} ≤ μ { |g_{λ/2}|χ_E > λ 2 } + μ { |h_{λ/2}|χ_E > λ 2 }

= μ { |g_{λ/2}|χ_E > λ 2 } < ∞. □ Proposition 2.2. R_μ is closed with respect to a.u. convergence. Proof. Let R_μ ∋ f_α → f a.u. Fix λ > 0 and denote F = {|f| > λ}. Let ε > 0. Then there is E ⊂ Ω such that μ(Ω \ E) < ε and ‖(f − f_α)χ_E ‖_∞ → 0. Since ‖(f − f_α)χ_{F ∩E} ‖_∞ → 0 and ‖(f − f_α)χ_{F ∩E} ‖_∞ ≥ |fχ_{F ∩E} − f_αχ_{F ∩E} | ≥ | | |f|χ_{F ∩E} − |f_α|χ_{F ∩E} | | it follows from |f|χ_{F ∩E} > λ that there exists α_0 such that |f_{α0} |χ_{F ∩E} > λ. Therefore, as f_{α0} ∈ R_μ, we have μ(F ∩ E) < ∞, implying that μ(F ) < ∞. □

3. Extension of a Dunford-Schwartz operator to L^1 + L^∞ A linear operator T : L^1 → L^1 is called a Dunford-Schwartz operator (see [7, Ch. VIII, § 6], [9], [12, Ch. 4, §§ 4.1, 4.2 ]), whereas we write T ∈ DS, if ‖T (f)‖_1 ≤ ‖f‖_1 ∀ f ∈ L^1 and ‖T (f)‖_∞ ≤ ‖f‖_∞ ∀ f ∈ L^∞ ∩ L^1. Given L ⊂ L^0, set L_+ = {f ∈ L : f ≥ 0}. If T ∈ DS is such that T (L^1_+) ⊂ L^1_+, then we say that T is positive and write T ∈ DS^+.

We will need the following well-known properties of a bounded linear operator T : L^1 → L^1 (T : L^∞ → L^∞) (see, for example, [12, Ch. 4, § 4.1, Theorem 1.1, Proposition 1.2 (d), Theorem 1.3]).

Proposition 3.1. For any bounded linear operator T : L^1 → L^1 (T : L^∞ → L^∞) there exists a unique positive bounded linear operator |T | : L^1 → L^1 (respectively, |T | : L^∞ → L^∞) such that (i) ‖ |T | ‖ = ‖T ‖; (ii) |T^k(f)| ≤ |T |^k(|f|), k = 1, 2, . . . , ∀ f ∈ L^1 (respectively, ∀ f ∈ L^∞); (iii) |T^∗| = |T |^∗, where T^∗ : L^∞ → L^∞ is the adjoint operator of an operator T : L^1 → L^1.

The operator |T | is called the linear modulus of T .

We will also utilize the next fact, which can be found, for example, in [15, Corollary 2.9].

Theorem 3.1. Let A and B be C^∗ - algebras with unit 1, and let T : A → B be a positive linear map. Then ‖T ‖ = ‖T (1)‖.

In what follows, we denote 1 = χ_Ω.

Theorem 3.2. For any Dunford-Schwartz operator T : L^1 → L^1 there exists a unique linear operator ~T : L^1 + L^∞ → L^1 + L^∞ such that ~T (f) = T (f) ∀ f ∈ L^1, ‖ ~T (f)‖_∞ ≤ ‖f‖_∞ ∀ f ∈ L^∞, and ~T |_L∞ is σ(L^∞, L^1) - continuous.

Proof. Assume first that T ∈ DS^+. Since (L^1)^∗ = L^∞, the adjoint operator T^∗ acts in L^∞ and is σ(L^∞, L^1) - continuous. Moreover, since ∫ Ω T^∗(f)g dμ = ∫ Ω fT (g) dμ ∀ f ∈ L^∞, g ∈ L^1, it follows that the linear operator T^∗ is positive.

Choose F_n ⊂ Ω, n = 1, 2, . . . , satisfying F_n ⊂ F_{n+1}, μ(F_n) < ∞ ∀ n ∈ N and ∞⋃ n=1 F_n = Ω.

As 0 ≤ T (χ_{Fn} ) ≤ 1 for each n, given f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞_+ , it follows that

‖T^∗(f)‖_1 = ∫ Ω T^∗(f) dμ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ Ω T^∗(f)χ_{Fn} dμ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ Ω fT (χ_{Fn} ) dμ ≤ ∫ Ω fdμ = ‖f‖_1. Therefore, T^∗ is ‖ · ‖_1 - continuous on L^1 ∩ L^∞_+ , hence on L^1 ∩ L^∞. Since L^1 ∩ L^∞ is dense in L^1, T^∗ uniquely extends to a positive linear ‖ · ‖_1 - continuous operator ^T ∗ : L1 → L1. Next, replacing in the above argument T by ^T^∗, we uniquely extend the operator (^T^∗)^∗|_L1_{∩L}∞ : L^1 ∩ L^∞ → L^1 ∩ L^∞ to a positive ‖ · ‖_1 - continuous linear operator ~T : L^1 → L^1. Since ∫ Ω f(^T^∗)^∗(g)dμ = ∫ Ω ^T ∗(f)gdμ = ∫ Ω T^∗(f)gdμ = ∫ Ω fT (g)dμ ∀ f, g ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞, it follows that ~T (f) = (^T^∗)^∗(f) = T (f) for all f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞. Consequently, ~T coincides with T on L^1.

Furthermore, as ~T |_L∞_{∩L}1 = (^T^∗)^∗|_L∞_{∩L}1 is σ(L^∞, L^1) - continuous and L^1 ∩ L^∞ is σ(L^∞, L^1) - dense in L^∞, ~T |_L1_{∩L}∞ uniquely extends to an operator on L^∞ which coincides with (^T^∗)^∗ : L^∞ → L^∞.

Let us now show that ‖ ~T ‖_L∞_{→L}∞ ≤ 1. Indeed, given f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞_+ , we have ∫ Ω f ~T (1)dμ = ∫ Ω f(^T^∗)^∗(1)dμ = ∫ Ω ^T ∗(f)dμ = ∫ Ω T^∗(f)dμ ≤ ∫ Ω fdμ, and we conclude that ~T (1) ≤ 1, hence ‖ ~T (1)‖_∞ ≤ 1. Therefore, in view of Theorem 3.1 with A = B = L^∞, we have ‖ ~T ‖_L∞_{→L}∞ = ‖ ~T (1)‖_∞ ≤ 1. This completes the proof of the theorem in the case T ∈ DS^+, since the operator ~T : L1 + L∞ → L1 + L∞ defined by ~T (f) = T (f) ∀ f ∈ L^1, ~T (g) = (^T ∗)^∗(g) ∀ g ∈ L^∞ satisfies the required conditions.

Let now T ∈ DS. Since |T | ∈ DS^+, it follows as above that |T |^∗ : L^∞ → L^∞ uniquely extends to a positive continuous linear operator ^|T |^∗ : L^1 → L^1 and, since, by Proposition 3.1,

‖T^∗f‖_1 ≤ ‖|T^∗|(f)‖_1 = ‖|T |^∗(f)‖_1 = ‖ ^|T |^∗(f)‖_1 ∀ f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞_+ , T^∗ is ‖·‖_1 - continuous on L^1 ∩L^∞. Therefore, T^∗ admits a unique ‖·‖_1 - continuous extension ^T^∗ to L^1, implying as above that ~T = (^T^∗)^∗ is the unique extension of T to L^∞.

Next, ^T^∗(f) = T^∗(f) for all f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞ implies that |^T^∗|(f) = |T^∗|(f) = |T |^∗(f) = ^|T |^∗(f), f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞, hence |^T^∗|(g) = ^|T |^∗(g) for all g ∈ L^∞, since |T |^∗ is σ(L^∞, L^1) - continuous on L^1 ∩ L^∞. Since, as above, we have ‖ ( ^|T |^∗)^∗ ‖_L∞_{→L}∞ ≤ 1, it now follows by Proposition 3.1 that ‖ ~T ‖_L∞_{→L}∞ = ‖(^T^∗)^∗‖_L∞_{→L}∞ = ‖ |(^T^∗)^∗| ‖_L∞_{→L}∞ = ‖ |^T^∗|^∗‖_L∞_{→L}∞ = ‖ ( ^|T |^∗)^∗ ‖_L∞_{→L}∞ ≤ 1, completing the proof. □ Remark 3.1. Theorem 3.2 implies that one can (and we will in what follows) assume without loss of generality that any T ∈ DS is defined on entire space L^1 + L^∞ and satisfies conditions (1) ‖T (f)‖_1 ≤ ‖f‖_1 ∀ f ∈ L^1 and ‖T (f)‖_∞ ≤ ‖f‖_∞ ∀ f ∈ L^∞. 4. Almost uniform convergence of Besicovitch weighted averages In this section we will show that pointwise convergence of Besicovitch weighted ergodic averages (see, for example, [6]) can be extended to the context of a.u. convergence and a Dunford-Schwartz operator acting in R_μ (Theorem 1.4 below).

Let C_1 be the unit circle in the field C of complex numbers, and let Z be the set of integers. A function P : Z → C is said to be a trigonometric polynomial if P (k) =^s ∑ j=1 z_j λ^k_j , k ∈ Z, for some s ∈ N, {z_j }^s_1 ⊂ C , and {λ_j }^s_1 ⊂ C_1 . A sequence

{β_k} ⊂ C is called a bounded Besicovitch sequence if

(i) |β_k| ≤ C < ∞ for all k ∈ N and some C > 0;

(ii) for every ε > 0 there exists a trigonometric polynomial P such that

(2) lim sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |β_k − P (k)| < ε. Let E be a Banach space, and let A_n : E → L^0 be a sequence of linear maps.

Given f ∈ E, the function A^∗(f) = sup_n |A_n(f)|

is called the maximal function of f. If A^∗(f) ∈ L^0 for every f ∈ E, then the function A^∗ : E → L^0, f ∈ E, is called the maximal operator of the sequence {A_n}.

Here is the well-known maximal ergodic inequality for the sequence {A_n(T )}, T ∈ DS (see, for example, [5, Theorem 3.3]): Theorem 4.1. Let T ∈ DS. If A(T )^∗(f) = sup_n |A_n(T )(f)| , f ∈ L^1,

the maximal operator of the sequence {A_n(T )} on E = L^1, then μ{A(T )^∗(|f|) > λ} ≤ ‖f‖_1 λ for all f ∈ L^1, λ > 0.

Given T ∈ DS, {β_k} ⊂ C , and f ∈ L^1 + L^∞, denote

(3) B_n(f) = B_n(T )(f) = 1 n n−1∑ k=0 β_kT^k(f). Corollary 4.1. Let {β_k} ⊂ C be such that |β_k| ≤ C < ∞ for every k. If T ∈ DS, then μ{B_n(T )^∗(|f|) > λ} ≤ 6C ‖f‖_1 λ ∀ f ∈ L^1, λ > 0. Proof. We have

B_n(T ) = 1 n n−1∑ k=0 (Re β_k + C)T^k + i n n−1∑ k=0 (Im β_k + C)T^k − C(1 + i)A_n(T ).

Therefore, as 0 ≤ Re β_k + C ≤ 2C and 0 ≤ Im β_k + C ≤ 2C for every k, it follows that

|B_n(T )(f)| ≤ 6CA_n(|T |)(|f|) for every f ∈ L^1 + L^∞ and n, and Theorem 4.1 implies that μ{B(T )^∗(|f|) > λ} = μ { sup_n |B_n(T )(|f|)| > λ } ≤ μ { 6C sup_n |A_n(|T |)(|f|)| > λ }

= μ { A(|T |)^∗(|f|) > λ 6C } ≤ 6C ‖f‖_1 λ . □ Let us denote L^0_μ = { f ∈ L^0 : μ{|f| > λ} < ∞ for some λ > 0 } . Proposition 4.1 (see [5], Proposition 3.1). The ∗-subalgebra L^0_μ of L^0 is complete with respect to a.u. convergence.

In what follows t_μ will stand for the measure topology in L^0, that is, the topology given by the following system of neighborhoods of zero: N (ε, δ) = {f ∈ L^0 : μ{|f| > δ} ≤ ε}, ε > 0, δ > 0. It is well-known that (L^0, t_μ) is a complete metrizable topological vector space. Since L^0_μ is a closed linear subspace of (L^0, t_μ), it follows that (L^0_μ, t_μ) is also a complete metrizable topological vector space.

A proof of the next fact is given in [5, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 4.1. Let (E, ‖·‖) be a Banach space. If the maximal operator A^∗ : E → L^0 of a sequence of linear maps A_n : (E, ‖ · ‖) → (L^0_μ, t_μ) is continuous at zero, then the set E_c = {f ∈ E : {A_n(f)} converges a.u.} is closed in E.

Since Corollary 4.1 entails that the sequence B_n(T ) : (L^1, ‖ · ‖_1) → (L^0_μ, t_μ) is continuous at zero for every T ∈ DS, we arrive at the following. Corollary 4.2. If T ∈ DS and {β_k} ⊂ C is such that β_k ≤ C < ∞ for all k, then the set L^1_c = { f ∈ L^1 : {B_n(T )(f)} converges a.u. } is closed in L^1.

Note that Proposition 2.1 implies that T (R_μ) ⊂ R_μ for any T ∈ DS. The following theorem was established in [5, Theorems 3.1, 3.4] (see also [13]) under the initial assumption that the operator T satisfied conditions (1). Also, even though it was proved for real-valued functions, the argument remains valid in the general case.

Theorem 4.2. If T ∈ DS, then for every f ∈ R_μ the averages A_n(T )(f) converge a.u. to some ^f ∈ R_μ. Conversely, if f ∈ (L^1 +L^∞)\R_μ, then there exists T ∈ DS such that the sequence {A_n(T )(f)} does not converge a.e., hence a.u.

In particular, Theorem 4.2 entails that Dunford-Schwartz pointwise ergodic theorem holds for f ∈ L^1 + L^∞ and for any T ∈ DS if and only if f ∈ R_μ. Lemma 4.2. Let (X, ν) and Y, μ) be σ-finite measure spaces, and let {g_n} ⊂ L^0(X ⊗ Y, ν ⊗ μ) be such that g_n → g a.u. on X ⊗ Y . Then g_n(x, ·) → g(x, ·) a.u. on Y for almost all x ∈ X.

Proof. Fix ε > 0. Given k ∈ N, there exists G_k ⊂ X ⊗ Y such that (ν ⊗ μ)((X ⊗ Y ) \ G_k) < ε^2 k and ‖(g − g_n)χ_{Gk} ‖_∞ → 0 as n → ∞. If x ∈ X and G_k(x) = {y ∈ Y : (x, y) ∈ G_k}, then we have ε^2 k > (ν ⊗ μ)((X ⊗ Y ) \ G_k) = ∫ X μ(Y \ G_k(x))dν(x) ≥ ∫ X\X_k μ(Y \ G_k(x))dν(x). Therefore, it follows that ν(X \ X_k) < ε k for X_k = {x ∈ X : μ(Y \ G_k(x)) < ε}, implying that if X^′ = ∪_k X_k, then ν(X \ X^′) = 0.

Now, if x ∈ X^′, then x ∈ X_{k0} for some k_0, so, if Y_x = G_{k0} (x), then μ(Y \ Y_x) < ε and ‖(g(x, ·) − g_n(x, ·))χ_{Yx} ‖_L∞_{(Y )} ≤ ‖(g(x, ·) − g_n(x, ·))χ_{Gk0} ‖_L∞_{(X⊗Y )} → 0, that is, g_n(x, ·) → g(x, ·) a.u. on Y . □

The following fact can be easily verified.

Lemma 4.3. Let a sequence {b_n} ⊂ L^∞ be such that, given ε > 0, there exists an a.u. convergent sequence {a_n} ⊂ L^∞ for which the inequality ‖b_n − a_n‖_∞ ≤ ε holds for all big enough n. Then the sequence {b_n} itself converges a.u.

Theorem 4.3. Let T ∈ DS, and let {β_k} be a bounded Besicovitch sequence. Then for every f ∈ L^1 the averages (3) converge a.u.

Proof. In view of Corollary 4.2, in order to prove that the averages B_n(T ) converge a.u. in L^1 for every T ∈ DS, it is sufficient to present a dense subset D of L^1 such that the sequence {B_n(T )(f)} converges a.u. for each f ∈ D.

Following the scheme in [16], we begin by showing that, given a trigonometric polynomial P and f ∈ L^1, the averages

A^{(P )}_n (T )(f) = 1 n n−1∑ k=0 P (k)T^k(f) converge a.u. Consider the product space (C_1 , ν) ⊗ (Ω, μ), where ν is Lebesgue measure in C_1 . Fix λ ∈ C_1 and define an operator T_λ on L^1(C_1 ⊗ Ω) as follows: if ~f ∈ L1(C_1 ⊗ Ω), z ∈ C_1 , and ω ∈ Ω, we put T_λ( ~f)(z, ω) = T (f_{λz})(ω), where f_z(ω) = ~f(z, ω) (note that f_z ∈ L^1 for almost all z ∈ C_1 ). It is easily verified that T_λ ∈ DS on L^1(C_1 ⊗ Ω) + L^∞(C_1 ⊗ Ω). For instance, given ~f ∈ L^1(C_1 ⊗ Ω), we have ∫ C_1 ⊗Ω | |T_λ( ~f)(z, ω) | |d(ν ⊗ μ) = ∫ C_1 ∫ Ω | |T (f_{λz})(ω) | |dμ dν ≤ ∫ C_1 ∫ Ω | |f_{λz} (ω) | |dμ dν

= ∫ Ω ∫ C_1 | |f_{λz} (ω) | |dν dμ = ∫ Ω ∫ C_1 | |f_z(ω) | |dν dμ = ∫ C_1 ⊗Ω | | ~f(z, ω) | |d(ν ⊗ μ) = ‖ ~f‖_1,

hence T_λ( ~f) ∈ L^1(C_1 ⊗ Ω) and ‖T_λ( ~f)‖_1 ≤ ‖ ~f‖_1. It follows by induction that (T^k_λ ( ~f))_z = T^k(f_λk_z ), k = 1, 2, . . .

Indeed, we have (T_λ( ~f))_z (ω) = T_λ( ~f)(z, ω) = T (f_{λz})(ω), so that (T_λ( ~f))_z = T (f_{λz}), and if (T^k_λ ( ~f))_z = T^k(f_λk_z) for some k ∈ N, then

T^{k+1}_λ ( ~f)_z(ω) = T_λ(T^k_λ ( ~f))(z, ω) = T (T^k_λ ( ~f)_{λz} )(ω)

= T (T^k(f_λk+1_z))(ω) = T^{k+1}(f_λk+1_z )(ω). Therefore, one can write T^k_λ ( ~f)(z, ω) = (T^k_λ ( ~f))_z (ω) = T^k(f_λk_z )(ω), k = 1, 2, ...

Now, if ~f ∈ L^1(C_1 ⊗ Ω) is given by ~f(z, ω) = zf(ω), then f_λk_z(ω) = ~f(λ^kz, ω) = λ^kzf(ω), and we obtain

T^k_λ ( ~f)(z, ω) = T^k(f_λk_z)(ω) = λ^kzT^k(f(ω)), k = 1, 2, ...

By Theorem 4.2, the averages 1 n n−1∑ k=0 T^k_λ ( ~f)(z, ω) = z 1 n n−1∑ k=0 λ^kT^k(f(ω))

converge a.u. on (z, ω) ∈ C_1 ⊗Ω. Thus, by Lemma 4.2, the above averages converge a.u. on Ω for some z ∈ C_1 , which implies that the averages 1 n n−1∑ k=0 λ^kT^k(f)

converge a.u. Therefore, by linearity, A^{(P )}_n (T )(f) converge a.u.

Now, assume that f ∈ D = L^1 ∩ L^∞. If we fix ε > 0 and take P to satisfy the inequality (2), then ‖A^{(P )}_n (T )(f) − B_n(T )(f)‖_∞ ≤ ‖f‖_∞ 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |β_k − P (k)| < ε ‖f‖_∞ for all big enough n. Thus, Lemma 4.3 entails a.u. convergence of the sequence {B_n(T )(f)}, which completes the proof since the set D is dense in L^1. □ Now we can present the main result of the section:

Theorem 4.4. Let T ∈ DS, and let {β_k} be a bounded Besicovitch sequence. Then, given f ∈ R_μ, the averages (3) converge a.u. to some ^f ∈ R_μ. Proof. Let C ≠ 0 be such that sup {|β_k|} ≤ C. Fix ε > 0 and δ > 0. In view of Proposition 2.1, there exist g ∈ L^1 and h ∈ L^∞ such that f = g + h, g ∈ L^1, and ‖h‖_∞ ≤ δ 3C . Since g ∈ L^1, Theorem 4.3 implies that there exists E ⊂ Ω and N ∈ N satisfying conditions

μ(Ω \ E) ≤ ε and ‖(B_m(g) − B_n(g))χ_E ‖_∞ ≤ δ 3 ∀ m, n ≥ N. Then, given m, n ≥ N, we have

‖(B_m(f) − B_n(f))χ_E ‖_∞ ≤ ‖(B_m(g) − B_n(g))χ_E ‖_∞ + ‖(B_m(h) − B_n(h))χ_E ‖_∞ ≤ δ 3 + ‖B_m(h)‖_∞ + ‖B_n(h)‖_∞ ≤ δ 3 + 2C‖h‖_∞ ≤ δ, implying, by Propositions 4.1 and 2.2, that the sequence {M_n(f)} converges a.u. to some ^f ∈ R_μ. □

5. Wiener-Wintner-type ergodic theorem in R_μ Recall that (Ω, μ) is a σ - finite measure space, and let τ : Ω → Ω be a measure preserving transformation (m.p.t.). Assume that (X, ν) is a finite measure space and ϕ : X → X is also a m.p.t. Given f : L^0 and g ∈ L^1(X), denote (4) A_n(f, g)(ω, x) = 1 n n−1∑ k=0 g(ϕ^k x)f(τ^k ω). Here is an extension of Bourgain’s Return Times theorem to infinite measure [1, p. 101].

Theorem 5.1. Let F ⊂ Ω, μ(F ) < ∞. Then there exists Ω_F ⊂ Ω such that μ(Ω \ Ω_F ) = 0 and for any (X, ν, ϕ) and g ∈ L^1(X) the averages A_n(χ_F , g)(ω, x) = 1 n n−1∑ k=0 g(ϕ^kx)χ_F (τ^k ω)

converge ν - a.e. for all ω ∈ Ω_F .

The next theorem is a version of Theorem 5.1 where the functions χ_F and g ∈ L^1(X) are replaced by f ∈ L^1(Ω) and g ∈ L^∞(X), respectively. Theorem 5.2. Given f ∈ L^1(Ω), there exists a set Ω_f ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0 such that for any (X, ν, ϕ) and g ∈ L^∞(X) the averages (4) converge ν - a.e. for all ω ∈ Ω_f .

Proof. Let f ∈ L^1(Ω). Then there exist {λ_{m,i}} ⊂ C and F_{m,i} ⊂ Ω with μ(F_{m,i}) < ∞, m = 1, 2, . . . , 1 ≤ i ≤ l_m, such that

‖f − f_m‖_1 → 0, where f_m = l_m∑

i=1 λ_{m,i}χ_{Fm,i} . If Ω_{m,j} = { ω ∈ Ω : sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |f − f_m|(τ^k ω) > 1 j } , then, due to the maximal ergodic inequality, we have μ(Ω_{m,j} ) ≤ j‖f − f_m‖_1, which implies that μ(∩_mΩ_{m,j} ) = 0 for a fixed j. Therefore, denoting Ω_0 = Ω \ (∪_j ∩_m Ω_{m,j} ) , we obtain μ(Ω \ Ω_0) = 0.

If ω ∈ Ω_0, then ω /∈ Ω_{mj ,j} for every j and some m_j and, therefore,

(5) sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |f − f_{mj} |(τ^k ω) ≤ 1 j for all j and ω ∈ Ω_0.

Now, by Theorem 5.1, there exist Ω_{j,i} ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_{j,i}) = 0 such that for every (X, ν, ϕ) and g ∈ L^∞(X) the averages 1 n n−1∑ k=0 g(ϕ^kx)χ_{Fmj ,i} (τ^k ω) converge ν-a.e. for all ω ∈ Ω_{j,i}. Then, letting Ω_f = ( ∪^∞_{j=1} ∩^{lmj}_{i=1} Ω_{j,i} ) ∩ Ω_0, we obtain μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0.

If we pick any (X, ν, ϕ) and g ∈ L^∞(X), then the averages A_n(f_{mj} , g)(ω, X) converge ν - a.e. for every j and all ω ∈ Ω_f , and it follows that there are X_0 ⊂ X with ν(X \ X_0) = 0 and C > 0 such that |g(ϕ^kx)| ≤ C for all k and x ∈ X_0 and lim inf_n Re A_n(f_{mj} , g)(ω, x) = lim sup_n Re A_n(f_{mj} , g)(ω, x),

lim inf_n Im A_n(f_{mj} , g)(ω, x) = lim sup_n Im A_n(f_{mj} , g)(ω, x) for all x ∈ X_0, k, and ω ∈ Ω_f .

Let ω ∈ Ω_f and x ∈ X_0. Given k, taking into account (5), we have Δ(ω, x) = lim sup_n Re A_n(f, g)(ω, x) − lim inf_n Re A_n(f, g)(ω, x)

= lim sup_n Re A_n(f − f_{mj} , g)(ω, x) − lim inf_n Re A_n(f − f_{mj} , g)(ω, x) ≤ 2 sup_n A_n(|f − f_{mj} |, |g|)(ω, x) ≤ 2C sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |f − f_{mj} |(τ^k ω) ≤ 2C j . Therefore, Δ(ω, x) = 0. Similarly,

lim sup_n Im A_n(f, g)(ω, x) = lim inf_n Im A_n(f, g)(ω, x),

and we conclude that the averages (4) converge ν - a.e. for all ω ∈ Ω_f . □

Now we extend Theorem 5.2 to R_μ.

Theorem 5.3. Given f ∈ R_μ, there exists a set Ω_f ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0 such that for any finite measure space (Y, ν), any m.p.t. ϕ : X → X, and any g ∈ L^∞(X) the averages (4) converge ν - a.e. for all ω ∈ Ω_f .

Proof. Due to Proposition 2.1, given a natural m, there exists f_m ∈ L^1(Ω) and h_m ∈ L^∞(Ω) such that f = f_m + h_m and ‖h_m‖_∞ ≤^1_m . Then there is Ω_0 ⊂ Ω such that μ(Ω \ Ω_0) = 0 and |h_m(ω)| ≤^1_m for all m and ω ∈ Ω_0.

By Theorem 5.2, as {f_m}^∞_{m=1} ⊂ L^1(Ω), for every m there is a set Ω_m ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_m) = 0 such that for every (X, ν, ϕ) and g ∈ L^1(X) the averages

(6) A_n(f_m, g)(ω, x) = 1 n n−1∑ k=0 g(ϕ^kx)f_m(τ^k ω) converge ν - a.e. for all ω ∈ Ω_m. Therefore, if Ω_f = ∩^∞_{m=0}Ω_m, then μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0, |h_m(ω)| ≤^1_m for all m and ω ∈ Ω_f , and for every (X, ν, ϕ) and g ∈ L^1(X), the averages (6) converge ν - a.e. for all m and ω ∈ Ω_f .

Fix ω ∈ Ω_f , (X, ν, ϕ), g ∈ L^1(X, ν) and show that the averages (4) converge ν - a.e. Indeed, as the averages (6) converge ν - a.e. for each m, there is a set X_1 ⊂ X with ν(X \ X_1) = 0 such that the sequence (6) converges for every m and x ∈ X_1. Also, since the averages 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |g|(ϕ^k x) converge ν - a.e., there is a set X_2 ⊂ X such that ν(X \ X_2) = 0 and the sequence 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |g|(ϕ^k x) converges for all x ∈ X_2. Then, letting X_0 = X_1 ∩ X_2, we conclude

that ν(X \ X_0) = 0, sup_n^1_n^{n−1} ∑ k=0 |g|(ϕ^kx) < ∞, and the sequence (6) converges for all m and x ∈ X_0. Now, if x ∈ X_0, we have

lim inf_n Re A_n(f_m, g)(ω, x) = lim sup_n Re A_n(f_m, g)(ω, x),

lim inf_n Im A_n(f_m, g)(ω, x) = lim sup_n Im A_n(f_m, g)(ω, x), which implies that, for every m,

Δ(ω, x) = lim sup_n Re A_n(f, g)(ω, x) − lim inf_n Re A_n(f, g)(ω, x) = lim sup_n Re A_n(f − f_m, g)(ω, x) − lim inf_n Re A_n(f − f_m, g)(ω, x)

≤ 2 sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |g(ϕ^kx)| · |h_m(τ^k ω)| ≤ 2 m sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |g|(ϕ^k x). Therefore, Δ(ω, x) = 0. Similarly, lim sup_n Im A_n(f, g)(ω, x) = lim inf_n Im A_n(f, g)(ω, x), and we conclude that the averages (4) converge ν - a.e. □ Letting in Theorem 5.3 X = C_1 = {x ∈ C : |x| = 1} with Lebesgue measure ν, ϕ_λ(x) = λx, x ∈ X, for a given λ ∈ X, and g(x) = x whenever x ∈ X, we obtain Wiener-Wintner theorem for R_μ:

Theorem 5.4. If f ∈ R_μ, then there is a set Ω_f ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0 such that the averages 1 n n−1∑ k=0 λ^k f(τ^kω) converge for all ω ∈ Ω_f and λ ∈ C_1 .

Let P (k) =^s ∑ j=1 z_j λ^k_j , k = 0, 1, 2, . . . be a trigonometric polynomial (see Section 4). Then, by linearity, Theorem 5.4 implies the following.

Corollary 5.1. Given f ∈ R_μ, there exists a set Ω_f ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0 such that the averages A_n({P (k)}, f)(ω) = 1 n n−1∑ k=0 P (k)f(τ^kω) converge for every ω ∈ Ω_f and any trigonometric polynomial P (k).

We will need the following.

Proposition 5.1. If f ∈ L^1 ∩ L^∞, then there exists Ω_f ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0 such that the averages

(7) A_n(β, f)(ω) = 1 n n−1∑ k=0 β_kf(τ^kω) converge for every ω ∈ Ω_f and any bounded Besicovitch sequence β = {β_k}. Proof. By Corollary 5.1, there exists a set Ω_{f,1} ⊂ Ω, μ(Ω \ Ω_{f,1}) = 0, such that the sequence^1_n^{n−1} ∑ k=0 P (k)f(τ^k ω) converges for every ω ∈ Ω_{f,1} and any trigonometric polynomial P (k). Also, since f ∈ L^∞, there is a set Ω_{f,2} ⊂ Ω, μ(Ω \ Ω_{f,2}) = 0, such that |f(τ^kω)| ≤ ‖f‖_∞ for every k and ω ∈ Ω_{f,2}. If we set Ω_f = Ω_{f,1} ∩ Ω_{f,2}, then μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0.

Now, let ω ∈ Ω_f , and let β = {β_k} be a Besicovitch sequence. Fix ε > 0, and choose a trigonometric polynomial P (k) to satisfy condition (2). Then we have

Δ(ω) = lim sup_n Re A_n(β, f)(ω) − lim inf_n Re A_n(β, f)(ω)

= lim sup_n Re A_n({β_k − P (k)}, f)(ω) − lim inf_n Re A_n({β_k − P (k)}, f)(ω) ≤ 2‖f‖_∞ sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |β_k − P (k)| < 2‖f‖_∞ε for all sufficiently large n. Therefore, Δ(ω) = 0, and we conclude that the sequence { Re A_n(β, f)(ω) } converges. Similarly, we obtain convergence of the sequence { Im A_n(β, f)(ω) } , which completes the proof. □

Theorem 5.5. If f ∈ L^1, then there exists a set Ω_f ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0, such that the averages (7) converge for every ω ∈ Ω_f and any bounded Besicovitch sequence β = {β_k}.

Proof. Let a sequence {f_m} ⊂ L^1 ∩ L^∞ be such that ‖f − f_m‖_1 → 0. As in the proof of Theorem 5.2, we construct a subsequence {f_{mj} } and a set Ω_0 ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_0) = 0 such that

sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |f − f_{mj} |(τ^k ω) ≤ 1 j ∀ j and ω ∈ Ω_0.

By Proposition 5.1, given j, there is Ω_j ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_j ) = 0 such that the

sequence { 1 n n−1∑ k=0 β_kf_{mj} (τ^k ω) } converges for every ω ∈ Ω_j and any Besicovitch

sequence {β_k}.

If we set Ω_f = ∩^∞_{j=1}Ω_j ∩ Ω_0, then μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0, and for any ω ∈ Ω_f and any bounded Besicovitch sequence {β_k} such that sup_k |β_k| ≤ C we have

Δ(ω) = lim sup_n Re A_n(β, f)(ω) − lim inf_n Re A_n(β, f)(ω)

= lim sup_n Re A_n(β, f − f_{mj} )(ω) − lim inf_n Re A_n(β, f − f_{mj} )(ω)

≤ 2 sup_n 1 n n−1∑ k=0 |β_k| |f − f_{mj} |(τ^k ω) ≤ 2C j .

Therefore, Δ(ω) = 0, hence the sequence { Re A_n(β, f)(ω) } is convergent. Similarly, we derive convergence of the sequence { Im A_n(β, f)(ω) } , and the proof is complete. □ Taking into account that the sequence {β_k} is bounded, we obtain, as in the proof of Theorem 5.3, the following extension of Wiener-Wintner theorem.

Theorem 5.6. Given f ∈ R_μ, there exists a set Ω_f ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0 such that the averages (7) converge for every ω ∈ Ω_f and every bounded Besicovitch sequence {β_k}.

6. Applications to fully symmetric spaces

For any f ∈ L^0_μ the non-increasing rearrangement of f is defined as f^∗(t) = inf {λ > 0 : μ{|f| > λ} ≤ t}, t > 0, (see [3, Ch. II, § 2]).

Let ν be the Lebesgue measure on (0, ∞). A non-zero linear subspace E ⊂ L^0_ν with a Banach norm ‖ · ‖_E is called symmetric (fully symmetric) on ((0, ∞), ν) if f ∈ E, g ∈ L^0_ν , g^∗(t) ≤ f^∗(t) ∀ t > 0 (respectively, f ∈ E, g ∈ L^0_ν , ∫_s 0 g^∗(t)dt ≤ ∫_s 0 f^∗(t)dt ∀ s > 0 (writing g ≺≺ f)

implies that g ∈ E and ‖g‖_E ≤ ‖f‖_E.

Let (E, ‖ · ‖_E) be a symmetric (fully symmetric) space on ((0, ∞), ν). Define E(Ω) = E(Ω, μ) = { f ∈ L^0_μ : f^∗(t) ∈ E } and set ‖f‖_{E(Ω)} = ‖f^∗(t)‖_E , f ∈ E(Ω). It is shown in [10] (see also [14, Ch. 3, Sec. 3.5]) that (E(Ω), ‖ · ‖_{E(Ω)}) is a Banach space and conditions f ∈ E(Ω), g ∈ L^0_μ, g^∗(t) ≤ f^∗(t) for every t > 0 (g ≺≺ f) imply that g ∈ E(Ω) and ‖g‖_{E(Ω)} ≤ ‖f‖_{E(Ω)}. In such a case, we say that (E(Ω), ‖ · ‖_{E(Ω)}) is the symmetric (respectively, fully symmetric) space on (Ω, μ) generated by the symmetric (respectively, fully symmetric) space (E, ‖ · ‖_E ). Throughout, if it does not cause confusion, we will write (E, ‖ · ‖_E) or simply E instead of (E(Ω), ‖ · ‖_{E(Ω}).

Immediate examples of fully symmetric spaces are the spaces L^p(Ω, μ), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, with standard norms ‖ · ‖_p, the space L^1 ∩ L^∞ with the norm ‖f‖_L1_{∩L}∞ = max {‖f‖_1, ‖f‖_∞} , and the space L^1 + L^∞ with the norm

‖f‖_L1_{+L}∞ = inf { ‖g‖_1 + ‖h‖_∞ : f = g + h, g ∈ L^1, h ∈ L^∞ } . Note that, alternatively, R_μ = { f ∈ L^1 + L^∞ : f^∗(t) → 0 as t → ∞ } and (R_μ, ‖ · ‖_L1_{+L}∞ ) is a symmetric space [11, Ch. II, § 4, Lemma 4.4]. In addition, R_μ is the closure of L^1 ∩ L^∞ in (L^1 + L^∞, ‖ · ‖_L1_{+L}∞ ) (see [11, Ch. II, § 3, Sec. 1]). Furthermore, it follows from definitions of R_μ and ‖ · ‖_L1_{+L}∞ that if f ∈ R_μ, g ∈ L^1 + L^∞ and g ≺≺ f, then g ∈ R_μ and ‖g‖_L1_{+L}∞ ≤ ‖f‖_L1_{+L}∞ . Therefore, (R_μ, ‖ · ‖_L1_{+L}∞ ) is also a fully symmetric space. If μ(Ω) < ∞, then R_μ = L^1.

Also, given T ∈ DS, we have T (E) ⊂ E and ‖T ‖_{E→E} ≤ 1 for any symmetric space E (see [11, Ch. II, § 4, Theorem 4.1]). In addition, ∫_s 0 T (f)^∗(t)dt ≤ ∫_s 0 f^∗(t)dt ∀ s > 0, that is, T (f) ≺≺ f for every f ∈ L^1 + L^∞ (see, for example, [11, Ch. II, § 3, Section 4]).

Proposition 6.1. If μ(Ω) = ∞, then a symmetric space E is contained in R_μ if and only if 1 /∈ E.

Proof. As μ(Ω) = ∞, we have 1^∗(t) = 1 for all t > 0, hence 1 /∈ R_μ. Therefore, E is not contained in R_μ whenever 1 ∈ E.

Let 1 /∈ E. If f ∈ E and lim_{t→∞} f^∗(t) = α > 0, then

1^∗(t) ≡ 1 ≤ α^{−1}f^∗(t), implying 1 ∈ E, a contradiction. Thus 1 /∈ E entails E ⊂ R_μ. □

The following is a version of Theorems 4.4 for fully symmetric spaces.

Theorem 6.1. Let E be a fully symmetric space such that 1 /∈ E. If {β_k} is a bounded Besicovitch sequence, then for every T ∈ DS and f ∈ E the averages (3) converge a.u. to some ^f ∈ E.

Proof. Since, by Proposition 2.1, E ⊂ R_μ, it follows from Theorem 4.4 that averages B_n(T )(f) converge a.u., hence in measure topology, to some ^f ∈ R_μ. Therefore, we have (B_n(T )(f))^∗ → ( ^f)^∗ a.e. on (0, ∞);

see, for example, [11, Ch. II, § 2, Property 11^∘].

With M = max {1, sup |β_k|}, we have M^{−1}B_n(T ) ∈ DS, hence M^{−1}B_n(T )(f) ≺≺ f for every n [11, Ch. II, § 3, Section 4]. Since ( M^{−1}B_n(T )(f) )_∗ → (M^{−1} ^f)^∗ a.e. on (0, s), Fatou’s Lemma entails ∫_s 0 (M^{−1} ^f)^∗(t)dt ≤ lim inf_n ∫_s 0 (M^{−1}B_n(T )(f))^∗dt ≤ ∫_s 0 f^∗dt for all s > 0, that is, ( ^f)^∗ ≺≺ Mf^∗. As E is a fully symmetric space and f ∈ E, it follows that ^f ∈ E. □

The next variant of Theorems 5.6 for fully symmetric spaces is straightforward.

Theorem 6.2. Let E be a fully symmetric and let 1 /∈ E. Then for every f ∈ E there exists a set Ω_f ⊂ Ω with μ(Ω \ Ω_f ) = 0 such that the averages (7) converge for every ω ∈ Ω_f and every bounded Besicovitch sequence {β_k}.

A symmetric space (E, ‖·‖_E ) is said to have an order continuous norm if ‖f_n‖_E ↓ 0 whenever f_n ∈ E and f_n ↓ 0. It is known that a symmetric space E with order continuous norm is fully symmetric and E ⊂ R_μ [11, Ch. II, § 4].

Remark 6.1. Since E ⊂ R_μ for symmetric space E with order continuous norm, it follows that Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 are valid for any symmetric space with order continuous norm.

Now we give applications of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 to Orlicz, Lorentz, and Marcinkiewicz spaces.

1. Let Φ be an Orlicz function, that is, Φ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is convex, continuous at 0 and such that Φ(0) = 0 and Φ(u) > 0 if u ≠ 0. Let

L^Φ = { f ∈ L^0_μ : ∫ Ω Φ ( a^{−1}|f| ) dμ < ∞ for some a > 0 } be the corresponding Orlicz space, and let

‖f‖_Φ = inf { a > 0 : ∫ Ω Φ ( a^{−1}|f| ) dμ ≤ 1 }

be the Luxemburg norm in L^Φ. Then (L^Φ, ‖ · ‖_Φ) is a fully symmetric space (see, for example, [8, Ch. 2]). Since μ(Ω) = ∞, we have ∫ Ω Φ ( a^{−1} ) dμ = ∞ for all a > 0, hence 1 /∈ L^Φ.

Therefore, Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 hold for any Orlicz space L^Φ. 2. Let φ be an increasing concave function on [0, ∞) with φ(0) = 0 and φ(t) > 0 for some t > 0, and let

Λ_φ = { f ∈ L^0_μ : ‖f‖_{Λφ} = ∫_∞ 0 μ_t(f) dφ(t) < ∞ } , be the corresponding Lorentz space. Then (Λ_φ, ‖ · ‖_{Λφ} ) is a fully symmetric space. In addition, if φ(∞) = lim_{t→∞} φ(t) = ∞, then 1 /∈ Λ_φ (see, for example, [11, Ch. II, § 5]).

Therefore, Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 are valid for any Lorentz space Λ_φ such that φ(∞) = ∞. 3. Let φ be as above, and let

M_φ = { f ∈ L^0_μ : ‖f‖_{Mφ} = sup_{0<s<∞} 1 φ(s) ∫_s 0 f^∗(t) dt < ∞ }

be the corresponding Marcinkiewicz space. It is known that (M_φ, ‖ · ‖_{Mφ} ) is a fully symmetric space, and 1 /∈ Λ_φ if and only if lim_{t→∞}^{φ(t)}_t = 0 (see, for example, [11, Ch. II, § 5]).

Thus, Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 hold for any Marcinkiewicz space M_φ such that lim_{t→∞}^{φ(t)}_t = 0.

References

[1] I. Assani, The return times of sigma finite measure spaces, Unpublished preprint (1999). [2] I. Assani, Wiener Wintner Ergodic Theorems, World Scientific (2003). [3] C. Bennett, R. Sharpley, Interpolation of Operators, Academic Press Inc. (1988). [4] V. Chilin, S. Litvinov, The validity space of Dunford-Schwartz pointwise ergodic theorem, J.

Math. Anal. Appl. 461 (2018), 234–247.

[5] V. Chilin, S. Litvinov, Almost Uniform and Strong Convergences in Ergodic Theorems for Symmetric Spaces, Acta Math. Hungar. 157 (1) (2019), 229–253.

[6] D. Çömez, M. Lin, and J. Olsen, Weighted ergodic for mean ergodic L_1-contractions, Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 350 (1) (1998), 101–117.

[7] N. Dunford, J.T. Schwartz, Linear Operators, Part I: General Theory, John Willey and Sons (1988).

[8] G.A. Edgar, L. Sucheston, Stopping Times and Directed Processes, Cambridge University Press (1992).

[9] A. Garsia, Topics in Almost Everywhere Convergence, Markham Publishing Company, Chicago (1970).

[10] N.J. Kalton, F.A. Sukochev, Symmetric norms and spaces of operators, J. Reine Angew.

Math. 621 (2008), 81–121.

[11] S.G. Krein, Ju.I. Petunin, and E.M. Semenov, Interpolation of Linear Operators, Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Amer. Math. Soc., 54, 1982.

[12] U. Krengel, Ergodic Theorems, Walter de Gruyter, Berlin-New York (1985). [13] D. Kunszenti-Kovács, Counter-examples to the Dunford-Schwartz pointwise ergodic theorem on L^1 + L^∞ Arch. Math., 112 (2019), 205–212.

[14] S. Lord, F. Sukochev, and D. Zanin, Singular Traces. Theory and Applications, Walter de Gruyter GmbH, Berlin/Boston. 2013.

[15] V. Paulsen, Completely Bounded Maps and Operator Algebras, Cambridge University Press (2002).

[16] C. Ryll-Nardzewski, Topics in ergodic theory, Winter school on probability, Karpacz 1975, Lect. Notes Math. 472 (1975), 131-157.

The National University of Uzbekistan, Tashkent, Uzbekistan E-mail address: vladimirchil@gmail.com; chilin@ucd.uz

North Dakota State University, P.O.Box 6050, Fargo, ND, 58108, USA E-mail address: dogan.comez@ndsu.edu

Pennsylvania State University, 76 University Drive, Hazleton, PA 18202, USA E-mail address: snl2@psu.edu