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Abstract. We here show that the necessary condition of exponentially decaying first
return times to a cylinder set is also sufficient for a countable state Markov chain
to be almost continuously isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

In[5] Smorodinsky and Keane showed that a finite state mixing (non-cyclic) Markov
chain is finitarily Bernoulli, i.e. conjugate to a finite state Bernoulli shift by a
conjugating map continuous almost everywhere in the topologies generated by
cylinder sets of the two processes. If the Markov chain has countably many states,
even assuming it has an invariant probability measure (is ‘ergodic’ in the sense of
[1]) and is mixing, this need not be the case, as Smorodinsky has shown that to be
finitarily Bernoulli, the return time probabilities to a state must decay at least
exponentially. This is in contrast to the fact that such a Markov chain will be
measurably isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

What we will demonstrate here is that if the chain has finite entropy such
exponentially decaying return times are also a sufficient condition for the chain to
be finitarily Bernoulli. We do this by verifying that the chain satisfies the ‘finitarily
Bernoulli’ condition of [3] which is there shown to be equivalent to the existence
of such an almost continuous conjugacy. The question of infinite entropy remains
open, although the work of B. Petit [2] showing that all infinite entropy Bernoulli
shifts are almost continuously conjugate, and our work here, indicates that they
should also be finitarily Bernoulli.

We begin our discussion by stating the finitarily Bernoulli condition which must
be verified. The reader is referred to [3] for notation and further discussion. Let
(T, P) be a countable state stationary stochastic process on the Lebesgue probability
space (Q, &, n), with the process topology generated by cylinder sets.

We say (T, P) is finitarily Bernoulli (£.B.) if the following structures with the
given properties exist.

For £ >0 there is a countable partition

Ale) ={Aie), Aie)}
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of () into almost open, hence almost closed, sets with
E(e)= L‘J Ai(e)
nesting down in & to a null set. There also is, for each i, a subset A;(e) with
Ae)s Ai(e) s Ale).
For any w € Q2 and n € N we define

tolw, &, n) ={w'li€{0,...,n—1}, T"(w) and T"(w') are both in the same A;(¢e),
or Pi(w')=Pi(w) and T ("), T (w)e A;(e)}.

This ‘to-thickening’ is a restricted Zi-neighbourhood of the P, n-name of w, the
d-errors required to lie in the A;(e). We define for E€ &,

to(E, g, n) = to(w, &, n),
E

an almost clopen set.

We also have, for each € >0, n €N, a ‘nice partition’, C(g, n) of  into almost
clopen sets where C(g’, n') refines C(g,n) if ¢'<e and n'=n. This must be a
partition into small sets in that for any atom ¢ € C(g, n), forany w € ¢, ¢ < to(w, €, n).
We define t1(w, €, n) to be that c € C(g, n) with w € C.

The to-thickening must also be small in an asymptotic sense in that for any >0
there are a1(eo), a2(eg), . . . so that if &; < a;(go) and we define E; = to(w, €1, 1), and
inductively Ej1 = to(E;, €;, n), then for all i, E; < to(w, €0, n), i.e. if we to-thicken
slowly enough we always remain inside a 1o, £o-thickening,.

Next, for each £ >0 we have N(g) © and almost clopen ‘spacer’ sets S(¢)
with 1 (S(e)) >0, satisfying:

(i) for all &', n, m, t;(T"(S(e)), €', n +N(e)+m)=T"(S(¢)), i.e. t;-thickening
over any block of indices containing a spacer does not increase the spacer,

(ii) there is an Ny so that for any &, if €' is small enough, then for any n with

~N(")+No=n=sN(e)~No,
T"(S(ENNS()=3,

i.e. spacers can overlap by at most No-digits,
(iii) for any eo, there is an N(go) so that for any €1, £2y+++, Ekyy - .., & and €1,
€ e vy Ekireoey Eknyif 1 <—=N(g;)—N(go) and m; >0 then

k, k k"

ket
u(ﬂ T"(S(e) N ‘ T™(S(e))n () T™(SED) () T""(S(ef)°))

fel {=ky+ inel {mk{+1
k'

k k k3
=u(QTsE) N TUSE)) () T™SE O T™SEh)2m

im1 {wmki+l {+1

i.e. there is a uniform rate of mixing on cylinder sets in the spacer process (this
‘USM’ condition is precisely where the exponential decay of return times in our

Markov process is needed).
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As in [3), for ease of expression, we introduce the objects (S, n),SeF neZ”
with the product rule

S, n)o (S, n)Y=(EAT"(S),n+n").

When we refer to (S, n) as a point set, we are referring to S.

(iv) there is a o(e)>0 so that for any e'se, if ¢'=C(e,n') with ¢'c
TN (S(E"), c'cceCle,n),n=n' with c<=T"NE(S(™) then if
w((SE"), N(E"))(c', n'")) #0, we must have

n((S(e"), N(e"))(c", n)(S ("), N(e"))c, n))>a(e)* ™",

i.e. the sizes of sets in C(e, n) which end in a spacer decrease in n with at most
an exponential rate, the bound depending on &,

(v) foranye,i=1,...,ky, ...,k =26 0=<j)<J,

u@%rmw@m ﬁ mewmﬁ

i=1 i=ky+1

is either 0 or > (g)’, i.e. spacer cylinders for ; = ¢ which have positive mass have
sizes decaying at most exponentially.

Thickened blocks separated by spacers now must satisfy the following ‘conditional
block independence’ (CBI). For any €y,..., &k M1,..., Ny, sets Ey, ..., Ex and
& =max (g, €1+1), setting E-j = (t,(E;, €, ny), n;) and §1 = (S(g;), N(g;)), then

I-L(E-x °§1°E2°§2° tee °§k-1 °E-k °§k|§1 °§1 O °E-:k—l°§k—l)
= 1 (Sk-1° Ex o Sic|Si—1)2% %,
See [3] for a proof of the following result.

THEOREM 1. If (T, P) is a countable state stationary process, h(P) <o, then (T, P),
with its process topology, is almost continuously conjugate to a finite state Bernoulli
shift iff. (T, P) is finitarily Bernoulli.

Let (T, P) be a countable state mixing Markov process,
Pii= U (T—l(w) € P,lw ep)= Pg.li)»

p¥ = (T w)ePlweP).
Setting IT=(p{}’), the Markov condition now says
(pii)=1"

That T is a mixing process is equivalent to
(i) T is recurrent, i.e. for-all j there is a k with

p({f} >0 and
(i) T is non-cyclic, i.c.

GCD ({k|p$! >0} =1.
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A mixing Markov process with invariant vector

n(1)
p=|n2)

is completely determined by its transition matrix [T as the following compilation
of results from [1] shows.

LEMMA. 2. (a) If T1 is the matrix of a recurrent chain, then the sequence of powers
of P is Cesaro summable to a limiting matrix L with L =0,
LN=L=ML=L?

[1: Theorem 6-1, p. 130].
Further one says Tl is a ‘null chain’ if L=0. If L #0, I1 is said to be an ‘ergodic

chain' and the matrix L = 1& where & is an invariant probability vector. If T1 has
an invariant probability vector it must be an ergodic chain.

(b) If N1 is non-cyclic and recurrent, then lim,.o 11" exists. If 11 is ergodic,
lim 1" = 17 and lim, [|[@ 1" = p||= 0 for every probability vector @ [1: Theorem 6-38,
p. 153].

COROLLARY 3, If a;, dz, e z0,Ya;,=1, Y, ia; <00 and
GCD ({ila;>0}) =1,

and if we set xo=1, x_y, x-2,...=0, and for i >0,
[+ 0]
Xi= 3, axi-g
i=1

i
then x; = £ =(} ia)"'>0.
PI’OOf. Let Pvi=q; and Pii= 5“...1 ifi#1.As p(xifx) = Ay,

GCD ({klp) >0 =1.

If only finitely many a; >0, then let a; be the largest, and otherwise J = co,

Thus for j <J +1, there is a k with p{¥] >0. Notice (II(7)); = yi+1+ aiyo and so if

1
7=0

then x; = (H'()‘v))o. The stationary probability vector for IT is
pi=Ya/ Y ia
j=t (=1
hence by lemma 2

i
Xp 2 Po=2X. O

We are now ready to discuss exponentially decaying return times. For any set S let
aS)=pn({T(w)..., T ()¢S but T'(w)eS|weS)
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be the probability that the first return of S to itself is after i steps. Clearly
ia,(S
£ )=
We say § has ‘exponentially decaying return time’ (e.d.r.t.) if for all i
ai(S)=sac’ forsomea=0, O=c<1.

THEOREM (Smorodinsky). If (T, P) is finitarily Bernoulli (not necessarily Markov),

and S is an almost open set, then S has e.d.r.t.
Proof, It is enough to show
bi=pn({T(w),..., T" Y w)eSPY<c'a" as a,(S)s—’("S—)

As (T, P) is finitarily Bernoulli there is a finite partition B of Q with (7, B) a
Bernoulli shift where S is a.s. a union of T, B-cylinders. Let be BXy, b < S.
Now
b=p(T),..., T Hw)eb)

=p({TW), T Yw), ..., T Y w)eb)), k = [le]

But this is

PR (¢ ")) il M
1—-pn(d)) I~ () =c'a". O

Smorodinsky has used this fact to construct countable state mixing Markov shifts
not finitarily Bernoulli by selecting a;(1) > 0 with ¥ ia;(1) <o but a,(1) not decaying
exponentially.

What we will now show is that if a single state (here we will use 1) has e.d.r.t.,
then (T, P) is finitarily Bernoulli.

Our first step is to find a certain nice set.

We say a set S decays calmly if for every € >0 there is an N so that for all k

k+N-1
e X al8)> Z a;(S).
j=k jm=k+N

It is easy to see that a set decaying calmly must have e.d.r.t.
We now must show that such a set exists.

THEOREM 4. If (T, P) is a countable state mixing Markov process and state 1 has
e.d.r.t., then for some t, the set

-1
A=1nT(1) Q T*(1°)

decays calmly.

Proof. 1f only finitcly many-a;(1) are positive then A_, =1 decays calmly, so we

may assume infinitely many a;(1)>0. We know ¥;ai(1)=1 and a,(1)<Ca' for

O0sa<l,soforany1<z<a”',

Y a;(1)z' <o,
t=1
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Select a,(1) >0 so small that for some such zo>1,

Y a,(1)zb>1.

it

Hence for some z <z, Z,,‘,a,(l)z‘ =1,andasz<a”!

Y iai(1)z' <co.
it

Be sure ¢ is so large that
GCD ({i|i #¢t, a;,(1)>0}) =1,

Letting
a _{a.~(1)zlr ifi#t
o ifi=

Xo= 1’ X-k =0’
e ]

Xi = lZ QAXi-py

by corollary 3, x; > x>0. '
Thus 1f wedefineyo=1,y-, =0,y = =Y jnt 01(1))’:-1 one easily checks that y, = x,/z’,
hence z'y; 5 % and asymptotically y; is £/z'. Letting §=A4, it is easy to check
that for i >0
=u({T(w),..., T"" Hw)eSlweS)),
so fori=¢

ai(S) = Yimt = Yi-t+1.
For any £ >0, once i is sufficiently large we know

x(1xe¢)

W=
Z‘ ’

hence

ai(S) = _,(l——)(l:hs)

where e =¢/(1—-1/2).
Thus for @ =%z°(1-1/z), for any ¢, once i is sufficiently large,

a
a,(S)=-—,-(1:t£)

Thus for £ =3, there is a X so that for k =K, for any N,
k+N-1 (1-¢8)a 1-1/z”)

2, aS)> (1—1/z

and
o (1+¢)a 1 )
<

l-§+~al(s) z <N (1-1/2 ’
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and hence

Zﬁ-k+~ a,(S) < 3

YN a(8) N =1

Thus for any ¢, choose Njp so large that 3/(zM~1)<e. Letting N =K + N, we
easily check that S decays calmly. O

Now to see what we gain from such a set. Let S = A, be this calmly decaying set.
Let Q be the partition of ) into almost open sets defined by w € if j—1 is the
smallest integer =0 with T'(w)€S. Thus S =1 and one computes

w()=p(5) T aiS).

As S is of the form A,, (T, Q) is a mixing Markov process with transition matrix
IT given by

andfori#1

pri =6i-1,j.
Let C,=T ") T7/(1°), not cylinders of (T, Q) but of the process
(T, {1, 1I¢}). The following result gives us the needed uniform mixing for spacers.

LEMMA 5. For any € >0, there is an N so that for all n =N and m and j,

w(Cu N T () = (Cr)pe (f)2*".
Proof. Fix m and let
()
Xo

< =T DIC, £0=| o |

For0=<i=m,a;=a;(S)
. 0 ifl.'("j--ls'n

[
=

[o o]
Aivj E ax =Cai+; ifi+j~1>m,
k=m
and fori>m
f“) = ﬁi—m(f(m)).
From the form of I, for { >m we can write

Cap iy Cam+2 Cai—l Ca;
0= o |+ 0 |+---+0I[ 0 |+(0

As (T, Q) is mixing,
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For £ <3, choose N so large that for all m,

oo £ (-1') Ng+m
Ca, < a
k-NoZ+m+l k 2 k-§+l g

and for i > Ny,

i Y| =n@aze),

0
and nowif i>Npo+m +1,
Ny+m co
xP=pMAxE) ¥ Cacx ¥ Ca
k=m+1 k=Ng+1+m
=u (1)1 £2¢8),

where Ny does not depend on m.
This verifies

w(Cn AT (1)) > p(C)u (1)

uniformly in m.
Now forj#0,i=m+1

0 L = eimr
Xj = Y X1 Qjyi-k = Z X1 ag.
k=m+1 k=j
Choose Ny so large that for n =N, for all §
(T)E j+Ng ©
a Y a> Y a
2 kmj+l k=j+No+1

and make sure { is so large that for n =i — N,
x{ =p (D)1 +§8)

and now

J+Ny J+i-m-1
() j+i=k +i~-k
xi'= Y xi"a+ Y x{t M,

I+No - oo
-( '3 ak)n(l)(ls:a)i S a
k=j+1 k=j+Ng+1

- w -
= (1)(1£2¢) kziak =pn(j)(1£28)
and we have the result for C,, n T"(J).
COROLLARY 6. For any € >0 there is an N so that for any set

A<V T(I, T,

{=0
and any j,n=N
pANT" (1) =p(A)u()2
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Proof. Write A =Um (Cn nA,) where A, © Vi, T'({1, 1), a disjoint union,
and now by the Markov property

n(AnT"()) =§:.u(Am|T""(T)) 1 (Cn nT()

“The result follows from the uniform convergence of lemma 5. O

COROLLARY 7. For any € >0 there is an N so that for any

AcV T, I
i=Q
and

BeV T(i, 1),
(=1
WA AT (B)) = n(A)u(B)2*.

Proof. As in the previous corollary, the result is uniformly true for all sets B N {j},
hence for their union. ]

We are now prepared to prove our main result.

THEOREM 8. If (T, P) is a countable state mixing Markov process and 1€ P has
ed.r.t., then (T, P) is finitarily Bernoulli.

Proof. What we must do is demonstrate that all the necessary structures of the
definition exist in (T, P).

Let S =A, be the calmly decaying set of theorem 4. Partition {) into almost
clopensets Fi; = {wlw € T7(S),w € T/7/(S), butforno 0 < i’ <i isw € T'~*(S) where
0=j, 0<i}.

Thus F; consists of those points which lie between two consecutive occurrences
of S, indices apart in their orbits and which, in this block between occurrences,
are i indices from the left end.

Let k4, ..., k; be a finite set of integers =1, not all 1 with

GCD (fky, ..., kh=1
and a;, >0. Let

Si= (s A T, k,).

i=1

Thus any set of the form S;q)°Sia -+ °Sip ©(S, 1) has positive probability

©(S): Ay * By * **° ° By

A spacer will have the form
and S(j)=81°5,°81%08228:1°(5, 1),
n
N()=ki(j+4)+2k+1+1,

is the ‘length’ of this set, as it is a union of cylinders in P§ """,
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To_dcﬁne A(j) and C(n,j) we work as follows. There is an N so large that for
n =N,

n=ky+6ky+ 2 ak;+1
i1

where a;>1 are integers. Let

t
G,,=51°SZ°Sz°Sz°iH1S?'°Sz°Sz°Sz°(S, 1)

which is a union of cylinders in Pa**! which, when expressed as a single name in

{S, $°} begins with an S and ends with an S. Notice that
4 .
©(G,)=pn(S)arasi, Tl akl>c" for some ¢ >0.
(=1

We will use such a cylinder to ‘thicken’ pieces of a name which are too unlikely

to give us the bound of condition (iv) (p.87).
From their form we easily check that if T°(G,.) "G, # @ then either s =0 and
n=m or s =n—1. Thus all sets T (G,,) for all m and 0=ss <m —1 are disjoint.

Also if
T SGNNG, #D
thens<~=N(j)+t+1ors=n—-1andif T'(S(j))NS(j') # & then either s =0 and
j=jors=s=N(jY+k+torj=N(j)-k-t.
Returning to the proof, let
AN ={Ai()), Arp (i), Ao}
(A(j) need only be a countable partition, it does not matter how we index it), where

in( J Fyu U T"'(G,-))c ifi=sj

Ajy=4 TR I
_[FroTTGY ki< -1
Al"i'(]) = sp o . ' :
% ifj'sj+k,i'<j-1,

and

Adi)= U (Fr.rﬁUi),
}'s‘;'+k i>]

and k =max (ky, ..., k).

The A,(j) are clearly disjoint and disjoint from the A; ;(j) and Ao(j), and Aq(;)
is clearly disjoint from the A p(j). The A, p(f) are disjoint as the T"'(G,) for
i'<j'—1 are. Thus A(j) is a partition.

The A ;(f) are clearly almost clopen and the A, (f) are clearly almost closed. That
they are almost open follows from the fact that

( U Fl’.t')c= U Fey

I'>j+k j'<f+k
i i
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is open and the set (§;°5,°8,°8,) lies in no set of the form T"'(G,r), i'<j'.
Hence reading the P-name of a point w to the left and right to the first occurrences
of this set, from only this finite piece of name we can decide whether w is in
WUrsi+k T""(G,') or its compliment, and so both are almost open, as now is A;(j).

Clearly Uy Av () U Ao(f) N &, as Uiy Frp = Q and T~Y(G;) are disjoint.

We set A;( iY=A,(j). This now defines to(w, j, n). It can be described as follows.
Read the P-name to the left of w to the first occurrence of S, and to the right to
the first occurrence of S beyond index 1. This name now breaks into blocks between
consecutive S's. If a string of such blocks forms the name of some G, lump them
together as such a G,. We know two such cannot overlap. We now have broken
the name into blocks I, I, ..., Ix which are either between two consecutive S’s
or are a copy of some G,. To build t(w, j, 1), we allow any block I; of length more
than j+k to be replaced by any other such block, including the appropriate G,.
Given any block of length =j+k, we allow the P-name across this block to be
modified a little, allowing any symbol >j to be replaced by any other >j. Lastly,
the name preceding 0 or after n can be modified in any way as long as the first
and last occurrences of $ remain the first before 0 and last after n. This constructs
a collection of P-names the union of which is to(w, j, n).

The following lemma is easily seen from this discussion.

LEMMA 9. If to(w, j, n) nto(w’, J, n) # D then to(w, j, n) = to(w', j, n).

As A,(j)=f§,(j) we know to(w, j, n) is that element of A(j)S~l containing w. Let
C(j, n)=A()a", and as A(j+1) refines A(j) the needed conditions on C(j, n)
follow.
We have already defined S(j) and N(j) so what remains undemonstrated are
conditions (i) through (v) and CBIL.
Condition (i) follows as any S(j) = {1, 1°}5 """ is made of blocks between consecu-
tive S’s at most & apart and cannot intersect any T (G;), 0=<i'=<j'—1.
We have already verified (ii) with No=k +1.
A set of the form
k, k
A T™SG) N TSG)S)

where n; <-N(ji) is in Vico T'({S, S}) and if m; >0,
ky K

N T™SG) N TS

fjm] i-k,+l

isin Vie: T'({S, S)) and so condition (iii) follows from corollary 7.
For (iv), if ¢’e C(j, n') ends in a spacer S(j") and

. c'cceC(j,n), nsn',
ends in a spacer S(j"), then if
w €SN NGNE, n',

the P-namec of w from 0 to N(j')+n' begins and ends in an occurrence of S. Thus
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when we thicken w across this piece, getting of course

SG NG’y '),

we need not read either to the left or right of this section. Let I,.., I, be the
blocks into which we break the name. If the length [; of I; is <j+k, then the
thickened block across this section can be one of only a finite collection of sets, as
it is given by a name of length /; in the symbols

{1,...,5, Ad N}

Each such name defines a set, those points which have that name from 0 to /.
Choose oy so small that for any set

Ae{l,.. ./, AN}, Isj+k

of positive probability, 1 (A) >ai.

For any I; with length l;>]+k, this block in (S(j"), N(j))(c’, n') contains Gi,
and we know p.(G,,)>cr' between S’s with a G, is needed, and shows why, even
though the a;(S) must decay at least exponentially, there is no harm in their decaying
faster.

For condition (v), as any set of the form

ky

N TS () ﬂ TS ()°),

{=] =k l+

0=j(i)=J,ji=<j, is a union of cylinders in {S, S}{*"N*", all we need verify is that

such cylinders have sizes decaying at most exponentially fast in their length. By
the Markov property on (T, Q), it is enough to note the fact about S =A, from
theorem 4 that either once k is sufficiently large a,(S)=0, or ax(S)>G* for some
o >0. This now forces the size of a cylinder of length n to be 0 or at least

(;%;)" =g".

The proof of theorem 8 is now finished by noting that CBI follows without an
error term from the Markov property. O

As one application of this result we see that B-automorphisms, which were shown
in [4] to be measurably isomorphic to Bernoulli shifts, as they have e.d.r.t., are
finitarily isomorphic.

This now settles the question of when a mixing Markov shift is almost continuously
isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

Interesting questions, though, present themselves concerning a possibly cyclic
Markov shift, even on a finite state space. It is known [6] that such are of the form
Bernoulli X finite rotation, and that the finite rotation factor is finitely coded from
the Markov partition. It should be true that the isomorphism to Bernoulli x finite
rotation can be achieved almost continuously. This should be true even for countable
statc processcs. For the finite state case, the argument is probably just a variant
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of that for the mixing case [5]. The countable state argument, although it could be
done directly, as could the mixing case we prove here, might be best and most
usefully approached by proving a relativized version, as Thouvenot [7] has done
for the isomorphism theory, of the f.B. condition.
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