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Abstract

Probabilistic models of random walks in random scenerigs gse to
examples of probability-preserving dynamical systems.ofpin the state
spaces consists of a walk-trajectory and a scenery, andhitéion’ corre-
sponds to shifting the time-origin.

These models were proposed as natural examples of non-Bkiko
automorphisms by Adler, Ornstein and Weiss. This was pravedamous
analysis by Kalikow using Ornstein’s Very Weak Bernoullachcterization
of Bernoulli processes. Since then, various authors hawergézed this
construction to give other examples, including some smerdmples due to
Katok and Rudolph.

However, the methods used to prove non-Bernoullicity doafwiously
show that these examples are distinct from one another. gdpser intro-
duces a new isomorphism-invariant of probability-presegsystems, and
shows that in a large class of the above examples it esdgntabtures
the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy of the scenery process alofie.a result,
constructions that use different scenery-entropies givéicuum-many non-
isomorphic examples. Conditionally on an invariance pplecfor certain
local times, these include a continuum of distinct smooth-Bernoulli K-
automorphisms on a fixed compact manifold.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Historical overview

A simple random walk in a random scenery may be described dydiowing
data:

e The firstingredient is the spaée-1}Z with the product measune?/g, where

vijp = %(51 + 0_1). This gives the space of possible step-sequences of the
walk, from the infinite past and to the infinite future, witketbsual i.i.d. law
for those steps.

e The second ingredient is a probability-preserving systér, y, S), where
C'is a finite set of ‘colours’S is the leftward coordinate-shift afi“, andy
is an S-invariant probability onC%. This . is the law of a random scenery,
which decorates every point fawith a colour fromC'.

Elements(y,), € {+1}* may be identified bijectively with patnd — Z
which pass through the origin and whose increments arelatlr 1, by identifying
yn With the increment fromm to n + 1. This converts(y,, ), into the trajectory
taken by the walker, as seen from her current location. Tloedowate shift on
(yn)n acts on this picture by shifting the origin of time, but retag the feature
that the trajectory passes through the origin: that is, wes view the trajectory
from the walker’s current location.

This description may naturally be combined with the wakkerew of the
scenery to form a probability-preserving syster p, R) which captures the whole



of the above picture. First let
(Z.p) = ((+1)" x C* v @ ).
For the dynamics, think df(y,,)n, (xm)m) € Z as a pair
(trajectory through origin scenery viewed by walker at origin

and letR be the transformation which shifts time one step forward,doeserves
the feature that the walker’s location is the origin. In tiota, this is

R((Yn)ns (Tm)m) = (Un+1)n> (Tmtyo)m)-

One checks easily thatis R-invariant. This system is called th@endom walk
in random scenery ., and will be denote®®RWRS,,.

The system®&WRS,, are important in ergodic theory because they are simple
and natural examples of an abstract phenomenon: for marsibimshoices of
u, they are K-automorphisms but not Bernoulli systems. This wonjectured by
Adler, Ornstein and Weiss, who observed that the K-propsifigirly easy to prove
(it also holds for more complicated random walks, as showlléyijson [Mei74]).
However, non-Bernoullicity was not proved at that time, @&mnwlas recorded as an
open problem in [Wei72]. This problem was solved by Kalikavh¢ refers to this
as the [T, T—!] system’, as have many more recent authors).

Theorem ([Kal82]) The procesRWRS ez is not Bernoulli. OJ

1/2

The heart of Kalikow’s work is to show thﬁWRSV®Z does not have the Very
1/2

Weak Bernoulli property, one of the equivalent charac&iins of Bernoullicity
involved in Ornstein’s famous solution of the Bernoulli isorphism Problem.

Other non-Bernoulli K-automorphisms were constructedimeKalikow’s work:
the first in [Orn73], and then a continuum family of them [in [C3% However,
those examples were all obtained by cutting and stackinghierdeliberate pur-
pose.

For any abstract ergodic-theoretic phenomenon, it is oftiaddl interest to
find examples that arise naturally from other parts of matias (see Section
14 of Thouvenot's essay [Tho02] for further discussion).r Ron-Bernoulli K-
automorphisms, more progress in this direction was madeelgnian in [Fel75].
He exhibited some examples in the form of skew products, sdratresembling
RWRSSs, as an application of his new notion of loose Bernoulliditpwever, these
examples still required the a priori cut-and-stack comsion of a non-loosely-
Bernoulli automorphism. A smooth version of this constiarttwas then carried
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out by Katok in [Kat80b], who points out that Ratner’s formide work [Rat79]
provides natural, geometric non-loosely-Bernoulli tfanmations for ingredients.
Nevertheless, following [Kal82]RWRSs remain the principal ‘natural’ examples
of non-Bernoulli K-automorphisms (and, indeed, Kalikowwedly shows thaRWRSZ@Z

1/2
is not even loosely Bernoulli, although we will ignore thisesigthening here).

Thouvenot gives an overview of these developments_in [Th&#ttion 12], as
well as more complete references.

Since [Kal82], Kalikow’s argument has been generalizedanous directions.
Smooth examples of skew products analogouR¥WRSs are shown to satisfy
the same conclusion in_[Rud88], following a suggestion_iai@0b]. In these
examples, the trajectories of simple random walk are repldry the sequences
of ergodic sums of a smooth function over an Anosov diffegghm. More re-
cently, [dHS97] analysed quite general examples of randatkssn Z¢, d >
1, with sceneries given by shift-invariant measures(dh obtaining new non-
Bernoulli-K examples whed = 2.

(Several more recent works have also explored necessargudficient con-
ditions for aRWRS with its obvious generating partition to be Weakly Bernbull
This is a more restrictive question than Very Weak Bernomjli and can be ap-
proached using simpler methods than Kalikow’s. Howevas, fiot an invariant of
measure-theoretic isomorphism. We will not discuss itfertin this paper.)

Having shown that somBWRSs are not Bernoulli, it is natural to ask when
they are isomorphic teach other Kalikow's method does not seem to resolve
this question directly, even for i.i.d. sceneries. Firsitenthat if (C%, u, S) =
(DZ,6,S), thenRWRS,, = RWRSy, since the former isomorphism my simply be
applied to the second coordinate{af1}* x C%. However, the reverse implication
can fail. For instance, ifC%, ., S) is a coding of an ergodic circle-rotation, then
RWRS,, is an isometric extension of the Bernoulli shift+-1}2, u%, S), and in
this case it is still Bernoulli of the same entropy [AS[72, AR50

RWRSergod. rotn. = 1%V"/l%strivial system -

On the other hand, Kalikow’s result itself shows that theriegohism class of
RWRS, does remember something (necessarily isomorphism-amdrabout the
scenery process.

The purpose of this paper is to show that this includes thepybf the scenery
process. This result seems to have been expected for somgltiearnt of this
expectation from J.-P. Thouvenot, but it is also hinted &farshik’s paper [Ver00]
in connection with his notion of ‘secondary entropy’.



1.2 Statement of the main results

The main result below applies to a generalization of RWR$gsses constructed
from certain‘cocycle random walks’. To formulate it, sugpahatY = (Y, v, S)

is a probability-preserving system, that: ¥ — R is measurable, and that
X = (X,u,T) is a jointly measurable and probability-preserving actafnR.
Then thegeneralized RWRS system with basg€Y, o) and fibre X is the resulting
skew-product transformation @i’ x X, v ® p):

(S %o T)(y,z) := (Sy,TU(y)x).

This system will be denote¥ x, X.
For example, suppose that

Y = ({17,055, 9), o((yn)nez) = v,

and that(X, s, T) is a continuous-time flow such thaX, u, T') =~ (CZ%, 1/, S).
Then
Y x; X = RWRS,,.

We shall prove that for certain fixed choices (&f, o), the entropy ofX is
an isomorphism-invariant of the whole generalized RWR3$esgY x, X. The
argument will assume some quite delicate conditions onytsiesY and cocycle
o. In the first place:

Y < AZ is a subshift of finite type;S is the coordinate-shifty is
a Gibbs measure for a Holder continuous potentiakQrando is a
Holder continuous non-coboundary wiglr dv = 0.

We refer to these assumptions collectively(d5 o) being a ‘well-distributed
pair’. The proofs below will make use of this assumption innmdifferent ways.
It could probably be replaced with a longer list of more béspassumptions, but
it seems simpler to restrict to the above class. Many of tseguences of this
assumption that we need assert various kinds of resemblari&®wnian motion
at all sufficiently large scales, with some explicit rate ba tonvergence. This is
in a similar spirit to the ‘asymptotically Brownian’ coniih required by Rudolph
in [Rud88], but technically different.

In addition to the above, we will need to assume that our distiibuted pair
satisfies an ‘Enhanced Invariance Principle’, which déssithe asymptotic law
of the cocycles and also its occupation measures over long time-scaledielvbe
that this principle holds foall well-distributed pairs, and can therefore be dropped
from explicit mention in Theorem A below. However, it is nadtyavailable in the



literature in that generality. It is available for some mespecific examples, and at
time of writing | understand that Michael Bromberg is worion the general case.
This principle will be formulated carefully in Subsectiorb3

Theorem A Suppose thaY = (Y, v, S)ando : Y — R form a well-distributed
pair which satisfies the Enhanced Invariance PrincipleXIlf, i = 1,2 are two
flows such that there exists a factor mépx, X; — Y x, Xo, thenh(X;) >
h(Xs).

Importantly, this allows factor maps that do not act as tleaiidy on the base
systemY. We must therefore find a way to extract the entropy of the exgen
from Y x, X as an abstract p.-p. system, without assuming knowledgkeof t
distinguished factor maff x, X — Y.

It is important that one fix the choice ¢¥, o). Indeed, the invariant that we
shall actually produce takes the forfifo)h(X), where f is some function ot
which is homogeneous of ordér It is easy to see that if one replacesvith 20
and X with its slowdown by a factor o2, then the resulting generalized RWRS
systems are isomorphic, so this fixingeofs essential.

Aaronson’s recent work [Aar12] implies a special case ofdrbam A in which
the factor map is assumed to respect the coordinate factoriong. Applied to
our setting, Corollary 5 of that paper shows tha¥ifand o are the process and
cocycle of classical simple random walk, then a relativédiamap

Y X 5 Xl Y X 5 X2
COOI‘d% /A proj.
Y

can exist only ifh(X;) > h(X3). (Aaronson also handles the case of other stable
random walks, which we leave aside here.) For a canonicatehu generating
partitionZ for these systemX x, Y, this result follows from a calculation of the
distributions of the relative complexities ¢#, N)-names over the base systam
regarded as random variable on the probability sgace). Our work below will
turn out to need many of the same calculations as Aaronséttsvever, relative
complexities give an invariant only of relative isomorphisthey do not serve to
control arbitrary factor map¥ x, X; — Y x, Xo.

Theorem A also has precedents in the study of non-invefiBléR S processes,
for which a point in the state space records only the futuagetory of the walk.
The analog of Theorem A with one-sided simple random walkhin hase was
proved by Heicklen, Hoffman and Rudolph in [HHROO], and aegafization to
some other skew products, including some smooth examples,given by Ball
in [Bal03]. In some ways the steps in our work below reflecsthpapers, except
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that they make essential use of some extra isomorphismiamgatructure of a non-
invertible transformation: the decreasing filtration offmages of ther-algebra.
This idea goes back to work of Vershik around 1970: see [\ler94

Conditionally on the Enhanced Invariance Principle, TkeoiA also covers
certain smooth analogs of RWRSs on compact manifolds, wsipgopriate cod-
ings from Gibbs measures on subshifts. Arguably, these foermost ‘natural’
among all kinds of example in ergodic theory (see again [PhdRection 14],
which includes a discussion of some of these smooth RWRSdikamples, as
studied in[Rud88]). The first smooth non-Bernoulli K-autmphisms were con-
structed in[[Kat80b], but again with a more complicated deson.

For instance, letd : T2 — T2 be a hyperbolic toral automorphism and
be the Haar probability measure, let= (¢").cr be an Anosov flow on a compact
manifold M that preserves the Riemannian volume-forpand on the spaddl? x
M, m ® p) consider the skew-product transformations

rsinxy

T (x1, w2, p) := (A(z1,72),9 p).

Kalikow's argument itself was extended to cover examples ss these in [Rud88].
These can clearly be written as skew products of the f&fmk, X with
Y = (T?,m,A) andX = (M,pu,g). ThisY has a coding given by an a.e.
one-one Holder function” : (Y,v,S8) — (T?,m,A) for some SFTY and
Holder-potential Gibbs measure(see [Bow08]). Therefore Theorem A applies
to these examples provided one knows the Enhanced InvarRriaciple. Since
A x,e g = Ax, g™, whereg is the speedup of by the constant factar, it
follows that the quantity

h(p, g™) = rh(u, g)

is an isomorphism-invariant & x, X. Sinceh(u, g) is finite and positive, these
values are distinct for distinet, and so, conditionally on the Enhanced Invariance
Principle, this family of examples proves the following.

Conditional Corollary B For anyh € (0, o), there is a compact manifold with
a smooth volume form that admits continuum-many smootamespreserving K-
automorphisms of entropywhich are pairwise non-isomorphic. OJ

The corresponding result for non-invertible maps was alsivgrl by Ball
in [Bal03]. This possible consequence of the current worlk Wweought to my
attention by J.-P. Thouvenot.



1.3 A new isomorphism invariant

The key to Theorem A will be a new isomorphism-invariant aftgability-preserving
systems.

The definition of this new invariant is rather involved, anil wot be given in
full until Section%. However, some motivation for it can beem in advance. This
will involve standard notions from information theory, whithe unfamiliar reader
can find recalled in Subsection P.3.

Consider again the basic exampR&'RS,. First, let us recall why the Kolmogorov-
Sinai entropy olRWRS,, does not give any information abokify, S). LetY :=
({+1}2,0% 1/2, L S), letX := (C%, 1, S) be a scenery process (here in discrete time),

let p = ,,1/2 ® u, and leto : {+1}% — {+1} be the time-zero coordlnate These

data together definBWRS,, = Y x, X. Let(Z,p) := ({£1}* x O, v @ ),
and let
a:Z —{£1} xC

be the time-zero map corresponding to the obvious gengrgiamtition % for
RWRS,,. Let 2 be the time-zero partition af”.
ForN e N, let py := ol e Pr(({£1} x C)N) be the distribution of the

(a, N)-name

(a(z),a((S Xy S)(2)), ..., a((S Xo S)N_l(z)))

= (W0, - s yN—1), (0, Ty, Tovs - -+, Ty )

PTON 1

whenz = (y,z) is drawn fromp. The Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy dRWRS,
is given by the leading-order behaviour of the sequence ainn entropies
H(pn) = Hy(Z1%N).

This can be computed in terms of the information functiomadt:¥):

L, glony : Z —> [0,00): 2z — —logp(%[05N)(z)).

In the N-name written above, the strifigo, . .., yn—1) is equally likely to be any
element of{+1}V, so this contributeglog 2) N to the valuel, ;o:x) (y, ). How-
ever, having fixedyo, . .. ,y~—1), the possible output strings, ,, . . LY 1)

are in bijective correspondence with the scenery- portl(mg)meaw , Where

[O Ny = {oh | n € [0;N)}. This gives the total value for the information func-
tion as

Ip”@[o;N) (y, x) = (log 2)N +1 (x)

o
“7,52 [0;N)



By the Shannon-McMillan Theorem (recalled as Theokem 3ldwe for typical
(y,x) and largeN this is

(log2)N + h(u, S)W%@;]\/)‘ + 0<|U€0;N)‘)- 1)

Simple random walk ofZ. behaves diffusively, meaning that for typicathe car-
ginality |U€O;N)‘ is of ordery/N. Therefore for typicaly the above value is given
y
(log 2)N + h(u, S)en (y)VN + o(v/'N)
for some value:y (y) which is typically of orderl.
Thus, if we ignore certain rare events(in =), then the entropy of the scenery
contributes only a correction of ordgfN to

Hy(#) = [ 1, 0000 (2) i),

This sublinear correction disappears in the limit that cotaph(RWRS,,).

In general, sublinear terms in the growth-ratéigf !%")) are notisomorphism-
invariant, so we cannot use the above calculation to pravettariance oh(u, S).
Towards fixing this problem, let us next consider a differamal to look at these
corrections, in terms of another information-theoretiaufity: the mutual informa-
tion between theV-step pastzl—V:9) and theN-step futurez![%"). By definition,
this is

Hp((@[*N;O)) + Hp(gg[o;N)) _ Hp(%[fN?N)).

Now each term here may be written as an integral of informdiimctions:

f (Ip’c%‘[fN;O) (z) + Ip“@[o;m (z) — Ip“@[fzv;zv) (z)) p(dz).

Let us again ask about the typical behaviour of the integtaard forz ~ p, ignor-
ing certain extreme events (specifically, that the simpheloan walk covers much
more ground that expected between time¥ and V).

Substituting from[(IL), we find that for typical = (y, =) and sufficiently large
N we have

L at-n0) (2) + 1, gion) (2) — 1, r-nim) (2)
= (log2)(N + N —2N) + h(,u,S)(|O‘%_N;O)| + |U?[J0;N)| - |O'%_N;N)|) + O(\/N)
= 0+ h(p, S)|of_xig) O Ty | + (V).

Heuristically, this calculation runs as follows: the steaken by the walk in the

past and future are independent, so contribute nothingetontitual information;
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and the remaining mutual information is all contributed that portion of the
scenery visited by both thg-step past and thé&/-step future

Now, an easy appeal to Donsker’s Invariance Principle givasasN — o,
the random variablg — |of_N;0) N Ug;N)V\/N converges in law to the random

variable.#*(Byy .11 n B/, ,1), whereB and B’ are independent Brownian motions.
: (0,11 ** Zfo,1] e

This suggests that, provided one allows for this limitindpdgour of the random
variabley — ‘O’ELN_O) N ag_N) , the constant(y, S) should be visible in the

asymptotic behaviour df,(#Z!-N:9); 1%N)) (perhaps after allowing the excision
of a small-measure subset pf1}% x C% to remove ‘pathological’ random-walk
trajectories).

As with the sublinear entropy-corrections themselves, expects that the se-
quence of mutual informatioris(%(~Vi0); %I%N)) does not give an isomorphism-
invariant of general process¢, %) (although | have not proved this carefully).
The key remaining idea is to modify the definition Ipfto obtain a more robust
quantity.

The way to do this is suggested by a general viewpoint thaadir has already
been very fruitful in the study of Kolmogorov-Sinai entropgiven an ergodic
systemZ = (Z,p, R), a finite measurable partitio® of Z and a finite-valued
mapa : Z —> A which generates?, the Shannon-McMillan Theorem expresses
h(Z, %) as the exponential growth rate of the effective number ofigain A"
needed to supportgf];N)p. However, as observed by Feldman ([Fel80]), this may
also be approximated by choosing some sufficiently small 0, and then asking
after the exponential growth rate of the numbe(&¥ )-balls needed to cover most

of the measurach;N)p in the Hamming metric spaces

(ANa dHam)-

Having proved this covering-number representation, thia@phism-invariance
of h(Z, #) follows fairly easily, since an isomorphism of processey traapprox-
imated, for sufficiently largeV, by a sequence dfipschitzmaps between these
metric spaces, for which the change in those covering nusribeasily controlled.

Inspired by this viewpoint, our replacement for the seqedpczl—V:0), 210:N))
will be a sequence of values measuring how much ‘informatsheld by both of
the partitionsz!—V:9) and ZI%N) if one insists that this ‘information’ can be re-
covered robustly if one allows small errors according tolfaanming metrics on
Al=N:0) and AN

An important step in this paper is the rigorous developméittie new invari-
ant, via notions defined on abstract spaces that carry plaingiics. This will be
the work of Sectiofil5.
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1.4 Outline of the remaining sections

Section$ 2 and| 3 present a variety of standard or routindtsebat will be needed
later, concerning analysis and dynamics respectively.s&tton 3.6 formulates
the Enhanced Invariance Principle and described some caadsch it is known.

Sectiorl 4 is a warm-up for the rest of the paper. It describegedasic features
of the marginal metric spaces that arise from the skew-mtsda Theorem A.

Sectiorl b introduces the specific new isomorphism-invaigathe heart of the
proof of Theorem A, estimates it in a few simple cases, artdsthe more precise
Theoreni 5.28 about its behaviour for the skew-productsappéar in Theorem A.

Section$ b andl 7 prove the upper bound asserted in Théor&n 5.2

Section[8 returns to the study of well-distributed cocycfesusing on some
more subtle properties that are needed for the lower bouhif @mong these is
the ability, for a ‘typical’ trajectory of the cocycle over the intervaf0,1..., N —
1}, to find very many somewhat large subsets of this intervalloichw is injective,
and which have a discrete ‘Cantor-like’ structure.

Sectior 9 then uses these finer properties to prove the loswgrcbasserted in
Theoreni 5.23, and hence complete the proof of Theorem A.i§hiore difficult
than the upper-bound proof, and draws important ideas fiCaBP].

Finally, Sectiori_ID formulates some open questions andtares for further
investigation.
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2 Preliminaries: analysis and probability

2.1 Basic conventions

An interval will be either an interval iR or a discrete interval iZ; the ambient
set will always be clear from the context. dfb € Z with a < b then|a;b] :=
[a;04+ 1) := (a — 1;b] := {a,a + 1,...,b}. Sometimes we use the abbreviation
[n] :=[0;n).

Given an intervalK < R, we will let Int(K') denote the collection of all
nonempty compact subintervals &f. We give it the topology inherited from the
obvious identification witH (u,v) € K | u < v} < R2.
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Lebesgue measure dwill be denoted by#!. If I is a bounded interval in
eitherR or Z, thenU; will denote the uniform probability distribution oh

We will usex to denote convolution of functions or measuresiyin any case
in which it is well-defined.

In this paper, anollifier will be a compactly-supported smooth functign:

R — [0, o0) which is symmetric about the origin and satisfiesd.#* = 1.

The following popular notation from harmonic analysis Wik useful later.
Given two collectiong A;);er, (B;)ier of non-negative real numbers and another
structure or quantityX, we write A, <x B; to assert that there is a constant
C € (0,00) depending only oiX such thatd; < C'B; foralli. We write A; ~x B;
in case bot¥; <x B; andB; <x A;.

2.2 Probability

Various later arguments will involve comparisons with Broan motion. We will
always letW e PrC[0,00) be the classical Wiener measure, and\Wt ;) €
Pr C[0,1] be the law ofB|jy 1) for B ~ W. This latter is supported on the closed
subset
Co(0,1] := {f € C[0,1] | f(0) = O}.

If (X,%,p) is a probability space and € X hasu(A) > 0, thenp 4 will
denote the conditional measyi€A n -)/u(A).

In our dynamical applications, all probability spaces v standard Borel,
and we will generally omit theis-algebras from the notation.

We will later make several uses of the following quanti@tapproximation to
absolute continuity.

Definition 2.1 (Approximate absolute continuity)Let (X, ) be a measurable
space, andv be finite measures aoif, ande € [0,0) and M € (0, ). Then we
write thatp <y v if

p(A) < Mv(A)+e VAeX,
and we write thaj ~a7 . v if u <pr v andv <are p.
In caseu andv are both probability measures, an easy exercise gives
HLeV <= VK&l <= [~1eV

(where the first equivalence holds because the Jordan desitiop gives(u —
v)T(X) = (p — v)~(X) for any two probability measures). On the other hand,
1 <aro vifand only if 4 is absolutely continuous with respecttand||d/dv|| e,y <
M.

The following basic properties are also routine to verify.
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Lemma 2.2. Approximate absolute continuity enjoys the following emies:
o If py <apy ey p2 @NApg Kapy e, p13, then

U1 KMy Mo, Mieo+e1 H3-

o If p,v,0 e PrRandu <. v, then alsod x pp <pre 0 % v. O

2.3 Information Theory

We shall make use of several notions from Information Theditye main defini-
tions are recalled here, but we shall largely take standaets for granted: Cover
and Thomags [CT06] is a canonical reference.

Given a countable set andu € Pr A, theShannon entropyof p is

H(p) := — Y pfa}log pfa} € [0, +o0].
acA

Relatedly, if (X, 1) is any probability space and : X — A is measurable,
thenH,, (¢ ) := H(psp); and if & is a countable measurable partitionf then
H“(@) H,, () for any choice of countable-valued mapvhose level-sets are
the cells of@

If (X,%, ) is any probability space andis another probability onX, then
the Kullback-Leibler divergence of v with respect to j is

Y log du ifv<pu
Diw(v 1) = { b i L)

Next, suppose tha¥” and.2 are two countable measurable partition$ Xf >, 11).
Then theconditional entropy of & given 2 is the quantity

H,(712) = Z N(C)HMC(‘@)
Ce2

(where we interpret thos€ € 2 for which x(C') = 0 as contributing zero). The
mutual information of &2 and2 undery is defined by

L(2;2):=H,(2)-H,(Z|2).
A standard calculation shows that this is symmetricArand 2, and also that
L,(2,2) = H(2)+Hu(2)-H, (2 v 2)

= JDKL (s (2@ | xn) p(dz), 2
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wherep : X — A is any finite-valued function generating the partitioh (see,
for instance, Equations (2.45) and (2.36)[in [CIT06, Sec?i@y). More generally,
given a third partitionZ, theconditional mutual information of & and2 given

Zis

L(2:2|%) = H(P|Z)-H(?|2v7)
| a5 2) ),

where the second equality is another standard calculation.
These definitions easily give the following.

Lemma 2.3. Let (X;, ¥;, ;) for ¢« = 1,2 be probability spaces, and for eachet
Z;, 2; andZ; be countable measurable partitions &f. Then

Lin@us (P11 ® P23 21 @ 2o | %1 @ H2) = Ly (P13 21 | 1) + Ly (P23 Lo | K2).
O

We will also need the following simple but less standard walions.

Lemma 2.4(Conditioning mutual information on a subsel) (X, X, 1) is a prob-
ability space,#?, 2, andZ are countable partitions i, and A € ¥ has positive
measure, then

(AL, (P 2| %) <log2 +1,(7; 2| %).

Proof. Let o := {A, X\A}. From the definition of conditional mutual infor-
mation and the fact that it is always non-negative ([CTO6roCary 2.6.3]), one
obtains

wAL, (22| %) < WAL (P; 2| Z) + n(X\A)L
= 1,(2,2|Z v ).

(72| Z)

HIx\A

The Chain Rule for mutual informatior_(ICTO06, Theorem 2Jbdives
L(P v A, 2|%)=1,(F; 2| %)+ (P 2| % v o)
— L (P22|Zvd)<1 (P Vv A 2|%),

and now another use of the definitions, subadditivity of gmtrand the Data-
Processing Inequality gives

(P Vv 2|%) = H(PVvA|Z)-H (P Vv A2V
< Hy(o)+H(Z|Z2)-H, (2|2 v %)
= H () +1,(P22|2Z).
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Finally, H, (%) < log || = log2. O

Lemma 2.5(Uniform integrability from relative entropy bound)f (X, >, 1) is a
probability space and = f - € Pr X with D := Dky, (v | 1) < o0, then for any
C > 0one has

v <<eC,(D+e*1)/C M.

Proof. SinceD = { flog f du, and the functiort — ¢log ¢ has a global minimum
att = e~! with value—e™1, one has

lo
u{f>e°‘}=f fdu=f fdu<f 7L ay
{f>eC} {log f>C} {log f>C}

1 D+e!
< = 1 du < .
Cflf og f|du e

Therefore for any measurable < X one has

D+e!

v(4) = L Fp < Cp(A) + (A {f > e)) < eu(d) +

2.4 Metric and pseudometric spaces

If (X,d) is a metric or pseudometric spaees X andr > 0, then
Bl(z) = {y e X |d(z,y) <}

is the radius= open ball around:. It will sometimes be abbreviated B, (z) if
d is understood. IfF' < X, thenB,(F) := |J,cp Br(z). A subsetF' < X is
r-separatedif

d(xz,y) =r Vax,ye F distinct

Ther-covering numberof (X, d) is
cov((X,d),r) =min{|F|| F < X, B,(F) = X}.

A metric measure(‘m.m.") spaceis a triple (X, d, 1) consisting of a metric
space( X, d) and a Radon measureon X. In this paper it will always be tacitly
assumed that is finite. If u(X) = 1 then(X,d, ) is a metric probability
(‘m.p.) space All m.m. spaces appearing below will either be compact ®mear
as Borel subsets of compact spaces.

15



It will sometimes be necessary to generalize this classdoige pseudomet-
rics. However, the open balls for a pseudometric may not rgémehe whole of
the relevantr-algebra. Thus, in this paperpgeudometric measurgresp. pseu-
dometric probability ) (‘psm.m!, resp. psm.p) spacewill be a triple (X, d, 1)
in which X is a standard Borel spagejs a measure (resp. probability) 6 and
d: X x X — [0,00) is a pseudometric which is Borel measurable)or X
and is totally bounded. Clearly all compact m.m. spacedri#dl this class. This
definition is similar to, though slightly more restrictivean, Vershik's class of
‘admissible’ pseudometrics in [Verl0].

If X is a standard Borel space, then one may obtain a totally lemliBdrel
pseudometriel on X by letting (Z, d¥) be a compact metric space apd X —

Z a Borel map, and then taking):= dZ o ¢*2. An easy exercise shows that every
totally bounded Borel pseudometriton X arises this way, by lettingZ, d%)

be the completion of the quotient &f by the zero-distance equivalence relation
defined byd.

If (X,d,pn)is apsm.m. space with-algebra> andU € X, then we usually
abbreviate

(Ua d|U><U7 /L|EﬁU) = (Uv d> :“’)7

so this latter has total maggU). On the other hand, {fX, d, 1) is a psm.p. space
andU e ¥ hasu(U) > 0, then

(U7d|U><Umu(U)_l : /L|EmU) = (Uv dn“’|U)7

another psm.p. space.
Given a psm.m. spadeX, d, u) anda,r > 0, thea-partial r-covering num-
ber is

cove((X,d,p),r) :=min{|F|| F € X, u(B,(F)) > a}. (3)

Much of the work later will concern a natural ‘roughening’ hfe class of
Lipschitz maps. Given pseudometric spat&sd~ ) and(Y,d"), and alsa:, L >
0, amapf : X — Y is c-almost L-Lipschitz if

d¥ (f(x), f(2)) < Ld¥(z,2") + ¢ Va,2’' € X.

This class of maps already has a natural place in the studyprafentration of
measure. For instance, it appears repeatedly in Chaéterf &romov [Gro01]
(starting in the proof of 315(b)), under the terminologyx-Lipschitz up toc’.
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3 Preliminaries: ergodic theory

We shall need to call on a variety of classical results frogodic theory, and espe-
cially from entropy and Ornstein theory for probabilityegerving transformations.
Two standard references that emphasize the material weaneeshields [Shi96]
and Kalikow and McCutcheon [KM10].

3.1 Probability-preserving systems and their entropy

In the following, aprobability-preserving (‘p.-p.") systemis a triple(X, u, T') in
which (X, 1) is a standard Borel probability space dfid X — X is measur-
able, has a measurable inverse, and preserv&milarly, ap.-p. flow is a triple
(X, u, T) inwhich (X, 1) is standard Borel an@ : R —~ X is jointly measurable
and y-preserving. Many properties of such a flow are closely eeldb properties
of its time-1 system(X, u, T*).

The classical entropy theory of p.-p. systems is most eatilgyduced in terms
of finite partitions ofX (or, equivalently, finite-valued measurable functionsXon
We will assume this theory as it is presented, for exampliSm96] or [KM1Q].

An essential tool will be the Shannon-McMillan Theorem. ®durther nota-
tion will be useful. Suppose th&iX, 11, T') is a p.-p. system and tha? is a finite
Borel partition of X. A pair such agX, &?) will be called aprocess For any
subsetF’ < Z, let

2" =\ T7(2),
nekF
where this is interpreted as a new patrtition in cases finite, or, more generally,
as ao-subalgebra of the-algebra ofX if F'is infinite. Now let

XIS};I — {1’ e X ‘ ef(h(X,??)Jrs)\I\ < u(@l(w)) < ef(h(X,??)fs)\I\}

(so this depends o, although the notation suppresses that dependence)lyClear

XV = TH(XPY) for everyn e Z.

The foIIowingi can be found in [KM10, Section 4.2] or [Shi9&Eons 1.5 and
1.6].

Theorem 3.1(Shannon-McMillan Theorem)if (X, u, T') is ergodic then
p(XPY) — 1

as|I| — oo for any fixede > 0. O

The following is also essentially a standard result.
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Lemma 3.2. For any N > 1, the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy satisfies
H, (20N | =M | W(X, #)N asM — .

Proof. When N = 1, this can be obtained from [KM10, Corollary 423 and The-
orem 434] or from|[[Shi96, Equation 1.6(3)]. For generdl, the chain rule for
relative entropy (see, for instance, [Shi96, Equationl)jegr [CTOE, Section 2.5])

gives
N-—

Hu(gz[O;N) | =0y Z P)| Pl-Min)),

SinceN is fixed, we may now apply the special case to each right-hamdreand
separately ad/ — oo. O

Now consider two discrete intervalsJ < Z such thatl u J is also a discrete
interval: thus, either one of them is empty, or they are ajhcor they intersect.

Lemma 3.3. GivenX and &, there is a functiory : N — [0, o0) with g(m) =
o(m) asm — oo such that

L2721 | 21°7) < ().
Proof. The definition ofl,, gives

(@) 2| P100) = W (27| 21) B (2| )
= WP PI) —m (2N 2, @

sincez! v 217 = ! Various cases are now trivial: if eithéror .J is empty,
or if either] < J or J < I, then this right-hand side collapses to zero.

In the remaining case, we observe thf is also a nonempty interval. In
this case, standard monotonicity properties of conditi@miropy together with
Lemmd 3.2 give

h(X, 2)|\I| < H,(2\ | 2T <H,(2/\ | 2177 <H,(27\).
However, the right-hand quantity here is of the form
h(X, 2)[\] + g(|J\I])

for some sublinear function, so the right-hand side dfl(4) is bounded by thjs
completing the proof. OJ
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Given a p.-p. transformatioX = (X, u,T) and a finite Borel partition??,
one may always choose a finite seand functionpy : X — A which generates
Z. Having done so, lep,, := ¢y o T™ for eachn € Z, and more generally
or = (¢n)ner : X —> AF for F < Z. Abbreviatepy =: ¢, so this is now a
factor map

(XnuaT) - (AZ7 P [y S)

The entropy of the procesX, &7) may be understood as the entropy rateof,
regarded as the law of a stationary sequencé-gélued random variables.

Having fixed %, A andy, the mapp_,.q) : X —> A0 is referred to as
thepastof the proces$X, 7). The measurg may be disintegrated over_..q),
giving a probability kernel

ACE0) S PrX e s

this is referred to asonditioning on the past Various entropy-theoretic properties
may be expressed in terms of these conditional measurdse first place,

h(X> 32) = JHuw(oo;o)(w)(‘gz) /L(dx) = JH(QD*:“@(OC;O)(Q:)) :u(dx)>
the expected Shannon entropy4f given the past (see [Shi96, Subsection 1.6.b]).

3.2 Compact models

Instead of finite partitions, much of our later work will rebypn endowingX with a
compact metric for whicH’ is continuous. This is always possible by the following
classical result (see, for instance, [Var85, Theorem 5.7])

Theorem 3.4.If (X,u,T) is any jointly measurable p.-p. action of an l.c.s.c.
group on a standard Borel probability space, then it is isopiic as such to a
jointly continuous action on a compact metric space withrarariant probability
measure. O]

In case( X, d¥) is a compact metric spacé,is a jointly continuous action ¢&
orRon X, andy € Pr’ X, we shall refer td X, d*, i, T') as acompact model p.-
p. systemor flow. We shall work with compact models of our systems in much of
the sequel. Of course, after choosing compact models, westillallow arbitrary
Borel (not necessarily continuous) factor maps betweem thEhey key to using
the metric space structure, in spite of this flexibility, Ma& Lusin’s Theorem.

One can use such a choice of metfit to express the Kolmogorov-Sinai en-
tropy. This relationship can be traced back to Feldman's«wofFel80], and it is
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worked out in detail (for actions of general unimodular aatda groups) by Orn-
stein and Weiss in [OW87, Part Il]. We quickly recall somelod tesults that we
need here, largely referring to that latter work.

First, for any compact model p.-p. systéi, dX, i, T') and any finiteF’ < Z,
let

dX(z,2') == Z X (T, ).
nekF

This is a sequence of metrics df. In terms of this construction, for any > 0,
one defines thepatial r-entropy h(u, T, d~,r) by

1
X P X
h(p,T,d*,r) = igg lj{frﬂrg Ncovl,g((X, d[O;N),,u),rN). (5)

Similarly, if (X,dX,u,T) is a compact p.-p. flow anfl < R is measurable
with finite measure, then

d¥(z, ') = f dX(Ttx, T2 dt,
F
and thespatial r-entropy h(u, T, dX,r) is again given by[(5), where now is
allowed to run through real values.

The connection between these spatial entropies and thedg§oirav-Sinai en-
tropy is the following, established ih [Fel80, OW87]:

Proposition 3.5. In the setting of either a compact model system or compacemod
flow, one has

suph(, T, d*,r) = lim h(u, T,d*,r) = h(u,T).

r>0

O

Corresponding to this, one would expect a relative of thenS8ba-McMillan
Theoren{ 311 for the exponential order of themeasure of a typical small-radius
ball in the spacé X, dfg;N),u), onceN is large. Such a result is proved in [OW87,
Section 1.4, Theorem 5]. The related result that we will bstow is actually a
step on the way to their proof of that theorem.

Proposition 3.6 ([OW87, Section 11.4, Proposition 3]}For any € (0,1], 7 > 0
andh* < h(p, T,d~,r), one has

covg((X, dfé;N),u), rN) > exp(h*N)

for all sufficiently large/NV. OJ
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The approach to entropy theory using compact metrics, réitlag partitions,
will be highly convenient in the rest of this paper. In Secii®, a new invari-
ant of systems will be defined explicitly in terms of the setpes of metrics
d)g,N), and we will see that this ‘geometric’ definition leads natiyrto a proof
o% i’somorphism-invariance similar to a proof of the Kolmgow-Sinai Theorem in
terms of these metrics.

For the entropy theory dR-actions, it has long been known that the metric-
based approach is considerably cleaner and more efficibist:ré¢alization goes
back to Feldman_[Fel80], and stimulated the use of compadticeén ergodic
theory more generally. This program has recently beeneagtpromoted by Ver-
shik and his co-workers[([Verl0, VZP13]). As will becomearién Sectiori b, the
present paper owes a great deal to this point of view.

Given a topological flowI” : R —~ X with metric ¥, another dynamically-
defined sequence of metrics g may be obtained by supremizing over time-
intervals, rather than integrating: for any nonempty cothpac R, let

d?’oo(w, 2') := supd® (T'z, T'z).

teF

When it is necessary to distinguish this from the earlierrimetve will refer to
the metricsd® as Hamming-like metrics and to the metricﬁfé’oo as Bowen-
Dinaburg metrics. In topological dynamics, the asymptotic packing or cawgri
numbers of the metricdfé’OC are the basis of the Bowen-Dinaburg approach to
topological entropy, but are not so directly related to Kodrarov-Sinai entropy.
However, it will be convenient to know later that given a thggical flow (X, T")
and an ergodic invariant probabilify, these alternative metrics may also be used to
defineh(yu, T'). This has previously been proved in [Kat80a, Theorem 1.BwH
ever, we will need a slightly stronger, local version of tbantrol, so we include a
precise statement and proof here. Cleafy” > d¥, but we will need a result in
the reverse direction.

Lemma 3.7. If (X,d~,u,T) is an ergodic compact model flow, then for every
g,0 > 0 there is ad; > 0 such that, for everyy € X and K € Int(R) with
ZLYK) = 1, one has

cov((Bd

X
5fg1(K)(w)7d§’oo), 5) < exp(a.ﬁfl(K)).

Proof. Clearly it suffices to prove this witd = [0,a] for somea > 1. Let
N :=|a|, and observe thaV > a/2.
By the joint continuity ofT’, there is somé’ > 0 such that

Ve, o' e X, d¥(z,2)) <d @ — r[na2x2] dX(Ttz, T'2") < §/2,
te[-2,
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and now there is also sondé > 0 such that

Ve, o' e X, d¥(z,2)) <" — r[nax]dX(Ttx,Ttw') <.
te|—2,2
This latter condition implies that f* (17"x, T"2") > §' for somen € Z, then
dX (Ttz, Ttz") = 6" for all t € [n,n + 1], and therefore

f dX(Ttz, T'') dt = &"|{n € [0; N) | d* (T"z, T"a') = §'}|. (6)
0

Let # = (P,...,P,) be a Borel partition ofX into sets of diameter less
thané’. Having chosen this, lef € (0, ) be so small that in the spaf@ m]" the
cardinality of a Hamming ball of radiug\ is less thars" for all N > 1. Finally,
choose); :=nd" /2.

After these preliminaries, suppose thatr’ € X satisfydfgva] (x,2) < d1a <
nd” N. Then [6) implies that

[{n € [0;N) | dX(T"z, T"2") = &'}| < nN.
Fix z, and for eac € Z let
Pno:=T (B (T"z)) and P, :=T "(P) fori=1,2,... ,m.
Then the above estimates imply that

dX
0,
B(Sl[aa] (x) < | Powy N Praw, 0N PN_1wy -

(wo, ...,wy—1) € [0;m]V
[{n € [0; N) | wn # 0} < nN

By the choice of’, each individual intersection on the right here b]ésfﬁ-diameter
less thany, and by the choice af the number of such intersections appearing in
this union is less thae ™. ]

3.3 Gibbs measures on mixing SFTs

The source of base systems for the examples in Theorem A dahke of Gibbs

measures on mixing SFTs, and other invariant states ondgjgal dynamical sys-
tems that can be suitably coded from these. These form the betting of the

‘thermodynamic formalism’. The standard monographs [B&8WPP90] provide a
good reference for most of our needs, and [Rue04, Sin72¢llagpver the same
material.
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Given a finite alphabetd, we shall usually consided? endowed with the
metric
d(a,a’) = Z 2_‘"|1{an¢%}.
nez
We also endowd (—*:0) with the analogous metric.

A function AZ — R is Holder if it is so with respect tal for some positive
Holder exponent, and similarly for a functiott~*:®) — R. A function on A%
is one-sidedif it factorizes through the coordinate projectiotf —> A(~%:01,
Motivated by the thermodynamic formalism, we will sometsnwefer to a Holder
function restricted to any closed subset4ff as apotential (ignoring the many
more general potentials that can be considered in the tlasmmamic formalism).

As usual, asubshift of finite type (‘SFT’) in A% is a closedS-invariant subset
Y < A” defined by a finite set of forbidden subwords. We always endmi an
SFT with the restriction!”” of the metricd above.

Given a topologically mixing SF¥ < A% and a potentiap : Y — R, there
is always an associatégibbs measurer € Pr® Y, uniquely characterized by the
property that there ar@, ¢, € (0,00) and P € R such that

crexp (Pl + Y ¢(5™)) < (@ (1) < crexp (P + Y 0(S™y))  (7)
nel nel
for all y € Y and bounded discrete intervalsc Z: see [[Bow08, Theorem 1.4]
or [PP90, Chapter 3]. Henceforth we shall refer to a triplev, S) in which (Y, S)
is a mixing SFT and’ is the Gibbs measure associated to some potential as a
mixing Gibbs system
Now leta : Y — A be the time-zero coordinate map and &t be the

partition it generates. Lét— := o(~®0(Y) < A0, The Gibbs measure
associated to a potential is constructed via its image™ := ag—oo;o]y e PrYy—.
This image determineg uniquely, byS-invariance. As in the proof of Ruelle’s
Perron-Frobenius Theorem (see [PP90, Theorem 2.2]), oyeaimays find an-
other Holder function) : Y~ — R such that

e o — 1) o al=%0l is cohomologous to a constant ov&among Holder func-
tions, and

e the Perron-Frobenius operato(Y ) — C(Y ™) defined by
Lyf(y):= Y, " f(ya)
acA|yagY ~

satisfiesL1y- = 1y, and otherwise has spectrum contained in a disk of
radius strictly less tha (in this case the Perron-Frobenius operator is said
to be ‘normalized’[[PP90, Chapter 2]).

23



Having found thisy, the measure— is the unique probability measure for which
L:ZV_ =v.

After reconstructing from v, this Perron-Frobenius operator has the inter-
pretation that for any bounded measurable funcfiant’ ~ — R andr € N one
has

E,(f ool o 57| 000y — (L7 f) 0 ol =),

In particular, ify — v, is the disintegration of over the strict past(~*% :
Y — A0 then the equatioh},v~ = v~ implies

Qg Vy = Z ety

acA | yaeY ~

By the Holder condition and the fact thitis an SFT, there are < w0, 8 €
(0,1) and Ny € N such that

N =Ny, and y,y €Y~ with 2[-No0l(y) = gl=Noill (1)

— {a|lyaeY }={aly'acY }and max e(ya) —(y'a)| < bBY.
a|yaeY —

This has proved the following.

Lemma 3.8(Holder continuity of conditional measuresh the setting above there
are No e N, b < oo andg € (0,1) such that for anyV > N, one has

y.y' € Y™ with 27V () = 2RO (y)

d(ary) < ebﬁN

d e "
= Quly ~ ayly and e <
d(Oé*I/yl

Corollary 3.9. If (Y, v, S) and & are as above and alspe N U {0}, then

sup L, (2PN +p). pl=N=pip)) < o,
N=1

Proof. Suppose first thgt = 0. The Chain Rule for mutual information ([CTO6,
Theorem 2.5.2]) gives

N-1
L2, 2 = > 1L(8 =80 | golOim)y. ®)

n=0
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Letting IV, be as in LemmBa_3]8, we obtain

. d(aoS™) (V) pi-Nin "
b8 (« )+ (Y tw )(y))) < b8

VH,Z<A%,
d((O{ ) Sn)* (V"@[O,n) (y)))

and hence
Integrating OVeW| po:n) (y) and recalling Equatiori{2), this gives
L,(S7"(2); 2I7N0) | 2l0m)) < " Y = Ny,

Therefore the right-hand sum il (8) is bounded by

No—1 N-1
D LS (2); PN 20y 1 N b
n=0 n=Ng

which remains bounded & — o because b5" is a convergent series.
Finally, if p > 1, then the definition and standard properties of mutual méor
tion give

Iy(gz[fp;Nw); @[—N—p;p))

= HV((@[fN—p;p)) + Hy(@[*p;N+p)) _ HV((@[*pr,Ner))

< Hl,((@[fop;fN)) + Hy(@[o;p)) + HV<r@[fp;0)) n H,,(L@[MN*P))
+HV(@[_N?O)) 4 Hy(@[—N;O)) _ Hy(@[—N,N))

< 4pH,(Z) + IV(@[O%N); (@[—N;O)).

3.4 Holder cocycles over mixing SFTs

The structure of a generalized RWRS system seems to depted delicately on
the cocycles which defines it. This subsection is given to various prapgerof
such cocycles that will be needed later. The general flawaf comparing them
over long time-scales with Brownian motion. Such probabdilimit theorems are
a very classical subject in dynamics. They are all widelgwn for simple random
walk itself: a suitable reference is9R]. In our slightly more general setting, much
of what we need will be taken from Guivarc’h and Hardy’s clasgork [GH8E],
which in turn built on older methods of Nagaev for certain ktarchains|[Nag57],
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among others. A suitable invariance principle is proved bmiBiovich and Sinai
in [BS81], or can be deduced from the strong invariance pies given in[PS75].

Let (Y,v, S) be as in the previous subsection.cAcycleover a(Y, v, S) will
be a real-valued measurable function Y — R. The term ‘cocycle’ will refer
either to this function itself, or to the resulting functi@dhx ¥ — R defined by
the partial sums:

S o(Smy) ifn>1
(n,y) =< 0 if n =0
—3ol o(Smy)  ifn< -1

It will often be convenient to denote this value bf. We may also think of it as a
random function
Z— R:nw— ol

defined on the probability spa¢¥®, v/). For a fixed choice of, we will refer to the
function¢¥ as acocycle-trajectory to emphasize this point of view.

Mean-zero, Holder cocycles enjoy a (weak) version of Derisknvariance
Principle. It is proved for any dynamical system admittingugtable Markov par-
tition (including our mixing Gibbs system@’, v, S)) in [BS81]: see their The-
orems 2" and 3. To formulate it, it will be convenient to irduwe the maps
trajy : RZ — ([0, 1] defined by

trajy (0)(t) := NV2((Nt — [Nt])opng + ([Nt + 1] — Nt)oyny)

(that is,traj rescalesr horizontally by N—' and vertically byN—'/2, and then
interpolates linearly to produce a function {fh 1]). Similarly, definetraj_, :
R%Z —s C[0,1] by

traj_n(o)(s) := Nfl/z((—Ns — |=Ns])oj_ng + (|=-Ns + 1] + Ns)al,NsJ).

Theorem 3.10(Invariance principle) If (Y, o) is a mixing Gibbs system and:
Y — R s a Holder cocycle witt'g o dv = 0, then there is some > 0 for which
theInvariance Principle holds:

trajy(o¥) v, B as N — o0,

where the left-hand side is regarded as a random variabléherptobability space
(Y, v), and the right hand side has laW(g ;;. Moreover,c = 0 if and only ifo is
a coboundary ovef among Holder functions. O
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In view of its role in the above theorem, we shall call the stantc? the ef-
fective varianceof (Y, o). Henceforth we will work with non-coboundaries, and
will generally normalize so that the effective variancé.is

Definition 3.11. A well-distributed pairis a pair (Y, o) in whichY = (Y,v,.5)
is a mixing Gibbs system and : Y — R is a Holder non-coboundary with
§{ o dv = 0 and with effective variance.

The next result gives the optimum rate of convergence to ssiau law for
the distribution ofz¥; for a fixed V.

Theorem 3.12(Berry-Esseen property. [GHB8, Théoreme B.IV.2J) (Y, o) is
well-distributed, then

1
sup [v{o%, <tVN} —N(—0,t)| Syos — VN =1, 9
tdg\ {ok } = N( )| sv, ~ )

whereN(—oo, t) is the cumulative distribution function of a standard Gaass[]

3.5 The Enhanced Invariance Principle

In addition to the preceding results on cocycle-distrimitiwe will also need an
enhancement of the conclusion of Theofem 13.10 which simedtasly describes
the frequency of visits oY to different regions iMR. To formulate this, given
y € Y and a nonempty finite subsgtc Z, let

1
’yy = (50%.
FF 7;
This is theoccupation measure ot over the set of timesF'.

Let LB(u), u € R, be Brownian local time at timé, regarded as &'.(R)-
valued random variable on the spa@e (0, 1], Wiq 17) (see, for instance, [Kal02,
Chapter 22]). Observe that@ : R — [0,00) is a mollifier andd is a Radon
measure ofiR, then the convolutiorp x § may always be understood as the smooth
function

" Jm — ) 6(dv).

The following is the additional property of a well-distriiedl pair that we will
need.

Definition 3.13 (Ehanced Invariance PrincipleYhe well-distributed pai(Y, o)
satisfies th&nhanced Invariance Principldf there is a mollifierp such that

(train (0¥), (9 * Vg (VNU)uer) = (B, LP)
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for the product of the uniform and locally uniform topologienCy (0, 1] x C.(R).
As before, the left- and right-hand sides here are undedsamrandom variables
on (Y,v) and(Co(0, 1], W[o 17), respectively.

| strongly suspect that every well-distributed pair satisthe Enhanced Invari-
ance Principle, so that the above could instead be intrablase theorem. I§ is
aperiodic (see [GH88]), then the above convergence shatlidlidy hold for every
mollifier . If ¢ is cohomologous to afZ-valued cocycle for somé > 0, say
o =71+ foS— f,then the occupation measuresséfare ‘adjustments’ of those
of ¥, which are supported of¥%.. However, the above should still hold provided
 is strictly positive on an intervdl-a, a] with a > max{¢, || f|}. The proofs of
these results should be based on the same spectral andlylssscomplex Ruelle
operator as in_[GHE&8] of [PPHY0, Chapter 4]. However, as fdrka®w this result
has appeared in the literature only in special cases:

e In case(Y,o) is the pair of a simple random walk, then it follows from
a much stronger classical coupling result between ocaupatieasures of
simple random walk and Brownian motion @B, Theorem 10.1]).

e The generalization to partial sums of Markov chains wasmdgestablished
by Bromberg and Kosloff [BK14], building on older resultsdrodin [Bor81].

Thus, our Theorem A is unconditional in either of the abowsesa The first of
these covers the classical RWRSs.

| understand that the full generalization (even to the-btilader setting of
finite-variance Holder cocycles on Gibbs-Markov shifts -ee §Aar97, Chapter
4], [ADO1]) will be the subject of future work by Bromberg.

Similar results for cocycles over general Young towers appes [DSVO03,
Theorem 9] and [NS12, Proposition 3], but focusing only oritdiaimensional
marginals.

The Enhanced Invariance Principle will be used to prove Témab.23, which
evaluates our forthcoming new invariant in the case of gdizexd RWRS systems.
In fact, it will be needed only for proving the lower-boundfta that Theorem, in
Section$ B and]9.

Remark 3.14. In recent years there has been considerable interest inrgéniag
probabilistic limit theorems for ergodic sums to dynamisgbtems that admit a
more general Markov-Gibbs structure or a suitable Youngeio(fYou98)): see,
for instance, [ADON, Gou05, SVI04, DSV08, Xia09] and the nfiartiger references
there. A fairly gentle introduction to the use of Young tasisrin [BalO0, Chapter
4], and related material can also be found in the monograpki(H].
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In suspect that Theorem A can be extended to the study ofalieedrRWRS
systems with base and cocycle given by one of these moreagjeattings. How-
ever, in addition to the Enhanced Invariance Principle, amguld need some re-
striction on the relevant generating partition to obtainamalog of Corollanf 3.9 <

Remark 3.15. Rudolph’s work in[[Rud88] studies systems satisfying aeatlif-
ferent kind of convergence to Brownian motion: a/mptotically Brownianco-
cycleso admit some; > 0 and a(v, W)-coupling P such that forP-a.e. (y, B)
one has

0¥ — By| = o(n'/?>™) asn — .

This definition follows Philipp and Stout [PS75], who esisiblthat a wide variety
of examples arg@-asymptotically Brownian for some In principle, the existence
of such a coupling is significantly stronger than the conidnsof Theoreni 3.10,
but it also does not seem to imply the Enhanced Invarianceciie without some
additional arguments as iri [BK14], so our assumptionscoare actually some-
what askew to Rudolph’s. It could be that our Theorem A giweg examples of
non-Bernoulli K-automorphisms, not covered by [Rud884},Ilalo not know of any
specific systems that fall into this gap. <

4 Informal discussion of the RWRS marginal metrics

This section is discursive. It is not needed for the logichia test of the paper, but
offers some motivation for the constructions that follow.

The new invariant below is defined in terms of the ‘marginalprrspaces that
arise from a given compact model of a generalized RWRS sysi#ms section
will begin with a sketch of the ‘marginal’ m.p. spaces thasarfrom the canonical
generating partition of a classical RWRS example.

4.1 Conditioning on the scenery, or the past

Leta : {£1}2xC%Z — {+1}xC be the obvious generating partition RWRS,,,
and letpy = ag?;N)p be the distribution of thé«, NV)-name, as in Subsection 11.3.
Given a scenery distributiop € Pr® C%, let 1 be its marginal orC! for any
1cZ.

Let d,, be the pseudometric ofi-1}% x C% given by the pullback undes

of the complete metric ofi+1} x C. Then the marginal psm.p. spaces given by

(da)ﬁ)\,’\]’\%s“ are likewise pulled back from the finite m.p. spaces

(({il} X C)Na dHarm PN)-
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We now sketch a provisional description of these m.p. spaldas is in terms
of the 1-Lipschitz quotient map

(({il} X C)Na dHam> PN)

|

({il}Na dHam7 VSJQV)

The idea is to describey as a lift ofu%\’ through this map.
Consider a fixed scenery = (c,,)m € C%, and define the functior, :
{+1}V — CN by

N-1
Ful(ym)Nod) = (copacorr--vcon ).

Clearly this output depends only on the finite portiq)p[;O'N) of c. Let

o ®N
PNt Lil}N Oy, Fe(y)) L) (dy),

the result of Iiftingy%v to the graph ofF...

We can now write the lifted measupg; as the average of the conditional mea-
sures ofpy given the scenery, and these latter are precisely the grapberted
measurepy .

PN = LZ PN, p(de). (10)

This decomposition o is obtained canonically from the proced$WRS,,, a):
it is the pushforward undes!%) of the disintegration ofy over the strict past
o=%0) This is because

e on the one hand, the past of the simple random walk is indeyeraf the
future,

e but on the other, simple random walk is recurrent, so the qfaste whole
process a.s. determines the scenery exactly.
4.2 Separating the conditional measures

We can now describe the overall strategy of the proof of nemBullicity in [Kal82].
The heart of Kalikow’s work is to prove that there are arbilydarge N for which
the following holds.
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Theorem 4.1([Kal82]). For a fixed sequence of walk-steps {+1}" and a fixed
scenery’ € CZ, it holds for most € CZ that

dHam ((ya Fc(y)), Spt pN7C/) > 10_20N,

where ‘most’ means ‘with high probability 8 — oo’. OJ

(Indeed, Kalikow actually proves this with Feldman’s weakenetric in place
of dHam-)

By Fubini’s Theorem, the above implies that far® 1.)-most pairgc, ¢’) there
is a subsetV.. . < {1}V such that

V3 Wee) =1—0(1) and diam ((id, Fe) (W), 50t pver) > 1072 N.

This implies that a typical pair of conditional measuyes., pn, are Q(N)-
separated in the Wasserstein metric associatetii{@, and hence thaRWRS,
does not satisfy the Very Weak Bernoulli condition.

An alternative description of this reasoning, more infdrie the metric geome-
try of (({£1} x C)V, duam, pn ), uses a different characterization of Bernoullicity
in terms of measure concentration.

Definition 4.2 ((Almost) Exponential measure concentratiobgt (X, , d,,, ) be
a sequence of compact psm.p. spaces. The sequence exkploitential measure
concentrationif for everyd > 0 there is ac > 0 such that for any Borel set
U c X,, one has

n(U) 2 e = pu(BR(U) 21—

for all sufficiently largen. The constant is theexponential rateof this concentra-
tion at distance’.

The sequence exhibidmost exponential measure concentratidgfthere is a
sequence of Borel subsety, < X, such thau,,(X;,) — land(X},, dn, (1n)x7,)
exhibits exponential measure concentration.

Theorem 4.3 (Exponential measure concentration in Bernoulli shifisgt X =
(X, u, T) be a p.-p. system of entropy < oo, and let2? be a finite generating
partition of X. ThenX is Bernoulli if and only if the sequence of psm.p. spaces
(X, N*ldfjo";N),u) exhibits almost exponential measure concentration. O
This is essentially the same as [Shi96, Theorem I11.4.3]cam be quickly
deduced from the implications proved [n_ [KM10, Chapter S]wés introduced
explicitly into ergodic theory by Marton and Shields|in [M&9where it was called
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the ‘blowing-up property’. Itis, however, also very clogelthouvenot’s notion of
‘extremality’, presented in [Tho02, Definition 6.3] but deed much earlier. These
properties are now properly viewed as instances of the gepéenomenon of
concentration of measure: see, for instarice, [Led01] co@®GrChapter §] for an
introduction.

Returning to RWR$, now fix some very smakt > 0. Since simple random
walk is diffusive, we may pick some large distance-cut®f€ N so that the set

Yy = {ye {+1}"V] olo;n) S [-RVN; RVN]}

haSV%V(YN) > 1 — ¢ for all sufficiently largeN. Let Zy := Yy x CV, so

PN(ZN) = pNe(ZN) = V%]QV(YN) >1—¢,

; ; N
becausey and eaclpy . is a lift of ul% .

In addition, Theoreri 311 gives subsefs' = C’ for each bounded discrete
interval I < Z such that

[ X7Y < exp((h(p, ) +e)lI) and ur(X7Y) >1—o(1)as|I| — .

— vSM
Let Xy := X[—R\/W;R\/N],a'

If y € Yy, thenF,.(y) depends only on the porticnj[fR\/N,Rﬁ], and there-
fore (pn.c) .z, depends only 0’3|[7R\/N-R\/N]- With some slight abuse of notation,

it follows that

(PN.e)1 2y 1 ryF; Ry (dC)

PN ~e (PN)|zy = L[Rm;wm

Re JX (pN,c)|ZN N[_R\/N;R\/ﬁ]<dc) (11)
N

for sufficiently largeN. Thus, most of the mass in the decomposition (10) is a
convex combination ofX ;| < exp(2R(h(u, S) +¢)v/N) different measures sup-
ported on the graphs of the functiofs|y, .

Now, Kalikow’s conclusion in Theorein 4.1 may easily be addpb see that
most pairs of the measures in the coarsened decompoditihnafd also well-
separated in the Wasserstein metric. Since there areeapfO(1/N)) of these
measures, an easy argument now shows that this prechyddsom exhibiting
almost exponential measure concentration.
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4.3 Significance for approximate recovery of the scenery

Our work below will re-use the main ideas from Kalikow’s pfad Theoren{4.1L,
but to a different end. As discussed in the Introduction stenery entrop¥t (., S)
should appear in estimates on the mutual informafjgia=":9); o[%M). How-
ever, we need to make this quantity more robust, by askirgy dfie informa-
tion about a pair(y, c) that can be recovered if one knows the output strings
al=N:0) (. ¢) andal%N) (y, ¢) only approximately.

We still expect this information to reside in that part of 8tenery visited by
both of the trajectoriesrf/_ N:0) and aﬁ); Ny SO the heart of the matter is now the
ability to recoverc|oq[;O;N) approximately if one only knows

al®NM(y,c) = (y, Fo(y))-

approximately.
This is difficult, because the mafe,y) — F.(y) can contract the relevant
Hamming distances very greatly.

Example 4.4.1f y = (yn)nefo;n) @Ndy" = (y7,)nefo;n) are chosen so thay = 1,
Yo = —1, buty,, =y}, forall n € [1; N), then

dHam(ya y/) =1,

but

ol =08 +2 VYnel[l;N).
Therefore, ifc € CZ and ¢ := S?c, thenF.(y) and F..(y') agree in every coordi-
nate in[1; N). Thus

dHam((ya Fc<y))7 (y/’ Fo (y/)) =1,

even though: and ¢’ could be very far apart according to the relevant Hamming
metric. More subtle examples of this phenomenon are destiib[Lin99]. <

Therefore, if one knowg|. 5y only up to a small Hamming-metric error, it
could happen thaﬂo’[{)m cannot be recovered up to a small Hamming error from

the output-stringF.(y). In order to work around this problem, we will need to
set up a different, weaker sense in which approximate krdyeeof (v, F.(y))
constrains the possible choicescpfvhich is still strong enough that we obtain the
same leading-order asymptotics as for true mutual infaonat
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In view of the above example, a natural conjecture in thiealion would be
that, after excluding a small-probability set of ‘bad’ &ejoriesy, it holds that

ditam (4, Fe(1)), (v, Fer (4))) ~ 0

0%y B | ;
_ TomMTIoML g and foﬁm(c,c/)mo,

VN

wheref; is Feldman’s metric over a bounded discrete intefvtbm [Fel76]. Un-
fortunately, 1 do not know how to prove this. Instead, we wutirk with an even
weaker (and significantly more complicated) notion of samil/ between scener-
ies. Setting up this notion and then proving the analog ofath@ve implication
will be the most substantial part of our work, and will occupgst of Sectionk]8
and[9.

!

Remark 4.5. The above discussion is suggestive of a link with the ‘sgerer
construction problem’, which asks whether the entire sgenean eventually be
reconstructed from only the output stririg, Cyos Co¥s - - .), with probability 1 in
the choice ofyo, y1,...). Much is known about that problem, but the methods do
not seem well-adapted to the problem of ‘approximate rettoason’ described
above. Essentially, this is because in those works the sceneconstructed only
very ‘slowly”: that is, the patcle|;_,,.,,; can be recovered with high probability
only once one has se¢m, ¢y, Co¥s-n s ca%) for someM » m?2. The best control
on the necessary/ is some high-degree polynomialimn, obtained by Matzinger
and Rolles in[[MRO3]. They conjecture that it suffices to e« m2*¢ for any
€ > 0, but this would still be too large for our purposes. Nevelgiss, it would be
interesting to know of any conceptual intersection betwbein methods and ours.
More background on scenery reconstruction can be found aicde3 of the
survey [dHSO06], and in the dedicated surveys [ML] and [Kgs98 <

Remark 4.6. Another proposal for an invariant of systems that shouldtaip
something like the above sequence of mutual informatioderighik’s ‘secondary
entropy’, formulated in[[VerQ0, Section 7]. Essentiallyamounts to quantifying
the failure of the Very Weak Beroulli property of an abstrpabcess(Z, %) in
terms of packings numbers within the space of future-nastahitions. However,
| am not aware that this quantity has been shown to be invansder isomor-
phisms of processes, and | also do not see how to estimateutadely enough
for RWRS processes. Nevertheless, Vershik’s idea was adiexation for the
invariant that we define below. <
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5 The new invariant

This section is largely concerned with general metric ougsenetric spaces, or
general compact model p.-p. systeXis= (X,d~,u,T). For these systems, the
key to our new invariant will be to consider not just the astyatip behaviour of the
sequence of metrio%;N) on (X, u), but that of the sequence péirs of metrics

dEEN;O) and dfé;N)'

5.1 Pair-metric spaces and bi-neighbourhoods

Definition 5.1. A pair-metric spaces a triple (X, d;,ds) in whichd; andd, are
two compact metrics generating the same topologyXo\ pair-m.m. (resp. pair-
m.p) spaceis a quadruple(X, d, ds, 1) consisting of a pair-metric space and a
finite Radon (resp. Radon probability) measureXon

Note that we always assume compactness without mentioninghie nomen-
clature. It will be important thad; andds do not generate different topologies.
It will be convenient to allow also pairs of pseudometrics.

Definition 5.2. A pair-pseudometric spacs a triple (X, d;,ds) in which X is a
standard Borel space andi andd, are two totally bounded Borel pseudometrics
X x X — [0,00). A pair-psm.m. (resp. pair-psm.p) spaceis a quadruple
(X,d1,ds, ) consisting of a pair-psuedometric space and a finite Radesp(r
Radon probability) measure aH.

Note again that we always assume total boundedness withentioning it in
the nomenclature.

Definition 5.3. If (X,dsX,d5) and (Y,dY ,d}) are pair-pseudometric spaces and
¢, L > 0, then a mapf : X — Y is L-pair-Lipschitz (resp. c-almost L-pair-
Lipschitz) if it is L-Lipschitz (resp.c-almost L-Lipschitz) as a magX, d:X) —
(Y,dY)fori=1,2.

Example 5.4.Let X = [0,1]3, and let
di((21, 22, 23), (2], @), 75)) 1= |v1 — 2| + |w2 — 23]

and
da((x1, 2, 23), (27, %, x3)) 1= |22 — 25| + |23 — 25|

Then(X,d;,ds) is a pair-pseudometric space in which neitlgrnor d; is a met-
ric. <
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Given a p.-p. systemiX, u, T') and a totally bounded Borel pseudometit
on X, we will consider the sequence of pair-psm.p. spaces

(X, d[ NO)vd[o;N)a#), N =1

These are referred to as tharginal pair-psm.p. spacesof (X, d*, u, T).
Our new invariant will involve some quantification of how nhuimformation
is ‘robust’ under both of the pseudometr'm%f anddX. ., on X. This will be

. . . . N;0) [0;V)
made precise via the following notion.

Definition 5.5. Let (X, d;,d2) be a pair-pseudometric space aiad> 0. The
d-bi-neighbourhoodin (X, d;, d2) around a pointz € X is the set

B§* (B3 (v)).
A pair of points(z, y) € X? is §-bi-separatedn (X, dy, ds) if
B (B (x)) n B*(B§*(y)) = &

These definitions are not symmetricakipandds; though possibly disappoint-
ing, this will not matter in the sequel.
Give a subset’ ¢ X, its §-bi-neighbourhood is

BB (F)) = | | B#(Bj (=
el
The property of bi-separation will not be used much below,itgives some

useful first intuition for bi-neighbourhoods. Explicitly, y € X ared-bi-separated
if for any 2/, 1/, z € X, the following four inequalities cannot all hold:

di(z,2') <6, do(2',2) <90, da(z,9')<d and di(y,y) <6.

Thus, this asserts that one cannot move froto y by taking a jump which is very
small for the metrial;, then two jumps which are very small fdg, then another
jump which is very small fotl; .

Clearly if (x,y) is d-bi-separated, then one must haléx,y) > 26 and also
da(z,y) = 26. However, the reverse of this implication need not hold neap-
proximately.

Example 5.6. Recall the pair-pseudometric space in Exarniplé 5.4, and: let
(21,72, 73) anda’ = (x}, x%, 2%) be points of0, 1]3. Then

Bi* (B3 (z)) := {(a}, 25, 2%) | |22 — 2] < 26},
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and soz, y are 0-bi-separated if and only if
|w2 — y2| > 40.

In particular, the points(0,1,0) and (1,1, 1) are far apart according to botla;
andd,, but are notd-bi-separated for any > 0. <

The following is now the obvious ananlog 61 (3) for bi-neighiohoods.

Definition 5.7. Let (X, d;, d2, 1) be a pair-psm.m. space. Fard > 0, thea-
partial §-bi-covering numbeiis

bicov, (X, d1,d2, 1), 8) := min{|F|| F € X, u(B&(BJ(F))) > a}.
We also define simply
bicov((X,d,ds),d) := min{|F|| F < X, B#(BJ'(F)) = X},
by analogy with classical covering numbers.

Remark 5.8. Similarly, there is an obvious definition bfpack((X, d;,ds2),d) in
terms of bi-separation. However, unlike for classical aowg and packing num-
bers, | believe there are no simple relations betwknv andbipack. In essence,
this is because the estimates relating covering and packimgbers rely on the
inclusion

Bg(Bg(x)) - Bg5(£) Vx,d

However, no corresponding inclusion need hold in the pagymlometric setting:
given any « &, one can easily concoct examples in whigfi (B2 (BS2(BY (z))))
is much larger tharB? (B (z)).

In fact, one could develop most of the rest of the presentrpegieg bi-packing
instead of bi-covering numbers, and | believe they woullis&ive to distinguish
RWRS systems. Bi-covering numbers seem to require slgjmpfer estimates, so
we focus on them. However, it would be interesting to knowaniples of systems
for which these two different quantities give genuinelfediint invariants, perhaps
with one behaving trivially and the other non-trivially. <

Now suppose thatX, di*, d¥) and(Y,d} ,dY ) are pair-pseudometric spaces,
thate, L > 0, and thatd : X — Y is ac-almostL-pair-Lipschitz map. In this
case, one has the obvious inclusion

dx axX Yy ay
(Bj* (By' (x))) € B3, .(Bys, (9(2)) VreX,
and hence also
d5  pdi dy dy
®(BS? (B (F))) < B2, (B, (®(F))) VFCX. (12)

This leads immediately to the following.
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Lemma 5.9. Letc, L,a,6 > 0. Suppose thatX,ds,dy) and (Y, d},d}) are
pair-pseudometric spaces, thatis a finite Borel measure oX, and that® :
X — Y is ac-almostL-pair-Lipschitz map. Then

bicova (X, d,dy , 1),8) = bicov, (Y, d} ,dy , ®wp), LS + c).

Proof. If F < X, then [12) implies

dy dy’ dif  pdif

Bup (B, (B, (B(F) = D (S(BiE (BS (F))) = u(By2 (BiY (F)).

O

5.2 Passing to subsets

By analogy with [[(b), a natural place to look for a new invatiaha p.-p. system
(X, u, T') would be in the asymptotic behaviour of

bicov;_«((X, dfi N0 df&m 1),0N) (13)

asN — oo for a suitable choice of (pseudo)metricon X, possibly then also
sendingz | 0 andé | 0 in the right order.

The arguments below can easily be adapted to show that os@ttsen isomorphism-
invariants this way. However, as far as | know, they do noteaehthe purpose of
distinguishing RWRS systems. Instead, our new invariaifithei obtained from
the bi-covering numbers of variossibspacesf (X, df(_N;O),dfé;N),,u).

The need to pass to subsets in a controlled way will be disclissmore detalil
shortly. There are surely many ways to do this which will Iéad more refined
invariant. The procedure of this subsection is the simpgléstve found to work,
but is by no means canonical.

The key next point to emphasize is that bi-neighbourhoodsbedave much
more subtly than ordinary neighbourhoods under passingdspaces. It € Y
X, then they-bi-neighbourhood of in the pair-metric subspad®’, d;, ds) is

Y A BE(Y n BI(2)), (14)

and this may be much smaller than justn B(§l2(B(§l1 (x)). Crucially, this means

that bi-covering numbers cancrease under passing to subsets.

Example 5.10.Let (X, d;, ds2) be as in Example 5.4, and &t := {(2,0,z) | z €
[0,1]} = [0,1]3. One has

di((z,0, ), (y,0,y)) = |z —y| forbothi = 1,2,
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and so within the pair-pseudometric spagé d; , d»), the J-bi-neighbourhood of
(x,0,x) is precisely
{(y,0,9) [ [z — y| < 26}

By contrast, letting/ := [0, 1] x {0} x [0, 1], for any(x,0,2'), (y,0,%") € V
one has

d1(<x707w/)7 <x707y/)) = dg((m‘, 07y,)7 (ya 07y,)) =0,

and so for every point of, its ¢-bi-neighbourhood in(V, dy, d2) is the whole of
vV, foranyd > 0.
Therefore, even though < V, we obtain

bicov((U,dy,ds),8) ~ (20)~1  whereas bicov((V,dy,dy),0) =1 Vo > 0.
<
Now consider some further parameters [1,00) andk > &' > 0.

Definition 5.11. For a pair-psm.p. spacéeX,d;,ds, 1), « € [1,00), § > 0, and
k > k' > 0 we define thdi-covering number profileby

BICOV i 6(X, d1,do, i) := min max  bicov, ((U,dy,da, i), ).
[dp’ /dplo<a U< X
wU) =k

This definition is quite involved, and clearly warrants sasfiscussion.

An intuitive way to think about Definitiof 5.11 is in terms ofcampetition
between two players, Max-er and Min-er. Given a compact-jsin.p. space
(X, dy,ds, 1), Max-er and Min-er compete to produce a suliset X. Max-er’s
goal to to maximize the resulting value lofcov - ((U, dy, da, it'), 6) for some new
auxiliary measure/, and Min-er’s goal is to minimize it. They play as folldlys

1. First, Min-er may choose any new measute Pr X, provided

%
dp
The natural choice to imagine herei$ := p 4 for someA < X with

u(A) = a~1. We allow the relaxation to arbitrary measures satisfyfffg)

because it makes some later arguments smoother (and we wtbrk W,
rather than any other norm, also as a matter of convenience).

<a. (15)
o0

!Note that because the number of turns is limited to two, thimit a ‘game’ in the fully-fledged
mathematical sense.
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2. Second, Max-er chooses a suli$et X for whichy/(U) > k. Forinstance,
if 4/ = pa, then this is equivalent to(U n A) > ru(A). So this choice by
Max-er is constrained by Min-er’s earlier choice;of for instance, for any
subsetA of measure at least—!, Min-er is able to force Max-er to include
a not-too-small piece of that subset in her choic& of

(Implicitly, there is a third minimization turn implied bié definition ofbicov,
in which Min-er chooses a subset Gfof measure at least that can be covered
most efficiently by bi-neighbourhoods. The flexibility ofitHast choice is also
important in case Max-er’s choice bfcontains some unwieldy subset of measure
less thanx — «/, since Min-er is then not required to cover that portior/of

Let us motivate this idea by sketching how it repairs certifects of its sim-
pler relative in[(1B).

As suggested above, (13) can be used to give an isomorphismaint of p.-
p. systems. The problem seems to be that it is very difficutiofmpute, for two
distinct reasons.

e Firstly, X could contain small subsets that have a heavy ‘patholdgitfalct
on the bi-covering numbers, in that they either decreasm@ease them
drastically. A drastic decrease is easy to visualize: imagémoving a ten-
dril of fairly small measure which is long and thin for batfh andd,. This
possibility would already be dealt with by our requiring @l partial cov-
ering of X, up to a certain measure. However, as seen in Examplé 5.10,
removing a subset can alswreasebi-covering numbers, and | do not know
how to rule out the possibility that removing a very small sethis respon-
sible for a very large increase. We need a definition thatislstunder this
possibility as well.

Definition[5.11 overcomes this latter problem in the secamd of the com-
petition above: it is in Max-er’s interest to choose a sulizat removes any
‘decreasing pathology’.

e Secondly, even if one is allowed to trim away pathologiesathlihe kinds
above, the pair-psm.p. spaces

(X, dEEN;O)’dE((J;N)’M)

can still be quite ‘inhomogeneous’: they can contain vagitawge-measure
subsets that exhibit a broad spectrum of different asyrustdor their bi-
covering numbers. It could be difficult to work out how thesiéedent sub-
sets contribute to an overall bi-covering number. This bdldiscussed fur-
ther for the particular skew-products of Theorem A in Setdto
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To overcome this problem, Definition 5111 allows Min-er atfitgsn in which
he is allowed to restrict attention to any not-too-smalls&ib- this should
result in him cutting away the ‘bigger part’ of from the point of view of
bicov.

Crucially, the formulation of Definitioh 5.11 in terms of regted optimization
— that is, as a competition — gives a way to excise these prabtlat is intrinsic
to the pair-psm.p.-space structure. This intrinsicalityB@COV will be key to its
giving an isomorphism invariant of systems.

Understanding Definition 5.11 in terms of a competition &iio help to guide
us through the proofs of estimates BRCOV values later in the paper. To prove
an upper bound, one imagines playing as Min-er with Max-ayiply optimally,
and to prove a lower bound, one imagines the reverse.

5.3 The new invariant

To define our new invariant in terms BICOV, it is natural to focus on the metrics
appearing in compact models. Theoileni 3.4 gives such a mardahy system, and
we will soon show that two isomorphic compact models givesdnme invariant up
to some natural equivalence. (However, it is sometimes amient to use other
pseudometrics ok for some comparison with the metric in a compact model,
hence the decision to include general pseudometrics ghove.

The marginal pair-m.p. spaces of different compact systmselated using
the following extension of Lusin’s Theorem.

Lemma 5.12. Let ® : (X,d¥,u,T) — (Y,d",v,S) be a Borel factor map
of compact model p.-p. systems, anddet 0. Then there is an. < oo such
that for all sufficiently largeN € N there is a compact subséf, < X with
1(Xp) > 1—e and such thaf| X is continuous ands NV )-almostL-pair-Lipschitz
X X Y Y
Proof. Lete; := ¢/(2diam (Y, d") + 1). By Lusin’s Theorem, there is a compact
subsetX; < X such thaj(X;) > 1—¢? and®| X7 is continuous. That continuity
implies that®| X} is alsoe;-almostL-Lipschitz for somel < oo.
Now let N € N, and for eachr € X let

Ly :={ne[-N;0)|T"z ¢ X1} and Iy, :={ne[0;N)|T"z ¢ X }.

Let
Xy := {x € X’ |Il,x v [2,:(:| < QElN}.
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Since
f |2 U Ioe| p(dz) = 2Npu(X\X;) < 262N,
X

Markov’s Inequality impliegu(X\X3) < &1 < e.
Now suppose that, 2’ € X5. Then

d[Y;N,O)((I)(:E%(I)(ZLJ))
-1

= > dY(2(T"x), d(T "))
n=—N

< | o U I p|diam (Y, d) + > A (®(T"z), ®(T"z"))
ne[fN;O)\Il,quLz/

—1
<2 Ndiam(Y,d") + e;N + L Y d¥(T"z,T"a)
n=—N
=eN+ LdfiN;o) (z,2"),

showing thatb| X5 is (¢ NV)-almostL-Lipschitz. The analogous estimate holds also
X Y
for d['O;NE anddp, - _ _
Finally, another appeal to Lusin’'s Theorem gives a furthempact subset
Xo € Xo such that®| X is continuousu(Xy) > 1 — ¢, and the above almost
Lipschitz bounds must still hold. ]

Proposition 5.13. Suppose tha® : (X,d~,u,T) — (Y,d¥,v,S) is a Borel
factor map of compact model p.-p. systems, anddhat1, § > 0 andx > ' > 0.
Then for everyy; € [1, «) there arek; € (k/, k) andd; € (0,0) such that

BICOV a, ey 518 (X, A gy d5.ny» 1) 2 BICOV o o8 (Vs dY .0y by )
for all sufficiently large/NV.

Proof. The parameters; < «, ' < xk andd are fixed. Choose so small that one
has

ac <1, a;<(l—ae)a, e<d6/2, and ky:= (1 —ae)k e (K, k).

Let L < oo be given by Lemma5.12 for this and now choosé; so small that
Lé + € < 0.

Having chosen these parameters, and givenfdnyhich is sufficiently large
for the conclusion of Lemma5.112, set

m := BICOVa, sy w68 (X, Ty Aty s 1)
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We will imagine playing as Min-er in the competition deseghin Subsectioh 5.2
with the input spacéY, dY .., di V).

By the definition ofm we may choose somé € Pr X with |[d/ /dy. < ax,
and with the property that for evefy < X one has

W(U) =k = bicovu((U, df(_N;O),dfé;N),,u’),&lN) < m. (16)

Now, recalling our choice of, let Xy < X be given by Lemmpg5.12, and then
let u” = ,uTXO. Sincey/ (X\Xp) < ap(X\Xo) < ae, we have

Also, if U < X with /" (U) = &, then

l—ozz—:

W (U) = p/(Xo)k > (1 — ag)k = ki,

whereas for any¥ < X, one hasy” (W) = p/(W)/u'(Xo) = p/(W). There-
fore (16) implies that also

p'(U)=r = bicov,((U, d[ No)vdf(();N)>l‘//)>51N) <m

Finally, let v” := ®,u”, so this also satisfiegdr” /dv|., < «. This will
be our choice of measure dn. Given anyV < Y with v"(V) > &, letU :=
(V) n Xo. Then alsqu”(U) > x, and® defines ac-almostL-pair-Lipschitz
and measure-preserving map

(U, dEEN;O)v df(();]vy p') —(V, d[Y;Np)v d?g;]v)a V"),

so Lemmab.9 gives

bicov,. ((U, d[ N:0)» d’éN "), 01N)
> bicov, ((V, d[X:Np),dEO(;N), V"), (L1 + ¢)N).

SinceLd; + ¢ < 6, this completes the proof. O

Remark 5.14. It is not clear how well bi-covering numbers behave undert&ar
sian products. However, one cannot hope for any nontrivséihgates for joinings.
This can be seen from the result of [ST79] tlaatly positive-entropy system is a
joining of three Bernoulli factors. We will see later thatrBeulli systems gives
trivial BICOV values, whereas some positive-entropy systems, such as/iabn
RWRSs, do not — so the triviality of the former cannot giveumti@n the latter<
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Definition 5.15. The family of sequences
BICOV o 68 (X, A .0y dfoinys 1), N = 1,

parameterized byy > 1, x > k' > 0 andd > 0, is the bi-covering rateof
(X,dX,u,T). Proposition[5.1B implies that it depends only on the isgsh@m
class of( X, i, T), up to the notion of equivalence implied by that proposition

In the sequel, it will also be useful to compare the bi-cowgriates of different
pseudometrics defined on the same system. The followingriseitiate from the
definition ofbicov,.

Lemma 5.16. Let (X, d~, 4, T) be a compact model p.-p. system, léte > 0,
and letp be a totally bounded Borel pseudometric &nsuch thatd < Mp + «.
Then also
BICOV o, (n15+2)8 (X5 A1 .y A6y 14)
< BICOV g w68 (X, 9T N0y PN » 1)
foralla>1,k >k >0, >0andN e N. O

Most often this will be used withp(z,2") 1= 15,22 for some finite
measurable partitio”.

5.4 Two elementary examples

Before broaching the bi-covering rates of generalizatigviRS systems, it will be
instructive to analyze them in two rather simpler casess Bhbsection is essen-
tially a digression, and can be skipped without missing dilgeproof of Theorem
A.

5.4.1 Isometric systems

Proposition 5.17. If T is an isometry of the compact metric spacg, d) and
we Pr’ X is ergodic, then

min  max cov((U,d, p1'),20)

|42 <ar @)=k
du lloo
< BICOVaﬁ,n’,éN (X7 dESN;O)’ df&N)’ 'u)

< min  max covy((U,d,u'),d)
52

foralla e (1,0),6 >0,k > k' > 0,andN € N.
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Of course, the optimizations involved in these upper anetdvounds may still
be non-trivial, and depend rather delicately (0%, d, 1), but they do not involve
N.

Proof. SinceT is an isometry, one hago (7*2)" = d for all n, and hence
A no) = oy = N - .
For any metric spaceX, d), anyé > 0 and anyx € X, one has
Bs(z) € Bs(Bs(x)) € Bas(x).
Therefore, for any/ < X, one has
cov ((U,d),28) < bicov ((U,d,d), o)
= bicov (U, dft n.0): A5 ON) < covw (U, d), ).

Now performing the optimization over andU completes the proof. OJ

5.4.2 Bernoulli systems

Proposition 5.18. If (X, dX, u, T) is a compact model of a Bernoulli system, then
BICOV o 68 (X, A .0y iy 1) = 1
for all sufficiently largeN, forall o« > 1, x > ' > 0 andé > 0.

Thus, Propositiorls 5.17 ahd 5118 show that both compaarsgsind Bernoulli
systems have bi-covering rates that do not grow vWNtheven though they are in
many ways ‘extreme opposites’ with regard to mixing behawio

The first step is an auxiliary result comparing marginalriistions over dif-
ferent time-intervals. LeK be as above, le#? be any finite Borel partition o,
letm := |22| and let{ : X — [m] be a finite-valued function generating.
Givenn > 0 andN € N, define

N 0;N
Xjf\?,tn = {zeX| 5»[< )(MW[fN:,O)(x)) Lexp(nN),n &E )M}-
Lemma 5.19. For everyn > 0 one has

p(Xgh)—1 asN — .
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Proof. Equation[(2) and a special case of Lenima 3.3 give

fX DL (ECY (1300 () | €8 1) p(da) = T, (2100 l=Ni0))
= O(N) asN — oo.

Therefore, by Markov's inequality, the sets

o e X Dru(&™ (gt () | €6V ) < PN —e7!)

have measure tending toas N — oo. By Lemmd2.b withC' := 7N, these are
contained in the setX]f\?tn. 0

The approximate absolute continuity in the deflnltlon}ffﬁt will be used in
conjunction with Theorermn 4.3. Let?"° be a sequence of hlgh probability Borel
subsets of{ such that( X "¢, N~ 1d[”’0; ) H|xsene) exhibits exponential measure
concentration, as given by that theorem. t@t) > 0 be the exponential rate of
concentration for this sequence for each radius0. Also, if I = [a,a+ N) € Z,
then letX§omc := T9(X ). This is clearly2?’-measurable.

Now given~, § > 0, define

Xlo;e;(p — {xeXconc ’If Uchnd,U|/ NO)(:B)(U) Z’ythen

(B(; 0 N)( )|Xconc ) > 1 _e—c(6)N }

loc.exp

Intuitively, XNV' s consists of those such that if an evert’ is reasonably likely

given the ‘past [~ )( ), then a small Hamming-neighbourhood aroundor
the ‘future’ 21%N) is very nearly the whole ok %)

Lemma 5.20. For everyy, § > 0, one has

u(X}f;;?gp) — 1 asN — 0.

Proof. Choose som@ < min{~v/2, ¢(4)}, which implies that

ye ™ (1 = 21/y) S o cON
2

for all sufficiently large/V.
Let

YN = {LL'EXCOHC ’/,LL@ NO)( )(Xfooyrjl\?)) > 1—’}//2

and{‘LO; (:u|/ NO)(gc)) Lexp(nN),m S[O;N)N}-
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Since
(X)) = jﬂu -5:0) (2) (X[oowy) #(dw) — 1 asN — oo,

Markov’s Inequality, Lemma5.19 and Theorém]4.3 imply théYy) — 1 as
N — 0.

We will show thatYN c X3P, so suppose thate Yy andl < 21~V (z)
With 1) s vi0) () (U) = . Let U/ U n X5y SO the definition oly implies
that,l”ga[fz\r;o)(x)( ) = ’7/2 LetW := L@[O N)(U/) SO

dZz dZz

42
BsN™M (W) = BN (U') < B ). (17)

Now one has

££<0;N) (/L\U’) K2/~,0 ££<0;N) (:u|@[*N%0)(x)) Lexp(nN),n ££<0;N);u7

and hence, by the rules in Leminal2.2,

££<0;N) (/L\U’) K9 exp(nN)/v,2n/v ££<0;N):u'

This implies that

e (o (U') = 2n/7) = ’YenNﬂz— 2n/7) |

!/
wl’) =z —;

and this is at least (YN for N large enough, by our choice gf Now (17) and
the definition ofc(6) complete the proof. O

Proof of Propositio 5. 18 First fix § > 0, let & be a finite Borel partition of{
into sets of diameter less thaii2, and letd” be the associated pseudometric:
a7 (l’, l’/) = 1@(90)#5”(:0’) It follows that
di¢
Bgm( ) 2 B5|1|/2< z) (18)

for any bounded discrete intervAlc Z and anyx € X.

Now fix o € (1,0) andx > &’ > 0, and lety := k/a ande := (k — K')/c.
We will show that for any sufficiently larg&V and anyU < X with u(U) > 7,
there are many points € U has the property that

w(U n BM@;;)(U A PENO () > p(U) . (19)
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In view of (18), this implies the same lower bound for {laéV )-bi-neighbourhood
of zin (U, df‘N o s n))» completing the proof.
To prove [(Iﬁai serve that

v<uU) = JX ) 1-N:0) () (U) plda) = 1) o1-N:0) (2 (U) p(dw) +o(1)

loc.exp
Xy /2,8/2

loc.exp

asN — oo, so providedV is sufficiently large, there must be some X/ ~/2,8/2

such that
1m0 () (U) = /2.

Since this implies thatl n 21-V:9)(z) % ¢, and the left-hand side of this last
inequality depends only on the cel=":0) (z), we may mover within that cell
if necessary to assume in addition thate U. However, by the definition of

loc.exp . .
XN,w/2,6/2’ these assumptions now imply

:“(Baj\(;/];) (U 20w )))
= /‘(Baz\(;/g)(U N PENO (@) | XN 572) = BO\XEN) 5/2)
>1—e —c(6/2)N —,LL(X\ cOor]l\(f: 6/2)

and this is greater thah— ¢ for all sufficiently largeN, implying (19). OJ

5.5 Behaviour of the invariant for generalized RWRS systems

We will now formulate our main result for the bi-covering eadf generalized
RWRS systems. It involves a certain universal functign : [1,00) — (0, o0],
defined in terms of geometric features of Brownian samplbeat

Definition 5.21. The functionypy : [1,00) — (0, o0] is defined as follows:
vp(a) = inf { € (0,000 | WE2 { £ (Bpo.y  Bio.yy) < 0} = 1/},
It is easy to check that the random variable

Co(0,1] x Cy(0,1] — [0,0) : (B, B') — .,s,ﬂl(B[O 170 Bfo 1)

= min{ sup By, sup B;} —max{ 1nf Bt, inf By}
0<t<1 o<t<l1 0<i<1

has an atomless distribution undéf®?. Using this and standard properties of
Brownian motion, one easily verifies the following.

48



Lemma 5.22. The functionygyr has the following properties:
e Ypnm(l) = o0;
e Ypm(a) € (0,00) forall o > 1;
e Y\ IS strictly decreasing;

e g\ IS continuous. O

In terms ofypgy, our main result is as follows.
Theorem 5.23.1f (Y, o) is a well-distributed pair satisfying the Enhanced Invari-
ance Principle X is an ergodic compact model flow, ance (1, o), then

log BICOV . 5(Y % X, d[{y;o) ) dgggvo)X, v )

sup sup lim sup
k>k/'>0 >0 N—0 VN

= T/JBM(Oz)h(X).

(Propositior 5.13 already shows that thkig lim sup does not depend on the
choice of compact metric models faf andX as abstract p.-p. systems.) The rea-
son for this somewhat delicate dependence on the propeftidswnian motion
will become clear during the proof.

Remark 5.24. | expect that the limit-supremum here is actually a limitdahat
this requires only a slight enhancement of the proof of thestdoound given below.
However, that enhancement seems to require rather heaw@kikeeping, so we do
not pursue it in this paper. <

Proof of Theorem A from Theordm 5.2Suppose thaY¥ x, X; andY x, X, are
two examples as in Theorem A, and that the former admits arfatap to the latter.
Then we may take logarithms in the inequality of ProposiBofB3, divide byy/N,
and then deduce from Theorém 5.23 theX;) > h(X). O

The rest of this paper is given to the proof of Theotem15.23s Wil involve
separate proofs of upper and lower bounds, the second begnmore difficult
direction.

6 The combinatorial basis of the upper bound

This section introduces a general tool which will underlg iroof of the upper
bound in Theorenh 5.23. Although very elementary, it may béntdrest in its
own right. Subsection 6.2 also gives an easier outing ferttol, proving that the
bi-covering rates of arbitrary p.-p. systems are alway4irsesr.
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6.1 A bound using mutual information

For this subsection, fix a probability spac¥, n.). We will next develop ways to
find an efficient covering of a ‘large’ (in terms @f) portion of X using certain
distinguished subsets, based on some other informatiam #mse subsets.

Our most basic result in this direction assumes that thesei@psubsets are
involved in a reasonably ‘smooth’ barycentric decompositf .

Lemma 6.1. Suppose thatX, 1) and(Z, v) are standard Borel probability spaces,
and thatz — p, is a measurable family of finite Radon measuresygruniformly
bounded, such that

W= f pov(dz) and p, <pep VzeZ
z

Suppose in addition that for eache Z, Y, is a Borel subset ofX for which
u.(Y,) = 1. Then for everyx < 1 — ¢ there is a subset < Z with

M
|S|<m and p(ZLngZ>>a.

Note that the measures, are not required to be probability measures; this
flexibility will be helpful shortly.

Proof. The setS is constructed by the following greedy recursion.

Suppose thaty, ..., z,, € Z have already been picked, where this is vacuous
if m=0.1f u(|U,Yz) > a, then Stop and se&f := {z1,..., z,,}. Otherwise,
letU := X\ /2, Y,, and observe that

10 <) = | p)(a:)

so there is some,, 1 € Z for which

P (U) = pz  (UNY, ) 21—0q

and hence

1—a—
J+ez2l—a = pUnY, i ——

Mu(U nY, o) = 7

Zm+1

This gives the choice of the next point, . .
Having obtained, . . ., z,, by the above algorithm, we have

(1) = S\ Ur) = m- L
i=1 i=1 j=1
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This requires thatn < M /(1 — a — €), so the recursion must terminate in a set
S containing at most this many points. The union of the cowedmng supports
must have measure greater tharsince this was the condition for termination]

Lemmal6.1l gives the covering conclusion that we will needr)abut its as-
sumption thag, <7, p uniformly in z is stronger than we will meet directly. We
will next turn it into an estimate closer to our applicatiofi$is begins with a use-
ful way of ‘trimming’ a positive-measure subdgtof a probability spaceX, >, i)
relative to a finite measurable partiticd of X.

Definition 6.2. Let~ > 0, let (X, X, 1) be a probability space, and le¥ < X be
a finite partition into positive-measure sets. A subiset X is locally ~-thick in
Z if for everyC € & one has

either CnV =g or uwV|C)=H.

For clarity, note that is locally v-thick in every partition, for every.
The following lemma is an immediate consequence of Markimegjuality, but
it will be worth having it ready to hand.

Lemma 6.3 (Trimming a set to a partition)Let (X, X, 1) be a probability space,
let & < ¥ be a finite partition into positive-measure sets,lle€ 3 with u(U) >
0, and leta € (1/2,1). Then the subset

V= U (UnC)cU
CeZ

uU[C) = (1 —a)uU)
satisfiesu (V') = ap(U) and is locally((1 — o) u(U))-thick in 2. O
The above definition and lemma have an obvious generaliz&titocal thick-
ness relative to a Borel map: X — Y and a given disintegration ¢of over,

but this will not be needed.
Now assume that” and.7 are two fixed finite Borel partitions dfX, 1.).

Proposition 6.4. Let] := I,,(”; ) and suppose that € (0,1] andn € (0, «).
Then for every Borell = X with u(U) > «, there is a subset < U with

log|S| SapI+1 and pw(UnTUnS(S))>pU)—n

(where the notation in the first inequality indicates thag thound depends anm
andn but not otherwise on the choice Gj.
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The connection between the mutual-information bound asdumere and the
hypothesis of Lemma 6.1 will result from Lemmal2.5.

Proof. Lety : X — A be a map to a finite set that generates the partititn

Then equation{2) gives

I= | Diwlelig o) [ es) n(do)
X

Step 1. Choose( := /3, and observe that this implies

(1= Q*(uU) = ¢) > (1 = 20)(u(U) = ¢) > p(U) = 3¢ = u(U) — .

Now let D := I/{. Applying Markov’s Inequality to the integral above gives
that the set

X1 = {z| Dk (¢« (1 7(z)) | Y1) < D}

has
wX1)=1-1/D=1-¢.

Letting Uy := U n X3, it follows thatu(U;) = p(U) — ¢.
On the other hand, for any € (0, c0), Lemmd2.5 gives
X1 S {x| el (@) <o (Dre-1yjC Vuit}- (20)

Step 2. Now let~y := ¢u(Uy) = ¢(u(U) — ¢), and apply Lemma®l.3 to find
someV < U; with

p(V) = (1 =Qu) = (1 = OuU) = ¢) > (uU) —=n)/(1 =)
and which is locallyy-thick in .7.

Step 3. The decomposition of into the measureg, »(,) may be conditioned
onV and pushed forward undeérto obtain

Vs (pyy) = ! )%(1\/ ) = ﬁ L Vu(lv - py5(2)) p(d) (21)

)

(being aware that the measures inside the right-hand aitegay now not be prob-
ability measures). LeB := (V) < A, so the above pushforward measures are
all supported orB. Applying (20), it follows that any: € V' < X satisfies

V(v - W v(2) < 1B a7 (2) e (Die1)/c 1B - Psfi-
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On the other hand, sindé is locally y-thick in .7, for anyb € B one hasu(V n
b} = yu(v~1{b}). Therefore

V
Lt < %7/)*(1\/ ) = #w*(w»

Combining this with the preceding inequalities, and raeglithat (V) >
w(U) —n = o —n, we obtain

mw*(lv M7 () K€y, (Dte1)/Cla—n) Px(Bv)-

Step 4. This relates the integral and integrandginl (21), and soyslis posi-
tion to apply Lemma6l1. The family of measuregigu(V))v«(1v - p.o(2)) €
Pr Aforz € X, and for each: the relevant supporting subsetisV’ n.7(z)) < A.
To carry out this application, it remains to choose the amst’. Lete := (/2,
and now let

D+et  2(I/¢+eh)
C = =
(o —n) (=)
For the assumptions of Lemrial6.1 we must&et:= ¢“, and can then obtain
someS < V such thalS| < M /(¢ —¢) = 2M /¢ and

Sam T+ 1.

v (7 (V0 7(8) = dulup) (R(V 0 7(S))) > 1-¢
— p(UnT(UnS(9))) =2 n(VAaZ(Vas(S))) > (1-)u(V) = p(U)—n.

This gives a subsef contained inX, but not necessarily ity. However, one can
discard anyr € S such that/ n .’(z) = ¢ without disrupting these estimates,
and any remaining can be replaced by an elementdf\. (z) to give an element
of U with the same¥’-cell. We may therefore tak& < U, as required. O

One further generalization of the above result will be img@ot later. To for-
mulate it, we now posit a third partitio® such thatZ < .¥ A 7.

Proposition 6.5. Let I := 1,(.; .7 | #) and suppose that € (0,1] andn €
(0, ). Then for every Bordll € X with u(U) > « there is a subse$ < U such
that

log % SanI+1 and u(Un ZU nS(9)) > ul) -1
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Proof. By discarding the union of aji-negligible cells of%#Z, we may assume that
all cells have positive measure.

Step 1. Again let¢ :=n/3, and letJ := I/{. Recall that

I= jX I,u\:/z(z) (yv y)ﬂ(d$)>
and let
Gy = 1{C e |1, (7 T) < J),

so Markov's Inequality gives
w(Jz) =1-1/7=1-¢.

Letting Uy := U n | %, it follows thatu(Up) = u(U) — ¢.

Step 2. Now lety := (u(Uy), and apply LemmB 6.3 to obtaii = U, with
w(V) = (1 —¢)u(Uy) and which is locallyy-thick in Z. SinceV < Uy, we know
thatV n Z =V n%y. Let#, :={C e %y | C NV # J}.

Step 3. Finally, for eachC' € %1, consider the probability spac¢€’, 1) and
the two partitions? n C and7 n C. Since#Z, < %, we know that

IH‘C(ymC;ﬁmC) < J,

while Step 2 guarantees thai: (V) > v = ((u(U) — ¢) = ((a — (). This last
lower bound depends only @anandr, as doeg, so we may apply Propositién 6.4
within each of these conditioned probability spaces toiolgabsetsSc < V n C
such that

log |Sc| Sap J +1<,I+1 YC e %,

while
,u|C(V NCnT(VnCn.S(S))) > pe(V) —¢.

LetS := Uces, Sc- Then

S|
log = < log |Sc| <an I +1,
0g 7| max og |Sc| Sam I +
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and
w(Un 70~ 2(5)))

\%

uw(V a7V ns(9))
= Y WO eV a TV A 2(S))
Ce%1
Y, wOwe(VnCn T (Valn(Se)))
CeZ%1
> 3 (@) (we(V) = <)
Ced
pn(V)=¢= 1 =Qwl) ¢ —¢=ul) —n.

OJ

\%

\%

6.2 Anupper bound for general systems

This is another digressive subsection, but it also offersaanwup to the upper
bound in Theorerh 5.23. It will use Proposition]6.4 to prove-advering-rate up-
per bound for arbitrary p.-p. systems. It proves our firstcecete relation between
bi-covering rates and mutual information.

Proposition 6.6. Let (X, d*, u, T) be a compact model p.-p. system. For any
a>1,k>rk >0,andd > 0, there is a finite Borel partition?? of X such that

log BICOV g e w68 (X, A5 gy A6 vy 12) S Tu(217N0), 20N 41
asN — oo.

Proof. It suffices to treat the case = 1, in which BICOV admits no choice of
new measures oX. For this case, let? be any finite Borel partition o into
cells of diameter less than Then

B?F’;‘ (z) 2 2(z) Ve X and finitel < Z,
and so also
X X
BN (U n B M(9)) 2 20N (U n 2I7N0(9)) vS c UL
Now Propositioh 6.4 promises sonsec U such that
p(U A 20N A 21N (9))) > W

and also
10g |S| Sppr L(2LI7N0. l0N)) 4 1,
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Combined with Lemmp_3l3, this immediately gives the follogyi

Proposition 6.7. For any compact model p.-p. systéid, dX, u, T) one has
IOg BICOVQ,H,H’,JN (X, dfi]v;()) s df(%;N)? :u) = Ok,k/,0 (N)

asN — o0, ]

Propositior 6.7 begs the following question.

Question 6.8. Can the upper bound in Proposition 6.7 be improved to any fixed
sub-linear function?

This seems highly unlikely, but it could be interesting t@® sxamples of
(X,d*, u, T) whose log-bi-covering rates come arbitrarily close todineConjec-
ture[10.1 will propose some systems that could achieve¥ate for anye > 0.

7 The upper bound

This section proves the upper bound in Theoteml5.23. Thef gdmsed on the
covering estimates of the previous section, similarly ®ghoof of Proposition 617.
The key is to replace certain balls for the metrd@%“"x, I < Z, with the cells of
associated partitions, and then prove a mutual informdigamd for an application
of Propositiori 6.6. Most of the delicacy here will be in chiegsthe partitions that
approximate the metrics.

In principle, one feels that proofs of these results shoalgdssible directly in
terms of the metricg} “~*, without this switch to partitions. However, | suspect
that would require much thornier estimates in several glace

7.1 Estimating balls in the skew-product metric

Let & be the time-zero partition of the SHT, as previously. Also, let us normalize
the metric onX to assume thatiam(X, d¥) < 1.

Lemma 7.1. For everye > 0 there is ap € N such that for allNV € Nandy,y' € Y
one has the following implication:

PPN () = PPNy — max |o¥ — oY | <e.
ne[0;N)
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Proof. Sinces : Y — R is Hdlder continuous, there are sorme< oo and
S € (0,1) such that

l=p.N+p) (y) = pl—piN+p) (')
—  |o(S%y) — o(S™Y)| < bpmIntFP NPy e [0; N).

Summing ovet, this gives

n—1

0¥ —o¥| < Z lo(S"y) — a(S"Y) QZbﬂ’ Vn e [0;N),
i=0 7,>p
which is less tham providedp is large enough. OJ

The following re-write of the above lemma will be useful int8ectiori 9.3.

Corollary 7.2. For everye > 0 there is aé > 0 such that for allN € N and
y,y’ € Y one has the following implication:

max d¥ (S"y,S™y) <6 — max |o¥ — o¥| < e.
e (S™y, S™y') ne[O;N)I v —op

OJ

Lemma 7.3. For anyd > 0 there arep € N and a finite Borel partition2 of X
such that the following holds. ffe Int(R), if y € Y satisfies

and ifx € X, then

dYxo-X

Bi™ (y,w) 2 2PN y) x 217%(),
and analogously witli—N; 0) in place of{0; V) throughout.

Proof. SinceT : R —~ (X,d*X) is continuous and > 0, any partition.2 of X
into cells of sufficiently small diameter has the propertgtth

Ve, o' e X, 2(z) = 2(2)) — d¥(T'z,T'2') <6/3 Vte[-1,1].(22)

Fix a finite Borel partition2 with this property.
Next, using again the continuity @f, choose: > 0 so small that

sup sup d* (z, T'x) < §/3. (23)

[t|<e zeX
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Lastly, choose as given by Lemm@a_ 7|1 for this value of Increasep further
if necessary so that aloP+2 < §/3.
Now lety € Y, let I € Int(R) with U?[JO;N) + [-1,1] € I, and letz € X.
Suppose that
(¢, 2') e PPN (y) x 2107 (a).

The definition ofd¥ gives
d¥ (S"y, S™y) < 27P*2 < §/3 Vne [0;N),
and the choice of gives
lo¥ —o¥|<e Vnel[O;N).

Therefore, by[(2B3),

N-1 ,
d%;b;;)x(<y7$)a<y/a$/)) = d[Y(;;N)(y,y’) 4 Z dX(TO'ng7TUryz x/)
n=0
N-1 , , ) y
5N/3 =+ Z (dX (TU"QE, Tanl,/) + dX (TU"QE/, T 33/))
n=0

<25/3+ max dX(TU%x,TU%w’)>N.
ne[0;N)

N

A

Finally, since2/"%(z) = 217%(z'), the property[(22) gives that
dX(Ttz, T'2') < 6/3 Vte (InZ)+[-1,1].

In particular, this holds fot = o, for n € [0; N). O

7.2 Completion of the upper bound

Now fix arbitraryd > 0, « € (1,00) andk > ' > 0. Lety := ¢pym(a). For the
upper bound in Theorem 5123, it will suffice to show that

BICOV g v (Y x X, df N85 dif o™ v @ o)

<exp ((h(X) +€)(¢ + e)VN +eVN)

asN — oo, for everye > 0.

Having chosen, letp € N and let2 be a finite Borel partition o as given
by Lemmd 7.B. These will now also be fixed for the rest of théi@ecConcerning
the system( X, i, T') and its partition2, if ¢ > 0 andI € Int(R) is a bounded
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interval, then letX?Y' denote the set of ‘typical’ points for the partitia@’ "
according to the Shannon-McMillan Theoreml3.1.

The next step will be to introduce certain auxiliary subsetd partitions ofX
andY x X.

Lemma 7.4. For eache > 0 there are finitely many pairs of intervals
(Il, Jl), RN (Ik, Jk) € Int(R) X Int(]R)

such that
0< LY LnJ) <t+e Yi=1,2,... .k

and for which the following holds. For eacN € N there are pairwise-disjoint
Borel subset$V};, ..., Wk < Y such that

) v(Wk u---uWE) > 1/a for all sufficiently largeN, and

i) for everyy € W§ one has
of_yoy+ LIS VNL and of \ +[-1,1] < VNJ;.

Proof. Consider the set
WO := {(B,B') € Cp(0,1] x Co(0,1]| 0 < L (Byo,1) " Bjyy) < ¥ +¢/3}.
Definition[5.21 and Lemma 5.P2 give that
W4 (Wo) = WA {2 (Broay 0 Blp,yy) < ¥ +¢/3} > 1/a.

SlnceW%82 ) is inner-regular with respect to compact sets, it followet flor some
k € N one can find

e pairs of intervalg ;, J;) € Int(R)? for i = 1,2, ..., k such that
0< LU nT) <y +e
¢ and pairwise-disjoint Borel subséig!, ..., W* < W0
such that
) Wlyu---uWPFis open,

ii) W®2 ( Ly uWk) > 1/a,and
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iii) for every (B, B') e W? one has
By + [—¢/3,¢/3] < I; and Bfo,l] + [—¢/3,¢/3] < J;.
Let
Wi = {ye Y| (traj_yn(c¥), trajy(c¥)) e W'} foreachi = 1,...,k.

SinceW! U --- U W¥ is open inCy(0, 1] x Cy(0, 1], the Portmanteau Theorem
and Theorerfi’3.10 imply that W1, U --- U Wk) > 1/« for all sufficiently large
N. The desired conclusion (ii) then holds provided alg¢’N < ¢/3. O

Keeping the notation of the preceding lemma, nowgt:= W}, XX\S/%(I-mJ-) 8
foreachi =1,2,...,k, and let ’
Zn = Zhu---0Z, ZS = (YxX)\Zy, and P :={Zk,...,2Z%. Z%}.
For these setgy we have

(v @ u)(Zn) = v (W) = max i(X\XT% ;)

so this is still greater that/« for all sufficiently largeN, by Theoreni 3]1 and the
fact that|\/N(I; n J;) n Z| —> oo for each.

We next introduce the further partitions Bf x X that will enable an approxi-
mation of our bi-neighbourhoods.

First, foreach = 1,2,..., k, define

Ry = {T,YV}I® Q@\/N(Iimli)mZ’
Ty = PN @ gVNINZ - gng
T = pl-PiN+D) & gVNJinZ

These different partitions can be adapted to the cé{jsas follows: letZy,
<N and Jy be the partitions that refingy, all containZ5; as a single cell, and
satisfy

BN Iy =R LYy, INnZy=S%nZy and InnZy =ThnZy
foralli=1,2,...,kandN € N. Clearly
IN < %N <IN AN IN.

Now Lemmd7.B and the properties of the Sét§ given by Lemma74 imply
that

Y XX Y XX

d d
In(y,x) € Bsh " (y,2) and In(y,z) < BsNY (y,x) VY(y,x) € Zn.(24)
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Lemma 7.5. With Z as above, one has
(%N | < exp (W(X) +€)(¥ + €)VN +0o(V'N)) asN — .
Proof. The definition above gives

k K
5 = 14 3 | 0 Zyl = 1+ 3, [@VNUEOIINE o XK el
1= 1=

As N — oo, the number of summands on the right-hand side here is fixetl, a
their cardinalities are bounded by
(h(X) + &)V N(I; 0 J;) N Z] < (h(X) + )¢ + )V N
it SM
by the definition ofXW(mme. OJ

Lemma 7.6. WithZy, .y and Jy as above, one has
Leu(N; Iv | ZN) = o(VN) asN — .
Proof. The definition of conditional mutual information gives
Leu(SN In|Zn) = (v @u(ZX) @z (N IN [ ZN)

!
+ Z(V®M)(Zzlv)1(u®u) (N I | ZN).

=1 N
Now the definition ofZy, N and Jy gives that the first term here is zero, and
the remaining sum is equal to

k
Z (V ® lu’) (Z}V)I(V(&u)

=1
Applying Lemmd 2.4, this is bounded by

k
3 (log 2 + Leu(La: T | 2Y)),

=1
and within each of these summands, an application of Lem@aCarollary[ 3.9
and Lemma&_3]3 gives

IV@M(yJZ\'ﬁ g]\lf |<@]Zv)
= I, (PN=pp), pl=piN+p)y 4 I“(gﬁlmz; 9V NJinL | Q\/N([imJi)mZ)
= 0(1) + o(|WVNJ; nZ\(VNI; 0 Z)|) = o(v/N)

asN — oo. ]

(SN: TN | ZN).-

7
IZN
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Proof of upper bound in Theordm 5|2Betting A\ := (v®p),z, , the lower bound
on (v ® p)(Zn) implies that|d\x/d(1 ® v) | < « for all sufficiently largeN .
This will be Min-er’s choice of new measures bnx X: that is, we will prove that

b. W U, dYIXg— 7dY|><o'X’)\ 75N
UgmiffniX 1oV (< [—N;0)° “[0;N) N) )

ANU) = K

< exp((¥ + €)(h(X) + )V N + o(vVN)) (25)

asN — oo. In estimating this maximum we may assume thatc Zy, for
any remaindet/\ Zy carries none of the measukg; and so does not need to be
covered. After assuming that = Zy, we have the containments in_{24) for all
(y,z) e U.

Now Propositiori 6.5 gives a subsgic U such that

S|
| %N |

IOg ga,n,/{” IV@M(yN; gN |%N) +1 (26)

and

@MU A (U~ Ix(9)) > (v & W)(U) — #"fa
== )\N(U\yN(U N yN(S))) < K"
— MU N INUnIN0))) >k —r"=F.

Applying Lemmas 75 and 7.6 to the estimatel (26), it follotest t
S| < exp ((h(X) + &) (¢ + £)VN + o(VN))

asN — oo. This completes the proof. OJ

The proof of the matching lower bound in Theorem 5.23 willuieg more
delicate analysis than the above, and will occupy the redeaiof this paper.

Remark 7.7. The previous lemma is the point at which we make crucial usigeof
very fast mixing of” via Corollary[3.9. In fact, that conclusion is slightly strger
than we need: it would suffice in the above argument to knotv tha

I,(2=N0); 20Ny — o(VN).
However, if one had instead

Iu(fgz[_N;O); e@[O;N)) = Q(\/N)v
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then this would disrupt all of the subsequent estimatesgesinwould turn out that
the mutual information of2l=V:9) and 22[%N) s of the same order as the entropy
contained in that part of the scenery that has been visitedt both[—N;0) and
[0; V).

It would be interesting to know whether the upper bound pi@leove holds if
one knows only thaY is a Bernoulli system, tha¥’ is a generating partition, and
that o satisfies the Invariance Principle. Of course, in this case may choose
an independent generating partitio®?’ of Y, but now.%?’ may not give precise
enough control over the cocyclg in the sense of Lemma¥.1, to give a usable
analog of LemmA&_713. This is why the argument above needsdhise relation
between#? and o that holds in a well-distributed pair. <

8 Meandering of cocycles and discrete Cantor sets

For the lower bound in Theoreim 5123, we will imagine playisghdax-er in the
competition described in Subsection]5.2. They key to Maxstrategy will be an
inverse theorem’, asserting that for most pairs of scexsesind walk trajectories, if
the pair of resulting strings produced by the RWRS processlase, then it must
be because of some ‘structural’ similarly involving therseges alone.

This section introduces the structures that appear in thtiom of similarity.
The first of these is a class of special subsets of certainvaisg0; V') on which
our cocycle-trajectories are often (approximately) itijgc These will be intro-
duced after a discussion of another pre-requisite prométpcycle-trajectories.

Throughout this sectioiY, o) will be a well-distributed pair. Recall that this
meansY < A% is a mixing SFT with a Holder-potential Gibbs measuteand
o : Y — Ris a one-sided Holder non-coboundary wftthdv = 0 and effective
variancel. We assume also thé , o) satisfies the Enhanced Invariance Principle
(Definition[3.13) with some mollifiep. Finally, fix ¢ > ||+ large enough that
sptp < [—¢,1].

Many of the arguments of this section are adapted from sirstiégs in[[Kal82],
or their re-telling in[[dHS977].

8.1 Two useful estimates

The starting point for this section is a pair of basic estasain the distribution of
our cocycle-trajectories.

Lemma 8.1. In the above setting, one has
max{.Z(I), 1}
VN
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In particular,

v{lo%| < aVN} Svo max{ Va e (0,0), N € N.

) \/N
Proof. Let I = [a,b]. Theoreni 3.12 gives
v{a < U}yv < b} = I/{O‘?V < b} — I/{O‘?V < a}

Syo N(=00,b/\/N) = N(=o0,a/VN) + ——

VN’
so the result now follows from the smoothness of the Gauskasity. The second
conclusions follows by taking = [—a, a]. O

Lemma 8.2. In the above setting,

1
v nlén[oa%) 0% = 0WN} Svo 0 Vbe (0,00), N € N.

The proof of Lemma8]2 is a little more involved. It beginsiwihe following
property of Gibbs measures.

Lemma 8.3(Four-fold exponential mixing)With (Y, o) are above, there are some
¢ < oo andy € (0, 1) such that

‘ fa (00 8P) - (5087t . (g0 8P dy| < ey wp g r e N U {0}
Proof. The definition of a Gibbs measure via equatigoh (7) is invanarer time-

reversal, as is the conclusion of the present lemma. It finvereuffices to find:
and~ such that

‘fo’- (0 08P)- (008 . (00 SPTI)dy| <y Vp,q,7€N.

In this proof, let us re-scale so that|c|,, < 1, and letL, be a normalized
Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius operator whose adjoint has iammeasure/—, as in
Subsection 3]3.

Now letk := |r/3|. Sinceo is Holder, theré; < co andp; € (0,1) such that

o (y) — o (y)] < b BL0Y),

and so

lo — Eu(o | 21759 |0 < 018Y < (01/51)(R/B1)"
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Letting o’ := E, (o | 22[=Fk]), it follows that
’ JO‘ (0 08P)(008PTY). (g o SPTITT) dl/’

< ’fa’ (0" 0 SP) - (0’ 0 SPFY) . (¢/ o SPTITT) dV‘ + (b1/B1)(R/Br)"

It therefore suffices to give an exponentially-decayingraban the first term
here. Since the whole integral $sinvariant, we may reduce instead to the case of
o’ being 2[-2k0l.measurable (hence, in particular, one-sided). Recatliag

Eu(0' 08" | 220y = L1o!
for one-sided functions’, this leads to
fa"(a'oSp)-(U'oSp+q)'(a'oSp+q+T) dv = fU'-(a'oSp)~(a'oSp+q)~(L:ba'oSp+q) dv.

Finally, becausd.;, has spectral radius less thhon any space of mean-zero, one-
sided Holder functions (see again [PP90, Theorem 2.28yetlareb, < oo and

B2 € (0, 1) such that
‘L;a’ _ ja/ dun < bo B,

so this completes the proof. OJ

Corollary 8.4 (Fourth-moment bound)With (Y, o) as above, one has
||0'§IVHL4(V) Yo VN VN eN.

Proof. Let ¢ and~ be as given by the preceding lemma. Expanding the power
inside theL*-norm gives

% lbay, = D | f o(8™y)0 (S™2y)o (S0 (S™y) v(dy)

n1,n2,n3,n4€[0;N

< > fa(y)a(SPy)U(S”+qy)0(5p+q+’"y) v(dy)
p,q,7=0, pt+q+r<N
< ¢ Z ,Ymax{p,r}
p,q,7=0, pt+q+r<N
<y cN?.

65



Proof of Lemma8l2Whenevem, n € [0; N) with m < n, the previous corollary
gives

f|a%—ay|4 (dy) f|a (dy) Sy.g n—ml2.

This moment bound is strong enough to enable a standardimpairgument
for controllingmax,c[o, v |ow|. A suitable quantitative version is given by Billings-
ley as [Bil68, Theorem 12.2]. The bound above is the hypahafsthat theorem
with (in his notation) parameters = 4, « = 2 andu; = 1 for all 4, and its
conclusion becomes

N2 1
v{ max || = bVN} <v, =,
{ [0 N) | | } Y, (b /N)4 b4
which is actually stronger than we require. OJ

Remark 8.5. The proof of [Bil68, Theorem 12.2] is really a quantitativaple-
mentation of Kolmogorov's classical proof that Browniantioo has a continuous
version (see, for instance, [Kal02, Theorem 3.23]). Thiesiedjuence of arguments
above — from a mixing result (Lemrhalg.3), to a fourth-momenind (Corol-
lary [B8.4), to an application of Kolmogorov's method — areestmlly the steps
taken by Bunimovich and Sinai in [BS81, Section 4] for themop that the laws of
the random variablesraj, (¢¥) on (Y, v) form a tight sequence iBr C|0, 1].
An easy extension of Lemmal8.3 and Corollary 8.4 gives

HO'?VHL%(V) sY,O’,p \/N Vp e N.
The fourth moment is the simply smallest with which the neetiid<olmogorov
can be applied. 4

8.2 Meandering of cocycle-trajectories

Definition 8.6. Let/,a > 0, and letM, L € N. Leta € Z, letI := [a;a + LM),
and let
¢ ={la+iM;a+ (i+1)M)|i€{0,...,L—1}}

be the partition of this interval into length4 subintervals.
For y € Y, the cocycle-trajectory? is («, £)-meandering over I, %) if the
following holds:

VZ cEwith| 7| > oL 3J,J € ¢ suchthaddist(c?,0Y,) > 2¢.
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This property gives a sense in which the cocycle-trajectdrpas many well-
separated images of intervals fré&fh Importantly, onceV/ is large, well-distributed
pairs have a strong lower bound on the probability of thisuogeg.

Proposition 8.7. If (Y, o) is well-distributed, then there is@ < <o such that for
all £ € (0,00) and all sufficiently largeM e N, the following holds for allL € N
and alla > 0:

C

v{o¥ is (a, £)-meandering ove([0; LM), %)} > 1 — 1352

where% is the partition of[0; L)) into subintervals of lengtii/.

Remarks 8.8.(1.) This is essentially the lower bound denoteddbin [dHS97],
except that they require only, N az, = ¢, rather than separation bg¢. Both
the proof and the later applications of this proposition ghily follow their paper,
except that we work throughout with well-distributed pairs

In fact, [dHS97] allows a more general lower bound of the farm % for
somey > 0. The specific valug = 1/3 arises for random walks in the domain
of attraction of a Gaussian distribution, but a smaller valmay be needed for a
heavier-tailed walk, such as one in the domain of attractdm p-stable law for
somep € [1,2). Their main results also apply to such random walks, heneg th
need for this generality, but our focus on well-distributeairs precludes it. We
will return to this point in Subsectidn 10.2.

(2.) It will be very important that the value o/ at which this inequality
starts to hold does not depend &ror o. <

Proof of Propositiori 817 This proof is essentially as in paragraphs (2.5) and (2.6)
of [Kal82].

First, L'/3a? < (aL)? for all @ > 0 and L € N. Therefore, provided is
sufficiently large, the desired bound is vacuous for smdlles of oL, and we
may henceforth assumel, > 2, and hencg/*/!) > (aL)?/4.

Fix i,7 € [L] with j > 4, and supposg € (0,1/2) (it will be optimized later).
Then Lemmak 811 arid 8.2 give

V{diSt<UﬁJv1;(i+1)M)v UZ[JjM;(jH)M)) < (=) v M}
< v{lof;_yul <20 —)°VM} + 20 max o¥] = (j — )PV M}

<YYo max{ G- ! } ( ! G 1) + !

VG0 NG TGP T G- G-07
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Choosingg := 1/6, this last bound becomes/(; — i)'/3. Therefore, provided
VM > 2/,

v{o¥ is not(w, £)-meandering ovef{0; LM), )}
<v{3J < [L] with |J| > oL such thatvi, j € J distinct one has
. . 1/6. /g
dlSt(o-g[/iM,(i+1)M)’UZ[JjM,(j—i-l)M)) <lj—i" M}

< u{ﬂ at Ieast<[a2L]> pairsi, j € [L] such that > i and

. . .11/6
Aist(oting ey s ) < 17— VAT

1 1 . . 1 6
< (FeF1) Z V{dlst(az[JiM,(iqu)J\/[)’O-Z[/jM,(jJrl)M)) < (j— i)YV M}
2 1<i<j<L
< 1 Z 1 L-123 1
~Y7O' 272 - - s 373 — ,
oL 1<i<j<L (j =) asL a?L1/3
as required. -

8.3 Regularity for occupation measures

We next introduce the consequence that we will need of thewkadd Invariance
Principle (Definitior 3.1B). Our application of this pripte will be essentially the
same as made by Aaronson [in [Aar12], for the special casendbra walks: see
the ‘Local Time Lemma’ and Lemma 4 of that paper.

Lemma 8.9 (Smoothness of typical occupation measur&x)ppose thatY, o)
satisfies the Enhanced Invariance Principle. lzesind ¢ be as at the beginning of
this section. For every > 0 there is anM < oo such that

I/{(P * fYEJO;N) ~M,e UBZ(U%();N))} =>1—¢

for all sufficiently large/V.

Proof. Becaused.” is a.s. a continuous function with suppegualto the positive-
length compact intervaB, ;; ([Kal02, Corollary 22.18]), for any > 0 there are
M < oo and finitely manyKy, . . ., K,. € Int(R) such that?!(K,) > 1/(Me) for
eachs, and such that the set

T

U = U{(K,f)elnt(R) x Oy(R)
s=1

K, < interior(K) € K < Ky + (—1/2M,1/2M),
2/M < flig, < M/2, andj f> 1—5}
K,
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satisfies
Wio{B | (Bjoa, L?) e U} > 1 .

This last subset af'y(0, 1] is easily checked to be open. On the other hand, the
Enhanced Invariance Principle implies that

(Be(oty,n))/VN, @+ (VN()) =5 (B, LP)

as(Int(R) x C.(R))-valued random variables. Therefore the Portmanteau Theo-
rem implies that

V{(BZ(U?[JQ;N))/\/N7 SD*VE/();N)(\/N('))) € U} >1-e¢

for all sufficiently largeN. Sincey * ’Yf/o-N)(\/N(')) is always non-negative and
has integral equal tb, this membership of/ implies that

Y
P * Vo) ~Me UB(ofy )

as required. ]
Based on the preceding results, we can introduce certasrttsat occur with

high probability as the relevant time scale tendsctoWwith ¢ and/ as before, and
for [a;b) < Z, set

Y[ZI;);)Cad = {y\ [0 — (b— a)l/gﬂg + (b — a)l/g] < By(o? b))}.

[a;
Given alsce > 0 andM < oo, set

h . _
Viighe = o]0 * 2ty ~3e Vs, )

The results above show that
I/(Y[ZI,JZ)ead) —>1 asb—a— ® (27)

(indeed, this would follow if the exponent/3 were replaced with any value less
than1/2), and that

v(Vasiare) — 1 (28)

asb — a — oo and thenM — co.
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8.4 A discrete filtration

We will next define recursively some sequences of auxili@mameters and sets.
Firstly, let
Lg:=[(d+1)'® vd=1

(the reason for the exponeit will emerge shortly). LetV, := 1, and then let
Nd+1 = Ld+1Nd vd = 0.

A crude application of Stirling’s Inequality gives

log Ng ~ (d+1)log(d +1) Vd > 1. (29)
In addition, let .
YT T 1)
and
d
Kpd 1= H (1 —a;) wheneverl <r <d.
i=r+1

The seriesy; a; converges, and thereforg. ; tends to a limitk,. o, € [0,1) as
d — o0, and therx, o, 1 1 asr — oo.
Also, for eachd > 0, let 2, be the partition ofZ into the discrete intervals

Q% :=[iNy; (i + 1)Ny) forieZ.

Givent e Z, let Q%(t) denote the cell 07, that containg, soQ%(t) = Q¢ if and
only if iNg <t < (i + 1)Ng.
Letting ¢ be as before, for each> 1 andt € Z let

Vit = {y e Y| 0¥ is (awq, £)-meandering ovefQ*(t), Z4—1 n Q*(t))}

(this is essentially a repeat of the definition of the étin [AHS97, Section 6.1];
interestingly, our argument does not seem to need any anétbg sets¢’/” from
that paper). Observe th.’iigj;“dr actually depends ohonly throughQ<(t), hence
only oni := |t/Ny]|. For thisi, one has

Ydrgndr _ S_iNd(Yd%ndr),

and so Proposition 8.7 gives

mnar mndr C
V<Yd,td):V(Yd,Od)>1_L1/3 9
d %
C C
>1-— =1—-——, (30)
(d+ D)W gy (d+1)?
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with C' as in that proposition, for all and¢. (This explains the choice of the
exponentl8: we will soon need the error term at the end here to be sumnirable
d.)

Givenl < s < dandQ € 2, let

HIG"(y) = {te Q|ye V")

For a giveny, this is the set of timese () such that? ‘behaves well’, in the sense
of Propositiori 8.7, over the intervel®(¢). SinceY;j;ndr depends omnonly through

Q*(t), the SetH;f‘é‘)dr(y) is a union of cells fronz, N Q: itis equal to
| J{[iNs; (i + 1)Ny) | i € Z, [iNg; (i + 1)N,) < Q, and5™oy € Y7}

The analysis below will need cocycle-trajectories thatsareultaneously ‘well-
behaved’ over most interval3*(t) < @ € 2, on all sufficiently large scales up to
somed. A high probability of such cocycle-trajectories is giventhe following
lemma.

Lemma 8.10.1f 1 < r < dandQ € %y, then

| A mewfean = (1-c 3 )

s=r+1 s§= r+1
with C as in Propositior 81]7.
Proof. For each fixed € [1; d], the bound[(30) gives

fy QB ()| v(dy) = Y iy |+ ¢ HS(y))

te@
CN,
mndr d
_Ndy(Y\ ) (8+1)2’
and therefore
(L] ] van =N 33 [ @)
s=r+1 s=r+1
1
1-— Ny.
< ¢ Z s+1)) d

s= r+1

OJ
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We can introduce other sets of times in a fixed large inteyat which a
cocycle-trajectory is behaving well in one sense or anothbragainl < r < d
andQ@ € 2,. Then we set

spread spread
]]}EQ (y) = {t € 62‘ Yy E }igg(ﬂ }

and
HIER (y) = {te Q|y e Y3y}

Now we may combine the estimatés](27) dnd (28) with Leimmd &ti0Markov’s
Inequality to conclude the following.

Corollary 8.11. For everyn > 0 ande > 0 there arer, M € N such that, for every
d > r and evenyQ) € %,, one has

d
vlye Y ||m5 @) o HEst) o () HES )] = 0=mNaf > 1-n.

s=r+1

OJ

The largeness of the intersection of times appearing hgrkaathat the cocycle-
trajectoryc? enjoys several different useful properties simultangoosl most of
(. The conjunction of all of these properties will play a r@ieour later analysis
of generalized RWRS systems.

8.5 Discrete Cantor sets and approximate injectivity

This subsection will focus on the intersectién’_, . | Hf"gd(y), as appears in
Corollary[8.11. Provided it is large enough, one can find ighguighly-structured
subsets inside it on which?¥ is approximately injective.

Definition 8.12 (Discrete Cantor sets).etd € N. Adiscrete Cantor setf depth
d is an indexed familyt,,).c (13« Of points inR, and it is proper if they are all
distinct.

In addition, givenD; > Dy > ... > Dy > 0, these aregap upper boundgor
the discrete Cantor set if

ltw —tw| < Diz1 Whenever < dandw; = wj Vj <.

GivenK € Int(R),d e NandD = (D, > ... > D) as above, we will let
DCSyp(K) < K101 denote the collection of all discrete Cantor sets of depth
contained ink, and having gap upper bounds given by
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Our first result about discrete Cantor sets is an estimatéeain‘humber’; or,
more correctly, their covering number for some natural metiVe will endow
DCSy p(K) with the metricdpcg obtained from the norri - |, onR{O-1": that
is,

dDCS((xw)wy (yw)w) = maX |xw - yw|-
we{0,1}d
Lemma 8.13(Bounding the number of discrete Cantor sett K € Int(R) with
L := ZY(K), and fix gap upper bound® = (D; = Dy > ... > D,). Suppose
§ < Dg/10, L/10. Then

cov((DCS.p(K), dpes), 6) < %(%) (%)2 . (%)2“.

Proof. The desired inequality is invariant under re-scaliRgso we may simply
assume thai = 2 and thatDy, L > 20.
Let® : R — Z be the discretization map

Clearly if (2)w, (Vw)w € DCSy.p(K) and(®(z,,))w = (®(y)). then
dpcs(Tw)ws (Yo)w) < 2.

It therefore suffices bound the cardinality of the ®&t%1}* (DCS, p(K)).
Let K be a closed interval with end-points Znthat containsK” and has length
at most4L/3. Using thatD,, L > 20, one sees that

o0 (DCS, p(K)) € DCSyaps(K) n 2008,

so it suffices to bound the cardinality of this right-handlsethe desired product.
In the base casé, = 1, the seDCS, 4p/3(K) n Z{%1 just consists of pairs
(zo,21) In K N Z separated by distance at masb; /3, and there are at most
(2L)(2D,) of these.
Now, for the recursion clause, suppose the result is knowalfalepths less

than somel > 2, and consider a discrete Cantor gef )., € DCSy4p/3(K) N
zon! |t may be identified with the pair of deptldt — 1) discrete Cantor sets
(Zow)wefo,1e—1 ANA (Z1w) pefo,13a-1-

Let

K;:= min x4, +[0,4Dy/3] fori=0,1,
we{0,1}d-1
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and letD’ := (Ds,...,Dy). In view of the gap upper bounds, the above two
depth{d — 1) discrete Cantor sets are members of

DCSq-14p//3(Ko) nZ and DCSy_y4pij3(K1) N Z,

respectively.

Therefore the cardinality dDCSdAD/g(F) N Z is bounded by the number of
possible choices dk; and K, multiplied by the square ¢DCS;_; 4p//3([0,4D2/3])|.
By the base-case argument and the inductive hypothesissthounded by

(2L)(2D1)[DCSu 150/ ([0,4D2/3])* < (2L)(2D1)((2D5)(2D3)* - (2Da)* ")
< (20)(2D4)(2D2)2(2D3)* - - (2Dg)*" ",

as required. OJ

Definition 8.14 (Discrete Cantor families)A discrete Cantor familyof depthd is

an indexed family Ky, ) (9,134 Of pairwise-disjoint members aiit(R). It hasgap
upper boundsD; > ... = Dy if

diam(K, u K,v) < D;;1 whenevet < d andw; = w} Vj < i.

If & = (Kw)wefo,134 is such a discrete Cantor family, then demainis
dom(R) := U K,
we{0,1}4

(the reason for this terminology will become clear later).

We will let DCF, p(K) < Int(K){%1" denote the collection of all discrete
Cantor families of depth, contained inK, and having gap upper bounds given by
D.

It is clear that if(K,,).,, € DCFy p(K), then
(min K,,), and (max K,), € DCSy p(K).

Similarly to dpcs, we will endowDCF 4 p (K) with the metric

dper ((Kw)w, (K,)w) = wél{l(?ﬁd duar(Kw, K.,)

= max {dpcs ((min Ky,).,, (min K,), ), dpcs ((max K)o, (max K7,).,) },

wheredygys IS the classical Hausdorff metric on the space of nonempiypeat
subsets. Lemnia 8.113 immediately gives the following.
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Corollary 8.15 (Bounding the number of discrete Cantor familielsgt K’ € Int(R)
with L := #'(K), and fix gap upper bound® = (D; > Dy > ... > Dy). Sup-

posed < D;/10, L/10. Then
cov((DCFyp(K), dpcr), ) < (%<@) (2—D2)2-.. (2—Dd) )2.
O

2d71
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We will also need to know how certain discrete Cantor farilielate to the
filtration 2, introduced previously. It < r < d and(Ky),e0,13¢-- IS a discrete
Cantor family, then it imdaptedto (24, Z4—1, ..., 2;) if

e eachK, € 2,,
e if s€[0;d —r] andw,w’ € {0,1}¢7" satisfyw; = w! for all i € [1; 5], then
Da—s(Kw) = Da—s(Kor)
(including the case = 0, when the assumption is vacuous),

e butif w, # wy for somes € [1;d — r], then

@dfs<Kw) #* A@dfs<Kw’)-

We now turn to the main result of this subsection, which piesi discrete
Cantor families on which a given cocycle-trajectory is (@ximately) injective.

Proposition 8.16(Finding a good discrete Cantor set for a good trajectobgt
1<r<d,letQ e 9, lety € Y, and suppose thal? < 7, n Q is a family of
intervals such that

|/| = (1 - ’{r,d)Nd/Nr

and
d

Us < [ BZE"W).

s=r+1

Then there is a discrete Cantor fam{i§)., ), (0,13+-- contained in_# and adapted
t0 (%4, - - -, Z;) such that the imageB;(s(, ), w € {0, 1}4-", are also pairwise-
disjoint.
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Proof. This is proved by induction od.

Base clause. Whend = r + 1, our assumptions are

|/| = (1 - 047”+1)Lr+1

and
UJ =BG ().

The first of these implies thal? # 4, and hence the second implies that also
HM%(y) # & However, this is possible only #7%,(y) = @, and hence
Sy e vt whereQ = [iNy41; (i + 1)Nyy1). Sincel — a1 = apya,
the definition of}@ﬁ‘}f‘g gives two (necessarily disjoint) interval,, @, € ¢ for
which By (¢, ) and B,(oy,, ) are also disjoint.

Recursion clause. Now supposel > r + 1, and that the result is already
known at scales up 1@ — 1. Let ¢ satisfy the two assumptions, and let

Jri={Ke g |KcR}
foreachRe 2,1 n Q.
Our first assumption abouy’ gives
(Zr n QNI | = Z [(Zr 0 R)\ k| < KraNa/Ny,
RE.@dflﬁQ
and so Markov's Inequality implies that the set
I ={Re D41 n Q|| Frl = (1 — kra-1)Na—1/N;}

has cardinality at least, L.
Our second assumption aboy# requires thatHC%dr(y) # (¢, and hence

insteadHC‘zlg)df(y) = (). We may therefore apply the base-clause argument to the
family 7’ < 241 n Q to obtain a pair of interval§)o, @1 € _#’ such that

Bg(o‘%o) M Bg(o‘%l) = @
On the other hand, by the definition gf’, for eachi € {1, 2} we have
|/Qz‘ = (1 - Hr,dfl)Ndfl/Nry

and also
USe =Qin(UJS) < < ﬂ HG™ (y )
s=r+1
d—1 d—1
c () @nHE W) = () HES" ).
s=r+1 s=r+1
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We may therefore apply the inductive hypothesis to eaclygf and 7, to
obtain Cantor familiegQo. )we(o,134-—1 aNd(Q1w)we(o,134-+—1 inside them with
the asserted properties. Assembling these into a singlég/fahows that the induc-
tion continues, and hence completes the proof. ]

Remark 8.17. Proposition[8.16 is a finitary cousin of the classical reshtt if

C < [0,1] has Hausdorff dimension at mokf then a.e. Brownian sample path
is injective onC': see Section 16.6 in Kahane [Kah85], up to Theorem 6 of that
section. An unusual feature of the present setting is thatpattitions of Z are
increasingly coarse, and each cell @f; contains roughly? cells of Z,_,, so the
‘index’ of Z;_1 in 9, tends toxo with d. This is different from the classical analysis
of self-crossing for Brownian motion g6, 1], which is easiest using simply dyadic
partitions. <

8.6 Approximate covering with discrete Cantor families
Let (Y, o), ¢ and/ be as before.

Proposition 8.18. For every3,n > 0 there areM < oo, 1o € N and a family
of subsets*°! < Y, d > r > r, satlsfylngu(YgOOd) > 1 — /3 and such
that the followmg holds. For every > rg there is as > 0 such that ifd > r,
y € Y& and P < [0; N,) with |P| > (1 — §)N, then there is a collectios
of disc7rete Cantor families of depth— r, all contained inP and subordinate to
(P4, Dy-1,- .., Pr+1), for which the following hold:

1) (images are not too short) for eve(§).,)., € ¢ and allw € {0,1}*"", one
has
[0? —Nl/?’,ay. +N,}/3] c Bg(O’%w);

min Q. r min Q

2) (well-separated images) for eve(y),), € ¢, the imageng(aéw) for
w € {0,1}4" are pairwise disjoint (beware that this is not asserting any
disjointness among images from distinct membef&€)of

3) (cocycle-range is mostly covered) one has

(Bt U U Bilod) <02 (Bulofy,)):

(Qw)weg UJE{O 1}d T

4) (cocycle-range is covered fairly efficiently) one has

> Y, LNBuod,)) < ML (Bulof )

(Qw)weg we{O,l}d*T
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It seems worth emphasizing here that the final choic& miust be allowed to
depend on = g

Proof.  Step 1. Choice of parameters and set®/e start with the selection of
M andrg, along with some auxiliary parameters that will be usedrduthe proof.
We will then construct the seﬁég""d

The parameters are given by the following choices (which bél motivated
during the course of the proof):

C1) Lete; := /2, and choosey; € N andM; < oo according to the conver-

gencel(2B) so thax(}’[sof;njg:)tf}whal) >1—p/2foralld > rg;.

C2) Letdy :=n/4M:.
C3) Choose  so large that
1-0
Rpg 9,00 = Max {1 _ 77(87]\411)’51}-

This implies that also

n(1 —d1)

1-— <
Ry d 8M1

and 61 < k,q Wheneverd > r > rgs.

C4) Letey := 1/16M;, and letro 3 € NandM; < oo be given by Corollary 8.11
so that for everyl > r > ry the set

good 1

d

= {u| [ ) HEED ) () HER ()] > (1-01/2)Na |
s=r+1

has
vV > 1 B2,
C5) FinaIIy, letM = 16M1M2/T] andro = maX{TQ717TQ727T073}.
Now, for eachd > r, let

good | _ y,smooth good,1
Y;”,d T YV[O;Nd),M1781 Y;”,d ’

where the second of these right-hand sets was introducetoicec (C4) above.
Choices (C1) and (C4) together imply that

vV > 1- 8.
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It remains to prove that these choices give the desired qoesees.
Step 2: Finding a large family of good intervalsNow fix d > r > ry, and let

01

d = SN,

We will complete the proof with this choice ¢t Thus, suppose that € Yfg"d
and thatP < [0; Ny) with |P| > (1 — 0) Ny.
Consider the family of intervals

/0 = {QE.@7«|Q§P}
For this family, one has
[(Zr 0 [0; Na))\ Fo| < > |Q\P|
Qe(Zrn[0:Na))\ o
Y, 1Q\PI=[0;Ng)\P| < 6N,

QE.@TF\[O;Nd)

N

and hence
| Zo| > (1 = 6N, )Ng/N, = (1 —61/2)Ng/N;.

Combining this bound with the fact thate Y25°! < v25°4! it follows that
the family

d
spread SMOO mndr
QCPmHIEON)( y)nH; [01\;311) M2,€2<y)m ﬂ Hy [Ode)(y)}

s=r+1

=

has
| 7| = (1 —61)Na/Nr,
and this is greater thafl — «, q) N4/ N, by choice (C3).

Step 3: Constructing the Cantor familiedHaving introduced ¢, Proposi-
tion[8.16 gives the ability to find a discrete Cantor familgide _# on which the
cocycle-trajectorieg? is approximately injective. It only remains to show how a
careful repeated appeal to Proposifion 8.16 can produceotewbllection of dis-
crete Cantor families with the desired properties. Thichieved by the following
recursion.

Base step. First, with ¢ as above, and in view of choice (C3), Proposi-
tion[8.16 gives a discrete Cantor family; := (Qu).efo,134-~ cONtained in_#
such that
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i) the intervalsB,(ay, ) for w € {0, 134" are pairwise disjoint.

Moreover, since ] 7 < HSpmad)(y), we also have

") [ O min Q. ‘ZVTV3 y + Nl/g] By ( ) for everyw.

’ man

Recursion step. Now suppose that discrete Cantor famili@s, . ..,Q,, in
# have already been constructed for same> 1. If

1 1
R (Bg \ U Be(Y i) ) <L (Bi(olyx). (31)
then stop the recursion, and #ét:= {Q,,...,9Q,,}. In that case the construction

is finished. Otherwise, suppose the opposite inequalit@D¥. (Sincey e Yfg"d c
ygmooth , the opposite of (31) implies that

[0;Ng), M7 ,e1
y n—Eel n
(QO*’Y[()?Nd))( ONd \SQ"LBZ Udomﬂ > = M, = m (32)
Since

N,
Y _ T
P *Vo;Ny) = E Z QD*VQ «1,8, |/| Z ®p* /va
QeZrn[0;Ng) Qe g

inequality [32) gives that

Ui n
|/|Q;/¢*’YQ (Beoon \SQme dom(2,) )>m‘51>m7

by the choice ob; in (C2). Therefore, letting
n
s ={Qe s (Bilotny)\ U Bilolona) > 37
another appeal to Markov’s Inequality implies that
01
12 i = Ty,
and this is greater thafi — «, 4) N4/N, by our choice in (C3), because> 7 s.
We may therefore apply Propositibn 8.16 again to obtain erelis Cantor family

Qi1 1= (QL)wefoye-+ in F' satisfying the same properties (i) and (i) as in the
base step.
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Observe that
(o %74 )(Belog ) =1 Vw e {0, 134,

Combined with the defining property of’, this gives
o
<(‘D*ny’ ( \Sngg Udomﬂ )>8M1

Since
smooth
Us cUs c H; 01\}; Mo (Y):

this now implies that

U (3 \sgnBe fonia) > 8%}\4; = > o, it
= 7 (Bg(a%;)\sgnBe(agom(Qs))) > %21(35(03%))'
Therefore
2 5z \ | i)
_ we{ozl}d T,gl <Bg \sgnt o))
> %we{%drafl(&(a%@)) = %31(35( o) (33)

Now continue the recursion.

Step 4: Completion of the proof.Since all quantities are finite, the algo-
rithm described above must end after finitely many steps meschoice of¢ =
{Q1,...,9m}. When it does so:

e conclusion (1) follows because all the chosen intervalseveemtained in
spread ( )
Tv[O;Nd)

e conclusion (2) follows from the use of Proposition 8.16 atheatep of the
construction;

e conclusion (3) holds because it was the condition for therélyn to termi-
nate;
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e conclusion (4) holds by an iterated appeal to inequdlity:(33

NgE

s=1

m s—1
8 (5o U i)
s=1 s'=1

= M"%l( U Bf(f’gom(as))) < ML (Bi(ojy.,))-

s<m

9 The lower bound, completion of the proof

This section proves the lower bound in Theodlem 5.23, andéhenmpletes the
proof of that theorem. It rests on a result showing thaf &ndy’ satisfy some
constraints in terms oJrﬁ);N) and U%O;N)’ and if (y,z) ~ (y',z’) according to

d?gf;\;’)x, thenz andz’ must themselves be ‘similar’, in a sense involving discrete
Cantor sets.

This notion of similarity is quite cumbersome. | suspecs tkia defect of the
proof method, in that a much tighter (and more easily-sjatetion of similarity
for sceneries also holds in our setting, as discussed ine8tibs[4.3, but | have
not been able to prove this.

It should be stressed that the structural relation betweenesies that we de-
duce is already implicitly at the heart of Kalikow's argurhém [Kal82], as well
as its various sequels [Rud88, dH597]. However, our fortimds superficially
quite different from Kalikow’s. He introduces certain tdechically-defined events
in the space of walk-scenery pairs, involving longer andyéntime-scales, and
then uses a recursion to show that the probabilities of alidlevents remain close
to 1. We re-interpret each of these as an event involving a ttkeéembedding of
a discrete Cantor set into the domain of the scenery: thisidiscrete Cantor sets
converts Kalikow's hierarchy of properties into a singl@getric structure. In ad-
dition to making the relevant properties easier to visealthis affords new ways
of using Kalikow's estimates: we will ultimately need to Wwawith whole fami-
lies of these discrete Cantor sets, whereas Kalikow neealgdly his hierarchical
probability-estimate only once.

In the following, Y, X, o, ¢ and? will continue to be as in the previous section.
We also continue to assume thiam (X, d¥) < 1.
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9.1 Reduction to estimates for single bi-neighbourhoods

The key to the lower bound in Theordm 5.23 will be that, odds large enough
and for a suitable choice of the subgétc Y x X appearing in Definition 5.11,
all bi-neighbourhoods iU, dY“”X dY“"X v®u) are ‘small’ in a certain sense.
This will then force one to use many of t%em to cover a positixaportion ofU.
This ‘smallness’ of the bi-neighbourhoods is in terms ofriiegtric on the sceneries
alone. Letry : Y x X — X denote the coordinate projection, anddggdx
denote the pullback of¥ to a pseudometric ol x X, and similarly for other
metrics onX.

The following piece of notation will now be quite useful: giv(B,B’) €
Co(0,1] x Cy(0,1], let

gl(B[OJ] N BEO,l]) gl(B[OJ] M BEO,l])

$1<B[0,l]) ’ gl(Ble]) }7

aspect(B, B') := min{
interpreting this ag) if either B or B’ is constant. Fo(B,B’) ~ W%21]1 the
random variablesspect(B, B’) is a.s. positive with a continuous distribution on
(0,1].

Proposition 9.1 (Bounding the covering number of a bi-neighbourhoodgt X
andY be as before. For any, v, ¢, 3,0’ > 0 there exist;,§ > 0 and a sequence
of subsety; € Y, d > 1, such thatv(Yy) > 1 — g for all sufficiently larged, and
such that the following holds. If

B, B' € Cy(0, 1] with aspect(B, B') > v and.Z* (B 1) N Bfo 1]) >

¥/2,

and if we setl := \/NyBjg 1}, J := \/NdBfO 17> and
U := {y € Yd| [traj_n,(0¥) — Bl < nand|trajy, (o¥) — B < 77} x X,

then

Y><UX ngx

cov<(UmB5ON‘“ (Un BM\,NdO)(y7 )),W}k{dﬁj> 5/> exp(e LI n J))

forany(y,x) e U.

Heuristically, this proposition asserts that, provide@ tooks only within the

setU defined by suitable approximate trajectories, bﬂb}ﬁ‘@%) and d[\gbj\;))( re-

member something about the scenenaccording to the metndfﬁoj On the
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other hand, we will be able to arrange thahas measure bounded below by some
x > 0, and so it will follow that one needs roughtyp(h(X)|I n J n Z|) of these
bi-neighbourhoods to cover a sizable portiorof

Propositiol 9.1 could be formulated using the Hamming-fitetric X ; in

place of the Bowen-Dinaburg metrdl@i;oj, but the latter choice turns out to give a
slightly shorter proof.

Most of this section will be given to the proof of Propositiérll. However,
let us first show how it implies Theorelm 5123. This will alseuke following
auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 9.2. For everya € (1,0) ande > 0 there existsy > 0 for which the
following holds. For any; > 0 there is ax > 0 such that, for all sufficiently large
N e N,

Vv € PrY such that|dv'/dv|. < «, 3B, B’ € Cy(0, 1] such that
XI(B[OJ] N Bf071]) > Ypm(a) — ¢,
aspect(B, B') > 7,

and
V’{y‘ Itraj_n(0Y) — Blow < nand|trajy(c?) — B'|o < 77} = K.

Proof. Let ) := ¢¥pm(«). Definition[5.21 gives

W2 {(B. B") | £ (B 0 Bjy1)) < ¥um(e) =} < /e

Sinceaspect(B, B') > 0 for W%?l]-a.e.(B, B'), we may now choose > 0 such
that the closed set

K :={(B,B)| fl(B[OJ] N BEO,I]) < Ypm(a) —e or aspect(B, B') <~}

still hasW’,, (k) < 1/a.

Now suppose that > 0. By the inner-regularity OW%21] with respect to
compact sets, there are finitely many open subBéts. .., W,, < Co(0,1]*\K
such that

. W%?l](Wl U U W) > 1—1/a + kg for somexg > 0, and

e eachWV; has diameter less thapfor the maximum of the metrics- |, on
each coordinate ify(0, 1]2.

Setx := akp/m, and choose representative pdits, B;) € W; for eachi < m.
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The Invariance Principle (Theorédm 3110) implies that

(traj_ (oY), trajy (0¥)) 2% (B, B') ~ WE%,  asN — .

[0,1]

Therefore, since eacl; is open, the Portmanteau Theorem ([Kal02, Theorem
4.25]) gives

v{(traj_y (oY), trajy(c¥)) e Wi U - U Wy} > 1—1/a + ko

for all sufficiently largeN.
SupposeN is large enough that this last inequality holds, and now iclemns
somer’ € PrY with |dv//dv|« < «. Then that last inequality gives

V{(traj_n (oY), trajy(c¥)) ¢ Wi U - U Wy}
< av{(traj_y(0¥),trajy(o¥)) ¢ Wiu---OUWp} < a(l/a—kg) = 1—aky,

so there is some < m for which
V{(traj_y (oY), trajy(c¥)) € Wi} > k.

Letting (B, B') := (B;, B;) for this choice ofi completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorerh 5.23 from Propositibn B.The upper bound has already been
obtained, so it remains to prove the lower bound. This is easufh(Y) = 0,

so assumé < h(Y) < co. We now imagine playing as Max-er in the competition
of Subsection 512.

Step 1: The choice of measure and subséirst, Min-er chooses som¥ e
Pr(Y x X) such that|d\' /d(r ® u)|| < a. Letr/ € PrY andy’ € Pr X be its
marginals, so we know that algdv’/dv|,, < a.

Let ¢ := ¢pm(a). Fixe > 0, and assume without loss of generality that
e < /4. For thise, we will show that there are choices df> 0 andx > &’ > 0,
depending om but not on the particular measukg such that for each sufficiently
larged there is somé&/ < Y x X with \'(U) > x and

bicov,. (U, dEi'jV"d);g), d?g;'j\,"d))(, N),0Ng) = exp ((h(X) — 3e)(¢) — 2e)/Ng).

Sincee is arbitrary this will complete the proof.
The parameters and subset are chosen in the following steps:

e Let§ > 0 be so small thah(u, T,d%,§") > h(X) — ¢, as is possible by
Propositior 3.5.
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e By the continuity ofpy (Lemmd5.2R), choose > a such thatpy (o) >
¢BM (Oé) — E.

e Lety > 0 be given by LemmBg39l2 far’ ande.

e Choosef so small that%- < o/. Given~, v, g, & and this3, now
apply Proposition 9]1 to obtain § > 0 and the subsefg; < Y having the
properties listed there. Observe that

VY\Yy) <av(Y\Yy) <aB = NYgxX)=1(Yy) =>1-aB,

and hence

) < g
dv® p) T 11— aﬁ
for all sufficiently larged.

e For our givens and for the values of andn chosen above, and farsuffi-
ciently large, now return to Lemrba 9.2, applied to the mea%’%, to obtain
somer > 0 such that, for all sufficiently largé, there areB, B’ € C(0, 1]
satisfying

gl(B[OJ] M Bf071]) > 1/1]31\/[(0/) — &> ¢ — 2e > 1/1/2,
aspect(B, B') > v,
and such that the set
Ui := {y € Yd| ||traj7Nd(Jy) —Bl|ow <n andHtrade(ay) —B|w < 17}

has
V'(U) = V' (Ya)v)y,(Uh) = (1 — aB)yjy, (Uh) = &
Let] := +/NgByo1 and.J := v/ NgBy, ;-
e Finally, letx’ := /2, and letU := U; x X, soX(U) = v/(U;y) = & for all
sufficiently larged.

Step 2: Bounding the bi-covering numbeiThe conclusion of Propositidn 9.1
now gives that

YD(UX YD(O'X

cov((U N Ba [ Na) (Un B5NNd “(y, z)), WXdImJ) 5/) exp(e LM (I ~ J))
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for all (y,z) € U, for all sufficiently larged. On the other hand, iV < U with
N(V) = «/, then alsav ® u)(V) = k’/a and hencei(rx (V) > '/, a fixed
positive constant. Therefore, providédind henceZ* (I n J) = (v/2)+/Ny are
sufficiently large, Proposition_ 3.6 and the choiceyogive

cov((V.mkdp).8) = cov((mx(V),dp.5),d)
> cov((ﬂX(V),dﬁJ),é’fl(ImJ))
> exp ((h(X) —26).2 (I n J)).

These two bounds together imply thatdis sufficiently large, then the number
of (6 N4)-bi-neighbourhoods needed to cover such a subdsetU is at least

exp (h(X) — 26)L21 (I n J))
exp(e LI n J))

> exp ((0(X) — 3e) (¥ — 2¢)/Na),
as required. ]
The rest of this section is occupied by the proof of Propomsifl.1.

9.2 Discrete Cantor matchings

First we need the following relative of Definition 8]12. Itaportance will appear
in the formulation of Proposition 9.4.

Definition 9.3 (Discrete Cantor matchings).etd € N. A discrete Cantor match-
ing of depthd is a pair (K., tw)efo,13¢ IN Which (K,,),, is a discrete Cantor fam-
ily and (uy,)., is a discrete Cantor set, both of depth It hasgap upper bounds
D, = ... > D, ifthese are gap upper bounds for both this discrete Cantanilia
and this discrete Cantor set.

If M = (K, uy), IS a discrete Cantor matching, then demainis

dom(IM) := U K,.

For fixedd, D = (Dy = --- = Dy) andJ € Int(R), the collection of deptl-
discrete Cantor matchings contained jnand with gap upper bound® will be
denoted byDCMy p(J).

Clearly DCMg4 p(J) may be identified wittDCFy p(J) x DCSy p(J). We
endowDCMg p(J) with the metricdpcn given by the maximum of the metrics
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dpcr anddpcg on these coordinate factors, and so Lerimal8.13 and Cor8llaky
immediately imply

COV((DCMd’D(J), dDCM)7 5)

(LD Y)Y

provideds < .#1(.J)/10, D4/10.

9.3 Similarity of sceneries from similarity of pairs
Let the parameters,, N4, oy andk,. 4 be as introduced in SubsectionI8.4.

Proposition 9.4. Suppose thag,n > 0, and letM < o, g € N, and the sets
Y& for d > r > ry be as provided by Propositién 8118 for tisands;.
Then for anyr > rg there is aj > 0 such that if

e Be(Cy(0,1]andJ := \/NdB[O,l] + [=9vVNa, nv/ Nyl

e (y,x),(y,2") e Yfg‘)d x X with
[trajy, () = Bllos, [trajy,(6¥) = Blo <,
e and
dioy ((y,2), (4, 2')) < 0N, (35)

then there is a tuple

ML)

T € DCMd—T’AZ(NdZ---ZNrH)(J)m for some m < W

such that the following hold:

P1) (discrete Cantor sets are small) for eveiy,,, u,), € % and everyw €
{0,1}4-7, one hadu,,| < 27v/Ng;

P2) (range interval is mostly covered) one has

247\ | dom() <02 () + /N

Me.7
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P3) (sceneries approximately agree across matchings)engx.,, u, ), € %
andw € {0,1}¢7", one has

dX(T?x, T 2!y < Vze K,,.
Remark 9.5. Beware that the assumptions of this proposition are symmbé-
tween(y, ) and (v, 2’), but the conclusions are not. <

Proof.  Step 1: Choice of parametersSuppose that > ry, and letd; > 0 be
the error tolerance given by Proposition 8.18 for this

Since the actiol” : R —~ X is jointly continuous, given ouj > 0 and/, there
is somer; > 0 such that for any:, ' € X one has

d¥(z,2') <2 — d¥(T7z,T%2') <n Vze[-L,1).
Again by the continuity of this action, we may now choaese 0 such that
2] <e — d¥,T?z) <7 VzeX.

Next, given thiss, Corollary[7.2 gives somé > 0 such that for any discrete
interval [0; L) < Z and anyz, 2’ € Y one has

max dY (S"y, S"/) <6 — max |oY —o¥| <e.
e (S™y,S™y') nem)l v —oh|

Finally, letd := 0, -min{g, 7}, and assumé _(85) with this value @f
Step 2: Using Proposition 8.18.Consider the set

P = {ne[0;Ny)| d¥ (S™y, S™y) < ganddX(TU%x,TU% a') <7}
By (35), our choice of and Markov’s Inequality, one has
ONa = |[0;Ng)\P| - min{0,7} = |P| > (1-8)Na.

We may therefore subjed® to an application of Propositidn 8/18. L&t be the
collection of discrete Cantor families produced by thafosition, ordered so that
Y = ((Qsw)w)i-, for somem, and let

T = ((Bg(gés’w), Urynian,w - Urﬂian’w)we{o,l}d**):L:r

To see that each entry of is a member oDCM,_, 4y(n,>.. >N, ,,)(J), Observe
the following:
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e property (2) of Proposition 8.18 gave that the image—ne&gﬂnlboodng(a%S )
are pairwise disjoint for distinet € {0, 1}¢~", for each fixeds;

e these neighbourhoods are all containeoByﬁaE/O, Nd)) c J,

e and, since > |0, for any bounded discrete intervBl < Z and anyy €
Y, the imager’% must have diameter at mas¥’! (R). It follows that By (c%)
is an interval of length at mogt#!(R) + 2¢. Therefore, for each < m,
the gap upper bound§ N, + 2) > ... > ¢(N,+1 + 2) hold for the discrete
Cantor family(By (o3, )). becauséq.,)., was adapted t6Zq, . . ., Zr11),
and the gap upper bbundé(Nd +2) > ... > 2((N,4+1 + 2) hold for the
discrete Cantor se{bﬁiin Qo — TmingQ..,)w @s it is a set of differences of
elements of such discrete Cantor families. This conclusi@tronger than
the gap upper bound®/ N, > ... > 4¢/N,,; of property (P3), because
Niy1 2 Npgp1 = 2.

The desired upper bound en holds because property (1) of Proposition 8.18
gives
LYK, = N V(K uy)e € Z andw € {0,1}47"
—  ZYdom(M)) = 24"NY3 v e .7,
while property (4) of that proposition gives
> LY (dom(M)) < ML (Bylofy ) < ML(J).

[0;Na)
dom(M)eF

Step 3: Verifying the remaining propertiesit remains to prove (P1)—(P3).
Property (P1) holds becausej (c¥) andtraj y (c¥') are both close t@: for
t := min @,/ Ny, those approximations give

/

|00 in 00 ~ Timin g, = VNaltrajy, (0¥)(t) — trajy, (0¥ )(t)] < 20/ Na.

Property (P2) results from property (3) of Proposifion 8 d@nbined with the
facts that

By(oyn,) €7 and L (N\Be(ofy,)) < 4nv/Na.

Finally, property (P3) holds because for eack: m and eachv € {0,1}4",
we have that), ., = P by construction, and so the definition Bfgives

dY (S™y, S™y) <6 and dX(T7"z,T7" ') <7 VYne Q. (36)
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For thiss and eachw, now abbreviate:,, := min Q;,, andu,, := 0%; —op,. By
the choice ob, the first inequality in[(36) implies that

Snw y/
n—me

0¥ — 0¥ —uy| = (0¥ —0Y )—(c¥—0Y )| = |o oh Y <& Vne Qs

n

Given this, and letting; := S™y, ¢/} := S™y/, z, := Tz anda := T 1/,
the second inequality ifi (B6) may be re-written as

d* (Tazlwl, TUzlwll) <17 VYnel0;N,).
Combining the above inequalities, and recalling the chofce we now obtain

X (oot ool g ~ .

d* (T 2y, T o) <27 VYn e [0;N,),
and now by the choice of this implies that

dX(T?x, T*""a') < Yz e By(ofy, ) = Bilod, )-

O

We will retain the names (P1)—(P3) for the above propertiesughout the rest

of the paper. Note that, by duplicating some members of thaltieg family .7,

we may always assume that = [M.,%l(J)/2d*7"N,}/3J without disrupting these

other properties.

9.4 Bounding the covering number of discrete Cantor matchigs

The next lemma is an elementary estimate which will lie attéart of the compe-
tition between two different sources of entropy in the séque

Lemma 9.6. There is some absolute constarit < co such that
d—r
>12°(d - s)log(d — s) < Cp2?  wheneved > r > 1.
s=0

Proof. Dividing the left-hand side bg? produces the sum

d—r d 0
Z 27@=9)(d — s)log(d — s) = Z 2 % og l < Z 27 .92 < 0.
s=0 l=r l=r
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For any fixedd, D = (D; > ... > Dy) andJ € Int(R), and for eachn € N,
let dpom,m be the metric ofDCM, p(J))™ given as the maximum of the metric
dpcnm on each of then coordinates.

Lemma 9.7(Bounding the number of discrete-Cantor-matching tuplesy every
d,e > 0 there exists; € N such that ifd > r > rq, if J € Int(R) has length at
most4/N,, and if
ML (JT)
me= [erer/g’J’
then

cov ((DCMg—p a¢(Ny>... >N, 1) (1)) dDCM,m ), 6) < exp(e L1 (J)) VmeN.

Proof. By (34) and[(29), there is an absolute constant oo such that this cover-
ing number is bounded by
)3m

2d7r71

57 (55

80 3m24=T d—r—113
:<7> (Nd'Nd‘Nd2—1“' E+1 )m

< exp <Cm((d +1)log(d + 1) + 2dlogd + - -- + 2771 (r + 2) log(r + 2))

8¢
d—r
+3m2%7" log 5 >

d—r—1
= exp <Cm Z 2°(d + 1 — s)log(d + 1 — s) + 3m29 ™" log 8—6)
s=0 Y
Substituting form, this is bounded by
CLND) s L)
where

C':=CM and C":=3MIlog %ﬁ’

neither of which depends ahor r. Letting Cy be the constant from Lemna 9.6,
the above expression is in turn bounded by
20'Co Lt Lt
( C(/I(;g (J)—l—C” 1(/}{))
Nr 2771 Nr

Another appeal td (29) implies thaf/®2-—" — o0 asr — o0, so the above is
bounded byexp(s.#1(.J)) providedr was large enough, irrespective of the value
of d. O
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9.5 Bounding covering numbers of bi-neighbourhoods

Lemma 9.8. For any+/,{ > 0 there aren, ¢” € (0,1) for which the following
holds. Suppose that < J < R are compact intervals, both containirfy such
that Z1(K) = v £1(J). Suppose also that > r > 1, thatz, 2}, 22,7} € X,
and that

m

meN and ﬁ,g € (DCMd—TAZ(NdZ---ZNrJrﬂ(‘]))
are such that
J,x1, 7} and.Z satisfy (P1)—(P3) for these valuesiofi, 7,

J, o, 7% and¥ satisfy (P1)—(P3) for these valuesofi, n,

dDCM,m(97g) < (5/”, (37)
and
Ao (), ah) < & (38)

Then
d¥(x1,19) < C(LYUK) +4/Ny).
(The choice of the notation*’ and ‘6"’ is for ease of reference later.)

Remarks 9.9. (1.) Itis very important here that we assume only proximity: pf
andz, in do™, rather thandX, and then (of course) also conclude only that kind
of proximity. On the other hand, it is also important that thput is an inequality
for d?oo, whereas the output is only fef¥; this difference will be taken into
account later by an appeal to Leminal3.7.

(2.) Note also that this lemma does not use the bound on the lengththe
tuples.# and¥. <

Proof. First, using the joint continuity of’, choose&j, > 0 so small that

2] <260 — maxd®(z,T°z) < (/4.
zeX

Next, choose) > 0 andé” € (0, §p] both so small that

n/y +2n+6" < (/2 and 8y <.
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Now assume also that> r > 1, and thatz,, 2, z2, 2, ¥ and¥ satisfy the
stated assumptions. For eack: m, let

F = ((Kl,s,wul,s,w)we{o,l}d*r):ﬁb:l and ¢ = ((K2,S,wau2,8,w)we{0,1}d*7"):1:1'

Let

m
= U U Kl,s,cm

{0 1}d T

and letK” < K be the closed subinterval with the same centre and legjtf ) —
4n+/ Ny (understood agy if this value is negative). By property (P2),

LN K\(K' n D)) < ZY(K\K') + £*(J\D)
< 4/ Ny + (0L (J) + 407/ Ng) < 8n+/ Ny + (/7)) L (K).

Now suppose thate K’ n D. There ares < m andw € {0, 1}¢~" such that
t € K 5., and now the approximatiof (37) gives some= (—¢",4"”) such that
t+we Ko, Letu; :=u; 4, fori =1,2.

By the triangle inequality,

dX (Ttl’l, Ttl’g) < dX (TtZL'l, Tt+u1 1,11) + dX (Tt+u1 1,11’ Tt+u1$/2)
+dX (Tt+u1ml2’ Tt+w+u2ml2) + dX (Tt+w+u2l,/2’ Tterﬂj‘Q)
+dX (Tterl’Q, Ttﬂj‘Q).

These five right-hand terms may now be bounded separately:
e property (P3) gives

dX( 71 Tt+u1 )<77 and dX(Tt+w+u2 / Tt+w )<,’7;

e sincet € K” and property (P1) givels,; | < 2n+/Ng4, we still havet + u; €
K’, and so the approximatioh ([38) gives

dX (Tt+u1 Tt+u1 ) 5/”

e finally, our assumptions gave| < ¢” and the approximatiori (87) gives
|ur — ug| < 4, so the choice of” < §y implies that

dX (T gl Tt gly < /4 and  dX (T Y ag, Thay) < ¢/4.
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Putting these estimates together gives
d¥(Ttxy, Thag) < 2n+ 6+ (/2 Vte K'n D.

Integrating ovet € K, this becomes

N

f dX(Ttxy, Thas) dt + f dX(Ttxy, Tt xo) dt
K\(K'nD) K'nD

LYEK\(K' n D))+ (2n+ 6" + ¢/2) L (K' n D)
(/7L EK) + 8ny/Na + (20 + 8" + ¢/2) L1 (K)
(/A + 20+ 0" + ¢/2) L1 (K) + 81/ Ny,

and this is less tha(L.?! (K') + ¢+/Ny by the choice of) ands”. O

d%z (1’1,1'2)

NN

Lemma 9.10. For any v,,¢,3,8 > 0 there aren,d > 0 and a sequence of
subsetsy; < Y, d > 1, such thatv(Y,;) > 1 —  for all sufficiently larged, and
such that the following holds. If

Be Cy(0,1],J := v/NgByp ;;and K € Int(J) satisfy both# (K) >
(v/2)v/Ng and LY (K) = v.21(J),

and if
U < {y e Yal||trajy,(6¥) = Blos <} x X,
then

Y X o X

cov((U n BN (C), mxdie™),d') < exp(e. £ (K))

whenevelC < U has diameter at mosgtaccording to the pseudometric}(d)é’oo.

The analogous result holds wherjy, is replaced bytraj_, and dY-D;\Z;)( is

[07
Y X o X

replaced byl[_ N0

Proof. It will be clear that the second assertion follows in the sarag as the first,
S0 we concentrate on that.

Step 1: Choosing the parameters.

e First recall from Lemma 317 that for our givéh > 0, there is somé” > 0
such that for every: € X andK e Int(R) with Z!(K) > 1 one has

dX

cov ((Byiopn 0y (), ™), ') < exp(e21(K)/2),
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e Next, choose/ := ~/(1+4/v), choose; so small that (1+2/v) < §”, and
now implement Lemm@a 9.8 with thig' and(¢ to obtain some), 6" € (0,1)
with the property described there.

e For the given value oft and for then chosen above, now le/ < oo,
ro € N and the subsety®°! < v for d > r > r, be as provided by
Propositiori 8.18.

e Now let
e i=¢/(2/v + 8n/Y),
and apply LemmBAa9l7 to obtain some= r such that for anyl > r, if

:: [Mfl(I)J’

1/3

Ient(R), ZY(I)<4(N; and m
2d—rNr

then
cov ((DCMy—r ao(Ny>.. >N, 1) (D)™, dpemm) . "/2)) < exp(e’ L ().

Fix thisr, let Y, := Y24 for all d > r, and, for completeness, I&}; := &
for d < r. The conclusion of Propositidn 8118 givegY;) > 1 — g for all
sufficiently larged.

e Finally, having found thig, in addition to the other parameters chosen above,
let§ > 0 be given by Proposition 9.4.

Now assume thad > r is sufficiently large and thaB, K and.J are as in the
statement of the lemma. Observe that

J":=J + [=n/Na,nv/Na] € Be(oj, ) + [=207/ Na, 201/ Na],
so one also ha?!(J') < 4¢N, onced is sufficiently large. Let

[M.,Sfl(J’)J
m = |——7|.
2d77~er/3

Step 2: The Hamming-like metric.The next step is to prove an analog of the
desired bound withr% d% in place ofw}}dﬁ’oc and with diametep” in place of
radiusé’.

Given our assumption ofi and choice of, Propositiori 9.4 asserts that

Y XX

Un Bsy (C) < {(y,2)| 3/, 2') € C and.Z such that.Z| = m
andJ', z,2’, F satisfy (P1)—(P3).
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Next, for anyd > r, Lemmd 9.7 gives a Borel partitio? of DCMg_, 4¢(n,>..> N, 1) (J)™"
into cells of diameter at most” according taipca,m, and with

12| < exp(e L") < exp(e' (L1 (J) + 40/ Ng))

exp(e (17 + dn/). L (K)) < exple.2 (K) /2).

The above containment may now be written

<
<

digne ™
Un B ()< | Re
Qe2
with
Rg = {(y,:n) ‘ A(y',2’) e Cand.Z € Q such that/’, x, 2, .F satisfy (Pl)—(PS}).

Now observe also that sinc&*(J) > £Y(K) > (2/1)+/Nq4, we have

2 L)
"My~ Ty a/p

Therefore, the choice aof andd” using Lemma9]8 implies that

LK) 212 () 2 >y LNT).

diam(Rq, 7% d%) < (LK) +C/Ng < CA+2/) LHK) < 8" LK) VQe 2.

Step 3: The Bowen-Dinaburg metridt remains to improve our conclusion
from 7% dX to 7% dc™. This follows because, by Lemnia B.7 and our choice
of §”, each of the setsty obtained above may in turn be covered by at most

exp(eZ1(K)/2) balls of radiusy’ for the pseudometri@}}d?w. O

Proof of Propositiori 9J1.This follows from two back-to-back appeals to Lenima .10,
with some care over the values of all the error tolerances.

Step 1: Choosing the parametersWe are giveny, 1, , 3,8 > 0.

By the first part of Lemm&9.10, we may choose some); > 0 and subsets
Y41 < Y suchthaw(Yy 1) > 1 — /2 for all sufficiently larged, and such that the
following holds. If B’ € C(0,1], J := v/NaBj, ;;, andK € Int(J) with both

ZNK) = ($/2)y/Na and LK) 272" (J),

and if
U c {y €Yy ’ ||trade(Jy) — B|w < 771} x X,
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then

Y X o X

d
cov((U n B51[3{,Zd) (@), w}d);’oo),él) < exp(e L1 (K)/2)

wheneverC < U has diameter at most according to the pseudometﬂif;}dﬁ’oo.

Having done so, now the second part of Lenimal9.10 gives gam@, 1], €
(0,01] and subset¥,; < Y, such that/(Y;) > 1 — $ for all sufficiently large
d, and such that the following holds. B € Cy(0,1], I := +/NgBjo, and
K e Int(I) with both

LK) > (/2V/Na and 2V (K) > 7.2(1),
and if
U c {y € Yd‘ Htraj,Nd(ay) — Bl < 77} x X,
then
Y XX

d )
cov (U n B (C), wdic™),01/2) < exp(e.2 (K)/2)

whenevetC < U has diameter at mostaccording to the pseudometﬂif;}dﬁ’oo.
This gives our choice af, 6 andYy.

Step 2: Completion of the proof.Now suppose thaB, B’ € Cy(0, 1] have

aspect(B, B') > v and.Z! (Bjo,11 N BEO 1]) > /2, and let

1= NdB[O,1]> J = NdBfO,l]? and K:=1nJ.

ThenZY(K) > (¢/2)/Ny, and the lower bound omspect(B, B’) implies that
LY, LY (T) = L1 (K). Also set

U:= {y € Yd‘ ltraj_n, (0¥) — Bllow < nand|trajy, (o¥) — Bl < 77} x X,

and suppose thay, x) € U.
Since
Uc{yeYy||traj_y,(0¥) = B'lw <n} x X

Y X o X
[—Ng;0)

the choice of (applied withC' := {(y, x)}) implies that the set N By, (y,x)
has a Borel partitionZ into cells of diameter at mosgt according to the pseudo-
metric7% d v and with

|%Z| < exp(eLM (I~ J)/2).
Next, for eachC € £, since

CcUc{yeYy||trajy,(0¥) — Blw < n} x X,
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and since) < 4; andn < n, the choice ob; andn gives that

Y X o X

cov((U n B(S][\(;;Nd) (C’),w}’}d);’oo),é/) <exp(eZLYInJ)/2).

Since
O; N, —Ng;0 O; N,
Un By, d (U N B, d (y,x)) = U (U N Bsy, d (C')),
CeZ#

these bounds combine to give an ovedaltovering number of the whole bi-neighbourhood,
according tor% d ™, of at mostexp(e. 21 (I A J)). 0

10 Further questions and directions

10.1 Further understanding of the marginal m.p. spaces

Another natural approach to Theorem A would seek an enhasteoh Kalikow's
proof of Theoreni 4]1 which somehow quantifies the failuratbiee the Very Weak
Bernoulli condition or extremality.

An interesting proposal towards this end has been wideludsed by Thou-
venot, often in connection with his Weak Pinsker Conjectiter a general shift-
invariant proces$AZ, i, S) with marginal m.p. spaceA”, dgam, in), he sug-
gests considering the smallest number of pairwise-disgibsets ofA" that one
needs in order that their union carry mostg§, and so that the conditional mea-
sure ofuy on each of them exhibits exponential concentration. Wenaitidefine
this more carefully here, but refer to it as the ‘concenmigdilecomposition rate’.

This is an attractive idea in the context BWRS,,, because the decomposi-
tion (I11) can be associated with the family of graphs

{(vac(y)|y€YN} forCEXN7

where the notation is as in Sectioh 4. With a little trimmitigis decomposition
can be turned into a pairwise-disjoint family of subset$-6t}" x CV that carry
most of p, and number roughlyxp(2Rh(u, S)v/N). If one could show that
this decomposition is, up to ordexp(o(+/N)), among the most efficient ways
to breakpy into exponentially-concentrated components, then it setivat the
scenery entrop¥i(u, S) naturally appears inside this intrinsic geometric invatria
of the space${+1}"V x CV, dyam, pn).

Unfortunately, it is not clear that the conditional measysg . are exponen-
tially concentrated. By definition, we had

PN,c = (1d7 FC)*V?/sza (39)
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but we have no guarantee that the functidh®njoy any ‘approximate continuity’:
indeed, it is easy to see that they do not, by slightly moddyExamplé 4.4.

Thus, there is no reason why the pushforwardin (39) showddguve the ex-
ponential concentration property 9?12\7 , and | do not see any other reason why
that property should hold fopy .. It could be that, in order to decompogg
into exponentially-concentrated measures, one needsctorgmse eachy . fur-
ther by conditioning on some additional properties of a candvalk pathy, and |
know of no very good estimate on the number of further cebi$ dme would need.
For the above idea, it would be essential that this furthettjwa for eachpy . use
at mostexp(o(v/N)) cells, so that it does not change the leading-order estimate
given by the decomposition according to the graphs.of

10.2 Other random walks

Several variants of the RWRS processes do not fall into tagsatonsidered by
Theorem A.

Perhaps the nearest relatives are those in which the uhaergndom walk is
p-stable for some € (1, 2), so that one has an invariance principle for convergence
to ap-stable Lévy process. In this case, | suspect that the padmive can be easily
adapted to give the following.

Conjecture 10.1.1f (Y, o) are the system and cocycle corresponding tesaable
random walk orZ for somep € (1, 2), and if X is a Bernoulli flow, then

log BIPACK, . v 5(Y x X, dE{jvig;, d[};y)X, v )

sup sup lim sup
k>k/'>0 >0 N—0 Ni/p

= T;Z)p-stab(a)h(X)>
wherey,,.q.1, is the obvious analog afgy for the p-stable [evy process.
On the other hand, the generalization to random wall&iras in [dHS97], is

quite different. The problem there is that a typical pairra]‘etctoriesffo; Ny aﬁ;; N)

spend onlyo(N) amount of time at locations which are visited by both of thém.
suspect this implies thab information is robustly remembered by both tNestep
past and theV-step future, in the sense of the following.

Conjecture 10.2.Letey, e be the usual basis @. LetY = ({+e;, +es}%, 1, S)
be a Bernoulli shift withy = u%%471/4’1/471/4), leto : Y — {+eq, e} be the

time-zero coordinate, and 1& be a finite-entropy BernoullZ2-system. Then
BIPACK g 6(Y % X, di S dii e v @ p) = 1

for all sufficiently largeN, forall o« > 1, x > ' > 0 andé > 0.
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Similar remarks might apply to grstable walk ifp < 1, in which case the oc-
cupation measures are no longer absolutely continuous cbimjecture promises
the same behaviour for these systems as for Bernoulli sgstEnopositiorh 5.18),
even though they are among those shown to be non-BernoutdiebyHollander
and Steif in[[dHS97], using an adaptation of Kalikow’s argunn It seems that a
different invariant is needed to distinguish these examptee from another.
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