POWER LAW ASYMPTOTICS IN THE CREATION OF STRANGE ATTRACTORS
IN THE QUASI-PERIODICALLY FORCED QUADRATIC FAMILY

THOMAS OHLSON TIMOUDAS

ABSTRACT. Let® be a quasi-periodically forced quadratic map, where thagtimt constant is
a Diophantine irrational. A strange non-chaotic attra(EMA) is an invariant (undeb) attracting
graph of a nowhere continuous measurable funafidrom the circleT to [0, 1].

This paper investigates how a smooth attractor degendrdtea strange one, as a parameter
B approaches a critical valy, and the asymptotics behind the bifurcation of the attrafcton
smooth to strange. In our model, the cause of the strangecttris a so-called torus collision,
whereby an attractor collides with a repeller.

Our results show that the asymptotic minimum distance betvibe two colliding invariant
curves decreases linearly in the paramgtaas3 approaches the critical parameter vagligérom
below.

Furthermore, we have been able to show that the asymptatietigrof the supremum of the
derivative of the attracting graph is asymptotically boedhdrom both sides by a constant times
the reciprocal of the square root of the minimum distance/abo

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent decades much attention has been directed towssdaviestigation oktrange at-
tractors attractors with a fractal or highly discontinuous struetiand how they appear. Even
to this date, most of the work is of a numerical nature, andetlage only few rigorous results
about them. Here, we will present some rigorous resultsemiireg certain asymptotics in the
bifurcations of a smooth attractor into a strange one.

The termstrange attractorwas coined in the early 70’s in [RT71], where the authors made
a connection between turbulence and strange attractorse Man a decade later, [GOPY84]
introduced the concept of strange non-chaotic attractofSNA for short), strange attractors
with non-positive Lyapunov exponents.

Some of the earliest constructions of SNAs can be found ing&)Mil69, Her83, Joh78],
though they pre-dated the actual term (and seemed larg&hyowm to the early researchers on
SNASs). In the beginning, the advances were mainly numéyicupported, and the standing
guestion was whether they actually exist at all (and what gotually are).

The next question, if they should indeed exist, presentadfitcould they appear outside of
abstract models, concocted in the minds of mathematicidieR is, are they of any physical
relevance - can they be observed in nature? In fact, therddas experimental evidence of
SNA's in certain physical systems (see for instance [DS3).

In physics, itis common to have one system driven by another dhis is called forcing. The

most well-known type is periodic forcing. There is howeveother important, but much less
1
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understood, mode of forcing callegiasi-periodic

9n+]_: 9n+w
1.1
{ Xnt1 = (6n,%n), (3.1)

wherex € R, 0 lies in the circleT = [0, 1], where 0 and 1 are identified is irrational, and
f is smooth. If the Lyapunov exponent of this system in tkdirection is negative for every
(8,x) € T x (0,1), then it has a continuous attracting invariant cugveT — [0,1] which is as
smooth ad (see [Sta97]).

Already from the very beginning, the study of SNAs has be#mmately linked to the study
of quasi-periodically forced (one-dimensional) dynarhgystems. One early paper establishing
the existence of SNAs is [BO96]. Another early paper, [K&|Proves the existence of SNAS in
a certain class of pincthuasi-periodic systems (building on the worklin [GOPY 8#nched
systems are also studied in [Har12].

Following [AM08,Bje09], we will adopt the definition of an $Nas being the attracting graph
of a measurable curwg : T — [0, 1] which is a.e. discontinuous. We allow for the possibility of
an attractor to attract only a set of points of positive measather than an open neighbourhood
of the curve (see [Mil85]).

Having answered the question of existence in the affirmatweenow wish to understand how
SNA's appear; in particular the kinds of bifurcations lesglio their formation. In this paper,
we have obtained very precise asymptotics involved in ope tf bifurcation for certain quasi-
periodically forced logistic maps (an extension of the omestdered in[[Bje09, Bjel2])

{ Ohi1=6h+w
Xn+1 = (% +Ba(6h))%n(1—Xn),

modeled on the cylindeF x [0, 1], for certaina(0) (see below), where & a(6) < % andw
is a Diophantine irrational. For parameter values B < 1, we will show that the system
has a smooth attracting curve (attractifik (0,1)) with negative Lyapunov exponent in tie
direction. However, as proved in [Bje09, Bjel2], the systegs an SNA for3 = 1, which is
dense in a 2-dimensional surface. The construction is aetlivithout pinching (the method
used in[Kel96]).

The cause for the appearance of the SNA is a collision betweeattractor and the invariant
(repelling) curve ak = 0. In the literature, this is called a torus-collision, a Mlown cause of
SNA's (see for instancé [JNNOT(07,HPO06]). As the tori apploane another, the attractor starts
"wrinkling" (the derivative increases) until it finally "sltters" to form a strange attractor.

The reason we have chosen to study the logistic family is lsilpgcause it is one of the most
well-studied dynamical systems, and much is known abouhtfez=e [BC85, Lyu02, AM(5]).
The mapa(6) was chosen to be close to 0 for most value8 ef T, in order to ensure that orbits
stay close ta} (the fixed point forax(1— x)). However, at two value§ = 0 and6 ~ w, a(8)

suddenly peaks. WheB = 1, the peaks reach 4 (see figl 1a), producing a C%I&i—ﬂl — 0 (the

(1.2)

lna pinched system, one of the fibres in #adirection is identically mapped to= 0 (the invariant curve)
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torus collision) for a certain value & = a.. When 0< 8 < 1, the peaks are linearly scaled by
that factor.
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(A) %+Ba(9) wheng = 1. (B) The attractor wheig = 1.
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(c) 2+ Ba(6) whenp =0.5. (D) The attractor whey = 0.5.

The concept of torus-collision has also been seen to caas®fmormal hyperbolicity in nor-
mally hyperbolic systems (see [HdIL06,B$08]). [In [BS08hgve they study the projectivization
of an invertible linear cocycle) the minimum distance bedwéhe tori were shown to vanish at
linear speed with respect to the parameter. It was rematadhis might be a universal phe-
nomenon, occuring in a wide class of systems. Certainlysdinee question could be asked about
our model.

Returning to our model ir (1].2), we would like to understane asymptotic process behind
the degeneration of our smooth attractor into the SNA. Ost fesult shows at which rate the
minimum distance, from the repelling curvexat 0 to the attractor, decreases,faapproaches
1.

In fig. [2, we have plotted this minimum distance as obtainedunsimulations. The graph
seems to suggest that the distance is asymptotically las@approaches 1 from below, justify-
ing similar observations in other models ([HdIL06, BSO8)e will prove that this is indeed the
case.

Then, a more daring question presented itself: would it lad @bssible to obtain asymptotics
of how quickly the maximum derivative of the curve approachnidinity? Our results yield the
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FIGURE 2. The minimum distance as a function@®fwhenp is close to 1.

rather unexpected asymptotics that the derivative of tinacbr, in the sup-norm, grows like

(1-B)*?

as 3 approaches 1 from below, or approximately as one over thareqwot of the distance
between our invariant curves.

The techniques used in this paper do not depend on the spaaificand we expect that similar
systems exhibit the same asymptotic behaviours. The experie’2 does however seem to be
related to the quadratic nature of our map, more specifitaltife non-vanishing of the second
derivative of the attracting curve at the point closest torépelling set.

It is also unknown what happens to our system|(1.2) wiés not Diophantine.

2. MODEL AND RESULTS

As in [Bje09], letw be an irrational number. We have introduced the parameteffG< 1 to
get the "extended" system (in the original moflek 1 is fixed)

®gp:Tx[0,1] = Tx[0,1]:(6,X) — (84 w,cq g(6) - p(X)),

where

is a quadratic (logistic) map, and
3 5 1
Cap(0)=3+P3 <1+)\ (cos2m(6—a/2) —cosna)z) ’

whereA is assumed to be sufficiently large (dependingda)nin order for the peaks to be narrow.
The relationship between thi$0) and thea(0) is just that th% appearing there is moved into
c(0), and that we introduced one more parameger,
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The Diophantine condition reads

|nf |gw — p| > —= for all g € Z\ {0}, (DC)k.r

9 IT
for somexk > 0,7 > 1. We note that the Diophantine irrationals have full (Lejue measure on
the intervall0, 1].

From this point on, we let be a fixed Diophantine irrational satisfying the condi
for somek > 0 andrt > 1.

For a given poin{8p,%g) € T x [0, 1], we write (6, Xn) = ®"(6p,X%0). The vertical Lyapunov
exponent at the poir{ifp, %), we define as

V(6o %0) = lim — log

_I|m Z)Iog\c )(1—2x)],

provided the limit exists. We define also

Y(60,%0) = I|m Z log|c(6«)(1—2xy)|.

The following result is proved in [Bje09, Bjell2]:
Proposition 2.1. For all sufficiently largeA > 0, there is a parameter valug = o such that the
following holds for the mag = @, g_1:

i) There is a strange attractor, the graph of a nowhere camuns measurable functiogr :
T — [0, 1], which attracts point$6,x), for a.e.6 € T, and every x (0,1).
i) y(0,x) <1 log(3/5) < Ofora.e6 € T and every x (0,1).
iii) The attractor is dense in a 2D surface bounded by two tdus graphs, one identically O,
and the other one hT — [1/3,1].

We are now ready to state the main theorem of this paper.
Main Theorem. For all sufficiently largeA > 0, the following holds for the magg = ®;_g,
wherea is as in proposition 2]1:
i) When0 < B < 1, there is a curve, the graph of &dunctiony? : T — [0, 1], which attracts
every point8,x) € T x (0,1).
i) When0 < B < 1, ¥(6,X) < 3log(3/5) < Ofor everyf € T and every x (0,1).
iif) The (minimum) dlstancé(B) between the attractog/® and the repelling sef’ x {0}, is
asymptotically linear ir3, asf3 — 1, specifically
o(B)=const (1—)+o0(1-pB),
where the constant equalg.c, (ac + w) - g
iv) The sup-norm of the derivative gf satisfies the asymptotic
Cy
< ||dgyP| <

where0 < C; < C, are constants, af — 1.

C
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The above statements correspond to corollary 5.4 and pitapwss.5[5.1]1 and 5.18.

Remark.The existence of a smooth attractor is actually true for@anwhen 0< 3 < 1, which
can be shown using the techniques in this paper. The truffcldi” and interesting case is when
o = a¢ (actually, by symmetry of the peaks, there should be a "mimage" ofa. where there’s
an SNA). Wheneved is not equal taac or its "mirror image”, we expect there to be no "SNA",
even wher3 = 1 (thus postponing the bifurcation).

Remark.The assumption thab is Diophantine is for technical reasons (see lerhmia 3.1)sare
that the orbits spend long periods away from certain "bagliores. We don’t know if the results
can be extended to non-Diophantine irrationals.

Below, we will give a short discussion of the driving mectsaniin our model responsible for
the appearance of a smooth attractor, and later it's bifimeanto an SNA. As long as(0) is
close to%’ (such as wheif3 is small), there will be an attractor given by the grgghy(0)) of

some smooth functiog(0) : T — [0, 1] which is approximatel%.

The setl x {0} is an invariant repelling set. The important feature of ooded is thatx = 1
is mapped directly ta = 0. Ourcy, was made to bey (0) ~ % except wher® is veryclose to 0
anda.

The interesting values af will be close tow, in order to produce an orbit going through

1 1
(Gc—w,~ 2) = (Gc, 5) = (dc+ @, 1) = (dc+20,0),

culminating in a torus collision. This chain occurs wher= a. (the critical value in[[Bje09])
andf = 1. That is exactly when an SNA appears in our system.

This article has been divided into several sections, eatthaweparate goal in mind.

In section 3, we have collected several numerical lemmasdorputations that are used re-
peatedly throughout the following sections.

Section 4 contains the big induction step, where we show thaluding certain (possibly)
degenerate sets, we have good control on expansion/ctotradhere, we also derive results
which will be used to show that the induction can go on, evest {heese "degenerate sets".

All the results are tied together in section 5, which has b&ait into three separate parts.
In the first part, we show that there is a unique attractingewhich is the graph of a smooth
map. The second part deals with the minimum distance bettheeattractor and the repelling
setT x {0}, and how this behaves asymptotically as the paranfiterl™. Finally, in the third
part, we will prove the bounds on the growth of the maximunivagive of the attracting curve.

At the beginning of each (sub)section, we will briefly sketicd main ideas of that section.

3. SOME PREPARATIONS AND LEMMAS FOR LATER

Here, we will list some "numerical” (or "computational"yenas to be used in the later sec-
tions.

The reason for choosing a Diophantias that we then get a lower bound on the number of
iterations required by the mab— 6 + w to return to a small interval df (lemma3.1). This is
a very important assumption used in our techniques.
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Lemma 3.1. If w € T satisfies the Diophantine conditigDC) 7, and | C T is an interval of
lengthe > 0, then

In J (+mw)=0
0<|m|<N
with N = [(k /)Y T]a.
We will fix, for the remainder of this paper, the following atibn.
®gp:Tx[0,1] = Tx[0,1]:(6,X) — (84 w,cq g(6) - p(X)),
wheref € [0, 1], w is a Diophantine irrational number,
p(xX) =x(1—x)

is the quadratic map, and

000~ (rraoar)
where

9(6,a) =cos21(8 — a/2) —cosra.

The constanh will be assumed sufficiently large throughout this paper.Wilfeoften suppress
the parametera, 3 in our notation whenever they can be understood from context
Given(68p,Xp), we will use the notation

(6, %) = @"(60,%0), n=>0.
We will introduce a few intervals and constants of importlater in the induction. We let
lo=[-A~Y7 A7Y7); (3.1)
Ao=[w—A"25/2,0—22723. (3.2)

The intervallg contains most of th@ wherec has its first peak, and is the first zooming interval
in the induction. The intervallg is where some of the interesting valuesoofie. In particular
ac € Ap. There is one more such interesting interval, situatedhsiigo the right ofw, but to
keep derivatives positive, we have chosen to focus on theiti of the peak at 0. Needless to
say, the same techniques apply to the other interval, exisapsome constants might have to be
tweaked.

The constants are

Mo = [)\ l/(14T)];
Ko = [)\1/(28T)],

where[x] denotes the integer part »f They have been chosen to big ~ /N, andKg ~ NY/4,
whereN is the minimal return time tty in lemma3.1L.

2[x] denotes the integer part »f



8 THOMAS OHLSON TIMOUDAS

Also, given an intervall, and afy € T, we denote byN(6p; | ) the smallest non-negative integer
N such thaBy = 6y + Nw € |. Note thatN(6p;1) =0 if 6y € I.

The "contracting” regiog is given by

C=[1/3-1/100,1/3+1/100,

and corresponds to the valuesxafhere there is strong contraction, as lon@ag loU (1o + w).
This is the desirable place to be, and the whole inductigmistedevoted to showing that orbits
spend almost all their time in this region.

The following lemmas will ascertain that the perturbatiohthe constant in the quadratic map
c(8)p(x) will be small whenf ¢ lgU (lo+ w).

In the remainder of this section, whenever the proof of a&stant is omitted, it can be found
in [Bje09]. For each lemma, we have indicated, in brackéescorresponding one in [Bje09].

Lemma 3.2( [Bje09, Lemma 3.1]) For all sufficiently largeA > 0 the following hold fora € Aq
and0O< B <1

2) a,3(6) —31,196C4.,3(6)],|dpCa,p(6)| < 1/VA for everyd & loU (lo+ w).
b) Forany0<5<1,{6:¢c(0) > (3+B3) (1-8)}N(lo+w) C [a—VIA~V4 a++/6A7Y4).
c) Foro<B<1aeAgand6 €lo+w, BAY® < dgcy 5(6) < BA.

Proof. For the second statement, we calculate the Taylor serigs=atr, to obtain

c(8) = g+Bg —10BA 2 sirf(ma ) (6 — a)? + BAO((6 — a)?)
Therefore,
c(8) > <2+Bg) (1-9)
implies that
. ) 3 3 5
BA (10msirf(ma) (6 — a)?>+0((6 — a)?)) < (§+B§) 5

Now, c(a +v/6A %) < (3+63) (1-9), since
BA (10n2sin2(na)5)\ ~1/24 0(8%/2) *3/4)) — <1Onzsin2(na)[3/\ 2 4 .BO(8Y/2) 1/4)) 5

3 5
> <§+B§)6

whenA > 0 is large (independent @). Sincec is smaller further away from the peakat we
are done.

The third statement is proved in [Bj€09, Lemma 3.1] o= 1. From this it immediately
follows that

BAYE < dgcq 5(8) < BA
for everya € A, 0 € lo+ w, sincedgc, g(0) is linear inf. O



POWER LAW ASYMPTOTICS IN THE QUASI-PERIODICALLY FORCED QUBRATIC FAMILY 9

Lemma 3.3 ( [Bje09, Lemma 3.2]) Provided thatA > 0 is sufficiently large, the following
statements hold far € 4pand0<p <1

e If By Z 10U (lp+ w), and x € C, then x € C, and|c(6p)p'(x0)| < 3/5.
e If By,...,010¢ loU (lo+ w), and % € [1/100,99/100, then %o € C.
o If B & loU(lp+ w) and x € [1/100,99/100, then % € (1/100,2/5).
o If Xg € [0,1/10)], then % > 2xo, for everyfp € T.

Lemma 3.4( [Bje09, Lemma 3.3]) Suppose thad < 8 < 1. Then, if6y € T, X > 1/100, and
if x_1 €(0,1/100)U(99/100.1), then % € [1/100,99/100.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose thatpxe C, andf € lg. Thenforand < <1
3 99

and

Proof. The assumption means that
1/3—1/100< gk (6) < 1/3+1/100
Recall that
X1 = Ca,p(6)P(X0)-
This gives us the following bounds

% < g -p(1/3—1/100) < X1 < 4p(1/3+1/100) < 99/100

and therefore

3
X1 > 7 p(99/100) > 1/100

Lemma 3.6. Suppose thatx< 1/100 Then the smallest & 0 satisfying that
xT >1/100,
satisfies

1
T glog5/4m.

Proof. First, note that, since(0) < 4, alsoxr < 4/100= 1/20, because otherwise/ 100 <

XT-1-
Sincex, < 1/100 for every 0< k < T, using lemm&313, we get that

5\ <xr < =
2) 0=XT =5y
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or
1
T<lo —.
> 95/4 20)(0

Applying the product rule and the chain rule, we obtain

0%n+1 = (9C(6n)) - P(%n) +C(6h) - P'(%n) - O%n,
whered denotes partial differentiation with respect to eitBesr 5. We find inductively that

n n n
O%at1 = (9¢(6n)) - P(%n) + 0% ]'LC(GJ') Pxj)+ Y (‘99k—1p(xk—1) I'LC(GJ') : p’(Xj)) :
1= k=1 I=
(3.3)
Such products will be important to us, and we will controlrthby controlling products of the
n
form 17 Ie(6;) - /)]
]:
The following lemma is an adaptation of [Bje09, Lemma 3.5].

.
Lemma 3.7. Assume thatge [0, 1], dgXo = dpXo =0, and [ [c(6;)p'(xj)| < (3/5)T—k+1/2for
=k

every ke [0,T], where T> 10logA is an integer. Assume moreover thégc(6)|, |dpc(6k)| <
1/VA for ke [T —10logA, T]. Then|dgxr1],|dpxr41| < A ~Y/* provided thath is sufficiently
large.

Proof. Exactly as in the proof of [Bje09, Lemma 3.5]. O

The following lemma is a restatement df [Bje09, Lemma 3.4htdude the parametg?, and
is used in the proof of the main theorem to give a lower bountaw long it takes¢ to return
to C after having come really close to the peaks in@héirection.

Lemma 3.8. Leta € Ap, and < [0, 1] be fixed. Set

Jvw={0:c(0,a)> (g-i—ﬁg) (1- (4/5)M)}m(|0+w).

Then, For all sufficiently largd > 0, the foIIowmg hold for M> 10:

Given 6y € (lo— w)\(Im —2w), and % € [1%)0, 100] there is a3 < k < M — 7 such that x €
199
[1_()07 1_00]
Givenéy € 1o\ (Ju — w), and % € [1/100,2/5], there is a2 < k< M — 7 such that k € [t55
1%
T]

Given®y € (lo+ w)\Ju, and % € [155: 155 there is al < k < M — 7 such that x € [5g,

The return time to the "good" regidi/100 99/100 is bounded byM — 7 regardless of the
value of 3.
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Proof. Exactly as the proof irf [Bje09, Lemma 3.4] (we may even useeitaet same estimates).
O]

The following lemma is a complement to the one above, consigevhat happens when we
reach the peak. Now the behaviour is crucially dependenh@nalue of3. The failure of such
a statement whefi = 1 is what causes the SNA. Keep in mind théd) < (% + B3) for every®,
and hence(0) < 4 whenf < 1.

Lemma 3.9. For all sufficiently largeA > 0, we have the following lemma. Leatc Ag, and
B € [0,1) be fixed. Set

Jvw={0:c(0,a)> (g-i—ﬁg) (1- (4/5)M)}m(|0+w).

Then, assuming that M 10, there is a constant (integer) = Mc (), depending only off3,
such that:

Givenép € (Iu —2w) C lo— w, and % € [155, 1oy, there is a8 < k < M such that € [ 5, 1a5)-
Givenéy € lg, and % € [1/100,99/100, there is a2 < k < Mc such that x € [155, 255

Givenby € Ju C lo+ w, and % € [55, 155), there is al < k < Mc such that k € [155, 155 -

Proof. One satisfying, but not necessarily the smallest possiblag ofMc is the following:
09 1557 (ll—v )
Mc = # +4,
log 7

whereV = 2 + B3. Atthe end of the proof, we will show that this constant idfisignt.
Suppose thafly € (Ju — 2w), andxp € [1/100,99/100. Then by lemma-3]3, M00< x; <

2/5, orx; € [1/100,99/100. Now, 1/100< X, < (3 +B3)p(1/2) < (3+ B3) = Vs, regardless

of 6; € lp. Since itis independent @&k, the same proof as we do Jy — w will work for 6, € Ip.
In particular, ifxp; < 99/100, we only have to prove the last statement. If howevegd00 <

X2 < Vg, the exact same argument as we will use to prove that casesoasel.
Therefore, assume € [1/100,99/100. The next iterate satisfies

3 5 3 5
<xz3< (=4B= < (= Z) = V,.
1/1OO_X3_(2+BZ)p(1/2)_(8—|—38) \Z
SinceBs £ lpU (lp+ w), we obtain
§v,3(1—vﬁ)§x4§2/5.

2
If X« < 1/100, fork > 3, then by induction and lemma 8.3 we get

Neen > (5/4)% > (5/4) *V5(1-Vp).

Thus, to get a lower bound on the constant needed, we solve

k—4
1 5\“*3
< (= =z —
100-(4) 2VB(1=Vg).
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whose solution is

1
log 150/ (1
B S—

That s, it is sufficient to sa¥ic > ) + 4, for the proof to hold. O

log z

4. THE INDUCTION

In this section, we will build progressively longer chairfsterations, discarding certain start-
ing values(6,x), and stopping the process once we reach close enough todks. pé/e will
bootstrap an induction scheme to show that these chainsecaorttinued, for appropriate start-
ing values, and passing the peaks at a "permissible” distanc

In more technical language, we will construct a nested sezpief setff DO _1 D50y D -+ D
©n D --- of permissible starting values 6f Along with this sequence, we construct a sequence
loD11D---D1yD -+, of intervals "zooming in" on the critical part of the pealqiah will be
ac— w (wherea is as in proposition 2]1). This value is the interesting pathe first peak since
it will "bump" the orbits into a region around/2 (where the maximum of the quadratic family
is attained), preparing it for the next peakoat

We will then iterate a starting poiriBp, Xp) € ©n_1 x C, until 6 € . For everyB < 1, there
is a "suitable scalef;y ), at which this process can be easily continued beyond tHg get

Essentially, this continuation seems to be crucially depeanon the fact that the return of the
orbit to the regior®;,g) x C (contracting region) occurs much sooner than the returhecset
Ing) (Where the orbits may enter the expansive region).

The main result in this section is propositionl4.2, whichl Wwé used repeatedly to get all the
estimates we will need later.

4.1. Base case Recall the sely we considered in the previous section. Here we will show that
we have control on orbits as long 8 ¢ loU (lo+ w). The inductive step then shows what
happens insidgy U (Io+ w).

We have made some slight alterations to the original statemeBje09], but the proof is
essentially the same and depends on the estimates in theyseection, valid as long & ¢
loU (|0 + OL)).

Proposition 4.1. Leta € Ag be fixed. There is a; > 0 such that ifA > A4, then the following
hold:

(o If B €10,1], x0,Yo € C, andbp & loU (o + w), then, letting N= N(6p; lo), andé; € {tx +
(1—t)y; :t € [0,1]} be an arbitrary point between and y, for every ic [0,N — 1], the
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following hold:

|'L Ic(8)p'(&)] < (3/5)N % forallk e [O,N—1]; (4.1)
|_!) Ic(8)p'(&)] < (3/5)¢ forallk e [1,N]; 4.2
x€C forallke [O,N]; and (4.3)
=Y < (3/5)%—Yol, forallk e [1,N]. (4.4)
(i)o If B €[0,1], and % € [1/100,99/100, and8y & loU (lo+ w), then
Xk € [1/100,99/100 for allk € [O,N]. (4.5)

4.2. Inductive step. The inductive step works by zooming in on intervis_ 1o, and showing
that we have a good control on orbits as longag InU (I, + w). At some point we must ask
ourselves what happens to orbits when they eiterhis is highly dependent oa and 3, but
the essence of our method is that as lon§ as 1, we can find a suitablig such that we will be
able to retain control even throughout the inteyalnd for all time thereafter.

We will begin by introducing some notation. Suppose that veeg@aven intervaldy, . .., 1, and
constant¥, ...,Kn, Mo, ...,Mn. We then define the sets

@WJNU U (li +mw), ©_1 =T\ (lgU (lo+ w)), (4.6)
i=0m=—M
n 3K
Gn=J | (li+mw), G_1 =0, (4.7)
i=0m=0
Bn={B:Mc(B) < 2Kn— 2}, (4.8)

whereMc(B) is the constant in lemma3.9.
We see that, for eveny > 0, the following hold

On C On_1
anlgan

BnCBny1, and|JBh=[0,1)
n=0

The ideas behind the respective sets are:

e The set®, consists of the point® € T that are far away from each of the intervals
lo,...,In. Starting with aBy € ©, gives us some "breathing room" before we get close to
the peaks.

e The seiG,, consists of the point8 which have recently visited one of the intervilsand
are well on their way to recover (start contracting agaifwve hit the peak alky, but stay
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away froml,.1, then we should be close @ in thex-direction (and far away from the
peaks in thed-direction), when we exiGy, giving us a very long time to contract.

e The setB, is the set of3 for which it is necessary only to zoom as far as tortkté scale
(the intervally) in order to obtain good estimates on the contraction, fotirake, even
past the return o to that interval.

The below proposition is a modified version of the main indurcin [Bje09], and some of the

constructions have also been slightly modified. This is thegowhere the Diophantine condition
is used.

Proposition 4.2. Leta € Ag be fixed. There is a; > 0 such that ifA > A4, then the following
hold:

Suppose that for some>n 0, we have constructed closed intervadsi1y D --- D Iy, and
chosen integers Yk My < --- < Mpand Ky < K1 < --- < K, satisfying

| = (4/5)%%1, Ky € [(5/4)1/4D 2(5/4)K1/(40] " fork=1,2,...,n; (4.9)
My € [(5/4)%1/(D) 2(5/4)%1/(20))  fork=1,2,....n; and (4.10)
In D [a— (4/5)Kn,a+(4/5)Kn]. (4.11)

Assume furthermore that the following holds:

()n If B €[0,1], X0,Yo0 € C, andbp € ©_1, then, letting N= N(8p; In), andé&; € {tx + (1 —t)y;:
t € [0,1]} be an arbitrary point between and y, for every i€ [0,N — 1], the following

hold:
I_L Ic(8)p/(&)| < (3/5) /22" IINK for all k € [0,N — 1; (4.12)
I_L Ic(6)P/(&)| < (3/5)1/2H/2" DK forallk e [1,N]; (4.13)
x ¢C forsomele [O,N] = 6 € Gy-1; and (4.14)
4= yid < (3/5)( Y22 Ko —yo|,  forallk € [1,N], (4.15)
20
U I+ (2Kn +K)w) € On_1,1n—Mnw € Oy_1. (4.16)
k=0
(in If B €[0,1], % €[1/10099/100, and6y & loU (Ig+ w), then
X ¢ [1/100,99/100 and ke [0,N(68o;1n)] = 6 € Gn_1. (4.17)
(iiyn If B €]0,1], X € C, and6y ¢ Ip, then, letting N= N(6; Iy)
xn € C. (4.18)

Then there is a closed interval l; C In, and integers M, 1, Kn,1 satisfying (4.0 £4.11),1
such that(i —iii )n+1 hold.
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Moreover, under the same assumptions, the following holds:
(iv)n If B € By, X € [1/100,99/100, 0 < k< n, and6p € (Ix— w) Ul U (Ix+ w), but 6y &
(Ij—w)UljU(lj+w) fork < j <n, then
Ok, +i € ©k_1, foreveryie[0,20; and (4.19)
XK, +20 € C. (4.20)

Proof. Lemma& 3.1l gives minimal return times

[(k(4/5)N1)YT]:=N¢ k>1
[(2kAYTYYT) = Ny k=0
N, to the respective intervalg. The constantdy, Ky have been chosen to b ~ /Ny, Kk ~

VM. By choosing) sufficiently large, we see thak > My > K.
In particular, lemma_3]1 implies that

kN J  (k+mw) =0, (4.21)
0<|m|<10Mk
foreveryk=10,1,...,n. Also, since & < M;,
3K M;
Uti+mw)yc |J i+mw)
m=0 m=—M,;

for everyk=0,1,...,n, implying that
@n ﬂ Gn — 0, (422)

3Ky
for n> —1. Moreover, sincé, C Iy (k=0,1,...,n—1), and(lx — w) N ( U (Ik+mw)) for
m=0
k=0,1,...,n—1, we get that

Constructing the intervall, 1:
Let

Iny1=[a —(4/5)%"/2,a +(4/5)*/2].
We have the inclusion

Kn Kn
Jok, = (6:¢(6) > (g £B2)(1- (45} C o - (4/5) (4/5)

)\1/4 a+ )\1/4

] Clng1

1
This means, in particular, that by lemmal3.8, as lon§@ag U (lh+1+ mw), we have good
m=-1
control on the contraction.

Choosing the constants,Ki, and M, 1:
See|[Bje09, Proposition 4.2], where it is also shown thay #aisfy [4.16), 1.
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Verifying (iii )1
Let0<s < <---<s =Nbethereturntimes . If 54 =0, then by assumptiors, = xo € C.
If s1 > 0, then the induction hypothesis implies thgte C. If r = 1, then we are done.

Suppose instead that we have proved that, for somd X r we havexg € C. Sinceby €
In\Int+1, applying lemm@&_3]8, we get a3t < 2K, — 7 such thakg 1+ € [1/100,99/100.

In the case thabg+ & loU (lo + w), then by (ii)n, Xg+t+k & [1/100,99/100 implies that
05 +t+k € Gn_1. Since, by[(4.16)05 +2k,+i € ©On-1 (i =0,1,...,20), which by [4.2P) is disjoint
from Gp_1, we see thaxg 4 2«, € [1/100,99/100, and thereforexg +2«,+20 € C by lemmd3.B.

However, in the case thé ;1 € loU (lo+ w), assume that thiss the smallest such time. Now,
Xs+t—1 € [1/100,99/100 by our assumption oty and by lemma& 3]4g ;112 € [1/100,99/100.
Sincebs 142 & loU (lo+ w), we may proceed as in the above paragraph to olaipk,,+20 € C.

In any case, we havés k120 & In, andXs 4+ 2x,+20 € C, and sofiii )» applies again, to con-
clude thatxy , € C. By induction, we obtain our conclusion.

Verifying (i)n+1
We want to prove that, fal = N(6p; In+1),

|‘L 1c(8) P/ (x)| < (3/5)H/2HY2")(N-K)  for gl k € [0,N — 1; (4.24)
|‘L c(8)p' ()| < (3/5)H/2H/2" 2k for all k € [1,N]; (4.25)

x ¢C forsomeke [O,N]=keG,_1; and (4.26)

%= Yil < (3/5) /2 Y2 K)xg gl forallk e [1,N]. (4.27)

We will designate, by[(4.24]]]-@.27)[T], the corresponding statements withreplaced by an
integerT > 0.
Begin by dividing the interval0, N] into parts

0<s1<<---<s =N,

where thes are the times whefls € I (and6k & I for k # s for anyi, and 0< k <N).

By the induction hypothesid, (425)] holds. Hence, if = 1, we are done. Suppose instead
thatr > 1, and that[(4.25¥] holds fork € [1,5], where 1< | <r.

Arguing as in the verification dfii )1 above Xs 42k, +20 € C. We already know thals 4 ok,,+20 €
©n_1. Hence

k-1
ry! c(6)p/(&)] < (3/5) /212" ) ks +2Kwt20) (4.28)
i=g+2Kn+20

fork € [§ +2Kn+2041,5.1]. Since|c(8) P/ (x)| < 4 < (5/3)3 for every pair(8, x), we obtain
the following bounds, valid fok € [1, 2K}, + 20|



POWER LAW ASYMPTOTICS IN THE QUASI-PERIODICALLY FORCED QUBRATIC FAMILY 17

§+k—1

() P'(&)] < (5/3)

i=9
Hence, fork € [1,2K,, + 20, we have

+k—1
Sr!) c(8)p'(&)] < (3/5)M2H1/2 s (5/3)% < (3/5)(1/2+1/2 )8 -3

If we can show that1/2+ 1/2"1)g — 3k > (1/2+1/2"2)(g + k), we obtain the inequality,
forke[s+1,5 +2Kn+20]

r!) c(8) P/ (&)] < (3/5)W/2H /2 ) (s +k) (4.29)
This inequality indeed holds, sinég > 8-2"2, for A large enough, ansl > N, > K2, yielding

(1/241/2™1Y)g — 3k— (1/2+1/2™2)(5 + k) > 1/2"2N, — 4k
> 1/2"2K2 — 8Ky — 160= K (1/2"2K, — 8) — 160> 0.

Combining [4.2B) and(4.29), we obtain, foE [s + 1,5 1], that

rllc o(&)] < (3/5) /222K

By induction, [4.2b)N] holds, as was to be shown. The statement (4N} proved in a sim-
ilar fashion (the details are in [BjeD9]). The proof 6f (414 is contained in[[Bje09]. The
verification of [4.2¥)N] is now a quick application of the mean value theorem.

Verifying (i )nt1
As above, we begin by dividing the interv@l N] into parts
O<sy <<~ <5 =N,

where thes are the times whefg € I,.
By the induction hypothesis, the following holds:

Xk ¢ [1/100,99/100 andk € [0,s1] = 6« € Gp_1 C Gp.
Suppose that for some<d | < r, we have for everk € [1,5] that
Xk € [1/100,99/100 = 6 € Gy,.

Since(ln — w) NGy = 0, we see thatg 1 € [1/100,99/100, and so thereis a8 k < 2K, —7
such thatxg 1 € [1/100,99/100 by lemma3.B. Arguing as in the proof ¢fi )1 below, we
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see thaby, € On_1, andxyk, € [1/10099/100. Hence, by(ii ), we have
Xk ¢ [1/100,99/100 andk € [2Kp,s1] = 6« € Gh_1 C Gn.
Of course, sincéy € Gy, for 0 < k < 3K, we see that
Xk € [1/100,99/100 andk € [0,s1] = 6k € Gn_1 C Gp.
By induction, (i )n+1 holds.

Verifying (iv)n:
Suppose that & k < n. SinceK € By, lemmd3.8 (ik < n) and lemma& 319 (ik = n) imply that
thereis a Kt < 2Ky — 2 such that

x; € [1/100,99/100.

Suppose that thisis the smallest such number. 8f & IoU (1o + w), invoking (ii )k, and noting
that B, +j € Ok_1 for j € [0,20], and©y_1 N Gy_1 = 0, we obtain that

XoK,, € [1/100,99/100;
using lemma 3]3, we see thak, 20 € C, andBak, 420 € Ok_1.

If 6 €loU(lo+ w), then as in the proof dfiii ). 1 above, by lemm&=3.4 implies that,, €
[1/100,99/100. Sinceb ;2 ¢ loU (lo+ w), we just refer to the argument in the above paragraph,
and conclude that the stateméiv), holds true. O

Corollary 4.3. By proposition4.1(i —iii )o hold, whereiii )o just corresponds t¢4.3), and so
by proposition4.2i —iv), hold for every n> 0.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose thad < 3 <1, xp €C, 6y € T, and0 < N satisfies that & I, 1 for
i =0,...,N, where n> 0. Then the following holds for evefy< j <n<N

I'I c(6)p(x)| < 4% (3/5) R} -1)2

Proof. Now, we will assume that & j < n. If x; € C, let s be the smallest integer satisfying
j <'s,andbs € lg, saybs € Ip\lp+1, wherep < mby assumption on. Setp; = p, andt; =s.
If x; ¢ C, then lets be the largest integer satisfying trsat j, x;, € C, and8s € lg. As before,
suppose thabs € Ip\lp+1. Setpg = p, andtg = s. Lett; be the next return time tb,,, say
6, € Ip\Ipyta.
If there is a next return time, less thanto I, call the smallest such tinte. Suppose that
8, € Ip,\Ip,+1, Wherep; < pp by assumption. Continue this process to get minimum return
times 0< t; <t < --- <t < nto their corresponding intervaly, € Iy \Iy, where 0< p; <
p2 <--- < pr <mis anincreasing sequence.
Decomposing our product into smaller ones, we obtain

hl\c<a>p<m|=<tjjl|c<a>p ) (t|'t| (8 ) (.rl‘c )
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Write Géi) = Bti,xg) = X;. The intermediate products satisfy

t1—-1

M |C(9u)p(><a)|>~ LRI E

1=t

T le(8)p(x)| =

11 42Ky +19
1=t

< 42Kp| +20 (3/5) (t|+1—(t|+2Kpl +20))/2 < (3/5) (t 21—t _8Kpl —80)/2 <

< (3/5) (1*Mi0> (tl+1*tl)/2

Y

since@z('K)pI 420 € epl,l,xg&pl 120 €C, andtj 11—t > Np > Mp, - Ky > Mo K. If there are no

intermediate products set them equal to 1. The last prdthgthe upper bound

T 16(8)px) | < 2249 +20. 410, 35 (1) (1072

|tr

< 4% (3/5)( |v|10>(n tr)/2

)

where we noted that

k/2

44 (3/5) ()2 > (5/3)02. (3/5) (1 )2 - 4

Y

or
4Kpr+10. (3/5) (1_Mi0>(2Kpr +20)/2 > l,

and that the contracting factor (8/5)" < if n > 2K, + 20.

The only product which needs special treatment is the firsf dapending on whethgy € C
or not (the two cases in the first paragraph). In the case wher€, andj < t;, wheret; is the
first return tolg, we obtain

r|\c )p(x)| < (3/5) /2

In the case wherg;j € C, andj = ty, this was already treated as an intermediate product, or the
last one (depending on whether we returnet} toetweenj andn).
This gives us that the total product satisfies

|‘| 10(6)p(x) | < 4%n. (3/5) (1) (-1)/2 (4.30)

The last case to consider is the one whgrg C, andty < j satisfies, € C. Necessarily] <to+
2Kp, + 20, sincex(z?gp0+20 € C (see proposition 412), meaning that the next tEé%pOJFZOJrs € lg

(the smallest such integsr> 0), xg,)ngJrzoJrs € C. Therefore, iftg+ 2Kp, +20 < | <to+ 2Kp, +

20+ s this would contradict our assumption thatg C; whereadp + 2K, +20+s < j would
contradict our initial choice df, (the last return tdo, beforej, such that, € C).
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Thus, settind = tg+ 2K, 4 20, the first product satisfies

|_| c(8)p(xi)| = <|_| (6 ) (ﬂ EC ) < 4% (3/5)(1—Mio)al_j)/z <1

sincet; —t > Np, > 2K, + 20. It follows that we get the same bound on the product as in

(4.30).

For the case wherg= 0, we note thak; < C, and therefore we have the upper bound

2Km+20
[] Ie(@p(x)] < 4#e2 < 4% (35) (1) @Kmi20/2,
i=

Taking into account the contraction, as we had analyzeddbestituent products” above, and
using the above estimate for the maximum expansion, werotitaiinequality

|‘L|c x)| < 4%n. (3/5) (1w )12

Lemma 4.5. Suppose thad < 3 < 1, Xp € C, andO < N satisfies thaé ¢ .1 fori=0,... N,
where m> 0. Then the following holds for evefy< j <n<N

(3/5) ( M0>(” k)/2
1 .

=1

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

This section has been split into three parts covering extgte&and smoothness of attractor,
minimum distance to repelling set, and growth of derivatrespectively.

We will use the same notation as in secfion 4. Throughoutsthision we will assume that
is a fixed constant, and sufficiently large for every resuthie previous sections to hold. From
now on, we will also assume that= a.. Note thata; depends oA .

A notation we will introduce in this section igg), where 0< B < 1, andn = n(B) is the
smallest integer satisfying € B,.

5.1. Existence and regularity of the attractor. Here we show that, for everyQ 3 < 1, there
is an attractor which is the graph of an invariant smo@®)function® : T — (0,1), and that
this attractor depends smoothly Bn This is the contents of proposition b.5.

In order to accomplish this goal, we will follow a standardwanent. We will first show that
there is an invariant spa& = T x By, x [&y, 1 — &,] for everyn > 0, such that fo6, 3,X) € S,,
we have the uniform bound

18.4| < const: 6,

for some 0< 6 < 1, where6y = 6,x0 = x. This will give us a family, for everyn > 1, {{jz
T — (0,1)}ges,, of smooth functions for, the graphs of which will be the @ue) attractor
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corresponding to thak. As we increas@, we will obtain a family{@® : T — (0,1)} of smooth
functions (attracting graphs) for every<0g < 1.

Lemma 5.1. Assume thaf € B, (in particular 0 < 3 < 1) for some n> 0. If 6, € T, and
Xo € (0,1), then there is & < t, such that5; € ©,_1, and x € C.

Moreover, if € (¢,1—¢), thereisa T > 0 such that t< T. In particular, if € =1/100, we
may chooseJ< 2Mp_1+ 1.

Proof. Since%’ <c(0) < 4 for every8 € T when 0< B < 1, it follows thatx, € (0,1) for every
k>0(0<x <4p(3)=1).

We will first show that there is as> 0 such thaks € [1/100,99/100, and6s & loU (lo+ w).
Then we will prove the statement from there.

Suppose first thaty € [1/100,99/100. If 6y & loU (Io+ w), we are done.

Assume instead thaly € loU (lo+ w). If x2 € [1/100,99/100, we are done. Otherwise,
X2 ¢ [1/100,99/100, and we fall into one of the cases considered below.

Now, suppose instead that¢ [1/100,99/100. Then there is as> 0 such thaks € [1/100 99/100.
Let sbe the smallest such integer. Singd — x) = p(x), we may assume thag < 99/100 (dis-
counting the possibility thaty > 99/100. By lemma_ 316, there is a uniform upper boundspn
says< S, if xo€ (g,1—¢).

If 6s¢ loU (lp+ w), we are done. If insteas € loU (I + w), then sinces was the smallest
such integerxs_1 ¢ [1/100,99/100, and so by lemm@a 3.4, € [1/100,99/100, andbs,» ¢
loU (|0+ OL)).

In any case, there is a (uniformly) bounded& S + 2, such thatfs £ loU (lp + w),Xs €
[1/100,99/10Q0.

We may thus assume (without loss of generality) Bt 1oU (1o + w), %o € [1/100,99/100.
Recall that®, 1 NG, 1 = by (4.22). Then[(4.14) implies that, the next time 0 that6 €

On-1, thenx € C. Since®,_1 =T\ nL_Jl EAJ' (li + mw), the maximum number of consecutive
iterations spent outsid®,, 1 is 2Mn|_:104r::1TMil'hus, settindgly = & + 2M,_1 + 3, the proof is
completed. O
Lemma 5.2. Let n> 0 be arbitrary. If 8 € By, 6y € ©,_1, and %, Yo € C, then for each k- 1
X~ Yid < (3/5)"?|x0—Yol.

Proof. Let0< 1 < 5 < --- be the times whef € |,,. By (4.15)

X yid < (3/8) M2 Kixg — g,
fork € [1,s1]. Sinces; > Mp > 20- 21K, if A is large enough (as in propositionk.2), we obtain

X6y — Va1 | < (3/5)%/%2%0|xg — o).

Suppose thalixg — Yg | < (3/5)%/2+2%n|xg — yo| holds forl > 1. Sincef € By, (iv), implies
that6s .+ 2x,+20 € On_1, andxs 4+ 2x,+20 € C. Recall thatc(0)p'(x)| < 4 < (5/3)3forevery € T
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andx € [0, 1]. Now, it follows that
Xk — Vg +k| < 4% x5 —Yg| < (5/3)% (3/5)%/272%n. x5y,
for k € [1,2Kn + 20]. Sincek < 2K, + 20, and therefore 2Q, — 3k > 10K > k/2, we get
[Xg +k — Vg +k| < (3/5)3/F 203K, | —yo| < (3/5)%/2K/2. x5 — yp.
Now, we obtain fok € [g + 2K+ 20,5 41| that

n+1\ (1
X — Yk| < (3/5) 122 K=9+2Kat20) |y o o0 — Vg 2K 20| <

< (3/5)(1/2+1/2n+1)(kfs| +2Kn+-20) | (3/5)(S|+2Kn+20)/2 . |X0 . y0| _

(3/5) k/2+1/2™1 (k—g +2Kn+4-20) X0 — Yo-

We will now proceed to prove the stronger boundKer s, 1. We know that 2" 1(s 1 —5) >
1/2™ 1INy > 1/2"1(20- 2"+1K,, (again, see the proof ¢f),, 1, propositiori 4.2)
|XS+1__y$+l|<:(3/5)S+1/2+1/2””(S+1*S+2Kn+2®|XO__yb|::

< (3/5)3:1/2 2% x5 —y
By induction, the statement follows. O
Lemma 5.3. For every n> 0O, there exists an invariant (compact) subsetST x By, x [an, 1— an],
where0 < a, < 1/4, such that for( 6, B, %), (60, 8,Y0) € S

X — k| < - (3/5)%x0—yol,
where ¢ > 0is a constant depending only on n.

Proof. Suppose thgBnax < 1 is the biggesB € B,. Let

BeBR,O€T
We will show thata, = 1 — b, will suffice. Let 6y € T,xy € [an,1 —an]. Note that, ifxg &
[1/100,99/100, then, for evenf € By,
9 3
g < 5an(1—an) < cg(6o)P(x0) = X1 < Cg(60)an(1—an) < 4-1/4-(1-an),
since 1-a, > %. Thatis,x; € S§,. Since this worked for an§y € T, this set must be invariant.

For the second part, & € T,xo, Yo € Sh. According to lemmaXk]l, there asg < T, such
that6s, 6, € ©n_1,%s, i € C, whereT,, is the same for all these starting values. We may assume
without loss of generality that < t. Recall tha®®, 1N G,_1 = by (4.22). Sincéhs € ©,,_1,%s €
C C [1/10099/100, and6 € ©_1, (4.14) implies thak € C. Hence € ©,_1, andx, y; € C.
Now,

X% —W| <4 xo—Yol-
Combining this with lemmBa35l2 yields, for eveky> 0,
[ — i < 4™ (5/3)/2.(3/5)/%|x0 — yol,
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which concludes our proof. O
Corollary 5.4. For every(6p, 3,%0) € S, (n > 0), and every for every k 0,
IX

d%o
for some constant,adepending only on n.

< cn-(3/5)%2,

Proof. Choosexg in the interior ofAg. We have for small enouglh| > 0 thatxy+ h,Xp € Ag.
Consideringk(xo) as a function okg, we have

0% | _ | i %0+ h) —X(X0)
— 1 =lim
0%o h—0 h
. k/2 _
h—0 |h|

=cn- (3/5)F2.
0

Proposition 5.5. There is an invariant curve, the graph of a functigif (8) which is smooth
smooth (C) in both 3 and 8. This curve attracts the orbits of every poiiét, x) € T x (0,1).

Proof. We will use the results in [Sta97]. In his notation, for a fixedt 0, (6,8) € X =T x By,
andx €Y = [ay,1—ay) (Wwherea, is as in lemma5]3). Now, by corollary 5.4

Dy < Cn- (3/5)/*

for every(8o, B,%0) € Si=X xY.

Applying [Sta97, Theorem 2.1], we obtain continuous immrigraphs{wﬁ :T— (0,1)} for
eachf € By, attracting all ofT' x (0,1), by lemmd5.1.

Now, [Sta97, Theorem 3.1] implies that eapﬁ is as smooth a®,_ g, that isC”.
If B € By, thenp € By, and t,ur[f1 = l,Ur[f for everym > n, since the attractor is unique. We also

recall that|J B, = [0,1). Therefore, we obtain for everyQ 3 < 1 aC® map
n=0

YP:T - (0,2),
the graph of which attract§ x (0, 1). O

5.2. Asymptotic minimal distance between attractor and repelle. Here, we show that, when
B € By, then the curvap? will be essentially flat in the step before the first peek, iteat
da WP (1) is very small, and furthermore, it will be located@ This will then give us very good
bounds ordg B (1, + w), which will be very close t@gc(ly). That is@h (I, 4+ w) will almost
look like c does slightly to the left of the peak @t= 0, that is, sharply increasing.

The next part is to show that the valuef (a.) is almost 72, meaning thaty? (ac + w) ~
c(ac)p(1/2) is close to the "potential maximum®. Fére I, + w not very close tax., the sharp
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nature of the peak at. will mean thaty? (8 + w) can't reach as high ag? (ac -+ w). This will
then give us the asymptotic behaviour of the minimum distame described.
The main results here are lemmal5.7 and propoditiod 5.11.

Lemma5.6.If 6y € ©®,_1, and % = x € C, then

N-1 N-1

(0oC(Bn-1)) - PON-1) + _21(090(9171)) p(xj-1) [ c(8)-p'(%)
= i=]

where N= N(6o;1n), andd is eitherdg or d.

< A1/4,

Proof. Note that the assumption thégxg = 0, is equivalent to

N-1 N—-1

(09C(6n-1)) - PON-1) + 21(590(9171)) p(xj-1) [ c(&)-p'(%)
= =)

|FXn| =

Y

N—1
since therdgXy 1 ¢(&) - p'(x) is removed from the expression.
i=]
Let s < N be the smallest integer such thtZ loU (Ig+ w) for s<i < N (that is6 won't
return tolg beforei = N). Since

n-1 M

BocOn1=T\|J |J lo+ko,
i=0 k=—M;

and alsd\(0;1g) > Mg for 6 € lp, we deduce that at least>- Mo.
Recall thatMg > Ko = A28, and soKg > 10logA if A is large. Thus, for everg< k < N,

O € loU (lo+ w), and|dgc(6k)|, |dgc(6k)| < ﬁ (see lemma_3]2), and alls\_a:|c(ej)p(xj)| <
=

(3/5)(N-K/2 (see[Z1L)).
Applying lemmd3J folf =N — 1, assuminggxo = 0, we obtain thatdsxn|, |dpyn| < A /4,
which is what we wanted to show. O

Let 0< B < 1 be fixed. For each givefBy,Xo) € lo x C, setT(8p,%) equal to the smallest
positive integef > 2 such that

X1 > 1
T =100

SetT(8) =T(6,yP(8)).
Lemma 5.7. Suppose thad < 3 < 1, and let J= J(3) be an interval such that
Imy1 €I Cl,
for somel < m, satisfying that, for ever§ € J,
T(6) < (Nm)%/%,
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where

0e(Imtw)

Then
|0W* (6)], 054" (8)] < A~Y* 4 g(m)
for every@ € J, wheres(m) — 0 as m— . Moreover,
wPcc, (5.1)
and if m> 1is large enough,
BAYT < 3pyP (6) < BA
for 0 € J+ w.

Proof. We will iterate the segment given by = 6 € J C lp. For ease of notation, we set
Xo = WP (6p).

Let0=5< 5 < ... be the return times td, that is fori >0, 6 € J < i = s for somek > 0.
Setec(,k) = Gsk,xék) = Xs- Recall thafl = T(6p, %) was defined as the smallest positive integer
satisfying thatxt > 1—%0. Now, suppose thdt> 0 is the smallest integer satisfying

XT4t €C, 074t € Om_1.

Sincext € [1/100,99/100, lemmdXb.1L implies that< 2Mpy_1+ 1 < Ky < v/Ni.

SetP =T+t < (Nm)¥4+ /N < 2(Nm)¥4 < N, then@,gk) € On_1, xg‘) e C for everyk > 0.
Now, (4.18) implies that

wﬁ(e(gk+l)) _ XékJrl) — Xeu,; € C,

for everyk > 1, or thaty? (J) C C. Additionally, (4.12) gives that

|'L c(6 )| < (3/5)LP)/2
where we have sétj = sj 1 —Ss;. SinceBF(,k) € @m_l,x,(jk) € C, lemmd5.6 implies that
% () 1y (K) G =T,
|9ex, | = [(d6C(6p”1)) P(Xp" 1) + OoXp rL (6P (% )+
1=
Ut () | rlk) Ky (K
+ 96C(6;21)P(X;_1) [] (8P (x7)] <

j=P+1 =)

< 96X)] - (3/5) %P2 A 1/4,
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Similarly, recalling thatc(8) - p'(x)| < 4,

P-1
k k k k
9046 < 1905”1 [] o6 )P/ (4 -+
|

P-1P-1 (k)
+[19cl (1+ 3 [ >|> <

j=1i=
< 96%”|- 4+ | c] ZO4P—1—J' =

4° 1
— 0g%7 |- 47 + || Bac]

where|| - || denotes the sup-norm. Putting it together, we obtain, difkce Ny, > P, that
P

4" —1
0051 < (10041147 + 1000 5 ) (3/8) U P40 34 <

< |09oxY] - £(m) + || dgcl|e(m) + A4,
where
3/4

g(m) =47 (3/5) NP2 < 4P (3/5) N2 ()™, 0,
asm— co. By induction, sinceq(Jkk) = Xg,1» We get for everk > 0 that

k+1 k ,
190%s..1] < 0% |€(m)*** + | dgc]| 3 el AT S e(m) <
]:

< (1% + | decl +A*1/4) &(m)+A Y4
By passing to a subsequen® } of {s} which satisfies, — 6o, and noting that
OoXs, = 0P (65,) =
= Jg P (60) + 95 WP (80) (65, — B0) +0(6s, — Bo) = o P (6p) +0(1),
ask’ — o, we obtain the inequality
90w (80)] (1—£(m)) +0(1) < (|| doc] +A~Y/*) - g(m) +A~2/4
which we can write as
|0ayP (60)] <A~Y4+¢'(m),

for somee’(m) going to 0 asn goes to infinity. The proof is exactly the same ﬂgnpﬁ.

By lemma3.2BA Y6 < dgcy p_1(0) < BA for everyb € lg+ w. When6 € J, thenyP () €
C. Therefore

% < ~-p(1/3+1/100) < p(yP(8)) < 4p(1/3+1/100) < 95/100.
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Recall that|dg P (8)| < (1+ &(m))A /4, wheres(m) — 0 asm — . Since
do P (6+ w) = (3ac(8)) - p(YF (6)) +c(6) - P'(¥P(6)) - daP (6),
assuming thal is very large, we obtain after a straight-forward compotathat
BAYT < dgyP (6 + w) < BA.
U

Corollary 5.8. There is an p > 0 such that, for every & np, and eveny € B,\B,,_1 (sufficiently
close to 1)

BAYT < 3y (6) < BA
for every@ € I, + w, assuming thad > 0 is sufficiently large. Moreover
UJB(In) cC.

Proof. Let 0< B < 1 sufficiently close to 1 be given, and chodse I, wheren = n(f3). Now
propositior 4.2 tells us that

X2Kn+20 € C, B2k, 420 € On-1,
that is max (f) < 2K + 20, whereKn < /R < (Nn)®/4. Both statements now follow imme-
€ln
diately from lemma5s]7. O

Lemma 5.9. There is arD < € < 1such that, foreverf —e < <1,

1 5

< B <>
provided thatA > 0 is sufficiently large. Moreover,

lim @P(ac) =1/2

Jim P (ac) =1/2
and, asfg — 1-,

YP(ac) —1/2| = O(1-B). (5.2)

Proof. For B sufficiently close to 1, corollafy 5.8 implies thg (1,,) € C, and thatdg wh(8)| <
A4 4 g(n) for 6 € I, whereg(n) — 0 asn — . By invariance ofiy? under the ma@,_ s,

Ipp(ac) = dpc(ac — w)p(Y(ac — w) +c(ac — w)Ig P (ac — w).
By definition of the setdg 3 a¢, 24 ~%/3 < 0— (ac.— w) < A~%/5/2, which means that
c(ac— w) —c(0) = A ~2/5/2d95¢(0) + 0(A~%/%) = 0(A /%),
or thatc(ac — w) = 3 + B3 +0(A ~2/%). This implies thabsc(ac— w) = 3+0(A ~2/%). Therefore

5 1 1 5 1 1
(5+0A29)(5— 150) A +2N) < dp(ac) < (5 +0(AH%) (5 + 755) +4A T +4e(n),
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or

% < 2% +0(A 19+ g(n) < dpy(ac) < 2-1—0()\ 119) - 4g(n) <
if nandA are suffciently large.
Suppose thaly = a. — Mnhw, X € C. In [Bje0S], it was proved that, i = 1, then
lim xu, =1/2.
n—oo

Lettingxwu, (B) (a smooth function i) be as above, but corresponding 18 a [0, 1] sufficiently
close to 1, we obtain uniform bounds on

IpXm, (B)-

NIl ol

Since

XMa (B) — XM, (1) = 9pxm, (B) (B —1),
for somef < fi < 1, we have, for large enough> 0,
Xua(B) = 1/2] = [ (X (B) — X (1)) + (¥ (1) — 1/2)] < 2¢,
uniformly in n, for B sufficiently close to 1. From this, it follows that
Jim WP (ac) = lim. Jim X, (B) = 1/2
By the mean value theorem

WP (a0) = lim WP (ac) + 0P (ac) (B~ B) +0(B — B) = 1/2+O(1—B),

since3 < dpyP(ac) < 3. 0O

Definition 5.10. Let T1(,60) be defined, for every € lp+ 3w, as the smallest integer 0
Ta(B, 6) such thatp? (6 + (B, 6) - ) > 15

By its very definitionemq?iﬁ(ﬁ, 0) < Mc(B), whereMc(B) is the constant appearing in_(4.8).
S

Hence, if

2Ki1—2< max T 0) <2Kn,—2
n—1 0clor3w 1(B7 )_ n ’

thenf € B,\Bp_1. Set
Ti(B) = maxT(B, ).
Proposition 5.11. Suppose thgB < 1is sufficiently close to 1, and thite B,\Bp_1, i.e. that
2Kp1—2<T1(B) < 2Kp—2.

Then the the minimum distance between the repelling sethandttractor is attained,+ 3w,
and is asymptotically linear if8. Specifically,

5(8) = 6ps(dc + @) o(1~B) +0(1 ) 53)
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asymptotically a8 — 1. Moreover,
3 5
Wﬁ(ac):§+l3§+0(1—ﬁ)- (5.4)

Proof. If ¢(6) € (a,1/10), where 0< a< 1/10, then 44(8) > (6 + w) > 2y(0) (see lemma3l3),
or Y(6 + w) € [3a,99/100. Similarly, if (6) € (9/10,b), where 910< b <1, theny(6+
w) € (3(1—b),99/100) (sincep(1—x) = p(x)).

Aslongash ¢ lpU(lp+ w), theny(8) € [1/100,99/100 implies thaty (6 + w) € [1/100,2/5] C
[1/10099/10( (see lemm&a3l3).

One implication of this is, that a value strictly greaterrtt@/100 can never be attained for a
0 ¢ (lo+ w) U (lp+ 2w). Another one is that, if a value strictly less than 1/100 taiaed, the
minimum has to be attained in the iteration immediatelydiwihg a value greater than 99/100,
i.e., for8 € (lp+2w) U (lo+ 3w).

This means that we only need to analyi&(8) for 8 € (Ip+ w) U (lo + 2w) U (lg + 3w).

We know that the part of® lying below 1/100 even in these intervals will rise with each
iteration, meaning that the lowest part, the one closes taukt come from a previous value
strictly greater than 99/100. Therefore, we are intereistedeing how far above 99/1@@° can
get.

By the above discussion, necessatilyf) < 2/5 for 8 < lg, and so the theoretical maximum
forlp+wis

WP (0) < 4p(2/5) = 24/25.

The theoretical minimum coming from that is at leas1/25. Thus, we turn tdy + 2¢.

By (6.2),
WP (ac) - 1/2| = O(1-B).
Therefore

4P 0+ ) = cloe)p(1/2+ 01 B)) = (543 ) (§+01-B)) ) = S + By +o(1-B).

and
1- 4P(a+ ) = S(1-B) +0(1- ).

Note that this maximum is, up to the error teofl — 3), equal to the theoretical maximum
c(ac)p(1/2). Therefore, the minimum is at most

0P (e +20) = Gy 0+ ) (WP (0o + ) < 41— ¥ (a0 + ) < (1 B) +0(1-B),
(5.5)
and at leastf| € I, + 2w)
WO+ > 21y (0)>1-yP(8) > S(1-B)> 5(1-B).
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for 3 sufficiently close to 1. More specifically, we have

WP O+ ) = ca(0)¢P(8)(1— P (6)).
There is som@ betweend andac, such that

WP (6+ w) = P (ac) + de P (8) (6 — ac).
A quick Taylor expansion gives
P(Y) = P(X) + (1= 2X)(y —X) — (y—%)*.
Sincec(8) = c(ac) + dzc(ac) (0 — ac)? +0o((6 — ac)?) for 6 very close toae, such as fol® €
In+ o, andyP (ac) = 1/2—dp WP (ac)(1— B) for somef between 1 an, this means that
WP (8+w) = (cp(ac) +0(8 - ac)) (WP (ac) + (~2054P (ac)(1— B)) dowP (B)(6— ac) +0(6 — ac) ) =
= P (ac+w) —Ao(B,0) - (6 ac),

for some constary(B, 8) > 21 ~1/7, sincedg P (8) > BA Y7 (see corollarf518) andy wh (ag) >
% (see lemmaX’l9). Similarly, in the next iteration, we obtain

WP (6+2w) = 0(6+ ) (PYP (0c-+ @) — (1+O0(1—K)) (—Aa(B, ) (6 — ac) +0(6 — k) ) =

— cp(0+ @) (WP (ac+ @) +Aa(B, 0)(6 - ac) +0(6 — ac) +0(1— B)) .
Sincecg (0 + w) = cg(ac+w) +Ag(0)(6 — ac) +0(8 — ac), where|Az(6)| = [dgCp(ac+ w)| <
A~1/2 (see lemm&312), this reduces to
WP (0 +20) = cg(ac+ @) (PP (ac+ @) + Ax(B, 0)(8 — ac) +0(0 — ac) +0(1— B) ) +

+£5(8)(8 — atc) (P(WP(dc+ w)) +Ao(B, 6)(6 — ac) +0(8 — ac) +0(1 - B) ) =

= cg(0c+ w) D(lIJB(ach w)) +Ka(B,0)(6 —ac) +0o(1-B),

whereK4(B, 8) > 0. This gives us immediately the asymptotic on the distasioeep(y? (ac +
w)) = 3(1—B) +0(1- B), as shown above.

If we can prove that no point outsidg+ 2w reaches as high as this, we are done. Recall
lemmd 3.6, stating that

T1(B) < maxlo 1 <lo _
1P = a099s/4 5006 1 300) — /4 TO(1—B)’

This of course means that

1
2Kn,1 - 2 S T]_(B) S |Og5/4m.

By definition of I, |In| = (4/5)%-1, or

Iy = (4/5)K0-1 > (4/5)Ta(B)/2+1 > 5\/173>2¢7
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Sincely, is centred atr;, this means that

[ac— VAY2I-BA Y4 qo 4 /A2 A~V |,

Invoking lemmd 3.2, we obtain the set inclusion

{6clo+w:cy p(0) > <g+Bg) (1-AY21=B))} Cln.

Hence, the theoretical maximum attained o€ (lp\I,) + 2w is

W0 < (5+87) 1-2¥2a-ppas2) = (§+Bg) 1-A¥E1L- ),

which is by the order of + 3 less than the maximum ip. Hence, the minimum fof + w €
(Io\In) + 3w satisfies

W0+0) 2 S1-9P(0) = (5 3A12) (- ) > Pl 200,

which is bigger than the minimum attainedljjy 3w. O

5.3. Asymptotic growth of the maximum derivative of the attractor. The basic idea in this
section is that the derivative in the inter\l'@(lﬁ) + w, which is centered ai. where 1/2 is almost
attained, is large and approximately lineafinin the next iteration, this means that this segment
becomes approximately quadratic around the maximum pwimich is almost at. + w. The
approximately quadratic shape around the minimum poimbhdat o + 2w) is retained in the
next ieration.

The derivative at a poirl + 2w € I g) + 3w will be approximately equal t66 — a¢), and the
value (8 +2w) will be approximately(1— ) + (8 — ac)2.

Expanding the derivative & + (24 T)w as a recurrence relation (as we have done several
times before), the dominant term &grows will behave like

T Fp WP (84 2w) 6—a
Ao WP (84 2w) - [ c(B) - P (X)) ~ -2 ~ = :

whenT = Ty(, 8) (seel(5.6) for the definition).

In practice, we will work with a slightly enlarged s 2 I,g) + w which is centered at

ac. This set will be of size> \/1— . This allows us to choos& — a¢) ~ y/1— 3, which
maximizes

0—ac N 1
(1-B)+(6-0ac)?> /1-B

The last step is showing that the derivative can’t grow muarten The worst case would be
when we get close to the peak only a few iterations afitég, 8) (when we have come back to
the contracting region), potentially causing the denxato grow further.

If this were to occur, we would only visit parts so far from theaks that it wouldn’t have
much effect on the derivative, since we would need a muchdotigne to get back to the "worst
parts" of the peaks. We show this by considering two cases:
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e We just recently changed scales from sdqé¢o 1.1 (due to an increase ). In this
case, we show that actually we may work with as if it were the appropriate scale,
having all the constants work to our advantage (which theyler@t have, had we been
forced to work withly, 1).

e We changed scales a long time ago, meaning A is large enough to withstand

the relatively small products coming from having come clwsthe peak, even the ones
using the estimates that were inappropriate in the formsz.ca

This last bit is the contents of proposition 5.18, the maguken this section.

Lemma 5.12. There is a constant K> 0 such that if|dgXp| > K and » < 1%0, then for any
0<B<1

|OgX1| > [OXo|-
Proof. Sincexg < 1/100,¢5(60)p'(X0) > 3(1— 35) > 3. Now
|0gxa| = [(daCp(6b)) - P(Xo >+CB(90>‘D( X0) - dgXo| =
> |cg(6o) - P'(%0) - dexo| — 9Cp(0) - p(¥0)| >

5
2 7 *|06%0| —|06Cp(0)].
If |doXo| is sufficiently large, the conclusion follows. O

Recall that we defineml(B 0), for 6 € 1yg) + 3w, as the smallest integer<0 Ty (3, 6) such
thatyP (0 +Ti(B,0) w) > 55 Set

Ti(B)=_max Ti(B,0). (5.6)
f¢el ([3)4-30)

Lemma 5.13. Wheng < 1is sufficiently close to 1, the following holds:
If 2Kn—1 —2 < T1(B) < 2Kn — 2, then there is an intervalglC I + 2w, centered at the point
¢, satisfying

BAYT < 3y (0) < BA, (5.7)
for every8 € Jg, and

31> S(/T BN,

wheren = % > 1.

Proof. By lemmd 3.5,

T(B) = Gelzvﬁ?i(Swlogs/‘l 20yR(6)
Now, (5.3) implies that
35
i B > _
o WP (0)= 5 5(1-p) +o(1-p) > 2(1-8)
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Therefore
1
T1 <lo —_
(B) = g5/4 10(1— B)

Corollary(5.8 implies that any sudla can include at least the interval which is centered atc.
Now, recalling thafl1 () = n(2Kn-1—2), orKp_1 = 2T—,17 +1, we get

[In| = (4/5)K-1 > (4/5) P/ @0+ > (4/5) . (\/10(1- B))" > (4/5)- (/1 B)Y/".
Hencelg = In satisfies the conclusions. O

From this point on, ledg denote the largest interval centeredrgt and satisfying the conclu-
sion in lemma5.13.
3/2

Lemma 5.14. Suppose thad < 8 < 1, and n=n(B). If Toy(B) < K (2Kh—1—2), then
JB 2 Infl + .
Proof. By our assumptions omy (f3),
Ti(B) < Ky 3(2Kn1-2) < KE g ~ (N 1)*/%,

Applying lemmd5.l to the set= I,_1, the statement follows, since eveRy(3,0) < T1(B) <
Sincel,_1 is centered atr., the setl,,_; satisfies the conclusions in lemma’.13. O

We recall thatlg + w is where the maximum of the graph is located, dpé- 2w will be the
location of the minimum.

Lemma 5.15. Assume tha0 < 3 < 1 is sufficiently close to 1. Then there are numbér&

A1(B,0) < K,% < Ax(B,0) < K (where K> 0), depending only o and 6, such that, for every
0c JB’

o doyP (6+w) = —A1(B,6)- (6 —ac)+0O(1-B), and
o JoUP(0+2w) =Ax(B,6)-(6—ac)+0O(1—P).

Proof. Throughout this entire proof, we will make use of the pregigasult thaupﬁ(ac) =

1/2+0(1—-B) (seel(5.R)).

Let 6 + w € Jg + w be arbitrary. We have the usual recurrence relation
9o WP (8 +w) = Bacp(6) - P(WF(8))+cp(6) - P'(WF(6))-deuF (6).
We will analyze each term in detail, starting with
0oCp(0) = dgCa(ac) +35Ca(ac) (6 — ) +0(0 — ac) =
= (9503(0{0)(9 —0ac) +0(6 —ac),
whereﬁgcﬁ(ac) <0, sincea is a local maximum focg.

p(WP(6)) = p(YP (ac)) + P (WP (ac))dgwP (ac) (8 — ac) +0(6 — ac) =
—1/4+0(1—B)+O0(1— B)O(6 — ac) +0(8 — ac) = 1/4+0(1— B) +0(6 — ac),



34 THOMAS OHLSON TIMOUDAS

since® — ac = 0o(1) as B — 1 (they lie in successively smaller intervdlgg)). Putting it
together, the effects of the first term is:

05c3(8) p(WP(6)) = (1/4)93¢5(ac) (6 — tc) +0(1— B) +0(6 — atc).
The second term can be similarly analyzed, starting with
' (WP (8)) = p' (WP (ac) + de P (ac) (B — ac) +0(6 — ac)) =
=1-2(1/240(1—B) + AP (ac) (6 — ac) +0(6 — ac) =
=0(1-B) — 20y (ac)(6 — ac) +0(6 — ac).
Therefore
c(6)- p'(WP(8)) gy (8) = —20eYP (ac)do P (6)(6 — ac) + O(1— B) +0(6 — ac).
We thus obtain the equality
o P (6 + w) = (1/4)94cs(ac) (6 — ac) — 209 YP (ac)dg P (8) (8 — ac) +O(1— B) +0(6 — ac),
or, recalling thabzcg (ac) < 0 anddg P (ac)de P (6) > B2(A/7)2, the bounds
ot (6 +w) = —A1(B,6)(6 — ac) + O(1— B),

where < A;(B,6) <K, for someK >0, asp — 17,
In the next iteration, fof + 2w Jg + 2w, we have

O WP (8 +2w) = 9pC3(6 + w) - p(YP (6 + w)) +Ca (0 + w) - P'(YP (8 + w)) - dg P (6 + w).
The first term iSO(1— ) + o(ac — 6), since
P(YP (6 + w) = p(YP (ac+ w)) + P/ (WP (ac+ w))da P (ac + w) (8 — ac) +0(6 — ac) =
= O(1— B) +(0(6 — ac) + O(1— B)) (8 — ac) +0(6 — atc).
For the second term, note that
(WP (04 w) = P (WP (ac+ w) + dg P (ac+ w) (6 — ac) +0(6 — ac)) =
= 1—2(4![3(0(;—1—w)—I—(?nglB(ac—l—w)(Q—O{C)+O(9—ac) =
= —yPac+w)+0(1-B)+0(6—ac) =
— - (3+5) +o1-p)+0(6 - ao)
resulting in (note the cancellation of signs!), by the poessi estimate oflg P (6 + w),

20wP (6+20) = (6 + w) () (§+B§) (~)AL(B, 8)(6 — atc) + O(1— B) +0(6 — atc) =

= ¢(6+ w) (§+Bg) A1(B.6)(6 — ac) +O(1—B) +0(6 — atc) =
= A2(B,0)(6 - ac) +O(1—B),
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where < Ay(B, 6) < K (for someK > 0). O

The lemma below says that the attracting curve is approxiyguadratic aroun@max+ w
(approximately where the global minimum is located). If veellcl control the higher derivatives
sufficiently well, the proof would have been very straighifard.

Lemma 5.16. Suppose thad < 8 < 1 is sufficiently close to 1. Then there is a numléeK
A3(B,0) < K (where K> 0), depending only o8 and 6, such that

WP (6+2w) — PP (ac+2w) = —Ag(B, 8)(ac— 8)*+0(1— B),
for everyf + 2w € Jg +2w.

Proof. We remind ourselves thap? (a. + w) = % +B% +0(1-B) (see[(5.4)), and therefore
1—¢P(ac+w)=2(1—B)+0o(1l—P)=0(1-P). We also remind ourselves thaif (ac) =
1/2+0(1-B) (seelB.R)).

We begin by analyzing the differences
WP (o +w) — YP (6 + w),
wheref + w € Jg + w. Now
PP (ac+w) — PP (6+ w) = cp(ac) p(WP (ac)) —cp(8) p(YF (6)) =
=c5(0) (P(WP (ac)) — p(WP(8)) +
+ (cp(ac) —cp(6)) PP (ac)).
We know that
WP (ac) — P (8) = de P (ac)(ac— 6) +0(6 — ac).
A quick Taylor expansion gives
P(Y) —p(¥) = (L= 2X)(y —X) — (y—x)*.
Now,

(W (ac)) — PUP (6)) = (1~ 208(0c)) o (0 (e — 0) + (3P ac)) (e — )+ 0f(e— 0)7) =

— o1 B) + (3ewP(ae)) (e~ 0 +o((as — 6)?).
since(1—2yP(ac)) =1-2-(1/2+0(1—B)) =0(1—-B), and(8 —ac) = o(1) asB — 1~ (the
intervally g shrinks). Hence, the first term is

p(0) (PP (ac)) — p(WP())) = ca(0) (doP (ac)) (ac— 8)+0((ac— 8)?) +0(1- B)
Taylor series expansions arouaglyield, sincedgc(a) = 0,
cg(ac) —cg(0) = — (dgcs(ac) (6 — ac) +d5ca(ac) (0 — ac)? +0((6 — ac)?)) =
= —35¢p(0c) (6 — ac)®+0((0 — ac)?),
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where for some constait <0, 0< —0gcﬁ(a) <Kforall0<f <1, sincecg(6) has a local
maximum ata. Therefore, the total effect is

WP (ac+ w) — PP (6 + w) = K(8,B)(ac— 6)*+0o(1-B)

2
whereK(6,B3) = (09415(0{0)) — 05%(0{0) satisfies% < K(8,B) < K (see corollary 518) for
someK > 0. Turning to the next iteration (the one we are interestgdvhered +2w € Jg + 2w,
we have

WP (0c+200) — P (8420) = (8 + @) (PP (dc+w)) — PYP(O+w)) ) +
+ (cp(ac+ w) — cg(6+ w)) p(YP (ac+ w)).
As before
PP (ac+w) — PP (0 + w) = g P (6 + w)(ac—8) +0o(8 —ac),

wheredp P (6 + w) = —A1(B,0) - (6 — ac) + O(1— ) and % < A(B,6) < K for someB > 0,
and

P(WF (dc+ w)) — p(YP (6 + w)) = (1 -2y (ac+ ) do P (6 + w) (ac — 6)+

(
+ (594’B(6 + w))z(ac— 0)>+0((ac—6)?) =

:(ou B) - (B2 >)aewﬁ<ac+w><ac—e>+o<<ac—e>2>=

The first term is therefore equal to
—As(B. 8)(ac—8)*+0(1-B),

for some < Ag(B,0) < K (for someK > 0), as we have shown above. The next term satisfies
thatcg(ac+ w) — cg(8 + w) = O(ac— 6) and p(YP(ac+ w)) = O(1— B). Therefore

WP (ac+20w) — PP (8+2w) = —Ag(6,B)(ac — 8)* +0((ac — 8)(1— B)) +0(1 - B),
or, sinceac — 6 = 0o(1) asp — 1~ (they belong to increasingly smaller interva|ss)),

WP (8 +2w) — P (ac+2w) = —Ag(B, 8) (ac— 6)* +0(1— B),

where} < Ag(B,0) <K, as above. O
Lemma 5.17.For 6 € Jg + 2w, we have that, fof8 < 1 sufficiently close to 1
B(g)| — Big
max max 7] 5.8
0e{0+(3+k)w:0€J,0<k<T1(B,0)} | oY ( >| 0e{6+(3+T1(B.9)) | i ( )| (5-8)
and asymptotically, there is a constantKO0, such that
1 1 1
= < max 1P (8)| <K - : (5.9)

K 1—B = 0€{I+(3+T1(B.6)-w} 1-B
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aspB—1".
Proof. Let 6 € Jg + 2w 2 In+ 3w, and seky = PP (6p). By lemmd5.1b

doxo = A2(B,8)(6 — ac) + O(1—B),
and by lemma’.15

X0 = YP(ac+2w) +Ag(B,8)(ac— )% +o(1—B).
SinceyP (ac+2w) = K(B)(1 - B), wheret < K(B) < K (for someK > 0), this gives us
Xo=K(B)(1—B)+As(B,6)(ac—6)*+0(1—p).
Let 6 —ac=L-/1—B. By lemmd5.1IB, it is possible to chooselose to 1. Thus, we have
dox0 = L-Ao(B,0)\/1—B+0(/1-P),
sinceO(1—B) = o(/1—B), and
Xo=K(B)(1~B)+As(B,6) L (1~ B)+0(v/1-B).

Now, by lemmaA.2, there are constants:@; < D, such that

Ta1(B,60) 1
Dy — < |_L =Dy —
X0
Hence, for some > 0, suppressing the dependence on parameters in the nadighi,, Az,
. L-Ax+€(PB) _\/ < |9p%0- Ta(B,8) )| < Dy L-Ax+€(B) ‘ 1-B8
K+Az-L2+¢(B) rL K+Az-L2+€¢(B) 1-B°

whereg(B) — 0 asf — 1. If L is very big, therL? would dominate the denominator, and we
would have

L-Ax+¢ 1
K+As-L2+¢ L
If L is very small, therkK would dominate the denominator, and we would have
L-Ax+¢€
KtAs-L2te
Hence, the the maximum would be obtained if we chdolke L ~ 1.

By lemmdA.3,
N-1 N
S dec(80-pOs)- [ c(6)- p0x) = 0(x}) = o((1B)").
K=0 j=k+1

for everyy < 0. Hence, the derivative will be like

1
V1-B

const+ consg

+0(1—B) < [dgxr,(B,60)| < CONSt+CONSH +0(1-pB).

1
V1-B
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Once the derivative has grown to a certain point, it will gnmenotonically (see lemnia 5]12).
Therefore, a@ gets closer to 1, the derivative must grow past this poirt tha maximum would
be attained fofdeXr, g, 6,)l- O

This is a good time to remind ourselves that the intedgysatisfy 6y € I, = 6; ¢ |, for
0 <i < Np.
Proposition 5.18. Suppose thad < 3 < 1. Asymptotically, there is a constantKO0, such that
1 1
K 1-p

< B <K-
< rgngWew (0)| <K

Y

Vv1-B
asp—1".

Proof. Let 0< 3 < 1 be given, and set=n(f), J = Jg.
Recall the definition oT () given in [5.6). Suppose thakg_1—2 < Ty(B) < (Kn_1)%¥?(2Kn_1 —

2). ThenTy(B) < K2_; ~ (Nmy1)¥4, and corollary 518 implies thag_; C J. In this case, set
m=n-—2, to get

Kal? < Ky < To(B) < Kiyq ~ (Nmp)¥/%.
Otherwise, if(Kn_1)%?(2Kn_1—2) < To(B) < 2Kn— 2, setm= n— 1. By our choice ofm
K2 < Ta(B) < K21 ~ (Nme1)¥4,. (5.10)

Let {J+kw}M , be a minimal (in the sense thisit > 0 is the smallest possible) coverBf
We know that

)}laewf’w)\— max [GeyF (8)].

max —
0e{0-+(3+K)w:0J,0<k<Ty (8.6 0c{0+(3+Ty(B.0))w :0€J}

Therefore, the parts of the cover where we have no contrefahniis

{0+ (3+Tu(B,0)+Kw:0J,1<k<M—3+T(B,6)}.

Pick ag = 8 + (3+T1(B,0))w, wheref € J. SetT; = Ti(B,0) andxo = WP (8p). Suppose
thatt > 0 is the smallest integer satisfying

X € C.

We wish to get an upper bound dn There are two possibilities; eithég € loU (lp + w),
or it's not. In the casé € lopU (lp + w), suppose thaby € Ix\lkr1 U (Ik\lkr1 + w), where
necessarilk < msinceT; < (Nm+1)3/4 < Nmt1. Then propositiofi 4]2 implies thak, ;20 € C,
and thereforé < 2Ky, + 20.

In the casedy & loU (lo+ w), there are two possibilities; eithere C fort < 20, or6, € I for
somei < 20. This follows sincedy, ..., 619 & loU (lo+ w) implies thatxy € C, by lemmd 3.B.
Suppose then that> 20, i.e. that6 € lp, for somei < 20, say6; € Iy\lx 1 wherek < m. It
follows thatx; ok, +20 € C, ort <i+ 2Ky + 20 < 2K+ 39.
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Thus, we obtain the upper bouhet 3K, on the smallest > 0 satisfyingx € C. We are now
in a position to invoke lemna4.4 for € C. As long ask < N(6p;J), this gives us the estimates

k71|0(9> p/(xi)|_tl_ll|c(9 )| [ (6 )| < 4% 4. (3/5)( s ) (k)2
1) — | :
iu) =] I_l
when 0< j <t, and
H c(8) - p'(%)] < -4%m. (3/5)(1 i) (- 1)/2 ,
whent < j < k. Now,
k—1k—1 K—1

S [1c(6)-px)] < 470 5 (3/5) (1) 60/2 <

j=1i=]

ST
,_\»—-

0.5 (57562
=1

whereA > 0 is some constant, as longlas N(6p;J).
SinceKm < T1(B)%° (see [5.ID)), we get™m = O(421(B)/5) = O<W) = o(——).

Therefore

k—1
|Joxk| < [|9gC]| +[doXo] - .|_L|C(9u) P(x)|+
=

k—1k—-1

+12c] 3 []1c(6

j=li=

< ||96c]| (1+47Km'A)+|0eXo\-47Km-(3/5)( iy ) (k-3Km)/2_

1
doxal -0 ————
< |dgXo| 0( _1_B>+const

where the constant satisfiesnst= 0(\/11_—/3) asf} — 17, and therefore is negligible. Since we
already have the bounds qﬂpxo| in (5.9), this gives us the asymptotic inequality
1 1
Iﬁewﬁ( 6ol <K-

K /1 - 1-B’
whereK >0 asf — 17, as long ak < N(8p,J). Whenk = N(6p;J), we are back in an interval,

J, where we already know the derivative, and the derivativésoiterates. We may therefore
terminate the process at this point. O
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APPENDIXA. SOME TECHNICAL LEMMAS

In the appendix, we will fi3, and writec = cg. All the constants are independent®E [0, 1],
or can be chosen to be independent for thigse

Lemma A.1. Suppose thad < xg < 1—%0, and that N> O is the smallest integer satisfyiqéb <
XN+1- Then

N N

rLC(Gk) +p'(%) =Cn rLC(Gk)(l—Xk),

K= K=
where Gy | C* > 0as N— o (i.e. g — 0).

Proof. We will use [Rud87, Lemma 15.3], and use the same notatioha®.t Sincep/(x) =
1-—2x, we see that

|_| c(B)-P(%) N N Xk N
ﬂ c(6k
where 1< y < 1—ma>Q:)L§ngXk = 1—1xN' We now have that

N
1-CnlSCi-1<ex 5 -
k=
Since, for 0< k <N,
5
Z‘er < X1 < WX,
we see that

4
=Xk+1,

1
X1 <X <
2 1=K g

or

1 4
(Z>N_kXN <X < (E)N_kXN,

hence, sincey < 1/100 and thereforg <

XN 4 5 XN 5 5 1

. —N —k _ _
T xy 5 kgo(4> 1w 2T 99710

0< ZVXk_

So, for everyN > 0,
|1-Cn| <exp(1/10)-1<1/5,
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and we conclude that, sin€ < 1,
Cn | C*>4/5.
]

Lemma A.2. Suppose thal < Xy < 1%0, and that N> O is the smallest integer satisfyiqéb <
XN 1. Then there is a constant K 0 such that

N
K 0 =[]0 P00 <K

e

Proof. By lemmdA.l
N—1 N—1

kEL C(6k) - P (%) = Cn kEL ¢(6) (1 =),

whereCy is bounded from below, irrespective of the valuex@fSince

XOl_L )(1—%) = XN,

N-1

[] (8- #0s0 =Cn ~xN~%.

k=

From the assumptions on the boundsgfand since&y is monotonically decreasing (and hence
bounded) the statement follows. O

it follows that

Lemma A.3. Suppose thal < Xy < 1%0, and that N> O is the smallest integer satisfyiqéb <
XN-+1. Then

N—1 N
> 99¢(6) - P(X) - c(6j) - P'(xj) = 0(xg),
k=0 j=k+1
for everyy < 0.
Proof.
N—1 N N—1 N
kzoéeC(Gk)-p(xk>-j:|:|+10(91)-p’(><j>: kZOaGC(Gk)'(1—Xk>xk‘j:k+10(ej> P (x))-
Sincexy < Xx+1, We obtain
N—1 N N
S 96c(8) - p(x) - [] (8 P ()| < zaec (1=X)%e1 [ o(6)Px)| =
K=0 j=k+1 j=k+1

N

= Zﬁec ((1=X%r1 Cnk-1 ] <(6)-(1-x))
j=k+1
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Since we had the relation thidltis the smallest integer satisfying that

L= T8 (1—xixe < 2= &
100 = N”_[L j %= 700~ 25

we obtain the new inequality

N—-1 N

> 9ac(6) - P(x) - ; c(6) - p'(x)) <i CN—k-1 Z JgC( 6k x| -
k=0 j=k+1

Since

ZjﬁeC(Gk>(l—xk) < const N,

andN is of the order logl/xo), which is of orden(x, ") for everyy > 0, the conclusion follows.
0J
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