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Abstract

For non-uniformly expanding maps inducing with a generalnretime to Gibbs Markov
maps, we provide sufficient conditions for obtaining higbeder asymptotics for the corre-
lation function in the infinite measure setting. Along theywae show that these conditions
are sufficient to recover previous results on sharp mixitegsran the finite measure setting for
non-Markov maps, but for a larger class of observables. €helts are illustrated by (finite
and infinite measure preserving) non-Markov intervals nveiis an indifferent fixed point.
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1 Introduction

For infinite measure preserving syste(§ f, i), first order asymptotics of the correlation func-
tion p,(v,w) = fX vw o f"du for suitable observables, w were obtained in 7, 17] via
the method of operator renewal theory. The method and teghsiin [/, 17] rely on the ex-
istence of som&” C X such that thdirst returnmap /™ : Y — Y (with first return time
7(y) = inf{n > 1: f"y € Y'}) satisfies several good properties. In particular, givex th is
the f7-invariant measure, it is essential that(y € Y : 7(y) > n) = £(n)n=?, wherel is a
slowly varying functiod and 8 € (0, 1]. The strong requirement on the asymptotic behavior of
wur (T > n) originates in the works/ 2] which provide first order asymptotics for scalar renewal
sequences.

As clarified in [LZ], in the infinite measure setting, higher order asymptatidhie correlation
function p,, (v, w) (for suitable observables, w) can be obtained exploiting higher order expan-
sion of the tail probability..-(7 > n), which can be estimated when the invariant density of the
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first return mapf™ is smooth enough. The work 7] obtains results on higher order asymptotics
of p, (v, w) associated with infinite measure systems that inducefisstireturnto Gibbs Markov
maps (see Sectiod for details); in particular, the results in4] (and later [L6] which improves
on [12]) apply to the LSV family of maps considered inl]. A return map with smooth invariant
density may be obtained by inducing wittganeral return rather than dirst returntime. More
precisely, even when the first return map is not Gibbs Markawight happen that there exists
somegeneralreturn timey : Y — N of f to Y, such thatf¥ = (f7)” is Gibbs Markov for some
reinduce timey : Y — N. A good example is the class of non-Markov maps with indéferfixed
points studied inf0, 21]. Higher order asymptotics of the correlation functignfor the infinite
measure preserving systems studied?ify P 1] has not been addressed yet. It is mainly the ques-
tion of higher order asymptotics @f, for infinite measure preserving systems that induce with a
general returntime to Gibbs Markov maps that we answer in this paper. Wlitai$ing on this
problem we also obtain some new resultsffoite measure preserving systems that induce with,
again, ageneral returntime to Gibbs Markov maps. The method of proof builds @#][(in the
infinite case) and on the works4, 5] (in the finite case), which develop operator renewal theory
(via first return inducing) for dynamical systems.

Let (X, ) be a measure space (finite or infinite), ahd X — X a conservative, ergodic
measure preserving map. FiXx C X with (YY) € (0,00) and letr be the first return of to Y.
Let L : L'(u) — L'(p) denote the transfer operator férand define

T,v:=1yL"(1yv), n >0, Ryv =1y L"(1{7=pyv), n > 1.

ThusT,, corresponds to general returnsf@ndR,, corresponds to first returns¥o The sequence
of operatorsr;,, = 2?21 R;T,,_; generalizes the notion of scalar renewal sequences (failslet
on the latter we refer ta3] 1] and references therein).

Operator renewal sequences via inducing with respect tbrteeturntime were introduced
in [15] to study lower bounds for the correlation functipp(v, w) (for v, w supported orY") asso-
ciated with finite measure preserving systems. This tecienigas later refined irb[ 8]. In partic-
ular, under suitable assumptions on the first return ffffapreserving a measuye-, and requiring
thaty, (y € Y : 7(y) > n) = O(n=?), B > 2, [15, Theorem 1] provides higher order expansions
of T,,, while [5, Theorem 1] shows thai f, Theorem 1] holds foff > 1 (see also Subsectidghl
where we recall the latter mentioned result in a particuédtirsg). An immediate consequence
of these resullts is that the upper bound, vw o f"du — [y vdp [ wdp| = O(n=F=1) (for
appropriate observablesw supported orY") is sharp in the sense that there exists a lower bounds
of the same order.

The work [LZ] developed a theory of renewal operator sequences for dgahgystems with
infinite measure, generalizing the results 4f 7] to the operator case. This work obtains first
and higher order asymptotics for theth iterate L™ of the transfer operator associated with
f. In particular, under suitable assumptions on the firstrretnap f™ (including the assump-
tion thatu, (7 > n) = ¢(n)n=?, where/ is a slowly varying function ang., is f invariant)
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it is shown in [L7] that for 8 € (1/2,1), lim, 00 £(n)n' AL = 272 [ gy, uniformly
on Y and pointwise onX, for appropriate observables Obviously, this type of result im-
plies thatlim,, . £(n)n' =% p, (v, w) = % [vdp [wdy, for suitable observables, w and
B € (1/2,1). For results for3 < 1/2 under stronger tail assumptions we refer [

An important question is whether operator renewal typelt®@suguments can be exploited for
(Y,F = f¥), whenyp is ageneralreturn time off to Y in the sense thaf¥ = (f7)”, where
p Y — Nis somereinduce timeAssume thatY’, f¥) is Gibbs Markov preserving a measure
1o- A Young tower overf? can be constructed (se&q) and the first return map on the base of
the tower is isomorphic tdY, f¥, uo) (see Sectior, which recalls this in detail).

In this work we provide sufficient conditions to answer thewabquestion when the general
return mapf¥ is Gibbs Markov. In short, we formulate a tail condition §(p > k) that allows
us to work with a decomposition (as i,[3]) of the transfer operator on the Young tower over
(Y, po, f#). Our main result in the finite case Theorén2 provides upper and lower bounds for
the correlation functiorp,, (v, w) provided that the tailgo(¢ > n) and uo(p > k) are of the
right form (see (HO) a) and (H1) in Secti@ More importantly, Theorem.2 provides upper and
lower bounds of the correlation function for observahles supported on the whole spade(so
not just onY). To deal with observables supported on the whole spacenti@diice weighted
norms, with weights inverse proportional to the entrancetioY (see Sectiod).

Our main result in the infinite case Theoreh8 provides higher order asymptotics of the
correlation function for observables supported on the eBphce. This result is obtained assuming
higher order expansion @fy(¢ > n) (see (HO) b) in Sectio) and again, assuming that the tail
wo(p > k) satisfies (H1) in Sectiof. To deal with observables supported on the whole space, we
use the same type of weighted norms used in the finite cas&éstiond).

We illustrate the use of the main results in the setting of Mamkov interval maps with indif-
ferent fixed points, in particular the class of maps studief2d, 21] (see Sectiord). Below, we
recall briefly the previous results on the correlation fiorcin this non-Markov setting.

In the finite measure non-Markov setting (as ,[21]), upper bounds for observables sup-
ported on the whole spac€ have been obtained iri{]. Although not written up yet, the method
in [14] can also be used to obtain lower bounds for the decay of letines of observables sup-
ported onY” and, most probably, can be extended to deal with observabjgsorted on the whole
space. We also mention that in the same setting, the widjkpfovides upper and lower bounds
for the decay of correlations of observables supported”oin both works [4, 10] the results
are obtained by exploiting operator renewal type resufisfaents as developed inf, 5] via
inducing with first return times.

In the infinite setting of non-Markov mags: X — X (as in 20, 21]), first order asymptotics
of L"v, for some appropriate supported on a compact subsefdf:= X\ {indifferent fixed point$
has been established ihZ7. This result immediately implies first order asymptotidsoq (v, w),
again forv, w supported onX’. Again, the underlying scheme relies on inducing with fiestirn
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times. The detailed results are recalled in Secfidn

In the setting of finite measure preserving non-Markov wdkemaps with indifferent fixed
points, Theoremsgl.2 gives upper and lower bounds for the decay of correlationbstovables
supported onX. In the infinite measure setting, Theoren8 gives higher order asymptotics of
pn(v, w) for v, w supported orX . In checking the required assumptions of the abstracttegel.,
(HO) and (H1)) for typical examples in the class consideref’D, 21], we obtain an excellent
estimate onu.(7 > n). In the infinite measure case, the estimateQr > n) enables us
to extend the results ofLP, 16] on the higher order asymptotics @f* to the typical examples
studied here; we refer to Sectir3for details.

Notation: We will usea,, = O(b,,) and (to make proofs more readable) also< b,, to mean
that there is a uniform constaétsuch thatz,, < Cb,,.

2 The induced map and main assumptions

Givenf : X — X, we require that there exist§ C X and ageneral(not necessarily first) return
time ¢ : Y — N such that the return map := f¥ : Y — Y, preserving the measuyg), is a
Gibbs Markov map as recalled below. For convenience we lesoah thaj:o(Y) = 1.

We assume that’ has a Markov partitiomr = {a} such thatp|, is constant on each partition
element, and” : ¢ — Y is a bijectionmod . Letp = log ﬁ—gF be the corresponding potential.
We assume that therefsc (0,1) andC; > 0 such that

P < Ciup(a), ]ep(y) — ep(y/)\ < Cl,u(a)Qs(y’y/) forally,y € a, a € a, (2.2)

wheres(y1,y2) = min{n > 0 : F"y; and F"y, belong to different elements of} is thesepara-
tion time We also assume thatf,c,, uo(Fa) > 0 (big image property).
In addition to the Gibbs Markov property above, we assumethtgafollowing holds:

(H0) a) Finite measure casg@p(y € Y : ¢(y) > n) = O(n=?) for 8 > 1.

b) Infinite measure casgi(y € Y : p(y) > n) = en~? + H(n) for 8 € (1/2,1), some
¢ > 0 and functionH such thatf7 (n) = O(n=2%).

The following dynamical assumption will be verified for thlags of maps described in Sec-
tion 9 and will play an important role in the proofs of the main résul

(H1) Let7 : Y — N be the first return time t&", andr the k-th return time toy’, i.e., o = 0,
mer1(y) = T(y) + 7(F+W(y)). Let p be thereinduce timefor the general returni,e.,
©(y) = To)(y). Write {¢ > n} :== {y € Y : p(y) > n}. We assume that there exists
C > 0 such that

/ p(y) dpo < Cuo(p > n)
{¥>n}

foralln > 0.
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Remark 2.1. The first return timer may be defined on a larger set than where the general return
timep is defined, but the difference in domains has measure zewe sdll ignore it.

In order to have the norms id.(1) below well defined, we need another mild condition on the
inducing scheme.

(H2) Eitherfi(a) c Y or fi(a)NY =Pforalla € a,0 <i < p(a),

This condition certainly holds for the examples studied écti®n9 (which provides the required
details).

3 The tower over the mapF = f¥
The towerA is the disjoint union of set§{¢ = j},4), j > 1,0 < i < j with tower map

fal i) = {(Fy,m = o) 1

This map preserves the measurg defined asua(A,i) = po(A) for every measurable set,
with A C {¢ =j}and0 <i < j.

LetY; = {(y,i) : ¢(y) > i} be thei-th level of the tower, s&” = Y} is the base. The
restrictionua |y = po is invariant undefl’{, which is the first return map to the base.

We extend the functiop to the tower as

oa(y,1) = p(y) —i. (3.1)

Definer : A — X by n(y,i) := fi(y). Thenux = pa on~ ! is f-invariant, andux is related to
the F-invariant measurg by the usual formula

<.
|
—_

px(A) =3 m(f T n{p=4})=> m(f7An{e > j}).
j=11i=0 j=0
Regardless of whether := [, ¢ dyy is finite (in which case we can normalizey) or not, g is
absolutely continuous w.r.t.x.
Letvy,wx be observables supported on the original spEcéhey lift to observables on the
tower which we will denote bya = vy om andwa = wx o w. Then

/ vxwx o fMdux Z/AUA’LUAOTKCZMA- (3.2)
X

To justify (3.2), use the duality formulg, *vxwadua = [y vxiwadpx, wherer*vy =
vy o andfwa = wa o L. To computefX vxwx o f"dux, it therefore suffices to estimate
the correlation function on the tower.
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4 Results for the mapf under the assumptions of Sectior2

Throughout we assume thatand F' = f¥ satisfy the assumptions of Secti@énlin particular, we
assume that’ is Gibbs Markov and that the relevant forms of (HO) and (H1¥lho
We restrict to the following class of observables. Let

7™(x) ;=14 min{i > 0: f'(z) € Y}.

Recall thats(x, 2’) is the separation time of points 2’ € Y and letd € (0,1) be such that
(2.1) holds. Letvx : X — R. Fore > 0 we define the weighted norif|; as follows:

lox [l = sup,ex |vx (@) (2) 1,

* (r*of*(a))'** ' (o) (4.1)

’UX‘G = SUPgeq SUPo<i<p(a) SUPz,a'ca T gs(mal) ’UX o fz(x) —Ux©o fz(w )’7

and|jvx |7 = llvx||i + |vx|;. Note that by (H2)7* is constant orf’(a), so the factor* o f(a)
in (4.1) is well-defined.

Remark 4.1. If vy is supported ornY’, then the weighted norms||%, and || [|; coincide with
[ 1l oo (o) @NA || [lg With [|v]lg = [|v]| oo (uo) + Lip(v), WwhereLip(v) is the Lipschitz constant of
w.r.t. the distancely(z, ') := 65,

The main results in the present set-up are stated below.

Theorem 4.2(finite measure) Assume (HO) a) and (H1). Suppose that wy : X — R are
such thatijvx|[[; < oo and||wx||%, < oco. Letdu := %dux- Then

[e.9]

1 .
/vxwxof"dﬂ—/vxdu/ wx dp = — Z M0(90>.7)/’0Xd/~6/ wx dp
X X X ¥ X X

Jj=n+1
+O(llux g - lwxlls - dn),

where
n=B if 8> 2;
dp:=<{n2logn ifB=2;
n~(26-2)  if g < 2.
Theorem 4.3(infinite measure) Assume (HO) b) and (H1). Suppose that wx : X — R are
such thatjvx ||; < oo and |Jwx |5, < co.Letqg = max{j > 0:2(j+1)8 > 2j + 1}. Then there
exist real constantsdy, . .., d,_; such that

/ vxwy o fdux = (don” '+ ..+ dq_lnqw‘l))/
X

vx dpx / wx dpx
X X

+ O([loxllp - llwxll5 - dn),

whered,, = n=(F-1/2),

“The constantdy, . .., d,_1 depend only or and the constant appearing in (HO) b). For their precise form we
refer to [L2, Theorem 9.1] andl[5, Theorem 1.1].
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Remark 4.4. Instead of (HO) b), one can assume a stronger tail expanditmedorm used in16,
Theorem 1.1] and as such obtain an improved error term in Térad.3. This is just an exercise,
which can be solved by the argument used in the proof of Thebr&

Remark 4.5. The novelty of Theorer.2 lies in the fact that the observables are supported on
the whole space, and of course the fact that this result caobibened by inducing with general
return times. Theorem.3is new, even for observables supportedian

5 Transfer operators on the tower

Let LA be the transfer operator associated with the tower fapnd potential

0 if i <py) —1,
ply) ifi=ep(y) -1

pa(y,i) == {

Given thatL is the transfer operator associated Wiy, f, 1 x ), we haveLam*vx = 7 Lvx.
Recall thatY = Yj is the base of the towe\ and thatl” = f¥ preserves the measure
110- Choosed € (0,1) such that 2.1) holds and putly(z, z') := 6°(**) wheres(z, z') is the
separation time. LeBy(Y") be the Banach space @§-Lipschitz functionsv : Y — R with norm
[vlle = [[vll oo (uo) + Lip(v), whereLip(v) is the Lipschitz constant af w.r.t. dg.
Let R* : L'(u) — L'(u) be the transfer operator associated with= f#. Under the assump-
tion that " is Gibbs Markoy, it is known that (see, for instanci;,[Section 5]):

(P1) a) The space3y(Y") contains constant functions algd(Y") C L (uy).

b) 1is a simple eigenvalue far*, isolated in the spectrum at*.

LetD = {z € C : |2| < 1} andD = {z € C : |z] < 1}. Givenz € D, we define
R*(z) : LY(Y) — L'(Y) to be the operatoR*(z)v := R*(z¥v). By (P1) b),1 is an isolated
eigenvalue in the spectrum &f(1). In addition, we know that (see, for instancé},[Section 5])

(P2) Forz € D\ {1}, the spectrum of2*(z) does not contain.

Note thaty is the first return time of A to the basé”. Define the following transfer operators
that describe the general resp. the first return to the Base

T,’;v = 1yLZ(1y’U), n > 0, R:L’U = 1yLZ(1{¢:n}U) = R*(l{wzn}’u), n > 1.
By, for instance, 15, Lemma 8] there i€' > 0 such that
(P3) ||R*(14v)]lo < Cuo(a)||lav]s for all a € o and hence| R |lg = O(uo(p = n)).

As recalled below,/—R*(z))~! can be used to understand the asymptotics of the transfeatope
of the Markov tower over the (general) induced nfap- f%. First, it is easy to see th#&t"(z)v =
R*(2%v) = _,~(R;0)z". By (P1) and (P2), when viewed as a family of operators aatimg
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By(Y) € L>(uo), the function(I — R*(z))~! is bounded and continuous @n\ {1}. By (P3),
R} is bounded, se + (I — R*(z))~! is analytic onD.

Sincey is a first return time oflA to the basé&”, we have the renewal equation on the tower
Ty =Y R; T ;. Forz € D, defineT™(z) := Y, . T»2" and recallR*(z) = 3, -, Rjz".
Since(I — R*(z))~! is well defined oD \ {1}, we have the following equation di\ {1}:

T*(z) = (I — R*(2))" L. (5.1)

Under both forms of (HO)i(e., finite and infinite measure preserving) and the rest of the as-
sumptions in Sectio@2, the asymptotic behavior af* is well understood ([5, 5, 17]); we also
refer to Subsectio.1where we recall these results.

Sinceva = vx o 7 is in general not supported dfy, equation $.1) cannot be used as such to
obtain information on the asymptotic behaviour of the datren function on the tower given by
fA vawa o TR dpa = fA Lvawa dua. Hence, one cannot just usel) and (3.2) to estimate
the correlation functioer vxwa o fdux for the mapf : X — X. However, the operatord,,
andB,, defined below can be used to deal with precisely this problem.

Following [3, Section 2.1.1], to understand the behaviour.§f via the behaviour of};, we
need to define several operators that describe the actiéff afutsideY”. Recall from @8.1) that
oaly,i) = ¢(y) — i and define the operators associated with the end resp. lregiohan orbit
on the tower as

1y L% (15, — >1
Apv 1= LA (Lpsnyv), 120, Bv e 4 VLA pamnpyv), 021,
1YU> n = 0.

The operator associated with orbits that do not see the bdke tower is:
C’nv = LZ(1{¢A>7L}\YU)> n > 0.

As noticed in B, Section 2.1.1], the following equation describes theti@ighip betweerl; =
1yLZly andLg.
Li= Y  AyT;Bn+Cn (5.2)

nit+nz2+nz=n

6 Proofs of the main results: previous and new ingredients
6.1 Previous ingredients

As already mentioned[’X is the first return map foffs to the basel; = Y. Thus, previous
results on renewal theory, in particulab, [Theorem 1] (under (HO) a)-finite measure case) and
[12, Theorem 9.1] (under (HO) b)- infinite measure case), applyit We start by recalling these
results, as relevant to the present setting.2elenote the spectral projection corresponding to the
eigenvaluel for R*(1). So, we can writd’v(y) = [, v dpo.
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Lemma 6.1. [5, Theorem 1] Assume thét is Gibbs Markov and that (HO) a) holds. Then
T = £+_i2 > Y PRP+E,
L ]
whereE,, is an operator or3,(Y") satisfying
n=8 if 6> 2;
|Enlle < { n2logn if B =2;
n~(28-2)  if g < 2.
Lemma 6.2. [12, Theorem 9.1] Assume thdt is Gibbs Markov and that (HO) b)holds. Let
g =max{j > 0:2(j +1)8 > 25 + 1}. Then there exist real constants, . .., d,—; (depending
only on the constants and parameters involved in (H3) §)ch that

whereD,, is an operator or3y(Y') satisfying|| D, [ls = O(n~(8=1/2)).

6.2 New ingredients: estimates related tol,,, 5B,,, C,, under (H1)

In the results stated below we use the ndriij and|| ||5, as defined in4.1). Recall thatva =
vx o andwa = wx o w. The proofs of the following results are postponed to Sulime6.4.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that (H1) holds. Lety,wx : X — R such that|vx|]i, < oo and
|wx || oo (uy) < 0. Then there exists’ > 0 such that for any: > 0,

[ Cuvss dual < ol > mloxlsclox =

Lemma 6.4. Assume that (H1) holds. Lety : ¥ — R andwyx : X — R be such that
vy || oo (o) < 00 @nd|[wx |5, < oc. Then there exists’ > 0 such that for any: > 0,

| |32 Asovua dua| < Cpalo > v g x|

jzn
For the statement below we note that by definitiBhv A is a function supported on the base
Y of the towerA, so||B,,va||p makes sense.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that (H1) holds. Lek : X — R such that||vx||; < co. Then there exists
C > 0 such that for any, > 0,

> IBjvalle < Cuole > n)ox|ls.

jzn
Remark 6.6. Continuing from Remark.1, we note that under the assumption that, wx are
supported ort”, all the statements in this subsection simplify since thighted normsg| ||; and
| % coincide with|| ||y and || || o (,,)- Moreover, under this assumption, the proofs in this sub-
section are simplified, although the assumption (H1) i$ stduired. In Subsectiof.4 we point
out such a simplification for the proof of Lem&: see Remark.8.

SFor the precise form of these constants we refef. fo Theorem 9.1] andi[s, Theorem 1.1].
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6.3 Proofs of Theorem4.2and Theorem4.3

From the statement of Theoreft?, recall thatdu = %du x Is the normalized -invariant measure
(wheng < o0). By (3.2) and the definition ofs, in order to estimate the correlation function for
observables on the spagdg in thefinite measure case it suffices to estimate

1 1
/ oxwx o fMdp = [ vawaoTRdus = / Livawa dua. (6.1)
X ¥ JA Y JA

Similarly, due to 8.2) in theinfinite measure case we estimate

/vaXOf"d,uX:/ LRvawa dpa. (6.2)
X A

By equation §.2) and Lemma5.3,

/ Lvawa dua = / S AT, Bagvawa dua + Olio(p > m)|ox [ lwx = gux):
ni+n2+nz=n

(6.3)

In order to take advantage of the full force of Lemngakand6.2 along with the estimates related
to A,,, B,, in Subsectiorb.2we define

= ZAnz”, B(z) = Z B,z", zeD
n>0 n>0

and recall that when viewed as a family of operators acting3pfY’) C L*>(ug), T%(2) =

Y om0 Inz™ is well defined onD (in fact onD, but we do not use this information below). By
definition, the operator sequences - L>®(uo) — LY(pa), Bn : L®(ua) — L (uo), T -
L>(ug) — L™ (up) are bounded. As a consequendé;)T*(z)B(z), z € D, is well defined as a
family of operators from.>(ua) to L(a ). Given this we can view

/GnUAwA dua —/ Z An, nQBnSUAwAd,UA

nit+n2+nz=n

as then-th coefficient of [, G(2)vawa dua = [, A(2)T*(2)B(2)vawa dua,z € D.
In the sequel we also use the following statementi¢h) and B(1) that does not require (H1);
the statement o (1) below relies on the fact thad®(1)va is a function supported o¥i.

Lemma 6.7. We have

Ja A ywadpa = [y wadpa = [y wxdpx,

A B(Wvadua = [, B(L)vaduo = [y vadpa = [y vxdux.
6.3.1 Finite measure case

Let £, : Bo(Y) = By(Y') be as in the statement of Lemmd and putE(z) = >, E,2", z € D.
By Lemma6.1,

/A G(2)vawa dpp = Lngin(2)(va, wa) + Ip(2)(va, wa) (6.4)
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for
Imain(2)(va, wa) ==
7 Ja AG) ( (1 - Z)Z 0(Z Xilnt1 2gek1 PR P)z )B(Z)UNUA dpa,
Ip(z)(va,wa) = [ A )B(2)vawa dpa.
By the above, in order to estimafg Gruawa dua, we need to estimate the coefficients of the

functions,,4in (2) (va, wa) @andIg(z)(va,wa), z € D for appropriateva, wa (equivalently for
appropriatevx, wy). Let

V(2)(va,wa) /A Z_% (= Z 3 PRjP)z”)B(l)quwAduA (6.5)

P o1 =kt

and note that

nnin(D v, wa) =7 [ AT BO)oaua dua = V()oa,wa)
= I'(2)(va, wa) + I%(2)(va, wa) (6.6)
for
{fA( 2)(va,wa) - A%(g (1= 2) X0 s X3t PRiP)2" ) B(1)uswa dpa
1P (2)(va,wa) = [ A( ( + (1= 2) 02 0(3 Zilnst jenss PRiP)Z" )%”AWA dpin

Below we provide the estimates obtained in the sequel foctwdficients of the terms in6(5)
and 6.6) and as such complete

Proof of Theorem.2. By Lemma6.7,

1 / P 1 -
A(l)=B(1)vawa dua = —/ vx dp / wy dp Z".
1—2Ja ()cp (1) ¥ Jx O X X an::o

By Lemmay7.1, the coefficientd/, (va, wa) of V(2)(va,wa), z € D are given by

o0

1
Vo(va,wa) = 7 Z uo(90>k)/XUX d,UX/XwX dpx.

k=n+1

We continue with the estimates for the coefficients of thentein the RHS of §.6). Lemmas7.4
and 7.5 together with (HO) a) imply that the coefficients of the fuans 74 (z)(va,wa) and
1P(2)(va, wa), 2 € D areO([jux [ [wx |5 ol > n)) = OB |lux [ [lwx [15)-

It remains to estimate the coefﬁcienﬁg Zn1+n2+n3:n Ay, Ep, Bp,vawa dpa of the func-
tion I (z), = € D. By Lemmaé.5and (HO) a)|| B,vallo = O(uo(e > n)|vx i) = O(n=P|vx|}).
Hence, the convolution af,, and B,, satisfies|| >, .., En, Bn,valle = O(|Enlle - lvx|l5)-
Next, given thaty is a function supported on the basethe definition ofA,, and (HO) a) gives

\/A Apvywa dpa| < pio(e > n)l|wallpoe () 0¥ 11150 (ug) < 1P llwx || oo ) 10y [lo-
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Hence,| [o 32, ny4ngen Ani Bny Bryvawa dpal = O(|| Enllo - [lvx|If - lwx|lze (ux))-
Putting the above together and usifgg] and 6.3),
. 1 R
vawa o TRdua = — [ oxdpx [ wxdux +— Y pmole>k) [ vxdux | wxdpx
A ¥ Jx X L Rt X X
+ O(1Enllo - [loxg - [lwx %)
The conclusion follows recalling thé = %dux and using equatiort(l). O

Infinite measure caseWrite
/A G(z)vawa dpa — /AA(l)T*(z)B(l)vAwA dua = I (2) + IB:(2) (6.7)

for
{I&( 2)(va,wa) = [ (A(2) = A()T*(2) B(L)vawa dpa,

Igf( )(va,wa) fA 2)(B(z) — B(1))vawa dua.
Below, we provide the estimates obtained in the sequel ®ictiefficients of the terms ir6(7)
and as such complete

Proof of Theorend.3 By Lemma6.2, the n-th coefficient| fA 1)T*B(1)vawa dual, of the
function [, A(1)T*(z)B(1)vawa dua, z € D, satisfies

[/A AMT*B()vawa dualn = (don® ' + ... + dy_n?P~Y) /A A1) PB(1)vawa dua
+ /A A(1)D, B(1)vawa dun,
where||D,,|ls = O(n=#=1/2)). By Lemmas6.5, | B(1)vallg < Cllux||; for someC > 0. Hence,
| AWD.Bvwa diss] = O™ =) 1Bl
= O(n™ P2l || oo ) lox 15)-

By Lemma6.7, [, A(1)PB(1)vawa dua = [y vx dux [y wx dux. Putting these together,

[ /A AT (2) B\ vawa dpaln = (don” L + ... + dy_1n?P~1) /X vx dpx /X wy dpx

+ O™ P Jwx | ooy ox [15)-

By Lemmas.1the coefficients of the functiong’(2)(va,wa) andIB,(z)(va, wa), 2 € D,
areO(n~"|lux [ llwx||%)-
Putting the above together and using equati@ng @nd ©.3),

/ vawa o T dup = (donﬁ_l +...+ dq_lnq(ﬁ_l))/ vx d,uA/ wx dux
A X X
+0(n"ox|lj lwx1%)-

The conclusion follows from the above equation togetheh wguation §.2). O
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6.4 Proofs of the lemmas in Subsections.2and 6.3

Proof of Lemma.3. Recall thatry(y) = 0 and i (y) = me_1(y) + 7(f*1W(y)) is the k-th
return time toY. Compute fory € Y

Trr1(y)—1 ' Trr1(y) =7k (y)—1 _
Y aoTi(w.0)= > JuaoTA(T¥(y,0))]
3=7k(y) J=0

Tr1(y)—Tr(y)—1

= > Juxo f(W(y)

=0
Tr1(y)—Tr(y)—1

< > lox 5 (T (y) = 7(y) = 5)0F) < Ceffox |, (6.8)
j=0

whereC. = Zj21j—(1+5). Thus,

‘/ACnUAwA d/m‘ = ‘/ALZ(l{mm}\Y?}A)MA d/m(

e(y)—n—1
< / foallwa o TR| dpa < [lwallz=(us) / Z lva o T dyio
{oa>n}\Y {e>n}

17—k+1 —1

< el | z 5% s o 141

le>n} j—0  j=re(y)

< waHLoo(uX)CaHvaio/{ }p(y) dpo < CCepo(ip > n)fox|[s lwxllzoe ux)s
p>n

where the last inequality is obtained using (H1). O

Remark 6.8. Continuing from Remark.6 we note the following. Ifx is supported orY’, then
the sumZT’““(y lua o TY, A (y,0)| reduces to single term, namety ng’“(y) (y,0)]. Inthis case
the constant’, appearing in(6.8) disappears, but condition (H1) is still required.

Proof of Lemma.4. Using (6.8) for wa instead ofua we find

‘/ ZAjUYwA d,uA‘ = ‘/ Zl{¢>j}vywA OTX d,uo‘
Aj:n Yj:n

Lp(y)—l lTk+1 —1 )
< / oy Y Lipsjplwa o TR dpo < oyl 1o (uo) / Z Z lwa o TA| dpo
{§0>TL} j=n g0>TL Jj= Tk(y)

< HUY”LOO(MO)CauwX”Zo/{ }P(y) dpo < CCepio(p > n)l|vy || Loo (uo) llwx 5
p>n

by (H1). This completes the proof. O
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Proof of Lemma.5. For the purpose of the argument below, we define weighted siamthe
tower analogous to4(1). Let74 (z) = 14+ min{i > 0: T (z) € Y} for Y = 7~ 1(Y), and define
lvallA 0 = SuPzea lva(@)|7 (2)1F,
|UA|*A79 = SUDPgeq SUPp<i<p(a) SUPz 2/ ca %WA (:L'v Z) - ,UA(:LJv Z)|7

and|[vall3 p = [[va [/~ + [0a] o- In this way, [ox 5 = [[vall3, , whenevems = vy o .
Fora € a,0 < j < p(a), defineB; va 1= L (1{(y.i)ycaitimp(y)} VA)- The definition ofpa

implies that for pomts on levelof the tower, the potentiala satlsflesz“o(y paoTi(y,i) =
p(y). Writing y = F~1(z) Na andy’ = F~1(2') N a, we compute using(1)
|Bjavalle = sup e"Woa(y, (y) — )l
Te
+ sup 0750 [Py, oly) - j) - P oaly, oly) - )
z,x'eY

IN

po(a)(7 o £ (a)) "0 [lual|A oo

+ sup g—s(@.") <|e:n(y) _ P )|(7- ° f@(a)—j(a))—(He)||UAH*A’OO
z,x'eY

+ pola) (7 o F7@ (@) ~1+9) s \)
Cipo(a)(r* o F7077(a)) "1+ Jus 3

IN

Thus,

pla)=1 Tiy1(a)

Y IBjualle < D Z IBjavalle < ) |1 Bj.avalle

I>n aCa aCa k= j— 1
= pla>n playsn 0 IO

pla)=1 7ri1(a)

Y Cumola) D D (T4 mrpa(a) = 5) "M oalla

[e=]

¢(Z€);n k=0 j=m(a)+1
< OClallag 3 wmlalola) = OCilaling |, s
pla)y>n
< C1CC Jvalla g role > n),
where the last inequality was obtained using (H1). O

Proof of Lemmé.7. By direct computation:

/AA(l)lywAd,UA = /AZLZ(l{W>”})wAd’uA:/Azl{¢>"}wA oTX dua

n>0 n>0
= /ZWAOTACZMO—/ WAAUA -
n>0 A

The statement ol follows. For the statement of, let v, = 1¢,,_yva for & > 0 and set
v,j = ly;ur, whereY; is the j-th level of the tower. Themy ; have disjoint supports, and for
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each element € «, there is only onegj such thatvy, ; is supported onfi(a) C Yj, namely,
k+j=¢(a). Letug(y,0) = vi(y, j) and compute that

o0
Livp =Y Liv,; = ZL Dhuy, = L{uy, = R*uy, (6.9)
j=1
Recall thatB(1)va is supported ofY”. Hence,
o o
/ B(1)va dpo = / ZLka dpg = / ZR*uk dpg = / Zuk dpg = / DI
Y Y k=0 Y k=0 V=1

The conclusion follows sinc§, va dua = [y vx dux. O

7 Proofs of Lemmas used in the proof of Theorerd .2 (finite measure
case)

7.1 Estimating the coefficients of/(z)(va, wa) defined in (6.5

Lemma 7.1. Assume the setting of Lemrmd. Then the coefficientg, (va, wa) of the function
V(2)(va,wa), z € D are given by

o0

1
Va(va,wa) = = Z uo(<,0>k‘)/ vx d,UX/ wx dpx.
¥ k=n+1 X X

Proof. By Lemma6.7, [,, B(1)vaduo = [y vx dux. RecalingRyv = 1y Lx (1{y=n)v), We
compute that

* 1 n

(X X > Pr) 0= [ oY 3 pole>0en
k=n+1j=k+1 LD n=0k=n+1

Thus, using Lemma@.7 (first, for the statement oB and at the end of the argument {4y,

V(2)(va,wa) /A Z Z PR;P ) (Dvawa dua

0 k n+1] k+1

Z—/vxduxz Z po(p > k)z /A )y wa dpa

n=0k=n+1

Z—/’UXdMX/deNXZ Z po(e > k)z

n=0k=n+1

The conclusion follows. O

7.2 Estimating the coefficients off () (va, wa) and I8 (z2)(va, wa) defined in (6.6)

We begin with some immediate consequences of Lentimband6.5.
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Lemma 7.2. Assume (HO) a) and (H1). Lety : X — R such thatjwx||%, < oc. Then

/ A(z) — A(1)
A

T, lvwa dpa = Zanz",

n>0
where|a,| = O(po(p > n)l|lwx||%)-

Proof. Compute that

A(z) — A(1) n
_/AlewAduA:/AZZAjlywAz duna.

n>0j>n

The conclusion follows from the above equation togetheh wémmat. 4. O

Lemma 7.3. Assume (HO) a) and (H1). Lety : X — R such thatjjvx||; < co. Then

/ BE=BA), g = S e,
A 1—2z n>0

wherela,| = O(u(p > n)|lvx||;)-

Proof. The conclusion follows by the argument used in the proof eshhea7.2, using Lemmé.5
instead of Lemm&.4. O

The coefficients of (=) will be obtained by decomposing this term iftd(z) = D4(z) +
F(z), where

Da(2)(va,wa) ::/AwgB(l)vAwAd,uA
e AG) — AQ)
Fa(z)(va,wa) ::/A?Q(Z)B(l)vAwAd,uA,
with . o -
Q(2)v = (1—z)2(% > ¥ PR;P)z“)v. (7.1)
n=0 7 k=nt1j=k+1

Lemma 7.4. Assume the setting of Lemrd. Assume that (H1) holds. Suppose that wx :
X — Rare such thatvx || () < oo and |wx |5, < co. Then the coefficient® 4 ,(va, wa),
Fyn(va,wa) of the functionsD 4 (2)(va, wa) and Fa(z)(va,wa), z € D satisfy

{IDA,n(vm wa) (

| = O(po(e > n)|lvx Lo (ux) llwx 15,
‘FhﬂvaJwA)’::O(

Lo (¢
ol > n)l[vx | Lo () lwx [15)-

Proof. By Lemma6.7 (the statement o),

Da(z)(va,wa) = %/A"UAdMA/ Alz) — A0

] 1y wa dpa.
A —z
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By Lemma7.2 [, %1341& dpun = 3,50 an2" With [a,| = O(uo(p > n)llwx|%,). The
statement oD 4 »(va, wa )| follows.
Next, by definition,

oo o0

Q(z)B UA——/B Jua dpa % 1—ZZZM0<P>1€
n=0 k=n+1

! va dp xz,u (p >mn)z"

= 3 A A 0
(,0 A n=0

Thus,
1 > A(z) — A1
FA(Z)(UAﬂUA):E/AUAdMAXZMO(‘P>”)ZHX/A(1%Z()1Y?UAC£MA-
n=0

We already know that the coefficients %1;/1% dua areO(uo(p > n)||lwx||5,). The
statement ofF4 », (va, wa )| follows. O

The next result provides estimates for the coefficientd ®fz)(va,wa), z € D defined
in (6.6). Write I8 (z) = Dg(z) + Fg(z), where given thaf)(z) is as defined inq.1),

:/AA(l)giB(zi:f(l)mwAduA

and
= /A A(l)Q(z)@vAwA dpA.

Lemma 7.5. Assume the setting of Lemima. Then the coefficient® ,, (va, wa), Fan(va,wa)
of the functionsD g (2)(va,wa), Fp(z)(va,wa), z € D satisfy

{IDB,n(vA,wA)I = O(polp > n)lux [[gllwxI5),

|Fn(va,wa)|l = O(uo(e > n)llux I3 llwx]5)-

Proof. The required argument is similar to the one used in the pridoémma?.4with Lemma7.3
replacing Lemma .2 O

8 Proofs of Lemmas used in the proof of Theorena.3 (infinite mea-
sure case)

Recall that forz € D, the functions[;ﬁf( )(va,wa) = [A(A A(D)T*(2)B(1)vawa dua
andIZ,(z)(va,wa) := [ A( 2)(B(z) — B(l))vAwA duA were defined in equatiors (7).
Let T4, (va,wa) and IB (vA,wA) denote theirn-th coefficients. The next result provides

inf,n inf,n
estimates for}; | (va,wa) andIZ;  (va,wa) and it was used in the proof of Theoreh

inf,n
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Lemma 8.1. Assume (HO) b) and (H1). Lety,wx : X — R such that|jvx||;, |[wx]|%, < oo
Then

A - _
it (va,wa)| = O(n P llox |5llwx %), inga(va, wa)l = O™ oxlfj - [lwxlls)-

The proof of the above result relies on standard continuibperties of the functioniiﬁf(z)
andI5;(z), z € D which we recall below.

inf \Z

8.1 Continuity properties of I/%(z) and I5,(z), z € D

First we note some standard consequences of Lerfma$.5and 8.2 which give the continuity
properties of some quantities involvind) z), B(z), z € D.

Lemma 8.2. Leta(z)
on D. Suppose that its coefficients satidfy._, [la;[ < Cin~Pfor B > 0 andC; > 0. Then
there exists”, > 0 such that for allh > 0, all u > 0 and all§ € (—m, 7], |la(e”(=H0+h)) —
a(e= =) < CyhP.

Proof. This proof is standard. We provide it here only for complets Compute that

la(e™ D) —a(e N <k Y7 llagl+ Y llagll: (8.1)
j<h=t j>h=t
By assumption, the second term is boundedpy®. Next, lets,, := >_j>n llaj|l and note that
S dllaill= D> dlsici—si)= > G—Dsjsi— Y dsi+ > sjm
j<h—1 j<h—1 j<h—1 j<h—t j<h—t

< Cy(h7t = 1D)RP + C1hP Tt < 200RP
Hence, the first term o8(1) is bounded by2C; 1?, as required. O

Lemma 8.3. Assume (HO) (either a) or b)) and (H1). Let : Y — R, wy : X — R such that
vy | oo (o) llwx [|5% < oc. Then there exist;, Co > 0 such that for all > 0, all v > 0 and all
0 e (—m,ml,

1/ (e OHD) — A oy dua| < ol oy o oy l10x e

| (A=)~ Aoy dis| < Col6 oy i x5

Proof. By Lemma6.4, there existaC > 0 such thatz;?‘;n | fY Ajvywa dpal < Cpuoe >
n) vy || oo (uo) llwx |5, for all n > 0. The conclusion follows by Lemna2. O

Lemma 8.4. Assume (HO) (either a) or b)) and (H1). Lety : X — R such that|jvy||} < oc.
Then there exist';, Cy > 0 such that for allh > 0, all w > 0 and all§ € (—mx, 7],

I(Be~ =) — B(e= = ))vally < C1hP|lox 5,
I(B(e==) = B(1))vall < Cal8l°|lox]l5-
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Proof. By Lemma6.5, there exists” > 0 such thaty" -, [|Bjual < Cllux|, for all n > 0.
The conclusion follows from Lemm& 2. O

The following result was obtained in?, Lemma 4.1] (see alsd g, Lemma 2.4] and its proof
for a different argument).

Lemma 8.5. Assume that' is Gibbs Markov and (HO) b) holds. Then for all > 0 and 6§
(=, 7, there existC}, Co > 0 such that|T*(e~“=®)|, < C1|u — i0|~7. Moreover, for all
h>0alu>0andallf € (—x, x|, |T* (e~ WH0FR)y _ T*(e=(w=i0))| ) < CohBlu — 0] ~2P.

Combining Lemmas.3, 8.4and8.5, we obtain

Corollary 8.6. There exist positive constant§ , Cs such that for allu > 0 and all§ € (—x, 7],
(e =) (va, wa)| < Cilluxljllwx |z (uy) and similarly, [I5 (e~ (v, wa)| <
Callvx |I5llwx || ey )- Moreover, there exist positive constaiits, C'y such that for allh > 0,
all w>0and6 € (—m, ],

(I

m

(I

inf

(™m0 — IRe(e ) (0a, wa)| < OshPlu — i8] ux |l llwx | e oy

(=) — IZe(e” ")) (va, wa)| < CahPlu — i8] |fux |l llwx || o oy

8.2 Proof of Lemma8.1
The first result below will be instrumental in the proof of Lera8.1

Lemma8.7. Letb(z) be a function well defined dh. Assume that there exiSt , C; > 0 such that
foranyh > 0 and for allf € (—m, 7], [b(e= )| < Cy and|b(e~ =0+ — p(e= (=) <
CohPlu — 6|77, for B € (0,1). Then then-th coefficient,, of b(z), z € Dis O(n=").

Proof. We give the standard short proof only for completeness. Wmate the coefficients of
b(z), z € D, on the circlel’ = {e "¢ : —1 < § < 7} with e=* = e~ /" wheren > 1. Write

1 b(2) g = &

b, = — —
" omg Jp el 27

b(e—l/neie)e—ined&
Note that

it | [ e ] | [ et

Since|b(e~1/"e?)| < C; we have| fl/” e mei?ye=nf gg| < Cyn~!. To estimate the second
term, let] := f1/n e~ 1/m¢i%)e=9 49 and note that

™ ) ) T+7/n 4 4
I = / b(e—l/neze)e—me do = _/ b(e—l/nezﬁ)e—me de.
1/n (1+m)/n

Thus,

™ ) ) T+7/n ) )
2 = / ble™ e em 0 g — / b(e~V/metO=m/mNe=ind 4o — I} 4 I, — I,
/n (147)/n
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where
7r+7r/n . ) (1+7T)/n ' '
Il = / b(e—l/nezﬁ)e—mﬁ d@, I2 — / b(e—l/neze)e—mG d@,
i 1/n
I3 = / (b(e—l/nei(e—w/n)) - b(e—l/neie))e—ine do.
(14m)/n

Clearly, |I;| < n~! and || < n~'. By assumption/b(e~ '/ 0=m/m)) — p(e=1/me?)| <
Con=P|1/n —i0|=P. Thus,|I3| < n~? and the conclusion follows. O

We can now complete

Proof of Lemm&.1. By Corollary 8.6, IA.(e=(“=1))(va,wa) and I2, (e~ (=) (va, wa) sat-
isfy (in ||) the assumptions of Lemnf&7 (where the involved constants include the product
vx|lllwx]ls ). The conclusion follows by applying Lemn&7 to I, (e~ (=) (va, wa) and

Igf(e_(“_w))(vA,wA). O

9 Non-Markov interval maps with indifferent fixed points

The works PO, 21] studied a class of non-Markov interval maps [0, 1] — [0, 1], with indifferent
fixed points, called AFN maps, which stands fanite image,Non-uniformly expanding maps
satisfyingAdler’s distortion conditiony” /( f')? is bounded.

9.1 Known results for f via first return inducing

For infinite measure preserving topologically mixing AFNpeéf, [0, 1], u), with p (7 > n) =
n~Pe(n) for € (1/2,1) and/ a slowly varying function, and transfer operafar[12, Theorem
1.1] shows thatim,, .o, £(n)n' =P L™ = % [ v dp, uniformly on compact subsets [0f 1]\ I,
wherel, is the set of indifferent fixed points, for all= u/h, u is a Riemann integrable df, 1]
andh(z) = d’jl—(xx). In particular, 12, Theorem 1.1] holds in the setting &.() below, forv(z) =

27 with g8 > 1. For the LSV family of maps studied ir {], which induce with first return to a
Gibbs Markov map, the workl}] also obtains higher order asymptoticsidfv, for some suitable

v supported orf0, 1] (we recall that such a map has a single indifferent fixed patiy; this result
of [12] implies higher order asymptotics for the correlation fime p,, (v, w) = [vw o f*dp
associated with the LSV family of maps1] (for the suitablev andw € L°°). These results on
higher order asymptotics have been improvedlid fand again, they apply to LSV maps1].
Higher order asymptotics of, (v, w) in the setting of AFN maps without Markov partition has
notbeen addressed. The only obstaclelin [L6] was that the invariant density of the induced map
is BV and thus, the arguments used iry,[16] to obtain higher order expansion pf (7 > n)
(which require smoothness of the induced invariant denditynot apply.

®Higher order expansion gf(r > n) is required for results which aim to address any type of elon in the
infinite measure set-up: se&’ 16, 17].
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In what follows, in the process of verifying (HO) and (H1) #8FN maps, we obtain excellent
estimates fon.-(7 > n). This allows one to infer that the results ih2[ 16] on higher order
asymptotics ofl.” hold in the setting of4.1), a typical examples in the class of AFN maps),[
21]; we recall that Theoremé4.2 and4.3 only address the asymptotics of the correlation function
pn(v, w) for appropriatev, w (o a weaker result than higher order asymptotics’gf For details
we refer to Sectio®.3.

In the setting of finite measure preserving non-Markov, ooifermly expanding interval
mapsf : [0,1] — [0,1] with a single indifferent fixed point &, the works [L4, 10] consider
a first return induced map ® = [z, 1], z > 0, to obtain upper/sharp mixing rates. The relevant
Banach space in which renewal type arguments are developediited isBV'. The sharp results
in [10] are for observables supported bn

9.2 \Verifying conditions (H0)-(H2)

One can verify the abstract conditions in Sectiyrand hence prove Theorems2 and 4.3 for
the general class of AFN maps studied,[21]. For simplicity, we restrict here to the following
example:

f(x) = fap(z) = 2(1 4+ bz®) mod 1, a>0,be(0,1]. (9.1)

We induce on the interval” = [eg, 1], wheree € (0, 1) is such thatf (eg) = 0. The fact that the
orbit of e is disjoint from the interior ot” implies thatey ¢ f%(a) for everya € o, 0 < i < ¢(a),
and therefore condition (H2) follows immediately.

Adler’s condition fails atr = 0 if a € (0,1) in (9.1), but the first return mag™ to Y is
uniformly expanding and Adler’s condition does hold forTtis gives a uniform bound on the
distortion ofg := f7. Indeed, ifg : J — g(J) is a branch off™ with |¢”(s)/(¢'(s))?| < C, then
forall z,y € J,

‘lo :Z:Ez; /y % log ¢'(s) ds
/y gg/,/((j)) ds < C/y 19'(s)] ds = Clg(y) — g(x)|- (9-2)

The same bound applies to iteratesyjoAs a consequence, the proportion of subintervals of the
branch domains of* doesn’t vary too much under the map. This fact will be used throughout
this section.

In general,f is not Markov, but preserves an absolutely continuous nreaghich is finite if
and only ifae € (0,1). Setg = 1/a. Letzy = eg and forn > 1, define recursively,,+1 < x,, SO
that f (z,,) = x,—1. From [J] (in fact, sharper estimates can be foundif,[Section B]) one can
establish the asymptotics

*

B c log(n +1) .
Ty = CESIL +0 (7(” n 1)B+1> for somec* = ¢*(a) > 0. (9.3)

For instance the conditiofwx[|%, < oo can thus be written asip,,¢ o ) 2~ 79)/7 |ux (z)] < oo.
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For eachk > 1, lete, > e,_; be the right-most point such thgf(¢)(e;,) = ey. Then
f™ maps|ex, 1) monotonically but in general not surjectively intd. The general return time
is o(y) = m(y) + 7o fEW(y) for y € [ex,ers1). The mapf? has only onto branches and
thus, it is a Gibbs Markov induced map with good distortiongarties derived from9(2), and

{veY 1 o(y) =Tes1(y)} = [exr; ext1)-
Lemma 9.1. The family of map$9.1) satisfy condition (HO).

Proof. Forn > 1,let Ay :={y € Y : p(y) = Tw+1(y) > n} C [ek, ex+1). Letin the remainder
of this sectionr, = 71.(1). We first estimate the derivativeg := D f™!(e;) and lengthg Ay |.
Forj > 1, lety; € [eo, e1) be such thayf (y;) = z;_1. Hencer(y;) = j and f7(y;) = eq, SO
that{r > n} = (eo, yn). Leto; be the integers such that/ (1) € [yo,,,,Yo,;,, 1) fOr j > 0, see
Figurel. Then alsof™-*(Ay) C f™1([ex,1)) C [Yo,,Yo,—1) fOr eachk > 0. Using ©.2) (or

=) €1 € 1

f f | Ee—
Ay,

ka,1 ///
Th—1

e(lu yclyk fI 1) Iyaka
FTR=1(A)
€0 Yn—m, Yot flTk(l) 1|
£ (AR) ' ' '

Figure 1: The points,_1, ex, 1 and setd,, and their images.

the fact that all branches ¢f" are convex upwards), we find

|1 - ej+1| < ’ij(l) _ y0j+1‘ < ‘y0j+1—1 _ ijJrl‘ ’ij(l) B y0j+1‘ )
’1 - ej’ B ’ij(l) - 60‘ N ‘y0j+1 - 60’ ’y0j+1_1 - y0j+1’

Using ©.3), we can bounéy"”;_y”j+1| < min(y/oj41,1/A) for some uniformy > 0, A > 1.

‘yoJ+1 —eol

We bound the second fact ; (1)1 y;ﬁl" < 1, except forj = k — 1. Taking the product over
Tj+1 7j+1
j=0,...,k—1gives ' ’

L—al _ 170~y
22 9.4
e = \yakl Vor H min{__ N ©.4)

Boundedness of distortion ¢gF* : [y, ,ys,—1) — [€0, 1) together with §.3) implies

|f71(1) = Yo, | < |f™(1) — eo < c*
Yo, —1 — Yo | |1 — eol 11— eo

0k+1(1 +o(1)). (9.5)
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The boundedness of distortion Bt : [ex, 1] — [0, f™*T1(1)] combined with 9.4) and the first
inequality of ©.5) leads to

< 1 ‘1—6k’
M f'(eo) [f™(1) — eo

<W%)ydll_ﬂﬂmw—%<ﬂ

|yok 1 ycrk| ka

mw@hA}

As T, = Z§:1 o;, the quotientsy, /\;, decrease exponentially and are thus summabte in
Definehumax = SUP,c (e, 1) h(x) for the densityh = %2 Taken, so large that

ko

1 1 max
H ' <77 and Z n5+1 (9.6)
J

for all n > ng, whereky = ko(n) = min{k > 1: 2749 > n}.

Let g, denote the inverse branch ¢f**! : A, — [0,2,_,,—1]. With the notation);, =
Dfmtl(er), A, = D2f™F1(e,) andg, = —\,/AZ (which is bounded irk because of Adler's
condition), we find

P 9k 2 3
au(z) %—M@w2x+mm)

Since the density is C? smooth juo(Ax) = h(ek)(gr(Tn—r,) — k) + @(gk(azn_m) —er)?+
O((gk(wn—r,) —ex)?). Inserting the asymptotics fay.(z) — ex and forz,,_,, _; from (9.3), gives

e )c* c* 2 ! e
po(Ar) = %(n — )P+ % <h(ek)Qk + %f) (n — 1)~ %
+0 (h()\e:) (n —73,) "B+ log(n — Tk)> .

Applying this for k < ko and thereforen > 27, we can use the asymptoti¢s — 7,) " <
n~P(1 + 287, /n). Therefore

po(Ag) = n‘ﬁih(e)\k)c + 0O <;—kn_(5+1) +n~ P log(n) + n_26> .
k k

k
Setc := c* Zk>0 k) Because) .~ 3£ < coand|l — ey | < [1 —eo| [T;24 m by
(9.4 for k = kg, we obtain

c*
> wo(Ar) + o([exy, 1 __B
k=0

lwo(e >n) —en™?| =

ko—1 00 '

ko

hmax
- nﬁ Z e H

& L max{a, /7. 0}

+ O(n~(F+Y) log n) + O(n~ Py 4 O(n=2%).

Recalling the choice ofiy and hencek, in (9.6), we conclude thatug(y > n) — en™?| =
O(n=2#,n~B+1 logn), and condition (HO) follows. O
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Lemma 9.2. For the maps given b{9.1) we have Luo(¢ > n) — pi- (7 > n)| = O(n~(*9))
and (H1) holds.

Proof. To eStimatQ%/Lo((p > n)—pu- (T > n)|, we use Lemma.1. Recall that\, = D f™+1(e;)
andhmax = SUp,efe, 1 7(2). Take agaimg andkg = ko(n) as in ©.6) and assume that > ny,
son > 27, forall k < k.

Recall that{y = 7411} = [er,er+1). The set ofy € [ex,ex+1) such thatn — 7, <
(f*®(y)) < nis O(Min_;k“) due to the boundedness of distortion 5t : [es, 1] —

[eo, f™(1)]. Using also 9.3) to estimat€y,, — y,,—~,|, we obtain for the first sum inA(1):

. ler+1 — ekl
Z/ 1{n27—>n—7—k} © f . d,u(] < himax Z |yn - yn—Tk|+7-
{p=Tr11

k>0 k>1 |y0k+1 - 60|
By boundedness of diStOl’tIOf—I\Lfk“iekl‘ < 5. and sincest is summable by Lemma.1, we
k41
conclude
ko1 B _ B
n — T -n 1—e
Z/ 1{n27’>n—rk} o f* dpo < hmax( Z ( k + Z ‘ 0’>
k>0 19=Tk+1} k=1 k>ko
N 9Br, |1 e
é(hmax ook 20 ) ~(B+1) = (B+D), 9.7)
—1 )\k C
From ©.3) we denve| ‘fT( zl)y_":oﬁl‘ < = Usmg ©.4), the second sum inA(1) can be esti-
mated as
/ Lgsmp o f™dpo = Y po(lersr, 1))
{90>7—k+1} Opy1>Nn
(1) = Yoy| 1
< h 0
e Z P —eol am, by
D S |
Op+1>N j= —p hax UJ/% A)
Bmax 13 1
< max
= n 1] e ., 2 Il

maX g
k>ko,0k41>n j=ko+1 j/’% )

becauser 1 < n for k < ko by the definition ofky = ko(n) in (9.6), which also gives
Hfozl m < n~(+8) for all n > ny. Therefore the quantity of the previous displayed
equation is0(n~(#*+2)), which is clearly negligible compared to the first terdu7.

To check condition (H1), we continue the proof of Lemf& Boundedness of distortion of

. A
T Yoy 10 Yoy —1) = [eo, 1) glVeS‘J_ﬁL‘ <

(9.4) and ©.5) we get

ming L by L (N kD
( BH { }_”B <(n—7'k)7'k> H;?:lmax{%,)\}' (©8)

|yn7-rk _30|
Yoy, 1 —1—€0]

of
<n “1) Combining this with

(k + 1)|Ap| <
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Sincen < (n — 73) 7%, this gives

k—l—lT
[ o < b Gk Dl < Z —
w>n

k>0 k>0 11j=1 max{

Recall thatr;, = Z;‘?:l o, SO the sum in this expression is finite. Since® = O(uo(¢ > n)),

condition (H1) follows. O

9.3 Further results for the infinite measure setting of(9.1)

Recall thatu, is the absolutely continuous probability measure preskbyethe first return map
/7Y — Y. Lemma9.2 shows that the tailépuo(go > n) and u-(7 > n) coincide up to
O(n=(1+5), As shown in Lemma.1, uo( > n) satisfies (HO) b). Thugy, (7 > n) also satisfies
(HO) b). Moreover, using sharper estimates:gf(as in [L6, Section B]), one obtains sharper esti-
mates forug (¢ > n); in particular,uo(¢ > n) satisfies condition (H) inl[6], and by Lemm&.2,
- (T > n) satisfies condition (H) inl[6] as well.

As mentioned in Sectiod.1, the only obstruction inl[2, 16] to obtain higher order asymptotics
of the transfer operatat™ for maps such a®(1) uniformly on (0, 1], for BV functions supported
on (0, 1], was the higher order expansion of(r > n). But as shown herg. (7 > n) satisfies
(HO) b) (by Lemmas9.1 and9.2) and hence, the required tail conditions @] Theorem 9.1,
Theorem 11.4] andls, Theorem 1.1, Proposition 1.6]. As a consequence, thesésepply to
the map 9.1).

Using the fact that 12, Theorem 11.4] andlp, Proposition 1.6] hold for the ma®.(l), one
also obtains 12, Corollary 9.10] and 16, Proposition 1.7], which provide error rates for the
arcsine law. (It is known that arcsine laws hold for the gahelass of AFN maps, se€ ].)
As shown in P1, 19, the Darling Kac law holds for the general class of AFN mapssidered
in [21]. Error rates in the Darling Kac law for maps such as the oundistl in [L1], characterized
by good higher order asymptotics of the tail of the first netiime, were obtained in.[/, Theorem
1.1]. Again, the only obstruction inl[/] to show that L7, Theorem 1.1] applies to maps of the
form (9.1), was the lack of knowledge on the higher order expansion.¢f > n). Given the
information onu, (7 > n) obtained here, one obtains that[ Theorem 1.1] applies to the setting
of (9.1).

A Comparing general and first returns

In this appendix we prove a result used in Lem#na namely LemmaA.1. A consequence of
Lemma9.2, namely CorollanA.2 below, allows for a direct comparison betweEan %uo(go >
j) (the leading term of the correlation decay in Theore®) andzjz,l %MT(T > j) (the leading
term of the correlation decay, possibly, obtained via imoigievith respect to first return time); we
refer to Remarld.3 for details in the setting of(1).
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Lemma A.1l. Suppose thatiy and .- are equivalent measures an that are preserved by the
general return mag'¥ and first return magf”, respectively, ang = fy pdug < co. Then

1 _ .
Euo(so > j) — pr (7 > j)

1
==Y (/ Lijsrsjony © [ duo — / Lirsjy© fT’“d/m) . (AD)
P k>0 {¥=Th11} {p>7r11}

Proof. The setY = 7 1Y) = Up>0Yh = Upso{(y,7%) : p > k} can be considered as a
subtower ofA with dynamics

ooy ) WTien) FO<i<p(y) -1,
TAlm) = {(Fy,m iti = ply) — 1,

see Figure2. Clearly pg is the invariant measure of the return map to the base. Rinzllia
is the “pushed-up” measure from, onto A. Restricted td\’, 1 is TR -invariant, anduA(Y) =
[y pduo = p < oo. The projectiont : Y — Y, (y,k) — f™(y) pushesua down to anf7-

— Y3
Yo
Y
Yo
~—~——
Y=T1 PY=T2 $=T3

Figure 2: The towe andY” in between with the bold-face levels.

invariant measure, which when normalized has the formulal) = % > k>0 (A1 (A) N Y.
Applying this toA = {7 > n} and recalling that}, = {p > 73} x {7} gives

1
ﬂ7(7>n)_52

k>0

/ Lizspy o S (y) dpo(y)- (A.2)
{e>m}

Next we specify the seftp > n}. For eachy € Y, pick k = p(y) — 1, so that(y, k) is at the top
level of the subtowel”, so¢(y) = 71,(y) + 7(f ™ (y)). Therefore

po(p >n) = Y ol =T ATO >0 — 1)
k>0
= S [ lewmo (A3)
>0/ 19=Tk+1}
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Combining A.2) and A.3) we get:

1 , .
Euo(sﬁ > j) — pr (7 > J)

1 T T
== Z </ Lirsjomy © f™dpo — / Lisjyof kduo)
p k>0 {o="p11} {e>71}

2
= = Lijsrsjory) © fdpo _/ Lirsjy 0 kad#()) ’
pz< (omrin) {i>7>5—74} (oo} {r>3}

k>0

proving A.1). O

We have the following corollary in the finite measure settiftg which we recall thatp =
[y wdpo and7 = [, 7 dp, are finite.

Corollary A.2. Suppose thaty and 1. are equivalent measures onthat are preserved by the
general return mag¥ and first return magpf”, respectively. Then

1 L1 . 1
> ol > g) — —pr(r > §)| < TZ/ Tk dpo.
i>n T ¥ k>1 {p=Tpr1>n}

Remark A.3. In the setting of(9.1), we can replace: + 1 with 7, in (9.8) and obtain that

D k>t f{Sp:TkHM} T dio = O(po(p > n)). This together with CorollaryA.2 implies that the
leading term in Theorem.2 applied to(9.1) matches the leading term of the correlation decay
results in [LO, 17]; although not exactly the same, the difference in the maims can be absorbed
in the error term.

Proof. Observe that

00 Th41—Te—1

= _ _ A) = N — o fTk
@ /Ysoduo pa(A) k;) ; pia(Y;) kZ:O/YkT F™ dua

= /Td,uAOW_lzﬁ/Td,uT:ﬁ-f.
Y Y

Therefore the statement of the corollary is equivalent to

1 . . 1

> —pole > j) — pr (7 > 5)| < :Z/ 7k dpo. (A.4)
j>n P i>1 7 {p=Tes1>n}

Continuing from LemmaA.1, and sincer is constant ory™ ({¢ > 7%11}), there is at most one

J = nforwhichly . ;y o f7* = 1. Therefore, usingy ., = 7o f™ + 74, we can sum the second

sum of the integrals inA.1) overj > n and compute

ZZ/ Lirsjyo f™ dN0§ZM0(SD>Tk+1>Tk+n)
{p>Tr11}

i>n k>0 k>0

SZMO(@ZMH>n)§2k‘ﬂo(s@=m+1>n)22/ k dpo,
E>1 E>1 k>17{p=Ths1>n}
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which is definitely less than the first sum of integralsAnl(), which we will estimate now.

For the first sum of integrals i\(1), there are at mos;, values ofj > n making the indicator
function 1. Using again that;, 1 = 7 o f™ + 73, we can sum the first sum of integrals i.{)
overj > n and compute

2.2 / Ljzrsg-ny © fduo < > / Tk Yoy © S dpo
j>n k>0 {9=Tkt1} >0 {P=Ths1}
< Z/ Tk d,u(].
i>1 7 {p=Tes1>n}
This proves A.4) and hence the corollary. O
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