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A spectral approach for quenched limit theorems for
random expanding dynamical systems
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Abstract

We prove quenched versions of (i) a large deviations principle (LDP), (ii) a central
limit theorem (CLT), and (iii) a local central limit theorem (LCLT') for non-autonomous
dynamical systems. A key advance is the extension of the spectral method, commonly
used in limit laws for deterministic maps, to the general random setting. We achieve
this via multiplicative ergodic theory and the development of a general framework
to control the regularity of Lyapunov exponents of twisted transfer operator cocycles
with respect to a twist parameter. While some versions of the LDP and CLT have
previously been proved with other techniques, the local central limit theorem is, to our
knowledge, a completely new result, and one that demonstrates the strength of our
method. Applications include non-autonomous (piecewise) expanding maps, defined
by random compositions of the form T n-1, 0 -+ 0Ty, oT,. An important aspect of
our results is that we only assume ergodicity and invertibility of the random driving
o :  — €); in particular no expansivity or mixing properties are required.
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1 Introduction

The Nagaev-Guivarc’h spectral method for proving the central limit theorem (due to Nagaev
[39, [40] for Markov chains and Guivarc’h [45] 26] for deterministic dynamics) is a powerful
approach with applications to several other limit theorems, in particular large deviations and
the local limit theorem. In the deterministic setting a map 7' : X — X on a state space X
preserves a probability measure p on X. An observable g : X — R generates p-stationary
process {g(T"x)}n>o and one studies the statistics of this process. Central to the spectral



method is the transfer operator £ : B O, acting on a Banach space B C L'(u1) of complex-
valued functions with regularity properties compatible with the regularity of T [, A twist is
introduced to form the twisted transfer operator £ f := L£(e% f). The three key steps to the
spectral approach are:

S1. Representing the characteristic function of Birkhoff (partial) sums S,g = 7' g o T"
as integrals of n'* powers of twisted transfer operators.

S2. Quasi-compactness (existence of a spectral gap) for the twisted transfer operators £’
for 0 near zero.

S3. Regularity (e.g. twice differentiable for the CLT) of the leading eigenvalue of the twisted
transfer operators £7 with respect to the twist parameter 6, for § near zero.

This spectral approach has been widely used to prove limit theorems for deterministic dy-
namics, including large deviation principles [28] [44], central limit theorems [45] [111, 28] [6],
Berry-Esseen theorems [26] 23], local central limit theorems [45] 28] 23], and vector-valued
almost-sure invariance principles [36], 24]. We refer the reader to the excellent review paper
[25], which provides a broader overview of how to apply the spectral method to problems of
these types, and the references therein.

In this paper, we extend this spectral approach to the situation where we have a family
of maps {7, }.cq, parameterised by elements of a probability space (£2,P). These maps are
composed according to orbits of a driving system o : {2 — €. The resulting dynamics takes
the form of a map cocycle Tn-1,0- - -0T,,0T,,. In terms of real-world applications, we imagine
that Q is the class of underlying configurations that govern the dynamics on the (physical
or state) space X. As time evolves, o updates the current configuration and the dynamics
T, on X correspondingly changes. To retain the greatest generality for applications, we
make minimal assumptions on the configuration updating (the driving dynamics) o, and
only assume o is P-preserving, ergodic and invertible; in particular, no mixing hypotheses
are imposed on o.

We will assume certain uniform-in-w (eventual) expansivity conditions for the maps 7T,,.
Our observable g : 2 x X — R can (and, in general, will) depend on the base configuration
w and will satisfy a fibrewise finite variation condition. One can represent the random
dynamics by a deterministic skew product transformation 7(w,z) = (o(w),T,(x)), w €
Q, x € X. It is well known that whenever o is invertible and fi is a T-invariant probability
measure with marginal P on the base (2, the disintegration of i with respect to P produces
conditional measures j,, which are equivariant; namely p,, 0 T;' = jiy,,. Our limit theorems
will be established p,-almost surely and for P-almost all choices of w; we therefore develop
quenched limit theorems. In the much simpler case where o is Bernoulli, which yields an
i.i.d. composition of the elements of {7, },cq, one is often interested in the study of limit
laws with respect to a measure fi which is invariant with respect to the averaged transfer
operator, and reflects the outcomes of averaged observations [43],14]. The corresponding limit

'The transfer operator satisfies [y, f-goT du= [ Lf g dpfor f e L'(n),g € L>(u).



laws with respect to i are typically called annealed limit laws; see [2] and references therein
for recent results in this framework.

As is common in the quenched setting, we impose a fiberwise centering condition for
the observable. Thus, limit theorems in this context deal with fluctuations about a time-
dependent mean. For example, if the observable is temperature, the limit theorems would
characterise temperature fluctuations about the mean, but this mean is allowed to vary
with the seasons. The recent work [I] provides a discussion of annealed and quenched limit
theorems, and in particular an example regarding the necessity of fibrewise centering the
observable for the quenched case. Without such a condition, quenched limit theorems have
been established exclusively in special cases where all maps preserve a common invariant
measure [0, 41] (and where the centering is obviously identical on each fibre).

In the quenched random setting we generalise the above three key steps of the spectral
approach:

R1. Representing the (w-dependent) characteristic function of Birkhoff (partial) sums S, g(w, -)
defined by () as an integral of n'* random compositions of twisted transfer operators.

R2. Quasi-compactness for the twisted transfer operator cocycle; equivalently, existence of
a gap in the Lyapunov spectrum of the cocycle £hm . £Zn,1w o---0/Ll oLl forf
near zero.

R3. Regularity (e.g. twice differentiable for the CLT) of the leading Lyapunov exponent
and Oseledets spaces of the twisted transfer operators cocycle with respect to the twist
parameter 6, for 6 near zero.

At this point we note that the key steps S1-S3 in the deterministic spectral approach mean
that one satisfies the requirement for a naive version of the Nagaev-Guivarc’h method [25];
namely E(e®5") = c(0)\(0)" +d,(6) for ¢ continuous at 0 and |d,|o, — 0. In this case, A(6) is
the leading eigenvalue of £?. Similarly, the key steps R1-R3 yield an analogue naive version
of a random Nagaev-Guivarc’h method, where for all complex # in a neighborhood of 0, and
P-a.e. w € (), we have that

1
lim ~log [, (¢"%#7) = A(6),

where A(6) is the top Lyapunov exponent of the random cocycle generated by LY (see
Lemma [£.3]). This condition is of course weaker than the asymptotic equivalence of [25], but
together with the exponential decay of the norm of the projections to the complement of
the top Oseledets space (see Section [4.2]), which handles the error corresponding to quantity
d,, above, we are able to achieve the desired limit theorems. Under this analogy, we could
consider our result as a new naive version of the Nagaev-Guivarc’h method, framed and
adapted to random dynamical systems.

The quasi-compactness of the twisted transfer operator cocycle (item 2 above) will be
based on the works [18] 20], which have adapted multiplicative ergodic theory to the setting
of cocycles of possibly non-injective operators; the non-injectivity is crucial for the study
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of endomorphisms 7,. These new multiplicative ergodic theorems, and in particular the
quasi-compactness results, utilise random Lasota-Yorke inequalities in the spirit of Buzzi
[12]. For the regularity of the leading Lyapunov exponent (item 3 above) we develop ab
initio a cocycle-based perturbation theory, based on techniques of [28]. This is necessary
because in the random setting objects such as eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of individual
transfer operators have no dynamical meaning and therefore one cannot simply apply stan-
dard perturbation results such as [29], as is done in [28] and all other spectral approaches
for limit theorems. Multiplicative ergodic theorems do not provide, in general, a spectral
decomposition with eigenvalues and eigenvectors as in the classical sense, but only a hier-
archy of equivariant Oseledets spaces containing vectors which grow at a fixed asymptotic
exponential rate, determined by the corresponding Lyapunov exponent.

Let us now summarise the main results of the present paper, obtained with our new
cocycle-based perturbation theory. These are limit theorems for random Birkhoff sums S, g,
associated to an observable ¢g: €2 x X — R, and defined by

n—1 n—1

Spg(w, x) := Zg(Ti(w,x)) = Zg(aiw,Tf)z), (w,z) € QA x X, neN, (1)

=0 i=0

where T\ = T,i-1,0---0T,,0T,. The observable will be required to satisfy some regularity
properties, which are made precise in Section B.Il Moreover, we will suppose that ¢ is
fiberwise centered with respect to the invariant measure p for 7. That is,

/g(w, x)dpy(z) =0 for P-ae. w e . (2)

The necessary conditions on the dynamics are summarised in an admissibility notion, which
is introduced in Definition 2.8 Our first results are quenched forms of the Large Deviations
Theorem and the Central Limit Theorem. We remark that, while our results are all stated
in terms of the fiber measures p,,, in our examples, the same results hold true when pu,, is
replaced by Lebesgue measure m. This is a consequence of a the result of Eagleson [16]
combined with the fact that, in our examples, ., is equivalent to m.

Theorem A (Quenched large deviations theorem). Assume the transfer operator cocycle
R is admissible, and the observable g satisfies conditions [2) and 24]). Then, there exists
€0 > 0 and a non-random function c: (—eg, €9) — R which is nonnegative, continuous, strictly
convez, vanishing only at 0 and such that

1
lim - log 11, (Sng(w, ) > ne) = —c(e), for0<e<e and P-a.e. w € .

n— o0

Theorem B (Quenched central limit theorem). Assume the transfer operator cocycle R
is admissible, and the observable g satisfies conditions ([2)) and ([24)). Assume also that the
non-random variance %2, defined in (@) satisfies ¥ > 0. Then, for every bounded and
continuous function ¢: R — R and P-a.e. w € ), we have

i o202 o) = [oavio s,
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(The discussion after [@9) deals with the degenerate case ¥? = 0).

Similar LDT and CLT results were previously obtained in different contexts, and using
other methods, by Kifer [32] 33, [34] and Bakhtin [8,[9]. In [32], Kifer shows a large deviations
result for occupational measures, relying on existence of a pressure functional and uniqueness
of equilibrium states for some dense sets of functions. For the CLT, Kifer used martingale
techniques. To control the rate of mixing, conditions such as ¢-mixing and a-mixing are
assumed in [34]. His examples include random subshifts of finite type and random smooth
expanding maps. Bakhtin obtains a central limit theorem and some estimates on large
deviations for sequences of smooth hyperbolic maps with common expanding/contracting
distributions, under a mixing assumption and a variance growth condition on the Birkhoff
sums [8,@]. Finally, we note that in our recent article [I5] we provide the first complete proof
of the Almost Sure Invariance Principle for random transformations of the type covered in
this paper using martingale techniques.

In this work, we prove for the first time a Local Central Limit Theorem for random
transformations. Theorem [Cl presents the aperiodic version: This result relies on an assump-
tion concerning fast decay in n of the norm of the twisted operator cocycle Hﬁff’(")H B, for
t € R\ {0} and P-a.e. w € Q. This hypothesis is made precise in Such an assumption
is usually stated in the deterministic case (resp. in the random annealed situation), by ask-
ing that the twisted operator (resp. the averaged random twisted operator) £% has spectral
radius strictly less than one for t € R \ {0}; this is called the aperiodicity condition.

Theorem C (Quenched local central limit theorem). Assume the transfer operator cocycle R
is admissible, and the observable g satisfies conditions [2)) and @4)). In addition, suppose the
aperiodicity condition is satisfied. Then, for P-a.e. w € ) and every bounded interval
J C R, we have

52
e =z | J|| = 0.

1
lim sup |Xv/npe(s + Spg(w, ) € J) —
Jim sup Vg g(w,-) € J) T

In the autonomous case, aperiodicity is equivalent to a co-boundary condition, which
can be checked in particular examples [37]. We are also able to state an equivalence be-
tween the decay of £2™ and a (random) co-boundary equation (Lemma 7)), which opens
the possibility to verify the hypotheses of the local limit theorem in specific examples (see
Section .3.3)). In addition, we establish a periodic version of the LCLT in Theorem 15

In summary, a main contribution of the present work is the development of the spectral
method for establishing limit theorems for quenched (or w fibre-wise) random dynamics.
Our hypotheses are natural from a dynamical point of view, and we explicitly verify them in
the framework of the random Lasota-Yorke maps, and more generally for random piecewise
expanding maps in higher dimensions. The new spectral approach for the quenched random
setting we present here has been specifically designed for generalisation and we are hopeful
that this method will afford the same broad flexibility that continues to be exploited by
work in the deterministic setting. While at present we have uniform-in-w assumptions on
time-asymptotic expansion and decay properties of the random dynamics, we hope that



in the future these assumptions can be relaxed to enable even larger classes of dynamical
systems to be treated with our new spectral technique. For example, limit theorems for
dynamical systems beyond the uniformly hyperbolic setting continues to be an active area
of research, e.g. [23], 24], 25 [7, 13, 42, 35], and another interesting set of related results
on limit theorems occur in the setting of homogenisation [22], 30, BI]. Our extension to the
quenched random case opens up a wide variety of potential applications and future work will
explore generalisation to random dynamical systems with even more complicated forms of
behaviour.

2 Preliminaries

We begin this section by recalling several useful facts from multiplicative ergodic theory. We
then introduce assumptions on the state space X; X will be a probability space equipped
with a notion of variation for integrable functions. This abstract approach will enable us
to simultaneously treat the cases where (i) X is a unit interval (in the context of Lasota-
Yorke maps) and (ii) X is a subset of R (in the context of piecewise expanding maps in
higher dimensions). We introduce several dynamical assumptions for the cocycle L, w €
of transfer operators under which our limit theorems apply. This section is concluded by
constructing large families of examples of both Lasota-Yorke maps and piecewise expanding
maps in R” that satisfy all of our conditions.

2.1 Multiplicative ergodic theorem

In this subsection we recall the recently established versions of the multiplicative ergodic
theorem which can be applied to the study of cocycles of transfer operators and will play an
important role in the present paper. We begin by recalling some basic notions.

A tuple R = (Q, F,P,0,B, L) will be called a linear cocycle, or simply a cocycle, if o
is an invertible ergodic measure-preserving transformation on a probability space (€2, F,P),
(B, - |I) is a Banach space and L£: Q — L(B) is a family of bounded linear operators such
that log™ |[|[L(w)]| € L*(P). Sometimes we will also use £ to refer to the full cocycle R. In
order to obtain sufficient measurability conditions in our setting of interest, we assume the
following;:

(C0O) o is a homeomorphism, € is a Borel subset of a separable, complete metric space and £
is P—continuous (that is, £ is continuous on each of countably many Borel sets whose
union is 2).

For each w € Q2 and n > 0, let £ be the linear operator given by
EL(U”) = Lon-1,0-0Ly,0L,.

Condition [(CO)|implies that the maps w — log 1£57]| are measurable. Thus, Kingman’s sub-



additive ergodic theorem ensures that the following limits exist and coincide for P-a.e. w € €2

1
A(R) == lim —log||£™|]

n—oo N

K(R) := lim 1log ic(L™),

n—oo 1

where

ic(A) := inf {r > 0: A(Bg) can be covered with finitely many balls of radius r},

and Bpg is the unit ball of B. The cocycle R is called quasi-compact if A(R) > x(R). The
quantity A(R) is called the top Lyapunov exponent of the cocycle and generalises the notion
of (logarithm of) spectral radius of a linear operator. Furthermore, x(R) generalises the
notion of essential spectral radius to the context of cocycles. Let (B',]-|) be a Banach space
such that B C B’ and that the inclusion (B, || - ||) < (B,]-]) is compact. The following
result, based on a theorem of Hennion [27], is useful to establish quasi-compactness.

Lemma 2.1. ([20, Lemma C.5]) Let (2, F,IP) be a probability space, o an ergodic, invertible,
P-preserving transformation on Q and R = (2, F,P,0,B,L) a cocycle. Assume L, can be
extended continuously to (B',|-|) for P-a.e. w € Q, and that there exist measurable functions
Aus By Vo = 2 = R such that the following strong and weak Lasota-Yorke type inequalities
hold for every f € B,

Lo fll < el fIl + Pulfl and (3)
Lol < e (4)

In addition, assume
/log a, dP(w) < A(R), and /log Y dP(w) < o0.

Then, k(R) < [logay, dP(w). In particular, R is quasi-compact.

Another result which will be useful in the sequel is the following comparison between Lya-
punov exponents with respect to different norms. In what follows, we denote by A\g(w, f) the
Lyapunov exponent of f with respect to the norm ||||z. That is, Ag(w, f) = lim,_, + log ||£a(un)f||6,
where f € B and (B, || - ||z) is a Banach space.

Lemma 2.2 (Lyapunov exponents for different norms). Under the notation and hypotheses
of Lemma 21, let r := [,log o, dP(w) and assume that for some f € B, A\g(w, f) > r.
Then; >\B(w7 f) = )‘B’(wu f)

Proof. The inequality Ag(w, f) > Ag(w, f) is trivial, because || - || is stronger than |- | (i.e.
because the embedding (B, | - ||) < (B',| - |) is compact). In the other direction, the result
essentially follows from Lemma C.5(2) in [20]. Indeed, this lemma establishes that if » < 0
and Ap (w, f) < 0 then Ag(w, f) < 0. The choice of 0 is irrelevant, because if the cocycle is
rescaled by a constant C' > 0, all Lyapunov exponents and r are shifted by log C'. Thus, we
conclude that if A\g/(w, f) > r then, Ag(w, f) < Ap/(w, f), as claimed. O
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A spectral-type decomposition for quasi-compact cocycles can be obtained via a multi-
plicative ergodic theorem, as follows.

Theorem 2.3 (Multiplicative ergodic theorem, MET [I§]). Let R = (2, F,P,0,B,L) be a
quasi-compact cocycle and suppose that condition |(CO) holds. Then, there exists 1 <1 < oo
and a sequence of exceptional Lyapunov exponents

AR)= > >...>N>k(R) (if1<I<o0)

or
AR)=X>X>... and lim A\, =k(R) (ifl=00);

and for P-almost every w € ) there exists a unique splitting (called the Oseledets splitting)
of B into closed subspaces

B=V(w) ePYw). ()

depending measurably on w and such that:

(I) For each 1 < j <1, Y;(w) is finite-dimensional (m; := dimY;(w) < 00), Y; is equiv-
ariant i.e. L,Y;(w) = Y;(ow) and for every y € Y;(w) \ {0},

1
lim —log [yl = A;.
n—oo N,

(Throughout this work, we will also refer to Yi(w) as simply Y (w) orY,,.)

(I1) V is equivariant i.e. L,V (w) C V(ow) and for every v € V(w),

1
lim —log||[£™v| < K(R).
n—oo 1

The adjoint cocycle associated to R is the cocycle R* := (Q, F,P,071, B*, L*), where
(L*)y := (Lo-1,)". In a slight abuse of notation which should not cause confusion, we will
often write £ instead of (L*),, so L} will denote the operator adjoint to L,-1,,.

Remark 2.4. [t is straightforward to check that if |[(CO) holds for R, it also holds for R*.
Furthermore, A(R*) = A(R) and K(R*) = k(R). The last statement follows from the
equality, up to a multiplicative factor (2), ic(A) and ic(A*) for every A € L(B) [3, Theorem
2.5.1].

The following result gives an answer to a natural question on whether one can relate the
Lyapunov exponents and Oseledets splitting of the adjoint cocycle R* with the Lyapunov
exponents and Oseledets decomposition of the original cocycle R.



Corollary 2.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem[2.3, the adjoint cocycle R* has a unique,
measurable, equivariant Oseledets splitting

B =V*(w) ® EB Y (w), (6)

with the same exceptional Lyapunov exponents \; and multiplicities m; as R.

The proof of this result involves some technical properties about volume growth in Banach
spaces, and is therefore deferred to Appendix [Al

Next, we establish a relation between Oseledets splittings of R and R*, which will be
used in the sequel. Let the simplified Oseledets decomposition for the cocycle £ (resp. L*)
be

B=Y(w)® H(w) (resp. B*=Y"(w)® H*(w)), (7)

where Y (w) (resp. Y*(w)) is the top Oseledets subspace for £ (resp. £*) and H(w) (resp.
H*(w)) is a direct sum of all other Oseledets subspaces.

For a subspace S C B, we set S° = {¢ € B*: ¢(f) =0 for every f € S} and similarly
for a subspace S* C B* we define (S*)° ={f € B: ¢(f) =0 for every ¢ € S*}.

Lemma 2.6 (Relation between Oseledets splittings of R and R*). The following relations
hold for P-a.e. w € ):

H*(w)=Y(w)® and H(w)=Y*w)". (8)
Proof. We first claim that
1
lim sup - log||£5™ ]y (e || < A1, for P-ae. w € Q. 9)
n—oo

Let II,, denote the projection onto H(w) along Y (w) and take an arbitrary ¢ € Y (w)°. We
have

1£5™ellg = sup [(L5™6)(f)] = sup |o(L,(f))]
1fllB<1 Ifllz<1
= sup (LY, (Wpnof))] < [[0]l5 - 1£0, Tgna]l,
Ifllz<1

and thus
L5y el < 1£87, Tpne,

o "w

Hence, in order to prove () it is sufficient to show that
1 n
lim sup — log||£((f,)nwﬂafnw|| <A, for P-ae. we Q. (10)
n—oo N
However, it follows from results in [14] and [I7, Lemma 8.2] that

o1 "
lim = log| £, |hiernuw|l = A
n—oo M
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and )
lim — log||Il,—ny|| =0,
n—oo N,

which readily imply (I0). We now claim that
B* =Y (w)" ®Y(w), forP-ae wef (11)

We first note that the sum on the right hand side of (1) is direct. Indeed, each nonzero
vector in Y (w)* grows at the rate A\, while by (@) all nonzero vectors in Y (w)° grow at the
rate < A;. Furthermore, since the codimension of Y (w)® is the same as dimension of Y (w)*,
we have that (III) holds.

Finally, by comparing decompositions ([7]) and (III), we conclude that the first equality
in (8) holds. Indeed, each ¢ € H*(w) can be written as ¢ = ¢1 + ¢, where ¢; € Y (w)* and
¢2 € Y(w)°. Since ¢ and ¢ grow at the rate < A\; and ¢; grows at the rate A\, we obtain
that ¢; = 0 and thus ¢ = ¢ € Y (w)°. Hence, H*(w) C Y (w)° and similarly Y (w)° C H*(w).
The second assertion of the lemma can be obtained similarly. O

2.2 Notions of variation

Let (X, G) be a measurable space endowed with a probability measure m and a notion of a
variation var: L'(X, m) — [0, oo] which satisfies the following conditions:

V1) var(th) = |t| var(h);
V2) var(g + h) < var(g) + var(h);

V3) ||h]ln < Cuar(]|h]]1 + var(h)) for some constant 1 < Cl,, < 00;

(
(
(
(V4) for any C' > 0, the set {h: X — R : ||h||; + var(h) < C} is L'(m)-compact;
(
(V6) {h: X = R, : ||h||; =1 and var(h) < co} is L'(m)-dense in {h: X — R, : |||, = 1}.
(

V7) for any f € L'(X,m) such that ess inf f > 0, we have var(1/f) < %

(V8) var(fg) < [|fllze - var(g) + [lgll = - var(f).

(V9) for M >0, f: X — [~ M, M] measurable and every C* function h: [-M, M] — C, we
have var(h o f) < ||W'||p~ - var(f).

)
)
)
)
V5) var(ly) < oo, where 1x denotes the function equal to 1 on X;
)
)
)
)

We define
B:= BV = BV(X,m) = {g € L*(X,m) : var(g) < oo}.

Then, B is a Banach space with respect to the norm
l9lls = llgllx + var(g).

11



From now on, we will use B to denote a Banach space of this type, and ||g||5, or simply | g||
will denote the corresponding norm.

Well-known examples of this notion correspond to the case where X is a subset of R™.
In the one-dimensional case we use the classical notion of variation given by

var(g) = _ inf sup > [h(si) = Asi-)| (12)
k=1

h=g(mod m) O=s0<s51<...<s8pn=17__

for which it is well known that properties (V1)-(V9) hold. On the other hand, in the
multidimensional case, we let m = Leb and define

var(f) = sup — [ osc(f, Bu(x))) da, (13)

0<e<eg € Rd

where
OSC(f, Be(x)) = €ss Supml,mzeBe(x)|f(Il) - f($2)|

and where ess sup is taken with respect to product measure m xm. For this notion properties
(V1)-(V9) have been verified by Saussol [46] except for (V7) which is proved in [15] and (V9)
which we prove now.

Lemma 2.7. The notion of var defined by ([13)) satisfies (V9).

Proof. Take M > 0, f and h as in the statement of (V9). For arbitrary x € X, ¢ > 0 and
x1, T2 € Be(x), it follows from the mean value theorem that

|(ho f)(a1) = (ho f)(@)| < [[W]lLee - [f(21) = fla2)],
which immediately implies that
osc(ho f,Be(x)) < ||W| e - 0sc(f, Be(x)),

and we obtain the conclusion of the lemma. O

2.3 Admissible cocycles of transfer operators

Let (2, F,P, o) be as Section 21l and X and B as in Section 2.2l Let 7,: X — X, w € Q
be a collection of non-singular transformations (i.e. m o 77! < m for each w) acting on X.
The associated skew product transformation 7: 2 x X —  x X is defined by

T(w,x) = (0(w), Tu(z)), we, zelX. (14)

Each transformation T, induces the corresponding transfer operator £, acting on L*(X,m)
and defined by the following duality relation

/ (L) dim = / (6o T, dm, &eINX,m), ¢ € L™(X,m).
X X

For each n € N and w € €, set
Tu()”) =Tona,0---0T, and EL(U") =Lon-1,0---0L,.

12



Definition 2.8 (Admissible cocycle). We call the transfer operator cocycle R = (2, F,P, 0, B, L)
admissible if, in addition to the following conditions hold.

(C1) there exists K > 0 such that

\Luflls < K||fllg, for every f € B and P-a.e. w € Q.

(C2) there exists N € N and measurable o™, 8N : Q — (0,00), with [,loga™ (w) dP(w) < 0,
such that for every f € B and P-a.e. w € €,

1£E9 flls < o™ (W)IIflls + BY @)If 1.

(C3) there exist K', A > 0 such that for every n > 0, f € B such that [ fdm = 0 and
P-a.e. w € Q.
15 () s < K'e (| f|s-

(C4) there exist N € N, ¢ > 0 such that for each a > 0 and any sufficiently large n € N,
ess inf LNV f > ¢||f|l,,  for every f € Cy and P-a.e. w € Q,

where C, :={f € B: f >0 and var(f) <a [ fdm}.

Admissible cocycles of transfer operators can be investigated via Theorem 2.3 Indeed,
the following holds.

Lemma 2.9. An admissible cocycle of transfer operators R = (Q, F,P,0,B,L) is quasi-
compact. Furthermore, the top Oseledets space is one-dimensional. That is, dimY (w) = 1
for P-a.e. w € Q.

Proof. The first statement follows readily from Lemma 2] [(C2)[ and a simple observation
that for a cocycle R of transfer operators we have that A(R) = 0. The fact that dim Y (w) =1

follows from |(C3) O

The following result shows that, in this context, the top Oseledets space is indeed the
unique random acim. That is, there exists a unique measurable function v° : Q x X — R*
such that for P-a.e. w € Q, 02 :=1%w,-) € B, [v(x)dm =1 and

L0 =) for P-a.e. w € . (15)

ow’

Lemma 2.10 (Existence and uniqueness of a random acim). Let R = (2, F,P, 0, B, L) be an
admissible cocycle of transfer operators, satisfying the assumptions of Theorem [2.3. Then,
there exists a unique random absolutely continuous invariant measure for R.

13



Proof. Theorem shows that the map w +— Y, is measurable, where Y, is regarded as
an element of the Grassmannian G of B. Furthermore, [I8 Lemma 10] and an argument
analogous to [20, Lemma 10] yields existence of a measurable selection of bases for Y.
Lemma ensures that dim Y (w) = 1. Hence, there exists a measurable map w + h,,, with
h,, € B such that h,, spans Y, for P-a.e. w € Q.

Notice that Lebesgue measure m, when regarded as an element of B*, is a conformal
measure for R. That is, m spans Y, for P-a.e. w € €. In fact, it is straightforward to verify
LI m = m, because the L, preserve integrals.

Thus, the simplified Oseledets decomposition (7)) in combination with the duality relations
of Lemma imply that m(h,) # 0 for P-a.e. w € . In particular we can consider the

(still measurable) function w — v := T hh;dm.

The equivariance property of Theorem 23] ensures that £,0° € Y, and the fact that
L., preserves integrals, combined with the normalized choice of v? and the assumption that
dimY,,, = 1, implies that £,0° =2 .

The fact that v2 > 0 for P-a.e. w € Q follows from the positivity and linearity properties
of L, which ensure that the positive and negative parts, v} and v, are equivariant. Recall
that v}, v, have non-overlapping supports. Thus, if v # 0 # v for a set of positive

w )

measure of w € Q, the spaces Y\, Y.~ spanned by v, v, respectively, are subsets of Y (w),
contradicting the fact that dim Y (w) = 1. Then, since the normalization condition implies
vl # 0, we have v, = 0 for P-a.e. w € Q. The fact that the random acim is unique is also a

direct consequence of the fact that dim Y (w) = 1. O

For an admissible transfer operator cocycle R, we let p be the invariant probability
measure given by

u(A x B) = / 2(w, ) d(P x m)(w,z), for Ac Fand Be€Gg, (16)
AxB

where v is the unique random acim for R and G is the Borel o-algebra of X. We note that
p is T-invariant, because of (I5). Furthermore, for each G € L'(Q x X, 1) we have that

[ in= [ [ cen i e,

where i, is a measure on X given by du, = v°(w,-)dm. We now list several important
consequences of conditions |(C2)} |(C3)|and |(C4)| established in [I5, §2].

Lemma 2.11. The unique random acim v° of an admissible cocycle of transfer operators
satiesfies the following:

1.
ess sup,eqllells < oo (17)

ess infvl(:) > ¢ >0, forP-ae weQ; (18)
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3. there ezists K > 0 and p € (0,1) such that

‘/ E&")(fvg)hdm—/ fd,uw/ hd,ucr"w
X X X
form >0, he L*(X,m), f €B and P-a.e. w € Q).

< Kp"[[h]lze - [ f]ls, (19)

We emphasize that (I9) is a special case of a more general decay of correlations result
proved by Buzzi [12], but in this case with the stronger conclusion that the decay rates and
coefficients K are uniform over w € €.

2.3.1 Examples

In order to be able to be in the setting of admissible transfer operators cocycles, we need
to ensure that [(C0)| holds. To fulfill this requirement (see [18, Section 4.1] for a detailed
discussion) in the rest of the paper we will assume

(C0’) o is a homeomorphism, {2 is a Borel subset of a separable, complete metric space, the
map w — 1, has a countable range 77,75, ... and for each j, {w € Q: T, = T}} is
measurable.

Although this condition is somewhat restrictive, we emphasize that the assumptions on the
structure of €2 are very mild and that the only requirements for ¢ are that it has to be
an ergodic, measure-preserving homeomorphism. In particular, no mixing conditions are
required. Furthermore, the 7T, need only be chosen from a countable family.

Following [15] §2], we present two classes of examples, one- and higher-dimensional piece-
wise smooth expanding maps, which yield admissible transfer operator cocycles.

Random Lasota-Yorke maps. Let X = [0,1], a Borel og-algebra G on [0,1] and the
Lebesgue measure m on [0,1]. Consider the notion of variation defined in (I2)). For a
piecewise C? map T : [0,1] — [0,1], set 6(T") = ess inf,ep1y|T’| and let b(T) denote the
number of intervals of monoticity (branches) of T'. Consider now a measurable map w — T,
w € Q of piecewise C? maps on [0, 1] such that

b:=ess sup,cq b(T,) < 00, ¢ :=ess inf,ecqd(T,) > 1, and D :=ess sup cq||Th| L= < 0.

(20)

For each w € , let b, = b(7},), so that there are essentially disjoint sub-intervals
Juts s dup, C I, with Ui“zlj%k = I, so that Tw|Jw’k is C? for each 1 < k < b,. The
minimal such partition P, := {Jy1,-.., Jup, } is called the regularity partition for T,,. It is

well known that whenever § > 2, and ess inf,cq minj<x<p, m(J, %) > 0, there exist a € (0,1)
and K > 0 such that

var(L, f) < avar(f) + K| f|1, for f € BV and P-a.e. w € Q.
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More generally, when § < 2, one can take an iterate N € N so that 6 > 2. If the
regularity partitions PY := {J{Yw, oy d ivb( v} corresponding to the maps TN also satisfy

ess infueqmin, _, _, o m(JJ}) > 0, then there exist o™ € (0,1) and K > 0 such that

var(LY f) < oV var(f) + KV||f|l;, for f € BV and P-a.e. w € Q. (21)

We assume that (2I) holds for some N € N.
Finally, we suppose the following uniform covering condition holds:

For every subinterval J C I,3k = k(J) s.t. for a.e. w € Q, T¥(J) = 1. (22)

The results of [I5 §2] ensure that random Lasota-Yorke maps which satisfy the conditions
of this section plus are admissible. (While [(C2)|is not explicitely required by [15], it
is established in the process of showing the remaining conditions.)

Random piecewise expanding maps in higher dimensions. We now discuss the case
of piecewise expanding maps in higher dimensions. Let X be a compact subset of RV which
is the closure of its non-empty interior. Let X be equipped with a Borel o-algebra G and
Lebesgue measure m. We consider the notion of variation defined in (I3)) for suitable o and
€p. We say that the map T : X — X is piecewise expanding if there exist finite families
A = {A}7, and A = {4}, of open sets in RN, a family of maps 7} : A; — RV,
i=1,...,m and € (T) > 0 such that:

1. Ais a disjoint family of sets, m(X \ U, 4;)) = 0 and A; D 4; for each i = 1,...,m;

2. there exists 0 < (T;) < 1 such that each T is of class C1+7(T);

3. For every 1 <1 <m, T|a, = T;|4, and T;(A;) D Be,(1)(T(A;)), where B.(V') denotes a
neighborhood of size € of the set V. We say that T; is the local extension of T" to the
Aj;

4. there exists a constant C1(7") > 0 so that for each ¢ and z,y € T'(A;) with dist(z,y) <
€1 (T)v

| det DT} (x) — det DT, (y)| < C(T)| det DT, ()|dist(z, y)"D;

5. there exists s(T") < 1 such that for every x,y € T'(A;) with dist(z,y) < € (T"), we have
dist(T; ', T, 1y) < s(T) dist(x, y);

)

6. each 0A; is a codimension-one embedded compact piecewise C! submanifold and

4s(T)
1—s(T)

I
Z(T) gNl <1,

s(T)" ™ +

where Z(T) = sup Y #{smooth pieces intersecting 0A; containing x} and I'y is the

volume of the unit ball in RY.
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Consider now a measurable map w +— T, w € () of piecewise expanding maps on X such
that

€1 = inf €(7,) > 0, v := inf v(T,,) > 0, Cy :=sup C1(T},) < 00, s:=sups(T,) <1
wes? wes? weN weN

and

4S(T ) FN—l
sup (s(T,)"Te) 4 222292 77 ) < 1.
w€8<( ) 1_S(Tw) ( )FN
Then, [46, Lemma 4.1] implies that there exist v € (0,1) and K > 0 independent on w such
that

var(L,f) < wvvar(f)+ K| f|y for each f € B and w € (), (23)

where var is given by (I3)) with @ = v and some ¢, > 0 sufficiently small (which is again
independent on w). We note that (23) readily implies that conditions |(C1)|and |(C2)| hold.
Finally, we note that under additional assumption that

for any open set J C X, there exists k = k(J) such that for a.e. w € Q, T¥(J) = X,

the results in [15], §2] show that |(C3)[and [(C4)| also hold.

Remark. We point out that while conditions |(C1)} [(C3)|and |(C4)| are stated in a uniform
way, sometimes it is possible to recover them from non-uniform assumptions. For example,
assuming that {7, }.cq takes only finitely many values, one can recover a uniform version
of from a non-uniform one, for example by compactness arguments (see the proof of
Lemma [4.7 for a similar argument). Also, our results apply to cases where conditions |(C1)]

[(C4)] or the hypotheses which imply them (e.g. (20)), are only satisfied eventually; that is,

for some iterate TOSN), where N is independent of w € €).

3 Twisted transfer operator cocycles

We begin by introducing the class of observables to which our limit theorems apply. For a
fixed observable and each parameter 6 € C, we introduce the twisted cocycle £7 = {£% },cq.
We show that the cocycle £? is quasicompact for 6 close to 0. Most of this section is devoted
to the study of regularity properties of the map 6 — A(f) on a neighborhood of 0 € C, where
A(#) denotes the top Lyapunov exponent of the cocycle £°. In particular, we show that this
map is of class C? and that its restriction to a neighborhood of 0 € R is strictly convex.
This is achieved by combining ideas from the perturbation theory of linear operators with
our multiplicative ergodic theory machinery. As a byproduct of our approach, we explicitly
construct the top Oseledets subspace of cocycle £? for 6 close to 0.
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3.1 The observable

Definition 3.1 (Observable). Let an observable be a measurable map g: Q x X — R satis-
fying the following properties:

e Reqularity:
lg(w, )| Loxx) =t M <00 and ess sup,q var(g,) < oo, (24)
where g, = g(w, ), w € Q.

o Fiberwise centering:
/g(w,x) dp,(x) = /g(w,x)vg(z) dm(x) =0 for P-a.e. w € Q, (25)

where v° is the density of the unique random acim, satisfying (I5).

The main results of this paper will deal with establishing limit theorems for Birkhoff
sums associated to g, S,g, defined in ().

3.2 Basic properties of twisted transfer operator cocycles

Throughout this section, R = (2, F,P, 0, B, L) will denote an admissible transfer operator
cocycle. For § € C, the twisted transfer operator cocycle, or twisted cocycle, R? is defined as
RY = (Q, F,P,0,B, LY, where for each w € ), we define

LL(f) = Lu(e™f),  feB. (26)

For convenience of notation, we will also use £? to denote the cocycle R?. For each § € C,
set A(0) := A(R?), k(0) := k(RY) and

£l = f o---of? forweQandneN.

on—lw
The next lemma provides basic information about the dependence of £% on 6.
Lemma 3.2 (Basic regularity of 6 — L£?).

1. Assume holds. Then, there ezists a continuous function K: C — (0,00) such
that
1L8h|ls < K(O)||hlls, forh€B,0€C andP-a.e. we Q. (27)

2. Forw € Q,0 € C, let M? be the linear operator on B given by MP(h(-)) := e®9@Ip(.).
Then, 0 — M? is continuous in the norm topology of B. Consequently, 6 — L is also
continuous in the norm topology of B.
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Proof. Note that it follows from (24) that |9« )|, < el |p|,. Furthermore, by (V8) we
have
var(e?7@In) < || || Lo - var(h) + var(e?9@)) - ||| L.

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma [B.Il and (V9) that

79| e < el and  var(ef@)) < |0 var(g(w, -))
and thus using (V3),

€79 R = var(e?Ih) + "),

< M| + 101l var(g(w, -)) |11 o (28)
< (e\GlM + Cvar\e\ew‘M ess sup,eq var(g(w, -))) ||l 5.

We now establish part 1 of the Lemma. It follows from that
L5 ls = 1€ (e “R)||s < K[[e”“hl|s.
Hence, (28)) implies that (27]) holds with
K(0) = K(el'™ 4 C\0|0]el/™ ess sup, . var(g(w, -))). (29)
For part 2 of the Lemma, we observe that
(Mg — MZ2)hlls < [IMEHs]1(1 — Mgz~ s]|R]]5.
By (24) and the mean value theorem for the map z + e(®1792)2 we have that for each x € X,
le®1=02)9(w.e) _ 1| < Melf1=02IM)9, — g,

Thus,

11— @209 o < Mel®=02IM |9, — g, (30)
and

(T = M0 )h|y < Mel=1M|g, — gy - |B,. (31)

Assume that |0y — 6] < 1. We note that conditions (V3) and (V8) together with (B0) and
Lemma [B.2] imply

var((I — M2~ )h) < (||1 - 2709 | Lo 4 Ol var(1 — 270190 ))”hHB

32
10, — ennhng, (32)

h) <
<C

for some C’ > 0. Hence, it follows from (BI) and (B32) that 6 — M? is continuous in the
norm topology of B. Continuity of 6 + L then follows immediately from continuity of £,
and the definition of £¢, in (20). O

The following lemma shows that the twisted cocycle naturally appears in the study of
Birkhoff sums ().
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Lemma 3.3. The following statements hold:

1. for everyp € B*, f € B, we Q, 8 € C and n € N we have that

ﬁg’(n)(f) _ £wn)(695ng(w7.)f)’ and ﬁg*,(n)(¢) _ 695’n9(w,~)£(’;(n) (¢), (33)

where (#5196)9) (f) := p(e?5nater) f);

2. for every f € B, w € Q and n € N we have that
/ L5M(f) dm = / "9 £ dm. (34)

Proof. We establish the first identity in (33) by induction on n. The case n = 1 follows from
the definition of £?. We recall that for every f, f € B,

LE(foTM)- )= LE). (35)

Assuming the claim holds for some n > 1, we get

ﬁ&]n—i—l) (6€Sn+1g(w,-)f) _ ﬁa”w (ﬁ&n)(eeg(anw7.)oT£n) 665’7L9(w7.)f))
= Lo, (eeg(a”ww)ﬁ&m(eesng(ww)f)) — Y ﬁﬁ(n)(f) = ﬁfj(nﬂ)(f)'

onw T w

The second identity in (B3] follows directly from duality. Finally, we note that the second
assertion of the lemma follows by integrating the first equality in ([B3]) with respect to m and
using the fact that £ preserves integrals with respect to m. O

3.3 An auxiliary existence and regularity result

In this section we establish a regularity result, Lemma [3.5, which generalises a theorem
of Hennion and Hervé [28] to the random setting. This result will be used later to show
regularity of the top Oseledets space Y% := Y(w) of the twisted cocycle, for 6 near 0.

Let

S = {V : 1 x X — C |V is measurable, V(w, ) € B,

(36)
ess supycq ||[V(w, )|l < oo,/V(w,x)dm =0 for P-a.e. w € Q},
endowed with the Banach space structure defined by the norm
[Vlloo := ess sup,eq [V(w, ). (37)
For § € C and W € S, set
£071 w -1 - 071 .
FOW)(w.) = e T )y a0 )

T L W w, )+, ())dm
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Lemma 3.4. There exist ¢, R > 0 such that F': D — S is a well-defined map on D := {0 €
C:|0| < €} x Bs(0, R), where Bs(0, R) denotes the ball of radius R in S centered at 0.

Proof. We define a map H by

1

HO,W)(w) = / L0 (W0 w, )+ () dim = / P90 (W, ) 00 (-)) dm.

It is proved in Lemmas [B.4] and of Appendix [B.Il that H is a well-defined and differen-
tiable function on a neighborhood of (0,0) (and thus in particular continuous) with values
in L>(€,P). Moreover, we observe that H(0,0)(w) =1 for each w € Q and therefore

[H (0, W)(w)| = 1= [H(0,0)(w) = H(0, W)(w)| = 1 —[[H(0,0) = H(0, W)|[ =,

for P-a.e. w € €. Continuity of H implies that ||H(0,0) — H(0,W)||L~ < 1/2 for all (6, W)
in a neighborhood of (0,0) and hence, in such neighborhood,

ess inf,|H (0, W)(w)| > 1/2.
The above inequality together with (I7) and (27) yields the desired conclusion. O

Lemma 3.5. Let D = {0 € C: |0| < €} x Bs(0, R) be as in Lemma[3.4). Then, by shrinking
€ > 0 if necessary, we have that F : D — 8 is C! and the equation

FO,W) =0 (39)

has a unique solution O(0) € S, for every 6 in a neighborhood of 0. Furthermore, O(0) is a
C? function of 6.

Proof. We notice that F'(0,0) = 0. Furthermore, Proposition [B.12] of Appendix [Bl ensures
that F' is C? on a neighborhood (0,0) € C x S, and

(D2F(0,0)X) (w, ) = Lo1,(X (07w, ") — X(w,"), forweQand X €8S.

We now prove that Dy F'(0,0) is bijective operator.

For injectivity, we have that if DoF'(0,0)X = 0 for some nonzero X € S, then L,X, =
X,, for P-a.e. w € Q. Notice that X, ¢ (v2) because [ X, (-)dm =0 and X, # 0. Hence,
this yields a contradiction with the one-dimensionality of the top Oseledets space of the
cocycle L, given by Lemma[2.9. Therefore, Dy F'(0,0) is injective. To prove surjectivity, take
X € S and let

X(w, ) ==Y L9 X(oTw,") (40)
=0
It follows from that X € S and it is easy to verify that DyF(0,0)X = X. Thus,
Dy F(0,0) is surjective.
Combining the previous arguments, we conclude that Dy F'(0,0) is bijective. The conclu-
sion of the lemma now follows directly from the implicit function theorem for Banach spaces
(see, e.g. Theorem 3.2 [5]). O
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We end this section with a specialisation of the previous results to real valued 6.

Proposition 3.6. There exists & > 0 such that for each 0 € (=6,5), O(0)(w,-) + v is a
density for P-a.e. w € €.

We first show the following auxiliary result.
Lemma 3.7. For 6 € R sufficiently close to 0, O(0) is real-valued.

Proof. We consider the space
S = {V : 1 x X - R |V is measurable, V(w, ) € B,

ess sup,cq || V(w,)|ls < oo,/V(w,:z)dm =0 for P-a.e. w € Q}

Hence, S consists of real-valued functions V € S. We note that S is a Banach space with the
norm || |00 defined by (B7). Moreover, we can define a map F on a neighborhood of (0,0)
in R x S with values in S by the RHS of (B8). Proceeding as in Appendix [B.1] one can
show that F is a differentiable map on a neighborhood of (0,0). Moreover, arguing as in the
proof of Lemma one can conclude that for @ sufficiently close to 0, there exists a unique
O(0) € S such that F(6,0(h)) = 0 and that O(f) is differentiable with respect to 6. Since
S C S and from the uniqueness property in the implicit function theorem, we conclude that
O(#) = O(0) for 0 sufficiently close to 0 which immediately implies the conclusion of the
lemma. 0

Proof of Proposition[34. By Lemma B, for 6 sufficiently close to 0, O(6)(w,-) + vI(-) is
real-valued. Moreover, [(O(0)(w,-)+v2(:))dm =1 for a.e. w € Q. It remains to show that
O(0)(w,) +v2(-) > 0 for P-a.e. w € Q. Since the map 6 — O(f) is continuous, there exists
d > 0 such that for all § € (=4,d), O(#) belongs to a ball of radius ¢/(2C,;) centered at 0

in S. In particular,

ess sup,eq|O(0)(w,)lls < ¢/(2Car)

and therefore,
ess SupcqlO0)(w, ) ||Le < ¢/2.

By ([@3),
ess inf(O(0)(w,-) +v2(+)) > ¢/2, forae weQ,

which completes the proof of the proposition. O

3.4 A lower bound on A(#)

The goal of this section is to establish a differentiable lower bound (A(6)) on A(0), the top
Lyapunov exponent of the twisted cocycle, for 8 € C in a neighborhood of 0. In Section [3.5]
we will show that this lower bound in fact coincides with A(f), and hence all the results of
this section will immediately translate into properties of A.
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Let 0 < € < 1 and O(0) be as in Lemma 3.5 Let

va() = vy() + 0(0)(w, ). (41)

We notice that [v(-) dm =1 and by Lemma B3] 6 — v’ is continuously differentiable. Let

us define
= /1og’/eeg(w’x)vf}(9:) dm(:)s)’dIP’(w), (42)

M= /eeg(w’m)vf)(x) dm(x) = /Eivz(x) dm(x), (43)

where the last identity follows from (B4]). Notice also that w — A’ is an integrable function.

and

Lemma 3.8. For every 0 € Be(0,¢) := {0 € C: 0] < ¢}, A(6) < A(H).

Proof. Recall that O(0) satisfies the equation F'(0,0(0)) = 0, for § € {0 € C : |0] < €}.
Hence, for P-a.e. w € Q, v?(-) satisfies the equivariance equation £2%(-) = A\9v% (-). Thus,

wow

using Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem to go from the first to the second line below, we get

1 1
A(A) > lim = log || £%™?||5 > lim = log || £E™f, > hm Zlog\)\cﬂw
n—oo N, n—oo M

/ log |\’ |dP(w) / log‘ / N (x)‘dIP’(w) — A(B).

O

The rest of the section deals with differentiability properties of A(@) From now on we
shall also use the notation O(0),, for O(6)(w, -).

Lemma 3.9. We have that A is differentiable on a neighborhood of 0, and

Aoy N[ g(w, )e’)uf () 4 )0/(0),(-) dm)
A) = 9%(/ ST dIP’(w)),

where N(z) denotes the real part of z and Z the complex conjugate of z.

Proof. Write

~

A(9) = /Z(H,w) dP(w),
where

Z(0,w) :=log |N| = log } /eegW)vZ(x) dm(x)]|.

Note that Z(6,w) = log |H(0,0(0))(ow)|, where H is as in Lemma[3:4l Since H(0,0) = 1 and
both H and O are continuous (by Lemma [B.5)), there is a neighborhood U of 0 in C on which
|H(0,0(0)) — H(0,0)||~ < 1/2. In particular, Z is well defined and Z(#,w) € [log 3,1og 3]
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for every 8 € U N Be(0,€) and P-a.e. w € Q. Thus, the map w +— Z(0,w) is P-integrable for
every 6 € U N Be(0,€).

It follows from Lemma B.10 below that for P-a.e. w € €2, the map 0 — Z,(0) :== Z(6,w)
is differentiable in a neighborhood of 0, and

R(VC(S gle, )o@l () + 0/ (6) () dm)

RV ’

Z,(0) =

where R(z) denotes the real part of z and Z the complex conjugate of z. In particular,

< | [ (g(w, 2)e®@Dvf() + "0 (D), (x)) dm ()]
B | [ e?otelvf(z) dm(z)]

|Z.,(0)

We claim that there exists an integrable function C': 2 — R such that
|Z!(0)] < C(w), for all §in a neighborhood of 0 and P-a.e. w € Q. (44)

Once this is established, the conclusion of the lemma follows from Leibniz rule for exchanging
the order of differentiation and integration.
To complete the proof, let us show ([@4]). For § € U we have

1
‘/eeg(w’x)vz(z) dm(:v)‘ > 3"

Also, recall that € < 1, so that for § € Bc(0, €) one has

\ [ st @) dmw) < [ low,a)e 1l @) dino)
< MeMO(0), + el < MeM(1+ [0(0).lls) < M (1 -+ [0(0)]0).

Finally,

' / D0 (9), () dm(a)| < MO/ (0)ul1 < M O0B)uls < M [O'(6)|

for P-a.e. w € Q. Since O and O are continuous by Lemma B.5] the terms on the RHS of
the above inequalities are uniformly bounded for € in a (closed) neighborhood of 0. Hence,
(@4) holds for a constant function C. O

Lemma 3.10. For P-a.e. w € Q, and 0 in a neighborhood of 0, the map 0 — Z,(0) :=
Z(0,w) is differentiable. Moreover,
RS (e, )l () + 910/ (6) () dm)

Z(9) =
w(e) |)\2}|2 )

where R(z) denotes the real part of z and Z the complex conjugate of z.
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Proof. First observe that if 6 — f(#) € C, has polar decomposition f(f) = 7(0)e® then,

whenever |f[(0) # 0, d|];\9(9) = 2 (f()ej;l(e)), where f” denotes differentiation with respect to 6.

Thus, by the chain rule, it is sufficient to prove that the map A’ is differentiable with respect
to 6 and that

m&:/@@mﬁm%mmﬂwwmwM@me (45)
Using the same notation as in Lemma B.4] we can write
N = H(,000))(ow) =: P(H)(ow).

We note that P is a differentiable map with values in L>°(Q2). Indeed, this follows directly
from the regularity properties of H established in Lemmas [B.4] and [B.5 and the differentia-
bility of O (see Lemma B.5) together with the chain rule. Since

X =X~ PB)(ow)] _ IP(O+0) = P(O) = P'(O)]lu=io)
[ - i |

for P-a.e. w € Q and t,0 close to 0 € C, we conclude that \’ is differentiable with respect
to # in a neighborhood of 0 € C.
U

Lemma 3.11. We have that A'(0) = 0.

Proof. Let F be as in Lemma B.5l By identifying D; F(0,0) with its value at 1, it follows
from the implicit function theorem that

O'(0) = —DyF(0,0) "1 (D, F(0,0)).

It is shown in Lemma that DoF(0,0): & — S is bijective. Thus, DoF(0,0)™: S — S
and therefore O’(0) € S which implies that

/O'(O)w dm(z) = 0 for P-a.e. w € . (46)

The conclusion of the lemma follows directly from Lemma and the centering condi-

tion (25]). O

3.5 Quasicompactness of twisted cocycles and differentiability of

A(0)

In this section we establish quasicompactness of the twisted transfer operator cocycle, as
well as differentiability of the top Lyapunov exponent with respect to @, for € C near 0.
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Theorem 3.12 (Quasi-compactness of twisted cocycles, 6 near 0). Assume that the cocycle
R = (Q,F,P,0,B,L) is admissible. For 0 € C sufficiently close to 0, we have that the
twisted cocycle L° is quasi-compact. Furthermore, for such 0, the top Oseledets space of L°
is one-dimensional. That is, dim Y% (w) = 1 for P-a.e. w € Q.

The following Lasota-Yorke type estimate will be useful in the proof.
Lemma 3.13. Assume conditions|(C1) and |(C2) hold. Then, we have

L5 flls < &N (W)lIflls + B (@)l 1l

where
N-1

a"N(w) = a™(w) + Clole"™M > " KNI K (9)7
j=0

for some constant C' > 0 where K(0) is given by Lemma[3.2 and K is given by |(C1)
Proof. 1t follows from |(C2)| that
L5 Flls < L5 Flls + 1L5™ = L5705 - 1 £l
< a™(W)IIflls + BY @)l + L5 = L5 s - [1f 1 s-
On the other hand, we have that

N-1
200 2 209 = 3 209 (Eons = L)
§=0

It follows from |(C1)| and (27)) that
1£8 s < KN and - Lg8 ls < K(0)
Furthermore, using (V3) and (V8), we have that for any h € B,

(22 = L) (W)l = [1£a("“Ih —h) ||
< K||(e" ) —1)hl|s
= Kvar((e) — 1)h) + K[(¢") — DAl
< K|[e?“) — 1| - var(h) + K var(e?©) — 1) - ||| g~
+ K[ — 1| o]l
< K| — 1| 1o ||h||5 + K Cyar var(e?9©) — 1) - ||h]|5.
By applying the mean-value theorem for the map z + ¢’ and using (24)), we obtain that

|09) — 1| g < |0|e!M M. Furthermore, it follows from (V9) (applied to h(z) = e/ — 1
and f = g(w,-)) together with (24) that var(e??“) —1) < |0|e/! var(g(w, -)). Therefore,

N-1
15" = L5715 < Clofe”™ " K (Y KN,

=0
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where
C = KM + KCyyyess sup,eq(var g(w, -))

and the conclusion of the lemma follows by combining the above estimates. O
Theorem [B.121 may now be established as follows.

Proof of Theorem[313. It follows from Lemma [3.13]and the dominated convergence theorem
that

/ log &Y (w) dP(w) — / log oY (w) dP(w) < 0 when 8 — 0.
Q Q

Thus, there exists ¢ > 0 such that
1
/ log 4%(w) dP(w) < 3 / log ¥ (w) dP(w), for 8 € Be(0,3).
Q Q

Lemma 3.8 implies that A is bounded below by a continuous function Aina neighborhood
of 0, and A(0) = A(0) = 0. Hence, by decreasing ¢ if necessary, we can assume that

NA(9) > %/logaN(w) dP(w) for 0 € Bc(0,0).

Therefore,
NA(0) > / log a* (w) dP(w) for 6 € Be(0,6). (47)
Q

Let RY™) denote the cocycle over o with generator w — £5™). We claim that
ARIMY = NA(H) and k(RP™M) = Nk(RY). (48)

Indeed, we have that

AR'M)Y = lim = 1og||£9(EfVl)N S s

n—00 oW

1
)L Lo —Nl log|| £0"M|| = NA(6
| m ogl[ £V | (0),

which proves the first equality in (4R]). Similarly, one can establish the second identity
in ([48). We now note that Lemmas 211 and B.I3] together with (7)) and the first identity
in [@8) imply that the cocycle R™) is quasicompact, i.e. A(R™)) > x(R™)). Hence, [@S)
implies that A(R?) > x(R?) and we conclude that R? is a quasicompact cocycle.

Now we show dimY? := dimY = 1. Let X{ = pf > pf > --- > uf > k(6) be
the exceptlonal Lyapunov exponents of twisted cocycle £, enumerated with multiplicity.
That is, m = dim YG( ) denotes the multiplicity of the Lyapunov exponent >\9 As in
Theorem 2.3, let MY := m{ + --- + mf. Therefore, A(6) = A] = pf for every 1 < i < MY
and )\9 = uf for every M(’_ +1<4 S M9 and for every finite 1 < 7 < ly. By Lemma
B.2(2) the map 0 — LY is continuous in the norm topology of B for every w € 2 and also
that the functions w ~ log® ||£% || are dominated by an integrable function whenever 6 is
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restricted to a compact set. Thus, Lemma [A.3] of Appendix [Al shows that 6 + pf + pf is
upper-semicontinuous. Hence,

0> 4+ piy = i sup(p + ps3)
—

where the first inequality follows from the one-dimensionality of the top Oseledets subspace
of the cocycle £,. We note that Lemmas 3.8 and B9, ensure that lim sup,_,, 1§ > A(0) = 0.
Therefore lim supy_,o 1§ < 0 and dim Y = 1, as claimed. O

Corollary 3.14. For § € C near 0, we have that A(§) = A(B). In particular, A(0) is
differentiable near 0 and A'(0) = 0.

Proof. We recall that A(0) = 0 and A is differentiable near 0, by Lemma In addition,
v?(-), defined in (#Il), gives a one-dimensional measurable equivariant subspace of B which
grows at rate A(6) (see ([@2)). Theorem shows that limsup,_,uj < 0. In particular,
18 < A(6) for 0 sufficiently close to 0. Combining this information with the multiplicative
ergodic theorem (Theorem 23) and Lemma B8] we get that A(6) = A() and Y (w) = (vf),

w

for all § € C near 0. Thus, lemma B.IT] implies that A’(0) = 0. O

3.6 Convexity of A(0)

We continue to denote by u the invariant measure for the skew product transformation 7
defined in (T6). Furthermore, let S,g be given by (I). By expanding the term [S,g(w, z)]?
it is straightforward to verify using standard computations and (I9]) that

o0

9w, )2 du(w, 2)+2 S / ol )g(7"(w,)) die. )

n=1

im L [ [Sag(w, 2)2 du(w, ) = /

n=o N Joxx OxX

and that the right-hand side of the above equality is finite. Set

o0

P [ gwaldnen)+2Y [ gwos o) i) @)

Obviously, ¥2 > 0 and from now on we shall assume that X2 > 0. This is equivalent to a
non-coboundary condition on g; we refer the interested reader to [I5] for a precise statement
characterising the degenerate case %2 = 0.

Lemma 3.15. We have that A is of class C* on a neighborhood of 0 and A”(0) = 2.

Proof. Using the notation in subsection [3.4] it follows from Lemma and Corollary [3.14]
that

2\ w. -)ed9w:) NOEXIIE 9«0 (0),(+) dm
wio) - n( [RUsle) 2100 0+ 1£0) £ SO WL) )
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Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma[3.9] one can show that A is of class C? on a neighborhood
of 0 and that

A"(0) = &e( / AEJ&” - ((i\fé/)); dIP’(w)), (50)

where we have used ’ to denote derivative with respect to . We recall that A2 = 1, A\’ is
given by (@), and in particular \? [y = 0 for P-a.e. w € Q. It is then straightforward,
using (50), the chain rule and the formulas in Appendices [B1l and [B:2] to verify that

A(0) = / / (w,2)20(2) + 2(0, )0 (0)o(x) + O"(0)o(x) d(x) dP(w) ).

Moreover, since 6 — O'(#) is a map on a neighborhood of 0 with values in S we can regard
0"(0) as an element of (the tangent space of) S, which implies that

/O” m(z) =0 fora.e w

and thus
A(0) = R( / / (9(w, 2)00(2) + 29(w, 2)0(0)u(2)) dim(z) dP(w) ). (51)
On the other hand, by the implicit function theorem,
0'(0), = —(D2F(0,0) (D1 F(0,0))),.
Furthermore, (40) implies that

(D>F(0,0)"'W),, = Z LY, Wy,

7=0
for each W € S. This together with Proposition [B.7] gives that

Z £, (90w, )l (). (52)

Using (51]), (52)), the duality property of transfer operators, as well as the fact that o preserves
P, we have that

w0 = [ | [ atatamio +2i [ st 0)£2, (ol ) dm(e) | dP(e)
:/ [/ (w, 7)? dpo(z +2Z/ 79 2)g(o jw,x)du,,jw(x)] dP(w)
— [ gt dut,a) +2; [ [ st 20 0)g(0.2) duofc) aB(e)

= /g(w,x)2d,u(w,z) +QZ/g(w,x)g(ﬂ(w,x))du(w,x) =2
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The following result is a direct consequence of the previous lemma.

Corollary 3.16. A is strictly convex on a neighborhood of 0.

3.7 Choice of bases for top Oseledets spaces Y and Y’

We recall that Y/ and Y*? are top Oseledets subspaces for twisted and adjoint twisted
cocycle, £? and £, respectively. The Oseledets decomposition for these cocycles can be

written in the form
B=Y’aH’ and B =Y'qH/’ (53)

where HY = V%(w)® @29:2 V?(w) is the equivariant complement to Y,? := Y{(w), and H? is
defined similarly. Furthermore, Lemma shows that the following duality relations hold:
Y(y) = 0 whenever y € Y? and ¢ € H*?,  and

¢(f) = 0 whenever ¢ € Y*? and f € H’. (54)

Let us fix convenient choices for elements of the one-dimensional top Oseledets spaces Y
and V3%, for 6 € C close to 0. Let v? € Y be as in {I)), so that [v?(-)dm = 1. (In view of
Proposition B.6, when 6 € R close to 0, the operators £ are positive, so we can additionally
assume v? > 0 and so |[v?|; = 1).

Since dimY,? = 1, v? is defined uniquely for P-a.e. w € Q. Theorem E.3] ensures that, for
P-a.e. w € Q, there exists \? € C (\? > 0 if § € R) such that

L2000 = \0? (55)

wow”®

Integrating (55)), and using (43]), we obtain
A= [ et o) o) (56)

and thus A’ coincides with the quantity introduced in ([@3). By [#2) and Corollary B.14],

A(G) = / log |\ | dP(w). (57)

Next, let us fix ¢f € Y*% so that ¢/ (v?) = 1. This selection is again possible and unique,
because of (B54]). Furthermore, this choice implies that

(£5) Pow = Aol (58)

because Y*¥ is one-dimensional and equivariant. Indeed, if CY is the constant such that
(£5) ¢, = CLL, then

Ao = N0 (v50) = 05, (LLvg) = ((£2) G, (v0) = Coel(vs) = CL.
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4 Limit theorems

In this section we establish the main results of our paper. To obtain the large deviation
principle (Theorem [Al), we first link the asymptotic behaviour of moment generating (and
characteristic) functions associated to Birkhoff sums with the Lyapunov exponents A(6).
Then, we combine the strict convexity of the map 6 — A(f) on a neighborhood of 0 € R
with the classical Gartner-Ellis theorem. We establish the central limit theorem (Theorem [BI)
by applying Levy’s continuity theorem and using the C*-regularity of the map 6 — A(6) on
a neighborhood of 0 € C. Finally, we demonstrate the full power of our approach by proving
for the first time random versions of the local central limit theorem, both under the so-called
aperiodic and periodic assumptions (Theorems [C] and E.15]). In addition, we present several
equivalent formulations of the aperiodicity condition.

4.1 Large deviations property

In this section we establish Theorem [Al The main tool in establishing this large deviations
property will be the following classical result.

Theorem 4.1. (Gdirtner-Ellis [28]) Forn € N, let P,, be a probability measure on a measur-
able space (Y, T) and let E,, denote the corresponding expectation operator. Furthermore, let
Sy, be a real random variable on (Q,T) and assume that on some interval [—04,04], 64 > 0,
we have

lim ~ log B, (e5") = (6), (59)

n—oo N
where 1 is a strictly convex continuously differentiable function satisfying 1'(0) = 0. Then,
there exists e, > 0 such that the function c defined by

c(€) = sup {0 — ¥ (0)} (60)

10]<6+
is nonnegative, continuous, strictly conver on [—e, €], vanishing only at 0 and such that
1
lim —logP, (S, > ne) = —c(e), for every e € (0,¢€,).
n—oo N

We will also need the following results, linking the asymptotic behaviour of characteristic
functions associated to Birkhoff sums with the numbers A(#).

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 € C be sufficiently close to 0, so that the results of Section[3.7 apply.
Let f € B be such that f ¢ H?. That is, ¢°(f) #0. Then,

1
lim — log ‘ /e‘gs”g(w’x)f dm‘ =A(0) forP-a.e weq.

n—oo N

Proof. Given f € B, we may write (see (B3) f = ¢ (f)v? + h?, where h’ € H?. Using this
decomposition and applying repeatedly (G3), we get

n—1
Lo = (H Af;-w) S F)08s + LEORE, (61)
=0

31



Theorem ensures that |
lim —log ||£%™|ge || < A(6). (62)
n—oo N, w

Thus, the second term in (GI) grows asymptotically with n at an exponential rate strictly
slower than A(6). By (B4) and (&1Il), we have that for P-a.e. w € 2

1 1
lim — log ‘ /eGS”g(w’m)f dm‘ = lim —log ‘ /Ef;(")f dm‘

e n—oo 1
- 0,(n) po
' ] Lsh
_ _Zl M|+ lim =1 ‘/ oy + g | 4 ’
i 2o o i o] | e ® e ]

whenever the RHS limits exist. The first limit in the previous line equals A(#) by (57). The
second limit is zero, because the choice of v?, ,  ensures the integral of the first term in the
square brackets is ¢’ (f) # 0 (by assumption), which is independent of n, and the second
term in the square brackets goes to zero as n — oo by (62). The conclusion follows. O

Lemma 4.3. For all complex 6 in a neighborhood of 0, and P-a.e. w € ), we have that

lim 1log ‘ /695”9(“””5) d,uw(x)‘ = A(0).

n—oo M,

Proof. Since

1 1

lim —log‘/ees"g(w’x) duy(z)| = lim —log‘/ees"(w’x)vg(:c) dm(z)|,
n—oo M n—oo 1

by Lemma [£2] it is sufficient to show that ¢f (v0) # 0 for 6 near 0. We know that ¢° (v°) =

[v%dm = 1. Hence, the differentiability of 6 — ¢ at § = 0, established in Appendix [C]

together with the uniform bound on ||v2 || 5 provided by (I7), ensure that for § € C sufficiently
close to 0 and P-a.e. w € Q, ¢ (v°) # 0 as required. O

Proof of Theorem[4l. The proof follows directly from Theorem [Z1] when applied to the case
when
(Y> T) = (X> B)> ]Pn = Hw Sn = Sng(w> ) and w(e) = A(e)

Indeed, we note that (59) holds by Lemma (the absolute values are irrelevant when
0 € R). Furthermore, it follows from Corollary 3.14] that A is continuously differentiable
on a neighborhood of 0 in R satisfying A’(0) = 0 and by Corollary B.I6, we have that A is
strictly convex on a neighborhood of 0 in R. Finally, ¢ does not depend on w by (60). O

4.2 Central limit theorem

The goal of section is to establish Theorem [Bl We start with the following lemma, which will
be useful in the proofs of the both central limit theorem and local central limit theorem.
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Lemma 4.4. There exist C' > 0,0 < r < 1 such that for every 8 € C sufficiently close to 0,
every n € N and P-a.e. w € 2, we have

| [ 8 = ol e)et dm| < Con (63)

Proof. The following argument generalises [28, Lemma II1.9] to the random setting. For
each 6 near 0 and w € €, let

QL f = Lo(f = ¢L(F1e).

Note that, in view of Lemma and differentiability of 6 + v? and 0 — ¢’ (established in
Lemma (see (@) and Appendix [C] respectively), we get that there exists N > 1 such
that ||Q || < N for every w € €, provided 6 is sufficiently close to 0.

In addition, since f — ¢ (f)v? is the projection of f onto H’ along the top Oseledets

w

space Y/, we get that, for every n > 1,
QLM = LE(f = L (Fvd)-

Furthermore, since f —¢2(f)vl = f— ([ fdm)v?, condition[(C3)|and Lemma ZTTI([T) ensure
that there exist K’, A > 0 such that for every n 2 0 and P-a.e. w € €, ||Qg’(")|| < Kle A,

Let 1 > r > e, and let ny € N be such that K'e " < r". Lemma together
with differentiability of 6 + v? and 6 +— ¢’ ensure that 6 — Qf) is continuous in the norm
topology of B. In fact, the uniform control over w € 2, guaranteed by the aforementioned
differentiability conditions, along with Condition ensure that one can choose ¢ > 0 so
that if |0] < e, then || Q% () | < r" for every w € Q. Writing n = kngy + ¢, with 0 < £ < ny,
we get

|o%™) < HHQ””O 1152 1) < 7™ (N/r)" < er™,

o0 w
with ¢ = ( ) Thus,

| [ L8 = 020t dm] < L8 ~ o2l
< L5008~ 00 s = 125705 < e 125

By (I7), there exists K > 0 such that |[2|z < K for P-a.e. w € Q, so the proof of the
lemma is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [B. We recall that ¥2 > 0 is given by ([@9). It follows from Levy’s continuity
theorem that it is sufficient to prove that, for every t € R,
.tSng(w,-) 2522

lim [ e v du,=e 2, forP-ae. we

n—oo
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it t
Assume n is sufﬁciently large so that dim Y;¥" = 1 and vy™ can be chosen as in (@I]). In par-

it it 1t
ticular, fo Y dm = 1 and Eﬁ( " S = (102 AT Yugin, for P-ae. w € Q. Furthermore,
using (34),

7=0 “"oiw
sng(w )  Sng(w,") L ()
== t n’
/el djt, = /eZ viddm = [ LY 0 dm

42257(71) n i it
= [ (0 000" + 0 - 02" ()™ ) dm
it it it (p, it it
= ¢J" (0) - H A+ /ﬁcu\/ﬁ7( )(vg — o™ (V2)vd™) dm.
Lemma [4.4] shows that the second term converges to 0 as n — oo. Also, differentiability of

it
0 — ¢°, established in Appendix [C], ensures that lim,_, ¢ (v2) = ¢2(v2) = 1. Thus, to
conclude the proof of the theorem, we need to prove that

n _it 252
. N _t°y 3
nh_)rrolo U Ao =e 2, forP-ae we, (64)
which is equivalent to
n—1 it 2372
JLIEOZIOg A =— 5 for P-a.e. w € Q.

Using the notation of Lemmas B4 and B we have that \? = H(#,0(0))(ow) and thus we
need to prove that

n—1 . 2302
, Y
nh_)nolo E logH(\/ﬁ O(%)) (07Mw) = ! 5 for P-a.e. w € Q. (65)
Let H be a map defined in a neighborhood of 0 in C with values in L®(Q) by H(#) =

log H(#, O(h)). It will be shown in LemmaEBlthat H is of class C2, H(0)(w) = 0, f] (0)(w) =
0 and

/0)) = [ (o700, + 29000, )O(0), 1) di
Developing H in a Taylor series around 0, we have that

H"(0)(w)

H(8)(w) = log H(6,0(6))(w) = —

6% + R(0)(w),
where R denotes the remainder. Therefore,

it ey _ PH(0)(0"w) -ty
o 1 (5. 017 ) (07 T | Rt Vi) (o),
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which implies that

n—1

t t , . .

ZlogH(%, O(%)) (07Hw) = —=- =Y H"(0)(c"'w) +ZR(it/\/ﬁ)(aJ+1w). (66)
7=0 7=0 7=0

The asymptotic behaviour of the first term is governed by Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem, so

using (B1) in the second equality and Lemma in the third one, we get:

1 ~ t2 t2
lim ——— ZH”(O) It /H” (w) = —51\”(0) = —522 for P-a.e. w € Q.

. ) (67)
Now we deal with the last term of (G6). Writing R(6) = 0°R(#) with limg_,o R(#) = 0, we
conclude that for each € > 0 and ¢ € R\ {0}, there exists § > 0 such that ||R(0)||z~ < & for
all |6] < 6. We note that there exists ng € N such that |it/y/n| < 0 for each n > ng. Hence,

—1 2 n—1 t2 ne
<—Z\R (it/v/n) (o) < — - = =¢,

n 12

R(it/\/n)(c? W)

=0

for every n > ng, which implies that the second term on the right-hand side of (66]) converges
to 0 and thus (65) holds. The proof of the theorem is complete. O

Lemma 4.5. The map H(0) = log H(A,0(0)) is of class C*. Moreover, H(0)(w) = 0,
H'(0)(w) =0 and
H"(0)(w) = /(g(a_lw, V20 + 29(0 7w, )O'(0)4-1,,) dm.

Proof. The regularity of H follows directly from the results in Appendices Bl and B2
Moreover, we have H(0)(w) = log H(0,0(0))(w) =log1 = 0. Furthermore,

H'(0)(w) = m[l)ﬂ(@, 0(0))(w) + (D2H(6,0(0))0'(0)) (w)]-

Taking into account formulas in Appendix [B.Il (25) and ({6]), we have

H'(0)(w) = /g(a‘lw, Yy dm + /O/(O)olw dm = 0.
Finally, taking into account that DysH = 0 (see Appendix [B.2]) we have
DI O6D) 1, 119, 0(6)) () + (Do H (B, 0(8)) 0 (6))(w)]

[H(6,0(0))(w)]”
1 /
+ W[DHH(& 0(0))(w) + (D21 H(9,0(0))0'(8)) (w)]

1 / "
T T 00) @) Pt (0, 00)0'0))(w) + (D H (9, 0(0) 0" (9)) ()]

Using formulas in Appendices Bl and [B:2, we obtain the desired expression for H” (0). O

H"(0)(w) =
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4.3 Local central limit theorem

In order to obtain a local central limit theorem, we introduce an additional assumption
related to aperiodicity, as follows.

(C5) For P-a.e. w € Q and for every compact interval J C R\ {0} there exist C'= C'(w) >0
and p € (0,1) such that

| LM 5 < Cp",  fort € Jand n > 0. (68)

The proof of Theorem [C] is presented in Section 431l In Section [4.3.2] we show that
(ChH)| can be phrased as a so-called aperiodicity condition, resembling a usual requirement
for autonomous versions of the local CLT. Examples are presented in Section 4.3.3]

4.3.1 Proof of Theorem

Using the density argument (see [37]), it is sufficient to show that
Z\/_/ (s + Sng(w,-)) dp, — e W/ u) du

when n — oo for every h € L'(R) whose Fourier transform h has compact support. Moreover,
we recall the following inversion formula

1 A .
h(z) = — [ h(t)e'™ dt.
(@) = 5= [ hie) (70)
By (34), ({Q) and Fubini’s theorem,

Sv/n / B + Sug(w, ) djiy = 222 / / )e! et )) gt dp,,

— ztsh / tSng(w d wdt
27T s (t) 1

M oA
_ 2V s / #5090 g gt
R

sup — 0, (69)

seR

27
_z .
*f e h(t) / L dm dt
R

= —/e?ﬁ /ﬁwﬁ’(n)vgdmdt.

2,2 A
Recalling that the Fourier transform of f(z) = e~ 3 s given by f(t) = @e‘tz/ 2z?

1 h(0) _
2n %2 h d = R — 2nx2
_Qﬂe /R (u) du —27r6

we have

= MO )

_ (0)D / i
DY S
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dt.




Hence, we need to prove that
2 its ~ h E its 2t2
/e\/_h /Eﬁ (20) /eﬁ e dt‘ — 0, (71)

when n — oo, for P-a.e. w € ). Choose 0 > 0 such that the support of h is contained in
[—6,0]. Recall that Efj(n)vf} = ([[}= "N Yol for P-ae. w € Q, and for all # near 0. Then,

for any 6 € (0,6), we have,

zts/\ }AI, 2 its 2t2
—/ /Ef v dm dt — (0) /eﬁ-6_22 dt
2 R

n—1 .
zts A t _it N 52,42
h(— AV —h(0)e” T2 ) dt
L \t|<5\f ( (\/ﬁ) o~ 0) )

sup | —
seR

E its ~ l
‘I’ - e ”h, — / w QSW w 0’"&) - ) dm dt
21 Jjy<sym H o
2 - . . .
S i) [ 00— ) dmar
2m Jy<s
Z oA .
Zvn e h(t) / L5040 dm, dt
27 5<|t|<s

—%h(()) / VeI dt = (1) + () + (II1) + (IV) + (V).
N

The proof of the theorem will be complete once we show that each of the terms (I)—(V)
converges to zero as n — 0o.

Control of (I). We claim that for P-a.e. w € (Q,

n—1
it
L 22t2

/ () TT A — h(0)e )dt‘:().
|t|<dv/n Vn =0

lim sup
n—o0 s€R

Indeed, it is clear that

n—1

it 2,2

n—1
its o~ o t2 ~ %
sup / evr (h(—=) )\J“J_w h(0)e™ )dt' < / h(—) )\J“J_w h(0)e~ dt.
seR | J|t|<dyn vn jll) <dva | VR jll)
It follows from the continuity of & and ([©d) that for P-a.e. w € Q and every ¢,
~ t n—1 _it_ R 52,2
h(—) | | A7 —h(0)e~"2 — 0, when n — oo. (72)

Jw
\/ﬁ ]:0 7

The desired conclusion will follow from the dominated convergence theorem once we establish
the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.6. FOZ’S > 0 sufficiently small, there exists ng € N such that for all n > ng and
t such that |t| < d+/n,

2

on —

Proof. We use the same notation as in the proof of Lemma As before, £(z) denotes the
real part of a complex number z. We note that

DR(E T2 A 0)(07w)) | JROZIZ) Rit/v/A)(o9w)

UJw

Since, by L LS F7(0) (09w) — B2 for P-ae. w € §, we also have that
n 7=0

Hence,

n—1 7rn j 252
— 3 R XfSe H(0)(07w)) < e~ F , for n > ngand every t € R.

We now choose 6 such that |[R(0)||p~ < %2/8 whenever |0| < . Hence, for ¢ such that
[t] < d+/n , we have

n—1 2 n—1 t222
R(it/+/n)(0?w) ‘ < —Z|R (it//n)(07w)| < ~
=0
and therefore -
ROSIZ ROt VA oTw) < =B
which implies the statement of the lemma. O

Control of (IT). We recall that for 0 sufficiently close to 0, v/ as defined in (4I) satisfies
fol v? dm = 1 for P-a.e. w € Q. Thus, to control (II) we must show that for P-a.e. w € Q

-,
- 6
27 Jjy<éym

ﬂlf

H Am —1)dt| = (73)

lim sup
n—oo seR




Using the fact that ¢°(v2) = 1 and the differentiability of 6 + ¢? (see Appendix [C)), we
conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that |¢% (v2) — 1] < C|6| for 6 in a neighborhood of 0
in C. Taking into account Lemma [£.6] we conclude that

n—1 4 it

= = 1 DI =242
IDEF ) -0 < ol [ e
i—0 \/ﬁ 2T | 5

by its ~
e
2 lt|<év/n Vvn

which readily implies (73]).

sup
seR

t|<dv/n

Control of (IIT). We must show that

) A L . .
Jﬁfe%mfwmw—wwmme
27 |t| <& 0

Lemma (4] shows that there exist C' > 0 and 0 < r < 1 such that for every sufficiently small
t, every n € N and P-a.e. w € (),

lim sup
n—o0 sER

| [ 28008 - gttt dm| < €

Hence, provided § is sufficiently small,

) . . . b
lim sup =V ~em’h(zﬁ)/Eff’(")(vf‘]) — () dmdt‘ < hm —\/ﬁHhHLooCT = 0.
[t]<d

n—oo s€eR v

Control of (IV). By the aperiodicity condition |(C5)]

)y
sup vn

seR 2m

s<|t|<é

when n — oo by ([7) and the fact that h is continuous.

Control of (V). It follows from the dominated convergence theorem and the integrability

2,2
of the map t — e~>7~ that

}AL by its 242 }Al h 27:2
&/ eﬁ.e_zzdt‘gﬂ/ —= dt — 0,
2m Jyzévm 2m \tlz&f

when n — oo. O
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4.3.2 Equivalent versions of the aperiodicity condition

In this subsection we show the following equivalence result.

Lemma 4.7. Assume dimY® = 1 and condition [(CO) holds. Suppose, in addition, that
Q is compact and that the map L : Q — L(B),w — L, is continuous on each of finitely
many pairwise disjoint open sets 1y, ...,Q, whose union is 2, up to a set of P measure 0.

Furthermore, assume that for each 1 < j < q, L£:§Q; — L(B) can be extended continuously
to the closure ;. Then, each of the following conditions is equivalent to Condition |(C5):

1. For every t € R\ {0}, A(it) <O0.

2. For every t € R, either (i) A(it) < 0 or (i1) the cocycle R™ is quasicompact and the
equation ' '
S (74)

where vt € S1 and 1, € B* only has a measurable non-zero solution ¥ := {1, }ueo
when t = 0. Furthermore, in this case 72 = 1 and ¥,(f) = [ fdm (up to a scalar
multiplicative factor).

Before proceeding with the proof, we present an auxiliary result for the cocycle R*.

Lemma 4.8. Assume dimY? = 1 and R¥ is quasi-compact for every t € R for which
A(it) = 0. Then, for each t € R, either A(it) <0 or dimY™ = 1.

Proof. Assume dimY? = 1. Tt follows from the definition of £* that A(it) < 0 for every
t € R. Indeed, for every v € B, ||Li]|); = [|[Lo(e@Iv)|; < [|e®@ |} = ||v]|;. Hence,
limy, o = log L5 ™y, < 0. Lemma 22 then implies that A(it) < 0.

Suppose A(it) = 0 for some t € R. Let d = dimY". Then d < oo by the quasi-
compactness assumption. Our proof proceeds in three steps:

(1) Let S; = {z € B : |||y = 1}. Then, for P-a.e. w € Q and every v € Y NS,
€500 = 1.

(2) Assume v € Y is such that ||v||; = 1. Then |v| = v2. In words, the magnitude of v is
given by 12 the generator of Y.

(3) Assume u,v € Y are such that ||v||; = ||u/l; = 1. Then, there exists a constant a € R
such that u = e"v. In particular, d = dimY® = 1.

The proof of step involves some technical aspects of Lyapunov exponents and volume
growth and it is deferred until Appendix Assuming this step has been established, we
proceed to show the remaining two.
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Proof of step [(2)l Let v € Y be such that ||v||; = 1. Consider the polar decomposition

of v, .
v(x) = @ (z),

where ¢, : X — R are functions such that » > 0. Notice that the choice of r(x) is unique.
The choice of ¢(z) (mod 27) is unique whenever r(z) # 0, and arbitrary otherwise. Because

of step for P-a.e. w € Q and n € N, we have ||£f;f’(")v||1 = 1. Also, ||£L(U")|v|||1 =
||££,")7’||1 = 1, where we use |v| to denote the magnitude (radial component) of v. Notice

that £J"r(z) = 10y % and by Lemma 3.3(1),

£7,t (n Z eztSng w,y)+id(y) T(y> . (75)

Tfjn) y=x

In partlcular for each x € X we have |£Zt Mo@)| < L9 (x). Since 1 = ||LEMy|, =

(15 y(2)|de and 1= | £57r|y = [ £57(x)dx, it must be that for ae. z € X,
L5 (2)] = L7 (). (76)

In view of the triangle inequality, equality in (73 holds if and only if for a.e. z € X
such that E&")r(:c) # 0, the phases coincide on all preimages of x. That is, if and only

if eitSnowy+iol) — eitSngwy)TioW) for all y,y € (TS)"(x) (if for some preimage y of
r(y)

(TE7Y ()] o

requirement). Thus, there exists ¢, : X — R such that e®Sn9@y)+ie) = eionoT" W) for

every y such that El(u")r(y) # 0. Thus, for all such y, we have

x the modulus is zero, we may redefine ¢(y) in such a way that it satisfies this

LLMu(y) = Lo B0 (y)) = £ (W) = O L) (1)

Note that if E&")r(y) =0, then Eff’(")v(y) = 0 as well, so indeed equality between LHS and
RHS of ([{7) holds for a.e. y € X.

Notice that, by equivariance of Y, LMy e Y, and the polar decomposition of
LMy s precisely given by the RHS of (77]). Recall that for every n and P-a.e. w € Q,
Eff,(:g Vi, — Y is a bijection. Let v_p, € Y, be such that £Zt,(:fwv_ = v, and let
T_p = |v_n| We recall that by step of the proof lr—nlli = 1. Also, [18, Lemma 20|
implies that for every € > 0 there exists CE > 0 such that ||v_,| < CEeE”||v||. Hence, ||r_,|| <
|lv_nl|l < Cee™||v]|, where we have used the facts that var(|v|) < var(v) and || |v] |1 = ||v]
for every v € B. Notice that [r_, —v2_, dm =0, as both r_,, and v_,  are non-negative
and normalized in L. Thus, (76) applied to v_, and o~ "w, together with yields
| = LSl = ol = 18, (o = v5-n )

< K'e(||r_pll + [00-n,l) < K'e™™(Ce™||v]| + ess supyeql|vl])).

Ir — v

o "w

Let € < A. Then, the quantity on the RHS of (78) goes to zero as n — oo and therefore

r =12, as claimed.
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Proof of step [(3)l Let u,v € Y be such that |Jv]|; = |Jul|; = 1. In view of step [(2)} there
exist functions ¢, 1) : X — R such that v = €?0? and u = €. Since Y/ is a vector space,
we have u +v € Y although u + v may not be normalized in L'. Hence, again using step
, there exist p € R and £ : X — R such that v +u = peigvg. Therefore,

v4u = el 4+ e = pey

Recalling that v is bounded away from 0, we can divide by vg, and take magnitudes (norms)
to get
€™ +e™| = p.

Elementary plane geometry shows that this implies |¢ — 1| is essentially constant (modulo
27). In particular, ¢—1 can take at most two values, say +a. A similar argument, considering
v and v = e““u shows that ¢ — 1) — a can also take at most two values, say £b. Putting this
together, we have on the one hand that ¢ — ¢ — a € {0, —2a}, and on the other hand that
¢ — 1 —a € {b,—b}. Thus, either (i) b = 0, and therefore v = e™u, or (ii) b # 0 and then
¢ — 1) —a = —2a, and therefore ¢ = ¢ — a and v = e .

U

Proof of Lemma [{.77.

Equivalence between Assumption (68) and item (Il). It is straightforward to check
that (68]) directly implies item (). To show the converse, assume the hypotheses of Lemmal4.7]
and item (I). An immediate consequence of upper semi-continuity of ¢ — A(it), as estab-
lished in Lemma [A.3] is that if J C R is a compact interval not containing 0, then there
exists r < 0 such that sup,.; A(it) < r. Let p :=e". Then, for P-a.e. w € Q and t € J, there
exists C,,; > 0 such that for every for n > 0,

15T < Cop™ (79)

In order to show (68]), we will in fact ensure the constant C,,; can be chosen independently
of (w,t), provided (w,t) € Q x J for some full P-measure subset Q2 C Q. We will establish
this result for w € Q = = Miez 0¥ (UL ). Notice that () is o-invariant and, since o is a
P-preserving homeomorphism of €2, then IP’(Q) = 1. For technical reasons regarding com-
pactness, let us consider Q := 1 <1<,$; where IT denotes disjoint union, with the associated
disjoint union topology (so  may be thought of as Uj<;<, ({1} x ), with the finest topology
such that each injection < {I} x @ C Q is continuous). In this way, each {I} x @ € Q
is a clopen set and, since € is compact, so is .

For notational convenience, but in a slight abuse of notation, we drop the ‘{l/}” component,
and identify elements of Q) with elements of €, although points on the boundaries between
Q,’s may appear with multiplicity in Q. For each wy € @ C Q, we denote L, the (unique)
value making w +— £, continuous on ) C . This is possible by the assumptions of
the lemma and the universal property of the disjoint union topology. In addition, notice
that each element of O belongs to exactly one of (,...,€, and therefore it has a unique
representative in €. Hence, there is no ambiguity in the deﬁnltlon of £, for w e Q c Q.
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Let 1 < | < ¢ and note that for every (wo,ty) € 4 x J C Q x J, there is an open
neighborhood U, +,) C QxJ (we emphasize that the topology of Q is used here) and
n = n(wp, ty) < 00 such that if (w,t) € Ugy,) then ||£Zt || < p™. Indeed, let n = n(wy, to)
be such that ||£Zt°’ | < p"/2. Recall that Lemma [B.2] ensures that t — M? := (f(-) —

e"9t) f(.)) is continuous in the norm topology of B, so that (w,t) — LI can be extended

continuously to €; x J for each 1 <1 < ¢, and therefore to all 2 x J. Thus, one can choose
an open neighborhood U, ) C Q x J so that if (w,t) € Uy, then HE” M < p as
claimed.

By compactness, there are finite collections (of cardinality, say, N') A%, ..., AINL cyxJ
andnt, ... nk, € Nsuch that U;V:llAz > (QNQ) x J and for every (w,t) € AN ((QﬂQl) xJ),

it (n v
Lo 7] < p". .

Let ng = max;<j<gmax; <<yt né < o0o0. For each w € Q let 1 < l(w) < ¢ be the
index such that w € Q. Let (w,t) € QO x J, and let 1 < j(w,t) < N'“) be such that
(w,t) € Az((fd{t). Let us recursively define two sequences {my(w, t)}x>0, { Mg(w,t) }x>0 C N as
follows: My(w,t) = 0, mo(w,t) = n]((w)t) M1 (w,t) = My (w,t) + mg(w, t) and myyq(w,t) =

My, (w,t
”i‘((i Mi(w)):),w '

Notice that for every (w,t) € QO x.Jand k € N, my(w,t) < ng. Then, each n € N can be
decomposed as n = (ZZ;S mi(w, t)) + £, where i = i(w, t,n) > 0 is taken to be as large as
possible while ensuring that 0 < £ = {(w,t,n) < ng. Choosing M > 1 such that [|L|| < M
for every (w,t) € 2 x J (possible by Lemma [3.2]), we get

n—1
it,(n ,(m, n V4 n
e < (TSN LS ) < o (M]p) < Cp,
k=0

for every (w,t) € Q x J, where C' = (M/p)™, and (68) holds.

Equivalence of items (I) and (). Assume item (Il) holds, and suppose there exists
t € R\ {0} such that (74)) has a non-zero, measurable solution. By iterating (74]) n times,
and recalling identity (35), we get

67Lt5’ng(w,~)£g*(n) (¢an) — A0 nww’ (80)

with 74" € S'. Lemma ensures Lo (1p) = ¢5n9) L2 () 50 (RT) implies that
L2 o |lg= = ||th]| 5+ Thus, invoking again [I7, Lemma 8.2], lim,, o0 < = log L2 | 5-
0, contradicting item ([Il). Hence, ([74]) only has solutions when ¢ = 0. It is direct to check that
the choice 72 =1 and ¥2(f) = [ fdm provide a solution. Since by hypothesis dimY? =1,
no other solution may exist, except for constant scalar multiples of 0.

Let us show item (2)) implies item (dl) by contradiction. Assume item (2) holds, and
A(it) = 0 for some nonzero t € R. Then, by assumption L£¥ is quasi-compact and by
Lemma 8, dim Y = 1. An argument similar to that in Section 3.7implies that there exist
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non-zero measurable solutions v to L%, = Xffvm and 1 to Li*1,, = Xffww, chosen so that
[volli = 1 and ¥, (v,) = 1 for P-ae. w € Q. Thus, [log|\*|dP = A(it) = 0. Recalling that
1Ly < 1, we get [N < 1 for P-ae. w € Q. Combining the last two statements we get
that || = 1 for P-a.e. w € Q. In view of Lemma B3(1), ¢ yields a solution to (74). Hence,
Condition (2]) implies that ¢ = 0. O

4.3.3 Application to random Lasota—Yorke maps

Theorem 4.9 (Local central limit theorem for random Lasota—Yorke maps). Assume R =
(Q,F,P,o,B,L) is an admissible random Lasota-Yorke map (see Section [2.31]) such that
there exists 1 < q < 00, essentially disjoint compact sets (1, ...,8Q, C Q with U‘;:le =,
and maps {T; : I — I}1<j<q such that T, =T; for P a.e. w € Q;. Let g: @ x X — R be an
observable satisfying the reqularity and centering conditions (24) and (25). Then one of the
two following conditions holds:

1. R satisfies the local central limit theorem (Theorem[d), or

2. The observable is periodic, that is, ({4) has a measurable non-zero solution 1 :=

{}weq with b, € B*, for some t € R\ {0}, v € S'. (See Section [{.9] for fur-

ther information in this setting.)

Proof. Lemma 3.3 ensures that for any n € N and f € B,
LH0f = L5000 ).

In order to verify the quasicompactness condition for R¥ for t € R, we adapt an argument
of Morita [37, [3§]. First note that since the T;, take only finitely many values, then R has a
uniform big-image property. That is, for every n € N,

ess infueq min m(T(J)) > 0,
1< <b 7

where JU(Jnl) R ("b)(n), are the regularity intervals of 74", Indeed, the infimum is taken over

a finite set. Then, the argument of [37, Proposition 1.2] (see also [38]), with straightforward
changes to fit the random situation, ensures that

var(L ™ (f)) = var(L{) ("9 £)) < (24 nvar(e™)) (67" var(f) + Lu(@) || f1l1), (81)

for some measurable function I,,.
Let ng be sufficiently large so that a,, := (2 + ng var(e®9“)))§~m0 < 1. Then,

L5 ()l < anoll 5+ T @) £,

for some measurable function J,,,. Lemma 2.1l implies that x(it) < log(an,,)/no < 0 = A(it).
Thus, the cocycle R is quasicompact. The result now follows directly from Theorem [C] and
Lemma [£.7, which is applicable since w +— L,, is essentially constant on each of the ;. O
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4.4 Local central limit theorem: periodic case

We now discuss the version of local central limit theorem for a certain class of observables
for which the aperiodicity condition |[(C5)| fails to hold. More precisely, we are interested in
observables of the form

g(w,x) =n, + k(w,z), wheren, € R and k(w, -) takes integer values for P-a.e. w € Q,
(82)
that cannot be written in the form

9w, ) = nl, + h(w, ) = hlow, Tu () + puk'(w, ), (83)

for n/, € R, p, € N\ {1} and ¥'(w,z) € Z. Furthermore, we will continue to assume that
g satisfies assumptions (24) and (25)). We note that in this setting ((74)) holds with ¢t = 2,
Yt = e and 1, (f) = [ fdm. Consequently, Lemma .7 implies that does not hold.

Let GG denote the set of all t € R with the property that there exists a measurable function
U: QO x X — S! and a collection of numbers v, € S, w € Q such that:

1. U, € B for P-a.e. we Q, where ¥, := ¥(w,-);

2. for P-a.e. w € (), .
eI o T, = 7,0, (84)

Lemma 4.10. G is a subgroup of (R, +).

Proof. Assume that t;,t, € G and let U/: Q x X — S', j = 1,2 be measurable functions
satisfying ¥/ € B for P-a.e. w € Q, j = 1,2 and 7/ € S*, w € Q, j = 1,2 collections of
numbers such that

eI o T, =W for P-ae. w€ Qand j=1,2.

w

By multiplying those two identities, we obtain that
e—l(t1+t2)g(w,)q:]0_w o Tw — fywq:]w P_a.e. w e Q’

where U (w,r) = U} (w, 2)¥?(w,z) and 7, = 7} - 72 for w € Q and z € X. Noting that ¥
takes values in St, U, € B for P-a.e. w € Q and that 7, € S! for each w € 2, we conclude
that t; + 1t € G.

Assume now that t € G and let ¥: Q x X — S! be a measurable function satisfying
U, € B for P-ae. we Qand v, € S*, w € N a collection of numbers such that (84]) holds.
Conjugating the identity (84]), we obtain that

@I o T, = W, P-ae weq,
which readily implies that —t € G. O

Lemma 4.11. IfA(it) =0 fort € R, thent € G.
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Proof. Assume that A(it) = 0 for some t € R. In Section £.3.2] we have showed that in
this case, dimY" = 1 and if v, € B is a generator of Y satisfying ||v,]l; = 1, then, for
P-ae. w € Q, |v,| =% and

L€ 9,) = 40, (85)
for some 7, € S'. Forw € Q, = € X, set
V()
\I] —
(w, ) o0 ()

Then, VU is S'-valued and ¥, € B for P-a.e. w € €. Set
Py = fy_weitg(w") and @, :=p V,, 0T, wefld

Then, we have that
J10u= 0Pt = [0 o T~ w0 T - W)
= [loul (0l o T i+ [ 10 dp
- [t o Ty die ~ [ TV 0 L)
Since U,, and ¢, take values in S! for each w € €2, we obtain that
S0l (el o T e = [100 e =1
On the other hand, by using (85) we have that
/%\pw(\p—w oT,)du, = /Wg%(\p—w oT,)dm
= /apwvw(\lfw oT,)dm

= /Lw(gowvw(‘lf—gw o T.,)) dm

:/\Il—mﬁw((pwvw) dm

= / \Il—aw'uaw dm

= [V dm

0
Vow

= /v?,w dm




Consequently, we also have that

/%\D—w(\paw o Tw) d,“w = 1a

and thus
/|<1>w — U, |?dp, = 0.
Therefore, '
e" MW, o T = TV, P-ae weQ,
which implies that t € G. O

We now establish the converse of Lemma 111
Lemma 4.12. Ift € G, then A(it) = 0.

Proof. Assume that t € G and let ¥: Q x X — S! be a measurable function satisfying
U, € B for P-a.e. w € Q and 7, € S', w € Q a collection of numbers such that (84) holds.
It follows from (84)) that

V0 (U, 0T,) = %e“g(“")\lfwvg for P-a.e. w € (),

w

and thus
L,(0° (W, 0T,)) = Y LE(W0°)  for P-ae. w € Q.

Consequently, '
U, = Y, LYW ,00)  for P-ae. we Q. (86)

Setting v, := U010, w € Q, we have that
Vy € B, Vo = VL (v,) and vl =1, P-ae. we

Hence, (B6]) implies that '
| L0, |l =1, for P-ae. w e .

Therefore,
1 .
lim = log||£%™v,|y =0 for P-ae. w € Q,
n—oo N
and thus it follows from Lemma 2.2 that A(it) = 0. O

It follows directly from (82]) that 2r € G since in this case (84)) holds with ¥ (w,z) =1
and v, = 2™ ¢ S1 Furthermore, we will show that our additional assumption that g
cannot be written in a form (83]) implies that G is generated by 2m. We begin by proving
that G is discrete.

Lemma 4.13. There exists a > 0 such that
G={ak: ke Z}. (87)
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Proof. Assume that G is not of the form (87) for any @ > 0 . Since G is non-trivial (recall
that 2r € @), we conclude that G is dense. On the other hand, it follows easily from
Corollary [3.14] and Lemma that A(it) < 0 for all ¢ # 0, t sufficiently close to 0. This
yields a contradiction with Lemma .12 O

Lemma 4.14. G is of the form ([87) with a = 2.

Proof. Assume that the group G is not generated by 27 and denote its generator by ¢t €

(0,27). In particular, 2 € N\ {1}. Since ¢ € G, there exists a measurable function

U: Qx X — S and a collection of numbers v, € S, w € Q such that ([84) holds. Writing
Yo = €™, 1, € R and ¥(w,z) = e« for some measurable H: Q x X — R, it follows
from (84)) that

—tg(w,z) =1, + H(w,z) — H(ow, T,x) + 27k (w,z) forw € Q and z € X,
where k’: Qx X — Z. This implies that g is of the form (83]) which yields a contradiction. [
We are now in a position to establish the periodic version of local central limit theorem.

Theorem 4.15. Assume that g has the form [82). In addition, we assume that g cannot
be written in the form [B3). Then, for P-a.e. w € Q and every bounded interval J C R, we
have:

1 2 %

~an? 1,m,(n)+s+1)| =0,
e S L) s )

l=—

Evnp(s + Sng(w, ) € J) -

lim sup
n—oo sER

n—1

where ﬁw(n) = Zi:o Noiw-
Proof. Using again the density argument (see [37]), it is sufficient to show that

1 _
e
V2T

sup
seR

Eﬁ/h(s+5ng(w,~))dﬂw— me? Z h(ﬁw(n)+s+l)' — 0.

when n — oo for every h € L'(R) whose Fourier transform h has compact support. As in
the proof of Theorem [C] we have that

! ) - L
>vn / h(s 4 Spg(w, ")) dpy, = 2—\/5 e h(t) / LM dm dt,
0 T Jr 0
and therefore (using Lemma [3.3))
1
Svi [ s+ Sug(w, ) du
0

) 00 T+2lmw R o 1 '
_ \/ﬁ eztsh(t)eztnw(n)/ Eg")(elts"k(“v')vg) dm. dt

27 l=—oo ¥ —T+2m 0
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o s !
_ v Z / Bt + 20m) e 2m) ) +) / L (") dm dt
B 0

/ H( “S/ L5000 dm, dt

e [ 20

27T —mv/n \/_ 0
where

400
H(t) == Z h(t + 21 ) e/ (M +)

l=—

Proceeding as in [45], p. 787], we have

—e o Zhnw Y+s+1)=

l=—o00

eve - e 2 (dt.
T

H,(0)% / i g2
R

Hence, we need to prove that

2 W\/ﬁ t 'Lts 1 HS E its 2
Hy(—=)ev" ﬁf( "0 o dm dt — ) /ef ez dt' -0,
o vy VLD 0 27 R

when n — oo. For 6 > 0 sufficiently small, we have (as in the proof of Theorem [C)) that

sup
seR

Z 7'( its HS O Z ats 242
enH /E gdmdt—L/eﬁ-e_zz dt
o 2m R
—5 o (H, (L)HM H,(0)e ) di
27 |t|<dv/n \/ﬁ =0 7
N N + in-lo it
+ — eﬁHS(—)/ )\U“f;( I (o, — )dmdt
21 Jiy<syn V' Jo j[[o

2

1
E[ ~eitsI_Is(t)/ th ( (blt( ) ff) dmdt
[t]<d 0

z . L
Zyn e H(t) / L5040 dm, dt
27 s<|t|<m 0
by its 242
— —HS(O)/ eva e~z dt = (I) + (IT) + (II1) + (IV) + (V).
27 =6/

Now the arguments follow closely the proof of Theorem [C] with some appropriate modifi-
cations. In orter to illustrate those, let us restrict to dealing with the terms (I) and (IV).
Regarding (I), we can control it as in the proof of Theorem [C] once we show the following
lemma.
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Lemma 4.16. For each t such that |t| < év/n, we have that H,(<=) — H(0) uniformly
over s.

Proof of the lemma. This follows from a simple observation, that since & has a finite support,
there exists K C Z finite such that

t A o -
HS(ﬁ) = Z h(t/v/n + 2lm)e™Ma(+s)  for each t such that |t| < dv/n and s € R.
leK

Hence,
t N .
|H(—=) — Hy(0)] < _|h(t/v/n + 2lx) — h(2lr)].
v leK
The desired conclusion now follows from continuity of h. O

Finally, term (IV) can be treated as in the proof of Theorem [C] once we note that
Lemmas .11 and [.14] imply that A(it) < 0 for each t such that ¢ < |t| < .
O

A Technical results involving notions of volume growth

In this section we recall some notions of volume growth under linear transformations on
Banach spaces, borrowed from [21} [I0]. We then state and prove a result on upper semi-
continuity of Lyapunov exponents (Lemma [A.3]). We then prove Corollary and Step
in the proof of Lemma .8

Definition A.1. Let (B,| - ||) be a Banach space and A € L(B). For each k € N, let us
define:

o Vi(A) = Supgim ps m%i%g)s), where mg denotes the normalised Haar measure on the
linear subspace E C B, so that the unit ball in Bg(0,1) C E has measure (volume)
given by the volume of the Euclidean unit ball in R¥, and S C E is any non-zero, finite

mpg volume set: the choice of S does not affect the quotient %&gf).

® Di(A) = SUD|y, == oy ||=1 Hle d(Av;, lin({Av; : j < i})), where lin(X) denotes the
linear span of the finite collection X of elements of B, lin() = {0}, and d(v,W) is
the distance from the vector v to the subspace W C B.

o Fi(A) := supgim v—p vy joj=1 [[A0]] = SUDgim v—p Ifvevrgoy [|AV]|/]|v]]-

We note that each of Vi (A), Dr(A) and II¥_, F;(A) has the interpretation of growth of
k-dimensional volumes spanned by {Av;}1<j<k, where the v; € B are unit length vectors.

Given functions F, G : L(B) — R, we use the notation F'(A) ~ G(A) to mean that there
is a constant ¢ > 1 independent of A € L(B) (but possibly depending on k if F' and/or G do),
such that ¢ 'F(A) < G(A) < ¢F(A). The symbols < and 2 will denote the corresponding
one-sided relations. We start with the following technical lemma.
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Lemma A.2. For each k > 1, the following hold:
1. A— Vi(A) and A — Dr(A) are sub-additive functions.
2. Vi(A) = Dy(A) = II5_, Fj(A).

Proof. The first part is established in [10] and [21], for V' and D, respectively.
Next we show the second claim. Assume S C F is a parallelogram, S = Plwy, ..., w] :=
{>2F a;w; - 0 < a; < 1}. Then, [10, Lemma 1.2] shows that

k

mg(S) ~ Hd(wi,lin({wj 1] <i})). (88)

i=1

That is, there is a constant ¢ > 1 independent of E and (wy, . . ., wy), but possibly depending
on k, such that ¢ 'mpg(9) < Hle d(wg, lin({w; : j <i})) < emp(S). By alemma of Gohberg
and Klein [29, Chapter 4, Lemma 2.3], it is possible to choose unit length vy,..., v, € E
such that d(v;, lin({v; : j < i})) = 1 for every 1 < i < k. Then, letting S = Plvy,..., v,
we get that mpg(S) ~ 1 and %E‘;f) ~ [, d(Av;, lin({Av; : j < i})) < Dy(A). Thus,
Vi(A4) S Di(A).

On the other hand, for each collection of unit length vectors wy,...,w, € E, we have
that S := Plwy,...,wg] C Bg(0,k). Hence, mg(S) < k and %ﬁgf) > k7 'map(AS). Tt
follows from (B8] that Vi(A) 2 Di(A). Combining, we conclude Vi (A) ~ Dy(A) as desired.

The fact that Dy(A) ~ II5_, F;(A) is established in [21, Corollary 6]. O

Lemma A.3 (Upper semi-continuity of Lyapunov exponents). Let R? = (Q, F,P, o, B, L?)
be a quasi-compact cocycle for every 0 in a neighborhood U of 68, € C. Suppose that the
family of functions {w — log™ || L || }ecy are dominated by an integrable function, and that
for each w € Q, 0 — LY is continuous in the norm topology of B, for § € U. Assume that
holds, and[(CO) holds (with £ = L) for every 6 € U.

Let N = puf > pf > - > k(0) be the exceptional Lyapunov exponents of R?, enumerated
with multiplicity. Then for every k > 1, the function 0 — pf + pb + -+ + pf is upper
semicontinuous at 6.

Proof. The strategy of proof follows that of the finite-dimensional situation, using the k-
dimensional volume growth rate interpretation of u{ + --- + uf. Recall that (P-
continuity) implies the uniform measurability condition of [10]; see [10, Remark 1.4]. Hence,
[10, Corollary 3.1 & Lemma 3.2], together with Kingman’s sub-additive ergodic theorem
applied to the submultiplicative, measurable function Vj, (see Lemma [A.2|])), imply that
W+ 4 pl = inf, >y L [log Vi(LE™)dP.

Thus, upper semi-continuity of 6 + uf + -+ + p? at 6 would follow immediately once
we show 0 — [log Vk(ﬁg’("))dﬂ” is upper semi-continuous at 6, for every n. From now
on, assume § € U. In view of the continuity hypothesis on § — L’ it follows from
continuity of the composition operation (Li,Ls) +— L; o Ly with respect to the norm
topology on B and [10, Lemma 2.20], that 6 — Vk(ﬁfj(")) is continuous for every n > 1

o1



and P-ae. w € Q. Also, log Vi(LE™) < klog|l£5™| < kZ;:& log™ [1£%; |- When
0 € U, the last expression is dominated by an integrable function with respect to P, by

the domination hypothesis and P-invariance of o. Thus, the (reverse) Fatou lemma yields
[ log Vi (£L™)dP > Tim SUpg_q, J l0g Vie(LE™)dP, as required. O

A.1 Proof of Corollary

We first note that the quasicompactness of R* and condition follow from Remark 241
Thus, Theorem 2.3 ensures the existence of a unique measurable equivariant Oseledets split-
ting for R*.

Recall that, in the context of Corollary 2.5 Lemma [A.2] shows that Vi, Dy : L(B) — R
are equivalent up to a constant multiplicative factor. Thus, [21, Lemma 3] ensures that
Vi(A) and Vi (A*) are equivalent up to a multiplicative factor, independent of A, and the
claim on Lyapunov exponents and multiplicities follows from [I0, Theorem 1.3]. O

A.2 Proof of Lemma 4.8, Step

We recall that for every v € S; = {y € B : |yl = 1}, [|[L%]: = ||Lo(e®“)||; <
[« )y||; = 1, so it only remains to show that inf,cyins, [|[£fv]; = 1. We will use the
notation of Definition [A.1l with the dependence on the Banach space B made explicit, so
that F7(L) := supgiy, v—; infuev, o) z=1 || L[| 5. (In our context either B =B or B = L'.)

Lemma [A.2] and [21], Corollary 6] ensure that V(L) ~ II9_, FF(L). For shorthand, in
the rest of the section we will denote |[v]| := [jv[|s, |v|ly := [[v][z1, EF(L) =: F;(L) and
Fle(E) =: F}(L£), with similar conventions for V;.

By Kingman’s sub-additive ergodic theorem and the relations V(L) ~ II9_, FP(L), each
of the limits (i) lim,_ = log H?Zle»l(Eff’(n) yir) and (i) lim, . + log H?ZIFJ-(EZ’(H) yit) €x-
ists for P-a.e. w € ), is independent of w and in fact it coincides with the sum of the top
d Lyapunov exponents (all of which are equal) of the cocycles (2, F,P, 0, L', {L|y:}) and
(Q,F,P,0,B,{L]yi}), respectively. Thus, these limits agree by Lemma (see [19, The-
orem 3.3| for an alternative argument) and are hence equal to 0, because of the assumption
that A(it) = 0. That is, for P-a.e. w € (2,

1 .
yir) = lim —log H?Zle(ﬁff’(")

n—oo N

: 1 d 1/ pit,(n)
Recall that for P-a.e. w € Q, £ : V' — Y is a bijection, so (L%|y:) " is well defined.
Let Ac = {w € Q: [|(L¥|ys) 7 1 > =} Since ||L¥v]|; < 1 for every v € V' NSy, we
have that F(LY) <1 for every j. Also, if w € A, then Fj(L!|yi) <1 — € and therefore

II9_, F} (L]y) < 1 —e. Thus, for P-a.e. w € €,

1 .
0= lim —logII%_, ¥} (£

n—oo 1

< / log V(L

1 .
vir) = lim = log VH(LE ™))

yit)dP(w) < CP(Ae)log(1 —¢€) <0,

vdP(w) < € [log, Fi(ct
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where C' > 0 is such that for every A : L' — L', V}/(4) < CIIY_,F}(A), as guar-
anteed by Lemma [A.2l Thus, all inequalities in (89) must be equalities and therefore
P(A.) = 0 for every e > 0, which means that [|(L]y:)"!||y = 1 for P-a.e. w € Q. Thus,
inf,eyitns, [[Lv|l1 = 1, as claimed. O

B Regularity of F

In this section, we establish regularity properties of the map F' defined in (38]).

B.1 First order regularity of F'

Let & be the Banach space of all functions V: Q x X — C such that V, := V(w,-) € B
and ess sup,.q||V.lls < co. Note that S, defined in (B0]), consists of those V € 8’ such that
[ Vdm =0forP-a.e. w € Q. Wedefine G: Bc(0,1)xS — & and H: Be(0,1)xS — L>®(Q)
by

G0, W) = Lo sWarrat 0ss) and HOW)w) = [ Lo Wosatoosy)dm

where v? is defined in (IH). It follows easily from Lemmas 2.1T] and B.2] (together with (29)
which implies supjg; K(¢) < oo) that G and H are well-defined. We are interested in
showing that G and H are differentiable on a neighborhood of (0, 0).

Lemma B.1. We have that
var(e?@ ) < |0]e™ var(g(o'w, 1)), for w € Q.

Proof. The desired claim follows directly from condition (V9) of Section applied to f =
g(07'w,-) and h(z) = . O
Lemma B.2. There exists C' > 0 such that

var(e190 @) _ 2000wy < elfi=0lM g, g, (%M 4 gyl forw e Q. (90)

Proof. We note that it follows from (V8) that

-1, . -1
V&I‘(€61g(a w,) 6629(0

wv')) — Var(eezg(o—ilwv')(6(61_92)9(071“’7') _ 1))
S ||602g(0'71“17')||LOo . Var(e(61_02)g(0-71w7') _ ]_)
+var(ef29 ) =0l
Moreover, observe that it follows from (24)) that [|e?29(7 ') ||« < €l On the other hand,
by applying (V9) for f = g(c'w,-) and h(z) = 792 — 1 we obtain

var(e® 02090 @) 1) < |6; — byl M var(g(ow, -).
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Finally, we want to estimate ||e(91_92)9("71w7') — 1||z=. By applying the mean value theorem

for the map z — e®17%2)? we have that for each z € [0, 1],
|e(61—02)g(a*1w,x) — 1] < %M g _g,| . |g(c7 w, z)| < Melf=0%1M |9, — g,

and consequently
He(f)l—ez)g(a*lw«) — g < Melr=02IM 19, _ g,

The conclusion of the lemma follows directly from the above estimates together with (24))
and Lemma [B1] O

Lemma B.3. DyG exists and is continuous on Bc(0,1) x S.

Proof. Since (G is an affine map in the second variable W, we conclude that

(D2GOWYH)w = L2 1 Hor,, forweQandHES. (91)

o lw

We now establish the continuity of DyG. Take an arbitrary (6;, W') € Bc(0,1)xS, i € {1,2}.
We have

| D2G (61, W) = DaG(03, W?)|| = sup || DyG (61, WH)(H) — DaG (62, W?)(H) oo

[Hlloo<1

_ 61 62
= Ssup es8 SupweQH'CJflw,Haflw - E(flw%aﬂwnﬂ
[H]lo<1

Observe that
1£0, Ho1o — L2 Ho1u]l5 = [|Lom1o (P90 — P29 oDy Y]|s
< K () — e
—_ Kvar((6919(071w7') _ 6929(0’71"‘)7'))’}.[0_71“))

(N0 ol g

Take an arbitrary z € X. By applying the mean value theorem for the map z — e29(7 ')
and using (24)), we conclude that

|19(0 W) _ 290 wn) | < preM |9, — 6, (92)
and thus

ess sup, o[ (€29 W) — P29 Nyl < MeM |0y — ] ess sup,eq || Ho-10 11
< MeM|0; — O] ess supyeq|Ho-10lls - (93)
< MeM||H]|oo - |61 — b2l

Furthermore,

Ua,,,((691g(071w,~) o e@zg(0*1w7~))H071w) < Var(eelg(071W7.) o e@zg(0*1w7~)) ) ||KHU*1w||L°°

+ ||6019(0*1w7~) _ 6929(071“’7')”[/00 . V&I‘(HU—IW),
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which, using (@2]), implies that

var ("9 =9 D) ) < (Clgr var(e1907190) =290 700) L MM |6, 63 ) || H]| oo

(94)
It follows from Lemma [B.2] that
DG (61, W) — DoG(02, W?)|| < (KC + 2K Me™)|6; — 6,
which implies (Lipschitz) continuity of DG on B¢ (0,1) x S. O
Lemma B.4. DyH exists and is continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € C x S.
Proof. We first note that H is also an affine map in the variable VW which implies that
(D:H(O,W)H) (w) = /£§1wH01w dm, forweQandH € S. (95)

Moreover, using (92) we have that

| Do H (61, WHH — DoH (02, W?)H|| o = ess sup,cq

/ L0 Hyr,dm — / L2, Ho,, dm‘

= esS SUP,cq

< MeM|0) — 0y ess sup,cqll Ho-10ll1
< MeM|0) — 0y ess sup,cqll Ho-10l5
= M0 — 0o || M,

for every (61, W), (62, W?) that belong to a sufficiently small neighborhood of (0,0) on
which H is defined. We conclude that Dy H is continuous. O

Lemma B.5. D1 H exists and is continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € C x S.

Proof. We first note that
HO,W)(w) = /699(01“")(W01w +v0,,) dm.
We claim that for w € Q and h € B¢(0,1),
(D1H (0, W)h)(w) = /hg(a_lw, NI W+ 00 ) dm = (L(O, W)h),.  (96)

Note that L(6, W) : Bc(0,1) — L*°(€2) is a bounded linear operator. We first note that for
each w € €,

(HO+ h,W)—H(O,W)—L(O,W)h)(w)

25



= /(e(9+h)g(”1“") — ol i) hg(otw, -)609(071&)"))(]/\20—16‘, +00,,) dm.

For each w € Q and x € X, it follows from Taylor’s remainder theorem applied to the
function z — €29 '« that for ||, |h| < :

1

|e(€+h) glc lwz) eeg(crflw,gc) i hg(a_lw, x)eeg(oflw,m” < §M26M|h|2. (97)

Hence,
1
[ H(0+h, W) —H(O,W) — L0, W)h|[1=~ < §M26M|h|2(IIW||oo + [10°]|s0),
and therefore

nl L\ H(0 4 h, W) — H(0,W) — L8, W)h||1e — 0, when h — 0.

We conclude that ([@6]) holds. Furthermore,
(D1H (01, Whh)(w) = (DLH (62, W?)h) (w)
N /hg(a_lw, ')6919(071%')(1/\};*10.) + Ugflw) dm
— [ hglo o e W 08 ) i

B /hg(o-_lw’ ')eelg(071W7.)(Wclr*1w - nglw) dm

+/hg(a‘1w,~)(eelg(”1“’") _ ef29(e7w) )(Wg +00,,) dm.
Note that
ess Sup,,cq /hg(a_lw, DI WL W2 Y dm| < [h|MeM W — W[
and, using (92)),

ess Sup,,cq

/hg(a_lw, (9o — gf2a@ e W2 L 00 Yy dm
< |R[MPeM]0) — 0] (R + [[0°]]0),
if W? € Bs(0, R). Hence,
IDyH (61, W") — Dy H (62, W)|| < MeM W' = W2 loo + MM [0 — 02| (R + [|[0°]| o),

which implies the continuity of D H. O
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Lemma B.6. DG ezists and is continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € C x S.
Proof. We claim that for w € Q and t € C,
(D1G(O.W)t) = Lo1,(tg(0 w, )T I (W,may +001,)) =t (LIOW))o.  (98)
Note that L(6,V) : Bc(0,1) — S’ is a bounded linear operator. We note that
(GO+t,W)—GO,W)—LOW)E),
= Loy, (€009 w) _ 9lo™iw) _pq(6=1y NP9 N W 400, ),
and therefore
(GO + h W) —G(0,W) = L6, W)h)|s
< K|(e09 ) — 907 — g (o, ) Wy + 0l
= K var((e@09007 ) _ 0900w (51 )90 ) (W, + 00 4))
+ K[| (el#090 ) — o) — (g7, )TN Wiy 4 01,1
In the proof of Lemma [B.5 we have showed that

0708 B0 (g, e o < MM 2

Moreover, by applying (V9) for f = g(c~'w, ) and
h(z) = @+ _ 02 pye02,
one can conclude that
var((e@+09e ™ w) _ 9le™ws) _pp(g=1y )efl0TIey < Ot (99)

The last two inequalities combined with (V8) readily imply that

o ||G(9 +t, W) - GO, W) — L(O,W)t||.o - 0, whent — 0,

which implies (O8). Moreover,
(D1G(01, W't — D1 G(02, W?)t),
= 1L, 1,(g(0 ™ w, ) ("9 T) — PR WL 0l )
— L1 (g(0 ™ w, )BT W = W),

Proceeding as in the previous lemmas and using (02)) and Lemma [B.2] together with a simple
observation that

Var(g(a_lw, ~)(e€19(”71w7') _ 6929(0’1%'))) < Mvar(eelg(crflw,v) _ ng(071w7v))

+var(g(ow, ) [l

w,') _ 6929(‘771"‘)7') ||Loo’

we easily obtain the continuity of D;G. 0
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The following result is a direct consequence of the previous lemmas.

Proposition B.7. The map F defined by ([BY) is of class C* on a neighborhood (0,0) € CxS.
Moreover,

Eg—l o~ lw d
L0 Hory — J Lot TGO, W)., — He,

(DyF(0,W)H),, = [H(0,W)(w)]?

H(0,W)(w)
forwe Q and H €S and

1 — o w,-
ULFMWW»=;ﬂ;WW@£fm@wl%JJ“ ’mMﬂw+ﬁ4d)
[ glo=w, )ela@ ) (W, 1, + 00, ) dm

[H (0, W) (w)]”

for w € Q, where we have identified Dy F(6,WV) with its value at 1, and G is as defined at
the beginning of Section [B.1l

‘Cgflw(Woflw + Ucorflw%

B.2 Second order regularity of F
Lemma B.8. Dy H and Dy H exist and are continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € Cx S.

Proof. We first note that it follows directly from (@5)) that Dy H = 0. We claim that
((D12H(O,W)h)H)(w) = h / glo™ w, )OIy L dm, forweQ, HeSandheC.

(100)
Indeed, we note that

((DyH(O + h, W) — DyH (0, W) H)(w) = / (e@+Malo™ w) _ balo™twyqy o dm.
Hence, using (97]),
(a4 1,) = DHE WD) ~ 1 [ gl o 00, dm

‘/ Otmgto™te) _ 9l 1e) — hg(olw, )9O Py, dm'

1
< SN Hyr < MM B s
Thus,
ess Supycq |((DoH (0 + h, W) — DyH(O,W))H)(w) — h/g(a‘lw, -)699("71“")7{07% dm)
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< S MM H

N —

which readily implies (I00). We now establish the continuity of DisH. By (02), we have
that

[((D1zH (6:, WHYH)(w) = (DraH (62, W hYH) ()
= \h\\ / glo™tw, ) (9] — TN A dm
< ‘h‘M2€M“91 - ‘92| : ’|Hcr*1w||3'

Thus,
| D12 H (61, W) — DioH (62, W?)|| < M6, — 65,

which implies the continuity of Do H. O

Lemma B.9. D1 H and Dy H exist and are continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € CxS.

Proof. By identifying Dy H (6, ) with its value in 1, it follows from (96)) that
(DLH (0, W) (w) = / (o™ w, )TN W, L 00, ) dim.

We claim that

(D11H(O,W)h)(w) = h/g(a‘lw, D29 (W, 400 ) dm,  for w € Q and h e C.

(101)
Indeed, observe that

(DLH (6 + h, W))(w) — (DL H (0, W) (w)

B / g0~ e, Y (HIIT) — HTTD) Woryy 4 0),) dm.
Hence, using (97)), we obtain that

ess SupP,cq

(D1H(O+ h,W))(w) — (D1H(0,W))(w) — h/g(a_lw, -)2695](071“)")()/\}0—1&, +v2..,) dm‘

= €SS SUP,,cn

/ 90\, ) (I ) _ oo g (g, eI W,y 40, dm’

< ZMBMBP(IW]oo + [0 0),

N —
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which readily implies that (I01]) holds. We now establish the continuity of Dy H. It follows
from (O2) that

(D11 H (61, WHh)(w) — (D11 H (62, W?)h)(w)|

= |h| - ‘/ o lw,)? ol e, DWW, F00) dm—/g(a‘lw,-)Qeezg("1“")(W31w+vglw)dm‘
< |h - '/g(a‘lw, D2efrale e (Wl 0 Y dm — /g(a_lw, D229 e (Wl 0 ) dm'

+ |hl - ‘/g(a_lw,~)2ee2g(" (VV1 1, F00,) dm — / o lw, )% b2g(0 ™ w,) (VV2 +vglw)dm‘
< |h| - (M3€M|91 = 2| (Wl + [[0°]]00) + MM W' — quoo)

for P-a.e. w € €2, which implies the continuity of Dy;H. Furthermore, we note that D H is
affine in W, which implies that

(DaHOW)H)(w) = /g(a_lw, DePIT e dm.

Continuity of Dy H follows easily from (92]). O
Lemma B.10. DG and D15G ezist and are continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € CxS.
Proof. 1t follows directly from (@I]) that DyeG = 0. We claim that

(D12G(0, W)A(H)) = hLo-10,(g(c w, )9 )N 1)) forwe Q, H €S and h e C.

(102)
Indeed, we first note that

(DoG (0 + h, W) — DyG(O,W))(H)y = L1, (0Tl 0) _alewygy ).
We have that
1£o-1( (e (O+h)gle~ wy) eeg(o*w,-) — hg(o™'w, .)699(0*1w«))7_[071w)||3
< K||(eHMolr ) — folo e hg(a w0, )N H |
— K var((e@M9e e _ bolews) _po(o=1y )t e )
+ K[| (o) — o) — g0 w, ) ) H o
< K var(e@+M ) _ 09w o (g P90 [ Mo || e
+ K’|e(9+h)g(0*1w,~) _ efglo w) hg(o~'w, .)699(0*1w,~)||Lw -var(Hy1,,)
K@) 900790 gl )07 - [
It follows from (@7)) and (@9) that

1 _ _
— sup ||L,-1,((e O+h)g(o™ we) _ ofglo™ wy) _ hg(a_lw, -)699(" 1w7.))H071w)||B — 0,
h] 3o <t
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when h — 0, which establishes (I0Z). It remains to establish the continuity of Di2G. We
have

I(D12G (01, WHR(H))w — (D12G (02, W?)M(H))o |15

= [h] - 1€ 10(g(0 ™ w, ) (90T ) — 290N )

< K|h| - [lg(c™ w,

)( b1g(c ™ w,) _ 929(071“’7‘))%071“}”3
= K|h| - var(g(o™ w, ) (M7 — BTN H )

+ Kb |g(0™ w, ><e9w ) P9 Ny
< K|h| - var(g(o ™ w, -) (M9l e e%g("*“v')))-||%Uﬂw||1
+ KM|h| - ||eh9 @) — gfeglo e ~>||Loo.var(%rl)

-1y

+ KM|h| . ||6619(rlw,-) 629 ||Loo . ||HJ lel

Moreover,

-1 -1

Val"(g(O'_lw, .)(6919(0 w,) 6029(0*14«1;))) < Mvar(661g(0*1w7.) _ ofealo

w,~))

+var(g(o™w, ) - [|e90 ) — el
which together with ([02) and Lemma gives the continuity of Dy>G. 0
Lemma B.11. DG and DG ezist and are continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € CxS.
Proof. By identifying D1G(6, W) with its value in 1, it follows from (O8] that
DiGO W)y = Lo-14,(g(0 w, ) I W,y +124)), we

We claim that

(DGO W)y = hLg-1,(g(0 w, )29 ) (W 1y, + 00 ). (103)
Indeed, we have

| D1G(0 + h, W), — D1G(O, W)y, — hLy-1,(g(0c w, ')2699(071%')(1/\/071“, + U271w))||3
_ Hﬁoflw(g(a_lw, _)(e(e—l-h)g(a'*lw,-) _ 09(071w7v) . hg(a_lw ) 09(071“"))(1/\/0716‘, + UO, ))HB
< KHg(U_lw (e (O+h)g(o ™ w,) _ fg(o ™ w hg(a w, ) o )( - 1w+% )lls

= var(g(o ™ w, ) (eI — PR g (o, )TN ) (W 4 05-1,,)
+llg(0 ™ w, )( (Oremgto ™) — 9075) — (o™, )N Wiy + 001,

< var(g(otw, ) (eI — P00 g (o, e )) Wy 00l
+llg(0 ™ w, )( (Oremgto ™) — 90 75e) — g (o™, )0 ) o - var (Wi + 00 1,)
+ M| eCHmate ) — f9075) — hg(g7 e, e o - Wt 4 01
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and therefore (I03]) follows directly from (@7]) and ([@9). We now establish the continuity of
D11G. Observe that

(D11 G (01, W)y — (D11 G (62, W?)h) |5
= |B] - | Lo1(g(o w, ) 2eM9C WL b0l ) — g0 w, )20 W2 b0l )) s
< KR - [lg(o w, )29 ) (W, 400 ) — g(o7w, )29 e (W2, 100 ) s

1,
< K[h| - g(o w, )00 W), 4 0h0,) — g0 w, )2 W, +0)-,) |
+ K|h| - lg(o w, )% I W), 4 0)n,) = glow, )%™ I W 4 o) s

The continuity of Dj;G now follows easily from (02)) and Lemma [B.2l Finally, we note that
DG is an affine map in W and therefore

(D21G(9> W)H)w = ‘Caflw(g(ah_lwa ')665](071%.)%0*1“}%
which can be showed to be continuous by using (02) and Lemma [B.2] again. O

The following result is a direct consequence of the previous lemmas.

Proposition B.12. The function F defined by [B8) is of class C? on a neighborhood (0,0) €
CxS.

C Differentiability of ¢/, the top space for adjoint twisted
cocycle R

We begin with some auxiliary results.
Lemma C.1. There exists C' > 0 such that

L0 — L0 < |6, — 6|,  for 61,0, € Be(0,1) and w € Q. (104)
Proof. For any f € B we have that

1L f = L2 flls = (| Lo(en9) f — P29 f)||g < K[| (M9 — P20 £ 5
= KV&I((eelg(w") _ 6929(w,')>f) 4 K||(691g(w,-) - e@gg(w,-))le

The claim of the lemma now follows directly from (@0) and (92]). O

Lemma C.2. The following statements hold:

1. There exists K" > 0 such that
1£5Mp|lge < K"e || ¢||g-  for ¢ € B* such that $(v0) =0 andw € Q,  (105)
with A > 0 as in|(C3);
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2. Let ¢° € B* be as in (58). Then,

ess Supyeqll@” |5 < oo.

(106)

Proof. Let 11, denote the projection on B onto the subspace B° of functions of zero mean

along the subspace spanned by v2. Furthermore, set

Y(w) = inf{[|f +glls: f € B’ ge€span{v)}, |flls=lgls=1}.

As in Lemma 1 in [14] we have that ||TL,|| < 2. Take now arbitrary f € B°, g € span{v®}

such that || f|lz = ||g|lz = 1. It follows from [-] that

If +9ls > KnHﬁ (f+9)lls > Kn(||ﬁ("9||3 1£5 £11s)-
Writing g = A with [A] = 1/]|v2]|, it follows from (I7) that

[ 0 P
1£80glls = |- o lls = ozl > Denelt > —
g [flls = Tellls = K

where K = ess sup,q||v2|ls < co. By [(C3)]and (I07),

1 > —An
1+ glls > (1K = K'e™™).

Then, we can choose n, independently of w, such that

1
= 1/K — K'e™™) >0
€ Kn(/ ) >0,

which implies that v(w) > € and thus
ess sup,collll || < 2/€ < oo.

Therefore, for ¢ that belongs to annihilator of v2, using [(C3)|and (T08) we have

Mwwwwwwgwnzmw@mawm
IfII< IflI<1

< K'e|¢|l5 - [[Tyno|
2K’

for every n > 0. We conclude that (I05) holds with K" = 2K’ /e.

(107)

(108)

Finally, (I06]) is follows directly from the straightforward fact that for P-a.e. w € Q,

= [ fdm.
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Next, we consider B* with the norm topology, and associated Borel o—algebra. Let

N = {CD: 1 — B* : ® is measurable, ess sup,,cq||P.,

g < 00, ®,(v2) =0 for P-ae. w € Q}

B < OO},

where @, := ®(w). We note that N and N’ are Banach spaces with respect to the norm

and

N = {<I>: Q — B : ® is measurable, ess sup,cq || Py

[®][oe = ess sup,cqllPull5--
We define G : Bc(0,1) x NV — N’ by
91(9, (I))w = (Ei)*(q)aw + ¢2w)’ w € L

It follows readily from (27) and (I06) that G, is well-defined. Furthermore, we define
Gs: Be(0,1) x N — L*(Q) by

Go(0, @) (W) = (P + @2 )(LEVY), we Q.
Again, it follows from (I7), [27) and (I06]) that G, is well-defined.
Lemma C.3. DyG; exists and is continuous on Be(0,1) x N.
Proof. We first note that G, is an affine map in the variable ® which implies that
(DyG1 (0, )W), = (LE)V,,, forwe Qand ¥ e N.
Moreover, using ([I04]) we have
| D2G1 (601, @) — DGy (0, )| = sup || D2G1 (61, @YW — DyGi (0, D)V || o

[¥]leo<1

= Ssup ess SU-pweQH(Ef;l)*\Daw - (EZQ)*\I/UOJHB*
[1¥][oo <1

< Cl6, — 604,
for any (61, ®'), (62, ®*) € Be(0,1) x N. Hence, DoG; is continuous on Be(0,1) x . O
Lemma C.4. DG, exists and is continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € C x N.

Proof. We claim that

1

(D1G1(8, 2)h)o(f) = (Pow + 05,) (Lus(hg (0w, )™ f)), (109)

for f € B,w € 2 and h € C. Denote the operator on the right hand side of (I09) by L(6, ).
We note that

(G1(0 + 1, @)y = Gi(0, @)y — hL(O, D)) (f)
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= (P + ) (Lo (PHMT0) — M) — g (o™, )7 0) ).
Therefore, it follows from |[(C1)| that

1G1(0 + h, @) — G1(0,P) — hL(0, P)||
= €SS SUP,cq SUP |(<I>Uw + @2 ) (Lo, (e (07 w) _ gfglo™ ) _ hg(o tw, -)695](071&)"))]}))‘

Iflls<

< K([[ @]l + H¢0||oo) €55 Sup,eq sup [|(eTMIOTI) — O —pg(g7 e, ) £ s

Iflls<1

By ([@7) and ([@9), we conclude that
1
lim |Gy (6 + h, @) — G1(0, ) — hL(0, D)o = 0,
h—0 h
and thus (I09) holds. Moreover,

(D1G1(01, 2)h)oo(f) — (D1Gi (62, @*) D)., (f)
= (P, — 05 )(ﬁw(hg(a w, )9 f))
+ (D2, + 00.) (Lu(hg(o™ w, ) (M9 “N)),
which in view of 24), (@0) and (@2)) easily implies that D;G; is continuous. O
Lemma C.5. DyG, exists and is continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € Be(0,1) x N.

wf) — €€2g(071

Proof. We note that G is affine map in the variable ® and hence
(D9Ga (6, D) W) (w) = W, (L220), w e
It follows from (I04]) that

| DaGo (61, @) — D2Go (02, ®%)|| = sup | DaGa(01, @)U — DaGo (6, %) V|| 1o

[Wlloo<1

01,,0 02,,0
= Sup esS Supweﬂ|\110w(£wlvw - ‘szvw)|
[Wloo<1

< Ol — ba] - ess sup,eqllvi s,
and thus (in a view of (7)) we conclude that DyGs is continuous. O
Lemma C.6. DG, exists and is continuous on a neighborhood of (0,0) € C x N.
Proof. We claim that
(D1Ga(0, ®Yh)(w) = (Poy + 00,) (Lus(g(0w, )™ N0)) heCwe.  (110)
Let us denote the operator on the right hand side of (I10) by R(6,®). We have that
(G2(0+ h, @) — Go(0, ) — hR(A, P))(w)
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1

= (B + 95 (Laf (P97 0) — 0T 1) — g L, )BT D)),

w

Therefore, it follows from |[(C1)| that

1G2(0 + h, @) — Go(0, @) — hR(0, D) || 1
— ess SUPWGQK@(M + ¢0 )( (( 0+h)g(o~ w,) eeg(rlw,) . hg(O'_lbd, _)eeg(aflw,)),UO)”

w

< K (|P]loc + [[6°[|oc) €55 supeqll(e®H9177) — #9750 — (g7, )] | 5.
By (I@), [@7) and ([@9), we conclude that
1
lim —|[G2(0 + h, @) — G2(0, ) — hR(0, ®)| . = 0.
h—0 h
Thus, (II0) holds. Moreover,

(D1Go (61, ®1)h)(w) — (D1Ga(6:, D*) ) (w)
= (B, — @2 ) (Lo (hg(o™ w, - )eh 9l )y0))

w

( 2o B0u) (Lu(hg(ohw, ) (19007 — halr ) 0)),

which in view of [(C1)] 24)), (A0) and ([@2)) easily implies that D;Gy(61, ') — D1Gy (0o, P?)
when (0;, ®') — (0, ®?). Hence, DG, is continuous. O

Let
(L) (Pow + 95,)
 (Pow + 99,)(L0)

Proposition C.7. The map G is of class C* on a neighborhood of (0,0) € C x N'. Further-
more,

g(é), (I))w - (I)w - (bg (111)

(L) Vo Wou(LEvy)
Ga(0, @) (w)  [G2(0, @) (w)]?

Proof. The desired conclusion follows directly from Lemmas [C.3], [C.4] and after we
note that G»(0,0)(w) =1 for w € Q. O

((D2G(6, @) ¥)., = SG1(0,®), -V, weQVeN. (112)

Lemma C.8. D,G(0,0) is invertible.

Proof. By ([12),
(D2G(0,0)W), = LV, — ¥, forwe Qand ¥ e N.

Now one can proceed as in the proof of Lemma to show that (I05) implies the desired
conclusion. 0
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It follows from Proposition [C.7, Lemma [C.8 and the implicit function theorem that there
exists a neighborhood U of 0 € C and a smooth function F: U — AN such that F(0) = 0
and

GO, F@) =0, forfeU. (113)
Finally, set
F(O)w + 3
(F(O)e + ¢2)(v8)
Using the differentiability of # — v?, we observe that there exists a neighborhood U’ C U
of 0 € C such that U(6) is well-defined and differentiable for § € U’. Furthermore, we note
that ¥ (), (v’) = 1. Finally, it follows from (1)) and (I13) that

(L5 W(0)ow = CLU(0)or

for some scalar C?. The arguments in Subsection B.7 imply that ¢? = ¥(#),,. Therefore, we
have established the differentiability of 8 — ¢°.

v(), = forwe Qand 0 € U.
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