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ABSTRACT. Markov expanding maps, a class of simple chaotic systems,
are commonly used as models for chaotic dynamics, but existing numer-
ical methods to study long-time statistical properties such as invariant
measures have a poor trade-off between computational effort and ac-
curacy. We develop a spectral Galerkin method for these maps’ trans-
fer operators, estimating statistical quantities using finite submatrices
of the transfer operators’ infinite Fourier or Chebyshev basis coefficient
matrices. Rates of convergence of these estimates are obtained via quan-
titative bounds on the full transfer operator matrix entries; we find the
method furnishes up to exponentially accurate estimates of statistical
properties in only a polynomially large computational time.

To implement these results we suggest and demonstrate two algo-
rithms: a rigorously-validated algorithm, and a fast, more convenient
adaptive algorithm. Using the first algorithm we prove rigorous bounds
on some exemplar quantities that are substantially more accurate than
previous. We show that the adaptive algorithm can produce double
floating-point accuracy estimates in a fraction of a second on a personal
computer.

1. INTRODUCTION

One-dimensional full-branch Markov uniformly expanding maps are an
important class of chaotic dynamical systems: as well as being common toy
models, complex chaotic systems may be reduced to this class, for example
by inducing. Mathematically, these maps are endomorphisms f on a com-
pact and connected one-dimensional manifold A for which there are a set of
disjoint open intervals (O,),er of full measure such that the f|o, are injec-
tive with f(O,) = A, and on the O,, f is differentiable with [f'| > A > 1. A
standard example of such a map is the Lanford map, defined on [0, 1] with

f(z) =22+ 32(1 —2) mod 1.

E-mail address: ca.wormell@gmail.com.
Key words and phrases. Chaotic dynamics, circle maps, interval maps, invariant measures,
transfer operators, spectral methods.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.04431v4

2 SPECTRAL GALERKIN METHODS FOR TRANSFER OPERATORS

Many significant properties of these maps can be determined from a linear-
algebraic object: the so-called transfer operator £ : BV (A) — BV(A) with
action

(1) (Lo)x) = Y
fly)=z

1
()]

?(y),

where BV (A) denotes the space of functions of bounded variation on A. For
example, the central limit theorem for the long-time average of an observable
¢ € BV(A) for initial condition z( sampled from a BV density can be
written

Z?:O ¢(fz($0)) - 7’L<¢> n— 00
op(¢)vn

with formulae for the parameters

(2) (&) = /A opda

4 N(0,1),

(3) o3($) == /A 6 S L((6-(8)) p)dr,

n=—oo

where the so-called invariant density p is the unique l-eigenfunction of £
with [, pdz = 1.

Transfer operator problems cannot in general be solved analytically, and
numerical approaches are therefore of prime importance. One scheme that
has been widely studied in the literature is Ulam’s method, whereby one
projects the transfer operator onto a subspace of characteristic functions
(i.e. discretises the phase space) and computes statistical properties on this
discretisation ﬂa] Ulam’s method is effective for a broad array of families of
chaotic systems ﬂg, H, @], and in particular Ulam estimates for a variety of
statistical quantities have been proven to converge for uniformly expanding
maps ﬂ, E] Higher-order generalisations of Ulam’s method have also been
used, in particular to compute quantities such as linear response that require
a higher degree of regularity B], theory for a wavelet-based method has also
been developed ] At the same time, Pollicott, Jenkinson and others have
presented a completely different approach, wherein one computes statistical
properties using the theory of dynamical zeta functions: this involves com-
puting sums over periodic orbits of the system ﬂﬂ, ] Zeta function-based
methods have furnished the most accurate estimates in the literature.

The approach we take in this paper is to construct a so-called spectral
Galerkin approximation, whereby one considers the transfer operator of the
dynamical system of interest and functions it acts on in a basis of orthogonal
polynomials and restricts to finite-dimensional spaces Ey < BV spanned
by low-index elements in the orthogonal basis.

We consider the Fourier exponential basis ej(x) = ¢**, k € Z, which
is orthogonal in L2([0,27)), and the Chebyshev polynomial basis Tj(z) =
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coskcos™! z, k € N, which is orthogonal on [—1, 1] with respect to the weight
(1 _ $2)—1/2.

In our theoretical results we find that, providing the maps under consid-
eration exhibit sufficient regularity, these kinds of spectral methods provide
up to exponentially fast convergence with a small numerical outlay. Our
main theoretical results are that spectral Galerkin estimates of acims and
the 1-resolvent converge exponentially fast in the approximation order N
for analytic maps, and as O(N25~") for C" maps (we will be more specific
about the kinds of map we consider in Section [Z1]). The algorithmic out-
lay of our method is O(N?). These results are summarised respectively in
Corollaries [l and 2 in Section

We obtain these results by defining a so-called solution operator that al-
lows one to access transfer operator resolvent data at eigenvalue 1 (Theorem
[ in Section 2.2]), and then showing that spectral Galerkin approximations
of this solution operator converge at the aforementioned rates (Theorem [2]).
These rates of convergence are determined via bounds on entries of the spec-
tral basis matrix representations of transfer operators, proved in Theorems
Bl

This theoretical work carries out some of the directions for further re-
search suggested in M], which proved convergence of eigenvalue and eigen-
vector estimates of transfer operators of circle maps in a wavelet basis (a
transformation of a Fourier basis). In particular, we extend from periodic
intervals to non-periodic intervals, and establish quantitative convergence
rates for the invariant density and resolvent data at the eigenvalue 1.

To illustrate the power of spectral methods, we apply a rigorously justi-
fied spectral method to the Lanford map to get bounds for the Lyapunov
exponent and diffusion coefficient to 123 decimal places (see Theorem [l in
Section 2.2)).

We also demonstrate that adaptive spectral methods allow for very fast
and user-friendly computation of statistical properties, via an implementa-
tion of transfer operator spectral methods in the Julia package Poltergeist.
Using Poltergeist, the quantities in Theorem [l may be estimated in under
0.1 seconds on a personal computer to 13 decimal places of accuracy; the
package also allows for computation of a great many statistical quantities
not included here.

The rates of convergence we obtain compare very favourably with other
approaches. While set-based approaches (Ulam’s method) cover a much
larger class of maps than we consider, they have an optimal convergence
rate of only O(log(N)/N) irrespective of regularity, where N is the size of
the Ulam matrix. Spectral methods are also significantly more efficient than
algorithms that use periodic orbits to calculate statistical quantities: in the
case of analytic maps, these algorithms converge superexponentially in the
order (i.e. maximum length of periodic orbits), but the number of periodic
orbits that must be computed, and hence the computational cost, grows
exponentially with the order HIE, @] In terms of computational power P,
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which is the relevant quantity in practice, periodic orbit algorithms have
error O(e_k(l"g P )2) as opposed to the spectral method’s convergence rate of
O(e=+P'"™).

Consequently, the illustrative numerical bounds we obtain in Theorem
are well beyond the practicable capabilities of other numerical results.
The previous best rigorous bound on the Lyapunov exponent found in the
literature was Legp = 0.657540.0015 obtained by Ulam’s method in HQ], the
diffusion coefficient was calculated in E] to less than one significant figure of
accuracy and ﬂﬁ], which had an estimate correct to 55 significant figures, of
which 17 were rigorously validated. For comparison, we use a comparable
amount of computational power to obtain 127 and 123 validated significant
figures respectively (see Section [41] for further details).

Similarly, our adaptive algorithms provide a much higher degree of ac-
curacy for practical uses than previous algorithms. This is of great use in
broader study of chaotic dynamics, as having rigorous (or at least very reli-
able) algorithms at one’s disposal allows one to easily explore mathematical
phenomena for which analytical results may not yet exist. An example of
such an endeavour is in |10], where the authors make use of a Fourier spec-
tral method to explore a particular rate of convergence in linear response
theory, directing a subsequent proof. We hope that our spectral methods
become a useful tool in theoretical and numerical study of chaotic systems.

There are several further directions for research. Numerical results in-
dicate that the actual rates of convergence are slightly better than what
we prove in this paper (see Section .2]), and a different theoretical ap-
proach may yield the optimal convergence rates. While our paper is set
in function spaces with bounded variation norms, most of our results are
largely agnostic to the function space used. It would in particular be useful
for justifying linear response estimates to prove convergence of the spectral
method on appropriate scales of spaces. While the convergence of eigen-
values and eigenvectors was proven (without quantitative bounds) in M],
we also have some numerical evidence for convergence of dynamical de-
terminant estimates. Our results may be extended to higher dimensions,
possibly including maps with contracting directions. A significant problem
with extending to higher dimensions, however, is that the number of basis
functions necessary to compute estimates of a given accuracy will increase
exponentially with the dimension: this may be remediable to a limited ex-
tent by using bases of smooth, compactly-supported wavelets HE, @], which
could lower the complexity as a result of their sparse structure. Finally,
by constructing efficient numerical inducing schemes, it seems likely that
our methods can provide fast and accurate estimates of statistical proper-
ties for almost all major classes of one-dimensional chaotic maps, such as
non-Markov expanding maps, intermittent maps and quadratic maps.

Our paper is structured as follows. In Section 2l we define the classes of
maps pertinent to our results, and introduce the main theorems. In Section
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we describe the algorithms we use that demonstrate the possiblities of
transfer operator spectral methods, and in Section Hl we give illustrative
results from these algorithms. Finally, in Section Bl we prove the theoretical
results of the paper.

2. SET-UP AND MAIN THEOREMS

In this section, we summarise the paper’s chief mathematical develop-
ments. We will first set up the problem, introducing the maps under con-
sideration. We then present the important results of the paper: Theorem
[ characterising an operator that explicitly solves many typical transfer op-
erator problems; the main theorem, Theorem Bl which gives convergence of
spectral operator estimates and Corollaries [l and Bl which give convergence
of acims and other statistical properties as a result; and finally Theorems
and [ bounding the magnitude of transfer operator spectral coefficient
matrix entries Ljj, which are central to the proof of Theorem 2l We finally
present two rigorously validated bounds on the Lyapunov exponent and a
diffusion coefficient of the Lanford map, obtained via a rigorous implemen-
tation of our spectral method.

2.1. Systems under consideration. We first introduce the two generic
classes of maps we will consider; we will then introduce a set of so-called
distortion conditions that maps from these classes may optionally hold, and
which determine the spectral method’s rates of convergence.

2.1.1. Classes of maps. We define two main classes of maps: circle maps
Up and interval maps Uy p. Maps in Up are defined on the one-dimensional
torus and must be continuous and differentiable on the whole domain, whereas
maps in Uyp are defined on a (non-periodic) interval, and there is no re-
quirement for any continuity or differentiability between branches of the
map. For example, a Markovian tent map may lie in Uy p, whereas maps in
Up must have a derivative defined everywhere.
A map f: A — Aisin Up if it satisfies the following axioms:

e Its domain A is a circle, which we suppose to be canonically R/27Z.
e It is piecewise C? with Lipschitz-bounded distortion, that is,

up 1@
ven |f/(2)?
e It is uniformly expanding, that is,

(E) A= inf |f'(x)] > 1.
€A

< 00

Maps in Up are circle maps, and can be extended to bijective lifts f :
[0,27] — [0,207] for some 8 € {2,3,4,...}. We denote the inverse of f by
v, and for consistency with the notation for Uyp define v,(x) := v(x + 2u7)
for x € [0,27] and v € T :={0,1,...,5 —1}.

A map f: A — Aisin Uyp if it satisfies the following axioms:
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e Its domain A is an interval, which we suppose to be the canonical
interval for Chebyshev expansions [—1, 1].

e It is full-branch Markov: recall that this means there are open dis-
joint intervals O, € I whose union is of full measure in A such that
flo, extends continuously to a bijective function ﬁ : 0, = A.

e These functions ﬁ are all C? and furthermore, the map f has Lipschitz-
bounded distortion: this is a standard regularity condition necessary
for, among other things, a spectral gap in BV. We will find it useful
to formulate the Lipschitz distortion condition in terms of v, := f’L_l,
as

v, ()
v; ()
o It satisfies a uniform C-expansion condition'
V1 — 2
inf 2T |f(2) > 1.
2€U,e100 /1 — f(x)?

e [t satisfies a partition spacing condition

O .

The latter two conditions we introduce to control the high oscillatory be-
haviour of the spectral basis functions’ images under the action of the trans-
fer operator near the endpoints of the interval. They are not especially
onerous conditions: uniformly expanding maps typically satisfy (CE), and a
uniformly expanding map satisfying all conditions of Uyp except (CE) will
have an iterate in Uyp (see Appendix [A] for a discussion of C-expansion);
(D) is always satisfied for maps with finitely many branches.

We also consider maps that satisfy the conditions of Up (resp. Unp)
except that the associated expansion parameter in (E]) (resp. (CEl)) need
only be positive, rather than strictly greater than 1. We denote the class of
such maps Up (resp. Unp).

(DDy) sup
xzeENLET

< 0.

2.1.2. Distortion conditions. To obtain good convergence results we will op-
tionally impose the following generalised distortion conditions on our maps.

The first set of distortion conditions are equivalent to uniform bounds
on derivatives of the distortion log |v/|. A map satisfies distortion condition

(DD,) for some r € NT if

"ty x)
v;(z)

The second set of distortion conditions are equivalent to uniform bounds

on the first derivative of the distortion on a complex neighbourhood of the
map’s domain A. For circle maps, the neighbourhood is the closed complex

(DD,) sup
el xeA

=Chp<oo,n=1,... 7

IThis condition can be reformulated as requiring |(cos ™ of o cos)’| > A > 1.
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strip Ag ={zx+iy |z € R/267Z,|y| < ¢}, for a given 6 > 0. For intervals,

the neighbourhood is Ay, defined to be a Bernstein ellipse? of parameter €.

We assume that v" and v/ respectively extend holomorphically to these sets.
A map satisfies [ADg]) for some § > 0 if

U” (Z)

V(z) :CLJ<OO, A:R/27TZ,
G| — 015 <00, A=[-1,1].

v (2)
We associate with each distortion condition a spectral rate of convergence.
We formulate these rates of convergence k(-) as function classes:

(4) k(DD,) ={z+— C(1+z)"":C >0},
(5) /Q(AD(;):{xHC’e_CI:C’>O, e (0,5]}.

sup B
(AD5) Z€A6

SupLEI,zEAg

2.2. Main results. We can now formulate the main theoretical results of

this paper, beginning by introducing a novel operator derived from the trans-

fer operator that explicitly generates acims and other statistical properties.
We define the solution operator inverse

(6) K=id—L+u?
and the solution operator
(7) S=K"'=(G{d-L+us)",

where the functional .¥ is the total Lebesgue integral on A and u is a function
in the domain of £ such that .Su = 1.

Many statistical properties can be computed using resolvent data of L
at its eigenvalue 1: the solution operator inverse is a bounded, invertible
perturbation of id —£ which allows the resolvent data to be recovered. For
any transfer operator £ with a spectral gap (i.e. with a simple eigenvalue at
1 and the remaining spectrum bounded inside a disk of radius less than 1),
the solution operator therefore solves for two important quantities, according
to the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Let L : E — E be a transfer operator with a spectral gap.
Choose u € E with Su = 1.

Then S = (id —L£ +u.) ™! is well-defined and bounded as an operator on
E, and

(a) If p is the unique acim with .p =1,
(8) p = Su.
(b) For any ¢ € ker .,

o0

9) > Lrg =S¢,

n=0

2\ Bernstein ellipse of parameter p > 1 is an ellipse in the complex plane centred at 0 with
semi-major axis of length 1 (p + p~ 1) along the real line and semi-minor axis fp—p ).
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Remark 1. As a result of Theorem[d], many important statistical quantities
can be simply expressed using the solution operator and acim. For eram-
ple, the Green-Kubo formula for diffusion coefficients given in (3) can be
rewritten using Theorem [(b) as

(10) o2(A) = /A A (28 —id)(id —p.7) (pA) da.

This closed formula enables effective rigorous calculation of diffusion coeffi-
ctents.

We now provide some notation to enable us to state the main theorem,
which proves the convergence of the spectral methods. We define the finite-
dimensional subspaces (En)yen+

By span{e_n,...,en}, A =[0,27)
| span{Typ,...,Tn}, A =[-1,1]

and the orthogonal projections Py onto the Ey in the L? space in which the
bases are orthogonal (L?([0,27]) for the Fourier basis, and L?([-1,1], (1 —
2%)71/2) for the Chebyshev basis). We also define the spectral Galerkin
operator discretisations

(11) Ly =PnLlpy

and

(12) Sy =Kyt = (id Ly +ud|py) "L

W/lTer‘e the function u is taken to be in En. (A typical choice of u is u =
1/|Al)

Our main theorem can then be formulated as follows:

Theorem 2. Suppose f € Up or Unp, and satisfies a distortion bound
(OD,) (resp. (ADg))). Then there exist functions K, K € k(DD,) (resp.
k(ADy)) such that for sufficiently large N and all ¢ € Ey,

ILn¢ — Lollpy < NVNEK(N)|éllsv,

and )
|Snd — Sélly < NVNE(N)||¢| sy

For ease of expression, in the rest of this section we use the notation (D)
to denote either of (DD,]) or (ADy).

Theorem [2] together with Theorem [ directly implies the convergence of
estimates of statistical quantities. In particular, the following corollary gives
spectral convergence of the acim.

Corollary 1. Suppose f € Up or Unp, and satisfies a distortion bound (D).
Let py = Syu. Then there exists K € k(D) such that for all N sufficiently
large

lon = pllBy < NVNEK(N).
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The next corollary gives strong convergence of Y >° | L™, and consequently
many important statistical estimates (see (I0) for an example).

Corollary 2. Suppose f € Up or Uxp, and satisfies a distortion bound
(D). Then there exists K € k(D) such that for N large enough and all
¢ € Eny Nker.7,

< NVNE(N)||¢]|pv-
BV

Since the operators Ly and Sy are endomorphisms on Ey, Theorem
and Corollary I show that the spectral method converges in operator
norm within Fy. When attempting to estimate, for example, S¢ for some
¢ ¢ Ey, one can simply substitute ¢ for its spectral discretisation Py ¢, and
propagate through the calculation the error arising from this substitution.

Critical to proving Theorem [2] are the following bounds on the entries
Ljj, of the transfer operator matrix. We state two analogous theorems for
transfer operators on periodic and non-periodic domains: the situation is
illustrated in Figure Il Abstractly, these results reformulate the characteri-
sation of the transfer operator of a uniformly-expanding map as the sum of
a strictly upper-triangular operator and a compact operator developed by
, @] in the context of C*° circle maps in wavelet bases. The important
development of our approach is the large amount of quantitative information
generated, which allows us to prove convergence rates and provide rigorous
concrete bounds for specific maps.

Sne—Y L'
n=0

Theorem 3. Suppose f is in the class Up satisfying some distortion bound
(D), with \y < f" < Xa. Suppose L is the matriz representing the transfer
operator of f in a Fourier exponential basis.
Then for every p1 > A[' and py < A3 ' there exists K € r(D) such that
for j/k >p1 or k=0,
Ll < K(j — pukl),
and for j/k < py or k =0,

\Ljk| < K(|j — p2kl).

Theorem 4. Suppose f is in the class Unp, satisfying some distortion
bound (D). Suppose L is the matrix representing the transfer operator of f
i a Fourier exponential basis.
Then for every p > A there exists K € k(D) such that for j/k > p or
k=0,
Ll < K(1j — ph]).

Remark 2. One can prove similar results for transfer operators with general

weights (c.f. ()):

(13) (Lgd)(x) = > gW)éy).
Iy)=z
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FIGURE 1. Heatmaps of maximum possible magnitudes of
coefficients Lj;, of transfer operator matrix of a system de-
scribed in: (a) Theorem B} (b) Theorem @l Shown are con-
tours of constant magnitude of coefficients (thin black lines)
and, in grey block colour, coefficients not characterised by
the theorems. Note that because the full Fourier and Cheby-
shev bases are indexed by Z and N respectively, the matrix
indices range over these values.

This class of operator includes transfer operators and composition operators
Cy:0— ¢pouw.

From the previous results, we are able to prove extremely accurate rigor-
ous bounds on maps in Up and Uy p satisfying sufficiently strong distortion
conditions. In particular, we prove the following bound on the Lanford map:

Theorem 5. Consider the Lanford map f : [0,1] — [0,1], f(x) = 2z +
s2(1—2z) mod 1.
(a) The Lanford map’s Lyapunov exponent Leyy, := [, log|f'| pdx lies in the

range

Legp = 0.657 661 780 006 597 677 541 582 413 823 832 065 743 241 069
580 012 201 953 952 802 691 632 666 111 554 023 759 556 459

752 915 174 829 642 156 331 798 026 301 488 594 89 + 2 x 107128,
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(b) The diffusion coefficient for the Lanford map with observable ¢(z) = x>
lies in the range

szc((ﬁ) = 0.360 109 486 199 160 672 898 824 186 828 576 749 241 669 997
797 228 864 358 977 865 838 174 403 103 617 477 981 402 783

211 083 646 769 039 410 848 031 999 960 664 7 + 6 x 10124,
These bounds are derived in Section [4.1]

3. ALGORITHMS

Our results suggest a variety of possible algorithms to capture, given a
map, statistical properties that can be expressed as S¢ for some ¢, such as
acims (8) and diffusion coefficients (I0]). We present two possible algorithms
a practitioner might wish to use to calculate invariant measures: one that
gives rigorous bounds on statistical properties but is somewhat cumbersome
for exploratory use, and one that gives accurate but non-validated estimates
that is much more convenient to use. In this section we describe the two
algorithms, and then explain how in both algorithms we calculate elements
of the transfer operator matrix. We will demonstrate the algorithms in
Section [

Algorithm [ is a traditional fixed-order spectral method, implemented
in interval arithmetic. It requires as input the map inverses v, and their
derivatives, a spectral order IV, various bounds associated with elements of
the transfer operator, and a bound on the norm of the solution operator® S;
it then outputs an estimate for the acim p with a rigorously validated BV
error.

By contrast, Algorithm 2]is an adaptive-order spectral method that is not
rigorously validated: it uses an adaptive QR factorisation of the solution
operator inverse K to solve the linear problem and test for convergence
ﬁ%, E] It requires as input only an algorithm to calculate the map f and
outputs an estimate for p whose error is not rigorously bounded but is of
the order of ||S||pye' =%, where ¢ is the floating-point precision and 6 is a
small number depending on the order of differentiability of f.

Algorithm 2 is extremely well-suited for numerical exploration. Because
the only required input is the map itself, Algorithm 2 requires a minimum
of drudge work on the part of the user. It is typically also extremely fast:
just with a personal computer, Algorithm [2] gives estimates of statistical
quantities of a simple analytic map accurate to 14 decimal places in less
than one-tenth of a second (see Section ). Because our spectral methods are
very accurate in an easily verifiable way, an adaptive, non-validated method

3Available theoretical bounds typically scale exponentially with the distortion bound C1
(see HE] and Appendix[D]). However, at least in the analytic case, the spectrally fast con-
vergence dominates the large theoretical bounds. It is only necessary to control floating-
point error using an appropriately high numerical precision. Alternatively and more gen-
erally, one may apply the approach of IQ]
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Input: Map inverses and derivatives v,,v], ¢ € I; spectral order N;
aliasing bounds Agg) for 5,k =1,...,N; bound b° > ||S||pv;
bound b~ > ||En||By (see Lemma [); bounds b]Lk < |Ljgl-

Output: High-precision floating-point vector p containing spectral

coeflicients of acim estimate; rigorous BV error bound €gpg
1 Check that b*¥b < 1: if this is not the case increase N;
2 Set the number of floating-point bits to be greater than
—logy(N*  b*V);
3 Initialise N x N matrix of intervals L),
4 for k<~ 1to N do
Calculate interpolant values ¢*V) = {£(by.)(2;x)}Y, in interval
arithmetic, using (I);
6 Calculate spectral coefficients of the interpolant
pFN) = FET (™)) (DCT(¢*N)) in the Chebyshev case):;
7 for j «+ 1 to N do
8 Calculate spectral coefficient matrix entry Lg-],j) as q](-k’N) plus
aliasing error [—Agg), Agg)]);

Refine interval estimate L%j

9 by intersecting it with [—b]Lk, bJLk];
0 end

1 end

2 Calculate u™) = {[5;0/|Al, 5j0/|Al] é-V:l;

3 Calculate row vector of intervals .7(N) = (& bj)j-vzl using standard

formulae [21];

4 Calculate the spectral coefficient matrix of S;,l,
KWN) =1 - LW 4 W)y (N) where I is an N x N identity matrix;

5 Calculate pN) = KN\ (M),

(N)

Calculate p = {midpoint(p; ") N

j=17
Calculate a bound €terval > Hp(N) —pllBv;
Calculate €gpite = 1/(1/(bENb) — 1);

Calculate €obs = €interval 1T €Rnite}

[y
© 0w N o

Algorithm 1: Rigorous algorithm to capture invariant measures.

is also highly reliable. We have consequently made an implementation of
Algorithm [2] available in the open-source Julia package Poltergeist @]

In the presentation of the algorithms and the following discussion we
assume that the Fourier and Chebyshev spectral bases have been relabeled
as (bg)pen+. We also implicitly assume that the Fourier exponential basis
has been transformed to sines and cosines so that real functions have real
spectral coefficients.
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Input: Map f; map derivative f’ (optional; may be calculated

automatically using dual number routines @]), tolerance ¢

Output: Adaptive order kopt; floating-point vector p containing

spectral coefficients of acim estimate py,,,

# Extendable vectors encode an infinite vector with
finitely many non-zero entries, ragged matrices’ columns
are extendable vectors. These will encode
infinite-dimensional objects approximating w, K.

1 Initialise empty ragged matrix H, which will hold Householder vectors
for row-reduction;

2 Initialise empty ragged matrix K, which will hold row-reduced
coeflicients of solution operator inverse C;

3 Calculate extendable vector @ = (0;1/|A|)j>1 containing coefficients of
u that will be progressively row-reduced;

4 Set k, the number of columns of matrix K , to be 0;

5 repeat # Loop between calculating columns of K and
row-reducing

6 Increment k by 1;

7 Set the interpolation order M = 4;

8 repeat # Calculating optimum order interpolant of Lby

9 Set M < 2M;

0 Calculate values of the interpolant ¢*) = {L£(by,)(x.0r)},

using ([II) with Newton iteration for the transfer operator;

1 Calculate spectral coefficients of the interpolant
p®) = FFT(¢™®) (DCT(¢®) in the Chebyshev case);
2 until the interpolant has converged according to the reasoning in
r;
3 Calculate £*), which will become the kth column of K, as an

extendable vector {d;1, + .%6;1}j>1 — p®), where .7 = (Sby,) is

calculated from Chebyshev and Fourier integral formulae ﬂﬂ],

4 Apply previous Householder transformations encoded as column

vectors of H to k®);

5 Calculate Householder vector h that will row-reduce x*) considered

as the kth column of K

6 Apply h to £*);

7 Right-concatenate k®) onto K ;

# Note K is row-reduced and so upper-triangular

Apply h to 4;

Right-concatenate h onto H;

until max{u;};>k+1 < €/|[A|7! # i.e. negligible benefit from
larger k;

1 Set Nopt = k;

2 Calculate p = {K Jk}jv,‘;:l\{ﬂj };V:OT via backsolving;

S ©

Algorithm 2: Algorithm to capture invariant measures using adaptive
interpolation and infinite-dimensional adaptive QR solver.
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In both algorithms, one calculates Ly by columns, using that the kth
column of Ly consists of the first NV spectral coefficients of L£b;. The most
effective way to estimate these coefficients is by calculating an interpolant.
The idea of this is as follows. Using () one evaluates the function Lby at
N special interpolation nodes x; n: in the Fourier case these interpolation
nodes are evenly-spaced on the periodic invterval (in the Chebyshev case
respectively, Chebyshev nodes of the first kind) 21, E] One then applies
the Fast Fourier Transform (resp. Discrete Cosine Transform) to the vector
((Lbg)(x1 N))i=1,...n- The resulting length-N vector contains the spectral
coefficients of the unique function p*-V) € Ex which matches £b;, at the
interpolation nodes. The so-called interpolant p*-") is a close approximation
of Lby: the difference between the jth spectral coefficient of p*V) and
that of Lby (the so-called aliasing error) is guaranteed to be smaller than
some bound Aj;. . This bound can be determined from aliasing formulae
standard in approximation theory ] combined with bounds on higher-
order spectral elements of Lby (e.g. from Theorems Bl{).

These algorithms generalise very easily to other transfer operator prob-
lems of the form 1 = S¢: see for example the formula for diffusion coeffi-
cients (I0). This can be done by formulating the problem as K1 = ¢ and
thus substituting p and u (when it is not constituting the solution operator)
for ¢ and ¢ respectively in the algorithms.

4. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In Section 1] we will prove some rigorous bounds on basic statistical
properties of the Lanford map using the rigorous Algorithm [I} we will then
demonstrate the adaptive Algorithm [2] using the Lanford map and a non-
smooth circle map, assessing the adaptive algorithm’s accuracy and the spec-
tral method’s rate of convergence.

4.1. Rigorous bounds on statistical quantities: the Lanford map.
The Lanford map, f : [0,1] — [0, 1]

flx)=2x+ %:17(1 —x) mod 1

is a common test case for rigorous estimation of statistical quantities of maps
ﬂQ, , E] By linearly rescaling of [0, 1] onto [—1, 1] we can apply our spectral
method to it.

The Lanford map’s uniform expansion parameter is A = % and its distor-
tion bound (on [0,1]) is C; = 3. Applying ([@T), we find that ||S| sy < 9235.

By considering explicit bounds that will be given in Lemma [Il we chose
¢ = cosh™! %, as it is close to the optimal value for ¢ given in Remark [7
We then used a symbolic mathematics package to show that as a result of
Remark [7,

(14) |Ljk| < t4)7+ —2?)36‘:05}171(4‘\/6)’{‘”5“1 1,
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To calculate an estimate of the acim of this map, we implemented Al-
gorithm [I] with N = 2048. We found the truncation error was ||Ex||gy <
6.75 x 107133 and chose the floating-point precision to be 512 significand
bits.

Consequently, we obtained an acim estimate p with the rigorously vali-
dated error bound

15— pllav < 6.3 x 107129,

This estimate is plotted in Figure The Chebyshev coefficients of p are
available in Lanford-acim.zipl

1.2 1

1.0 1

0.8 1

Poo(T)

0.6 1

0.4 1

0.2 1

00 T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

FIGURE 2. The density of the absolutely continuous invari-
ant measure for the Lanford map, obtained by Algorithm

m

We then used this estimate to calculate the Lyapunov exponent of the
Lanford map

Lexp:Alog]f/(x)\p(x)dx.

using Clenshaw-Curtis quadrature on plog |f/| = plog(2 — 3z) [21]. This
provided the rigorous estimate given in Theorem [l(a).

We then calculated the diffusion coefficient of the observable ¢(z) = z?
by evaluating the natural finite-order approximation of formula (I0]), using
Clenshaw-Curtis quadrature. obtaining the rigorous bound given in Theo-
rem [5(b).

The results together were obtained in 9 hours over 15 hyper-threaded cores
of a research server running 2 E5-2667v3 CPUs with 128GB of memory. The
most time-consuming operation was inverting the solution operator inverse
matrix Rogsg: this process took up 94% of the runtime, which may stem
partly from using an unoptimised routine. Once ﬁ2_0148’ i.e. the solution
operator matrix, was supplied, all the statistical quantities were calculated
on a personal computer in seconds.


Lanford-acim.zip
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4.2. Adaptive algorithms. We now present results from the adaptive Al-
gorithm 2] and illustrate the algorithm’s convergence by comparison with a
fixed-order version of Algorithm 2.

We have implemented Algorithm [2]in Julia, an open-source dynamic sci-
entific computing language. This implementation is publically available in
the package Poltergeist |22]. Poltergeist is integrated with ApproxFun, a
comprehensive function approximation package written in Julia HEL thus,
standard manipulations of functions and operators may readily be applied
to invariant measures, transfer operators and so on.

Using Poltergeist, we present empirical convergence results for the Lan-
ford map (for comparison with rigorous methods), and a circle map which
is C* but not analytic.

4.2.1. The Lanford map. The Lanford map experiment in Section E.I] can
be repeated in Poltergeist in a few lines of Julia code:

using Poltergeist, ApproxFun

f_lift(x) = 5x/2 - x°2/2; 4 = 0..1

f = modulomap(f_lift,d);

K = SolutionInv(f);

rho = acim(K);

L_exp = lyapunov(f,rho)

sigmasq_A = birkhoffvar(K,Fun(x->x"2,d))

This code instantiates a MarkovMap object £ and creates a QROperator
object K, which stands in for the corresponding solution operator inverse K
(recalling the definition of the solution operator inverse (6l)). The acim func-
tion carries out Algorithm 2] by calling ApproxFun’s adaptive QR solver ﬂﬁ]
on the equation p = u. The output is an ApproxFun Fun object containing
Py, the Chebyshev coefficients of the adaptive acim estimate. The Lyapunov
exponent and diffusion coefficient are calculated using special commands de-
fined in the package that call appropriate ApproxFun integration and QR
solving routines, in the latter case via ([I0]). Once this the relevant functions
have compiled using Julia’s just-in-time compiler, the last five lines of the
code will run in less than 0.12 seconds on a personal computer.

By applying Algorithm 2 with fixed orders N, the exponential conver-
gence of py with IV predicted in Theorem 2] was seen to hold in practice.
Indeed, only Nypi = 24 columns of the transfer operator were required for
convergence using Algorithm [2 (see Figure [3]).

The Algorithm [2 estimate for p is in fact remarkably accurate: the ¢*°
error on Chebyshev coefficients is less than 8 x 107! (40 times the float-
ing point precision) and the BV error on the acim estimate is 3 x 10713
(around 1300 times the floating point precision). The Lyapunov exponent
estimate was correct almost to within the floating point precision, with the
error compared to the rigorous estimate being 2.2 x 107'0: this level of ac-
curacy appears fortuitous rather than representative. More realistically, the
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estimate for 0]% (A) was accurate to about 25 times floating point precision
(1.4 x 10719).

100 4
10—2 4
1074 4

106 4

llpon — posllBV

10—8 4
10—10 4

10—12 m

FIGURE 3. Exponential convergence with N of floating-point
estimates of py for the Lanford circle map. The error of the
adaptive estimate for py,,, from Algorithm [2is shown as a
cross for comparison.

4.2.2. A non-analytic circle map. We now consider a circle map which does
not satisfy an analytic distortion condition (ADg]) but rather a differentiable
distortion condition (DD,]).

Define the uniformly expanding, triple-covering circle map g : [0,27) —
[0,27) via the inverse of its lift:

[ee]
vg(z) = % + Z 27 ™ cos <2m (1 — cos %))
m=0

The map g is C*412°=¢ and thus satisfies distortion condition (DD3) but not
(DDy).

We implement the acim-finding process in a similar fashion to the Lanford
map, although to optimise for speed we also supply CircleMap with the
derivative for the lift:

g = CircleMap(v_g,0..2pi,diff=v_g_dash,dir=Reverse)

Lg = Transfer(g);

rtho_g = acim(Lg);

This routine took approximately 9 minutes to run on a personal computer
and required the evaluation of Nyp = 2747 columns of the transfer oper-
ator. It produced an acim estimate (plotted in Figure d]) whose BV error
we estimate to be approximately 4.8 x 1071°, by comparison with an esti-
mate obtained using high-precision floating-point arithmetic and N = 6144
columns.
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Poo()
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llon = pll

FIGURE 5. The convergence with N of floating-point esti-
mates of py for g. The error of the adaptive estimate for
PNy, using Algorithm [ is plotted with a cross. The slope
of a function K(N) = CN~21% is plotted with a dashed
line. Error estimates are by comparison with an N = 6144
high-precision floating point acim estimate.

The convergence of py is illustrated in Figure Bl The BV error on py is
estimated to be O(N¢2125) which is better than the Theorem [ estimate
of O(N~!5). We conjecture that acim estimates of C"*® circle maps (i.e.
those satisfying “(DD,_114)") converge in BV as O(N?~""“log N).

Remark 3. Numerical experiments demonstrate that eigenvalues and eigen-
functions of Ly converge in morm to those of L, as proved in the periodic
case by ﬂ/ The observed rates of convergence are the standard spectral rates.
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5. PROOFS OF RESULTS

Our attack on the theorems in Section is structured as follows.

We begin by proving Theorem [I] characterising the solution operator. This
proof uses standard linear-algebraic properties of transfer operators.

We then turn to proving the entry bound results (Theorems Bl and [).
These results stem from more general properties of Fourier series representa-
tions of composition operators (Lemma/[Il), which we prove using oscillatory
integral techniques. Because it is necessary to make a non-diffeomorphic co-
sine transformation to obtain Fourier basis functions from Chebyshev poly-
nomials, some work is required to prove appropriate bounds on derivatives
after the transformation.

We then go on to prove Theorem Pl We consider a perturbation of the
transfer operator £ that is block-upper-triangular in the relevant spectral
basis (in the Fourier case, under the basis order ey, e1,e_1,ea,e_2,...), with
the finite matrix Ly forming the first block on the diagonal. Since the
solution operator of such a perturbation is a composition of upper block-
diagonal operators, the first diagonal block can thus be approximated only
from knowledge of Ly (Lemma B]). Using that the BV-norm of our per-
turbation can be bounded using spectral matrix coefficients (Lemma [l), we
obtain the main result.

We begin with the proof of Theorem [Il which gives the properties of the
solution operator 8§ = (I — L + u.”)~! (see ([@)).

Theorem [l Split E as V| &V where V| = span{u} and V = ker .. Since
V| and V are closed subspaces of E there exists a bounded operator N :
E — V| such that one may also define id =N : E — V. We now consider
the action with respect to this splitting of the putative solution operator
inverse, K =id —L + u.?.

Since . (L — id) = 0, we have for any element ¢ € V that

(15) Kp=(G0d—-L)p+uSp=(1Ad—-L)|y¢p € V.
Similarly, for any scalar a we have
(16) Kau = (id —L)(ou) + v’ au = au + (id —L)(au),

where the sum follows the splitting of E =V, & V.
Since the transfer operator £ has a spectral gap, the spectral radius of
L]y is strictly less than 1, and the operator

Q= (d—Ll) ™ =S £
n=0

is bounded as an endomorphism on V.
Back-solving (I5HIG) thus gives that for any ¢ € V,

So =K'y =9y,
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and for any scalar « that

Sau = au— Q(id —L)au = lim L"au = ap.
n—oo
Since ap = p.¥(au), we can use these results to write the solution oper-
ator

(17) S = 0(id—N) + pIN,

which is clearly bounded.
It clearly follows from (I7) that Su = pand S¢p = Qpforpc V. O O

Remark 4. The solution operator can be written as the following expression

(18) S=uY+ i L(id +(Lu — 2u).S).
n=0

We now set about proving Theorems [B] and M which place bounds on
the magnitudes of the entries of transfer operator matrices in Fourier and
Chebyshev bases.

We begin by proving similar kinds of bounds on the coefficients of a matrix
associated with a more general operator M on the circle R/27Z. M can
be viewed as a generalised transfer operator (I3]) where instead of using
the inverse of the map, one uses a general function v which may be non-
injective. Bounds on elements of the Fourier basis transfer operator matrix
for M imply similar bounds on transfer operators in Fourier and Chebyshev
bases.

Lemma 1. Let v be a differentiable function from R/2B87Z, B € Z* to
R/27Z such that v'(R/2B7Z) = i = [pe, 1], and let h be a continuous
function on the circle R/2p7Z.

Let M be the endomorphism on La([0,27]) defined by

B
(19) M: ¢ Y h(x+2mb) ¢ (v (x + 2mb)).
b=1
Let M be the corresponding bi-infinite matriz in the Fourier complexr ex-
ponential basis.
Then:
(a) The entries of M are bounded uniformly by ||h|1/27.
(b) Suppose that forn =1,...,r, sup |v™*t)| < T, < oo and sup |h(™ /h| <
H,, < oco. Then there exist constants W, ,, such that for j ¢ kf,

”hH1 rn|k|
20 g
( ) | | — d ],kﬂ n+7"

Each W, , is bounded by a linear combination of H;, | <r—n, whose
coefficients are polynomials in Yy, | <r —n.
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(c) Suppose v and h extend analytically to the complex strip AP = [0,2087)+
i[—0,0], and on this strip sup |h'/h| < Hys < 0o and sup|v”| < T15 <
00.

Choose any p = [p1,p2] such that i C [ p.

Define ¢ = min {2T;§d(g,R\;§), 5} .
Then ¢ > 0 and

1Plls ¢y 5-agis
(21) M| < 7eC( 1,6—d(jp))

Lemmal[ll The matrix element M}y, is the jth Fourier coefficient of the func-
tion Mey, so using the orthogonality of Fourier bases in L? and (), we
have that

B

1 [ . y

M = o E h (z + 27b) R @ +2mb) g =iz g
0 =1

which using the 27-periodicity of e¥/* we can rewrite as a single integral
1 [2Br : :

(22) M, = — h(z)el kv @) =i7) g
2 0

We obtain (a) from this equation simply by taking absolute values.

For (b), we use that the integrand in (22]) is oscillatory when the derivative
of kv(z) — jz is bounded away from zero, that is, when j/k & [u2, p1]. As
a result, we can improve the bound we got in the first part by repeatedly
integrating by parts.

Starting from (22]), we separate the integrand into two terms

h(x , L .
(=) (160 et ),

so as to integrate by parts, differentiating the left term and integrating the

right. Because the right term integrates to zero, the boundary terms in the

integration by parts formula cancel, and we are left with an integral of the

same form as (22]) on which we can repeat the process. Thus we obtain a

family of expressions

_1\n 287 ) )
Mjk _ ( 1) / hn($)ez(kv(x)—]x)dx’ n<r,
2m 0

with each h,, being (r —n)-times differentiable and defined by the recurrence
relation

I ok 7
h() = h, hn+1 = —1 [m} .

We find by induction that
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with w,; having the recurrence relation

/ "
Wnl = Wp_11 + (’I’L +1- 1)’0 Wn—1,1-1; 0<i<m,
/
Wn,0 = Wp_1,0 n > 0,
Wpn = 2nv”wn_17n_1, n >0,
Wo,0 = h.

By induction, we see that each w,,; has the form

n—I
" —1+2 4
Wy = anwr(v ,...,v(" + ))h( ),
=0

where w,, ;> are degree [ homogeneous polynomials with positive coefficients.
(The wy, 0 are constants as a result, and thus issues of existence of deriva-
tives do not arise.)

Setting

n—I
[wn ()|
Whi= sup ———~—— < ¥ wpp(Y1,..., Tooi1)Hy,
veloon) 1h(@)] % '

we have

L[ W]
M| < — AR CT thd et 1 kil B
i< ), R

from which (20)) follows by Hoélder’s inequality.
For (c), we use the 2fm-periodicity of the integrand of (22)) to move the
contour of integration. When j/k < po, we shift the contour of integration

by —i(sgnk in the complex plane so
1 [2Bm . . L

(23) Mjk _ 2_ h(l’ — iCsgn k)ezkv(m—zc sgn k)—ij(x—il sgn k)dl'
T Jo

We now use our bounds on derivatives of h and v to bound elements of
this expression, beginning with the argument of the exponential.
Applying Taylor’s theorem to Sv(x + i&), we have

1
Sv(z —iCsgnk) = —Csgnkv'(z) — 5@%1}"({)
for some & € Ag . This gives us that

R(ikv(z —iCsgnk)) < Cksgnk|v'(z)| + ]k\%ﬁsz

< ¢k <u1 + @>

2
< Clk|p1,

where the last inequality results from the definition of ¢ in the statement of
the lemma.
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We can bound h(z —i( sgn k) by using that the Lipschitz constant of log h
on Ag is sup |W'/h| < Hy 5. As a result,

|h(z — i¢ sgnk)| < |h(z)|eC 58k — |p(z)]e s
Thus when we take absolute values on (23]) we obtain that

208w
‘Mk‘ < i ‘h(x)’eCHL(sengnk(kpl_j)dx.
J 2 Jo

Using that sgnk = sgn(j — p1k) for j > p1k and Holder’s inequality yields
.
The proof of (c) for j/k < pa is analogous, with the contour shifted in the
opposite direction.

O O

Given Lemma [Il Theorem [B]is an elementary result. It is necessary only
to check that the conditions for the theorem imply the conditions for the
lemma, and vice versa for the results.

Theorem [3 From (), the transfer operator £ of a map f € Up has action

b
Lo(x) = o' (z + 2bm)p(v(x + 2bm)),
n=1

where o = sgnv’(0). (Note that v is monotonic and so ov’ = [v/]).

Since A\, ' < [v/] < A\[!, we can apply Lemma [l with h = o0’

Suppose that f satisfies (DD,]). Then we can set T,, = C,, for all n < r,
as the definition of C,, in (DD,) and of T,, in Lemma [I] are the same. We
can also set

vt Ch

min{[A|, A2}

‘Un+1‘ <

o] <

= H, < oco.

This gives us what we need for Lemma[Il(b), and so there exist W, ,, such
that

’ r
Wenlk|™
Ljx < ”g 1 Z : T’f|1 |n+r
T n=0 ‘j —Am k’
where A\, is Ay for j/k > )\1_1 and Ag for j/k < )\2_1.
We can eliminate the sum by using that for j/k > py,
|k|" 1 1
. 1 = 7. 1 < IR
= Am k" /R =27 T (= A"
and similarly for ps. Furthermore, since v' does not change sign, ||[v'||; =
lv(273) — v(0)| = 2.
Thus there exists a constant C' depending on the distortion constants C).,
expansion bounds Aj2 and constants p; o such that for j/k ¢ [p2,p1] or
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k=0,
C C
L]k) S . —1 é . —1 )
= Am k|l | = pm Kl
which implies the bound for maps in (DD,]) from Theorem [Bl
Similarly, suppose that f satisfies (DD,]). Then Ty 5 = C; 5 < 00, and

sup |v'] < . sup v/ (z)] < oo,
veA? z€[0,2/37)

and hence by Lemma [Il(c) there exists C' > 0 and ¢ € (0,0] such that for
J/k > p1, |Lj| < Ce=¢li=p2kl " and similarly for j/k < ps. O O

Theorem [ also follows from Lemma [, since we can piggyback off the
relation between Chebyshev polynomials and Fourier series:
Ti(cos ) = leike + le_““e.
2 2
However, because the cosine function on [0,27) is two-to-one with critical
points at 0 and 7, the proof is less straightforward than for Theorem Bl In
particular, we will have to address how to turn the transfer operator of a
map in Uyp into the sum of operators of the form (), with regard to the
two-to-one nature of the transformation. We will then need to examine how
distortion bounds translate quantitatively under this transformation. Once
we have done these, the bounds follow easily.

Theorem [f} From the definition of transfer operators (Il) and the orthogo-
nality relation for the Chebyshev basis, we obtain the following formula for
Chebyshev basis matrix elements of transfer operators of maps in Uyp:

_ ! & ’
L =23 [ L@ T )Ty (a) da,
where o, = sgnv,, tj; = 2 — 00, and the sum is taken over the branches
of the map. Under the transformation x = cosf and using that Ty(xz) =
cos(k cos™! x), we find that Ly, is related to a Fourier basis matrix entry for
a weighted transfer operator:

(24) L, = i} Z o, / v’ (cos 0) cos(k cos™ ! v, (cos 0))) cos jO da.
T el 0

Based on this, we set h, = v/ o cos for each + € I. These functions h, are
2m-periodic.
Defining v,4 := cos™

Lji = %ZO’L/O h,(0) cos(kv,+(0)) cos jO dx

el

_ i_; Z”L /0 hL(H)Z <ei(kuLi(9)—j9) +ez‘(ku¢<e)+je)) de.
el +

Loy, o cos and v,_ = 21 — v, we find
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Continuing v,4 differentiably to the interval [0, 27] and using that the in-
tegrands are symmetric about m, we can finally rewrite the transfer operator
in the form

27
(25) Lk = ;_J Z UL/ h.(0) (ei(kvbi(f))—jf)) + ei(kmi((?)ﬂ'@)) de.
& 0
vel, +

If neither or both of v,(—1) and v,(1) are a singular point of the cos™*

transformation (i.e. —1 or 1), then the v, are differentiably defined on the
circle R/27Z. If one of these values is, then v, will continue across the criti-
cal points on either side to v,_ and so their concatenation v, is a differentiable
map on R/47Z. Thus, if we define the sets I, = {¢ € I : |v,({£1}) N {£1}| =1}
and I' = (I\I. x {+,—})U I, and set B, =1+ 17,(//), we have

Br—1
ts 2m "L . g g
(26) Lj, = é Z UL/ E hy (6 + 27b)etFver (0F2m0) (e_we + 6”9) de.
err Y0 p=o

Clearly, the summands are two-element sums of Fourier coefficient matrix
elements of operators of the form The following lemma, whose proof is
for ease of exposition in Appendix [C|, shows that that the relevant bounds
on v, and h, hold uniformly for all ¢:

Lemma 2. Suppose f € Unp with partition spacing constant = and I’ is
defined as above. Then

(a) If the v, satisfy (DD,]) with the same distortion constants Cp, n < r,
then for n < r there exist Y, H, < oo depending only on C,,,m < n

and = such that
(n+1)

sup v, (0)<T,
0€l0,2n] /eI’
and
RO "o
sup < H, < oc.
0el0,2n) /el hbl(e)

(b) If the v, obey [(ADg]) with the same distortion constant Cy 5, then there
exists ¢ € (0,6], T1,¢, Hi ¢ < oo depending only on ¢, Cy 5 and partition
spacing constant = such that

sup V() < Ti¢

eeAfb’ Jer
and ' (9
R,
sup ‘()'§H1,<<oo.
0 Byt g hL/(e)
GAC el +
Setting ji = [-A~!1,A7!] and p = [—p,p|], Lemma P means we can apply

Lemma[lto each summand in (26]). Up to a constant factor G to be discussed
later we have that if f satisfies (DD,]) then there exist W, ,, such that for
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Jj>npk >0,

T

ti Wi nk™
Ll <2-Lg) —" .
| ]k|— ] nZ:;](j_)\_lk)n—i_r

Similarly, if f satisfies (ADg]) there exists ¢’ € (0, ¢] such that for j > pk > 0,
|Ljk| < QEGeC’(Hl,c—(j—pk))
-V

which gives the decay rates stated in Theorem [ by the same means as in
the proof of Theorem

However, we need to check that the constant factor

28,m
G=> / (cos 0)|do
Jel’

is in fact finite.

We convert back to a sum over I by collapsing the sum over + for ¢ € I\I,

obtaining
=2 Z / (cos 0)]df.

el
We then make the two-to-one change of variable z = cos @ to find that

. 1
G:4Z/_1 (@) Sptle

(L+20)|0)] ,
§4Z/_1ﬁ =4r(1+2C)) <

where the first inequality is a result of Lemma [Bl(b).
This concludes the proof of Theorem [l O O

Remark 5. Elements of Fourier and Chebyshev transfer operator matrices
are uniformly bounded, with
Lk <1
for maps in Up and
[Ljk| < (2—6j0)(2+4Ch)
for maps in Unp.
This follows by applying Lemma[D(a) in the proofs of Theorems [3{]).

Remark 6. The uniform C-expansion condition (CH) is the natural expan-
ston condition for any choice of spectral basis on an interval. Our reasoning
1s as follows. If one wishes to use oscillatory integral techniques on these
basis functions as in Lemmalll, it is best for the wavelength of the basis func-
tions to be approximately spatially constant. However, wavelengths of suffi-
ciently high-order spectral basis functions on intervals will always be much
smaller towards the endpoints. Potential theory 1@/ tells us that the optimal
transformation to even out high-order basis functions across the interval is
always the cosine transformation.
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We now turn to proving the main theorem, Theorem 2], and its corollar-
ies. Our idea is to perturb £ such that the associated coefficient matrix is
block-upper-triangular (in the Fourier case, with the ordering of basis ele-
ments eg, €1, e_1, €2, ...). This isolates the top block En — Ey, which then
approximates the corresponding En X En block of the full, unperturbed
transfer operator, yielding convergence on domain .

We summarise this using the following lemma, where we do not require
our Banach space E to be BV.

Lemma 3. Let E be a Banach space such that Ex = (id —Pn)LPy is an
endomorphism on E.
Suppose L has a spectral gap on E. Then

(27) LN = Lley|le = l1ENE
and

L—|Slellénle
Proof. The first equality (27]) arises simply because Ly —L|g, = (id —=Pn)LN|Ey =
En.

Let )

Ly:=L—-Ev=Ly+L(id —PN).
Recalling that we defined %’ to be the Lebesgue integral functional and u
an element of By with #u =1, let us also define Sy = (id—Ly +us)7L.
If |Ex]| is small enough, this is well-defined, since Sy = (id +S8&x)~1S and
thus
S ISTHIEN]]
(29) ISy =S| < .
L—[IS]En]
For ¢ € E, we have that
Sy'o=0—Lno+usd=¢— Ly +us¢ € En,

and thus 5’;,1 |Ey 1s an endomorphism on El, is equal to S&l. Consequently,

Sn|Ey = Sn|Ey, which combined with 29) yields as desired @8). O O

The following lemma is then required to connect ||En||py to spectral
matrix coefficients.

Lemma 4. Suppose F : BV(A) — BV (A) is an operator for A either [0, 2m)
r[=1,1]. Let the matriz D = (kd;x)jrez and D = (ké(;_1)k)jkeN-
If F has Fourier coefficient matriz F', then

(30) [FllBy < 2r([|[DF (|2 + || ][ ¢2) -
Similarly, if F has Chebyshev coefficient matrixz F, then
(31) |Fllpv < 27(|CDFC e + |CEC™ )

where C = (t,;l/zéjk)jvkeN.
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Proof. Consider first the Fourier case. Then since \/%H N, < |- llBv <
Vx| -l
(32) IFllBv < 27| Fll L, = 27 (IDF|[L, + [ F]L,) -

By the Plancherel equality, ||DF||r, = |DF||;2 and || F||z, = || F|/,2. This
gives the required bound in (30).

Consider instead the Chebyshev case. Define the Jacobi weight function
j(x) = V1 — 22, and the Sobolev spaces H* C Ly([~1,1],1/j), k > 0 with
norm

k 1
(33) Il =S / PP
n=0""

Note that H® = L?*([-1,1],1/j).

If G is the set of even functions on R/27Z, simple trigonometric manip-
ulations show that the operator C : ¢ — %qﬁ o cos is an isometry from H* to
G N H%([0,27)) and similarly from BV ([-1,1]) to G N BV ([0,2x)). Thus,

IF 5y (-1,1) = ICFC  lanav (0,.20))
<2r (|IDCFCanrs + ICFC HanLs)

where the inequality comes from ([32). We can then convert back to H° to
get the inequality

IF5v (1,1 < 27 ([[ICT"DCF| go + || F | 70) -

We can convert these operator norms into matrix nOrms as follows. The
Chebyshev polynomial basis is an orthogonal basis for H? with ||Ty| 70 =

\/7/ti and furthermore the functions
C~'DCTy, = ksin(kcos™! )

are orthogonal in H° with norms k/7 /t;, respectively. The resulting Plancherel
equality results in (31]). O O

We now have the requisite results to tie together to prove Theorem 2

Theorem [ Maps in Up have a spectral gap in BV as they are uniformly
expanding with bounded distortion. Since maps in Uyp have a forward
iterate that is uniformly expanding with bounded distortion by Theorem
in Appendix[Al they also have a spectral gap in BV.

Suppose Ey is the Fourier coefficient matrix of £y and the expansion
coefficient of the associated map f is A > 1. Then given p € (A, 1), there
exists an appropriate spectral decay function K such that when |j] > ||,

| Lji| < K(|5] = plk])-
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Now suppose f satisfies (DD,]) for some r > 2. Then K (M) =CM™" for
some C' > 0, and so

N [’
IExlZ < >0 Y (1Ll + Lol

k=—N j=N+1
N 00
< > > 20— plk)
k=—N j=N+1
20?2 &
N — 1-2r
_2r_1k;N( plk[) ",

by converting to an integral. We can then take the supremum of the sum-
mands to obtain
N

S (V= plE)E < N+ 1)(N - pN)Ir < SN2
k=—N (1—p)2r—
and thus ;
BN 17 < Gy e VK )
Similarly,
”DENH?z < 6 N3K(N)27

S u e
where D is as in Lemma [4]

Hence as a result of Lemma @] there exists a function K" € x(DD,.) such
that [|En| < NVNK'(N).

Suppose f instead satisfies (ADg]). Then for some ¢ € (0,d] there exists
p > 1 such that for all |j| > |k|, Ljz < Ce¢7I=PIED. Consequently,

SRS AN
IExlz < S S 2eXG-pk) < 2T —x0-n)N
k=N j=N+1 ¢

with a comparable result for DEy. Thus, there exists a function K’ €
k(ADy) such that

|En| < NK'(N) < NVNK'(N).

Similarly, we get the same results up to constants in the Chebyshev case:
the C' matrices are unproblematic as ||C||2 = 1 and ||C7!||2 = 2.

We therefore have by Lemma Bl that if f satisfies some distortion condition
(D) then there exists K’ € (D) such that for any N and ¢ in Ly,

ILné — L&l v < NVNK'(N)| ¢l pv
and if IV is sufficiently large,

|SIlBv NVNK'(N)
1—|SllBy NVNK'(N)

[Sn¢ — Sollpy < <2NVN|S|[sv K (N)| ¢ By,
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which is what was required for Theorem O O
Corollary Ml is a direct result of this convergence and Theorem [Tk

Corollary . We know from Theorem [ that p = Su. We have also defined
pN = Snu, recalling that u lies in En. As a result, by Theorem [2]

lon = pllisv = [ISnu — Sullpy < NVNK(N)|lul|y,
as required. ] O

Note that here, unlike in Theorem [, we actually have that estimates
converge in norm to the true values.
Corollary 2] also follows directly from Theorems [Il and

Corollary [ We know from Theorem [I] that on V', the space of zero integral
functions, the solution operator S is identical to 7, L£". We then need

only apply the second part of Theorem 2] to get the required inequality. [
O

Remark 7. When a map satisfies (ADg)), one might be interested in the
best rate of decay one can get for ||En||pyv, which controls the convergence
of estimates. In the non-periodic case one can show that

(34) lim L log [|EnllBy = sup  |Sv(z+i)| —C.

N—oo N vel,xzel0,27]
The value of z where the supremum in (34]) is mazimised will have Sv)(z) =
0; if this value of z varies continuously with ¢, then it will have a maximum
when |RV)(2)| is 1 or —1. Thus, one expects the right-hand side of (3j]) to
be mazximised for

(35) ¢ = min {inf {|Sz| | z € (1)) ({£1}),. € I},6}.

The result is the same in the periodic case but with v, substituted for v,.)
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APPENDIX A. THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN UNIFORM EXPANSION AND
UNIFORM C-EXPANSION

In this paper we have stipulated that maps on non-periodic domains sat-
isfy a so-called uniform C-expansion condition rather than the usual uniform
expansion condition. Neither of these conditions imply the other: in fact it
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is not hard to construct non-pathological examples of uniformly-expanding
maps which are not uniformly C-expanding (see Figure [6]).

0.50
0.25 4

—

2 0.00 1
s
—0.25 1
—0.50 1

—0.75 1

—1.00 T
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

FIGURE 6. In black, an example of a map f € Uyp (A =
0.9871) which is not uniformly C-expanding (A ~ 0.763).
Non-C-expanding parts of f marked in mid grey. In light
grey, lines of unit C-expansion (i.e. curves v (z) for which
(cos~toypocos) = +1).

However in practice, maps in Uy, p are generally also in Uy p. For example,
all piecewise linear maps in Uy p lie in Uyp. (In particular, if f is the k-
tupling map, the uniform C-expansion parameter for f is A = \/E) A map
in Uy p typically fails to be in Uyp if its graph “aims” towards the walls
of the domain. To preserve the Markov structure, such a heading must be
facilitated by a kink in the map. This is illustrated in Figure [Gl

However, if we now consider only maps that are Markov with bounded
distortion, we find close connections between C-expansion and classical ex-
pansion. In fact, a positive lower bound on one implies a positive lower
bound on the other, which may be seen by an adaptation of the proof of
Theorem [6] below.

Importantly, uniformly C-expanding maps eventually become uniformly
expanding under iteration and vice versa, according to the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 6. Suppose f € Uyip (resp. f € Unp). Then there exists n, € N
such that f* € Uxp (resp. Ugp) for all n > n,. FEach f" satisfies the same
distortion conditions as f, with possibly different constants.

Remark 8. Since iterates of a map have an exponentially growing number
of branches, for computational purposes it may be more effective simply to
compute a conjugacy of a map which is C-expanding.
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It is in fact possible to construct, for a map f € Uxp (resp. Unp), an
analytic diffeomorphism ny such that f. =mnyo fo 77;1 € Unp (resp. Up).

Furthermore, if f satisfies (DD,]) then so will f., and if f satisfies (ADy))
for some § > 0 then there exists &' > 0 for which f. satisfies (ADg).

Thus, maps in Uy p and in Uyp have the same dynamical properties and
can additionally be converted from one class to the other. We emphasise
that the crucial assumption here is bounded distortion.

We now prove the results stated above, beginning with Theorem [Gl

Theorem [@. Suppose f € Uxp with |f’| > X and distortion constant Ci.
Then f" € Uyp with |(f™)'] > A" and distortion constant bounded by

Cq 1;:\;11 [11]. Let us use the notation f™ = g with branches P,, ¢ € I"™.

Suppose x € P, for some ¢ € I"™. Then

1 — |z o U.(sen(zg(2) — @
[sgn(zg’(x)) — g(x)] — |g(v., (sgn(zg'(2)))) — g(z)|

and by the intermediate value theorem there exists w € P, such that

9

v Gen(eg @) -z _ 1
l9(v., (sgn(zg'(2)))) — g(x)|  1g'(w)|"
Using Lemma [Bl(a) we find that

1 e2C1
> )
lg'(w)] = |g'(2)]

and so for all z € U,¢;0,,

1— 22 ’ 1+ |z 20k |1 16_ -
W‘g (x)‘ = \/|Sgn(l‘g/($>)+g(gj)|e 2 ‘g( )’ > \/ZT)\>1

for n sufficiently large.

The map f" is full-branch Markov with bounded distortion, by the above
satisfies (CE]), and by Lemma [@ satisfies (Pl). Consequently, f™ € Unp.
Now, suppose f € Uyp and let n € NT. For the remainder of this proof,
we will use subscript notation for forward iterates: =, = f™(zr). We will
additionally call two points x,y € A n-companions if there exists a sequence
(Lj)jzlw.’n such that Tj-1,Yj—1 € OLJ. for 7 < n.

Given x € A, choose y, z such that x, y and z are n-companions, y, = —1
and z, = 1. Then by the mean value theorem, there exists w between y and
z such that

ny/ _ |20 — Yn| Z*n
(36) () = Eem > 2

Now, since w lies between y and z, it is an n-companion of x, y and z.
We will therefore relate |(f™)'(w)| to |(f™)'(x)] using bounded distortion.
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We expand their quotient out using the chain rule and rewrite:

(™)' ()] ﬁ (1)

)]~ L 17wy )

(37) > - }L:lllog\vfj (wj)|—log|v£j (xj)\‘

We then bound the summands using (DD;]) and the fact that v/ /v] =
(log |vj])':

log ’”Zj (w;)| — log ’UZJ- (%)" < Ci|w; — x| < LN "
The sum in ([B7) can thus be collapsed to give

() (w)]
Combining this with (30]) gives us that

Y@ s e o3

‘(fn)l(x)’ > e—C’ﬂr(l—}\)*l g}\n7
m
which implies that f™ is uniformly expanding for sufficiently large n. Since

as before f™ satisfies all the non-expansion conditions to be in Uy p, we have
that " € Uyp. O O

APPENDIX B. REsuLTs ON CcONDITIONS (DD;]) anD ([P)

In this appendix, we prove some properties possessed by maps in Uynp
used through the rest of the paper. We first give some “non-local” proper-
ties of the bounded distortion condition (DD;]), and then prove that (P]) is
preserved under iteration.

We first prove a lemma relating bounded distortion constants to bounds
on derivatives of the map. The properties summarised in Lemma [ are
mostly standard, but we improve the upper bound in part (b) from the
exponentially large e2¢! to a computationally more useful 1 + 2C}.

Lemma 5. Suppose f : [—1,1] — [—1,1] is full-branch Markov with bounded
distortion. Suppose the distortion constant of f is Cv. Then for all v € I:

(a) For all x,w € [-1,1],

o201 < |Uli($)| < 6201;
vy (w)]

(b) For all z € [—1,1],

e 20 ’(ZL‘ < Jul(z)] < (1+2C) ’(ZL‘
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Proof of Lemma[B. Part (a) is a standard result [11, [16].
To prove (b), we have that as a result of the intermediate value theorem
there exists some w € [—1, 1] such that

/ o v, (1) —v,(-1) o @A
v (w) = 5 ==

By part (a), e 21 < I':)),Z((—Z))h Additionally, the fundamental theorem of
calculus gives that

xT

duazdwo+/‘wgma

w
and consequently

CACH IS CACHIES /w C1lv; (§)]d¢]

0, by 1
o [ = (5+a) ol

—1

<
as required.

O

Remark 9. Similarly, suppose that a map f € Unp obeys analytic distortion
condition (ADg]) with constant C1 5. Then for all x,w € Ay,

6_201’5 cosh § < |U/£(l‘)| < e2Clygcosh6.
v (w)]

We now prove that the partition spacing condition (D)) is preserved under
composition. Consequently, Uyp and Unp are closed under composition.
Lemma 6. Suppose f and g are Markov maps on [—1,1] satisfying (D),

and that in addition f has bounded distortion with parameter C’y) and g
has uniform expansion parameter A9 > 0.

Then g o f satisfies (B).
Proof. Let Oy, = Ué)f) (vgg) (A)) be a branch set of go f. Let p € JA, i.e.
p==+1.

Since Ogy = Uéf) ((’)gg)), by Lemma [B}c) we have

o)
9| (1+20£f))‘ 2 ‘
(9) 2
o)
and thus a preliminary bound on our ratio of interest:
(1+2c(f)) 1 O(Q) O(f)
(38) |Og | 1) 2|V ®
d(o(b’yvp) n d(0¢’y7p)

We are interested in intervals for which p ¢ Oy,. If p € O, then we need
pE (’)éf) and fd)(p) =T € (’)E,g). Note that since p € Z?Oé)f), then 7 € 9A.
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Therefore, intervals Og, which do not contain p either have p ¢ (’)g ) or
T ¢ ng ).

We split into cases accordingly. In the first case where p ¢ O((z)f
that since (95,9) = vfyg)([—l, 1]), its length must be less than 2/A). Since
Oy, C O<(Z>f)’ we must have d (Ogy,p) > d <(9§5f) p). Therefore from (35,

)

, we have

’Odw’ HNE =(
< (1+20)")—=E0
d(oqjy,p) —( + 1 ))\(g) )
where we used that |(9£,g )| < |A|/A9) from the expansion assumption.

For the second case, let ¢ € OA be such that vé)f ) (q) lies in between Oy,
and p and let r € 8(’)£,f ) such that Ué)f ) (r) is the nearest point in Oy, to p
(and thus, ¢). Then d(Ogy,p) is the length of the interval [vfbf ) (r), p], which

is bigger than the length of the interval [fuéf ) (r), véf ) (@)] = Uéf ) ([r,q]). Using

Lemma [Bl the length of this last interval can be bounded:
o) Fey@)a o1,
[, gl |[r, gl 2
Furthermore, the distance between r and ¢ is precisely d(OS,g ), q).
Combining these results with (38]), we find that

|04 | (H\ 20 oy (N 20 =(
ol < (1420 7 < (1420 1 =),
T = (1+207) ¢ Gy < (1207 ¢

Combining the two cases, then, we find that

E(gof) < (1 + 2C£f)) max {e2c£f)E(g)’ ﬁa(f)} ,

as required. O

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA

In this appendix we will prove Lemma [l which states that standard
properties of f (e.g. differentiability of the distortion) imply the properties
of cos™ of o cos required to apply Lemma [l in the proof of Theorem [l

We remark that while the partition position condition (P)) is crucial for
the proof in general, it is not necessary if one restricts to maps that only
satisfy (DDy).

We also emphasise that this lemma gives very loose bounds for the Y,, and
T, and that in practice one is best served by calculating these constants
directly from the v,.

We will first state and prove two lemmas upon which Lemma 2 relies, and
then prove the latter.
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Lemma 7. Suppose the map f € Unp is piecewise C" 1, choose o € OA =
{£1} and let T = v,(0). Define the gradient of the chord

N T v, ()
Sio(z) = —
Then )
G (n) — = (nt1)
8 w) = ——u™ V) (w)

for some w directly between o and x.

Proof. We can show by induction that for all n > 0

~ S " (@) — )"
(O‘ _ x)n+1 ’
Since v,(0) = 7, the lemma follows by Taylor’s theorem. O O

Lemma 8. Suppose f € Uxp, t € I and o € OA = {£1} such that v,(c) ¢
OA. Let 7, , = osgnv,(0) and

T,o(x)=1—-v(x)/70.
Then for x € [-1,1], T, ,(z) > Z7YO,|. If f satisfies analytic distortion

condition [ADg)) then there exists ¢ € (0,6] and & > 0 such that for z € A,
10 (2)| = Re|O.

Proof. Recalling that TEJ = 1 we can write

T,6(z) =T76(T0 —v.(0)) + T o(v,(0) —v,(2)).

Since 7, , —v,(0) has the same sign as 7, ,, the first term can be written as a
positive quantity |7, , —v,(0)| which is equal to d(7, ,,O,). By the partition
spacing condition ([Pl), we have d(7,,,0,) > Z71O,].

Furthermore, one can apply Taylor’s theorem to the second term to get
that 7, ,(v,(0) —v,(2)) = 7,5 (0 —2)v](w) for some w between z and o. Since
v] keeps its sign on [—1,1] and the sign of o — z is simply the sign of o, the
definition of 7, , means that the second term is positive on [—1,1]. Thus,
for z € [-1,1], T, ,(z) > E71|O,|.

On the analytic domain AC the situation is more complicated. We write
that

(39) RT, o(z) = d(1,0,0,) — 7, oR (v,(x) —v,(R2)) — 70 (v,(Rz) — v,(0)),
and bound terms from below. }
Set € = ?Crsch¢ We have that for any point x in A¢, [v/(z)| < €3]0,

as a result of Remark [0l We will use this fact in the following discussion.
The Bernstein ellipse AC has major axis cosh( - [—1,1] and minor axis
isinh - [—1,1]. As a consequence every point w in AC has Rw < cosh ¢ and
|Sw| < sinh .
We have by Taylor’s theorem that

S (z) = nt .

1o (v,(2) — v,(Rz)) = 7R <v;(m)z’sx A C) %ﬁ)
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for w between z and R (i.e. in A¢). Thus,

76N (v(z) —v,(Rz)) | < C’l’%dm sinh? .

Furthermore,
T,o (V. (Rx) —v,(0)) = ot sgn v, (0)(Rr — o)v (w)

for w between Rz and o, i.e. in Ac NR. Since v/ # 0 on A because of the

bounded distortion condition (ADg]), and v/ must be real on A¢NR as it is real
on [—1,1] and analytic on the whole interval, we have sgnv/(w) = sgnv](0)
and so

Too (0 (R2) —v,(0)) = Rz /o — Do, (w)]
< (cosh ¢ = 1)|v; (w)|
< (cosh ¢ —1)€; ’(ZL’

As a result we have from (39)
¢
T, o(z)| > RT, o(x) > (E‘l — ZC (Cy,sinh® ¢ + 2cosh ¢ — 2)> O,/

When ( is small enough, the term multiplying |O,| is positive. O O
With these lemmas in hand, we can now prove Lemma [2

Lemma[2 We begin with the first part of part (a), bounding derivatives of
the v,. We will do this by first proving a formula for the derivatives of v,
and then bounding terms in this formula to get overall bounds.

Let m, :=n mod 2. We claim that

(40) v (cos™ @) = Y agren(@) Y (@)Y, ()0 (@),
q+r+s<n
where ag , s, are polynomials in x with coefficients independent of f, and
o [ (m)
(1—207 )72 (SMIN) , (o) e{-1,1},
T [ (m)
(1—azo~ )% (TJ”) . (o) ¢ {~1,1}.

We prove this claim by induction. Suppose without loss of generality that
sgnvl = 1.
When n = 0, we have that

, _ B 11—z 142
V(cos™tx) = \/1_%(%)\/1_’_%(%)%(@.

From ({Il), we find that

(41 Y"(x) =

Y90(z) =

1,0
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and thus ({Q) follows for n = 0.
Suppose, then, that ({Q) is true for some n. Then

VL(”+2)(COS_1($)) — M(VL(H-H) o cos—l)/(x).
All we need to show is that WYL’?"(@’) and W(Yﬁ;")’(m)

can be written as a product of Y[Z’"H(az) (and for the derivative possibly

also Y, (1)) and polynomials in z. In the case where v,(c) € {—1,1},
we have

T™n (m)
V1—2o Y0 (z) = (1 - :w'_l)T+1 (5;5/2)
— (1 o xo,—l)wnYLTr,n—l—l(x)

and

T™n m+1
VI= 2o () (@) = (1 - a0 )™ (5722) "

)

Tn — (m+1)
e € e e : (S;ol/2>
= (1 a0y ()
_ 7Tn0'_1(1 _ xo——l)ﬂn—ly:;,n—i-l(x)

=(1- a:a_l)”"YZ’;“’"*l(x) _ ﬂ_no_—lymm-‘rl(x)’

1,0

where in the last line we removed the (1 —zo~!)™~! element from the last
term by using that the last term is zero unless m, = 1. The relation when
v, (o) ¢ {—1,1} is clearly analogous, from which the claim falls.

We now attempt to bound the expression in ([@0). To bound the V5", we

need to bound derivatives of S, 01/ 2 and TL,_Ul/ 2 One may show by induction
that for n > 1 there exist multivariate polynomials ¢, such that for any
function U,

U’ U™
42 U= = g12g, [ ... :
42) 1) T
By Lemmal[7l we have that when v,(0) € {—1,1}
S8 @) = — |+ (w)

for some w € [—1,1]. Using distortion bound (DD,,) and Lemma [0l we can
bound this again to get that

C,e2c1
(n) < ZnZ gy
S @) < S a).

We also have that |5, ,(z)| = [v/(w)| > e~ 2¢1|v/(z)| for some w € [—1,1].
Substituting these bounds into ([42) we find that

. ac ac
‘(SL_,UW)() < e |12 gy <C162 1,...,(;”i 11>
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when v,(0) € {—1,1}.

Similarly, we have that ]Tb(ﬁ) (z)| = o™ (z)| < C,[v'(x)] and, by Lemma
B, when v,(0) ¢ {—1,1} that |T, ,(z)| > 271 O,| > 227 1e =21 |/ (x)|. These
bounds can be substituted into ([@2]) similarly to give

= = 2C = 2C
(2" | < S (A5 95

when v,(0) ¢ {—1,1}.

Thus, there exist constants £"" depending on the distortion constants
and partition spacing constant such that for all . € I and o € {—1,1}, we
have |Y,[5" ()| < &' ()| ~1/?

Returning to (@Q), we have that since [0t (z)| < Ci|v/ ()],

|Vb(n+l)(cos_1 z)| < Z |ag,r,s,n|(1) EPTECy,
q+r+s<n

for x € [—1,1], and thus |1/L(n+1)(9)| is bounded by the same constant for

RS [0, 27Tﬁu).

The proof of the first part of part (b) is essentially the same as the above
with n = 1. The major difference is that we apply Remark [0 and the second
bound in Lemma [§ instead of Lemma [5] and the first bound, respectively.

We also use that cos™! AC = A?“ so bounds on v (f) transfer directly to

bounds on v (cos™!(x)).
The second parts of (a) and (b) are much more straightforward. In both
cases we seek to bound

L

h,

B |(v] o COS)(")|

|v! o cos|

(43)

on appropriate domains. The nth derivative of v/ o cos can be written as a
(m+1)

linear combination of v, o cos,m < n with coefficients of trignometric
polynomials. Trigonometric polynomials are bounded on [0, 275,/] and A?";

on these respective domains, the ]vL(mH) o cos | are bounded by Ci,|v] o cos|
and by Cy s|v, o cos| for m = 1 respectively. Thus, we find that (@3] are
bounded by constants depending on C,,, m < n — 1, and in the analytic
case on (¢ (which parameterised AC) and Cf ¢. O O

APPENDIX D. EXPLICIT BOUNDS ON THE NORM OF THE SOLUTION
OPERATOR IN BV

In HE], explicit a priori bounds on decay of correlations were stated in
the Lipschitz norm. Specifically, if a map on [0, 1] has expansion coefficient
A and (DD;)) distortion constant C7, then with V' the space of zero-integral
functions on [0, 1], the following bound holds:

2C,

R=1—
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D =4e¢®(1+ R),

g= g7,
(44) 1Ly ||Lip < De™4"

In this appendix we sketch how these explicit bounds work through to
bound [|S||pv -

Let Lip([0,1]) be the space of Lipschitz functions on the interval [0, 1]
with the usual norm.

Suppose that ||[£"|y||Lip < K, < 1/2. Suppose that g € BV ([0,1]) NV

Wlth H gllpy = 1. Let g, be the piecewise linear interpolant to g at the points
0, - n, ..., 1. It can be seen that Lip g, < n and ||g, — g|l1 <
Consequently,

£l < I1£7%galls + 11£7(9 = Gn)

1 . A
< _Hﬁn n”Lip + ”g - gn”l

= (Lip Gn + [|gnlloc) + 19 — Gully

where we used that [|h||Lip > 5||h||1 and [|h||py > ||h]|e for h € V.
Setting n = [K;l/ﬁ, we have
\/Kn(71454\/Kn) < JE.

Hence, as a result of the standard BV Lasota-Yorke inequality ﬂQ] we find
that

5 5 m
(45) 1™ gllgy < 1™ glpy < (ALY K).
Using that ||£"|y||Lip < De™*" from (@), and choosing
o [4 + 2log(max{Cy, 1}1vD))

€
B 2
”“—[ngw’
—4

e

min{1,C;?} D1

- —2 o2

Consequently from (@3] we have that [[£L7F"||gy < Ze™? < 2.
As a result,

1£%gll <

we have

1L v < = K, <1/2.

00 00 m+n—1
k=0 BV k=0 BV Il k=0 BV
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where C" : =1+ %% > sup,en ||[£"| By < This bounding property of C’
is the result of the Lasota-Yorke inequality and the fact that ||g||zyv > 3|91
forge BV NV.

As a result of ([I8]), we finally obtain the a priori bound on the solution

operator

5!
(47) ISlsv <14 Z(m+n)C'(3+C),
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