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Abstract. We prove a local central limit theorem for “nonconventional” sums generated by some
classes of sufficiently fast mixing sequences.

1. Introduction

Since the ergodic theory proof of Szemerédi’s theorem on arithmetic progressions due to Furstenberg

[11], limits of expressions having the form SN/N = 1/N
∑N

n=1 T
q1(n)f1 · · ·T qℓ(n)fℓ have been exten-

sively studied in literature, where T is a measure preserving transformation, ℓ is a positive integer,
fi’s are bounded measurable functions and qi’s are linear or polynomial functions taking integer values
on the set of integers. For the proof of Szemerédi’s theorem, we only need to consider the case when
all the fi’s are the indicator of the same measurable set A. In this case SN |A counts the number of
multiple recurrences to the set A. Most of the results in this direction are L2-convergences of SN/N
(see, for instance [5]), expect for the results in [6] in which an almost sure convergence was established
in the case when ℓ = 2 and q1 and q2 are linear. Almost sure convergence was obtained when ℓ > 2
only in particular cases, see for instance [29], [26] and references therein.

From the probabilistic point of view the orbits of the underlying dynamical system T are viewed
as random variables Un = T nU0, where U0 is distributed according to the invariant measure µ. Thus,
ergodic theorems can be viewed as laws of large numbers and once they are derived it is natural to
inquire about other classical limit theorems of probability. Partially motivated by that, central limit
theorems and large deviations principles for “nonconventional sums” (the term comes from [11]) of the
form

(1.1) S
{qj}
N G =

N
∑

n=1

G(Xq1(n), Xq2(n), ..., Xqℓ(n))

were obtained by Kifer [28] and Kifer and Varadhan [30, 31]. Here G is a real-valued function satisfying
some regularity and growth conditions, and {Xn} is a sequence of random vectors satisfying some
mixing, stationarity and moment conditions, which are satisfied for wide classes of Markov chains
and when Xn has the form Xn = f(T nU0) = f(Un), where f is a sufficiently regular vector-valued
function and T is a sufficiently chaotic dynamical system such as a topologically mixing subshift of
finite type or an Anosov map and U0 is distributed according to an equilibrium state (i.e. a Gibbs
measure), as well as when T is a Young tower with sufficiently fast decaying tails. Since then a variety
of nonconventional limit theorems were obtained: a moderate deviations principle and exponential
concentration inequalities were derived in [20], stable laws were proven in [32] and Berry-Esseen type
estimates and other results were derived in [16, 19] (see also references therein).
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2 Y. Hafouta

The local central limit theorem (LCLT) concerns the asymptotic behavior of expectations of the
form E[g(SN )], where g is an indicator of a bounded interval or a continuous function with compact
support, and it has origins in the classical De Moivre-Laplace theorem. In the “conventional” case

when ℓ = 1, q1(n) = n and SN =
∑N

n=1G(Xn) the LCLT for Markov chains {Xn} was obtained by
Nagaev [36] (in the countable state case), for expanding interval maps T by J. Rousseau-Egele [37]
(where Xn = T nX0), for subshifts of finite type and Anosov maps it was derived by Guivarach and
Hardy [14] and for Gibbs-Markov maps by Aaronson and Denker [1]. These papers used what these
days is commonly referred to as the “Nagaev-Guivarch method” (spectral gap). In fact, all of these
LCLT’s follow from a general theory of quasi-compact Markov operators, and we refer to [25] for an
abstract description of this method.

In [15] we proved an LCLT for nonconventional sums of the form

(1.2)
N
∑

n=1

G(ξn, ξ2n, ..., ξℓn)

for some classes of stationary ψ-mixing Markov chains {ξn} satisfying a two sided version of the Doeblin
condition, whose state space is a compact metric space, and measurable functions G satisfying some
moment conditions. This LCLT was extended in [19, Ch.2] to Markov chains whose transition operator
is the dual of the Koopman operator (with respect to a Gibbs measure) corresponding to certain types
of distance expanding maps T . In this setup the function G was assumed to be bounded and Hölder
continuous. The latter yields the LCLT for sums of the form

(1.3)

N
∑

n=1

G(f−nX0, f
−2nX0, ..., f

−ℓnX0)

where f is an Anosov map, and X0 is distributed according to an underlying Gibbs-measure. In the

“conventional” case the sums
∑N−1

n=0 G(f
nX0) and

∑N−1
n=0 G(f

−nX0) have the same distribution, but
this is no longer true for nonconventional sums. Still, since f−1 is also Anosov, by replacing f with
f−1 in (1.3) the LCLT for

(1.4)

N
∑

n=1

G(fnX0, f
2nX0, ..., f

ℓnX0)

follows.
The goal of the current paper is twofold. First, we extend the LCLT for the sums (1.2) for Markov

chains {ξn} whose transition operator is the dual of the Koopman operator corresponding to a Young
tower with exponential tails, where here G is a bounded Hölder continuous function. This has appli-
cations to the LCLT for sums of the form (1.3), where now f is a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism
which can be modeled by a Young tower [40]. The second goal is to obtain the LCLT for sums of the
form

(1.5) S
{qj}
N G =

N
∑

n=1

G(Xq1(n), Xq2(n), ..., Xqℓ(n))

for indexes q1(n), ..., qℓ(n) exhibiting some nonlinear growth. More precisely, we will assume that
q1, ..., qk are linear for some k < ℓ, and that qj grows faster than linearly and faster than qj−1 for
k < j ≤ ℓ, in a certain quantitative way (the case k = 0 corresponds to having no linear functions). For
instance, the case when all qi’s are polynomials so that q1, ..., qk are linear for some k < ℓ, deg qk+1 > 1
and deg qi < deg qi+1, i > k will be a particular case of our assumptions. It turns out that for such
indexes the LCLT holds true for a wide class of sufficiently fast (approximately) mixing sequences
{Xn} taking values in some metric space, which are not necessarily generated by a Markov operator or
a chaotic dynamical system, and bounded Hölder continuous functions G. We note that in this setup
the Hölder continuity is only needed when {Xn} is not strongly mixing in the probabilistic sense,
and it can only be approximated sufficiently well by strongly mixing sequences. For instance, when
Xn = (ξn, ξn+1, ..., ξn+m) for some m and a geometrically ergodic Markov chain {ξj} then our results
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hold true for bounded functions G which are not necessarily continuous. When Xn = (ξk)k≥n then we
need G to be Hölder continuous in order to approximate G(Xq1(n), Xq2(n), ..., Xqℓ(n)) by expressions

which depend only on
(

ξq1(n)+s, ξq2(n)+s, ..., ξqℓ(n)+s

)m

s=0
, with an error term depending on m. To the

best of our knowledge, even the case when ℓ = 1 and q1(n) grows faster than linearly was not considered
in literature (the LCLT when ℓ = 1 and q1(n) = n requires more than some mixing conditions).

In the “conventional setup” (when ℓ = 1 and q1(n) = n), for certain classes of Markov chains {ξn}
and chaotic dynamical systems T , the LCLT established in [36, 37, 14, 1] relies on the following idea.
First, there are operators Lit so that

(1.6) E(eitSNG) = µ(LN
it 1)

where µ is the underlying stationary distribution, 1 is the function taking the constant value 1 and

SNG =
∑n−1

n=0G ◦ T n or SNG =
∑N

n=1G(ξn) are the usual Birkhoff sums. The operators Lit have the
form Lit(g) = L0(ge

itG), where L0 is either the Markov operator defining the Markov chain, or the
dual of the Koopman (transfer) operator corresponding to the map T with respect to the stationary
distribution. The operators Lit are smooth in t. Moreover, they are quasi-compact when their spectral
radius is 1. In the transfer operator case the right hand side of (1.6) is the characteristic function of the

partial sums
∑N

n=1G(ξ̃n) of the Markov chain {ξ̃n} whose transition operator is L0 and its stationary
distribution is µ. Thus, the LCLT in both setups above can be obtained by using the spectral theory
of quasi-compact Markov operators (and we refer again to [25]).

Quasi-compactness properties of transfer operators also yield the LCLT for uniform Young towers
(in the terminology of [7]) with exponential tails, since then the appropriate perturbations of the dual
of the Koopman operator are quasi-compact, though this was not explicitly formulated in literature,
probably because in the “conventional” case the LCLT holds true for non-uniform towers with sub-
exponential tails. This was proven by S. Gouëzel [13] using operator renewal theory (i.e. by inducing),
which replaces the quasi-compactness, but it is less relevant to our paper since when qi(n) = in our
methods rely on quasi-compactness (and exponential tails), as explained in the following paragraphs.

In the arithmetic progression case qi(n) = in, for sufficiently fast mixing Markov chains {ξn} the
main obstacle in the proof of the LCLT in the nonconventional setup is that a family of operators
which “govern” the characteristic functions in the sense of (1.6) does not seem to exist, in view of the
non-stationarity and long range dependence of the summands G(ξn, ξ2n, ..., ξℓn). Still, the idea behind
the proofs of the LCLT’s from [15] and [19, Ch.2] is based on “spectral” properties, but now we have to
consider random operators instead of a single one. Roughly speaking, we showed that when Xn = ξn
is one of the chains considered in [15] and [19, Ch.2], then there exist a mixing probability preserving
system (Ω,F , P, θ) and a family of random operators Lω

it, ω ∈ Ω so that, on compact sets of t’s we
have

(1.7) |E(eitS
{qj}

N G)| ≤
∫

|µ(LθaℓNω
it ◦ · · · ◦ Lθω

it ◦ Lω
it1)|dP (ω) + o(N−1/2)

where aℓ is some constant and µ(g) =
∫

gdµ for any integrable function g. This is achieved by a
conditioning argument, which in this paper is referred to as “the conditioning step”. In general, given
any sequence of random variables {ZN} so that N−1/2(ZN −mN), m ∈ R satisfies the CLT, the LCLT
follows from certain types of decay rates of the characteristic functions of ZN (see Theorem 5.4). Using

(1.7), the type of control over the characteristic functions needed to obtain the LCLT for ZN = S
{qj}
N G

was achieved by studying the products of random operators appearing in (1.7), which in some sense
reduces the main problem to the random dynamics setup. For one sided topologically mixing subshifts
of finite type and other expanding maps, these random operators were studied using a complex version
of the Hilbert projective metric due to H.H. Rugh [38], corresponding to the canonical complexification
of the classical cones of logarithmically Hölder continuous functions.

For Markov chains generated by uniform Young towers (as described above), the strategy of the

proof of the LCLT for S
{qj}
N G when qi(n) = in is as follows. First, using the semi-conjugacy with a

Bernoulli shift established in [33], we will also have a certain conditioning step, which yields upper
bounds of the form (1.7) with Lω

it now being perturbations of P ℓ = Lω
0 , where P is the dual of the
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Koopman operator g → g ◦ F corresponding to the tower map F . Already in this conditioning step
we need the tower to have exponential tails, since the semi-conjugacy was only proven in this case.
For t’s which are not close to 0, we will study the asymptotic behavior of the latter product by using
quasi-compactness of certain related deterministic transfer operators determined by a periodic orbit
of the tower.

For t’s close to 0 we will study the asymptotic behavior of the product of the random operators from
(1.7) by showing that these operators contract certain type of complex cones. In contrast with the
expanding case, these cones do not consist of (complexficiations of) logarithmically Hölder continuous
functions, and instead we will obtain the desired estimates on the norm of the product of the random
operators using the canonical complexification of the cones introduced in [39]. This also requires
exponential tails, but the results are established for non-uniform towers, so the need in uniform ones
only arises when dealing with t’s far away from 0. In terms of general techniques, showing that these
cones satisfy the conditions needed for Rugh’s theory [38] (see also [9, 10]) to be effective, and that
the random complex operators Lω

it contract these cones is the main novelty of this manuscript. In
order not to overload the paper we present the results concerning complex cones in a separate section
(Section 9).

There are three reasons we need here the tower to have exponential tails. First, it is needed to
establish (1.7). Second, the exponential tails are needed to obtain the desired projective contraction
of the random complex operators Lω

it described above. For deterministic operators one can use the
operator renewal theory from [13] instead of complex cones, but it is still not clear how to adapt this
theory to study the ω-wise asymptotic behavior of the products of the random operators on the right
hand side of (1.7). The third reason is that the estimates we obtain on the right hand side of (1.7) for
t’s bounded away from 0 rely on quasi-compactness of certain associated deterministic system. Also
in this case it is less clear how to adapt the operator renewal theory, or to make a reduction to a
deterministic system for such t’s without some kind of quasi-compactness assumption.

When some of the qj ’s grow faster than linearly, we will also have a conditioning step, but of
a different form. This step does not require the underlying sequence {Xn} to be a Markov chain,
and instead we only need it to satisfy certain mixing and approximation conditions. Because of the
nonlinear growth of qℓ, this conditioning argument yields a different upper bound of the form

(1.8) |E(eitS
{qj}

N G)| ≤ E





N
∏

n=[aN ]+1

ζ(Yn, t)



+ o(N−1/2)

on compact sets of t’s, where a ∈ (0, 1) is some constant, {Yn} is some sufficiently fast mixing process
satisfying some stationarity conditions, and ζ(y, t) are certain functions taking values in [0, 1]. In this
case the general estimates needed for the LCLT (see again Theorem 5.4) do not require to study com-
positions of random operators, which is the reason that general mixing conditions are sufficient for the

LCLT. Roughly speaking, we will use the mixing properties of {Yn} to replace E

[

∏N
n=[aN ]+1 ζ(Yn, t)

]

with
∏N

n=[aN ]+1 E [ζ(Yn, t)] = (ζ(t))N−[aN ], ζ(t) = E[ζ(Yn, t)]. Thus, the function ζ(t) controls the

rate of decay of the characteristic functions.

2. A nonconventional LLT with nonlinear indexes and some classes of mixing

processes

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space and let Fn,m ⊂ F , n,m ∈ Z be a family of σ-algebras so that
Fn,m ⊂ Fn1,m1 if n1 ≤ n ≤ m ≤ m1. We will measure the dependence between these σ-algebras by
the classical φ-mixing coefficients φ(n) given by

(2.1) φ(n) = sup {|P(B|A) − P(B)| : k ∈ Z, A ∈ F−∞,k, B ∈ Fk+n,∞, P(A) > 0}
where Fl,∞ is the union of Fl,n, n ≥ l and F−∞,k is the union of Fj,k, j ≤ k. Let (X , d) be a metric
space and let Xn : Ω → X be a sequence of measureable functions (i.e. random variables). We do
not require {Xn} to be strongly stationary, and instead we only assume that for each n ≤ m the
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distribution of the pair (Xn, Xm) depends only on m − n. In particular, all the Xn’s are identically
distributed.

We also do not assume that Xn is measurable with respect to Fn,n, and instead we will impose
restrictions on the approximation rate. The r-th approximation rate of order p ≥ 1 is given by

(2.2) βp(r) = sup
n

inf
Zn,r

‖d(Xn, Zn,r)‖Lp

where the infimum is taken over all the X -valued and Fn−r,n+r-measureable random variables Zn,r.
The results described in this section are obtained under assumptions of the following form.

2.1. Assumption. There are constants c > 0 and θ1, θ2 > 0 so that for all n ∈ N,

(2.3) φ(n) ≤ cn−θ1 and β2(n) ≤ cn−θ2.

We refer the readers to [22, Section 8] for some examples of processes satisfying Assumption 2.1.
These examples include the case when Xn = T nX0, where T is a two (or one) sided topologically
mixing subshift of finite type [3], X0 is distributed according to a Gibbs measure and Fn,m is the
σ-algebra generated by the cylinders corresponding to the coordinates at places n, ...,m. In this case
we have max(φ(n), β∞(n)) ≤ Cδn for some C > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1). Another example are functionals
Xn =

∑

j ajf(ξn+j) of geometrically ergodic Markov chains {ξn}, where f is a measurable function

taking values in some Banach space (B, | · |) so that ‖f‖2 := supn ‖|f(ξn)|‖L2 < ∞ and
∑

j aj is a

converging series. If we take Fn,m = σ{ξn, ..., ξm} then φ(n) converges exponentially fast to 0 and
β2(r) ≤ ‖f‖2

∑

|j|>r |aj |. Thus, Assumption 2.3 will hold if
∑

|j|>r |aj | = O(r−θ2 ). In fact, we can

take any stationary sequence {ξn} so that with Fn,m = σ{ξn, ..., ξm} we have φ(n) = O(n−θ1), and
define Xn similarly. We refer to Section 6 for an application to functions of Bernoulli shifts (which has
applications to Young towers with exponential tails [33, Section 5.3]).

Next, let ℓ be a positive integer and let q1(n), q2(n), ..., qℓ(n) be integer-valued non-negative se-
quences. We assume here that there is an integer 0 ≤ k < ℓ so that for all j > k the function qj grows
faster than linearly in the sense that there exists α ∈ (0, 1) so that for all n ∈ N large enough

(2.4) qj(n+ 1)− qj(n) ≥ nα, j = k + 1, k + 2, ..., ℓ.

Furthermore, qi+1 grows faster than qi for i > k in the sense that

(2.5) ∀ε > 0 we have lim
n→∞

(qi+1(εn)− qi(n)) = ∞, i = k + 1, ..., ℓ− 1.

When k = 0 then the above conditions hold for functions with nonlinear growth. However, we can
also consider the case when some of the functions are linear polynomials. This corresponds to k > 0
and in this case, for the sake of simplicity we assume that

(2.6) qj(n) = jn, ∀n ∈ N, j = 1, 2, ..., k.

Set X ℓ = X × X × · · · × X (ℓ times) and let κ ∈ (0, 1]. Let G : X ℓ → R be a bounded function so
that with some K > 0 for all (x1, ..., xℓ), (y1, ..., yℓ) ∈ X ℓ we have

(2.7) |G(x1, ..., xℓ)−G(y1, ..., yℓ)| ≤ K

ℓ
∑

j=1

(d(xi, yi))
κ
.

For each N set

S
{qj}
N G =

N
∑

n=1

G(Xq1(n), Xq2(n), ..., Xqℓ(n)).

Set also

(2.8) Ḡ =

∫

G(x1, x2, ..., xℓ)dµ(x1)dµ(x2) · · · dµ(xℓ)

where µ is the common distribution of the Xn’s. The main result in this section is a local central limit

theorem (LCLT) for the sequence of random variables ZN = S
{qi}
N G.



6 Y. Hafouta

2.0.1. The CLT. Before proving the LCLT we need to discuss the central limit theorem (CLT). As

mentioned in Section 1, the CLT for N−1/2
(

S
{qj}
N G−NḠ

)

does not follow from existing results since
Xn do not take values at Rs for some s.

2.2. Theorem (CLT). Suppose that Assumption 2.1 holds true with θ1 > 4 and θ2 >
2
κ , where κ is

the exponent from the right hand side of (2.7). Then the limit

D2 = lim
N→∞

1

N
E

[

(

S
{qj}
N G− ḠN

)2
]

exists. Moreover, the sequence N− 1
2

(

S
{qj}
N G − ḠN

)

converges in distribution as N → ∞ towards a

centered normal random variable with variance D2. Furthermore, if Xn is Fn−r,n+r-measurable for
some r ∈ N and all n ∈ N, then the above holds true for any bounded function G (i.e. without (2.7)).

While the proof of the existence of D2 proceeds exactly as in [30], it is less clear to us how to adapt
the martingale approximation techniques from [30] to the situation when Xn are not vector-valued.
The point is that the main estimates needed for the martingale approximation to work depend on the
dimension (see [30, Theorem 3.4]). Therefore, similarly to [19, Ch.1], the proof of the CLT is based on
Stein’s method and (strong) dependency graph.

Next, when D2 = 0 the CLT is degenerate, and it is interesting to have a characterization for the
positivity of D2. In order to present such characterizations, we first need the following notations. Let
µ be the distribution of Xn, and for every k < j < ℓ let us set

Gj(x1, ..., xj) =

∫

G(x1, ..., xj , z)dµ
ℓ−j(z)−

∫

G(x1, ..., xj−1, z)dµ
ℓ−j+1(z)

while for j = ℓ,

(2.9) Gℓ(x1, ..., xℓ) = G(x1, ..., xℓ)−
∫

G(x1, ..., xℓ−1, z)dµ(z).

When k > 0 let us also consider the function Gk given by

(2.10) Gk(x1, ..., xk) =

∫

G(x1, ..., xk, z)dµ
ℓ−k(z)− Ḡ.

Here µs = µ× µ× · · · × µ (s-times) for any s.

2.3. Theorem (Positivity of the asymptotic variance). Under the conditions of Theorem 2.2 we have
the following. When all the functions qj grow faster than linearly (i.e. k = 0) then D2 = 0 if and only
if the function G is constant µℓ-a.s. When some of the functions are linear (i.e. k > 0) then D2 = 0
if and only if Gj vanishes for every j > k (µℓ-a.s.), and Gk is an L2-coboundary with respect to the
map F × F 2 × · · · × F k.

If Xn is Fn−r,n+r-measurable for some r ∈ N and all n ∈ N, then the above holds true for any
bounded function G.

For vector-valuedXn’s, such a characterization was obtained in [16] and [17]. For bounded functions
G the proof when Xn take values in some metric space is essentially the same.

2.1. The LCLT. Usually, the local central limit theorem concerns two cases, “non-arithmetic” and
“lattice”. We call the case non-arithmetic if there exists no t 6= 0 so that for some function β : Λℓ−1 →
[0, 2π) we have

(2.11) eitG(x1,...,xℓ) = eiβ(x1,...,xℓ−1), µℓ-a.s.

In particular, G(x1, x2, ..., xℓ) is a not a function of the variables x1, ..., xℓ−1 (µ
ℓ-almost surely), namely

the function Gℓ(x1, x2, ...., xℓ) is not identically 0, µℓ-almost surely.

2.4. Theorem (LCLT in the non-arithmetic case). Suppose that Assumption 2.1 holds true with some
θ1 > max(4, 3

2α ) and θ2 > max( 3
2κα ,

2
κ) where α comes from (2.4) and κ from (2.7). When some of

the functions qj are linear, we also assume that θ2 > 3 and θ1 ≥ θ2κ. In addition we assume that
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D2 > 0. Then in the above non-arithmetic case for any continuous function g : R → R with compact
support (or an indicator of a bounded closed interval) we have

lim
N→∞

sup
u∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

√
2πNDE[g(S

{qj}
N G− u)]− e−

(u−ḠN)2

2ND2

∫

g(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

If Xn is Fn−r,n+r-measurable for some r ∈ N and all n ∈ N, then the above LCLT holds true for
any bounded function G.

Next, we call the case a lattice one if G is integer-valued and for all t ∈ [−π, π] \ {0} there exists
no function β : Λℓ−1 → [0, 2π) satisfying (2.11). As in the non-arithmetic case, also in the lattice case
Gℓ does not vanish µ

ℓ-almost surely. More general “lattice cases” can be considered, but we prefer to
focus on integer valued-functions.

2.5. Theorem (LCLT in the lattice case). Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.4, in the above lattice
case, for any continuous function g : R → R with compact support (or an indicator of a bounded closed
interval) we have

lim
N→∞

sup
u∈Z

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

√
2πNDE[g(S

{qj}
N G− u)]− e−

(u−ḠN)2

2ND2

∑

k∈Z

g(k)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

If Xn is Fn−r,n+r-measurable for some r ∈ N and all n ∈ N, then the above LCLT holds true for any
bounded function G.

2.6. Remark. The lattice condition specified above includes the case when G has the form

G(x1, ..., xℓ) =
∏ℓ

j=1 Iαi for some sets αi with positive measure. Indeed, suppose that for some

nonzero t there exists a function β(x1, ..., xℓ−1) so that

eit
∏ℓ

j=1 Iαj
(xj) = eiβ(x1,...,xℓ−1), µℓ-a.s.

When y := (x1, ..., xℓ−1) 6∈ α1 × α2 × · · · × αℓ−1 we get 1 = eiβ(y) and hence β(y) = 0. When
y ∈ α1 × α2 × · · · × αℓ−1 but xℓ 6∈ αℓ we still get that eiβ(y) = 1 and therefore β(y) = 0 for almost all
y. Taking now xℓ ∈ αℓ we conclude that eit = 1 and hence t = 2πk 6∈ [−π, π] \ {0}.

2.7. Remark. Suppose that k > 0 and that q1, ..., qk are linear. When the function G(x1, x2, ..., xℓ)
does not depend on the variable xℓ, but it is also not a function of x1, ..., xk then we can write
G(x1, x2, ..., xℓ) = G(x1, ..., xs) for a minimal k < s < ℓ. In this case, we can take β(x1, ..., xℓ−1) =
itG(x1, ..., xs) in (2.11), and so the conditions of Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 are never met. However, now
we can replace ℓ with s in (2.11) (and in Theorems 2.4 and 2.5). It will be clear from the proofs of
Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 that we can also replace ℓ with k < s < ℓ when G(x1, x2, ..., xℓ) = G(x1, x2, ..., xs)
only µℓ-almost surely. Thus we obtain the LCLT in the non-arithmetic and lattice cases, formulated
with s instead of ℓ. When G depends only on x1, x2, ..., xk then we are in the arithmetic progression
case qi(n) = in considered in the next section.

2.8. Remark. Condition (2.5) is only needed for the CLT to hold true, but the proofs of Theorems
2.2 and 2.3 proceed similarly when all the qj ’s are polynomials so that deg qj ≤ deg qj+1 which take
positive integer values on the set of positive integers. Assuming that the CLT holds true with D2 > 0
the proofs of Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 proceed similarly when, instead of (2.5), we assume that

(2.12) ∃ε0 ∈ (0, 1) such that lim
n→∞

(qi+1(ε0n)− qi(n)) = ∞, i = k + 1, ..., ℓ− 1.

Thus, after replacing (2.5) with (2.12), we get that if N−1/2
(

S
{aj}
N − ḠN

)

obeys the CLT then the
LCLT holds true in both lattice and non-arithmetic cases. We conclude that Theorems 2.4 and 2.5
hold true when qj are polynomials so that deg qj ≤ deg qj+1, and if the degrees are equal then the
leading coefficient of qj+1 is larger than the leading coefficient of qj .
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3. A nonconventional local CLT for Markov chains on Young towers

In this section we describe our results for indexes having the form qj(n) = jn for j = 1, 2, ..., ℓ. As
explained in Section 1, the LCLT will be obtained for Markov chains whose transition operator is the
dual of the Koopman operator of a Young tower. In Section 8 we will discuss certain applications to
the LCLT for partially hyperbolic maps. For readers’ convenience, in the following section we recall
the definition of a Young tower first introduced in [40, 41].

3.1. Young towers. Let (∆0,F0, ν0) be a probability space, {∆j
0 : j ≥ 1} be a partition of ∆0 (mod

ν0), and R : ∆0 → N be a (return time) function which is constant on each one of the ∆j
0’s. We

identify each element x in ∆0 with the pair (x, 0), and for each nonnegative integer k let the k-th floor
of the tower be defined by

∆k = {(x, k) ∈ ∆0 × {k} : R(x) > k}.
For each j so that R|∆j

0 > k set

∆j
k = {(x, k) ∈ ∆k : x ∈ ∆j

0} ⊂ ∆k.

The whole tower is defined by

∆ = {(x, k) : k ≥ 0, (x, k) ∈ ∆k} =
⋃

k≥0

∆k.

Let f0 : ∆0 → ∆0 be so that for each j the map f0|∆j
0 : ∆j

0 → ∆0 is bijective (mod ν0). The dynamics
on the tower is given by the map F : ∆ → ∆ defined by

F (x, k) =

{

(x, k + 1) if R(x) > k + 1

(f0(x), 0) if R(x) = k + 1
.

We think of (f0(x), 0) as the return (to the base ∆0) function corresponding to F , and when R(x) = k+1
we will also write FR(x, 0) := F (x, k) = (f0(x), 0). It will also be convenient to set F

R(x, k) = FR(x, 0)
for any k ≥ 1 and (x, k) ∈ ∆k. We note that in applications usually ∆0 is a subset of a larger set, and
f0 = fR is the return time function (to ∆0) of a different function f (so that the tower is constructed

in order to study statistical properties of f). We assume here that the partition C = {∆j
k} is generating

in the sense that
∞
∨

i=0

F−iC

is a partition into points. For each k ≥ 1 and x ∈ ∆, we will denote the element of the partition

Ck =

k−1
∨

i=0

F−iC

containing x by Ck(x) (so that {x} = ∩k≥0Ck(x)). The partition elements of Ck are called cylinders of
length k.

Next, we lift the σ-algebra F0 to ∆ by identifying ∆j
k with ∆j

0 and lift the probability measure ν0
to a measure on ∆, by assigning the mass ν0(Γ) to each subset Γ of each ∆j

k, for any k and j so that

R|∆j
0 > k. Let us denote the above σ-algebra and measure on ∆ by F and m, respectively. Then the

dual of the Koopman operator g → g ◦ F with respect to the measure m is given by

(3.1) Pg(x) =
∑

y∈F−1{x}

g(y)

JF (y)

where JF = dF∗m
dm . We will always assume that

∫

Rdν0 <∞ which means thatm(∆) <∞. Henceforth
we will assume that ν0 has been normalized so that m(∆) = 1.
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3.1.1. Uniform towers. The uniform distance dU on the space ∆ is defined as follows: for every x and
y in ∆, we denote by sU (x, y) the greatest positive integer n so that F px and F py belong the same

element of the partition {∆j
k}, for all p < n (namely, they belong to the same partition element in Cn

but not to the same element of Cn+1). When x = y we set β(x, y) = ∞. Let β ∈ (0, 1) and define a
metric dU (·, ·) on ∆ ×∆ by dU (x, y) = βsU (x,y) (where β∞ := 0). The tower is called uniform if for
every k, j,

FR : ∆j
k → ∆0

and its inverse are both non-singular with respect to m, and the (inverse) Jacobian JFR is logarith-

mically locally Lipschitz continuous in the sense that for all k and x, y ∈ ∆j
k,

(3.2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

JFR(x)

JFR(y)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CdU (F
Rx, FRy)

for some constant C which does not depend on k, j, x and y. We remark that uniform towers arise
as extensions for certain classes of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms after collapsing along stable
manifolds, see [40].

In the next section we will obtain nonconventional limit theorems for uniform Young towers, but
for the sake of clarity let us describe the setup of non-uniform towers.

3.1.2. Non-uniform towers. The non-uniform (separation) distance on the space ∆ is defined as follows:
for any x = (x0, 0) and y = (y0, 0) in ∆0, denote by sNU (x, y) the greatest positive integer n so that

(FR)p(x) = fp
0 (x

0) and (FR)p(y) = fp
0 (y

0) belong to the same element of the partition {∆j
0} of ∆0,

for all p < n. If x = (x0, k) and y = (y0, k) belong to the same floor ∆k for some k ≥ 1 we set
sNU (x, y) = sNU (x

0, y0). When x and y are not in the same floor we set sNU (x, y) = 0. Let β ∈ (0, 1)
and define a metric dNU (·, ·) on ∆ ×∆ by dNU (x, y) = βsNU (x,y). The tower is called non-uniform if
for every j,

FR : ∆j
0 → ∆0

and its inverse are both non-singular with respect to m (or ν0), and for all x, y ∈ ∆j
0,

(3.3)

∣

∣

∣

∣

JFR(x)

JFR(y)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CdNU (F
Rx, FRy)

for some constant C which does not depend on j.

It is evident that dU ≤ dNU . It is also clear that the topologies induced by dU and dNU coincide.
We have the following result.

3.1. Theorem ([41]). Let (∆, F ) be a non-uniform Young tower so that
∫

Rdν0 < ∞. Then there
exists a strictly positive Lipschitz continuous function h : ∆ → R (w.r.t. to dNU) which is bounded
and bounded away from 0 and the measure µ = hdm is F -invariant. The measure µ is the unique
absolutely continuous F -invariant measure and h satisfies Ph = h.

We remark that this theorem was also obtained in [40] for uniform Young towers, and that in this
case the function h is Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. dU .

As discussed in Section 1, when qi(n) = in we consider uniform Young towers with exponential
tails, namely we assume that there exist constants p > 0 and q > 0 so that for all n ≥ 1,

(3.4) m{x : R(x) > n} ≤ qe−pn.

Of course, this is equivalent to having exponential tails ν0{x : R(x) > n} ≤ q1e
−p1n for ν0 with

some q1, p1 > 0. Finally, we will assume in this paper that the tower is aperiodic in the sense that
gcd{Rj} = 1. This is equivalent to F being mixing with respect to µ.
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3.2. Markov chains on towers. Let (∆,m, F ) be an aperiodic uniform Young tower satisfying
(3.4), and let µ = hdm be its unique absolutely continuous invariant measure. Let P be the transfer
operator defined by (3.1), and consider the operator A given by Ag = P (gh)/h. Let {ξn : n ≥ 0} be
the stationary Markov chain on ∆ whose initial distribution is µ, having A as its transition operator.
Namely, for every n ∈ N and a Borel measurable set Γ ⊂ ∆ we have

P(ξn ∈ Γ|ξn−1, ..., ξ1) = P(ξn ∈ Γ|ξn−1) = h(ξn−1)
−1

∑

y∈Γ:Fy=ξn−1

h(y)

JF (y)
.

Let X0 be a ∆-valued random variable whose distribution is µ. Then, it follows by induction that for
every n ∈ N we have

(3.5) (Fn−1X0, ..., FX0, X0)
d
= (ξ0, ξ1, ..., ξn−1)

where
d
= stands for equality in distribution. Let ℓ ∈ N and set ∆ℓ = ∆ ×∆ × · · · ×∆ (ℓ times). Let

G : ∆ℓ → R be a bounded function so that with some K > 0 for all (x1, ..., xℓ), (y1, ..., yℓ) ∈ ∆ℓ we
have

(3.6) |G(x1, ..., xℓ)−G(y1, ..., yℓ)| ≤ K

ℓ
∑

j=1

dU (xi, yi).

For each N set

S
{qj}
N G =

N
∑

n=1

G(ξn, ξ2n, ..., ξℓn)

where qj(n) = jn. We also set

(3.7) Ḡ =

∫

G(x1, x2, ..., xℓ)dµ(x1)dµ(x2) · · · dµ(xℓ).

The main result in this section is an LCLT for the sequence of random variables S
{qi}
N G.

Before discussing the LCLT, let us present our results concerning the CLT.

3.2. Theorem (CLT and asymptotic variance). Suppose that (3.3) and (3.4) hold true and that
gcd{Rj} = 1. Moreover, assume that G is a bounded function satisfying (3.6). Then:

(i) the limit

D2 = lim
N→∞

1

N
E

[

(

S
{qj}
N G− ḠN

)2
]

exists. Moreover, the sequence N− 1
2

(

S
{qj}
N G − ḠN

)

converges in distribution as N → ∞ towards a

centered normal random variable with variance D2.
(ii) D2 = 0 if and only if G− Ḡ is an L2-coboundary with respect to the map F × F 2 × · · · × F ℓ.

This theorem is proved similarly to Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 taking into account Korepanov’s semi-
conjugacy [33] and Section 6.

In what follows we will assume that the function Gℓ defined by (2.9) is not a coboundary with
respect to Fℓ = F × F 2 × · · · × F ℓ. This means that

D2
ℓ := lim

N→∞

1

N
E

[

(S
{qj}
N Gℓ)

2
]

> 0.

Note that D2 > 0 if D2
ℓ > 0 since Gℓ admits a coboundary representation with respect to Fℓ if G

admits such a representation.
We will obtain the LCLT under the following.

3.3. Assumption (Regularity around a periodic orbit). (i) The map F has a periodic point x0.

(ii) Let n0 be the period of x0. Then the map y → Gy := G(y, ·), y ∈ ∆ℓ−1 = ∆ × ∆ × · · · × ∆

is continuous at the points y = (F kx0, F
2kx0, ..., F

(ℓ−1)kx0), k = 0, 1, ..., n0 − 1 when considered as
a map from ∆ℓ−1 to the space of bounded Lipschitz continuous functions equipped with the norm
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‖g‖Lip,U = sup |g|+LipU (g), where LipU (g) is the smallest Lipschitz constant of g with respect to the
metric dU .

As in the case when qℓ grows faster than linearly, in order to present the LCLT we will need to
distinguish between non-arithmetic and lattice cases. In contrast with that case, this will be done in
a close manner to the “conventional case” ℓ = 1 and q1(n) = n, as described in the following. Under
Assumption 3.3 we define a function Gx0,n0 : ∆ → R by

(3.8) Gx0,n0(x) =

n0−1
∑

k=0

G(F kx0, F
2kx0, ..., F

(ℓ−1)kx0, F
ℓkx) =

n0−1
∑

k=0

G ◦ F k
ℓ (x0, x0, ..., x0, x)

where Fℓ = F × F 2 × · · · × F ℓ. We call the case “non-arithmetic” if there exists no real nonzero t so
that with some λ ∈ S1 and a Lipschitz continuous non-vanishing function g we have

eitGx0,n0 = λg/(g ◦ Fn0ℓ), µ-a.s.

In other words, Gx0,n0 is non-arithmetic with respect to (Fn0ℓ, µ) in the classical sense (see [14, 25, 13]).

3.4. Theorem (LCLT in the non-arithmetic case). Assume that (3.2) and (3.4) hold true, and that
gcd{Rj} = 1. Suppose also that D2

ℓ > 0 (so D2 > 0) and that G is a bounded function satisfying
(3.6) so that Assumption 3.3 holds true. Then, in the non-arithmetic case for any continuous function
g : R → R with compact support (or an indicator of a bounded closed interval) we have

lim
N→∞

sup
u∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

√
2πNDE[g(S

{qj}
N G− u)]− e−

(u−ḠN)2

2ND2

∫

g(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

Next, we call the case a lattice one if G is integer-valued and the function Gx0,n0 cannot be written
in the form

(3.9) Gx0,n0 = a+ β − β ◦ F ℓn0 + q0k, µ-a.s.

for some q0 > 1, a ∈ R, β : ∆ → R and an integer valued function k : ∆ → Z. This means that
eitGx0,n0 is not cohomologous to a constant when 0 < |t| < 2π.

3.5. Theorem (LCLT in the lattice case). Assume that (3.2) and (3.4) hold true, and that gcd{Rj} =
1. Suppose also that D2

ℓ > 0 (so D2 > 0). Then, in the lattice case for any continuous function
g : R → R with compact support (or an indicator of a bounded closed interval) we have

lim
N→∞

sup
u∈Z

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

√
2πNDE[g(S

{qj}
N G− u)]− e−

(u−ḠN)2

2ND2

∑

k∈Z

g(k)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

4. Nonconventional CLT limit theorems with nonlinear indexes

Let (Ω,F ,P) be the probability space from Section 2 on which {Xn} is defined. First, by replacing
G with G− Ḡ, where Ḡ is defined in (2.8), we can assume without loss of generality that Ḡ = 0. For
every n and r in N let us take an X -valued and Fn−r,n+r measureable random variable Xn,r so that

(4.1) ‖d(Xn, Xn,r)‖L2 ≤ 2β2(r) = O(r−θ2 ).

The difference in Theorem 2.2 in comparison with [19, Ch.1] is that in the present paper the se-
quence {Xn} is not vector-valued. However, this was only needed in [19, Ch.1] since the functions
considered there were not bounded, and instead they had polynomial growth. Using Xn,r instead of
E[Xn|Fn−r,n+r], the proof of the CLT proceeds almost exactly as in [19, Ch.1]. For readers’ convenience
we will provide most of the details.
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4.0.1. Expectation estimates and the asymptotic variance. Recall that the φ-mixing (dependence) co-
efficient between two sub-σ-algerbras G,H ⊂ F is defined by

(4.2) φ(G,H) = sup{|P(B|A)− P(B)| : A ∈ G, B ∈ H,P(A) > 0}.
By [4, Ch. 4], it can also be written in the form

(4.3) φ(G,H) =
1

2
sup{‖E[h|G]− E[h]‖L∞ : h ∈ L∞(Ω,H), ‖h‖L∞ ≤ 1}.

Using (4.3), we have the following.

4.1. Lemma. Let G1,G2 ⊂ F be two sub-σ-algebras of F and for i = 1, 2 let Vi be an X di-valued
random variable which is Gi-measurable. Let us denote by µi the distribution of Vi and set d = d1 + d2
and µ = µ1 × µ2. Denote by ζ the distribution of (V1, V2) and consider the measure ν = 1

2 (ζ + µ). Let

B be the Borel σ-algebra on X d and H ∈ L∞(X d,B, ν). Then E[H(V1, V2)|G1] and E[H(v, V2)] exist
for µ1-almost every v ∈ X d1 and

(4.4) |E[H(V1, V2)|G1]− h(V1)| ≤ 2‖H‖L∞(X d,B,ν)φ(G1,G2), P− a.s.

where h(v) = E[H(v, V2)] and a.s. stands for almost surely.

The proof proceeds exactly as the proof of [19, Lemma 1.3.11], and it is given here for readers’
convenience.

Proof. Clearly H is bounded µ and ζ almost surely. Thus, E[H(V1, V2)|G1] exists and existence of
E[H(v, V2)] (µ1-a.s.) follows from the Fubini theorem. Relying on (4.3), inequality (4.4) follows easily
for functions of the form G(v1, v2) =

∑

i I{v1∈Ai}gi(v2), where {Ai} is a measurable partition of the
support of µ1 and I{v1∈Ai} = 1 when v1 ∈ Ai and equals 0 otherwise. Any uniformly continuous
function H is a uniform limit of functions of the above form, which implies that (4.4) holds true
for uniformly continuous functions. Finally, by Lusin’s theorem, any function H ∈ L∞(X d,B, ν) is
an L1 (and a.s.) limit of a sequence {Hn} of continuous functions with compact support satisfying
‖Hn‖L∞(X d,B,ν) ≤ ‖H‖L∞(X d,B,ν) and (4.4) follows for all H ∈ L∞(X d,B, ν). �

Next, let k0 ∈ N and Ui, i = 1, 2, ..., k0 be random variables so that Ui is X di -valued for some
di ∈ N, which are defined on the probability space (Ω,F ,P), and {Cj : 1 ≤ j ≤ s} be a partition of
{1, 2, ..., k0}. Consider the random variables U(Cj) = {Ui : i ∈ Cj}, j = 1, ..., s, and let

U (j)(Ci) = {U (j)
i : i ∈ Cj}, j = 1, ..., s

be independent copies of the U(Cj)’s. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k0 let ai ∈ {1, ..., s} be the unique index such
that i ∈ Cai , and for every bounded Borel function H : Rd1+d2+...+dk0 → R set

(4.5) D(H) =
∣

∣E[H(U1, U2, ..., Uk0)]− E[H(U
(a1)
1 , U

(a2)
2 , ..., U

(ak0
)

k0
)]
∣

∣.

Relying on Lemma 4.4, the following result is proved exactly as [19, Corollary 1.3.11].

4.2. Corollary. Suppose that each Ui is Fmi,ni-measurable, where ni−1 < mi ≤ ni < mi+1, i =
1, ..., k0, n0 = −∞ and mk0+1 = ∞. Then, for every bounded Borel function H : X d1+d2+...+dk0 → R,

D(H) ≤ 4 sup |H |
k0
∑

i=2

φ(mi − ni−1)

where sup |H | is the supremum of |H |.
Existence of asymptotic variance and proof of Theorem 2.3. Using Corollary 4.2 instead of [30,
Lemma 4.3], the proof of the existence of the limit D2 proceeds similarly to [30], as well as the
proofs of the characterizations of positivity of D2 from [16] and [17] since for bounded functions the
arguments in these proofs only require that

∞
∑

n=0

(n+ 1) (φ(n) + (β2(n))
κ) <∞.
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�

4.1. Proof of the CLT. First, it is enough to prove the CLT when D2 > 0, for otherwise we get
convergence in L2 to 0. We will brake the proof of the CLT into two parts.

4.1.1. Step 1: approximation. Recall first that θ1 > 4 and κθ2 > 2. Let us fix some 0 < ζ < 1
4 so that

ζθ1 > 1 and κθ2ζ > 1/2. Set rN = [N ζ ] and

SN,rN = S
{qj}
N,rN

G =

N
∑

n=1

G(Xq1(n),rN , Xq2(n),rN , ..., Xqℓ(n),rN ).

4.3. Lemma. We have

(4.6) lim
n→∞

∥

∥

∥N−1/2S
{qj}
N G−N−1/2 (SN,rN − E[SN,rN ])

∥

∥

∥

L2
= 0.

Therefore, in order to prove the CLT for N−1/2S
{qj}
N G it is enough to prove that

(4.7) WN :=
SN,rN − E[SN,rN ]√

ND

converges in distribution to the standard normal law.

Proof. By (4.1) and the Hölder inequality we have

(4.8) E[d(Xn, Xn,r)
κ] = ‖d(Xn, Xn,r)

κ‖L1 ≤ ‖d(Xn, Xn,r)
κ‖L1/κ

= (E[d(Xn, Xn,r)])
κ ≤ (2β2(r))

κ
.

Thus, by (2.7) and (4.1),

(4.9) ‖S{qj}
N G− SN,rN‖L2 = O(N(β2(rN ))κ) = O(N1−κθ2ζ).

Since κθ2ζ > 1/2, we have

lim
n→∞

‖N−1/2S
{qj}
N G−N−1/2SN,rN‖L2 = 0

and

D2 = lim
N→∞

N−1
E[(SN,rN )

2].

In order to complete the proof of the lemma, it is enough to show that

(4.10) lim
N→∞

N−1/2
E[SN,rN ] = 0.

For j = 1, 2, ..., ℓ, let {(X(j)
n , X

(j)
n,r)} be independent copies of {(Xn, Xn,r)}. Using (4.1), Corollary 4.2

with Uj = Xqj(n),rN , (4.8) with the independent copies and that Ḡ = 0 we have

|E[G(Xq1(n),rN , Xq2(n),rN , ..., Xqℓ(n),rN )]| ≤ |E[G(X(1)
q1(n),rN

, X
(2)
q2(n),rN

, ..., X
(ℓ)
qℓ(n),rN

)]|

+ℓφ(([dn/3])) ≤ |E[G(X(1)
q1(n)

, X
(2)
q2(n)

, ..., X
(ℓ)
qℓ(n)

)]|+Kℓ(2β1(rN ))κ + ℓφ(([dn/3]))

= |Ḡ|+Kℓ(β2(rN ))κ + ℓφ([dn/3]) = O(N−κζθ2) + ℓφ([dn/3])

where dn = min{|qi+1(n)− qi(n)| : 1 ≤ i < ℓ}. Since dn ≥ c0n for some c0 > 0 and all n large enough,
by (2.3) we have

|E[SN,rN ]| = O

(

∑

n

n−θ1

)

+O(N1−κζθ2) = o(N1/2)

where we have used that θ1 > 4 and κζθ2 > 1/2. Now (4.10) follows, and the proof of the lemma is
complete. �
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4.1.2. Step 2: dependency graphs-the CLT for WN . For every n,m ∈ N set

(4.11) ρ(n,m) = min{|qi(n)− qj(m)| : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ ℓ}.
Consider the graph GN = (VN , EN ), where VN = {1, ..., N} and (n,m) ∈ EN if ρ(n,m) ≤ rN . For
every n ∈ VN set

Qn,N = G(Xq1(n),rN , Xq2(n),rN , ..., Xqℓ(n),rN )

and

Zn = Zn,N =
Qn,N − E[Qn,N ]√

ND
.

Then WN from (4.7) satisfies

(4.12) WN =
∑

n∈VN

Zn and lim
N→∞

E[W 2
N ] = 1.

We have the following.

4.4. Lemma. There exists A0 > 0 which depends only on q1, q2, ..., qℓ so that the size of a ball of
radius 1 in the graph GN does not exceed A0rN . Thus, a ball of radius 3 is at most of size A1r

3
N ,

where A1 > 0 is another constant.

Proof. Let us fix some n ∈ VN and let m ∈ VN be so that dGN (n,m) = 1 (i.e (n,m) is an edge). Then
there are indexes 1 ≤ i, j ≤ ℓ so that

|qi(n)− qj(m)| ≤ rN .

Therefore qj(m) ∈ [qi(n)− rN , qi(n) + rN ] := In,i,rN . If qj is linear then qj(m) = jm and so there are
at most (2rN +1)/j positive integers satisfying jm ∈ In,i,rN . If qj grows faster than linearly then there
are at most c0rN positive integers satisfying jm ∈ In,i,rN , for some c0 > 0 which does not depend on
n. �

Proof of the CLT for WN . Fix some N and let GN = (VN , EN ) = (V,E) be the above graph. Set
Zn,N = Zn and γ4 = γ4(N) = maxn∈V ‖Zn‖L4 = O(N−1/2). Then

r2N (γ34 |VN |+ γ24 |VN |1/2) = O(N2ζ−1/2) = o(1)

where |VN | = |V | = N is the cardinality of |V |. For every v ∈ V set

(4.13) Nv = B(1, v) = {v} ∪ {u ∈ V : (u, v) ∈ E}, N c
v = V \Nv.

Thus, applying [19, Theorem 1.2.1] with W =WN , ρ = 3 and the graph GN = (VN , EN ), the CLT for
WN will follow if the following sequences converge to 0 as N → ∞:

δ1(N) = sup







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n∈V

E



Zng





∑

u∈Nc
v

Zu









∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

: sup |g| ≤ 1







,

δ2(N) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

v∈V

∑

u∈Nc
v

E[ZnZu]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

δ3(N) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

(v1,u1,v2,u2)∈Γ

Cov(Zv1Zu1 , Zv2Zu2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1/2

where Γ = ΓN = {(v1, u1, v2, u2) : d(v1, v2) > 3 and ui ∈ Nvi , i = 1, 2} ⊂ V 4 = V × V × V × V (and
d(·, ·) is the distance function in the graph G).

Proceeding as in [19, Corollary 1.3.16] with b = ∞, we obtain from Corollary 4.2 and Lemma 4.4
that

δ1 = O(N1/2φ(rN )) = O(N1/2−ζθ1), δ2 = O(Nφ(rN )) = O(N1−ζθ1)

and δ23 = O(r2Nφ(rN )) = O(N2ζ−θ1ζ). Using that ζθ1 > 1 and ζ < 1/4 we see that δi(N) = o(1) for
i = 1, 2, 3. �
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5. A Nonconventional LCLT with nonlinear indexes

5.1. General conditions for the local CLT. In this section we will state a general result show-
ing that the LCLT follows from the CLT plus certain decay rates of the characteristic functions on
appropriate domains.

Let Z1, Z2, Z3, ... be a sequence of real-valued random variables and let ϕN : R → C be the charac-
teristic function of ZN given by ϕN (t) = E[eitZN ].

We will consider the following growth properties of the characteristic functions ϕN .

5.1. Assumption. There exist δ0 ∈ (0, 1), positive constants c0 and d0 and a sequence (bN )∞N=1 of

real numbers such that limN→∞N
1
2 bN = 0 and

|ϕN (t)| ≤ c0e
−d0Nt2 + bN

for all N ∈ N and t ∈ [−δ0, δ0].

5.2. Assumption. For every δ > 0 we have

lim
N→∞

N
1
2 sup
t∈Jδ

|ϕN (t)| = 0

where Jδ = [−δ−1,−δ] ∪ [δ, δ−1].

Assumption 5.2 cannot hold when ZN ∈ h0Z = {kh0 : k ∈ Z} for some h0 > 0 since then ϕN is
periodic. In this lattice case we consider the following assumption.

5.3. Assumption. There exists h0 > 0 so that for all N ∈ N we have P(ZN ∈ h0Z) = 1. Moreover,
for every δ > 0,

lim
N→∞

N
1
2 sup
t∈Jδ,h0

|ϕN (t)| = 0

where Jδ,h0 = [− π
h0
, π
h0
] \ (−δ, δ).

5.4. Theorem (Theorem 2.2.3, [19]). Suppose that for some m ∈ R the sequence N− 1
2 (ZN − mN)

converges in distribution as N → ∞ to a centered normal random variable with variance σ2 > 0. Then
the following types of local central limit theorem hold true:

(i) Under Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2, for any real continuous function g on R with compact support
(or an indicator of a bounded interval),

(5.1) lim
N→∞

sup
u∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

σ
√
2πNE[g(ZN − u)]− e−

(u−mN)2

2Nσ2

∫

g(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

(ii) Under Assumptions 5.1 and 5.3, for any real continuous function g on R with compact support
(or an indicator of a bounded interval),

(5.2) lim
N→∞

sup
u∈Z

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

σ
√
2πNE[g(ZN − uh0)]− e−

(u−mN)2

2Nσ2

∑

k∈Z

g(h0k)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

5.2. Proof of Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 without linear indexes. To increase readability we will
treat the case when all qj grow faster than linearly separately (namely the case k = 0). This will also
motivate the proof in the case when some of the functions are linear, which is more complicated. In
the course of the proof in both cases we will need the following simple observation, which for the sake
of convenience is formulated as a lemma.

5.5. Lemma. There exist δ0, a ∈ (0, 1) so that for every N ∈ N large enough, we have

(5.3) qi(N) + δ0N ≤ qi+1([aN ])− δ0N, i = 1, 2, ..., ℓ− 1.
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This lemma follows directly from (2.5) and (2.6) (the latter is used when some of the functions are
linear). When the functions q2, ..., qℓ grow faster than linearly (i.e. k = 1) we can take any a and δ0,
while when q1, ..., qk are the linear ones, 1 < k < ℓ, we can take a = ak = 1 − 1

4k and δ0 = 1
6 (which

insures (5.3) for i = 1, 2, ..., k− 1). Note that by (2.4), for every N large enough and for all n ≥ [aN ],

(5.4) qj(n+ 1)− qj(n) ≥ ([aN ])α, j = k + 1, ..., ℓ.

Next, for each r,N ∈ N set

(5.5) S
{qj}
N,r G =

N
∑

n=1

G(Xq1(n),r, ..., Xqℓ(n),r).

Using (2.3) and (4.1) and the Hölder inequality we have

‖d(Xn, Xn,r)
κ‖L2 ≤ ‖d(Xn, Xn,r)

κ‖L2/κ = ‖d(Xn, Xn,r)‖κL2 ≤ 2(β2(r))
κ.

Thus, by (2.7) with some constants C1, C2 > 0, for all N and r we have

(5.6) ‖S{qj}
N G− S

{qj}
N,r G‖L1 ≤ ‖S{qj}

N G− S
{qj}
N,r G‖L2 ≤ C1N(β2(r))

κ ≤ C2Nr
−θ2 .

Now, since S
{qj}
N G obeys the CLT, our goal here is to verify Assumption 5.1 and either Assumption

5.2 (in the non-arithmetic case) or Assumption 5.3 with h0 = 1 (in the lattice case) with ZN = S
{qj}
N G.

The main ingredient in the proof when q1, q2, ..., qℓ grow faster than linearly is the following lemma.

5.6. Lemma (Conditioning step without linear indexes). Let ζ : R → R be given by

(5.7) ζ(t) =

∫
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

eitG(x1,...,xℓ−1,xℓ)dµ(xℓ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dµ(x1)dµ(x2)...dµ(xℓ−1).

Then for every compact set J ⊂ R there exist a sequence (bN ) so that bN = o(N−1/2) and a constant
c0 > 0 such that for all N ∈ N and t ∈ J we have

(5.8)
∣

∣

∣
E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N G

)]

∣

∣

∣
≤ bN + (ζ(t))c0N .

Proof. First, let us take some compact set J ⊂ R and fix some t ∈ J and N ∈ N. Set r = rN = [aNα]/4
and MN = [aN ], where α comes from (2.4) and a from Lemma 5.5. By (5.6) and the mean value
theorem we get that

(5.9)
∣

∣

∣E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N G

)]

− E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N,rN

G
)]

∣

∣

∣

≤ |t|‖S{qj}
N G− S

{qj}
N,r G‖L1 ≤ C′|t|N1−κθ2α = o(N−1/2)

where C′ > 0 is some constant, and in the last inequality we have used our assumption that κθ2α > 3/2
(and that |t| ≤ C(J) for some C(J) which depends only on J). Consider now the random variables
V1, V2 and V3 given by

V1 = V1,N = {Xqi(n),rN : 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, 1 ≤ n ≤MN},
V2 = V2,N = {Xqi(n),rN : 1 ≤ i < ℓ, MN < n ≤ N}

and

V3 = V3,N = {Xqℓ(n),rN : MN < n ≤ N}.
Let the functions H1 = H1,t,N and H2 = H2,t,N be given by

(5.10) H1({xqj(n)}) = exp

(

it

MN
∑

n=1

G(xq1(n), xq2(n), ..., xqℓ(n))

)

and

(5.11) H2({xqj(n)}, {zqℓ(n)}) = exp

(

it

N
∑

n=MN+1

G(xq1(n), ..., xqℓ−1(n), zqℓ(n))

)

.
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Then |H1| = |H2| = 1,

exp
(

itS
{qj}
MN ,rN

G
)

= H1(V1)

and

exp
(

it
(

S
{qj}
N,rN

G− S
{qj}
MN ,rN

G
)

)

= H2(V2, V3).

Using these notations we have

(5.12)
∣

∣

∣E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N,rN

G
)]

∣

∣

∣ = |E[H1(V1)H2(V2, V3)]| =
∣

∣E
[

H1(V1)E
[

H2(V2, V3)|V1, V2
]]∣

∣

≤ E
[∣

∣E
[

H2(V2, V3)|V1, V2
]∣

∣

]

.

Next, when N large enough then by (5.3), (5.4) and the definition of rN , the random variable
(V1, V2) is F−∞,qℓ(MN )−2rN measurable, while V3 is Fqℓ(MN )−rN ,∞ measurable. Therefore, if we set
h2(v) = E[H2(v, V3)] then by Lemma 4.1 we have

(5.13) ‖E[H2(V2, V3)|V1, V2]− h2(V2)‖L∞ ≤ ‖E[H2(V2, V3)|F−∞,qℓ(MN )−2rN ]− h2(V2)‖L∞

≤ 2φ(rN ) = O(N−αθ1) = o(N−1/2)

where we have used our assumption that αθ1 > 3/2, and the above estimate holds uniformly in t ∈ J .
Hence, by (5.12) we have

(5.14)
∣

∣

∣E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N,rN

G
)]

∣

∣

∣ ≤ E[|h2(V2)|] + o(N−1/2).

Next, set

Un,rN (y; t) = E
[

exp
(

itG(y,Xqℓ(n),rN )
)]

.

Set X̄n,r = (Xq1(n),r, ..., Xqℓ−1(n),r). Then, using definition of the function H2, applying Corollary 4.2
with the collection of random variables Un = Xqℓ(n),rN for MN = [aN ] < n ≤ N and i = 1, 2, ..., ℓ− 1
and the function H = H2(v, ·) (for any fixed v), taking into account (5.4), uniformly in t ∈ J we have

(5.15) sup
v

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E[H2(v, V3)]−
N
∏

n=[aN ]+1

Un,rN (v̄n; t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(Nφ(rN )) = o(N−1/2)

where v = {vqj(n) : 1 ≤ j < ℓ, MN < n ≤ N} and v̄n = (vq1(n), vq2(n), ..., vqℓ−1(n)), and we have used

that Nφ(rN ) = O(N1−αθ1) = o(N−1/2). Plugging in v = V2 we conclude that uniformly in t ∈ J we
have

(5.16)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

h2(V2)−
N
∏

n=[aN ]+1

Un,rN (X̄n,rN ; t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞

= o(N−1/2).

Next, since µ is the distribution of Xqℓ(n), by (4.1), (2.7), the mean value theorem and (4.8) we have

(5.17)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Un,rN (X̄n,rN ; t)−
∫

exp
(

itG(X̄n,rN , x)
)

dµ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣E
[

exp
(

itG(y,Xqℓ(n),rN )
)]

− E
[

exp
(

itG(y,Xqℓ(n))
)]∣

∣

y=X̄n,rN

≤ K|t|‖d(Xqℓ(n), Xqℓ(n),rN )
κ‖L1 ≤ |t|O(β2(rN ))κ = O(N−αθ2κ) = o(N−3/2)

where we have used our assumption that θ2 >
3

2ακ . We conclude from (5.16) and (5.17) that

(5.18)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

h2(V2)−
N
∏

n=[aN ]+1

∫

exp
(

itG(X̄n,rN , x)
)

dµ(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞

= o(N−1/2).

Finally, let us take ℓ−1 independent copies of the collection of variablesXn and Xn,r, where n, r ∈ N

and denote them by X
(i)
n and X

(i)
n,r, i = 1, 2, ..., ℓ− 1. Set

X̃n,rN =
(

X
(1)
q1(n),rN

, X
(2)
q2(n),rN

, ..., X
(ℓ−1)
qℓ−1(n),rN

)

.
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By Corollary 4.2 applied with Ui = Xqi(n),rN , taking into account (5.3), we see that when N is large
enough then, uniformly in t ∈ J and MN < n ≤ N we have

(5.19) E

[∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

exp
(

itG(X̄n,rN , x)
)

dµ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

= ζn,rN (t) +O(φ([δ0N/2])) = ζn,rN (t) + o(N−3/2)

where

ζn,rN (t) = E

[∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

exp
(

itG(X̃n,rN , x)
)

dµ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

and we have used that φ(u) = O(u−θ1) and θ1 > 4. Set

X̃n =
(

X
(1)
q1(n)

, X
(2)
q2(n)

, ..., X
(ℓ−1)
qℓ−1(n)

)

.

Then, X̃n is distributed according to µℓ−1 and so the function ζ(t) defined in (5.7) can also be written
as

ζ(t) = E

[∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

exp
(

itG(X̃n, x)
)

dµ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

.

Thus by (4.1), which also holds true for the independent copies, (2.7) and (4.8) we have

|ζn,rN (t)− ζ(t)| ≤ E

[∫

∣

∣

∣exp
(

itG(X̃n,rN , x)
)

− exp
(

itG(X̃n, x)
)∣

∣

∣ dµ(x)

]

(5.20) ≤ |t|O(β2(rN ))κ = |t|O(N−αθ2κ) = o(N−3/2)

where we have used again that |t| ≤ C(J). Hence, by (5.14), (5.18), (5.19) and (5.2) we get that
∣

∣

∣E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N,rN

G
)]

∣

∣

∣ ≤ E[|h2(V2)|] + o(N−1/2)

=

N
∏

n=[aN ]+1

(

ζ(t) + o(N−3/2)
)

+ o(N−1/2) = (ζ(t))
N−[aN ]

+ o(N−1/2)

and the proof of the lemma is complete, taking into account (5.9). �

Proof of Theorem 2.4 without linear indexes (k = 0). Observe that

ζ(t) = 1− 1

2
t2
∫

G2
ℓ(x1, x2, ..., xℓ)dµ(x1)dµ(x2)...dµ(xℓ) +O(|t|3)

where Gℓ is defined in (2.9). Therefore, since the function Gℓ is not µℓ-almost surely constant, there

exist constants c, c′, δ1 > 0 so that for every t ∈ [−δ1, δ1] we have ζ(t) ≤ 1 − c′t2 ≤ e−ct2. Hence, for
every N ∈ N and t ∈ [−δ1, δ1] we have

(ζ(t))c0N ≤ e−c0cNt2 .

This together with (5.30) and Lemma 5.6 yields the validity of Assumption 5.1 with ZN = S
{qj}
N G.

In order to verify Assumption 5.2 (in the non-arithmetic case) or Assumption 5.3 (in the lattice case)

with ZN = S
{qj}
N G, we first observe that the function ζ(t) is continuous. In what we have designated

as the non-arithmetic case, we have ζ(t) = |ζ(t)| < 1 for every nonzero t, for otherwise (2.11) would
have hold true with some β(·). Therefore for every compact set J ⊂ R \ {0} we have supt∈J ζ(t) < 1,
which together with (5.29) yields that

sup
t∈J

∣

∣

∣E[exp(itS
{qj}
N G)]

∣

∣

∣ = o(N−1/2)

and thus Assumption 5.2 holds true. In the lattice case, for all t ∈ [−π, π] \ {0} we have ζ(t) < 1 and
so for every compact set J ⊂ [−π, π] \ {0} we have supt∈J ζ(t) < 1, which yields Assumption 5.3. �
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5.3. Linear and nonlinear indexes: proof of Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 when 0 < k < ℓ. We
assume here that the polynomials qk, ..., qℓ satisfy (2.4) and (2.5) for some 0 < k < ℓ and that
qj(n) = jn for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k and n ∈ N. Since the CLT holds, as in the previous section, our
goal here is to verify Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 (in the non-arithmetic case) or 5.3 with h0 = 1 (in

the lattice case) appearing in Theorem 5.4 with ZN = S
{qj}
N G. The proof shares some similarities

with the proof in the case when all the functions grow faster than linearly, but there are additional
complications because of the linear indexes. The main difference is that we cannot pass to independent
copies of Xqi(n) for MN = [aN ] < n ≤ N and i = 1, 2, ..., k because of the linearity of qi. Instead,
after a conditioning argument, using (5.3) we will show that we can pass to independent copies of
{Xqi(n) : MN < n ≤ N}, i = 1, 2, ..., k. The sequence {Yn} from (1.8) will be defined using these
copies.

5.3.1. Some preparations. Let Xr,n be as specified before (4.1). By considering the space Ωk = Ω×Ω×
· · · ×Ω, we get copies {X(i)

n } and {X(i)
n,r} of {Xn} and {Xqi(n),r}, respectively, which are independent

of each other (when i = 1, 2, ..., k), so that for all n, r ∈ N and 1 ≤ i ≤ k we have

(5.21)
∥

∥

∥
d
(

X(i)
n , X(i)

n,r

)∥

∥

∥

L2
≤ 2β2(r).

Next, set

(5.22) Yn = (X(1)
n , X

(2)
2n , ..., X

(k)
kn ).

Then the joint distribution of Yn and Ym depends only on m−n, and all Yn’s are distributed according
to µ× · · · × µ = µℓ−1. We also set

(5.23) Yn,r = (X(1)
n,r, X

(2)
2n,r, ..., X

(k)
kn,r).

The mixing properties of {Yn,r} needed for the verification of Assumptions 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3 are specified
in the following.

5.7. Lemma. Let n1 < n2 < ... < nm be positive integers and let r ∈ N be so that ns+1 − ns > 2r for
all s = 1, 2, ...,m− 1. Let f1, ...., fm : X k → [−1, 1] be measurable functions. Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

m
∏

s=1

fs(Yns,r)

]

−
m
∏

s=1

E[fs(Yns,r)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4

k
∑

j=1

m−1
∑

s=1

φ(j(ns+1 − ns − 2r)).

Proof. We will prove the lemma by induction on k. For k = 1 the lemma follows from Corollary 4.2
applied with Us = Xns,r and the partition C = {s}.

Let us assume that the lemma is true for some k and all possible choices of n1, ..., nm, r and f1, ..., fm
as specified in the lemma. Let n1 < n2 < ... < nm and let r ∈ N be so that ns+1 − ns > 2r. Let
f1, ...., fm : X k+1 → [−1, 1] be measurable functions.

Let {X(j)
n,r : n ∈ N}, j = 1, 2, ..., k, k + 1 be k + 1 independent copies of {Xn,r : n ∈ N}. Set

Yk,ns,r = (X(1)
ns,r, X

(2)
2ns,r

, ..., X
(k)
kns,r

).

Then

Yns,r = Yk+1,ns,r = (Yk,ns,r, X
(k+1)
(k+1)ns,r

).

By conditioning on {Yk,ns,r : 1 ≤ s ≤ m} we see that

E

[

m
∏

s=1

fs(Yns,r)

]

= E

[

f̃ ({Yk,ns,r})
]

where

f̃({yk,ns,r}) = E

[

m
∏

s=1

fs(yk,ns,r, X
(k+1)
(k+1)ns,r

)

]

= E

[

m
∏

s=1

fs(yk,ns,r, X(k+1)ns,r)

]

.
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Now, by Lemma 4.2 applied with Us = X(k+1)ns,r and the partition C = {s}, for a fixed realization
{yk,ns,r} of {Yk,ns,r} we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̃({yk,ns,r})−
m
∏

s=1

E[fs(yk,ns,r, X(k+1)ns,r)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4

m−1
∑

s=1

φ
(

(k + 1)(ns+1 − ns − 2r)
)

.

Thus, if we define f̃s : X k → [−1, 1] by

f̃s(x1, ..., xk) = E[fs(x1, ..., xk, X(k+1)ns,r)] = E[fs(x1, ..., xk, X
(k+1)
(k+1)ns,r

)]

then
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

m
∏

s=1

fs(Yns,r)

]

− E

[

m
∏

s=1

f̃s(Yk,ns,r)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4

m−1
∑

s=1

φ
(

(k + 1)(ns+1 − ns − 2r)
)

.

To complete the induction we use now the induction hypothesis with the functions f̃s. �

Next, consider the family of functions ζ(y, ·) : R → [0, 1], y = (y1, ..., yk) ∈ X k given by

(5.24) ζ(y, t) =

∫
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

exp(itG(y, xk+1, ..., xℓ))dµ(xℓ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dµ(xk+1) · · · dµ(xℓ−1).

The following result follows from the definitions of ζ(y1, ..., yk, t) and Yn and the Hölder continuity of
G (i.e. (2.7)).

5.8. Lemma. (1) For every n ∈ N and t ∈ R we have

(5.25) E[ζ(Yn, t)] = ζ(t)

where ζ(t) was defined in (5.7).
(2) For all y = (yi) and y

′ = (y′i) in X k we have

(5.26) |ζ(y, t)− ζ(y′, t)| ≤ C|t|
k
∑

j=1

(

d(yj , y
′
j)
)κ

where C > 0 is some constant.

The following lemma is a consequence of (5.26), (5.21) and (4.8).

5.9. Lemma. There exists a constant A > 0 so that for every n, r ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ k and t ∈ R we have

(5.27) ‖ζ(Yn, t)− ζ(Yn,r , t)‖L1 ≤ A|t| (β2([r/2)))κ .

5.10. Corollary. For every positive integers q1 < q2, r ∈ N and t ∈ R we have

(5.28)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

q2
∏

n=q1+1

ζ(Yn, t)

]

− E

[

q2
∏

n=q1+1

ζ(Yn,r , t)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ A|t|(q2 − q1) (β1([r/2)))
κ
.

Proof. For any complex numbers αj , βj , q1 < j ≤ q2 so that |αj |, |βj | ≤ 1 we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q2
∏

j=q1+1

αj −
q2
∏

j=q1+1

βj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
q2
∑

j=q1+1

|αj − βj |.

Applying this with αj = ζ(Yn, t) and βj = ζ(Yn,r , t) and then using (5.27) we obtain (5.28). �



LLT for nonconventional sums 21

5.3.2. The conditioning step. The first step of the proof of Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 when k from (2.4)
and (2.5) is positive and q1, ..., qk satisfy (2.6) is the following lemma.

5.11. Lemma (Conditioning step with linear and nonlinear indexes). Let a ∈ (0, 1) be the number
from Lemma 5.5 and set MN = [aN ]. Then for every compact set J ⊂ R there exists a sequence (bN )
so that bN = o(N−1/2) and for all N ∈ N and t ∈ J we have

(5.29)
∣

∣

∣E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N G

)]

∣

∣

∣ ≤ bN + E

[

N
∏

MN+1

ζ(Yn, t)

]

.

Proof. Let us fix some compact set J ⊂ R and N ∈ N. Let δ0, a ∈ (0, 1) satisfy (5.3) and (5.4). As in
the proof of Lemma 5.6, let us also set r = rN = [aNα]/4. Then, by (5.6),

(5.30)
∣

∣

∣E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N G

)]

− E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N,rN

G
)]

∣

∣

∣

≤ |t|‖S{qj}
N G− S

{qj}
N,rN

G‖L1 ≤ C′|t|N1−αθ2κ = o(N−1/2)

where we have used our assumption that αθ2κ > 3/2. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 5.6, let us
consider the random variables V1, V2 and V3 given by

V1 = V1,N = {Xqi(n),rN : 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, 1 ≤ n ≤MN},
V2 = V2,N = {Xqi(n),rN : 1 ≤ i < ℓ,MN < n ≤ N}

and

V3 = V3,N = {Xqℓ(n),rN : MN < n ≤ N}.
Let H1 = H1,t,N and H2 = H2,t,N be the functions given by (5.10) and (5.11). Then |H1| = |H2| = 1,

exp
(

itS
{qj}
MN ,rN

G
)

= H1(V1)

and

exp
(

it
(

S
{qj}
N,rN

G− S
{qj}
MN ,rN

G
)

)

= H2(V2, V3).

Proceeding similarly to the proof of Lemma 5.6, relying on (5.3) and (5.4) we have

(5.31)
∣

∣

∣E
[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N,rN

G
)]

∣

∣

∣ = |E[H1(V1)H2(V2, V3)]| = |E [H1(V1)E[H2(V2, V3)|V1, V2]]|

= |E [H1(V1)h2(V2)] |+ o(N−1/2) ≤ E[|h2(V2)|] + o(N−1/2)

where h2(v2) = h2,t,N(v2) = E[H2(v2, V3)]. Moreover, uniformly in t ∈ J we have

(5.32)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

h2(V2)−
N
∏

n=MN+1

∫

exp
(

itG(X̄n,rN , x)
)

dµ(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞

= o(N−1/2)

where X̄n,rN = (Xq1(n),rN , Xq2(n),rN , ..., Xqℓ−1(n),rN ).
Now, as explained at the beginning of Section 5.3, the difference in comparison to Lemma 5.6 is

that the random variables in the definition of V2 are not close to being independent (because of the
linear indexes). Let us write

X̄n,rN = (X̌n,rN , X̂n,rN )

where

X̌n,rN = (Xn,rN , X2n,rN , ..., Xkn,rN )

and X̂n,rN = (Xqk+1(n),rN , ..., Xqℓ−1(n),rN ). By applying Corollary 4.2 with the collection of random

variables {Ul} whose members are {X̌n,rN : MN < n ≤ N} and {Xqj(n),rN}, MN < n ≤ N , j =
k + 1, ..., ℓ together the trivial partition Cl = {l}, and taking into account (5.3) and (5.4) we get that

(5.33) E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

exp
(

itG(X̌n,rN , X̂n,rN , x)
)

dµ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

]
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= E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(X̌n,rN , t)

]

+O(Nφ(rN )).

Since φ(rN ) = O(N−θ1α) and αθ1 > 3/2, by (2.3) we have O(Nφ(rN )) = o(N−1/2), and so we can
disregard this term. Similarly, applying Corollary 4.2 with Ui = {Xin,rN : MN < n ≤ N}, i = 1, 2, ..., k
and with the partition Ci = {i}, and taking into account (5.3), we have

(5.34) E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(X̌n,rN , t)

]

= E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn,rN , t)

]

+O(φ([δ0N ])).

Here Yn,r is given by (5.23). Finally, by (5.28) we have

(5.35) E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn,rN , t)

]

= E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn, t)

]

+ |t|O(N1−θ2κ) = o(N−1/2)

where we have used that θ2κ ≥ θ2κα > 3/2. Since φ([δ0N ]) = o(N−1/2) the proof of the lemma is
completed by (5.31), (5.32) and (5.35), (5.33) and (5.34). �

5.3.3. Verification of Assumption 5.1. After establishing Lemma 5.11, the second ingredient needed

to verify Assumption 5.1 for ZN = S
{qj}
N G is the following.

5.12. Lemma. There exist constants c3, N3, δ3 > 0 and measurable sets BN ⊂ (X k)N−MN so that

lim
N→∞

√
NP((YMN+1, ..., YN ) ∈ BN ) = 0

1and for all N ≥ N3 and t ∈ [−δ3, δ3], when (YMN+1, ..., YN ) /∈ BN we have

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn, t) ≤ e−c3Nt2 .

Therefore, for all N ≥ N3 and t ∈ [−δ3, δ3] we have

(5.36) E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn, t)

]

≤ bN + e−c3Nt2

where bN = o(N−1/2).

5.13. Corollary. The sequence ZN = S
{qj}
N G satisfies the conditions of Assumption 5.1.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of (5.29) and (5.36). �

Proof of Lemma 5.12. Since G is a bounded function, uniformly in y = (y1, ..., yk) ∈ X k and x̄ =
(xk, ..., xℓ−1) ∈ X ℓ−k−1 we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

exp (itG(y, x̄, xℓ)) dµ(xℓ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 1− t2

2

∫

G2
ℓ(y, x̄, xℓ)dµ(xℓ) +O(|t|3)

where Gℓ(y, x̄, xℓ) = G(y, x̄, xℓ) −
∫

G(y, x̄, z)dµ(z) (which was also defined in (2.9)). Therefore,
uniformly in y we have

(5.37) ζ(y, t) = 1− 1

2
t2
∫

G2
ℓ (y, xk+1, ..., xℓ)dµ(xk+1) . . . dµ(xℓ) +O(|t|3).

Consider the sequence of random variables {Hn} given by

Hn =

∫

G2
ℓ(Yn, xk+1, ..., xℓ)dµ(xk+1) . . . dµ(xℓ) := H(Yn).

1Henceforth we will use P as a generic notation for the probability of sets of the form {Z ∈ A} (writing P(Z ∈ A))
where Z is some random variable and A is some measurable set.



LLT for nonconventional sums 23

ThenH1, H2, ... are equally distributed. Moreover, since G is not µℓ-almost surely a function of the first
ℓ−1 variables x1, ..., xℓ−1, the function Gℓ does not vanish µ

ℓ-almost surely (where µℓ = µ×µ×· · ·×µ),
and therefore

E[Hn] =

∫

G2
ℓ (x1, x2, ..., xℓ)dµ(x1)dµ(x2) . . . dµ(xℓ) := v > 0.

The idea behind the proof of the lemma is to show that with sufficiently high probability we can replace
Hn with its expectation, that is we will prove a certain type of concentration inequality involving the
variables Hn. Using it, and taking into account (5.37), with high probability we can replace ζ(Yn, t)
with 1−t2v′+O(|t|3) for some 0 < v′ < v. Then when |t| is small enough we will multiply the variables
ζ(Yn, t) for n =MN + 1, ..., N .

In order to formalize the above idea, we first set ε = P (Hn ≥ v/2)/2 > 0 and for every N ∈ N set

AN =

{

N
∑

n=MN+1

I(Hn ≥ v/4) ≤ ε(N −MN )/2

}

and

BN =

{

(ȳMN+1, ..., ȳN) ∈ (X k)N−MN :

N
∑

n=MN+1

I(H(ȳn) ≥ v/4) ≤ ε(N −MN )/2

}

.

Then AN = {(YMN+1, ..., YN ) ∈ BN}. Now, by (5.37), taking into account that 0 ≤ ζ(y, t) ≤ 1 and
that MN = [aN ], a ∈ (0, 1) we obtain that there are positive constants c3, δ3 and N3 so that for all
N ≥ N3 and t ∈ [−δ3, δ3], on the complement of AN (i.e. when (YMN+1, ..., YN ) 6∈ BN ) we have

(5.38)

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn, t) ≤
(

1− t2v/8 +O(|t|3)
)ε(N−MN )/2

=
(

1− t2v/8 +O(|t|3)
)ε(N−MN )/2 ≤

(

1− t2v/9
)(N−MN )ε/2 ≤ e−c3Nt2 .

Hence,

E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn, t)

]

≤ P(AN ) + e−c3Nt2 .

We conclude that the lemma will follow if we show that

(5.39) P(AN ) = P((YMN+1, ..., YN ) ∈ BN ) = o(N−1/2).

To prove (5.39), applying the Markov inequality and then using (5.21) for every δ > 0 we have

(5.40) P(d(Yn, Yn,r) ≥ δ) ≤ E[d(Yn, Yn,r)]

δ
≤ 2kβ2(r)

δ
≤ 2kcr−θ2

δ

where Yn,r was defined in (5.23), and the distance on X k = X × X × · · · × X is given by d(x, y) =
∑k

i=1 d(xi, yi), where x = (xi) and y = (yi). The idea in the proof of (5.39) is to replace Yn with
Yn,r, for some r = rN relying on (5.40), and then to use the mixing properties of {Yn,r : n ≥ 1} from
Lemma 5.7. For this purpose, we first set

Hn,r =

∫

G2
ℓ(Yn,r, xk+1, ..., xℓ)dµ(xk+1) . . . dµ(xℓ) = H(Yn,r).

Since H is a bounded Hölder continuous function, v = E[Hn] and P(Hn ≥ v/2) = 2ε, using (5.40) we
see that

(5.41) lim inf
r→∞

inf
n

P(Hn,r ≥ v/3) > ε.

Set

AN,r =

{

N
∑

n=MN+1

I(Hn,r ≥ v/3) ≤ ε(N −MN )/2

}

.
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Let δ be small enough so that |H(y) − H(y′)| < v/3 − v/4 = v/12 if d(y, y′) < δ. Then by (5.40),
taking into account that H is Hölder continuous, if δ is small enough then for all r and N we have

(5.42) P(AN ) ≤ P(AN,r) +

N
∑

n=MN+1

P(d(Yn, Yn,r) ≥ δ) ≤ P(AN,r) + O(Nr−θ2).

Next, set Wn,r = I(Hn,r ≥ v/3). Let us assume that r is large enough so that E[Wn,r ] = P(Hn,r ≥
v/3) ≥ ε for all n (recall (5.41)). Then

(5.43) P(AN,r) ≤ P

{

N
∑

n=MN+1

(Wn,r − E[Wn,r ]) ≥ (N −MN )ε/2

}

.

We claim that

(5.44) P

{

N
∑

n=MN+1

(Wn,r − E[Wn,r]) ≥ (N −MN)ε/2

}

≤ 4C1r

ε2(N −MN )

where C1 > 0 is some constant which does not depend on r and N . Let us complete the proof of
the lemma relying on (5.44). Since θ2 > 3, there exists q ∈ (0, 12 ) so that qθ2 > 3

2 . Let us take

r = rN = [N q]. Then the second term O(Nr−θ2) on the right hand side of (5.42) is o(N−1/2) and the
right hand side of (5.44) is o(N−1/2). The proof of Lemma 5.12 is completed now by (5.42) and (5.43)
applied with r = rN .

Finally, let us prove (5.44). By an application of the Markov inequality, it is enough to show that

(5.45) Var

(

N
∑

n=MN+1

Wn,r

)

≤ C1rN

for some constant C1 which does not depend on N and r. The above inequality holds true since by
Lemma 5.7 for all s ≥ 1 and r ∈ N we have

Cov(Wn,r,Wn+2r+s,r) ≤ Cφ(s) ≤ C′s−θ1

and
∑

s s
−θ1 <∞ (since θ1 > 4), where C,C′ > 0 are some constants. �

5.3.4. Verification of Assumptions 5.2 or Assumption 5.3. The following result is the additional in-

gredient needed to verify either Assumption 5.2 or Assumption 5.3 with ZN = S
{qj}
N G.

5.14. Lemma. In the lattice case, let J ⊂ [−π, π] \ {0} be a compact set, while in the non-arithmetic
case let J ⊂ R \ {0} be a compact set. Then, in both cases

lim
N→∞

√
N sup

t∈J
E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn, t)

]

= 0.

5.15. Corollary. In the non-arithmetic case, the sequence ZN = S
{qj}
N G verifies the conditions of

Assumption 5.2, while in the lattice case it verifies the conditions of Assumption 5.3 with h0 = 1.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemmas 5.11 and 5.14. �

Proof of Lemma 5.14. In the non-arithmetic case, let J ⊂ R\{0} be a compact set, while in the lattice
case let J ⊂ [−π, π] \ {0} be a compact set. Let us fix some t ∈ J . We first note that the Assumptions
in Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 imply that θ2 >

3
2θα ≥ 3

2κ . Let us take 3
2θ2κ

< b < 1. Since θ1 ≥ θ2κ by

taking b close enough to 3
2θ2κ

we can also insure that θ1b > 3/2. Let us also set rN = [N b]. Then

Nr−θ2κ
N = o(N−1/2) and so by (5.28) we have

(5.46)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn,rN , t)

]

− E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn, t)

]∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |t|bN ≤ C(J)bN
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where bN = O(Nr−θ2κ
N ) = o(N−1/2) and C(J) = max{|t| : t ∈ J} < ∞. Next, since ζ(y, t) ∈ [0, 1] we

have

(5.47) E

[

N
∏

n=MN+1

ζ(Yn,rN , t)

]

≤ E





[(N−MN )/3rN ]
∏

j=1

ζ(YMN+3jrN ,rN , t)



 .

Now, by Lemma 5.7 we have

(5.48) E





[(N−MN )/3rN ]
∏

j=1

ζ(YMN+3jrN ,rN , t)



 =

[(N−MN )/3rN ]
∏

j=1

E [ζ(YMN+3jrN ,rN , t)] +O(Nφ(rN ))

=

[(N−MN )/3rN ]
∏

j=1

E [ζ(YMN+3jrN ,rN , t)] + o(N−1/2)

where we have used that Nφ(rN ) = O(N1−θ1b) = o(N−1/2).
Finally, by (5.27) we have

(5.49)

[(N−MN )/3rN ]
∏

j=1

E [ζ(YMN+3jrN ,rN , t)] =

[(N−MN )/3rN ]
∏

j=1

(

E [ζ(YMN+3jrN , t)] +O(r−θ2κ
N )

)

= (ζ(t))
[(N−MN )/3rN ]

+O(Nr−θ2κ
N ) ≤ (ζ(t))

Nc0

+ o(N−1/2)

where c0 ∈ (0, 1) is some constant. As in the proof of Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 in the absence of linear
indexes, in both lattice and non-arithmetic cases we have ζ(t) < 1 for all t ∈ J . Since ζ(·) is continuous
we have

(5.50) sup
t∈J

ζ(t) < 1.

The proof of the lemma is completed by successively applying (5.46)-(5.50). �

6. Application to Bernoulli shfits

Let ǫ = {ǫj : j ∈ Z} be a sequence of iid random variables taking values in some measurable space
E , which are defined on some probability space (Ω,F ,P). Let (X , d) be a metric space and g : EZ → X
be a measurable function. We consider here a stationary sequence of random variables Xn : Ω → X of
the form

(6.1) Xn = g(..., ǫn−1, ǫn, ǫn+1, ...).

Sequences of this form have been studied extensively in weak dependence theory, see [2, 27]. Next, let
us fix some r ∈ N and take an independent copy ε′ of ε. Let us define

Xn,r = g(..., ε′n−r−2, ε
′
n−r−1, εn−r, ..., εn−1, εn, εn+1, ..., εn+r, ε

′
n+r+1, ε

′
n+r+2, ...).

6.1. Proposition. After enlarging the probability space (Ω,F ,P), there exists a family of σ-algebras
Fn,m ⊂ F satisfying the conditions of Section 2 with φ(n) = 0 and

βp(r) ≤ sup
n

‖d(Xn, Xn,r)‖Lp

for all r ∈ N and p ≥ 1.

Proof. After enlarging the probability space we can assume that it also supports independent copies

ǫ(n) = {ǫ(n)k : k ∈ Z}, n ∈ Z of ǫ. For instance, this can be done by considering the probability space

Ω×ΩZ and viewing ǫ and ǫ(n) as functions of the appropriate Ω-directions. Let Fn,m be the σ-algebra

generated by ǫn, ǫn+1, ..., ǫm and ǫ(s) for n ≤ s ≤ m. Then Fn,m and Fn′,m′ are independent if n′ > m.
Thus φ(n) = 0 for every n ∈ N. Moreover, set

(6.2) Xn,r = g(..., ǫ
(n)
n−r−2, ǫ

(n)
n−r−1, ǫn−r, ..., ǫn−1, ǫn, ǫn+1, ..., ǫn+r, ǫ

(n)
n+r+1, ǫ

(n)
n+r+2, ...).
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Then Xn,r is Fn−r,n+r measurable and it has the same distribution as Xn,r. Therefore,

βp(r) ≤ sup
n

‖d(Xn,Xn,r)‖Lp = sup
n

‖d(Xn, Xn,r)‖Lp .

�

6.2. Remark. If Yn,k, k ∈ Z is obtained by replacing the coordinate at place n+ k by ε′n+k then

(6.3) ‖d(Xn, Xn,r)‖Lp ≤
∑

|k|≥r

‖d(Xn, Yn,k)‖LP

and so, with βp(r) defined by (2.2) we have

(6.4) βp(r) ≤ sup
n

max (‖d(Xn, Yn,r)‖Lp , ‖d(Xn, Yn,−r)‖Lp) := β̃p(r).

Thus, we can control the decay rate of βp(r) as r → ∞ in terms of the more familiar approximation

rates β̃p(k) = supn ‖d(Xn, Yn,k)‖LP .

7. A nonconventional LLT with linear indexes

As in the previous section, Theorem 2.5 will follow once we verify Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 (in the

non-arithmetic case) or Assumption 5.3 with h0 = 1 (in the lattice case) with ZN = S
{qj}
N G. However,

in comparison with the case when qℓ grows faster than linearly, the proof will require working with
a certain “associated” cocycles of random complex transfer operators, and to use certain “spectral”
properties of them, which are studied independently in Section 9.

7.1. The CLT. In order to apply Theorem 5.4 we first need to establish the CLT forN−1/2
(

ZN−ḠN
)

.
Let X0 be a ∆-valued random variable which is distributed according to µ, and let Xn = FnX0.

7.1. Proposition. The sequence {Xn} can be written in the form (6.1), and there are constants
c, C > 0 so that for every r ∈ N and p ≥ 1 we have βp(r) ≤ Ce−cr/p.

Proof. It follows from the arguments at the beginning of [33, Section 5.3] that Xn has the form (6.1),

and that β̃p(r) given by the right hand side of (6.4) satisfies β̃p(r) ≤ C0e
−c0r/p for every r, p ≥ 1,

where c0, C0 > 0 are some constants not depending on r and p. Now the proposition follows from (6.3)
and (6.4). �

Next, let us fix some N , and using (3.5) let us write ξn = XℓN−n. We also set ξn,r,N := XℓN−n,r,
where Xn,r are defined in (6.2). Then for any two sets A,B ⊂ {1, 2, ..., ℓN} the random variables
{ξn,r,N : n ∈ A} and {ξn,r,N : n ∈ B} are independent if infn∈A,m∈B ρ(n,m) > 2r, where ρ is defined
in (4.11). Using this local dependence structure, taking into account Proposition 7.1 the proof of all
the results concerning the asymptotic variance D2 are also proved similarly to [16].

Next, arguing as in Section 4.1.1, when D2 > 0, in order to prove the CLT for N−1/2S
{qj}
N G,

assuming again without loss of generality that Ḡ = 0, it is enough to prove the CLT forWN =
∑

n Zn,N

where with

Qn,N = G(ξq1(n),N,rN , ξq2(n),N,rN , ..., ξqℓ(n),N,rN )

and rN = [N ζ ] (for some ζ ∈ (0, 1/4)) we have

Zn = Zn,N =
Qn,N − E[Qn,N ]√

ND
.

The CLT for WN is proved similarly to Section 4.1.2. In fact, the proof is easier in our situation since
Z(A) = {Zn : n ∈ A} and Z(B) = {Zn : n ∈ B} are independent if A and B are not connected by an
edge in the graph G = GN defined in Section 4.1.2. Thus we get a true dependency graph, and so the
terms δi(N) from Section 4.1.2 actually vanish.

7.2. The LCLT.
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7.3. The conditioning step. The first part in the proof of the LCLT is a certain conditioning
argument, whose purpose is to obtain upper bounds of the form (1.7). In the case of nonlinear indexes
such a step was carried out in Lemmas 5.6 and 5.11 (leading to (1.8)), but when all qi’s are linear the
conditioning step is executed differently, and requires {ξn} to be a Markov chain. The point is that
since qℓ is linear, it is impossible to pass to independent copies of the variables ξqℓ(n), and instead we
will use the Markov property, which will yield upper bounds involving certain type of random operators
that will be studied in the next sections.

We first need some notations. Let {ξ(j)n : n ∈ N}, j = 1, 2, ..., ℓ be ℓ independent copies of the
Markov chain {ξn : n ≥ 0}. Consider the stationary Markov chain {Ξn : n ≥ 0} given by

Ξn = (ξ(1)n , ξ
(2)
2n , ..., ξ

(ℓ−1)
(ℓ−1)n).

Next, let us consider the operators Rit,x̄, t ∈ R, x̄ ∈ ∆ℓ−1 which map a function g on ∆ to another
function Rit,x̄g given by

(7.1) Rit,x̄g(x) = E[eitGℓ(x̄,ξℓ)g(ξℓ)|ξ0 = x] = Aℓ
(

eitGℓ,x̄g
)

(x) =
P ℓ
(

eitGℓ,x̄gh
)

(x)

h(x)

where Gℓ,x̄(x) = Gℓ(x̄, x) = G(x̄, x)−
∫

G(x̄, y)dµ(y) (which was also defined in (2.9)). Let us consider
the random operators

RΞ,n
it = R

Ξn−1

it ◦ · · · ◦RΞ1

it ◦RΞ0

it

and set MN = [aℓN ], where aℓ = 1− 1
4ℓ .

The main result in this section is the following.

7.2. Proposition (Conditioning step for linear indexes). There is a constant C > 0 and a sequence

(εN ) so that limN→∞

√
NεN = 0 and for all t ∈ R and N ≥ 1 we have

(7.2)
∣

∣

∣E

[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N G

)]∣

∣

∣ ≤ E

[∫

∣

∣

∣R
Ξ,N−MN

it 1(x)
∣

∣

∣ dµ(x)

]

+ (|t|+ 1)εN

where 1 is the function taking the constant value 1.

7.4. Preparations for the proof of Proposition 7.2. Let us consider the variable x̄N = {xjn :
1 ≤ j < ℓ,MN < n ≤ N}, xjn ∈ ∆ and the function

(7.3) HN,t(x̄N , y) = E

[

exp

(

it

N
∑

n=MN+1

G(xn, x2n, ..., x(ℓ−1)n, ξ
(ℓ)
ℓn )

)

∣

∣

∣ξ
(ℓ)
ℓMN

= y

]

.

Then, by the Markov property HN,t can also be written as

(7.4) HN,t(x̄N , y) =

(

N
∏

n=MN+1

Rit,(xn,x2n,...,x(ℓ−1)n)

)

1(y)

where
∏s

j=1 Aj = As ◦ · · · ◦A2 ◦A1 for any operators A1, ..., As.
In the course of the proof of Proposition 7.2 we will need the following result.

7.3. Lemma (Regularity of conditional expectations). There exists a constant C > 0 so that for every
N ∈ N, t ∈ R and (x̄N , y) and (z̄N , w) we have

(7.5) |HN,t(x̄N , y)−HN,t(z̄N , w)| ≤ C(|t|+ 1)





∑

k,n

d(xkn, zkn) + d(y, w)





where the sum ranges over the pairs (k, n) of positive integers so that 1 ≤ k < ℓ and MN < n ≤ N .

Proof. First, since |HN,t| ≤ 1 if y and w do not belong to the same floor of ∆ then (7.5) trivially
holds true with C = 2 since d(y, w) = 1. Let us now assume that y = (ỹ0, s), w = (w̃0, s) ∈ ∆s for
some s. Let us also set LN = (N −MN )ℓ. In the case when s ≥ LN the only preimages of (y0, s) and
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(w0, s) under FLN are yN := (ỹ0, s − LN ) and wN := (w̃0, s − LN), respectively. In this case, with
x̃n = (xn, x2n, ..., x(ℓ−1)n) we have

|HN,t(x̄N , y)−HN,t(z̄N , w)|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

h(yN )e
it

∑N−MN−1

n=0 Gℓ,x̃n+MN+1
(F ℓnyN )

h(y)
− h(wN )e

it
∑N−MN−1

n=0 Gℓ,z̃n+MN+1
(F ℓnwN )

h(w)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Using now that the invariant density h is Lipschitz continuous, bounded and bounded away from 0,
that

dU (F
ℓnyN , F

ℓnwN ) ≤ βLN−ℓndU (y, w), 0 ≤ n < N −MN

and that the function G satisfies (3.6) we obtain (7.5) with some C (the exact details are similar to
the more complicated case s < LN considered below).

Let us assume next that s < LN . Then we can write

F−LN{y} = {yj} and F−LN{w} = {wj}
where for each j we have

(7.6) dU (F
ℓnyj , F

ℓnwj) ≤ βLN−ℓndU (y, w) ≤ dU (y, w), 0 ≤ n < N −MN

(the pairs (yj , wj) belong to the same cylinder of length LN). Let us set

U(x̄N , yj) =

N−MN−1
∑

n=0

Gℓ,x̃n+MN+1(F
ℓnyj), x̃n = (xn, x2n, ..., x(ℓ−1)n),

and V (z̄N , wj) =
∑N−MN−1

n=0 Gℓ,z̃n+MN+1(F
ℓnwj). Then

(7.7) |HN,t(x̄N , y)−HN,t(z̄N , w)|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

h(y)−1
∑

j

h(yj)e
itU(x̄N ,yj)

JFLN (yj)
− h(w)−1

∑

j

h(wj)e
itV (z̄N ,wj)

JFLN (wj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ I1 + I2 + I3 + I4

where

I1 = |h(y)−1 − h(w)−1|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j

h(yj)e
itU(x̄N ,yj)

JFLN (yj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

I2 = h(w)−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j

h(yj)e
itU(x̄N ,yj)

JFLN (yj)
−
∑

j

h(wj)e
itU(x̄N ,yj)

JFLN (yj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

I3 = h(w)−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j

h(wj)e
itU(x̄N ,yj)

JFLN (yj)
−
∑

j

h(wj)e
itV (z̄N ,wj)

JFLN (yj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

and

I4 = h(w)−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j

h(wj)e
itV (z̄N ,wj)

JFLN (yj)
−
∑

j

h(wj)e
itV (z̄N ,wj)

JFLN (wj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

To estimate I1, using that h is bounded and bounded away from 0 and that A1 = 1 (or Ph = h) we
have

I1 ≤ C|h(y)− h(w)|h(y)−1
∑

j

h(yj)

JFLN (yj)
= C|h(y)− h(w)| ≤ C′dU (w, y)

where C > 0 is some constant. To bound I2, since h is bounded away from 0 there is a constant C1 > 0
so that

I2 ≤ C1

∑

j

|h(yj)− h(wj)|
JFLN (yj)

.
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Now, since dU (yj, wj) ≤ dU (y, w) and h is bounded and bounded away from 0 we have |h(yj)−h(wj)| ≤
C′

1h(yj)h(y)
−1dU (y, w), where C

′
1 > 0 is another constant. Hence,

I2 ≤ C′′
1 dU (y, w)ALN1(y) = C′′

1 dU (y, w).

Next, in order to estimate I3, since G satisfies (3.6), by the mean value theorem we have

|eitU(x̄N ,yj) − eitV (z̄N ,wj)| ≤ |t| · |U(x̄N , yj)− V (z̄N , wj)|

≤ C2K|t|
(

∑

dU (xkn, zkn) + dU (w, y)
)

where we have also used (7.6) and C = C2 is a constant which depends only on β and ℓ. Thus, using
again that h is bounded and bounded away from 0, with some constant C3 > 0 we have

I3 ≤ C3|t|
(

∑

dU (xkn, zkn) + dU (w, y)
)

ALN1(y)

= C3|t|
(

∑

dU (xkn, zkn) + dU (w, y)
)

.

Finally, we have

I4 ≤ h(w)−1
∑

j

h(wj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

JFLN (yj)
− 1

JFLN (wj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Observe now that since s < LN we have FLN−s+kyj = (ỹ0, k) and F
LN−s+kwj = (w̃0, k), k = 0, 1, ..., s

where we recall that y = (ỹ0, s) and w = (w̃0, s). Thus,

JFLN (yj) =

LN−s−1
∏

n=0

JF (F ℓnyj)

and

JF ℓ(N−MN )(wj) =

LN−s−1
∏

k=0

JF (F ℓnwj)

since the other values of JF we have omitted equal 1 because at the corresponding point the tower map
just lifts the points to the next floor. Using (3.2), (7.6) and that F ℓnyj and F

ℓnwj , 0 ≤ n ≤ LN −s−1,
return to the base before reaching y and w (in the original LN -th iterate), respectively, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

JF (F ℓnwj)

JF (F ℓnyj)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C4β
LN−ℓndU (y, w), 0 ≤ n < LN − s

and so (by summing up the logarithms),

∣

∣

∣

∣

JFLN (wj)

JFLN (yj)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C′
4dU (y, w)

where C4 and C′
4 are some positive constants. Thus,

I4 ≤ C′
4dU (y, w)h(w)

−1
∑

j

h(wj)

JFLN (wj)
= C′

4dU (y, w).

Now, in the case when s < LN we obtain (7.5) from (7.7) and the above estimates on I1, I2, I3 and
I4. �
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7.5. Proof of Proposition 7.2: the conditioning step. First, recall that with aℓ = 1− 4
ℓ we have

MN = [aℓN ]. Thus, there exists δ0 > 0 so that for all N large enough,

(7.8) iN + δ0N < (i + 1)MN − δ0N, i = 1, 2, ..., ℓ− 1.

LetM = MN be the σ-algebra generated by the random variables ξ1, ..., ξℓMN . Let us set SN = S
{qj}
N G

and SNGℓ = S
{qj}
N Gℓ. Then SMN is M-measurable and so

(7.9) |E[exp(itSN)]| = |E[exp(itSMN )E[exp(it(SN − SMN ))|M]]|
≤ E[|E[exp(it(SN − SMN ))|M]| = E[|E[exp(it(SNGℓ − SMNGℓ))|M]|

where in the last inequality we have used that the random variable
∫

G(ξn, ..., ξ(ℓ−1)n, x)dµ(x) is M-
measurable for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N .

Next, by the Markov property, with ξ̄N = {ξjn : 1 ≤ j < ℓ,MN < n ≤ N} we have

(7.10) E[exp(it(SNGℓ − SMNGℓ))|M] = HN,t(ξ̄N , ξℓMN )

where HN,t was defined in (7.3). Now, using (3.5) we can write ξn = XℓN−n = F ℓN−nX0, for
n = 1, 2, ..., Nℓ. Let us set rN = [δ0N ], ξn,r = ξn,N,r = XℓN−n,rN and

ξ̄N,rN = {ξjn,N,rN : 1 ≤ j < ℓ,MN < n ≤ N},
where Xn,r are defined in (6.2) (recall Proposition 7.1). Using (7.9), (7.10) and (7.5) we have

(7.11) |E[eitSN ]| ≤ E[|HN,t(ξ̄N,rN , ξℓMN ,rN )|] + (|t|+ 1)O(Ne−cδ0N )

for some c > 0. Now, by (7.8), the random variables

Uj,N = {ξjn,N,rN : MN < n ≤ N}, j = 1, 2, ..., ℓ− 1

and ξℓMN ,N,rN are independent. By considering independent copies

{ξ(j)jn : MN < n ≤ N} and {ξ(j)jn,N,rN
: MN < n ≤ N}

of {ξjn : MN < n ≤ N} and {ξjn,N,rN : MN < n ≤ N} for j = 1, 2, ..., ℓ− 1 and applying again (7.5)
we see that

(7.12) |E[eitSN ]| ≤ E[|HN,t(ξ̃N , ξ
(ℓ)
ℓMN

)|] + (|t|+ 1)O(Ne−cδ0N )

where ξ̃N = {ξ(j)jn : 1 ≤ j < ℓ,MN < n ≤ N} d
= {Ξn : 1 ≤ j < ℓ} (where

d
= stands for equality

in distribution). The lemma follows now by (7.12) and (7.4), taking into account that Ne−cδ0N =
o(N−1/2), that ξℓMN is distributed according to µ and that {Ξn : n ≥ 0} is stationary. �

7.6. Verification of Assumption 5.1. We will prove here the following result.

7.4. Proposition. There are constants δ0, C0, c0 > 0 and measurable sets ΓN ⊂ ∆(ℓ−1)N so that

(i) lim
√
NP((Ξ0, ...,ΞN−1) 6∈ ΓN ) = 0;

(ii) when (Ξ0, ...,ΞN−1) ∈ ΓN and t ∈ [−δ0, δ0] we have

(7.13)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RΞ,N
it 1(x)dµ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C0e
−c0Nt2 .

Verification of Assumption 5.1 relying on Proposition 7.4. Since N −MN ≥ a1N for some a1 > 0 and
all N large enough, by (7.2) and Proposition 7.4 for every t ∈ [−δ0, δ0] and N large enough we have

∣

∣

∣E

[

exp
(

itS
{qj}
N G

)]∣

∣

∣ ≤ P((Ξ1, ...,ΞN ) /∈ ΓN ) + C0e
−c0Nt2 + δ0εN .

It is evident now that Assumption 5.1 holds with

bN = P((Ξ0, ...,ΞN−1) /∈ ΓN ) + δ0εN .

�

7.6.1. Proof of Proposition 7.4. We first need the following.
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7.6.2. Associated random transfer operators and the RPF theorem. Let H be the space of bounded
Lipschitz continuous functions u : ∆ → C equipped with the norm

‖u‖ = ‖u‖∞ + Lip(u)

where ‖u‖∞ = sup |u| and Lip(u) = LipNU (u) is the smallest number A so that

|u(x)− u(y)| ≤ AdNU (x, y)

for all x, y ∈ ∆ which belong to the same floor. Let us consider the function v : ∆ → R which is
constant of the floors of ∆ and v|∆k = ekp/2 := vk, where p comes from (3.4). Let L be the operator
which maps a function g : ∆ → C to a function Lg on ∆ defined by

Lg = P (gv)/v,

where P is defined in (3.1).
For every a ∈ ∆ℓ−1 consider the function ua : ∆ → R given by ua = Gℓ,a = Gℓ(a, ·), where Gℓ was

defined as in (2.9). Then ua : ∆ → R, a ∈ ∆ℓ−1 are Lipschitz continuous functions and supa ‖ua‖ <∞.
For every z ∈ C and a ∈ ∆ℓ−1 consider the transfer operator La

z given by

La
zg = Lℓ(ezGℓ(a,·)g) = Lℓ(ezuag).

Set LΞ,n
z = LΞn−1

z ◦ · · · ◦LΞ1
z ◦LΞ0

z . Then, since P is the dual of the Koopman operator g → g ◦F with
respect to the measure m, the integral inside the absolute value on the right hand side of (7.13) can
be rewritten as

(7.14)

∫

RΞ,N
it 1(x)dµ(x) =

∫

(

LΞ,N
it (h/v)

)

(y)dmL(y)

where dmL(y) = vdm(y) (note that L is the dual of F with respect to mL) and h = dµ/dm, which is
Lipschitz continuous and it is bounded and bounded away from 0.

The proof of Proposition 7.4 is based on the following two results.

7.5. Lemma. There exist constants δ1, c0, C0 > 0 so that, for almost every realization of {Ξn : n ≥ 0}
and for all t ∈ [−δ1, δ1] and N ∈ N we have

(7.15) ‖LΞ,N
it ‖ ≤ Ce−t2σ2

Ξ,N/2+C0t
2/2+c0N |t|3

where with SΞ
nu =

∑n−1
j=0 uΞj ◦ F jℓ,

σ2
Ξ,N = σ2

(Ξ0,...,ΞN−1),N
= Varµ(S

Ξ
Nu).

7.6. Lemma. There exists a constant c1 > 0 with the following property. For every N set ΓN = {ā ∈
(∆ℓ−1)N : σ2

ā,N > c1N}. Then there exists a constant c2 > 0 so that for all N ≥ 1 we have

(7.16) P((Ξ0,Ξ1, ...,ΞN−1) /∈ ΓN ) ≤ c2N
−1.

Completing the proof of Proposition 7.4 relying on Lemmas 7.5 and 7.6. We first infer from
(7.15) that there exist constants δ0, C3 > 0 and c3 > 0 so that when (Ξ0, ...,ΞN−1) ∈ ΓN , for every
t ∈ [−δ0, δ0] we have

(7.17) ‖LΞ,N
it ‖ ≤ C3e

−t2c3N .

Combing this with (7.14), when (Ξ0,Ξ1, ...,ΞN−1) ∈ ΓN we get that for every t ∈ [−δ0, δ0],
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RΞ,N
it 1(x)dµ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C1e
−t2c3N

where C1 is another constant, and the proof of Proposition 7.4 is complete, taking into account (7.16).

Proof of Lemma 7.6. Let us first observe that Lemma 7.6 concerns only the distribution of
(Ξ0, ...,ΞN−1) for any fixed N . Set T = F × F 2 × · · · × F ℓ−1. Then by (3.5),

(7.18) (Ξ0,Ξ1, ...,ΞN−1)
d
= (TN−1Ȳ0, T

N−2Ȳ0, ..., T Ȳ0, Ȳ0)
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where Ȳ0 is distributed according to µ× µ · · · × µ = µℓ−1. Therefore

σ2
Ξ,N

d
= Varµ(S

Ȳ0

N u) := VN (Ȳ0)

where
d
= stands for equality in distribution and

S ȳ0

N u =

N−1
∑

n=0

Gℓ,TN−nȳ0
◦ F ℓj.

Observe next that our assumption that D2
ℓ > 0 (in Theorems 3.4 and 3.5) is equivalent to

limk→∞
1
kE[Vk(Ȳ0)] := b > 0, since

E[VN (Ȳ0)] = E[σ2
Ξ,N ] = E





(

N
∑

n=1

Gℓ(ξ
(1)
n , ξ

(2)
2n , ..., ξ

(ℓ)
ℓn )

)2


 = Eµℓ





(

N−1
∑

n=0

Gℓ ◦ Fn
ℓ

)2




where Fℓ = T × F ℓ = F × F 2 × · · · × F ℓ. Therefore if k is sufficiently large then

(7.19) E[Vk(Ȳ0)] ≥ c :=
b

2
.

It is clear that each F j has a tower extension, and therefore by [34] the map T = F×F 2×· · ·×F ℓ−1 also

has a Tower extension (which is mixing since F is mixing). Consider the functions V̂k : (∆ℓ−1)k → R

given by

V̂k(a0, ..., ak−1) = Varµ





k−1
∑

j=0

uaj ◦ F jℓ



 = E





(

k−1
∑

j=0

Gℓ(aj , F
jℓX0)

)2





where X0 is distributed according to µ. Then, since G is bounded and satisfies (3.6), for every j the
Hölder constant of Vk at the direction of the variable aj does not exceed ck for some constant c not
depending on k. Observe that

Vk(Ȳ0) = V̂k(T
k−1Ȳ0, ..., T Ȳ0, Ȳ0).

Applying the results in [7, Section 3] with the function V̂ and the map T , taking into account (7.19),
we conclude (in particular) that for every η > 0 there exists a constant d1 > 0 so that for all sufficiently
large k we have

(7.20) µℓ−1







ȳ0 :

N−1
∑

j=0

Vk(T
j ȳ0) ≤ d1kN







≤ d2(k)N
−η

where d2(k) is a constant which depends only on k (using (7.19) we can take d1 = c/2). Let us fix
some k large enough. Since (7.20) holds true, we can apply [21, Proposition 5.2.1] and get that there
exist constants c1, c2 > 0 so that for every N ≥ 1 we have

µℓ−1
{

ȳ0 : σ2
ȳ0,N ≤ c1N

}

= P((Ξ0, ...,ΞN−1) 6∈ ΓN ) ≤ c2N
−1.

�

7.6.3. Proof of Lemma 7.5: the random complex RPF theorem. The proof of Lemma 7.5 relies on a
more precise study of the asymptotics of the iterates LΞ,N

z . To do that we first need to express the right
hand side of (7.2) by means of a random dynamical system. This will be useful since we eventually
want to apply a theorem from [19, Ch.4] concerning random operators.

Set Ω̃ = (∆ℓ−1)Z and let θ : Ω̃ → Ω̃ be the left shift given by (θω)i = ωi+1 for ω = (ωi) ∈ Ω̃. Let B
be the Borel σ-algebra of Ω̃. By the Kolmogorov extension theorem there exists a unique θ-invariant
probability measure P̃ on Ω̃ so that for all A0, A1, ..., As ∈ ∆ℓ−1 we have

P̃(A0 ×A1 × · · · ×As) = P(Ξi ∈ Ai; i = 0, 1, ..., s).
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Since {Ξn} is mixing, the probability preserving system (Ω̃,B, P̃, θ) is mixing. We will abuse these

notations and for ω = (ωi) ∈ Ω̃ we write Gℓ,ω = Gℓ,ω0 and Lω
z = Lω0

z . Set

Lω,n
z = Lθn−1ω

z ◦ · · · ◦ Lθω
z ◦ · · · ◦ Lω

z = Lωn−1
z ◦ · · · ◦ Lω1

z ◦ · · · ◦ Lω0
z .

Then, roughly speaking, the strategy of the proof of Lemma 7.5 is to show that when |z| is small
enough the iterates Lω,n

z behave like a one dimensional operator times the exponent of the real part
of some pressure function Πω,n(z) so that Πω,n(0) = Π′

ω,n(0) = 0 and Π′′
ω,n(0) = σ2

ω,n + O(1), where

σ2
ω,n = σ2

(ω0,ω1,...,ωn−1),n
. Using that the desired estimates will follow from Taylor expansion of order 2

of Πω,n(z) around 0. The one dimensional asymptotic behavior is the content of the following result.

7.7. Theorem (Random complex RPF theorem). There exist r0, c > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1) so that for

P̃-almost every ω, for every complex number z whose modulus does not exceed r0 there is a function

h
(z)
ω ∈ H, a non-zero complex number λω(z) and a complex linear functional ν

(z)
ω ∈ H∗ so that h

(0)
ω =

h/v, λω(0) = 1, ν
(0)
ω = mL and

(7.21)
∥

∥

∥Lω,n
z /λω,n(z)− h

(z)
θnω ⊗ ν(z)ω

∥

∥

∥ ≤ cδn

where λω,n(z) =
∏n−1

j=0 λθjω(z) and (f ⊗ ν)(g) = ν(g) · f . Moreover,

ν(z)ω (h(z)ω ) = ν(z)ω (h(0)ω ) = 1, Lω
z h

(z)
ω = h

(z)
θω and (Lω

z )
∗ν

(z)
θω = λω(z)ν

(z)
ω .

Furthermore, λω(z), h
(z)
ω and ν

(z)
ω are measurable in ω, analytic in z and are uniformly bounded in

(ω, z).

Proof. Applying Theorem 9.2 we see that the conditions of [19, Theorems 4.1] and [19, Theorem 4.2]
in [19] hold true, which yields Theorem 7.7. �

7.6.4. The random pressure function. Since λω(0) = 1 and λω(z) are analytic and uniformly bounded,
by decreasing r0 we can also assume that |λω(z)| is uniformly bounded from below by some positive
constant. Therefore, we can construct analytic functions Πω(z) around 0 so that Πω(0) = 0, |Πω(z)| ≤ c

and eΠω(z) = λω(z), where c > 0 is some constant. For each n set Πω,n(z) =
∑n−1

j=0 Πθjω(z).

Next, set uω(x) = uω0(x) = Gℓ(ω0, x) and for every n ∈ N,

Sω
nu =

n−1
∑

j=0

uθjω ◦ F jℓ =

n−1
∑

j=0

uωj ◦ F jℓ.

Then since
∫

Gℓ(x1, ..., xℓ−1, x)dµ(x) = 0 and µ is F -invariant we have
∫

Sω
nudµ = 0.

7.8. Lemma. For P̃-almost all ω and every n ∈ N we have

(7.22) Π′
ω,n(0) =

d

dz
Π′

ω,n(z)
∣

∣

z=0
=

∫

Sω
nudµ = 0.

Proof. Differentiating both sides of the identities ν
(z)
ω (h

(z)
ω ) = 1 and ν

(z)
ω (h

(0)
ω ) = 1 with respect to z

and plugging in z = 0 we get that

(7.23) ν(0)ω

(

d

dz
h(z)ω

∣

∣

∣

z=0

)

= 0.

Differentiating both sides of the identity Lω,n
z h

(z)
ω = λω,n(z)h

(z)
θnω, plugging in z = 0 and then integrat-

ing both sides with respect to mL = ν
(0)
ω and using (7.23) we get that

λ′ω,n(0) = mL(h
(0)
w Sω

nu) =

∫

Sω
nudµ = 0.

Since λ′ω,n(0) = Π′
ω,n(0) the proof of the claim is complete. �

The following lemma is an important ingredient in the verification of Assumption 5.1, and it connects
between the variance of Sω

nu and the second derivative of the pressure function at z = 0.
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7.9. Lemma. There exists a constant C0 > 0 so that P̃-a.s. for every n ≥ 1 we have

(7.24)
∣

∣Π′′
ω,n(0)−Varµ(S

ω
nu)

∣

∣ ≤ C0.

Proof. For every complex number z we have

(7.25) µ(ezS
ω
nu) = mL

(

Lω,n
z (h/v)

)

.

Using (7.21) we can write

mL

(

Lω,n
z (h/v)

)

= λω,n(z)
(

mL(h
(z)
θnω)ν

(z)
ω (h/v) + δω,n(z)

)

where δω,n(z) is an analytic function so that |δω,n(z)| ≤ cδn. Since the first summand inside the
brackets on the above right hand side is analytic in z, uniformly bounded in ω, n and z and takes
the value 1 when z = 0, taking the logarithm of both sides of (7.25) and then considering the second
derivative at z = 0 we get that

(7.26)
∣

∣Varµ(S
ω
nu)−Π′′

ω,n(0)
∣

∣ ≤ C0

where C0 > 0 is some constant which does not depend on n. �

7.6.5. Employing the pressure: completing proof of Lemma 7.5. First, by (7.21) and using that both

‖h(z)ω ‖ and ‖ν(z)ω ‖ are bounded in ω and z, we see that there exist r1, C > 0 so that P̃-a.s. for all
t ∈ [−r1, r1] and N ≥ 1 we have

(7.27) ‖Lω,N
it ‖ ≤ C|λω,N (it)| = Ceℜ(Πω,N (it)).

Next, using (7.22) and that Πω(z) is bounded in z and ω, expanding Πω,N (·) around 0 yields that

there is r′1 > 0 so that P̃-a.s. for every t ∈ [−r′1, r′1] and N ∈ N we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

Πω,N(it) +
1

2
t2Π′′

ω,N (0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ cN |t|3

where c > 0 is some constant. This together with (7.26) and (7.27) yield that there exists r2 > 0 so

that P̃ a.s. for every t ∈ [−r2, r2] and all N ∈ N we have

(7.28) ‖Lω,N
it ‖ ≤ Ce−t2σ2

ω,N/2+C0t
2/2+cN |t|3 .

Lemma 7.5 follows since both sides of (7.28) depend only on (ω0, ω1, ..., ωN−1). �

7.7. Verification of Assumption 5.2 or Assumption 5.3. In this section we cannot use the RPF

theorem, since we need to analyze E
[

exp(itS
{qj}
N G)

]

for t’s which might be far away from 0. Therefore,

there will be no need in passing to the invertible probability preserving system (Ω̃,B, P̃, θ). Another
difference, in comparison with Section 7.6, is that we consider here the following weighted Lipschitz
norm. For every g : ∆ → C we set

‖g‖W = ‖g‖s + ‖g‖h
where with vk = ekp/2 and p coming from (3.4),

‖g‖s = sup
k
v−1
k ‖gI∆k

‖∞, ‖g‖h = sup
k
v−1
k

∣

∣g
∣

∣

β,∆k

where for every A ⊂ ∆,

|g|β,A = sup
x,y∈A x 6=y

|g(x)− g(y)|
dU (x, y)

.

Let us denote by X the space of all functions g : ∆ → C so that ‖g‖W <∞. A third difference is that
we will be using here the transfer operators P a

z , a ∈ ∆ℓ−1, z ∈ C given by

P a
z g(x) = P ℓ(gezua)(x) =

∑

y∈F−ℓ{x}

g(y)ezua(y)

JF ℓ(y)

where we recall that ua(x) = Gℓ(a, x). Let us also set

PΞ,n
z = PΞn−1

z ◦ · · · ◦ PΞ1
z ◦ PΞ0

z .
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Then the first term on the right hand side of (7.2) can be written as

(7.29) E

[∫

∣

∣

∣R
Ξ,N−MN

it 1(x)
∣

∣

∣ dµ(x)

]

= E

[∫

∣

∣

∣P
Ξ,N−MN

it h(x)
∣

∣

∣ dm(x)

]

.

In the next section we will prove the following result.

7.10.Proposition. In the non-arithmetic case, set I = R\{0}, while in the lattice case set I = [−π, π]\
{0}. Then in both cases, for every compact set J ⊂ I, there exist measurable sets BN ⊂ (∆ℓ−1)N and
constants c1, C1, c2, C2 > 0, which might depend on J , so that for every N ∈ N we have

(1) P((Ξ0, ...,ΞN−1) 6∈ BN ) ≤ C1e
−c1N ;

(2) when (Ξ0, ...,ΞN−1) ∈ BN then

sup
t∈J

‖PΞ,N
it ‖W ≤ C22

−c2N

where ‖A‖W = sup‖g‖W=1 ‖Ag‖W for any linear operator A : X → X.

Before proving the proposition, let us show that it indeed implies that the conditions of either
Assumption 5.2 or Assumption 5.3 are met. Let J be a compact set as specified in the lemma. It
follows that for every t ∈ J we have

E

[∫

∣

∣

∣P
Ξ,N−MN

it h(x)
∣

∣

∣ dm(x)

]

≤

E

[

I((Ξ0, ...,ΞN−MN−1) ∈ BN−MN )

∫

∣

∣

∣P
Ξ,N−MN

it h(x)
∣

∣

∣ dm(x)

]

+ C1e
−c1(N−MN )

where we have used that
∫

∣

∣

∣P
Ξ,N−MN

it h(x)
∣

∣

∣ dm(x) ≤
∫

P ℓ(N−MN )h(x)dm(x) =

∫

h(x)dm(x) = 1.

Next, by the definition of the norm ‖ · ‖W , for every k ≥ 0 and any realization Ξ of {Ξn : n ≥ 0} we
have

sup |I∆k
PΞ,N−MN

it h| ≤ ‖h‖W ‖PΞ,N−MN

it ‖W ekp/2

and we also note that ‖h‖W <∞ and that on ∆k we have |h| ≤ ‖h‖W ekp/2. Here p comes from (3.4).
Let k = kN be of the form kN = C lnN where C is so large that m{R ≥ kN + 1} ≤ N−1. Then,

E

[

I((Ξ0, ...,ΞN−MN−1) ∈ BN−MN )

∫

∣

∣

∣P
Ξ,N−MN

it h(x)
∣

∣

∣ dm(x)

]

≤
∑

k≤kN

E

[

I((Ξ0, ...,ΞN−MN−1) ∈ BN−MN )

∫

∣

∣

∣P
Ξ,N−MN

it h(x)
∣

∣

∣ I∆k(x)dm(x)

]

+
∑

k>kN

∫

(

I∆kP
ℓ(N−MN )h(x)

)

dm(x) ≤

C2‖h‖W2−c2(N−MN )
∑

k≤kN

ekp/2 + C3m̄{R ≥ kN + 1}

≤ C2‖h‖W2−c2(N−MN )Np(C+1)/2 +O(N−1) = O(N−1)

where in the second inequality we have used that Ph = h and that the density function h = dµ/dm is
bounded by some constant C3. Using the above estimates together with (7.29) and (7.2) we see that

the conditions of Assumption 5.2 are met in the non-arithmetic case for ZN = S
{qj}
N G, and that the

conditions of Assumption 5.3 are met in the lattice case for ZN = S
{qj}
N G with h0 = 1.
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7.7.1. Proof of Proposition 7.10. Let us fix some N ∈ N. Then, by (7.18) we can replace Ξn for n ≤ N
with TN−n−1Ȳ0, where we recall that T = F ×F 2×· · ·×F ℓ−1. We will abuse the notations and write

(7.30) P ȳ0,n
it = P ȳ0

it ◦ PTy0

it ◦ · · · ◦ PTN−1y0

it .

Then P Ȳ0,N
it and PΞ,N

it have the same distribution, when considered as random operators taking values
in the Banach space of bounded operators on X .

7.7.2. Auxiliary lemmas.

7.11. Lemma. For every compact set J ⊂ R there exists a constant BJ ≥ 1 so that

(7.31) sup{‖P ȳ0,n
it ‖ : ȳ0 ∈ ∆ℓ−1, n ≥ 1, t ∈ J} ≤ BJ .

Proof. The lemma follows from Proposition 10.1. �

Next, let x0 be the periodic point of F from Assumption 3.3 and set v̄0 = (x0, ..., x0) ∈ ∆ℓ−1. Let
n0 be the period of x0.

7.12. Lemma. The transfer operator P v̄,n0

it is quasi-compact when its spectral radius equals 1.

Proof. This is explained in Section 10. �

7.13. Lemma. In the non-arithmetic case set I = R\{0} while in the lattice case set I = [−π, π]\{0}.
Then, in both cases for every t ∈ I the spectral radius of P v̄0,n0

it is smaller than 1.

Proof. Let t ∈ I. First, by (7.31) the spectral radius of P v̄0,n0

it does not exceed 1. If the spectral radius

in question equals 1 then P v̄0,n0

it is quasi compact, and P v̄0,n0

it has an eigenvalue of modulus one, but

this is equivalent to the function eitS
v̄0
n0

u being cohomologous to a constant w.r.t. the map F ℓn0 . The
latter is excluded in Theorems 3.4 and 3.5. �

7.14. Corollary. In both lattice and non-arithmetic cases, for every compact set J ⊂ I there exist
constants δJ ∈ (0, 1) and CJ > 0 so that for all sufficiently large n we have

sup
t∈J

∥

∥

∥

(

P v̄0,n0

it

)n
∥

∥

∥

W
≤ CJ(1 − δJ)

n.

Proof. The corollary follows from Lemma 7.13, the compactness of J and the arguments in the proof
of [25, Lemma III.9], which states that the spectral radius is upper semi-continuous. �

7.15. Lemma (Parametric continuity of transfer operators at the periodic orbit). Let us fix some
compact set J ⊂ R and let m0 ∈ N. Then for every 0 ≤ j < n0,

lim
ȳ→T j v̄0

sup
t∈J

‖P ȳ,m0

it − PT j v̄0,m0

it ‖W = 0

where T = F × F 2 × · · · × F ℓ−1.

Proof. Taking into account (7.31), since T is continuous it is enough to prove the claim when m0 = 1.
In this case, for every g ∈ X we have

‖P ȳ
itg − PT j v̄0

it g‖W = ‖P ℓ
(

g(eitGℓ(ȳ,·) − eitGℓ(T
j v̄0,·))

)

‖W
≤ ‖P ℓ‖W ‖g‖W‖eitGℓ(ȳ,·) − eitGℓ(T

j v̄0,·)‖W .

Using Assumption 3.3 the last factor on the above right hand side converges to 0 uniformly in t ∈ J
as ȳ → T j v̄0. �

Proof of Proposition 7.10. Since P Ȳ0,N
it and PΞ,N

it have the same distribution, it is enough to prove that
for every compact set J ⊂ I, there are measurable sets AN ⊂ ∆ℓ−1 and constants c1, c2, C1, C2 > 0 so
that 1− µℓ−1(AN ) ≤ C1e

−c1N and

sup
t∈J

sup
ȳ0∈AN

‖P ȳ0,N
it ‖W ≤ C22

−c2N .
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Fix some compact set J ⊂ I and let nJ be so that

CJ (1− δJ )
nJ <

1

4BJ

where BJ comes from (7.31) and δJ and CJ come from Corollary 7.14. Let Cℓ−1 = C ×C × · · · ×C =

C ℓ−1 be a Cartesian power of a cylinder C =
⋂M−1

j=0 F−j∆sj ,kj of lengthM around x0. Then v̄0 ∈ Cℓ−1.
By applying Lemma 7.15 with m0 = n0nJ we see that there exists MJ ∈ N so that if M ≥ MJ then
for every ȳ0 ∈ Cℓ−1 we have

(7.32) sup
t∈J

∥

∥

∥P
ȳ0,n0nJ

it −
(

P v̄0,n0

it

)nJ
∥

∥

∥

W
≤ 1

4BJ
.

Let us set M =MJ . For every c > 0 we define

AN,c =







ȳ0 ∈ ∆ℓ−1 :

N−1
∑

j=0

I(T j ȳ0 ∈ Cℓ−1) ≥ cN







.

Let ȳ0 ∈ AN,c, and let 0 ≤ j1 < j2 < ... < jR ≤ N be the indexes between 0 to N−1 so that T j ȳ0 ∈ Cℓ.
Then R = Rȳ0,N,J ≥ cN . Let 1 ≤ u ≤ R. Then, since T ju ȳ0 ∈ Cℓ, by (7.32) and Corollary 7.14 we
have

(7.33) sup
t∈J

‖PT ju ȳ0,n0nJ

it ‖W ≤ 1

4BJ
+ sup

t∈J
‖P v̄0,n0nJ

it ‖W ≤ 1

4BJ
+ CJ(1 − δJ)

n0nJ <
1

2BJ
.

Let us now set a(m) = j1+mn0nJ , where 0 ≤ m < [cN/n0nJ ] := qN . Then, using (7.31), for every

ȳ0 ∈ AN the operator P ȳ0,N
it can be decomposed as

P ȳ0,N
it = A1,t ◦ PTa(1)ȳ0,n0nJ

it ◦ A2,t ◦ PTa(2) ȳ0,n0nJ

it ◦ · · · ◦ AqN−1,tP
Ta(qN−1)ȳ0,n0nJ

it ◦ AqN ,t

where the operators Aj,t satisfy

sup
t∈J

‖Aj,t‖W ≤ BJ .

Thus, using also (7.33), we see that for every ȳ0 ∈ AN,c we have

sup
t∈J

‖P ȳ0,N
it ‖W ≤ 2BJ2

−aJN

where aJ = c
n0nJ

> 0.

Using the above estimates together with (7.29), the proposition would follow for AN = AN,c if we
show that exists c > 0 so that

(7.34) 1− µℓ−1(AN,c) ≤ C1e
−c1N .

To establish that, we first notice that indicators of cylinder sets are Lipschitz continuous functions.
Applying the results from [7, Section 3] with the map T = F × F 2 × · · · × F ℓ−1 we obtain that

µℓ−1







ȳ0 :

N−1
∑

j=0

I(T j ȳ0 ∈ Cℓ−1) ≤
1

2
µℓ−1(Cℓ−1)N







≤ C1e
−c1N

for some C1, c1 > 0 which depend only on ℓ and C . Thus (7.34) holds true with c = cJ = 1
2µ

ℓ−1(Cℓ−1).
�

8. Applications to partially hyperbolic maps

In this section we consider the hyperbolic maps f from [40]. To increase readability we only list the
abstract properties of such maps. Moreover, in order not to overload the paper we will not explicitly
formulate results, and instead we will explain how to derive the LCLT for sums of the form

N
∑

n=1

G(f−nX0, f
−2nX0, ..., f

−ℓnX0)
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in a way similar to [19, Section 2.11.5].
Our abstract description of the maps f is as follows. Let M be a Riemannian manifold with finite

volume and let f : M → M be a C1+ε diffeomorphism. Let us denote by ν0 the volume measure on
M . We assume that there is a set Γ ⊂M with hyperbolic structure (see [40]), and at most countable
partition {Γi} of Γ (up to measure 0) so that for each i there is a return time Ri ∈ N such that
fRi(Γi) ⊂ Γ. Moreover, the sets Γi are s-subsets (see again [40]) and if we denote by γs(x) and
γu(x) the stable and unstable folliations on Γ passing through x ∈ Γ then fRi(γs(x)) ⊂ γs(fRix) and
γu(fRix) ⊂ fRi(γu(x)). In particular, fRi(Γi) is a u-subset.

8.1. Assumption. We have gcd{Ri} = 1. Moreover, there are p > 0 and q > 0 so that for every
n ≥ 1,

ν0({x ∈ Λ : R(x) > n}) ≤ qe−pn

where R : Λ → N is given by R|Λi = Ri.

Let us define a tower ∆̃ by setting its k-th floor ∆̃k to be the set of pairs (x, k) with x ∈ Γi and

Ri > k. In particular ∆̃0 is a copy of Γ. The corresponding tower map F̃ : ∆̃ → ∆̃ is defined similarly
to Section 3.1 with f0 = fR (namely f0|Γi × {0} = (fRi(·), 0)). Let us denote by d̃U the uniform

metric on ∆̃.

8.2. Assumption. There is a β ∈ (0, 1) for which the map π̃ : ∆̃ →M given by (x, k) → fkx is Hölder
continuous with respect to the uniform metric determined by β and the Riemannian metric on M .

Let Λ̄ be the quotient space generated by Λ and the equivalence relation

x ≡ y ⇔ y ∈ γs(x)

and let (∆, F ) be the tower map defined by this relation with the base ∆0 = Λ̄×{0} and f0 = f̄Ri (the

map induced on the quotient space). Let π : ∆̃ → ∆ be the projection map given by π(x, k) = (x̄, k),
where x̄ is the equivalence class of x. Let dU be the uniform metric in ∆ determined by the above β.

8.3. Assumption. The tower (∆, F,m) satisfies (3.2), where m is the volume measure on the quotient
space Γ̄.

8.4. Assumption. The projection map π : ∆̃ → ∆ mapping x to its equivalence class x̄ is Hölder
continuous with respect to d̃U and dU . In fact, we have the following exponential approximation: there
are constants δ ∈ (0, 1) and C > 0 so that for any cylinder M2k of length 2k in ∆̃ we have

diam∆

(

π(F̃ k(M2k))
)

≤ Cδk.

In [40, Theorem] it was shown that there exists an f -invariant SRB measure µM with exponential
decay of correlations for bounded Hölder continuous observables. This measure has the form µM = π̃∗µ̃
for some invariant measure µ̃ on ∆̃. Moreover, the measure µ := π∗µ̃ is the absolutely continuous
invariant measure from Section 3.1 (see the beginning of [40, Section 4]). Let G : M ℓ → R be a
bounded Hölder continuous function and let X0 be an M -valued random variable whose distribution
is µM . In what follows we will explain how to prove the LCLT for ZN = SNG given by

SNG =
N
∑

n=1

G(f−nX0, f
−2nX0, ..., f

−ℓnX0).

The first step is to observe that

SNG
d
= G(π̃F̃Nℓ−nX̃0, π̃F̃

Nℓ−2nX̃0, ..., π̃F̃
Nℓ−ℓnX̃0)

where X̃0 is distributed according to µ̃, and
d
= stands for equality in distribution.

The second step is the following result, which is proved essentially in the same way as [3, Lemma
1.6], and it corresponds to [19, Lemma 2.11.2].
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8.5. Lemma. Denote Fℓ = F ×F 2 × F 3 × · · · ×F ℓ. There exist bounded Hölder continuous functions
ψ : ∆̃ℓ → R and Ḡ : ∆ℓ → R so that

(8.1) G ◦ π̃ = Ḡ ◦ π + ψ − ψ ◦ Fℓ.

Moreover, if the map x → G(x, ·) is continuous with respect to the Hölder norm then the maps x̄ →
Ḡ(x̄, ·) are continuous with respect to the appropriate Hölder norm. Moreover, the limits D2 and D2

ℓ

remain unchanged if we replace Ḡ with G.

Using the above lemma and Assumption 8.4, similar arguments to the ones in [19, Section 2.11.5]
show that it is essentially enough to verify Assumptions 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3 with

ZN =

N−1
∑

n=0

Ḡ(FNℓ−nX̄0, ..., F
Nℓ−ℓnX̄0)

d
=

N−1
∑

n=0

Ḡ(ξn, ξ2n, ..., ξℓn)

where X̄0 is distributed according to µ and {ξn} is the Markov chain described in Section 3.2.

9. Appendix A: complex projective metrics on non-uniform towers

Let (∆, F, d,m0) be a non-uniform Young tower, as described in Section 3.1 so that there exist
constants p > 0 and q > 0 such that for every n ≥ 1,

(9.1) m0{x : R(x) > n} ≤ qe−pn.

Let the transfer operator L0 be defined2 by

L0f(x) =
∑

y∈F−1{x}

JF (y)−1f(y)

where JF is the Jacobian of F (L0 is the dual of the Koopman operator corresponding to F w.r.t.
m0). Note that on ∆k, k > 0 we have L0f(x, k) = f(x, k − 1), while on ∆0 the members of the set
F−1{x} are of the form y = (y0, k) with R(y0) = k + 1, and then JF (y) = JFR(y0, 0).

Next, for each function f : ∆ → C, let ‖f‖∞ denote its supremum and let Lip(f) denote the infimum
of all possible values L so that for all k and x, y ∈ ∆k we have

|f(x) − f(y)| ≤ Ld(x, y).

We will say that f is locally Lipschitz continuous if ‖f‖ := max{‖f‖∞,Lip(f)} <∞, and let us denote
by H the Banach spaces of all complex valued functions f so that ‖f‖ <∞. We will also assume here
that the greatest common divisor of the Ri’s equals 1. In this case, by [41, Theorem 1], there exists a
locally Lipschitz continuous function h0 which is bounded, positive and bounded away from 0 so that
L0h0 = h0, m0(h0) = 1, the measure µ = h0dm0 is F -invariant and the measure preserving system

(∆,F0, µ, F ) is mixing. Now, for each k ≥ 0 set vk = e
1
2 kp (where p comes from (9.1)). We view {vk}

as a function v : ∆ → R so that v|∆k ≡ vk, and let m be the measure on ∆ given by dm = vdm0

(which is finite in view of (9.1)). We also set h = h0

v . Following [39], consider the transfer operator L
given by

Lg =
L0(gv)

v
.

Then Lh = h and L∗m = m (since L∗
0m0 = m0), and the space H is L-invariant. In fact (see [39,

Lemma 1.4] and [39, Lemma 3.4]), the operator norms ‖Ln‖ are uniformly bounded in n.
Next, let (Ω,F ,P, θ) be an invertible ergodic measure preserving system, ℓ0 be a positive integer

and uω : ∆ → R be a family of functions (where ω ∈ Ω), so that (ω, x) → uω(x) is measurable and
Bu := ess-sup‖uω‖ <∞. For each ω ∈ Ω and z ∈ C let the transfer operator Lω

z be defined by

Lω
z g = Lℓ0(gezuω ).

Then, for each ω and z ∈ C, the space H is Lω
z -invariant (since e

zuω are members of H ). Since the
map z → ezuω ∈ H is analytic, the operators Lω

z are analytic in z, when viewed as maps to the space

2For notational convenience the operator P from Section 3.1 is denoted here by L0, the function h is denoted by h0

and the measure m by m0.
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of continuous linear operators A : H → H, equipped with the operator norm. For each ω, a complex
number z and n ∈ N set

Sω
nu =

n−1
∑

j=0

uθjω ◦ F jℓ0

and

Lω,n
z = Lθn−1ω

z ◦ · · · ◦ Lθω
z ◦ Lω

z

which satisfy Lω,n
z g = Lω,n

0 (gezS
ω
nu) = Lℓ0n(gezS

ω
nu). Henceforth, we will refer to q and p from (3.4),

C from (3.3) and Bu as the “initial parameters”.
Next, for any ε0 > 0 and s ≥ 1 we can partition ∆ into a finite number of disjoint sets P2 and

P ′, P ′ ∈ P1 so that m(P2) < ε0 and the diameter each one of the P ′’s is less than γs, where γs → 0
when s → ∞. One way to construct such partitions is as in [39], and another way is to take a finite

collection Γs of the ∆j
ℓ ’s so that the set

P2 =
s
⋃

i=0

(

FR
)−i ⋃

∆j
ℓ 6∈Γs

∆j
ℓ

satisfies m(P2) < ε0. Denote the above partition by P . Note that since P is finite, then by applying
[39, Theorem 1.2] we deduce that for every 0 < α < 1 < α′ there exists q0 so that for all k ≥ q0 and
P, P ′ ∈ P we have

α <
m(P ∩ F−kP ′)

m(P )µ(P ′)
< α′.

Following [39], for every a, b, c > 0 let the real cone Ca,b,c,ε0,s consist of all the real-valued locally
Lipschitz continuous functions f so that:

• 0 ≤ 1
µ(P )

∫

P fdm = 1
µ(P )

∫

P (f/h)dµ ≤ a
∫

fdm; ∀P ∈ P .

• Lip(f) ≤ b
∫

fdm.

• |f(x)| ≤ c
∫

fdm, for any x ∈ P2.

If f ∈ CR then for every x ∈ ∆ \ P2,

|f(x)| ≤ 1

m(P1(x))

∫

P1(x)

fdm+ γsLip(f) ≤ (a‖h‖∞ + bγs)

∫

fdm

where P1(x) ∈ P1 is the partition element containing x, and we have used that µ = hdm. Therefore,
with

c1 = c1(s, a, b) = a‖h‖∞ + bγs

and c2 = max{c, c1} we have

(9.2) ‖f‖∞ ≤ c2

∫

fdm.

This essentially means that we could have just required that the third condition holds true for all x ∈ ∆,
and not only on P2 (by taking c > c1). Note that if

∫

Lkℓ0fdm = 0 for some k and f ∈ Ca,b,c,ε0,s then,
since

∫

Lkℓ0fdm =

∫

fdm = 0

it follows from (9.2) that f = 0. This means that if, for some k, the cone Ca,b,c,ε0,s is Lω,k
0 -invariant

then Lω,k
0 is strictly positive with respect to this cone (recall that Lω,k

0 = Lkℓ0)
The following result was (essentially) proven in [39]:
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9.1. Theorem. For every σ ∈ (0, 1) small enough and positive numbers a0, b0, c0 there is a positive
integer k0, positive numbers a ≥ a0, b ≥ b0 and c ≥ c0 and ε0 > 0 and s ≥ 1 so that with CR = Ca,b,c,ε0,s,
for every k ≥ k0 we have

LkC ⊂ Cσa,σb,σc,ε0,s
and for all f, g ∈ CR,

dCR
(Lkf, Lkg) ≤ d0 <∞

where dCR
is the real Hilbert (projective) metric corresponding to the cone CR and d0 is some constant.

Let us denote by C = Ca,b,c,ε0,s the canonical complexification of the real cone CR from Theorem 9.1
(we refer to [19, Appendix A] for all the relevant definitions regarding real and complex cones). The
main result in this section is the following:

9.2. Theorem. For all sufficiently large a, b and c we have:
(i) The cone C is linearly convex, it contains the functions h and 1 (the function which takes the

constant value 1). Moreover, the measure m, when viewed as a linear functional, is a member of the
dual cone C∗

R
and the cone C and its dual C∗ have bounded aperture. In fact, there exist constants

K,M > 0 so that for every f ∈ C and µ ∈ C∗,

(9.3) ‖f‖ ≤ K|m(f)|
and

(9.4) ‖µ‖ ≤M |µ(h)|.
(ii) The cone C is reproducing. In fact, there exists a constant K1 so that for every f ∈ H there is

R(f) ∈ C so that |R(f)| ≤ K1‖f‖ and

f +R(f)h ∈ C.
(iii) There exist constants r > 0 and d1 > 0 so that for P-almost every ω, a complex number

z ∈ B(0, r) and k0 ≤ k ≤ 2k0, where k0 comes from Theorem 9.1, we have

Lω,k
z C′ ⊂ C′

and

sup
f,g∈C′

δC(Lω,k
z f,Lω,k

z g) ≤ d1

where C′ = C \ {0} and δC is the complex (projective) Hilbert metric corresponding to C (see [19,
Appendix A] for the definition of this metric as well as for the definitions of real and complex dual
cones).

Once this theorem is obtained the random complex Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius theorem for the oper-
ators Lzω follows from [19, Theorems 4.2.1, 4.2.2]. This theorem essentially means that Theorem 7.21
also holds for the more general operators Lω

z .

9.1. Proof of Theorem 9.2. (i) We begin with the proof of the first item. First, since
∫

A

hdm =

∫

Adµ = µ(A)

for any measurable set A, it is clear that h ∈ CR if a > 1, b > Lip(h) and c > ‖h‖∞. Moreover, if c > 1
and a > D, where

(9.5) D = max
{m(P )

µ(P )
: P ∈ P

}

then 1 ∈ CR.
Next, if f ∈ C′

R
and m(f) = 0 then by (9.2) we have f = 0 and so m ∈ C∗

R
= {µ ∈ H∗ : µ|C′

R
> 0}

(since m ≥ 0 on CR). In fact, it follows from the definition of the norm ‖f‖ and from (9.2) that

‖f‖ ≤ ‖f‖∞ + Lip(f) ≤ (c2 + b)m(f) = (c2 + b)

∫

fdm
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and therefore by [38, Lemma 5.2] the inequality (9.3) holds true with K = 2
√
2(c2 + b). According to

[19, Lemma A.2.7] (appearing in the appendix there), for every M > 0, inequality (9.4) holds true for
all µ ∈ C∗ = {µ ∈ H∗ : µ(C′

R
) ⊂ C′} if

(9.6)

{

x ∈ X : ‖x− h‖ < 1

M

}

⊂ C.

Now we will show how to find a constant M for which (9.6) holds true. For any f ∈ H, P ∈ P and
x1 ∈ P2, and distinct x, y which belong to the same level ∆ℓ (for some ℓ) set

ΥP (f) =
1

µ(P )

∫

P

fdm, ΓP (f) = a

∫

fdm− 1

µ(P )

∫

P

fdm,

Γx,y(f) = b

∫

fdm− f(x)− f(y)

d(x, y)
and Γx1,±(f) = c

∫

fdm± f(x1).

Let S be the collection of all the above linear functionals. Then

CR = {f ∈ H : s(f) ≥ 0, ∀s ∈ S}
and so, by the definition of the canonical complexification of a real cone (see [38, 19]), we have

(9.7) CC = {f ∈ H : ℜ
(

ν1(f)ν2(f)
)

≥ 0, ∀ν1, ν2 ∈ S}.
Let g ∈ H be of the form g = h + q for some q ∈ H. We need to find a constant M > 0 so that
h+ q ∈ C if ‖q‖ < 1

M . In view of (9.7), there are several cases to consider. First, suppose that ν1 = ΥP

and ν2 = ΥQ for some P,Q ∈ P . Since

1

µ(A)

∫

hdm =
1

µ(A)

∫

1dµ = 1

for any measurable set A with positive measure, we have

ℜ
(

ν1(h+ q)ν2(h+ q)
)

≥ 1− (D2‖q‖2 + 2D‖q‖)
where D was defined in (9.5). Hence

ℜ
(

ν1(h+ q)ν2(h+ q)
)

> 0

if ‖q‖ is sufficiently small. Now consider the case when ν1 = ΥP for some P ∈ P and ν2 is one of the
Γ’s, say ν = Γx,y. Then

ℜ
(

ν1(h+ q)ν2(h+ q)
)

≥ b− ‖h‖ − bm(1)‖q‖ − ‖q‖
−D‖q‖(b+ ‖h‖+ bm(1)‖q‖+ ‖q‖) ≥ b− ‖h‖ − C(D, b)(‖h‖+ ‖q‖+ ‖q‖)2

where C(D, b) > 0 depends only on D and b. If ‖q‖ is sufficiently small and b > ‖h‖ then the above
left hand side is clearly positive. Similarly, if ‖h‖ < min{a, b, c} and ‖q‖ is sufficiently small then

ℜ
(

µ(h+ q)ν(h+ q)
)

> 0

when either ν2 = Γx1,± or ν2 = Γx,y.
Next, consider the case when ν1 = Γx1,± for some x1 ∈ P2 and ν2 = Γx,y for some distinct x and y

in the same floor. Then

ℜ
(

ν1(h+ q)ν2(h+ q)
)

≥ (c− ‖h‖ − cm(1)‖q‖ − ‖q‖) · (b− ‖h‖ − bm(1)‖q‖ − ‖q‖)
where we have used again that

∫

hdm = 1. Therefore, if ‖q‖ is sufficiently small and c and b are
sufficiently large then

ℜ
(

ν1(h+ q)ν2(h+ q)
)

> 0.

Similarly, since
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

µ(P )

∫

P

qdm

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ D‖q‖
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when a, b, c are large enough there are constants A1, A2 > 0 so that for any other choice of µ, ν ∈
S \ {ΥP} we have

ℜ
(

ν1(h+ q)ν2(h+ q)
)

≥ A1(1−A2(‖q‖+ ‖q‖2))

and so, when ‖q‖ is sufficiently small then the above left hand side is positive. The proof of Theorem
9.2 (i) is now complete.

(ii) The proof of Theorem 9.2 (ii) proceeds exactly as the proof of [39, Lemma 3.11]: for a real-valued
function f ∈ H, it is clearly enough to take any R(f) > 0 so that

R(f) > (a− 1)−1 ·max
{ 1

µ(P )

∫

P

fdm− a

∫

fdm : P ∈ P
}

,

R(f) >
Lip(f)− b

∫

fdm

b− Lip(h)
, R(f) > max

{

− 1

µ(P )

∫

P

fdm : P ∈ P
}

and

R(f) >
c
∫

fdm− ‖f‖∞
c− ‖h‖∞

where we take a, b and c so that all the denominators appearing in the above inequalities are positive,
and we have used that 1

µ(A)

∫

A
hdm = 1 for any measurable set A (apply this with A = P ∈ P). For

complex valued f ’s we can write f = f1 + if2, then take R(f) = R(f1) + iR(f2) and use that with
C

′ = C \ {0},
C = C

′(CR + iCR).
We refer to [19, Appendix A] for references regarding the above polar decomposition of C.

(iii) Now we will prove Theorem 9.2 (iii). Let k0 ≤ k ≤ 2k0, where k0 comes from Theorem 9.1. Let
ε > 0 be so that

δ := 2ε
(

1 + cosh
(1

2
d0
)

)

< 1

where d0 comes from Theorem 9.1. Then, according to Theorem A.2.4 in Appendix A of [19] (which
is [10, Theorem 4.5]), if

(9.8) |s(Lω,k
z f)− s(Lk

0f)| ≤ εs(Lj,k
0 f)

for all nonzero f ∈ CR and s ∈ S (S was defined before (9.7)), then, with C′ = C \ {0},

(9.9) Lω,k
z C′ ⊂ C′

and

(9.10) sup
f,g∈C

(Lω,k
z f,Lω,k

z g) ≤ d0 + 6| ln(1− δ)|.

We will show now that there exists a constant r > 0 so that (9.8) holds true for every z ∈ B(0, r)
and f ∈ CR. We first need the following very elementary result, which for the sake of convenience is
formulated here as a lemma.

9.3. Lemma. Let A and A′ be complex numbers, B and B′ be real numbers, and let ε1 > 0 and
σ ∈ (0, 1) so that

• B > B′

• |A−B| ≤ ε1B
• |A′ −B′| ≤ ε1B
• |B′/B| ≤ σ.

Then
∣

∣

∣

∣

A−A′

B −B′
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2ε1(1− σ)−1.
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The proof of Lemma 9.3 is very simple, just write
∣

∣

∣

∣

A−A′

B −B′
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

A−B

B −B′

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

A′ −B′

B −B′

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2Bε1
B −B′

=
2ε1

1−B′/B
.

Next, let f ∈ C′
R
. First, suppose that s has the form s = ΓP for some P ∈ P . Set

A = a

∫

Lω,k
z fdm, A′ =

1

µ(P )

∫

P

Lω,k
z fdm,

B = a

∫

Lω,k
0 fdm and B′ =

1

µ(P )

∫

P

Lω,k
0 fdm.

Then B = a
∫

fdm (since m is conformal) and

|s(Lω,k
z )− s(Lω,k

0 )| = |A−A′ − (B −B′)|.
We want to show that the conditions of Lemma 9.3 hold true. By Theorem 9.1 we have

(9.11) Lω,k
0 f ∈ Cσa,σb,σc,s,ε0

which in particular implies that

0 ≤ B′ ≤ σa

∫

Lω,k
0 fdm = σB.

Since f is nonzero and
∫

Lω,k
0 fdm =

∫

fdm ≥ 0 the number B is positive (since (9.3) holds true). It
follows that B > B′ and that

|B′/B| ≤ σ < 1.

Now we will estimate |A−B|. Let us fix some complex number z so that |z| ≤ 1. Then

|A−B| = a

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Lkℓ0
(

f(ezS
ω
k u − 1)

)

dm

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ a‖f‖∞‖ezSω
k u − 1‖∞

∫

Lkℓ01dm

= a‖f‖∞‖ezSω
k u − 1‖∞

∫

1dm = m(1)a‖f‖∞‖ezSω
k u − 1‖∞

≤ ac2m(1)

∫

fdm · (2k0e2k0‖u‖∞ · |z|‖u‖∞)

= 2am(1)c2k0‖u‖∞|z|
∫

Lkℓ0fdm = R1|z|B

where 1 is the function which takes the constant value 1,

‖u‖∞ = ess-sup‖uω‖∞
and

R1 = 2c2k0e
k0‖u‖∞m(1)‖u‖∞.

In the latter estimates we have also used (9.2). It follows that in the second condition of Lemma 9.3
we can take ε ≤ R1|z|. Now we will estimate |A′ −B′|. First, we have

|A′ −B′| ≤ 1

µ(P )

∫

P

∣

∣Lω,k
z f − Lω,k

0 f
∣

∣dm =
1

µ(P )

∫

P

∣

∣Lkℓ0
(

f(ezS
ω
k u − 1)

)

|dm

≤ ‖f‖∞‖ezSω
k u − 1‖∞

1

µ(P )

∫

P

Lkℓ01dm ≤M1‖f‖∞‖ezSω
k u − 1‖∞

m(P )

µ(P )

≤ Dc2

∫

fdm · 2k0‖u‖∞e2k0‖u‖∞ |z| = R2|z|B

where D was defined in (9.5), M1 is an upper bound on ‖Lkℓ01‖∞ for k0 ≤ k ≤ 2k0 (in fact, we can
use [39, Lemma 1.4] and obtain an upper bound which does not depend on k0) and

R2 = Da−12c2k0‖u‖∞e2k0‖u‖∞ .
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We conclude now from Lemma 9.3 that

|s(Lj,k
z )− s(Lj,k

0 )| ≤ 2R3(1 − σ)−1|z|s(Lω,k
0 )

where R3 = max(R1, R2).
Next, consider the case when s has the form s = Γx,± for some x ∈ P2. Set

A = c

∫

Lω,k
z fdm, A′ = ±Lω,k

z f(x),

B = c

∫

Lω,k
0 fdm and B′ = ±Lω,k

0 f(x).

Then B > 0 and by (9.11) we have

|B′| ≤ σB.

Similarly to the previous case, we have

|A−B| ≤ R4B|z|
where R4 = 2c2k0‖u‖∞. Now we will estimate |A′ − B′|. Using (9.2) we have

|A′ −B′| = |Lω,k
z f(x)− Lω,k

0 f(x)| ≤ ‖f‖∞‖ezSω
k u − 1‖∞Lω,k

0 1(x)

≤ c2

∫

fdm · (2k0|z|‖u‖∞e2k0‖u‖∞M1) = BR5|z|

where R5 = 2c2k0‖u‖∞M1 and M1 is an upper bound on ‖Lkℓ01‖∞ for k0 ≤ k ≤ 2k0. Since

|s(Lω,k
z )− s(Lω,k

0 )| = |A−A′ − (B −B′)|,
we conclude from Lemma 9.3 that

|s(Lω,k
z )− s(Lω,k

0 )| ≤ 2R6(1− σ)−1|z|s(Lω,k
0 )

where R6 = max{R4, R5}.
Finally, consider the case when s = Γx,x′ for some distinct x′ and x′ which belong to the same floor

of ∆. Set

A = b

∫

Lω,k
z fdm, A′ =

Lω,k
z f(x)− Lω,k

z f(x′)

d(x, x′)
,

B = b

∫

Lω,k
0 fdm and B′ =

Lω,k
0 f(x)− Lω,k

0 f(x′)

d(x, x′)
.

Then, exactly as in the previous cases, B > 0, |B′| ≤ σB,

|s(Lω,k
z )− s(Lω,k

0 )| = |A−A′ − (B −B′)|
and

|A−B| ≤ R7B|z|
where R7 = 2c2k0b

−1‖u‖∞. Now we will estimate |A′ − B′|. Let ℓ be so that x, x′ ∈ ∆ℓ and write
x = (x0, ℓ) and x

′ = (x′0, ℓ). Then d(x, x′) = d((x0,m), (x′0,m)) for every 0 ≤ m ≤ ℓ. If kℓ0 ≤ ℓ then
for every z ∈ C,

Lω,k
z f(x) = v−1

ℓ vℓ−kℓ0e
zSω

k u(x0,ℓ−kℓ0)f(x0, ℓ− kℓ0)

and a similar equality holds true with x′ in place of x. Set

U(z) = f(x0, ℓ− kℓ0)e
zSω

k u(x0,ℓ−kℓ0) and V (z) = f(x′0, ℓ− kℓ0)e
zSω

k u(x′
0,ℓ−kℓ0)

and W (z) = U(z)− V (z). Then for every z ∈ C so that |z| ≤ 1 we have

d(x, x′)|A′ −B′| = v−1
ℓ vℓ−kℓ0 |W (z)−W (0)| ≤ |z| sup

|ζ|≤1

|W ′(ζ)|.
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Since the functions uω and f are locally Lipschitz continuous (uniformly in ω) we obtain that for all
complex ζ so that |ζ| ≤ 1,

|W ′(ζ)| ≤ C1d(x, x
′)‖f‖ ≤ d(x, x′)C1(b+ c2)

∫

fdm = d(x, x′)C1b
−1(b+ c2)B

where C1 depends only on k0 and Bu = ess-sup‖uω‖.
Next, suppose that kℓ0 > ℓ, where ℓ is such that x, x′ ∈ ∆ℓ. The approximation of |A′ −B′| in this

case relies on classical arguments from the theory of distance expanding map. Since kℓ0 > ℓ we can
write

F−kℓ0{x} = {y}, F−kℓ0{x′} = {y′}
where both sets are at most countable, the map y → y′ is bijective and satisfies that for every
0 ≤ q ≤ kℓ0,

d(F qy, F qy′) ≤ βmq(y)d(x, x′) ≤ d(x, x′).

Here mq(y) is the number of the points among F q+my, 0 ≤ m ≤ k − q which belong to the base ∆0

(so m0(y) ≥ 1, since ℓ < k). Note also that the pairs (y, y′) also belong to the same partition element

∆j
ℓ . Using these notation, for every z ∈ C we can write

Lω,k
z f(x) = v−1

ℓ

∑

y

v(y)JF kℓ0(y)−1ezS
ω
k u(y)f(y)

and
Lω,k
z f(x′) = v−1

ℓ

∑

y

v(y)JF kℓ0(y′)−1ezS
ω
k u(y′)f(y′)

where we note that v(y) = v(y′) since y and y′ belong to the same floor. For every y set

Uy(z) = JF kℓ0(y)−1ezS
ω
k u(y)f(y)

and
Wy,y′(z) = Uy(z)− Uy′(z).

Then for every complex z so that |z| ≤ 1 we have

|Wy,y′(z)−Wy,y′(0)| ≤ |z| sup
|ζ|≤1

|W ′
y,y′(ζ)|.

Since JFR satisfies (3.3) and uω and f are locally Lipschitz continuous (uniformly in ω) we derive that

(9.12) sup
|ζ|≤1

|W ′
y,y′(ζ)| ≤ C2‖f‖d(x, x′)(JF kℓ0(y)−1 + JF kℓ0(y′)−1)

for some constant C2 which depends only on Bu, k0 and C from (3.3). Using that

‖f‖ ≤ (c2 + b)

∫

fdm

we derive now from (9.12) that

d(x, x′)|A′ −B′| = v−1
ℓ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

y

v(y)
(

Wy,y′(z)−Wy,y′(0)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
(

|z|d(x, x′)C2‖f‖
)

v−1
ℓ

∑

y

v(y)(JF kℓ0 (y)−1 + JF kℓ0(y′)−1)

=
(

|z|d(x, x′)C2‖f‖
)

·
(

Lkℓ01(x) + Lkℓ01(x′)
)

≤ E1|z|B
where E1 = 2M1C2b

−1(c2 + b) and M1 = supn ‖Ln‖∞, which is finite in view of [39, Lemma 1.4]. We
conclude that there exists a constant C0 so that for every s ∈ S, f ∈ C′, z ∈ C and k0 ≤ k ≤ 2k0,

|s(Lω,k
z )− s(Lω,k

0 )| ≤ C0|z|s(Lω,k
0 ).

Let r > 0 be a positive number so that

δr := 2C0r
(

1 + cosh
(1

2
d0
)

)

< 1.
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Then, by (9.8) and what proceeds it, (9.9) and (9.10) hold true for every z ∈ C with |z| < r, ω ∈ Ω
and k0 ≤ k ≤ 2k0, and the proof of Theorem 9.2 is complete. �

10. Appendix B: A Lasota-Yorke inequality for random transfer operators and

Quasi-Compactness of deterministic ones

The following result is proved for the transfer operators P ȳ0,n
it , ȳ0 ∈ ∆ℓ−1 defined in (7.30), exactly

as [24, Proposition 2.2.1] (taking into account that vk = ekp/2).

10.1. Proposition. (i) For every N and k so that N ≤ k, a function g : ∆ → C, ȳ0 ∈ ∆ℓ−1 and
x, y ∈ ∆ we have

(10.1) |P ȳ0,N
it g(x)| ≤ e(k−N)p/2‖g‖s

and

(10.2) |P ȳ0,N
it g(x)− P ȳ0,N

it g(y)| ≤ (‖g‖hβN + (A|t| + 2β−1)‖g‖s)e(k−N)p/2dU (x, y)

where A = (1− β)−1 supa sups |ua|β,∆s (recall ua = Gℓ(a, ·)).
(ii) For every N and k so that N > k, a function g : ∆ → C, ȳ0 ∈ ∆ℓ−1 and x, y ∈ ∆ we have

(10.3) |P ȳ0,N
it g(x)| ≤ Q

(∫

|g|dm+ βN‖g‖h · C2

)

:= RN (g)

and

(10.4) |P ȳ0,N
it g(x)− P ȳ0,N

it g(y)| ≤
(

C1 + 2β−1 + |t|A
)

RN (g)dU (x, y)

where C2 and Q are some constants.
In particular

‖P ȳ0,N
it g‖W

≤ max
(

e−Np/2
(

(1 + |A|t)‖g‖s + βN‖g‖h
)

, RN(g)(2 + C1 + |t|A)
)

.

Therefore, for every compact set J ⊂ R the operator norms ‖P ȳ0,N
it ‖W with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖W

are uniformly bounded in ȳ0 ∈ ∆ℓ−1, N ≥ 1 and t ∈ J .

The above proposition holds true for the periodic point ȳ0 = v̄0, and it yields a deterministic Lasota-
Yorke inequality for the operators P v̄0,n0

it . Using that, the quasi-compactness of these operators follow
from arguments similar to [40, Section 3.4] (the main key is that only the L1(m) norm appears without
a factor of the form ρN for some ρ ∈ (0, 1)).
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