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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 Sy/N = 1/N 25:1 79 (™) f; ... T7%(™) f, have been exten-
sively studied in literature, where T is a measure preserving transformation, ¢ is a positive integer,
fi’s are bounded measurable functions and ¢;’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 f;’s are the indicator of the same measurable set A. In this case Sy|A counts the number of
multiple recurrences to the set A. Most of the results in this direction are L2-convergences of Sy /N
(see, for instance [0]), expect for the results in [6] in which an almost sure convergence was established
in the case when ¢ = 2 and ¢; and ¢ are linear. Almost sure convergence was obtained when ¢ > 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 U,, = T"Uy, where Uy is distributed according to the invariant measure p. 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

N
(1.1) SVIG =3 GX gy Xap () -oos X))

n=1
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 {X,} is a sequence of random vectors satisfying some
mixing, stationarity and moment conditions, which are satisfied for wide classes of Markov chains
and when X,, has the form X,, = f(T"Uy) = f(U,), 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 Uy 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 [I6] [T9] (see also references therein).
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The local central limit theorem (LCLT) concerns the asymptotic behavior of expectations of the
form E[g(Sny)], where ¢ 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 £ =1, ¢1(n) = n and Sy = 25:1 G(X,,) the LCLT for Markov chains {X,,} was obtained by
Nagaev [30] (in the countable state case), for expanding interval maps T' by J. Rousseau-Egele [37]
(where X,, = T"Xj), 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 [I]. 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 [I5] we proved an LCLT for nonconventional sums of the form

N
(12) ZG(§H7€2R7"-7§€11)
n=1

for some classes of stationary ¢-mixing Markov chains {,, } 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 7'. In this setup the function G was assumed to be bounded and Hdélder
continuous. The latter yields the LCLT for sums of the form

N
(13) ZG(finXOafian07"'7f7enX0)
n=1

where f is an Anosov map, and Xy is distributed according to an underlying Gibbs-measure. In the
“conventional” case the sums Zf::ol G(f"Xo) and Zf:’;ol G(f~"Xo) have the same distribution, but

this is no longer true for nonconventional sums. Still, since f~! is also Anosov, by replacing f with
f~1in (C3) the LCLT for

N
(1.4) > G(f"Xo, £ Xo, oy £ X0)
n=1

follows.

The goal of the current paper is twofold. First, we extend the LCLT for the sums (2] for Markov
chains {,,} whose transition operator is the dual of the Koopman operator corresponding to a Young
tower with exponential tails, where here G is a bounded Holder continuous function. This has appli-
cations to the LCLT for sums of the form (I3)), 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

N
(1.5) SVIG =3 GX gy Xaa () -oos X))

n=1
for indexes q1(n),...,q¢(n) exhibiting some nonlinear growth. More precisely, we will assume that
q1, .., qx are linear for some k£ < ¢, and that ¢; grows faster than linearly and faster than ¢;_; for
k < j <4, in a certain quantitative way (the case k = 0 corresponds to having no linear functions). For
instance, the case when all ¢;’s are polynomials so that q1, ..., gx are linear for some k < ¢, deg qx4+1 > 1
and deggq; < deggq;+1,t > 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
{X,} taking values in some metric space, which are not necessarily generated by a Markov operator or
a chaotic dynamical system, and bounded Hoélder continuous functions G. We note that in this setup
the Holder continuity is only needed when {X,} is not strongly mixing in the probabilistic sense,
and it can only be approximated sufficiently well by strongly mixing sequences. For instance, when
Xn = (&n,&n+1, s Entm) for some m and a geometrically ergodic Markov chain {&;} then our results
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hold true for bounded functions G which are not necessarily continuous. When X,, = (§)x>n then we
need G to be Holder continuous in order to approximate G(Xg, (n), Xg.(n) ...,qu(n)) by expressions
which depend only on (5,11 (n)+55 Eqa(n)+s5 o> §q£(n)+s);n:0, with an error term depending on m. To the
best of our knowledge, even the case when £ = 1 and ¢; (n) grows faster than linearly was not considered
in literature (the LCLT when ¢ = 1 and ¢;(n) = n requires more than some mixing conditions).

In the “conventional setup” (when £ =1 and ¢1(n) = n), for certain classes of Markov chains {&,}
and chaotic dynamical systems T', the LCLT established in [36] 87, 14} 1] relies on the following idea.
First, there are operators L£;; so that

(L6) E(e"9%C) = u(L1)

where 4 is the underlying stationary distribution, 1 is the function taking the constant value 1 and
SNG = Zz;é GoT" or SyG = Zﬁ;l G(&,) are the usual Birkhoff sums. The operators £;; have the
form L;;(g) = Lo(ge™?), where Ly 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 L;; 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 (Lf)) is the characteristic function of the
partial sums 25:1 G(&,) of the Markov chain {£,} whose transition operator is Lo and its stationary
distribution is . 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. Gouézel [13] using operator renewal theory (i.e. by inducing),
which replaces the quasi-compactness, but it is less relevant to our paper since when ¢;(n) = in our
methods rely on quasi-compactness (and exponential tails), as explained in the following paragraphs.

In the arithmetic progression case ¢;(n) = in, for sufficiently fast mixing Markov chains {§,} 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 (L8] does not seem to exist, in view of the
non-stationarity and long range dependence of the summands G (&, &an, .., E¢n ). Still, the idea behind
the proofs of the LCLT’s from [I5] 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 X,, = ¢,
is one of the chains considered in [I5] and [19, Ch.2], then there exist a mixing probability preserving
system (2, F, P,0) and a family of random operators L%, w € Q so that, on compact sets of t’s we
have

L olast agN
(1.7) [E(e’~ )] S/lu(ﬁﬁs/Z Yoo Ll 0 L1)|dP(w) + o(NT?)

where a; is some constant and p(g) = [ gdp 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 {Zx } so that N~'/2(Zy —mN), m € R satisfies the CLT, the LCLT
follows from certain types of decay rates of the characteristic functions of Zy (see Theorem[5.4]). Using

(IZ0), the type of control over the characteristic functions needed to obtain the LCLT for Zy = SJ{\;“ la
was achieved by studying the products of random operators appearing in (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 Holder continuous functions.

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

proof of the LCLT for SJ{\;“}G when ¢;(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 (L7) with £% now being perturbations of P¢ = L&, where P is the dual of the
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Koopman operator ¢ — g o 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
(T 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 Holder 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 L 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 [@)).

There are three reasons we need here the tower to have exponential tails. First, it is needed to
establish (7). Second, the exponential tails are needed to obtain the desired projective contraction
of the random complex operators L%, described above. For deterministic operators one can use the
operator renewal theory from [I3] instead of complex cones, but it is still not clear how to adapt this
theory to study the w-wise asymptotic behavior of the products of the random operators on the right
hand side of (IT). The third reason is that the estimates we obtain on the right hand side of (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 ¢’s without some kind of quasi-compactness assumption.

When some of the g;’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 {X,} to be a Markov chain,
and instead we only need it to satisfy certain mixing and approximation conditions. Because of the
nonlinear growth of ¢, this conditioning argument yields a different upper bound of the form

N
olagd
(18) BTG <E] [T cnt)| +o(v 1)

n=[aN]+1
on compact sets of t’s, where a € (0,1) is some constant, {Y,} is some sufficiently fast mixing process
satisfying some stationarity conditions, and ((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 {Y,,} to replace E Hﬁ[:[a N1 6 (Y, t)

with H,Jj:[aN] B, )] = ()N -1eN ¢(t) = E[¢(Yn,t)]. Thus, the function ((¢) controls the
rate of decay of the characteristic functions.

2. A NONCONVENTIONAL LLT WITH NONLINEAR INDEXES AND SOME CLASSES OF MIXING
PROCESSES

Let (22, F,P) be a probability space and let F,, ,, C F, n,m € Z be a family of o-algebras so that
Fom C Fnymy i np <n <m < m;. We will measure the dependence between these o-algebras by
the classical ¢-mixing coefficients ¢(n) given by

(2.1) $(n) = sup {[P(B|A) —P(B)| : k € Z, A € F—so s, B € Frsn.cor P(A) > 0}

where Fj o is the union of Fj,, n > [ and F_o i is the union of F;,j < k. Let (X,d) be a metric
space and let X,, : & — X be a sequence of measureable functions (i.e. random variables). We do
not require {X,} to be strongly stationary, and instead we only assume that for each n < m the
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distribution of the pair (X,,, X;;,) depends only on m — n. In particular, all the X,,’s are identically
distributed.
We also do not assume that X,, is measurable with respect to F, ,, and instead we will impose
restrictions on the approximation rate. The r-th approximation rate of order p > 1 is given by
(2.2) Bp(r) = sup énf |d(Xn, Znr )| e
n

n,r

where the infimum is taken over all the X-valued and F,,_, ,,4,-measureable random variables Z, ;.
The results described in this section are obtained under assumptions of the following form.

2.1. Assumption. There are constants ¢ > 0 and 61,602 > 0 so that for all n € N,
(2.3) p(n) < en ™ and Bo(n) < en~ .

We refer the readers to [22, Section 8] for some examples of processes satisfying Assumption 211
These examples include the case when X,, = T" Xy, where T is a two (or one) sided topologically
mixing subshift of finite type [3], X, is distributed according to a Gibbs measure and F, ., is the
o-algebra generated by the cylinders corresponding to the coordinates at places n,...,m. In this case
we have max(¢(n), foo(n)) < C6™ for some C' > 0 and ¢ € (0,1). Another example are functionals
Xy =3, a;f(&ntj) of geometrically ergodic Markov chains {{,}, where f is a measurable function
taking values in some Banach space (B, |- |) so that | f[l2 = sup, [[[f(&n)][[z, < oo and };a; is a
converging series. If we take Fp p = 0{&n,...,Em} then ¢(n) converges exponentially fast to 0 and
Ba(r) < [ fll2 X2 55, las[. Thus, Assumption will hold if 3/, [a;| = O(r=%). In fact, we can
take any stationary sequence {&,} so that with F, ,, = 0{&,,...,&n} we have ¢(n) = O(n=%), and
define X, similarly. We refer to Section [l for an application to functions of Bernoulli shifts (which has
applications to Young towers with exponential tails [33] Section 5.3]).

Next, let ¢ be a positive integer and let gi(n),g2(n),...,q¢(n) be integer-valued non-negative se-
quences. We assume here that there is an integer 0 < k£ < £ so that for all j > k the function ¢; grows
faster than linearly in the sense that there exists o € (0,1) so that for all n € N large enough

(2.4) qj(n-l—l)—qj(n)Zno‘, i=k+1,k+2,..,4
Furthermore, g;11 grows faster than ¢; for ¢ > k in the sense that
(2.5) Ve >0 we have lim (gi+1(en) —qi(n)) =00, i=k+1,...,0—1.
n—oo
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) gj(n) =jn, VneN, j=1,2, .. k.

Set X* =X x X x --- x X (£ times) and let x € (0,1]. Let G : X* — R be a bounded function so
that with some K > 0 for all (21, ..., 2¢), (Y1, ..., y¢) € X* we have

¢
(2.7) |G(21, .oy z0) — G(y1, s y0)| < KZ (d(zi,y:))" .
i—1

J
For each N set

N
S}{\;ZJ}G = Z G(Xth(n)leh(n)a e quf(")>'
n=1

Set also
(2.8) G = /G(:z:l, X2y .oy Tp)dp(xy)dp(ze) - - - dp(ze)

where p is the common distribution of the X,,’s. The main result in this section is a local central limit
theorem (LCLT) for the sequence of random variables Zy = S]{\;“}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 [ the CLT for N~1/2 (S]{\;“ ‘¢ - N (_?) does not follow from existing results since
X,, do not take values at R® for some s.

2.2. Theorem (CLT). Suppose that Assumption [21] holds true with 61 > 4 and 03 > %, where K s
the exponent from the right hand side of (2). Then the limit

1 _ _
D2 — lim ot _an 2}
exists. Moreover, the sequence Nz (SJ{\;“}G — (_?N) converges in distribution as N — oo towards a

centered normal random variable with variance D?. Furthermore, if X 18 Fp—rntr-measurable for
some r € N and all n € N, then the above holds true for any bounded function G (i.e. without [2.1)).

While the proof of the existence of D? proceeds exactly as in [30], it is less clear to us how to adapt
the martingale approximation techniques from [30] to the situation when X,, 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 [I9, Ch.1], the proof of the CLT is based on
Stein’s method and (strong) dependency graph.

Next, when D? = 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
1 be the distribution of X,,, and for every k < j < £ let us set

Gj(x1,..., ) = /G(:El,...,xj,z)dué_j(z) —/G(;Cl,...,ZCj_l,Z)d//_j-H(Z)

while for j = ¢,

(2.9) Go(x1,.yxe) = Gay, .0y 20) — /G(xl, oy Tp—1, 2)dp(2).
When k£ > 0 let us also consider the function Gy given by
(2.10) Gr(x1,...yxp) = /G(xl, oy T, 2)dpt R (2) = G

Here p® = X o X -+ X pu (s-times) for any s.

2.3. Theorem (Positivity of the asymptotic variance). Under the conditions of Theorem we have
the following. When all the functions q; grow faster than linearly (i.e. k =0) then D* =0 if and only
if the function G is constant u‘-a.s. When some of the functions are linear (i.e. k > 0) then D? =0
if and only if G; vanishes for every j >k (u*-a.s.), and Gy is an L*-coboundary with respect to the
map F x F2 x -..x FF,

If X, is Fp—rntr-measurable for some r € N and all n € N, then the above holds true for any
bounded function G.

For vector-valued X,,’s, such a characterization was obtained in [16] and [I7]. For bounded functions
G the proof when X, 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 ¢ # 0 so that for some function 8 : A*~! —
[0,27) we have

(2.11) eitG(ml »»»»» o) eiﬁ(ﬂﬁl ----- 1271), luf_a's'
In particular, G(x1, 2, ..., 7¢) is a not a function of the variables z, ..., 7y (u*-almost surely), namely
the function Gy(z1, 2, ....,x¢) is not identically 0, p-almost surely.

2.4. Theorem (LCLT in the non-arithmetic case). Suppose that Assumption[21] holds true with some
01 > max(4, 5=) and 05 > max(5>—, 2) where o comes from @A) and k from @T). When some of

2k’ K
the functions q; are linear, we also assume that 62 > 3 and 01 > 6zk. In addition we assume that
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D? > 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 sup |vV27NDE[g (S’{%}G u)] — e “onp? /g(x)dw = 0.

N—o0 wER

If X, is Fr—r nyr-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 ¢ € [—m, 7] \ {0} there exists
no function 3 : A*~1 — [0, 27) satisfying (ZI1)). As in the non-arithmetic case, also in the lattice case
G does not vanish p‘-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), 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 sup |[vV27NDElg (S{qJ}G u)] —e” Coo? Zg

N—o0
UEL keZ

If X5, is Fp—rntr-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,...yxg) = H?:l I,, for some sets «; with positive measure. Indeed, suppose that for some
nonzero t there exists a function B(x1,...,z¢—1) so that

i} £ .
e'Lt 1_[]-:1 Haj (IJ) — elﬂ(wh...,wg,l)’ Mé_a_s_

When y = (21, ...,20-1) € a1 X ag X -+ X ap_1 we get 1 = e and hence B(y) = 0. When
YE QX ag X X a1 but zp & oy we still get that e”?®) =1 and therefore B(y) = 0 for almost all
y. Taking now z, € oy we conclude that ¢ = 1 and hence t = 27k & [—m, 7] \ {0}.

2.7. Remark. Suppose that k& > 0 and that ¢, ..., gx are linear. When the function G(x1, 2, ..., x¢)
does not depend on the variable xy, but it is also not a function of z1,...,x; then we can write
G(x1, 2, ...,2¢) = G(x1, ..., z5) for a minimal k < s < ¢. In this case, we can take f(x1,...,xp—1) =
itG(zx1, ..., xs) in (ZII), and so the conditions of Theorems 2.4 and are never met. However, now
we can replace ¢ with s in (ZI1]) (and in Theorems 24 and [Z3)). Tt will be clear from the proofs of
Theorems[Z4land 25l that we can also replace £ with k < s < £ when G(z1, 22, ..., z¢) = G(x1, 22, ..., X5)
only p‘-almost surely. Thus we obtain the LCLT in the non-arithmetic and lattice cases, formulated
with s instead of /. When G depends only on x1,xs, ..., z; then we are in the arithmetic progression
case g;(n) = in considered in the next section.

2.8. Remark. Condition (Z3]) is only needed for the CLT to hold true, but the proofs of Theorems
and proceed similarly when all the g;’s are polynomials so that deggq; < degg;41 which take
positive integer values on the set of positive integers. Assuming that the CLT holds true with D? > 0
the proofs of Theorems 2.4] and proceed similarly when, instead of (2.]), we assume that

(2.12) Jeg € (0,1) such that lim (gi+1(eon) — qi(n)) =00, i=k+1,..,0—1.
n—00

Thus, after replacing (Z5) with @I2), we get that if N—1/2 (SJ{\;”} — GN) obeys the CLT then the
LCLT holds true in both lattice and non-arithmetic cases. We conclude that Theorems [2.4] and
hold true when g; are polynomials so that degg; < degg;4+1, and if the degrees are equal then the
leading coefficient of g;4; is larger than the leading coefficient of g;.
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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 g¢;(n) = jn for j =1,2,...,0. As
explained in Section[I] the LCLT will be obtained for Markov chains whose transition operator is the
dual of the Koopman operator of a Young tower. In Section [§ 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 (Ag, Fo, o) be a probability space, {A% : j > 1} be a partition of Ay (mod
), and R : Ag — N be a (return time) function which is constant on each one of the A}’s. We
identify each element z in Ag with the pair (z,0), and for each nonnegative integer k let the k-th floor
of the tower be defined by

Ar ={(z,k) € Ao x {k}: R(x) > k}.
For each j so that R|A? > k set
A ={(z,k) € Ay : € A)} C Ay
The whole tower is defined by
A={(z,k): k>0, (x,k) € A} = ] Ax.

k>0

Let fo: Ag = Ay be so that for each j the map f0|A6 : A% — Ay is bijective (mod vp). The dynamics
on the tower is given by the map F': A — A defined by

_J (@ k+1) ifR=)>E+1
F(I’k)_{(fo(:v),o) i R(x)=k+1

We think of (fo(z),0) as the return (to the base Ag) function corresponding to F, and when R(x) = k+1
we will also write Ff(z,0) := F(z, k) = (fo(x),0). It will also be convenient to set F¥(z, k) = Ff(z,0)
for any k > 1 and (z, k) € Ag. We note that in applications usually Aq is a subset of a larger set, and
fo = f® is the return time function (to Ag) 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 = {Afc} is generating
in the sense that

\/ Fic

=0

is a partition into points. For each k > 1 and = € A, we will denote the element of the partition

k—1

C=\/FC

i=0
containing x by Ci(z) (so that {x} = Ng>oCk(z)). The partition elements of Cj, are called cylinders of
length k. _ _

Next, we lift the o-algebra Fy to A by identifying A with A and lift the probability measure vg

to a measure on A, by assigning the mass vo(T") to each subset I' of each A7, for any k and j so that

R|A% > k. Let us denote the above o-algebra and measure on A by F and m, respectively. Then the
dual of the Koopman operator g — g o F' with respect to the measure m is given by

(3.1) Po) = Y O
yeF -z}

where JF = dg—*mm. We will always assume that [ Rdiyy < oo which means that m(A) < co. Henceforth

we will assume that vy has been normalized so that m(A) = 1.
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3.1.1. Uniform towers. The uniform distance di; on the space A is defined as follows: for every = and
y in A, we denote by sy(z,y) the greatest positive integer n so that FPx and FPy belong the same
element of the partition {Ai}, for all p < n (namely, they belong to the same partition element in C,,
but not to the same element of C,,41). When & = y we set f(z,y) = co. Let 8 € (0,1) and define a
metric dy(-,-) on A x A by dy(z,y) = 85V @Y (where 3 := 0). The tower is called uniform if for
every k, j,

FE.AL = A

and its inverse are both non-singular with respect to m, and the (inverse) Jacobian JF' R is logarith-
mically locally Lipschitz continuous in the sense that for all k and z,y € A7,
JFE(x)

3.2 = 1| < Cdy(FBz, FE
(32 T - 1] < Cau(r T Py
for some constant C' which does not depend on k,j,z 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 A is defined as follows:
for any 2 = (2°,0) and y = (y°,0) in Ay, denote by sy (x,y) the greatest positive integer n so that
(FRYP(z) = f2(x) and (FR)?(y) = f2(3°) belong to the same element of the partition {A?} of Ay,
for all p < n. If z = (2% k) and y = (y°, k) belong to the same floor Ay for some k > 1 we set
snu(z,y) = syu(2?,y°). When z and y are not in the same floor we set syy(z,y) = 0. Let 3 € (0,1)
and define a metric dyp(-,-) on A x A by dyy(z,y) = 85VU@¥). The tower is called non-uniform if
for every j,

FEA) — A
and its inverse are both non-singular with respect to m (or vg), and for all =,y € Aé,

(3.3) '% - 1' < Cdyy (FRxz, FRy)

for some constant C' which does not depend on j.

It is evident that dy < dyp. It is also clear that the topologies induced by dy and dyp coincide.
We have the following result.

3.1. Theorem ([41]). Let (A, F) be a non-uniform Young tower so that [ Rdvy < oo. Then there
exists a strictly positive Lipschitz continuous function h : A — R (w.r.t. to dny) which is bounded
and bounded away from 0 and the measure u = hdm is F-invariant. The measure p 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. dy.

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

(3.4) m{z : R(z) > n} < ge™P".

Of course, this is equivalent to having exponential tails vo{z : R(z) > n} < gre P™ for vy with
some ¢q1,p1; > 0. Finally, we will assume in this paper that the tower is aperiodic in the sense that
gcd{R;} = 1. This is equivalent to F' being mixing with respect to .
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3.2. Markov chains on towers. Let (A,m,F) be an aperiodic uniform Young tower satisfying
B4), and let . = hdm be its unique absolutely continuous invariant measure. Let P be the transfer
operator defined by (Bl), and consider the operator A given by Ag = P(gh)/h. Let {&, : n > 0} be
the stationary Markov chain on A whose initial distribution is u, having A as its transition operator.
Namely, for every n € N and a Borel measurable set I' C A we have

Pl6s € Tlen-t ) =FlE: €Tlern) =hle)” 30 s

Let X be a A-valued random variable whose distribution is p. Then, it follows by induction that for
every n € N we have

(3.5) (F*'Xo, ..., FXo, X0) % (€0, &1 s €n1)

where £ stands for equality in distribution. Let £ € N and set A* = A x A x --- x A (¢ times). Let
G : A* — R be a bounded function so that with some K > 0 for all (z1,...,2¢), (Y1, ...,y¢) € A* we
have
¢
(3.6) G(@1, ey ) = Gy, oyl < K du (i, i)
j=1
For each N set

N
SZ{\;IJ}G = Z G(§n7§2n7 "'76571)

n=1

where ¢;(n) = jn. We also set
(3.7) G = /G(:vl,xg, coy p)dp(zr )dp(ze) - - - dp(xy).

The main result in this section is an LCLT for the sequence of random variables S]{\;“}G.
Before discussing the LCLT, let us present our results concerning the CLT.

3.2. Theorem (CLT and asymptotic variance). Suppose that B3) and BA) hold true and that
ged{R;} = 1. Moreover, assume that G is a bounded function satisfying (3.6). Then:
(i) the limit
D?= lim —E (i - any?]
N—oco N N
exists. Moreover, the sequence N—2 (SJ{\;“}G — (_?N) converges in distribution as N — oo towards a
centered normal random variable with variance D2
(ii) D* = 0 if and only if G — G is an L?-coboundary with respect to the map F x F? x --- x F*.
This theorem is proved similarly to Theorems and taking into account Korepanov’s semi-
conjugacy [33] and Section
In what follows we will assume that the function G, defined by (29) is not a coboundary with
respect to Fy = F x F? x --. x F*. This means that
oo 4 {9}
D} = lim ~E|(5{7G0)?] > 0.
¢ N1—r>noo N ( N Z) >
Note that D? > 0 if D? > 0 since Gy admits a coboundary representation with respect to Fy 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 zg.

(ii) Let ng be the period of zp. Then the map y — G, = G(y,"), y € A1 = Ax Ax -+ x A
is continuous at the points y = (FFzo, F?* g, ..., F¢V%z0) k = 0,1,...,n9 — 1 when considered as
a map from A’! to the space of bounded Lipschitz continuous functions equipped with the norm
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llgllLip,u = sup |g| + Lipy (g), where Lipy;(g) is the smallest Lipschitz constant of g with respect to the
metric dy.

As in the case when ¢y 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” £ =1 and ¢1(n) = n, as described in the following. Under
Assumption we define a function G, n, : A = R by

’n,()fl ’n,()fl
(3.8) Gaoono(T) = Z G(FFxg, F? g, ..., FU kg Py = Z G o FF(zo, 0, ..., 20, 2)
k=0 k=0

where Fy = F x F? x --- x Ff. We call the case “non-arithmetic” if there exists no real nonzero t so
that with some A € S! and a Lipschitz continuous non-vanishing function g we have

et%0m0 = \g/(g o F™Y), p-a.s.
In other words, Gy, n, i3 non-arithmetic with respect to (F™°*, ;1) in the classical sense (see [14} 25, [13]).

3.4. Theorem (LCLT in the non-arithmetic case). Assume that B2) and @A) hold true, and that
ged{R;} = 1. Suppose also that D7 > 0 (so D* > 0) and that G is a bounded function satisfying
B8) so that Assumption[Z 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

hm sup V27 NDE|[g (S{qJ}G u)] — e~ w7 /g(x)dx = 0.

N—o00 yeR

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

(39) GIoﬂlo =a+ ﬁ - ﬁ © ano + (Joka H-a.s.

for some ¢ > 1, a € R, f: A — R and an integer valued function k : A — Z. This means that
e*P0.n0 is not cohomologous to a constant when 0 < [t| < 27.

3.5. Theorem (LCLT in the lattice case). Assume that B.2)) and BA) hold true, and that gcd{R;} =
1. Suppose also that D} > 0 (so D* > 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

/o N {0;} — LGN
lim sup |V2rNDE[g(Sy" G —u)] — 2N D2 Zg

N—o00
UEL keZ

4. NONCONVENTIONAL CLT LIMIT THEOREMS WITH NONLINEAR INDEXES

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

(4.1) (X, X 22 < 2B2(r) = O(r~%).

The difference in Theorem in comparison with [19, Ch.1] is that in the present paper the se-
quence {X,} is not vector-valued. However, this was only needed in [I9, Ch.1] since the functions
considered there were not bounded, and instead they had polynomial growth. Using X, , instead of
E[ X, | Fn—rn+r), the proof of the CLT proceeds almost exactly as in [I9, 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 ¢-mixing (dependence) co-
efficient between two sub-o-algerbras G, H C F is defined by

(4.2) &(G,H) =sup{|P(B|A) —P(B)|: A€ G,BeH,P(A) >0}.

By [4, Ch. 4], it can also be written in the form

1
(4.3) ¢(G, ) = 5 sup{|[E[h|G] — E[h]l|z : h € L=(Q,H), [|h]= < 1}.
Using (&3], we have the following.

4.1. Lemma. Let Gi,Go C F be two sub-o-algebras of F and for i = 1,2 let V; be an X% -valued
random variable which is G;-measurable. Let us denote by p; the distribution of V; and set d = di + do
and p = p1 X po. Denote by ¢ the distribution of (Vi,Va) and consider the measure v = %(C +p). Let
B be the Borel o-algebra on X and H € L>(X% B,v). Then E[H(V1,V2)|G1] and E[H (v, Va)] exist
for p1-almost every v € X4 and

(4.4) [E[H (V1,V2)|G1] = h(V1)| < 2|[H|| o (x4,5,)9(G1,G2), P — a.s.
where h(v) = E[H (v, V3)] 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 p and ¢ almost surely. Thus, E[H (V;,V2)|G1] exists and existence of
E[H (v, V32)] (u1-a.s.) follows from the Fubini theorem. Relying on (3], inequality ([@4]) follows easily
for functions of the form G(vy,v2) = >, Ify, ca,39i(v2), where {A;} is a measurable partition of the
support of p1 and I, c4,3 = 1 when v € A; and equals 0 otherwise. Any uniformly continuous
function H is a uniform limit of functions of the above form, which implies that ([@4]) holds true
for uniformly continuous functions. Finally, by Lusin’s theorem, any function H € L>®(X¢ B,v) is
an L' (and a.s.) limit of a sequence {H,} of continuous functions with compact support satisfying
| Hpll oo x5,y < |H| o (xa,5,,) and @) follows for all H € L>=(X%,B,v). O

Next, let kg € N and U;, i = 1,2, ..., ko be random variables so that U; is X%-valued for some
d; € N, which are defined on the probability space (2, F,P), and {C; : 1 < j < s} be a partition of
{1,2,...,ko}. Consider the random variables U(C;) = {U; : i € C;}, j =1,..., s, and let

Ui e) ={u? riec;}, j=1,...s
be independent copies of the U(C;)’s. For each 1 < i < kg let a; € {1, ..., s} be the unique index such
that i € C,,, and for every bounded Borel function H : R¥1+dz++dky 5 R get,

(4.5) D(H) = [E[H (U, U, ..., Uy,)] = E[HU™), U, UL,
Relying on Lemma 4] the following result is proved exactly as [I9, Corollary 1.3.11].

4.2. Corollary. Suppose that each U; is Fy,, n,-measurable, where ni—; < m; < n; < miy1, @ =
1,....,ko, np = —00 and my,+1 = oo. Then, for every bounded Borel function H : X%t+dat-Fdeo 5 R,

ko
D(H) < 4sup|H|D _ ¢(m; —n; 1)
i=2
where sup |H| is the supremum of |H|.

Ezistence of asymptotic variance and proof of Theorem[Z3. Using Corollary instead of [30]
Lemma 4.3], the proof of the existence of the limit D? proceeds similarly to [30], as well as the
proofs of the characterizations of positivity of D? from [16] and [17] since for bounded functions the
arguments in these proofs only require that

o0

D (n+1) (g(n) + (B2(n))") < oo.

n=0
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O

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

4.1.1. Step 1: approximation. Recall first that 6, > 4 and kf3 > 2. Let us fix some 0 < { < % so that
€01 > 1 and kbs¢ > 1/2. Set ry = [N¢] and

N
SNJ'N S}{\;Z]’I’EVG = Z G(th(’ﬂ)ﬂ‘N’XQQ(");TN’ ) qu(n),rzv)-

n=1
4.3. Lemma. We have
(4.6) lim [ N12SE G~ N2 (S — ElShr )|

n—oo

=0.

L2

Therefore, in order to prove the CLT for Nfl/QS]{qu}G it 1s enough to prove that

SN,TN - ]E[SNWN]
VND

converges in distribution to the standard normal law.

(4.7) Wy =

Proof. By ([@1l) and the Holder inequality we have
(4'8) E[d(Xan,T)K] = ||d(Xan,r)K||L1 < ||d(Xan,T)K||L1/~

= (E[d(Xan,r)])ﬁ < (262(7“))N
Thus, by ([Z7) and @),
(4.9) IS$ G = Snryllz = O(N(Ba(rn))") = O(N1~#026).
Since k02 > 1/2, we have

lim |[N~Y28495 G - N=1/285 |2 =0

n—oo
and
D? = lim N 'E[(Sn.y)?]

N —oc0

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

(4.10) lim N~Y2E[Sy,n] = 0.

N—o0

For j =1,2,...,¢, let {(Xn ,X,(IJZ)} be independent copies of {(X,, X,»)}. Using (@), Corollary A2
with U; = qu (n),rn» @E8) with the independent copies and that G = 0 we have

|E[G(Xq1(n),mv7Xq2(n),rN= qu (n), TN)H < |E[ ( (1) X(2)

q1(n),rn’ " g2(n),rn’

4
|

qe(n),
+00(([dn/3])) < [EIG(X{ ) X gatmys s X | + K L2B1(rx))" + €0(([d/3)))

= |G| + KU(Ba(rn))" + €6([dn /3]) = O(N ") + £([d /3])

where d,, = min{|gi+1(n) —¢i(n)| : 1 < i < £}. Since d,, > con for some ¢y > 0 and all n large enough,
by ([23]) we have

| [SN’I‘N | = <Zn ) _|_O Nl NC92) _ O(Nl/2)

where we have used that ¢, > 4 and k(03 > 1/2. Now ([@I0) follows, and the proof of the lemma is
complete. O
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4.1.2. Step 2: dependency graphs-the CLT for Wy . For every n,m € N set
(4.11) p(nym) = min|a:(n) — g;(m)] : 1< 4,7 < 0.
Consider the graph Gy = (Vy, En), where Vi = {1,..., N} and (n,m) € Ey if p(n,m) < rn. For
every n € Vy set
Qn,N = G(qu (n),rNang(n),rNa [X3) qu(n),TN)

and &
Zn — Zn,N _ Qn,N - [Qn,N] ]
VND
Then Wy from (7)) satisfies
_ ; 21
(4.12) Wy = ; Z, and  lim E[W}] =1
neVy

We have the following.

4.4. Lemma. There exists Ay > 0 which depends only on qi1,q2,...,qe¢ so that the size of a ball of
radius 1 in the graph Gn does not exceed Agry. Thus, a ball of radius 3 is at most of size Airsy,
where Ay > 0 is another constant.

Proof. Let us fix some n € Viy and let m € Vi be so that dg, (n,m) =1 (i.e (n,m) is an edge). Then
there are indexes 1 < 4,5 < /£ so that

lgi(n) — g;(m)| < 7.
Therefore g;(m) € [¢;(n) —rn,q:(n) + r] == I ry. If ¢; is linear then ¢;(m) = jm and so there are
at most (2ry +1)/j positive integers satisfying jm € I, ; . If ¢; grows faster than linearly then there

are at most cory positive integers satisfying jm € I, ; ,, for some ¢y > 0 which does not depend on
n. ]

Proof of the CLT for Wy . Fix some N and let Gy = (Vy,En) = (V, E) be the above graph. Set
ZnN = Zy and y4 = y4(N) = max,ev || Zn|/z1 = O(N~/2). Then

Xy AV |+ A3V [?) = O(N*712) = o(1)
where |Vny| = |V| = N is the cardinality of |V|. For every v € V set
(4.13) N, =B(l,v)={v}U{ueV:(uv) € E}, N,=V\N,.

Thus, applying [19] Theorem 1.2.1] with W = Wy, p = 3 and the graph Gy = (Vn, Ex), the CLT for
Wy will follow if the following sequences converge to 0 as N — oo:

01(IN) = sup ZE Zng ZZu rsuplgl < 1o,

neVv ueENE
S(N) =D > ElZaZ|,
veVueNg
1/2
65(N) = > Cov(Zy, Zouy s Zosy Zosy)

(v1,u1,v2,uz2)ET

where I' = 'y = {(v1, u1,v2,us) : d(vi,v2) >3 and u; € N,,,i = 1,2} C VA=V xV x V x V (and
d(-,-) is the distance function in the graph G).

Proceeding as in [I9, Corollary 1.3.16] with b = oo, we obtain from Corollary [£2] and Lemma [£4]
that

01 = O(N'2¢(rn)) = O(NV27¢%), 6, = O(Ng(rn)) = O(N' %)

and 62 = O(r3¢(ry)) = O(N*~%¢). Using that 01 > 1 and ¢ < 1/4 we see that §;(N) = o(1) for
i=1,2,3. 0
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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, Z5, Z3, ... be a sequence of real-valued random variables and let ¢ : R — C be the charac-
teristic function of Zy given by ¢y (t) = E[e!ZV].

We will consider the following growth properties of the characteristic functions ¢y .

5.1. Assumption. There exist dp € (0,1), positive constants co and dy and a sequence (by)F_; of
real numbers such that limy_, N%bN =0 and

|QDN(t)| S CQ@idDNﬁ2 + bN
for all N € N and ¢ € [—dp, do].

5.2. Assumption. For every § > 0 we have

lim Nz sup lon(t)] =0
N—oco t€J5

where Js = [-671, =] U [5,571].

Assumption cannot hold when Zy € hoZ = {kho : k € Z} for some hg > 0 since then py is
periodic. In this lattice case we consider the following assumption.

5.3. Assumption. There exists hg > 0 so that for all N € N we have P(Zy € hoZ) = 1. Moreover,
for every § > 0,

lim N2 sup |on(t)]=0
N—o00 t€Js,h

where J5.n, = [—5-, 7-]\ (=96, 6).
5.4. Theorem (Theorem 2.2.3, [19]). Suppose that for some m € R the sequence N2 (Zy — mN)

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

(i) Under Assumptions[51 and[52, for any real continuous function g on R with compact support
(or an indicator of a bounded interval),

(5.1) lim sup = 0.

N—00 4,cR

oV2rNE[g(Zy — u)] — e~ aver /g(x)dx

(i) Under Assumptions[51] and[5.3, for any real continuous function g on R with compact support
(or an indicator of a bounded interval),

u—1m 2
(5.2) Jim_sup oV2rNE[g(Zy — uho)] — e T 3 g(hok)| = 0.

kEZ

5.2. Proof of Theorems [2.4] and without linear indexes. To increase readability we will
treat the case when all ¢; 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 dp,a € (0,1) so that for every N € N large enough, we have
(53) qi(N) + 60N < qi+1([aN]) — 50N, 1= 1, 2, ,f —1.



16 Y. Hafouta

This lemma follows directly from (2.3 and (2.6) (the latter is used when some of the functions are
linear). When the functions g¢a, ..., ¢¢ grow faster than linearly (i.e. kK = 1) we can take any a and do,

while when ¢y, ..., gx are the linear ones, 1 < k < £, we can take a = ax, = 1 — ﬁ and §p = % (which

insures (B3) for i = 1,2,...,k — 1). Note that by (24]), for every N large enough and for all n > [aN],
(5.4) G0+ 1) g5(n) > (AN, j =k +1,....2
Next, for each r, N € N set

(5.5) {qJ}G ZG qi(n),rs - '7qu(n)ﬂ”)'

Using (Z3) and (@I and the Holder inequality we have

”d(XnaXn,T)KHL? < ”d(XnaXn,T)KHL?/N = ||d(Xan,T)||z2 < Z(BQ(T))K-
Thus, by (Z1) with some constants Cy,Coy > 0, for all N and r we have
(5.6) IS§ G — SN Gl < 1S5 G — SYEY Gl < CLN(Ba(r)™ < CaNv 2,

Now, since SJ{\;“ Ya obeys the CLT, our goal here is to verify Assumption 5.l and either Assumption

(in the non-arithmetic case) or Assumption B3 with ho = 1 (in the lattice case) with Zy = S}{\;“}G.
The main ingredient in the proof when q1, go, ..., g¢ grow faster than linearly is the following lemma.

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

(5.7 (0= [ | eetereessiantan

Then for every compact set J C R there exist a sequence (by) so that by = o(N~/?) and a constant
co > 0 such that for all N € N and t € J we have

(5.8) [E[exp (its$1G)] | < b + ()

dp(zr)dp(xs)...dp(xe—1).

Proof. First, let us take some compact set J C R and fix some ¢ € J and N € N. Set r = ry = [aN®]|/4
and My = [aN], where o comes from (Z4) and a from Lemma By (56) and the mean value
theorem we get that

(5.9) B[ exp (it55 G)] — B[ exp (its ), 6]

< [HISE G = SE) Gl < C'lNT TR0 = o(N12)

where C” > 0 is some constant, and in the last inequality we have used our assumption that kfsa > 3/2
(and that [¢] < C(J) for some C(J) which depends only on J). Consider now the random variables
V1, Ve and V3 given by

V1 :Vl,N = {Xqi(n),rzv . 1 SZS& 1 SHS ]\4]\]}7

V2:V2,N:{Xqi(n),rN: 1<i<d, MN<7’L§N}
and

Va=Vsn = {Xq[(n)er My <n< N}

Let the functions Hy = Hy ¢y and Hy = Hy ¢y be given by

Mn
(510) Hl({qu](n)}) = exp (it Z G(:qu(n), qu(n), veey Iql(n))>

n=1

and

(5.11) ({:Eq](n } {qu n)} = exp ( Z G .’L'ql (n)s "'7xqz1(n)72qe(n))> .

n=Mpn-+1
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Then |H1| = |H2| = 1,
exp (ztS{%

My ,rN

G) = H\(W)
and

exp (zt(S{q]} G — S{q]

MN TN

G)) = Ha(Va, Vs).
Using these notations we have
(5.12) [E[exp (6555, G)] | = [BIHL (Vi) Ha(Va, Vo))l = [E [Hy (Vi)E[Ha(Va, Va) V2, V]|

< E [|E[Ha(Ve, V3)|V3, Vo] []

Next, when N large enough then by (&3], (&4) and the definition of ry, the random variable
(V1,V2) is F_oo qu(My)—2ry measurable, while V3 is o, (ary)—ry,00 measurable. Therefore, if we set
ha(v) = E[H2(v, V3)] then by Lemma 1] we have

(5.13) [E[H2(Va, V) [V1, Vo] = ha(Va)llzoe < [E[H2(Va, V3)|F oo g (atn)—2r ] = h2(V2) ||
< 29(ry) = O(N~") = o(N~V/?)

where we have used our assumption that af; > 3/2, and the above estimate holds uniformly in ¢ € J.
Hence, by (512) we have

(5:14) [E[exp (it521,G)] | < Bllma(a)]] + o(N72)
Next, set
Unry(y;t) =E [exp (itG(y,qu(n)mN))} )
Set X = (Xg,(n),rs s Xgo_1(n),r)- Then, using definition of the function Hj, applying Corollary B2

with the collection of random variables U,, = X, (n),ry for My = [aN] <n < Nandi=1,2,..,0—1
and the function H = Hj(v,-) (for any fixed v), taking into account (54, uniformly in ¢ € J we have

(5.15) sup (E[H2(v, V3)] — H Unrn (Tnit)| = O(N§(ry)) = o(N1/?)
v =[aN]+1

where v = {vg;(n) 1 1 <j <{, My <n < N} and 0n = (Vg (n)s Vga(n)s -+ Vgp_1 (n)), and we have used
that No(ry) = O(N'=2%) = o(N~1/2). Plugging in v = Vi we conclude that uniformly in ¢t € J we
have

(5.16) ha(Ve) =[] Uniew Knpwit)| = o(N"1/2).
LOO
Next, since p is the distribution of X, ), by @), 1), the mean value theorem and ([&8) we have

(5.17)

U (Ko / exp (G (X p 7)) du(z)| =

| [exp (itG (Y, Xy m).ra))] — E [exp (G (y, Xg, )] |, _x

TOMTN
< K[| d(Xe,n)s Xage(my,rn )" ll2r < ItIO(ﬂz(rN)) = O(N~°%r) = o(N~/?)
where we have used our assumption that 6y > m. We conclude from (5I0) and (BI7) that

(5.18) ha(Va) — H /exp (tG(Xpry, 7)) du() = o(N"1/2).

aN +1 I,

Finally, let us take £—1 independent copies of the collection of variables X,, and X, ,, wheren,r € N
and denote them by X" and Xflf)r, i=1,2,...0 — 1. Set

K = (X(l) x® o x@ )

q1(n),rn’ T q2(n),rN’ q—-1(n),rN
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By Corollary B.2] applied with U; = X, (n),ry, taking into account (5.3)), we see that when N is large
enough then, uniformly in ¢t € J and My <n < N we have

(5.19) E {

/exp (itG( Xy x)) dp(z)

:| = CH,T‘N (t) + O(¢([50N/2])) = C"J“N (t) + 0(]\]73/2)

|

where
G0 = | [ o0 (G, ) o)
and we have used that ¢(u) = O(u=%) and 6; > 4. Set
K= (X Xy X500 )

q1(n)’ “*qz2(n)’ qe—1(n)

Then, X,, is distributed according to p/~! and so the function ¢ (t) defined in (B.7) can also be written

as
C(t)=E H/exp (itG(X'n,;v)) du(x) } .
Thus by ([@1]), which also holds true for the independent copies, (217) and (£J) we have

[Gaurn (6) = C(8)] < E { [ exw (6 R )) — ex (16(5,,2)) du(az:)]

(5.20) < [tO(B2(rn))" = [tIO(N—%2) = o(N~%/2)
where we have used again that [t| < C(J). Hence, by (5I4), (&I8), (I9) and (2] we get that

[Bexp (it54),6)] | < Bllha(Va)]] + o(N1/2)

N
— H (C(t)—FO(N_?)/?)) +0(N_1/2) — (C(t))Nf[aN] +O(N_1/2)
n=[aN]+1
and the proof of the lemma is complete, taking into account (59I). 0

Proof of Theorem without linear indezes (k = 0). Observe that
1
(t)=1- §t2/G§(fE1,$2, oy ) dp(r)dp(a) . dp(xe) + O([t)

where G is defined in ([Z3). Therefore, since the function Gy is not u‘-almost surely constant, there
exist constants ¢, c’,d; > 0 so that for every t € [—d1, 1] we have ((t) <1 —t? < e—ct’, Hence, for
every N € N and t € [—d1,01] we have

(C(t))CON S 6_CUCNt2.

This together with (530) and Lemma yields the validity of Assumption Bl with Zy = S}{\;H el
In order to verify Assumption (in the non-arithmetic case) or Assumption (in the lattice case)
with Zy = S}{\;H } G, we first observe that the function ((¢) is continuous. In what we have designated
as the non-arithmetic case, we have ((t) = |((¢)| < 1 for every nonzero ¢, for otherwise (ZI1I]) would
have hold true with some /(-). Therefore for every compact set J C R\ {0} we have sup,c;((t) < 1,
which together with (5:29) yields that

sup E[exp(itSJ{\?j}G)] = o(N~Y/?)
ted

and thus Assumption 5.2 holds true. In the lattice case, for all ¢ € [—m, 7] \ {0} we have ((t) < 1 and
so for every compact set J C [—m, 7]\ {0} we have sup,.;((t) < 1, which yields Assumption[53l O
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5.3. Linear and nonlinear indexes: proof of Theorems [2.4] and when 0 < k£ < £. We
assume here that the polynomials gy, ...,q, satisfy (24) and (Z3) for some 0 < k < ¢ and that
gj(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 (] and (in the non-arithmetic case) or B3] with hg = 1 (in
the lattice case) appearing in Theorem B4 with Zy = SJ{\;“}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 Xy, (ny for My = [aN] <n < N and i = 1,2,...,k because of the linearity of ¢;. Instead,
after a conditioning argument, using (53] we will show that we can pass to independent copies of
{Xgn) : My <n < N},i=1,2,..,k The sequence {Y,,} from (L8) will be defined using these
copies.

5.3.1. Some preparations. Let X,.,, be as specified before (). By considering the space QF = Q x Q x
-+ x 0, we get copies {X\} and {X)} of {X,} and {X4.(n),r}, respectively, which are independent
of each other (when i = 1,2,..., k), so that for all n,r € N and 1 <1 < k we have

(5.21) Hd (X,(f),an)r) ’L2 < 2B5(r).
Next, set

2 k
(5.22) Y, = (x(, x82) x )y,

Then the joint distribution of Y, and Y,,, depends only on m —n, and all Y,,’s are distributed according
topux - x p=p"t We also set

(5.23) Yo, = (X1, x{2)

n,r» <*2n,r1 "

LX),

kn,r

The mixing properties of {Y,, .} needed for the verification of Assumptions B} B2and B3] are specified
in the following.

5.7. Lemma. Let ny < ng < ... < n,, be positive integers and let r € N be so that ngy1 — ng > 2r for
all s =1,2,....m — 1. Let fi,...., fm : X* — [=1,1] be measurable functions. Then

m m k m-—1
E [H fS(Yns,r) - H E[fS(Yns,r)] < 42 Z ¢(j(ns+l —Ns — 27))-
s=1 s=1 j=1 s=1

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

Let us assume that the lemma is true for some k and all possible choices of ny, ..., ny,, ¥ and f1, ..., fin
as specified in the lemma. Let ny < ng < ... < n,, and let r € N be so that ns11 —ns > 2r. Let
f1s ooy frm : XL — [=1,1] be measurable functions.

Let {X{): neN},j=1,2,...k k+1be k+ 1 independent copies of {X,, : n € N}. Set
Yienor = (X0 X582 Lo x .

2ng,r? kng,r
Then

k+1
Yns,r = Yk-l—l,ns,r = (Yk,ns,ru X((k+1))n5,r)'

By conditioning on {Yi n, » : 1 < s <m} we see that

E lﬁ fs(Yns,T)] =E V({ka"s”})}

where
m

r3 k
f({yk,nsw}) =E lH fsWrners X((kj:ll))ns,r)

s=1

=K

H fs(yk,ns,ru X(k+1)n5,r)1 .

s=1
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Now, by Lemma applied with Us = X(j41)n,,» and the partition C = {s}, for a fixed realization
{ykm.r} of {Yin, r} we have

m—

Z (k+1)( ns+1—n5—2r))

‘f({yk,ns,r}) - H E[fs(Yknors X(k+1)n5 r
s=1

Thus, if we define f, : X% — [-1,1] by

Fo@r, o) = Bfa (@1, ooy 00, X gy, )] = Elfa (@1, o, X))

then
E [H fsWno) | =BT Fs(¥iinor) 1 Z ((k +1)(nss1 — ns — 21)).
s=1 s=1 s=1
To complete the induction we use now the induction hypothesis with the functions fs. O

Next, consider the family of functions ((y,-) : R — [0,1], vy = (y1, ..., yx) € X* given by

(5.24) C(y,t) = /'/exp(itG(y,ka, coy xo))dp(ze) | du(xps1) - - dp(ze—1).

The following result follows from the definitions of {(y1, ..., yx, t) and Y;, and the Holder continuity of

G (ie. Z1).
5.8. Lemma. (1) For every n € N and t € R we have
(5.25) E[C(Yn, t)] = C(t)
where ((t) was defined in (5.7).

(2) For all y = (y;) and y' = (y}) in X* we have

(5.26) Cly.t) — yt|<CIt|Z Wi,v}))

where C' > 0 is some constant.
The following lemma is a consequence of (5.26), (52I)) and (8.

5.9. Lemma. There exists a constant A > 0 so that for every n,r € N, 1 <i <k andt € R we have

(5.27) 1Yo, 8) = C(Var, )20 < AJt] (Ba([r/2)))" -

5.10. Corollary. For every positive integers q1 < q2, 7 € N and t € R we have

(5.28) IT ¢<vap) —El [T ¢Onmt)|| <Atz — a1) (Ba([r/2))"
n=q1+1 n=q1+1

Proof. For any complex numbers «;, 55, g1 < j < g2 so that |«;],|5;] <1 we have

q2

q2 q2
II - II 8l D le;—5il

J=q+1 J=q+1 J=qa+1

Applying this with a; = ((Yy,,t) and 8; = {(Y,,, t) and then using (5.27) we obtain (5.2]). O
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5.3.2. The conditioning step. The first step of the proof of Theorems 2.4l and when & from (2.4)
and (23] is positive and ¢, ..., gx satisfy (2.0 is the following lemma.

5.11. Lemma (Conditioning step with linear and nonlinear indexes). Let a € (0,1) be the number
from LemmalZd and set My = [aN]. Then for every compact set J C R there exists a sequence (by)
so that by = o(N~Y/2) and for all N € N and t € J we have

N
IT ¢t

Mpy+1

Proof. Let us fix some compact set J C R and N € N. Let dp,a € (0,1) satisfy (53) and (4). As in
the proof of Lemma 5.0 let us also set r = ry = [aN®]/4. Then, by (G.6]),

(5.29) [E[exp (its{1G)]| < by +E

(5.30) [E[exp (it G)] — E[exp (its{,G)] |

< IS5 G = S5 Gl < ClNTo0 = o(N712)

where we have used our assumption that afox > 3/2. Similarly to the proof of Lemma [B.0] let us
consider the random variables Vi, V5 and V3 given by

Vi=Vin={Xgm)ry: 1<i <L, 1<n < My},

Vo=Von = {Xqi(n)er 1 <i<t, My <n< N}
and
V3 = ‘/37]\[ = {qu(n),rN s My <n< N}
Let Hy = Hy,,v and Hy = Hoy n be the functions given by (L.I0) and (G.II). Then |Hq| = |Hz| =1,

exp (z'ts{qf} G) — H\(W)

My,rN
and
exp (it (s¥,G - 818}, ,G)) = ma(va, ).

Mn TN
Proceeding similarly to the proof of Lemma [5:6 relying on (B3] and (24 we have
(5.31) B exp (it555),G)] | = [BLH) (Vi) Ha(Va, Va))| = [E [Hy (Vi E[Ha (Va, Vi) Vi, Vel

= [E [Hi(Vi)ha(Va)] | + o(NY2) < E[|ha(Va)]] + o(N~1/?)
where ho(ve) = hoy n(v2) = E[H2(ve, V3)]. Moreover, uniformly in ¢ € J we have

— O(N71/2)
LOO

N —
ha (Vo) — H /exp (itG( X,y ) dp(z)

n=My-+1

(5.32)

where X";TN = (XZI1(n)7TN7XZI2(n)7TN’ s qu—l(")qTN)'

Now, as explained at the beginning of Section [£.3] the difference in comparison to Lemma is
that the random variables in the definition of V4 are not close to being independent (because of the
linear indexes). Let us write

Xn,rN - (Xn,rNan,TN)
where

Xn,rN - (Xn,rNyXQH,TN; ceey an,rN)
and )A(,MN = (Xgi1(n)rws - Xqo_1(n),rn)- By applying Corollary with the collection of random
variables {U;} whose members are {X,, ., : My < n < N} and {Xg;myrn}s MN <n < N, j =
k+1,..., ¢ together the trivial partition C; = {l}, and taking into account (53] and (54) we get that

(5.33) E l ﬁ ]

n=My-+1

/exp (itG(XmTN,Xn,TN,x)) du(x)
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N

—ElII (s 8)| +ONVG(rw).
n=My-+1

Since ¢(ry) = O(N~%) and af; > 3/2, by (Z3) we have O(Né(rn)) = o(N~1/2), and so we can

disregard this term. Similarly, applying Corollary L2 with U; = {Xipry : MN <n < N}, i=1,2,..,k

and with the partition C; = {i}, and taking into account (G.3]), we have

N 5 N
H C(Xn7TN ) t)] =E l H C(Ynﬂ“N ’ t)

n=Mpn-+1 n=Mn-+1
Here Y, is given by (5.23)). Finally, by (5.28)) we have

(5.34) E + O(¢([60N])).

N N
(5.35) El 11 C(Y,MN,L‘)]:]E I[I <.t + O =%%) = o(N'/2)
n=My-+1 n=My-+1

where we have used that fax > faka > 3/2. Since ¢([6oN]) = o(N~1/2) the proof of the lemma is

completed by (531, (£32) and (E30), (E33) and E34). O

5.3.3. Verification of Assumption [5.1l After establishing Lemma [E.11] the second ingredient needed
to verify Assumption B for Z = S]{\;Ij}G is the following.

5.12. Lemma. There exist constants ¢z, N3, d3 > 0 and measurable sets By C (Xk)N_MN so that

Jim VNP((Yary 1, Yn) € By) =0
— 00

Hand for all N > N and t € [—93, 03], when (Yary+1, -, YN) € By we have

N 2
[T ¢va.t) <emes™t,

n=Mpn-+1
Therefore, for all N > N3 and t € [—d3, 3] we have
N 2
(5.36) El [ <OWat)] <by+e N
n=Mpn-+1

where by = o(N~1/2).
5.13. Corollary. The sequence Zn = S]{\;”}G satisfies the conditions of Assumption [51]
Proof. This is a direct consequence of (5:29) and (536)). O

Proof of Lemma[5.12. Since G is a bounded function, uniformly in y = (y1,...,yx) € X* and 7 =
(Thy oy zo—1) € X7F1 we have

[ exp Gty a,e0) dutan| =1 [ Gao.aeauten) + O

where Gi(y,z,z¢) = Gy, Z,2¢) — [ G(y, %, z)dp(z) (which was also defined in (29))). Therefore,
uniformly in y we have

(5.37) C(y,t)=1— %t2/G§(y,xk+1, e zg)dp(zpgr) ... dp(ze) + O(Jt*).

Consider the sequence of random variables {H,} given by

H, = /G%(Yn, Tt 1y ooy To)Ap(Xgg1) - . - dp(ze) = H(Yy).

Henceforth 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.
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Then H;, Ho, ... are equally distributed. Moreover, since G is not pf-almost surely a function of the first
{—1 variables z1, ..., 7o_1, the function Gy does not vanish u‘-almost surely (where p = puxpux---xpu),
and therefore

E[H,] = /G?(xl, X2y ooy ko)dp(zr)dp(z2) - . . dp(ze) == v > 0.

The idea behind the proof of the lemma is to show that with sufficiently high probability we can replace
H,, with its expectation, that is we will prove a certain type of concentration inequality involving the
variables H,,. Using it, and taking into account (5.37), with high probability we can replace (Y, 1)
with 1 —#2v'+O(|t]3) for some 0 < v" < v. Then when [¢| is small enough we will multiply the variables
¢(Yn,t) forn=My+1,..,N.

In order to formalize the above idea, we first set ¢ = P(H,, > v/2)/2 > 0 and for every N € N set

N
Ay = { > I(H, >v/4) <e(N - MN)/2}

n=Mpn-+1
and
N
By = {(yMN+17 s gN) € (XF)N MY Z I(H (gn) = v/4) < e(N - MN)/2} :
n=Mpn-+1

Then Ay = {(Ymy+15-- YN) € By}, Now, by ([B37), taking into account that 0 < {(y,¢) < 1 and
that My = [aN], a € (0,1) we obtain that there are positive constants cs,d3 and N3 so that for all
N > N3 and t € [—d3, 03], on the complement of Ay (i.e. when (Yary41,..., Yn) & Bn) we have

N
(5.38) H (Yo, t) < (1— tzv/g_i_o(lt'g))s(NfMN)/z
n=Mn+1

= (1 _ t2’U/8 + O(|t|3))5(N*MN)/2 < (1 _ t2v/9)(N*MN)E/2 < e—CsNt2'

Hence,
N

II C(Yn,t)l < P(Ay) + e N,

n=Mn-+1

E

We conclude that the lemma will follow if we show that
(5.39) P(AN) =P((Yary 41, -, Yn) € By) = o(N7'/?).
To prove (5:39), applying the Markov inequality and then using (B21)) for every § > 0 we have
-6
E[d(Y,, Yn,r)] < 2k Ba (1) < 2kcer—v2
5 - 46 — 4
where Y, was defined in (5.23)), and the distance on X* = X x X x --- x X is given by d(z,y) =
Ele d(z;,y;), where x = (z;) and y = (y;). The idea in the proof of ([B39) is to replace Y,, with
Y, r, for some r = ry relying on (540), and then to use the mixing properties of {Y¥;,, : n > 1} from
Lemma 5.7l For this purpose, we first set

(5.40) P(d(Y,,Y,,) > 6) <

H,,= /G?(Ynyr, Tt 1y ooy o) Ap(Tht1) - - - dp(xe) = H( YV r).

Since H is a bounded Hélder continuous function, v = E[H,] and P(H,, > v/2) = 2¢, using (540) we
see that

(5.41) liminf inf P(H,, . > v/3) > ¢.

T—00 n

Set

N
Ay, = { > I(Hp, >v/3) <e(N - MN)/2} .

n=Mpn-+1
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Let ¢ be small enough so that |H(y) — H(y')| < v/3 —v/4 = v/12 if d(y,y’) < 6. Then by (G40,
taking into account that H is Holder continuous, if ¢ is small enough then for all » and N we have

N
(5.42) P(An) SP(Axs)+ Y Py, Yny) 2 0) <P(An,) + O(NT= ).
n=Mpn-+1
Next, set Wy, , = I(H,, > v/3). Let us assume that r is large enough so that E[W,, ] = P(H, , >
v/3) > ¢ for all n (recall (B41). Then

N
(5.43) P(Ay,) <P { > (Way —EW,,]) > (N - MN)5/2} .
n=Mn-+1
We claim that
5.44 P NW E[W,.]) > (N — My)e/2 b < — 3417
(' ) n:MZN+1( n,r [ n,r])_( - N)E/ _m

where C7 > 0 is some constant which does not depend on r and N. Let us complete the proof of
the lemma relying on (544). Since 6, > 3, there exists ¢ € (0,3) so that gf> > 3. Let us take
r =7y = [N9. Then the second term O(Nr~?2) on the right hand side of ([542) is o(N~'/?) and the
right hand side of ([5.44) is o(N~'/2). The proof of Lemma[5.12is completed now by (5.42)) and (5.43)
applied with r = ry.

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

N
(5.45) Var< > W,w)gCer

n=Mn-+1

for some constant C7 which does not depend on N and r. The above inequality holds true since by
Lemma 5.7 for all s > 1 and » € N we have

COV(Wn,T; Wn+2r+s,r) S O(b(s) S 0/5791
and >, 579 < oo (since 61 > 4), where C,C’ > 0 are some constants. O

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 or Assumption with Zn = S}{\;H el

5.14. Lemma. In the lattice case, let J C [—m, 7]\ {0} be a compact set, while in the non-arithmetic
case let J C R\ {0} be a compact set. Then, in both cases

N
1T C(Yn,t)] =0.

n=Mn-+1

lim VN sup E

N—o0 teJ

5.15. Corollary. In the non-arithmetic case, the sequence Zy = S’]{qu}G verifies the conditions of
Assumption [5.3, while in the lattice case it verifies the conditions of Assumption[5.3 with hg = 1.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemmas [5.11] and B.14 O

Proof of Lemma[5.17 In the non-arithmetic case, let J C R\ {0} be a compact set, while in the lattice
case let J C [—m, 7]\ {0} be a compact set. Let us fix some ¢t € J. We first note that the Assumptions

in Theorems [2.4] and imply that 6, > % > % Let us take ﬁ < b < 1. Since 6; > 03k by
taking b close enough to 293? we can also insure that ;b > 3/2. Let us also set ry = [N®]. Then

Nry" = o(N~1/2) and so by (5:28) we have

E l IJ_VI C(Yn,vat)‘| —E

n=My-+1

N
II <.y

n=Mpn-+1

(5.46) < |tlby < C(J)by
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where by = O(N7x"*") = o(N~'/2) and C(J) = max{|t| : t € J} < co. Next, since ((y,t) € [0,1] we
have

N [(N=MnN)/37N]
(5.47) E [ I ¢Oarv.t)| <E 1T C(Ytn +3jrn oo 1)
n=Mp+1 j=1
Now, by Lemma [5.7] we have
[(N=Mxy)/3rn] [(N—Mn)/3rN]
(5'48) E H C(YMN+3.7TN7TN ) t) = E [C(YMN +3jTN, TN t)] + O(NQS(TN))
j=1 j=1
[(N=Mny)/3rN]
= E [C(YMN +3jrN,TN> t)] + O(Nil/z)
j=1

where we have used that N¢(ry) = O(N'1=%1t) = o(N~1/2).
Finally, by (5.217) we have

[((N=MnN)/3rN] [(N—Mny)/3rN]
(549) H E [C(YMNJrSer,TN ) t)] = H (E K(YMN +3jrNn t)] + O(T;/ezﬁ))
j=1 Jj=1

= (Ce) TN O(N ) < (¢(0) +o(N T2
where ¢ € (0,1) is some constant. As in the proof of Theorems 2.4] and in the absence of linear

indexes, in both lattice and non-arithmetic cases we have ((t) < 1 for all ¢ € J. Since {(-) is continuous
we have

(5.50) sup ¢(t) < 1.
teJ
The proof of the lemma is completed by successively applying (5.46)-(GE50). a

6. APPLICATION TO BERNOULLI SHFITS

Let € = {¢; : j € Z} be a sequence of iid random variables taking values in some measurable space
&, which are defined on some probability space (€2, F,P). Let (X,d) be a metric space and g : 2 — X
be a measurable function. We consider here a stationary sequence of random variables X,, : Q — X of
the form

(6.1) Xn=g(es €n1,€n, €ngi,--r)-

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 ¢’ of €. Let us define

A ! A !
X = 9( €02 Epp 15 Enmrs s En—1, Ens Entls oy Enrs Emprg 13 Enr 2 +)-

6.1. Proposition. After enlarging the probability space (0, F,P), there exists a family of o-algebras
Fn.m C F satisfying the conditions of Section [d with ¢(n) =0 and

Bp(r) < sup [|d(Xn, Xnr )| e
forallr € N andp > 1.

Proof. After enlarging the probability space we can assume that it also supports independent copies
e = {e,g") : k €Z}, n € Z of e. For instance, this can be done by considering the probability space
Q0 x Q% and viewing € and ™ as functions of the appropriate Q-directions. Let Fun m be the o-algebra
generated by €., €,41, ---, €y, and €®) for n < s < m. Then Fn,m and Fp s are independent if n’ > m.
Thus ¢(n) = 0 for every n € N. Moreover, set

_ (n) (n) (n) (n)
(6.2) X = Gy €0y €15 €nry ooy En 1 Eny En Ly ooy €nry €y gy 15 €y ppg 25 -+ )
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Then X,, , is Fy—r ntr measurable and it has the same distribution as X, .. Therefore,

ﬁp(r) < sup [|d(Xn, Xn,T)HLP = sup [|d(Xy, Xn,T)HLP'

6.2. Remark. If Y,, &, k € Z is obtained by replacing the coordinate at place n + k by ¢/, then

(6.3) 14X, X )lze < D d(Xn, Yool

|k|>r

and so, with S, (r) defined by [2.2) we have
(6.4) Bp(r) < supmax ([|d(Xn, Yo ) Lo, |d(Xn, Yo, —)llLr) == BP(T)'

Thus, we can control the decay rate of 8,(r) as r — oo in terms of the more familiar approximation
rates B, (k) = sup,, ||d(Xn, Yox)ll 2P

7. A NONCONVENTIONAL LLT WITH LINEAR INDEXES

As in the previous section, Theorem will follow once we verify Assumptions [5.1] and (in the
non-arithmetic case) or Assumption 53] with iy = 1 (in the lattice case) with Zy = S}{\;Zj ‘a. However,
in comparison with the case when ¢, 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

7.1. The CLT. In order to apply Theorem 5.4l we first need to establish the CLT for N=1/2(Zy—GN).
Let X be a A-valued random variable which is distributed according to u, and let X,, = F"X.

7.1. Proposition. The sequence {X,} can be written in the form (GI), and there are constants
¢,C >0 so that for every r € N and p > 1 we have Bp(r) < Ce—cr/p.

Proof. Tt follows from the arguments at the beginning of [33, Section 5.3] that X,, has the form (6.]),
and that £,(r) given by the right hand side of (64) satisfies B,(r) < Coe~"/P for every r,p > 1,
where ¢g, Cy > 0 are some constants not depending on r and p. Now the proposition follows from (6.3))

and (6.4)). O

Next, let us fix some N, and using B3] let us write &, = Xyn—n. We also set &, » N := Xen_n,r,
where X, , are defined in ([62)). Then for any two sets A,B C {1,2,...,{N} the random variables
{&r.n: n € A} and {&,, v : n € B} are independent if inf,,c 4 men p(n, m) > 2r, where p is defined
in ([@II)). Using this local dependence structure, taking into account Proposition [[] the proof of all
the results concerning the asymptotic variance D? are also proved similarly to [16].

Next, arguing as in Section EI.1, when D? > 0, in order to prove the CLT for Nfl/QS}{\;H}G,
assuming again without loss of generality that G = 0, it is enough to prove the CLT for Wy = > onZnN
where with

Qn,N = G(gql (n),N,rn» 5(]2(77,),]\[,"”]\]7 ey gq[(n),N,rN)
and rn = [N¢] (for some ¢ € (0,1/4)) we have

Z _ _ Qn,N - E[Qn,N]
n — 4n,N — — ~—_—_ -

VND
The CLT for Wy is proved similarly to Section In fact, the proof is easier in our situation since
Z(A)={Z,: ne A} and Z(B) = {Z,, : n € B} are independent if A and B are not connected by an
edge in the graph G = Gy defined in Section Thus we get a true dependency graph, and so the
terms d;(N) from Section 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 (7). In the case of nonlinear indexes
such a step was carried out in Lemmas [5.0] and E17] (leading to (L)), but when all ¢;’s are linear the
conditioning step is executed differently, and requires {£,} to be a Markov chain. The point is that
since g is linear, it is impossible to pass to independent copies of the variables §,,(,), 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 {&(Lj) :n €N} j=1,2,..,¢ be £ independent copies of the
Markov chain {&, : n > 0}. Consider the stationary Markov chain {Z,, : n > 0} given by

£-1)
(gnl)v §2n v 75((g 1 )
Next, let us consider the operators Rz, t € R,Z € A*~! which map a function g on A to another
function R zg given by
P(etCragh)(x)
h(zx)

where Gy z(z) = Gy(z,z) = G(z,z) — [ G(Z,y)du(y) (which was also defined in (29)). Let us consider
the random operators

(7.1) Rirzg(w) = E[e" P ™) g(&)|& = o] = A" ("0 g) () =

RN oo R o RE
and set My = [a¢N], where ay =1 — 42
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
(en) so0 that limy oo VNen =0 and for allt € R and N > 1 we have

(7.2) ’IE [exp (its}vqf}c)] ’ <E [/ ’Ri’N’MN 1(33)’ du(:z)] + (1t + Dew
where 1 is the function taking the constant value 1.

7.4. Preparations for the proof of Proposition Let us consider the variable Ty = {xj, :
1<j<{,Mn<n<N}, xj, €A and the function

N
(73) HN,t(fN; y) =K |f3Xp <Zt Z G(fn, T2ny oeey Z 1)n» 5(6) ) ’é.éf\)@v - y‘|

n=Mpn-+1

Then, by the Markov property Hy : can also be written as

N
(7.4) HNt(«TNay ( H th (T Ton,e s To— 1)n)> ()

n=Mpn-+1
where H;Zl Aj = Ago0---0Ay0 Ay for any operators Ay, ..., As.
In the course of the proof of Proposition we will need the following result.

7.3. Lemma (Regularity of conditional expectations). There exists a constant C > 0 so that for every
N eN,teR and (Zy,y) and (Zn,w) we have

(7.5) |Hyt(Zn,y) — Hy 1 (Zy,w)] < C(t +1) | Y d(@kn, zrn) + d(y, w)
k,n

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

Proof. First, since |Hy | < 1 if y and w do not belong to the same floor of A then (ZH) trivially
holds true with C' = 2 since d(y,w) = 1. Let us now assume that y = (3o, s),w = (W, s) € A, for
some s. Let us also set Ly = (N — My ){. In the case when s > Ly the only preimages of (yo, s) and
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(wo, s) under FI~ are yy := (Jo,5 — Ln) and wy := (o, s — L), respectively. In this case, with
Tn = (Tn, Tan, -y T(¢—1)n) We have
|Hn (2N, y) — Hy (2, w)
N-Mpy-—1

, n N My -1 ‘n
h(yN)ethn:o Gezpynrpy 41 (FYN) h(wy)e it 20 N Gz a1 (FwN)

h(y) h(w)

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

dy (F™"yn, FMwy) < B8 ~"dy (y,w), 0 <n < N — My
and that the function G satisfies (3:6) we obtain (Z0) with some C' (the exact details are similar to
the more complicated case s < Ly considered below).
Let us assume next that s < Ly. Then we can write

F™0{y} = {y;} and F~ " {w} = {w;}
where for each j we have
(7.6) dy (F*"y;, F™wj) < B~ "dy (y,w) < du(y,w), 0<n <N — My
(the pairs (y;, w;) belong to the same cylinder of length Ly). Let us set

N—-Mpy-—1

U(jNayJ) = Z Gl,in+MN+1(Fényj)7 Ty = (InaIQ’nv "'7$(f—l)n)7
n=0

and V(EN,’LU]) = E,r]:]:_OMN_l Gé75n+MN+1 (Fénw.]) Then
(7.7) |HNn (TN, y) — Hy (2N, w)

ztU (ZN,Y5) itV (Zn,w;)

h(y _ h(w;)e
) 3 e — ) Y M

<h+DL+I3+ 14

where
B B h(y‘)eitU(jN’yj)
I =|h(y)" = h ! —
1 | (y) (w) | ; JFLN (yg> ’
1§ AN et )
I, = h(w ! J - J )
I O D 2 PR P o
B h(w;)etV @ .y;) h(w;)etV (Znowi)
Iy = h(w)™! J - 2
o= ) Z TEE (y;) Z TEE (y;)
and

h(wj)eitV(EN,wj) h(wj)eitV(EN,wj)

Iy = h(w)™ zj: JFIN (y;) _Zj: JFLN (w;)

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

1 < Clhy) = hu)ih(s) ™ 3 F— = Clh(a) = hiw)| < C'do(a.)

where C' > 0 is some constant. To bound I, since h is bounded away from 0 there is a constant C; > 0

so that |h )|
L <G Z JFLN :
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Now, since dy (y;, w;) < dy(y, w) and h is bounded and bounded away from 0 we have |h(y;) —h(w;)| <
Cih(yj)h(y)~tdy(y,w), where C; > 0 is another constant. Hence,

I < Cdy (y, w) A" 1(y) = CYdy (y, w).
Next, in order to estimate I3, since G satisfies ([B.6]), by the mean value theorem we have

|tV En ) — VENU| < t] - |U (2w, y5) — V(2w wy))

< G |t] (32 du (b, 2n) + s ()

where we have also used (T.6]) and C' = Cs is a constant which depends only on 8 and ¢. Thus, using
again that h is bounded and bounded away from 0, with some constant C's > 0 we have

I3 < Cslt (Z du (Tkn, 2kn) + du(w, y)) ARV (y)

= 03|t| (Z dU(fEkny an) + dU(wa y)) :

Finally, we have

1 1
JFEN(y;)  JFEN (w))

Iy < h(w)™ ) " h(w;)

Observe now that since s < Ly we have FEN=stky. — (7o k) and FIV=5Tky, = (@, k), k = 0,1, ..., s
where we recall that y = (o, s) and w = (wp, s). Thus,

LN7571
JFMN () = [ JFF™y)
n=0
and
Ly—s—1
JFRW=M) () = [ TF(F™w;)
k=0

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)), (Z6) and that F*"y; and Fw;, 0 <n < Ly —s—1,
return to the base before reaching y and w (in the original Ly-th iterate), respectively, we have

‘ JE(F™w;)

W - 1} < O4BLN*EHdU(y,’LU), 0<n<Ly-—s

and so (by summing up the logarithms),

’JFLN(wj)

W) ) < old
JFIN (y;) ’_ 4o )

where Cy and C are some positive constants. Thus,

h(w;)

14 < Cldu (g whh(w) ™ 3 7

J

= Cldy (y,w).

Now, in the case when s < Ly we obtain (T5)) from (1) and the above estimates on Iy, I, I3 and
Iy. O
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7.5. Proof of Proposition the conditioning step. First, recall that with ay =1 — % we have
My = [agN]. Thus, there exists §y > 0 so that for all N large enough,

(7.8) iN + 60N < (i + )My — 8N, i =1,2,...0 — 1.
Let M = My be the o-algebra generated by the random variables &1, ..., &oary - Let us set Sy = SJ{\;“}G
and SyGy = S G,. Then Sy, is M-measurable and so
(7.9) |E[exp(itSn)]| = [Elexp(itSary )E[exp(it(Sn — Say ) IM]]|
< E[|[E[exp(it(Sy — Suy ))IM]| = E[|[E[exp(it(Sy Ge — Suy Ge)) M|
where in the last inequality we have used that the random variable [ G(&y, ..., E(—1)n, 2)dp(z) is M-

measurable for all 1 <n < N. -
Next, by the Markov property, with {n = {&n : 1 < j < {, My <n < N} we have

(710) E[exp(it(SNGg - SMNGg)”M] = HN,t(gNaféMN)

where Hy,; was defined in (7.3). Now, using [B5) we can write &, = Xyy_p, = FN "X, for
n=1,2,..,Nl Let us set ry = [00N], &nr = En Ny = Xen—n,ry and

ENry = {&jn Ny 0 1< J <L, My <n < N},
where X,, , are defined in ([6.2)) (recall Proposition [[1)). Using (79), (Z10) and (TH) we have
(7.11) [E[eSN]| < B[|HN 1 (EN.rn > Eontnrn) ] + (£ + 1)O(Ne™%N)
for some ¢ > 0. Now, by (Z.8]), the random variables
Uin =Ny : My <n <N}, j=1,2,..,0—1
and &y N,ry are independent. By considering independent copies

9 My <n < an - : My <n<
(€9 M N} and {7 M N}

jn,N,rN

of {&n, : My <n < N} and {jnNry : My <n < N}forj=1,2, ..¢—1 and applying again (7.5
we see that

(7.12) B[SV < Bl Hy+(En, Er, )] + (18] + DO(Ne=e%N)

where £y = {5%) 1 <j< My <n <N} 4 {2, : 1 < j < £} (where 2 stands for equality
in distribution). The lemma follows now by (Z.I12) and (Z.4)), taking into account that Ne= %N =
o(N~1/2), that &y, is distributed according to p and that {Z,, : n > 0} is stationary. O

7.6. Verification of Assumption 5.9l We will prove here the following result.

7.4. Proposition. There are constants 6y, Cy,co > 0 and measurable sets Ty € ACE=DN so that
(i) lim vV NP((Zo, ...,En_1) € ') = 0;
(i) when (Zo,...,En_1) € I'n and t € [—dg, do] we have

[ twyduta)

Verification of Assumption [51] relying on Proposition [7.). Since N — My > a1 N for some a; > 0 and
all N large enough, by (T2 and Proposition [(.4] for every t € [—dp, Jp] and N large enough we have

‘E [exp (’LtSJ{\;h}G>} ‘ < P((El, ey EN) ¢ FN) + Coe_coNtz + dpeN-
It is evident now that Assumption [5.1] holds with
by = P((EQ, ey EN—I) ¢ FN) + dpeN-

(7.13) < Coe~ Nt

7.6.1. Proof of Proposition [74 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 : A — C equipped with the norm

l[ull = flulloo + Lip(u)
where ||u]lcoc = sup |u| and Lip(u) = Lipy(u) is the smallest number A so that

lu(z) —u(y)] < Adnu(z,y)

for all z,y € A which belong to the same floor. Let us consider the function v : A — R which is
constant of the floors of A and v|Aj, = e*P/2 := v, where p comes from ([B4). Let L be the operator
which maps a function g : A — C to a function Lg on A defined by

Lg = P(gv)/v,
where P is defined in (B1).

For every a € A~ consider the function u, : A — R given by u, = Gr,o = Ge(a,-), where Gy was
defined as in (Z.9). Then u, : A — R, a € A*~! are Lipschitz continuous functions and sup,, ||u|| < oo.
For every z € C and a € A*~! consider the transfer operator £¢ given by

L2g = L8 @)g) = Li(e**g).

Set LZ" = LE" 0.0 LZ1 0 L£Z0, Then, since P is the dual of the Koopman operator g — go F with
respect to the measure m, the integral inside the absolute value on the right hand side of ([TI3]) can
be rewritten as

(7.14) [ RN v @nte) = [ (€57 0/0) )dma )

where dmp (y) = vdm(y) (note that L is the dual of F with respect to my) and h = du/dm, which is
Lipschitz continuous and it is bounded and bounded away from 0.
The proof of Proposition [(.4]is based on the following two results.

7.5. Lemma. There exist constants 1, co, Co > 0 so that, for almost every realization of {=, : n > 0}
and for all t € [—61,61] and N € N we have

(715) || Et7N|| < CeftzcréN/2+Cot2/2+coN|t\3
L; <
where with S5u = ?:g uz, o FI¢,

— =5

2 _ 2 _ =
0g,N = 0(=,,...En_1),N — VG’TH(SNU’)'

7.6. Lemma. There exists a constant ¢c; > 0 with the following property. For every N set 'y = {a €
(AN 02 > 1N}, Then there exists a constant c; > 0 so that for all N > 1 we have

(716) P((EOaElv"'vENfl) ¢FN) SCQN_l-

Completing the proof of Proposition [.4] relying on Lemmas and We first infer from
([CI3) that there exist constants dg,C3 > 0 and ¢3 > 0 so that when (Zy,...,Ex_1) € 'y, for every
t € [—do,do] we have

(7.17) ILEN| < CzetesN,
Combing this with (ZI4), when (Z¢, =1, ...,Ex—_1) € 'y we get that for every t € [—dp, do],

[ EE1@duta)

where C] is another constant, and the proof of Proposition [[4]is complete, taking into account (Z.I6]).

42
§C16 t“csN

Proof of Lemma[7.6. Let us first observe that Lemma concerns only the distribution of
(Z0,...,En_1) for any fixed N. Set T = F x F? x --- x F~1. Then by ([3.3),

(7.18) (20,21, .., 1) £ (TN Yo, TN 2Y,, ..., Ty, Yo)
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where Y} is distributed according to pu x g --- x u = p*~1. Therefore
O'éN 4 Var#(S]{/,"u) = Vn(Yp)

where < stands for equality in distribution and

N—-1
Syou = E Gg TN-ng FZJ
n=0

Observe next that our assumption that D7 > 0 (in Theorems B4 and B.5) is equivalent to
limyy o0 1E[Vi(Yo)] := b > 0, since

2 N_1 2
E[Vi (Yo)] = E[02 (Z Ge(eD, €52, ..., €5 )) =E, (Z GeoFg">
n=0

where Fy =T x F* = F x F? x --- x F¢. Therefore if k is sufficiently large then
- b
(7.19) E[Vi(Yo)] > c:= 7

It is clear that each F7 has a tower extension, and therefore by [34] the map T = F x F2x---x F*~1 also
has a Tower extension (which is mixing since F is mixing). Consider the functions V4 : (A~1)F - R
given by
k—1

Vk(ao, oy Gp—1) = Var, Zu“i oFIt| =F (ZG@ aJ,FJ XO))

§=0
where X is distributed according to p. Then, since G is bounded and satisfies ([3.4]), for every j the
Holder constant of Vi at the direction of the variable a; does not exceed ck for some constant ¢ not
depending on k. Observe that

Vk(YO) = ‘A/k(Tk_ly()a ) TY/OvY/O)

Applying the results in 7] Section 3] with the function V and the map T, taking into account 19),
we conclude (in particular) that for every n > 0 there exists a constant d; > 0 so that for all sufficiently
large k£ we have

N-1
(7.20) p g0 Y Vi(Tg0) < dikN p < do(k)N"
§=0
where da(k) is a constant which depends only on k (using (TI9) we can take d; = ¢/2). Let us fix

some k large enough. Since (Z.20) holds true, we can apply [21, Proposition 5.2.1] and get that there
exist constants ci,co > 0 so that for every N > 1 we have

g ooy <aN} =P((Eo,....En-1) €Tn) < N7
O

7.6.3. Proof of Lemma[7.3 the random complex RPF theorem. The proof of Lemma relies on a
more precise study of the asymptotics of the iterates £Z-. To do that we first need to express the right
hand side of (Z2) 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 Q@ = (A" 1% and let 6 : © — Q be the left shift given by (fw); = wiy1 for w = (w;) € Q. Let B
be the Borel o-algebra of Q. By the Kolmogorov extension theorem there exists a unique #-invariant
probability measure P on § so that for all Ay, Ay, ..., A, € A1 we have

]P)(AO X Ay X - X AS) :]P)(EZ €A i :O,l,...,S).
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Since {=,} is mixing, the probability preserving system (Q,B,]f”, ) is mixing. We will abuse these
notations and for w = (w;) € Q we write Gy, = Gr ., and LY = L4°. Set

wn _ p" lw Ow W _ pWn_1 w1 wo
Ly =L o oLo o LY =LY 0. 0L 00 LU0,

Then, roughly speaking, the strategy of the proof of Lemma is to show that when |z| is small
enough the iterates £%°" behave like a one dimensional operator times the exponent of the real part
of some pressure function Il ,(z) so that II, ,(0) = II/,,,(0) = 0 and II/, ,,(0) = 02 ,, + O(1), where
T = Ol .. on_1)m- Using that the desired estimates will follow from Taylor expansion of order 2
of IT, ,,(z) around 0. The one dimensional asymptotic behavior is the content of the following result.
7.7. Theorem (Random complex RPF theorem). There exist ro,c > 0 and § € (0,1) so that for
P-almost every w, for every complex number z whose modulus does not exceed o there is a function
h&z) € H, a non-zero complex number \,(z) and a complex linear functional I/LSZ) € H* so that h&o) =

h/v, A\,(0) =1, v =my and
(7.21) |2 () = 152, @ 0

where Ay n(2) = szol Noiw(2) and (f @ v)(g) = v(g) - f. Moreover,

) =yA (O =1, Loh) = héi)) and (E“)*l/e(z) Ao ().
2) (2)

—

l/ff) (h

€

—

Furthermore, \,(2),h
(w, 2).

Proof. Applying Theorem [0:2 we see that the conditions of [I9, Theorems 4.1] and [19, Theorem 4.2]
in [I9] hold true, which yields Theorem [.7 O

and v, are measurable in w, analytic in z and are uniformly bounded in

€

7.6.4. The random pressure function. Since A, (0) =1 and A, (z) are analytic and uniformly bounded,
by decreasing o we can also assume that |A,(z)| is uniformly bounded from below by some positive
constant. Therefore, we can construct analytic functions I, (z) around 0 so that I1,,(0) = 0, |1, (2)| < ¢
and e () = A\, (z), where ¢ > 0 is some constant. For each n set II,, ,(2) = Z?:_Ol Iy, (2).

Next, set Uy, () = Uy, () = Ge(wo, z) and for every n € N,

n—1 n—1
Syu = Z’U,gjw o FIt = Zu“’f o FI°.
=0 =0
Then since [ Gy(z1, ..., z¢—1,x)dp(x) = 0 and p is F-invariant we have [ S¥udy = 0.

7.8. Lemma. For P-almost all w and every n € N we have

(7.22) I, ,(0) = diH; )] = / Seudp = 0,

Proof. Differentiating both sides of the identities v{7 (h{?)) = 1 and 5 (h{?) = 1 with respect to z
and plugging in z = 0 we get that
) 0
z=0

d
(7.23) 0 (—hfj>
Differentiating both sides of the identity £5"hS) = Ay n(2)hS2)

dz
™ w

ing both sides with respect to my, = v and using ([.23]) we get that

, plugging in z = 0 and then integrat-

N, (0) = mp (R S%u /S“udu =0.
Since [, ,,(0) = 1I;, ,,(0) the proof of the claim is complete. O

The following lemma is an important ingredient in the verification of Assumption[5.1] and it connects
between the variance of Si”u and the second derivative of the pressure function at z = 0.
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7.9. Lemma. There exists a constant Cy > 0 so that P-a.s. for every n > 1 we have
(7.24) 117 ,,(0) — Var,(Sgu)| < Co.

Proof. For every complex number z we have

(7.25) pu(e*5n) = my (L2 (h/v)).

Using (Z21)) we can write

M (L2 (1/0) = Nan(2) (ML (BG )W (0]0) + bun(2))

where 6§, (%) is an analytic function so that [0, ,(2)| < ¢d™. Since the first summand inside the
brackets on the above right hand side is analytic in z, uniformly bounded in w,n and z and takes
the value 1 when z = 0, taking the logarithm of both sides of (Z25) and then considering the second
derivative at z = 0 we get that

(7.26) |Var, (Syu) — 117, ,,(0)] < Co
where Cjy > 0 is some constant which does not depend on n. O

7.6.5. Employing the pressure: completing proof of Lemma[7.0 First, by (Z2I) and using that both

||hff)|| and ||ME;Z)|| are bounded in w and z, we see that there exist 71,C' > 0 so that P-a.s. for all
t € [-r1,r] and N > 1 we have

(7.27) LN < Ol n(it)] = CeRMan @),

Next, using ([22)) and that II,(z) is bounded in z and w, expanding I, n(-) around O yields that
there is 7] > 0 so that P-a.s. for every t € [—r{,r}] and N € N we have

1
IT, n(it) + 5152 Jn(0)| < eNJt?

where ¢ > 0 is some constant. This together with (7.20) and (Z.2Z7) yield that there exists r2 > 0 so
that P a.s. for every ¢ € [—r2,72] and all N € N we have

(7.28) lesN|| < Cemt ol n /24 Cot/2eNtl

i <
Lemma [T follows since both sides of (28] depend only on (wg, w1, ...,wn—1). O
7.7. Verification of Assumption or Assumption 5.3l In this section we cannot use the RPF

theorem, since we need to analyze E [exp(itSJ{\;“ }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 (Q, B,P, 0). Another

difference, in comparison with Section [Z.6] is that we consider here the following weighted Lipschitz
norm. For every g : A — C we set

lgllw = llglls + llglln
where with vj, = ¢#?/2 and p coming from (B4,

lglls = sup vy lglalloc, llgl = supvy*lgl o,

where for every A C A,
l9(z) — 9(y)|
lglg,a = sup S
z,y€EA z#y dU (:Eu y)
Let us denote by X the space of all functions g : A — C so that ||g||w < oo. A third difference is that
we will be using here the transfer operators P, a € A*~!, z € C given by

a I 5Y4 2Uq _ g(y)ezua(U)
Plg(x) = P(ge*)(x) = TIFy)
yeF—¢{z}
where we recall that u,(x) = Gy(a, ). Let us also set

E’ﬂ_ 571 El E()
P" =P;"to-.-0P ' o PO,

z
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Then the first term on the right hand side of (T.2)) can be written as

(7.29) E [/‘Ri’N_MNl(x)‘du(x)} —E [/

In the next section we will prove the following result.

Pi%’N_MNh(x)‘ dm(x)} .

7.10. Proposition. In the non-arithmetic case, set I = R\{0}, while in the lattice case set I = [—m, 7]\
{0}. Then in both cases, for every compact set J C I, there exist measurable sets By C (AN and
constants c1,Cy, ca, Cy > 0, which might depend on J, so that for every N € N we have

(1) P((Zq,....,.En_1) € By) < Cre=N;
(2) when (Zo,...,En—1) € By then

sup || PE N |lw < Cp27 2N
teJ

where ||Allw = supj g, =1 | Agllw for any linear operator A: X — X.

Before proving the proposition, let us show that it indeed implies that the conditions of either
Assumption or Assumption [£.3] are met. Let J be a compact set as specified in the lemma. It
follows that for every t € J we have

=/
E |:]I((Eo, -'-7EN—MN—1) S BN—MN)/
where we have used that

/

Next, by the definition of the norm || - |w, for every k > 0 and any realization = of {E, : n > 0} we
have

PZE’N_MNh(x)‘ dm(x)} <

PN o) ()| + o1

PZE’N_MNh(J;)‘ dm(z) < /Pe(NfMN)h(:E)dm(x) = /h(:b)dm(x) =1.

sup|La, P VAL < [lhllw 1PN Y w2

and we also note that ||k < co and that on Ay we have |h| < ||h|lwe*?/2. Here p comes from (3.4).
Let k = kx be of the form kx = C'ln N where C is so large that m{R > ky + 1} < N~!. Then,

E [H((Eo,...,EN_MN_l) eBN_MN)/ PE’N_MNh(;v)‘dm(;v)]

<Y E [H((Eo,...,EN_MN_l) eBN_MN)/ Pi?N_MNh(;v)‘HAk(x)dm(;v)]

k<kn

+ Y / (]IAkPZ(N*MN)h(x)) dm(z) <

k>kn

Co||hf|w2= 2™ =MN) N " k2 4 Com{R > ky + 1}
k<kn
< Col|h||w2 2 (N=MNINPIOTD/2 L O(N~!) = O(N )
where in the second inequality we have used that Ph = h and that the density function h = du/dm is
bounded by some constant Cs. Using the above estimates together with (T29) and (T2) we see that
the conditions of Assumption are met in the non-arithmetic case for Zy = S}{\;H } G, and that the
conditions of Assumption [5.3] are met in the lattice case for Zy = SJ{\;“}G with hg = 1.



36 Y. Hafouta

7.7.1. Proof of Proposition[7.10. Let us fix some N € N. Then, by (ZI8) we can replace =, forn < N
with TV="=1Y}, where we recall that T = F x F2 x --- x Ft~1, We will abuse the notations and write

(7.30) P = pio o pwo ..o pI™ w0,

% it
Then Pi};/o’N and PE’N have the same distribution, when considered as random operators taking values
in the Banach space of bounded operators on X.

7.7.2. Auziliary lemmas.

7.11. Lemma. For every compact set J C R there exists a constant By > 1 so that

(7.31) sup{||P2"|| : o € A, n>1,t€ J} < By.

Proof. The lemma follows from Proposition [[0.1 O

Next, let z9 be the periodic point of F' from Assumption B3] and set o9 = (zo, ..., 79) € AL, Let

ng be the period of zg.
U,no
t

7.12. Lemma. The transfer operator P,

. s quasi-compact when its spectral radius equals 1.

Proof. This is explained in Section O

7.13. Lemma. In the non-arithmetic case set I = R\ {0} while in the lattice case set I = [—m,n]\ {0}.
Then, in both cases for every t € I the spectral radius of P, is smaller than 1.

Proof. Let t € I. First, by (C31)) the spectral radius of Pg“*n“ does not exceed 1. If the spectral radius
in question equals 1 then Pgo’"o is quasi compact, and Pgo’"o has an eigenvalue of modulus one, but
this is equivalent to the function PRI being cohomologous to a constant w.r.t. the map F¢"0. The
latter is excluded in Theorems [3.4] and O

7.14. Corollary. In both lattice and non-arithmetic cases, for every compact set J C I there exist
constants 05 € (0,1) and Cj > 0 so that for all sufficiently large n we have

(B)"|, < Cr =

sup ‘
teJ

Proof. The corollary follows from Lemma [T.T3] the compactness of J and the arguments in the proof
of [25, Lemma II1.9], which states that the spectral radius is upper semi-continuous. ]

7.15. Lemma (Parametric continuity of transfer operators at the periodic orbit). Let us fiz some
compact set J C R and let mg € N. Then for every 0 < j < ng,

lim sup [|P%™ — PT/70mo | —
y—=TI0g tcJ

where T=F x F2 x -+ x Ft-1,

Proof. Taking into account (Z31]), since T is continuous it is enough to prove the claim when mg = 1.
In this case, for every g € X we have

1PSg — PI" % g|lw = || P (g(eCe®) — itGe(T 00y |y

< Pl llgllw [l Ce®) — G0 |y
Using Assumption B3] the last factor on the above right hand side converges to 0 uniformly in t € J
as y — T7vy. O

Proof of Proposition [7.10 Since Pi};/“’N and PE’N have the same distribution, it is enough to prove that
for every compact set J C I, there are measurable sets Ay C A~! and constants ¢y, ¢z, C1,Co > 0 s0
that 1 — u“~1(Ayx) < Cre~ and

sup sup [P || < Cp27 2N,
teJ goEAN
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Fix some compact set J C I and let n; be so that
n 1
Cy (1 — 5]) I < E
where By comes from (Z31)) and 6; and C; come from Corollary[TT4 Let €1 =€ X € x - X € =
€'~1 be a Cartesian power of a cylinder € = ﬂjj\igl F‘jAsj7kj of length M around zy. Then vy € €p—_1.
By applying Lemma with mg = ngny we see that there exists M; € N so that if M > M then
for every g9 € 6y—1 we have

Yo,non.g 00,10 1
(7.32) i‘ellj) HPit - (Pzt ) S 4B,
Let us set M = M. For every ¢ > 0 we define
N-1
AN,c =< Yo € Ae71 : Z H(Tj:ljo c ngfl) >cN
§=0

Let 5o € An e, and let 0 < j; < j2 < ... < jr < N be the indexes between 0 to N —1 so that T3 € €.
Then R = Ry, n,g > ¢N. Let 1 < u < R. Then, since T7=yy € €, by (£32) and Corollary [[.14] we
have

Ju 5 1 — 1 1
(733)  supl|PEIONOM |y < b sup [ PR € i+ C(L - 8 <
teJ 4B;  eg

~ 4By 2By’

Let us now set a(m) = j1+mn0n‘,, where 0 < m < [cN/ngns] := gn. Then, using (Z31)), for every
Yo € AN the operator Py“ can be decomposed as

Fo,N __ T (1)
})it Al t

where the operators Ajyt satisfy

non 7% 5o non TN =D go non
yOOIOAQtOP yoolo. OAqN 1tP Yo OJOAqut

sup || A;¢llw < By.
ted
Thus, using also (Z.33)), we see that for every 7o € Ay, we have

sup ||Pg°’N||W < 2B;2 N
teJ

where ay = nom > 0.

Using the above estimates together with (.29), the proposition would follow for Ay = Ay . if we
show that exists ¢ > 0 so that

(734) 1— /Llil(ANﬂ) S CleiclN.

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 x F2 x --- x F~1 we obtain that

N-1

1
p QU0 D TG0 € Groy) < gt TN (@) N § < Crem N
7=0
for some C1, ¢; > 0 which depend only on £ and €. Thus ([.34)) holds true with ¢ = ¢; = %M—l(‘(oﬂg,l).

O

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

Z G(f " Xo, f 2" Xo,.... f " X0)
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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 C'*¢ diffeomorphism. Let us denote by 1y the volume measure on
M. We assume that there is a set I' € M with hyperbolic structure (see [40]), and at most countable
partition {I';} of ' (up to measure 0) so that for each i there is a return time R; € N such that
;) c T. Moreover, the sets I'; are s-subsets (see again [40]) and if we denote by v*(x) and
v“(z) the stable and unstable folliations on I' passing through = € I" then ffi(y%(z)) C v*(f®iz) and
ye(ffix)  fRi(y(x)). In particular, ff(T;) is a u-subset.

8.1. Assumption. We have gecd{R;} = 1. Moreover, there are p > 0 and ¢ > 0 so that for every
n>1,

vy{z e A: R(z) > n}) < ge ™"
where R: A — N is given by R|[A; = R

Let us define a tower A by setting its k-th floor A, to be the set of pairs (z,k) with z € I'; and

R; > k. In particular Ag is a copy of I'. The corresponding tower map F : A — A is defined similarly
to Section B.Il with fo = fR (namely fo|T; x {0} = (f%(-),0)). Let us denote by dy the uniform
metric on A.

8.2. Assumption. There is a 3 € (0,1) for which the map 7@ : A — M given by (z, k) — f*z is Holder
continuous with respect to the uniform metric determined by 8 and the Riemannian metric on M.

Let A be the quotient space generated by A and the equivalence relation

r=y Sycy(n)

and let (A, F) be the tower map defined by this relation with the base Ag = A x {0} and fo = ffi (the
map induced on the quotient space). Let m : A — A be the projection map given by 7 (z, k) = (Z, k),
where Z is the equivalence class of z. Let dy be the uniform metric in A determined by the above .

8.3. Assumption. The tower (A, F,m) satisfies ([3.2)), where m is the volume measure on the quotient
space I'.

8.4. Assumption. The projection map 7 : A= A mapping z to its equivalence class = is Holder
continuous with respect to dy and dy. In fact, we have the following exponential approximation: there
are constants § € (0,1) and C > 0 so that for any cylinder Moy, of length 2k in A we have

diama (ﬂ'(ﬁ'k(./\/lgk))) < Cs*.

In [40, Theorem] it was shown that there exists an f-invariant SRB measure pps with exponential
decay of correlations for bounded Holder continuous observables. This measure has the form py = 7. ft
for some invariant measure i on A. Moreover, the measure = i is the absolutely continuous
invariant measure from Section [B.1] (see the beginning of [40, Section 4]). Let G : M* — R be a
bounded Hélder continuous function and let Xy be an M-valued random variable whose distribution
is par. In what follows we will explain how to prove the LCLT for Zy = Sy G given by

SNG = Z G(f"Xo, 72" X, ..., 7" Xo).
The first step is to observe that

SNG L GHREN Xy, # NI X R ENCI )

where X is distributed according to fi, and 2 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 Fy = I x F2 x F3x ... x F*. There exist bounded Hélder continuous functions
¥ :AY SR and G : A* = R so that

(8.1) Gof=Gom+1—1oF,.

Moreover, if the map v — G(z,-) is continuous with respect to the Hélder norm then the maps T —

G(z,-) are continuous with respect to the appropriate Holder norm. Moreover, the limits D? and D%
remain unchanged if we replace G with G.

Using the above lemma and Assumption [84] similar arguments to the ones in [I9, Section 2.11.5]
show that it is essentially enough to verify Assumptions [5.1], and with

N-1 N-1
2 —ny ——n v d 2
Zy =Y GFN""Xg, .., FNTX) £ 3 Glén oy o in)
n=0 n=0

where X is distributed according to p and {&,} is the Markov chain described in Section 321

9. APPENDIX A: COMPLEX PROJECTIVE METRICS ON NON-UNIFORM TOWERS

Let (A, F,d, mg) be a non-uniform Young tower, as described in Section Bl so that there exist
constants p > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for every n > 1,

(9.1) mo{z : R(z) > n} < ge™P".
Let the transfer operator Ly be defined? by

Lof(x)= Y JF(y 'fy)
yeF—1{x}
where Jp is the Jacobian of F (Lg is the dual of the Koopman operator corresponding to F w.r.t.
mo). Note that on Ag, k > 0 we have Lof(z,k) = f(x,k — 1), while on Ay the members of the set
F~Y{z} are of the form y = (y°, k) with R(y°) = k + 1, and then JF(y) = JFE(y°,0).
Next, for each function f : A — C, let || f||co denote its supremum and let Lip(f) denote the infimum
of all possible values L so that for all k£ and z,y € Ay we have

|f(z) = f(y)| < Ld(z,y).

We will say that f is locally Lipschitz continuous if || f|| := max{|| f||cc, Lip(f)} < 00, and let us denote
by H the Banach spaces of all complex valued functions f so that || f|| < co. We will also assume here
that the greatest common divisor of the R;’s equals 1. In this case, by [41, Theorem 1], there exists a
locally Lipschitz continuous function hg which is bounded, positive and bounded away from 0 so that
Loho = hg, mo(hg) = 1, the measure u = hodmg is F-invariant and the measure preserving system
(A, Fo, u, F) is mixing. Now, for each k > 0 set v, = ez*? (where p comes from (XI)). We view {v;}
as a function v : A — R so that v|Ax = vg, and let m be the measure on A given by dm = vdmy
(which is finite in view of ([@1I)). We also set h = % Following [39], consider the transfer operator L
given by

Lo(gv)

o
Then Lh = h and L*m = m (since Limo = myp), and the space H is L-invariant. In fact (see |39
Lemma 1.4] and [39, Lemma 3.4]), the operator norms || L"| are uniformly bounded in n.

Next, let (2, F,P,0) be an invertible ergodic measure preserving system, £y, be a positive integer
and u, : A — R be a family of functions (where w € Q), so that (w,z) — wu,(z) is measurable and
B, := ess-sup||uy|| < co. For each w € Q and z € C let the transfer operator £ be defined by

LYg = L"(ge*).

Then, for each w and z € C, the space H is L¥-invariant (since e*+ are members of 7 ). Since the
map z — e*%~ € H is analytic, the operators £% are analytic in z, when viewed as maps to the space

Lg=

2For notational convenience the operator P from Section [3]is denoted here by Lo, the function h is denoted by ho
and the measure m by mg.
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of continuous linear operators A : H — H, equipped with the operator norm. For each w, a complex
number z and n € N set

n—1

T4

Syu = g Ugiy, © T
i=0

and
, o anl 7]
ﬁgn_ﬁz wol"oﬁzwoﬁ‘:
which satisfy £97g = L3 (ge*%n") = L% (ge*5n"). Henceforth, we will refer to ¢ and p from (3.4),
C from (33) and B, as the “initial parameters”.

Next, for any €9 > 0 and s > 1 we can partition A into a finite number of disjoint sets P» and
P', P' € Py so that m(P2) < gp and the diameter each one of the P’’s is less than ~, where v — 0
when s — co. One way to construct such partitions is as in [39], and another way is to take a finite
collection I'y of the A}’s so that the set

S

p=JEY" | A

=0 AJETs

satisfies m(P2) < 9. 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 < a < 1 < ' there exists go so that for all £ > ¢o and

P, P’ € P we have
L_omPOFP)
m(P)pu(P") '

Following [39], for every a,b,c > 0 let the real cone Cqp.c.e0,s consist of all the real-valued locally
Lipschitz continuous functions f so that:

e 0< ﬁfpfdmz ﬁfp(f/h)dugaffdm; VPeP.
e Lip(f) <b [ fdm.
o |f(z)] <c [ fdm, for any x € Ps.

If f € Cg then for every x € A\ P,

@) < ——

< W/le fdm +~;Lip(f) < (allhlloo+b~ys)/fdm

where Pj(x) € Py is the partition element containing x, and we have used that u = hdm. Therefore,
with

c1 = c1(s,a,b) = allh|oo + bys

and ¢2 = max{e, ¢1} we have

9.2) Hﬂmﬁq/ﬂm

This essentially means that we could have just required that the third condition holds true for all x € A,
and not only on P, (by taking ¢ > ¢1). Note that if f L¥ fdm = 0 for some k and f € Ca,b,c,e0,s then,

since
/L“Ofdmz /fdm =0

it follows from (@.2) that f = 0. This means that if, for some k, the cone Cq pcep,s 1S Eg”k—invariant
then £5°" is strictly positive with respect to this cone (recall that L5 = L*0)
The following result was (essentially) proven in [39]:
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9.1. Theorem. For every o € (0,1) small enough and positive numbers ag, bo, co there is a positive
integer ko, positive numbers a > ag,b > by andc > co andeg > 0 and s > 1 so that with Cr = Cq p,c,cq,s5
for every k > ko we have
ch C Caa,ab,ac,so,s
and for all f,g € Cp,
dCR(ka, L*g) < dy < 00

where de, is the real Hilbert (projective) metric corresponding to the cone Cr and dy is some constant.

Let us denote by C = Cq p,c.c,,s the canonical complexification of the real cone Cr from Theorem [0.1]
(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 ¢ 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 Cg 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 p € C*,

(9.3) [ £]l < K|m(f)]
and
(9.4) el < Mu(h)].

(i) The cone C is reproducing. In fact, there exists a constant Ky so that for every f € H there is
R(f) € C so that |R(f)| < K1l f]| and
f+R(f)heC.
(iii) There exist constants v > 0 and di > 0 so that for P-almost every w, a complex number
z € B(0,r) and ko < k < 2kg, where ko comes from Theorem [0, we have

Loke cc!
and

sup bc (L7 f, L9 g) < dy
f.g€C

where C' = C \ {0} and ¢ 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 L,w follows from [I9, Theorems 4.2.1, 4.2.2]. This theorem essentially means that Theorem [Z.2]]
also holds for the more general operators £%.

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

/Ahdm = /Adu = u(A)

for any measurable set A, it is clear that h € Cg if a > 1, b > Lip(h) and ¢ > ||h|lcc. Moreover, if ¢ > 1
and a > D, where

_ m(p) . !
(9.5) D maX{M(P) . PeP
then 1 € Cg.
Next, if f € C; and m(f) = 0 then by ([@.2) we have f = 0 and so m € Cf = {p € H* : p|C; > 0}
(since m > 0 on Cg). In fact, it follows from the definition of the norm || f|| and from ([@.2]) that

171 < 11 lloe + Lin(£) < (e + bym(f) = (c2 +b) / fdm
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and therefore by [38, Lemma 5.2] the inequality ([@.3) holds true with K = 2v/2(cy 4+ b). According to
[19, Lemma A.2.7] (appearing in the appendix there), for every M > 0, inequality (@.4]) holds true for
all peC*={peH :ulCy) cC}if

1
9.6 X:i|lz—nh — .
(9.6) {xe || ||<M}CC

Now we will show how to find a constant M for which (@.6) holds true. For any f € H, P € P and
x1 € P», and distinct x, y which belong to the same level A, (for some ¢) set

/fdm Tp(f —a/fdm /fdm

T, (f)=b / fdm Tyf;y) and Ty, 2 (f) = ¢ / fdm £ f(z).

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

Cr={feH: s(f)>0,VseS}
and so, by the definition of the canonical complexification of a real cone (see [38], [19]), we have
(9.7) Cc={feH: R(wi(flra(f)) >0, Vv, e S}

Let g € H be of the form g = h + ¢ for some ¢ € H. We need to find a constant M > 0 so that
h+q € Cif ||q|| < 4. In view of [@.1), there are several cases to consider. First, suppose that 11 = Tp
and vy = T¢ for some P,Q € P. Since

= e

for any measurable set A with positive measure, we have
R(vi(h+@re(h+q)) 21— (D?|lq]|* +2D|qll)
where D was defined in ([@3]). Hence
R(v1(h + q)ra(h+4q)) >0

if ||g|| is sufficiently small. Now consider the case when v; = Tp for some P € P and v is one of the
I's, say v =T,,. Then
R+ Qralh+ ) = b~ 1]~ bm(D)l] - la]
~Dlgll 5+ 18] + bm(D)llll + lll) = b~ 14 = O] + gl + llal)?
where C(D,b) > 0 depends only on D and b. If ||¢| is sufficiently small and b > ||h| then the above
left hand side is clearly positive. Similarly, if ||| < min{a,b, c} and ||g|| is sufficiently small then
R(ph+ (b +q)) >0

when either vo =Ty, + or 1o =T .
Next, consider the case when vy =I';, + for some z; € P, and vy =1I';,, for some distinct = and y
in the same floor. Then

R (h+ q)va(h +q)) = (c = [Ihll = em(D)llgll = llgll) - (0 = 2] = bm(D)]lqll - llqll)

where we have used again that [hdm = 1. Therefore, if ||q|| is sufficiently small and ¢ and b are
sufficiently large then

§R(V1 (h + q)l/g(h + q)) > 0.

Similarly, since
1

— qdm‘SDq
7 f ] < vl
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when a, b, c are large enough there are constants A;, A > 0 so that for any other choice of u,v €
S\ {Yp} we have

R(v1(h+ q)va2(h+q)) > A1(1 — Ao(|lgll + |lal*))

and so, when ||g|| 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—l)_l-max{ﬁp)/lpfdm—a/fdm: PEP},
1

Lip(f) = b [ fdm 1 . an
RU) > =5 ,R(f)>max{ u(P)/Pfd .PEP} d
cffdm_”f”oo

B> = il

where we take a,b and c so that all the denominators appearing in the above inequalities are positive,
and we have used that ﬁ [y hdm =1 for any measurable set A (apply this with A = P € P). For

complex valued f’s we can write f = f1 + ifs, then take R(f) = R(f1) + iR(f2) and use that with
C'=C\ {0},
C =C/'(Cg + iCR).

We refer to [I9, Appendix A] for references regarding the above polar decomposition of C.

(iil) Now we will prove Theorem 0.2 (iii). Let ko < k < 2ko, where ko comes from Theorem[0.1] Let
€ > 0 be so that

1
6= 28(1 + cosh (ido)) <1

where dy comes from Theorem Then, according to Theorem A.2.4 in Appendix A of [I9] (which
is [10, Theorem 4.5]), if

(9.8) [s(£27 ) = s(L5 )] < 2s(£8"f)
for all nonzero f € Cg and s € S (S was defined before (0.7))), then, with C' = C \ {0},
(9.9) Leke! c ¢!
and
(9.10) sup (LFf,L9%g) < do + 6| In(1 - 6)|.
f.gec

We will show now that there exists a constant » > 0 so that (0.8) 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 ¢, > 0 and
o€ (0,1) so that

B> B

|A — B| S ElB
|A' — B'| <e,B
|B'/B| < 0.

Then
‘ A—A

ﬁ — 1‘ S 251(1 —O')_l.
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The proof of Lemma [9.3] is very simple, just write

A—A/_1< A-B AI—BI 2B<€1 - 281
B-B ~|B-B B-B'|~B-B 1-B'/B
Next, let f € Cg. First, suppose that s has the form s = I'p for some P € P. Set
1
A= a/ﬁj’kfdm, A = —/ L% fdm,
w(P) Jp
1
B:a/ﬁ‘”’kfdm and B = —/ L£EF fdm.
0 w(P) Jp 0

Then B = a [ fdm (since m is conformal) and

|s(£5%) = s(L5")| = |[A= A" = (B~ B')].
We want to show that the conditions of Lemma hold true. By Theorem we have
(9.11) LS f € Coaoboes.co

which in particular implies that
0<B' < aa/cg>’“fdm = oB.

Since f is nonzero and [ £g" fdm = [ fdm > 0 the number B is positive (since (€3) holds true). Tt
follows that B > B’ and that
|B'/B| <o <1.

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

|[A—B|=a /Lkéo (f(ezs,‘:u _ 1))dm’ < a”f”wHezsgu _ 1||00/Lké°1dm

= all ™57 = | 2aim = w757 1
< acam(1) [ fdm - 2hoc® 1~ o] fu] )

= 2am(1)cakol|u]lo|2] /Lkeofdm = Ry|z|B

where 1 is the function which takes the constant value 1,
[[ulloc = ess-supl|uw||so

and
Ry = 2¢akpeo e m (1) ||u| oo

In the latter estimates we have also used ([@2). It follows that in the second condition of Lemma
we can take € < Ry|z|. Now we will estimate |A" — B’|. First, we have

1 " 1 g
=B < [ o2ty - 254 flam = 5 [ |2 (55 < 1)) am
. 1 . m(P)
< |fllsolle®F® — 1 oo—/ LF1dm < Mi||f|lso|l€®*™ = 1| 0o
< I fllell [ P /s < M| fllool [ (P)

< ch/fdm - 2kol|uf|soeFollvll | 2| = Ry|2| B

where D was defined in ([@.5]), M; is an upper bound on ||L*% 1], for ky < k < 2k (in fact, we can
use [39] Lemma 1.4] and obtain an upper bound which does not depend on ky) and

Ry = Da™2¢okq ||ul| soe2Follu e~
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We conclude now from Lemma that
|s(£2%) = s(L5")] < 2Rs(1 — o) z|s(L5™")
where Rs = max(R1, Ra).
Next, consider the case when s has the form s =1I'; 1 for some x € P». Set
A= c/ﬁj’kfdm, Al =Lk f (),
B= c/ﬁ‘é”kfdm and B' = +L5" f(x).
Then B > 0 and by ([@1I1]) we have
|B'| < oB.
Similarly to the previous case, we have
|A— B| < Ry4Blz|
where Ry = 2¢2kp|ul|co. Now we will estimate |A" — B’|. Using (@.2) we have
A" = B'| = |£2" f(@) = L5 F@)] < [1F loolle™F = 1] £6 1 ()

§02/fdm - (ko |||l ce ol I M) = BRs||

where R5 = 2c2kol|ul|ooc M1 and M is an upper bound on ||L¥01||, for ko < k < 2kg. Since
|s(LF) = s(L5™M)| = [A= A" = (B =B,
we conclude from Lemma that
|s(L*F) = s(L5™)] < 2Re(1 = o)~ zs(£5)

where Rg = max{Ry, Rs}.
Finally, consider the case when s = T'y ,» for some distinct 2’ and 2’ which belong to the same floor
of A. Set

A:b/cj»’ffdm, A==

Lo @) — L")
: .

8

B:b/ﬁg’kfdm and B =

Then, exactly as in the previous cases, B > 0, |B’| < 0B,

|s(LF) = s(Lg™M)| = [A= A" = (B~ B)
and

|A— B| < RyBlz|
where R; = 2cakob™ |t co- Now we will estimate |4’ — B’|. Let ¢ be so that x,2’ € Ay and write
x = (x,¢) and 2’ = (z(,¢). Then d(x,z’) = d((xo,m), (z(,m)) for every 0 < m < L. If kfy < ¢ then
for every z € C,
Ez},kf(x) _ Ul—lvé_kéoezsj‘:u(zo,lfklo)f(;CO, f— k[o)
and a similar equality holds true with z’ in place of x. Set
U(2) = f(z0, £ — kbo)e*SF =0tk and V(2) = f(af, £ — kly)e*SF u(@o-t=hto)

and W(z) = U(z) — V(z). Then for every z € C so that |z| <1 we have

d(z,2")|A" = B'| = vy ve—ie,|W (2) = W(0)] < |2| Sup W ()l
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Since the functions u,, and f are locally Lipschitz continuous (uniformly in w) we obtain that for all
complex ¢ so that |¢| < 1,

W(O)| < Crd(w, 2)|f|| < da,a')Ca (b + cQ)/fdm (2, 2)C1b (b + c2)B

where Cy depends only on kg and B,, = ess-sup||uy,||.
Next, suppose that kfy > £, where £ is such that x,2’ € A,. The approximation of |[A’ — B’| in this
case relies on classical arguments from the theory of distance expanding map. Since kfy > ¢ we can

write
FMolz} = {y}, FH '} = {y'}

where both sets are at most countable, the map y — %’ is bijective and satisfies that for every
0 < q < klo,

d(Fly, Fiy') < gmaWd(z, 2') < d(z, 2').
Here my,(y) is the number of the points among F4t™y, 0 < m < k — ¢ which belong to the base A
(so mo(y) > 1, since £ < k). Note also that the pairs (y,y’) also belong to the same partition element
AZ. Using these notation, for every z € C we can write

L8 f(x) = ot Y oly) TFH ()7 e W f(y)
and |

Ew kf lz JFkZO -1 zS?u(y )f( )

where we note that v(y) = v(y’) since y and 1y’ belong to the same floor. For every y set
Uy(z) = JEFo (y) 71?500 f(y)
and
Wy (2) = Uy(2) = Uy (2).
Then for every complex z so that |z| < 1 we have
Wy (2) = Wy (0)] < [2] Sup Wy (1.

Since JFT satisfies (3.3) and u,, and f are locally Lipschitz continuous (uniformly in w) we derive that
(9.12) sup [Wy Q)] < Ca|| flld(a, 2" ) (TF0 (y) "1 + TF* (y') 1)
I¢1<1

for some constant Cy which depends only on B, kg and C from ([B3]). Using that
191 < (ca+ ) [ fam

we derive now from ([@I2) that

d(z,2")|A" = B'| = v,

Z Wy,y’ (O))

Y

< (lzld(z, 2")Callf]l)v Z W(TF (y) ™ + JFMe(y) ™)

= (Izld(z, 2’ )CzIIfll) C(LM1(@) + L1 (2)) < Bnl2|B

where By = 2M;C2b(c2 + b) and My = sup,, ||L"||o0, which is finite in view of [39, Lemma 1.4]. We
conclude that there exists a constant Cy so that for every s € S, f € C/, z € C and kg < k < 2k,

|5(£5%) = s(L£5")] < Colzls(L5™).

Let r > 0 be a positive number so that

Op = 2007"(1 + cosh (%d@) <1



LLT for nonconventional sums 47

Then, by (@.8) and what proceeds it, [@.9]) and (@I0) hold true for every z € C with |z| < r, w € Q
and ko < k < 2kg, and the proof of Theorem is complete. O

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 Pgo’", Jo € A1 defined in (Z.30), exactly
as [24, Proposition 2.2.1] (taking into account that vy, = eP/?).

10.1. Proposition. (i) For every N and k so that N < k, a function g : A — C, 5o € A*"! and
x,y € A we have

(10.1) [P g(a)| < eBP2 gl
and
(10.2) |PEN g(a) — PN g(y) < (lgllnBY + (Alt] + 287 ) ||glls)et =P 2dy (z, y)

where A = (1 — B)~1 sup, sup, |ua|g.a, (recall uy = Gy(a,-)).
(ii) For every N and k so that N >k, a function g: A — C, 5o € A*™! and z,y € A we have

(10.3) PINg(a)] < Q ( [ tstdm+ 5 lgln- cz> — Rxlg)
and
(10.4) PIN g(2) — PIN ()] < (Cr 4+ 287" + [t|A) Ry (g)du (x,y)

where Cy and Q) are some constants.
In particular

N
1P gllw

< max (072 (L A1) gl + BN lgll) B (9)(2+ Ca + 114))

Therefore, for every compact set J C R the operator norms || PYN ||w with respect to the norm || - ||w
are uniformly bounded in o € A"\, N >1 andt € J.

The above proposition holds true for the periodic point gy = ¥y, and it yields a deterministic Lasota-
Yorke inequality for the operators P;,”"°. Using that, the quasi-compactness of these operators follow
from arguments similar to [40, Section 3.4] (the main key is that only the L!(m) norm appears without
a factor of the form pV for some p € (0,1)).
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