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Arcsine and Darling—Kac laws for piecewise linear
random interval maps

Genji HATA®  and  Kouji YANOP®)

Abstract

We give examples of piecewise linear random interval maps satisfying arcsine and
Darling—Kac laws, which are analogous to Thaler’s arcsine and Aaronson’s Darling—
Kac laws for the Boole transformation. They are constructed by random switch of
two piecewise linear maps with attracting or repelling fixed points, which behave as
if they were indifferent fixed points of a deterministic map.
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1 Introduction

Let A and N denote arcsine and standard normal random variables, i.e.,

du _u2jo du

W(O<u<l)’ PN € du) =e o

It is well-known that a simple symmetric random walk {I,,} ~, on Z satisfies Lévy’s
arcsine law and Darling—Kac law ([24]; see also [17]), respectively:

P(A € du) = (ueR). (L.1)

1 N—-1 1 N—-1 #E
d d
N ZO Liw, >0y A:zo A and \/—N ZO Liw,cEy N:zo N3 \N| (1.2)

for all bounded set ' C Z, where #FE denotes the number of elements of E and 4
means the convergence in distribution.

Thaler and Aaronson obtained analogous results for the Boole transformation T of
0, 1] defined as

T(2) = z(l —x)

= (0<z<1/2), T@)=1-T(1-2)(1/2<a<1). (L3
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Thaler’s arcsine law ([38]) and Aaronson’s Darling—Kac law ([1, Theorem 1]) can be stated
as follows: For any random initial point © in [0, 1] with a.c. density, it holds that

N-1 N-1

1 d 1 a_ u(E)
— lin — A d — lirn — N 14
N g r©)>1/2) an i % e T |V (1.4)

for all Borel set E with u(F) < oo, where p is the unique (up to a constant multiple) a.c.
o-finite T-invariant measure given as

1 1
p(dr) = &' (z)de = (ﬁ + m) dz  on [0,1]. (1.5)
We note that p has infinite mass near 0 and 1 and has finite mass away from 0 and 1.
The points 0 and 1 are indifferent fized points for T' in the sense that

[T(0+) =0, T"(0+) =1] and [T(1-)=1, T'(1-) =1]. (1.6)

These facts show that the orbit of T" spends most of time near the indifferent fixed points
0 and 1, and the limit laws (1.4) characterize the ratio of time spent near 1 and the
decay of the ratio of time spend away from 0 and 1. (Note that our transformation 7'

of [0, 1] can be obtained, via the change of variables y = f(fji), from the original Boole

transformation of R defined as S(y) = y — 1/y (see [5]), which preserves the Lebesgue
measure on R.)

Our aim is to obtain arcsine and Darling—Kac laws for random maps analogous to (1.4).
For two deterministic interval maps 71,7 : [0,1] — [0,1] and a constant 0 < p < 1, we
consider the random map

T {71 (W?th probab?l?ty D), (17)
Ty (with probability 1 — p).
A measure p on [0, 1] is called T-invariant if u is not a zero measure and
(EpoT™ =) puor '+ (1l —puor ' =pu. (1.8)
Let {T,,} | be an i.i.d. sequence of random maps with 7} 2 T and we define
T =T, 0T, y0---0Tj. (1.9)

The resulting random map 7' can be regarded as the n-fold composition of 7.
Based on Hata [19], we adopt the two deterministic maps

x/2 O<r<1/2 2x O<zr<1/2

() = / ( /2) , To(z) = ( /2) ) (1.10)
2r—1 (1/2<xz<1) (x+1)/2 (1/2<zx<1)

Note that 0 for 71 and 1 for 7 are attracting fixed points:

'(x) — 0, 7m(xr) — 1 for 0 <z <1 except for 1/2, (1.11)

n— o0 n—oo
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Figure 1: 7 (x) Figure 2: m(x)

while 1 for 73 and 0 for 7, are repelling fixed points. We call the corresponding random
map 7T the Hata map. We choose p = 1/2 so that 0 and 1 are indifferent-in-average fized
points in the sense that

[T(0+) =0, Elog |[T"(0+)| =0] and [T(1-)=1, Elog|T'(1-)| = 0]. (1.12)
We expect that the attracting and repelling effects are balanced in this case.

Let X\ denote the Lebesgue measure. We define o = {Ik_, I,j};ozo by

11 1 1
- _ +
I _<2k+2,2k+1), I _<1 ~ el - 2k+2)' (1.13)

For the Hata map the family « is a A-partition of [0, 1] in the sense that « is a disjoint
family of Borel subsets of [0, 1] such that ) _ s =[0,1] mod A and 0 < A(s) < oo for all
s € a. Note that we sometimes write ) instead of |J for disjoint union. We say that a
measure f i locally constant on « if it satisfies

_ N H(s)
p(dz) = 26; @18(@@;. (1.14)
Theorem 1.1. Regarding the Hata map with p = 1/2, there exists a unique (up to a
constant multiple) A-a.c. o-finite T-invariant measure, which is locally constant on «
with

p(ly) = p(Lf) =2 = 1) 2752 k=0,1,2,... (1.15)

Consequently, i has infinite mass near 0 and 1 and has finite mass away from 0 and 1.
Moreover, for any random initial point © in [0, 1] with A-a.c. density which is independent
of the random maps {T,}, it holds that
N-1 N-1
1 d 1 4. pE)

— 1) — .A, and —— 1 — — |N| (1.16)
N % {rm©)>1/2y VN g {rm©)eEy 1 VT

for all Borel set E with u(F) < oo, where by 4 we mean the convergence in distribution
on the extended probability space.



This result shows that the indifferent-in-average fixed points 0 and 1 for the random
map 7" behave as if they were indifferent fixed points of a deterministic map. (Note that
both results of (1.16) are annealed ones.) The proof of Theorem 1.1 will be given in
Section 3, which will be divided into the following steps:

(i) We show irreducible recurrence of the Markov chain on the A-partition.

)
(ii) We modify the A-partition to be a Markov partition for the skew-product.
(iii) We verify conjugacy between the random dynamical system and the Markov chain.
)

(iv) We study the wandering rate asymptotics and check that the assumptions of Thaler—
Zweimiiller’s theorems [39] are satisfied.

While in many cases it is easy to obtain an invariant measure by reducing the problem
to a Markov chain, there may be a technical difficulty in obtaining a Markov partition.
Unfortunately, we cannot say anything about what happens when p # 1/2, as we cannot
find a Markov partition for the skew-product.

Lévy’s arcsine and the Darling-Kac laws have been extended for dynamical systems
by Thaler [38] and by Aaronson [1], respectively. Their results were generalized in a
common framework by Thaler—Zweimiiller [39] and Zweimiiller [41]. Aaronson’s Darling—
Kac law was generalized to convergence on a functional space by Aaronson [2] and Owada—
Samorodnitsky [30]. In the case of several indifferent fixed points, a joint-distributional
generalization of Thaler’s arcsine law was obtained by Sera—Yano [36]. Recently Sera
[35] obtained a functional and joint-distributional generalization of Thaler’s arcsine and
Aaronson’s Darling-Kac laws.

Among others, we would like to focus on the two random maps with infinite invari-
ant measures obtained by Pelikan [31] and by Boyarsky-Géra-Islam [11]. For other
results on random maps with infinite 7-invariant measures, see Bahsoun—Bose-Duan
[9, 10], Bahsoun—Bose [8], Gharaei-Homburg [18], Abbasi-Gharaei-Homburg [4], Inoue
[22], Toyokawa [40] and Homburg—Kalle-Ruziboev—Verbitskiy—Zeegers [20].

First, we take up
71(z) =2z mod 1, m(z)=1x/2. (1.17)

and we call the corresponding random map 7' the Pelikan map. Note that both 0 and 1
for 7, are repelling fixed points and 0 for 7 is an attracting fixed point. Although Pelikan
[31] excluded the case p = 1/2, we choose p = 1/2 so that 0 is an indifferent-in-average
fixed point in the sense that

[T(0+) =0, Elog |T'(0+)| = 0]. (1.18)
We introduce the A-partition for the Pelikan map as a = {I;}3°, with

1 1

Although the arcsine law does not make sense, we obtain the Darling—Kac law as follows.



Theorem 1.2. Regarding the Pelikan map with p = 1/2, there exists a unique (up to a
constant multiple) X-a.c. o-finite T-invariant measure, which is locally constant with

p(ly) =222 —1). 275 k=0,1,2,... (1.20)

Consequently, p has infinite mass near 0 and has finite mass away from 0. Moreover,
for any random initial point © in [0,1] with \-a.c. density which is independent of the
random maps {T,,}, it holds that

RS a, HE)
/—Nzl{w(em}@o Nz V] (1.21)
n=0

for all Borel set E with u(E) < oco.

Theorem 1.2 will be proved in Section 5, where we adopt a finer partition for the
skew-product than that of Theorem 1.1 in order to avoid a certain technical difficulty.

Second, we take up

2x (0<z<1/4)
w1 e Sary = ety 0
20 —1 (3/2<x<1)

and we call the corresponding random map 7' the modified Boyarsky—Gora—Islam map or
mBGI map in short. Note that both 0 and 1 are repelling fixed points for 7 and the
two-point set {0, 1} is an attractor for 7. We choose p = 2/3 so that the two-point set
{0,1} is an indifferent-in-average attractor in the sense that

7{0,1} = {0,1}, Elog|T"(0+)| = 0, Elog |T"(1—)| = 0. (1.23)

We introduce the A-partition « of [0, 1] for the mBGI map as oo = {Ik_, I,j};ozo with

1 1 1 1
- _ + _
Iy = <2k+2’ 2k+1) = (1  9k+17 1= 2k+2) : (1.24)

Although the arcsine law does not make sense, because the orbit immediately commute
between the neighborhood of 0 and that of 1, we obtain the Darling-Kac law as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Regarding the mBGI map with p = 2/3, there exists a unique (up to a
constant multiple) A-a.c. o-finite T-invariant measure, which is locally constant with
3V2 (8 1
_\/_ <_ .ok 4

2 —~(—1)’f—1) 2R B =0,1,2,. .. (1.25)

a1 = ) = 2= (5 2+ 5

Consequently, i has infinite mass near 0 and 1 and has finite mass away from 0 and 1.
Moreover, the Darling-Kac law (1.21) holds.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 will be proved in a similar way to Theorem 1.1.



Intermittency

The intermittency has been introduced in statistical physics by Pomeau—Manneville [33]
and Manneville [26], which describes irregular transitions between the laminar phase and
the turbulent burst. As mathematical models of intermittency, dynamical systems with
indifferent fixed points have been studied by many researchers such as Takahashi [37],
Collet—Ferrero [14], Collet-Galves—Schmitt [16], Collet—Galves [15], Mori [27], Campanino—
Isola [12, 13], Liverani-Saussol-Vaienti [25], Pollicott—Yuri [32], Hu [21] and Munday—
Knight [28]. The Boole and Hata maps may be regarded also as mathematical models of
intermittency thanks to indifferent-in-average fixed point(s). For other studies of statis-
tical physics about random maps, see Ashwin—Aston—Nicol [7], Akimoto—Aizawa [6] and
Sato—Klages [34].

Organization

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review the general theory assuring
that a dynamical system is conjugate to a graph shift and to a Markov chain. Sections 3,
4 and 5 are devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.3 and 1.2, respectively.
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2 Conjugacy induced by a Markov partition
2.1 Conjugacy to a graph shift

Let us review the general theory which ensures that a dynamical system with a Markov
partition is conjugate to a graph shift. We complement Chapter 4 of [3] with the proofs
which were omitted there.

Let (X,\,T) be a non-singular dynamical system, i.e. (X,B(X),\) is a standard
measure space and [\ o T~1(B) = 0 whenever A\(B) = 0]. Note that, for a measure y on
B(X) equivalent to A, the system (X, pu,T') is again a non-singular dynamical system.

We call a a A-partition if « is a finite or countable disjoint subfamily of B(X) satisfying
[> sca s =X mod A] and [0 < A(s) < oo for all 5 € a. (2.1)



A A-partition « is called a Markov partition if the following conditions are satisfied:

(M1) The o-field G := o(T "s: s € a,n > 0) coincides with B(X) mod A;
(M2) The map T': s+ T's is invertible A-a.e. for all s € a;

(M3) The forward image T's belongs to o(a) mod A for all s € a.

Regarding each element of o as a point, we denote the space of sequences of o by
Y :={s = (s0, $1,52,...) : So, 51, S2,... € a}. (2.2)
Let 6 denote the shift operator of Y, that is,
0:Y > (so,$1,52,...) — (s1,82,...) € Y. (2.3)
A cylinder of Y is given of the form
(50, 1, -+ -5 Sn] ={(S0, 81, -+ s Sns bttt  tna2, ) €Y ttpi1,tpge, ... € a} (2.4)

and we equip Y with the product topology, so that B(Y') is generated by cylinders. We
introduce the graph shift by

Vii={seY :AsoNT 's1) >0, N(siNT 's5) >0,...}. (2.5)

We note that B(Y)) is generated by cylinders contained in Y,. We define a surjection
¢: X =Y, by

P(x) = s with = € s, T(z) € 51, T*(x) € 59, ... (2.6)
This map ¢ is Borel measurable since
¢ 50,51,y 80) =s0NT tsyN---NT"s, € B(X). (2.7)
We utilize the following theorem (see, e.g., [3, Proposition 4.2.3]) without proof.

Theorem 2.1. Let a be a Markov partition and let i be a measure on X which is equiv-
alent to X. Then the Borel surjection ¢ : (X, u, T) — (Y, no ¢~1,0) is a conjugacy in the
sense that ¢ oT' =60 o ¢ and ¢ is essentially a Borel isomorphism.

2.2 Markov chain

Let us study the condition that (Yy, o ¢~1, 0) becomes a Markov chain. We introduce
the transition probability on Y as

AsN T~ )

. s, tea. (2.8)



Note that the graph shift Y\ can be rewritten as
Yy:={s €Y :p(sog,s1) >0, p(s1,52) >0,...}. (2.9)

Kolmogorov’s extension theorem shows that, for any s € «, there exists a unique proba-
bility measure v, on Y such that

Vs([S0, 815 -+ -5 Sn]) = 0s(80)D(S0, $1)p(S1,82) * P(Sn—1, Sn) (2.10)

for all cylinders, where o, denotes the Dirac mass at s. For a measure p on X, we define
a measure v, on Y by

vu(B) =Y u(s)va(B), BeBY). (2.11)

Note that v, is supported on the graph shift Y}.

We now see, by the help of Theorem 2.1, that the conjugacy between the dynamical
system (X, p,T) and the Markov chain (Y),v,,#) is equivalent to the condition [v, =
o ¢, For a o-finite measure p on X, we write T, : L*(u) — L'(y) for the Perron-
Frobenius operator of T" with respect to u:

/Xﬁf-gdu:/xﬁgonu, feLi(p), ge L™, (2.12)

The following proposition plays an important role in checking the condition [v, = po¢™].

Proposition 2.2. Let a be a Markov partition and let p be a measure on X which is
equivalent to X. Then the condition [v, = po ¢~1| is satisfied if and only if

Tl =" cu(s, )1, with c,(s,t) = p(s)p(s, 1)

, SE« (2.13)
— p(t)

holds. In this case, p is T-invariant if and only if v, is 0-invariant.

Proof. (i) Suppose v, = pro ¢t For s1,...,s, € a, we set
g = ]-slﬂT_ISQO---ﬂT_(”_l)sn' (214)
We then have
/ f,uls : gd,u = / 1sﬂT_1slﬂT_2$gﬂ---ﬂT_”sn d,u (215>
X X
=po ¢ ([s,51, -+ 8a]) = vulls, 51, s0]) = u(s)p(s, s1)p(s1,82) -+ P(sn-1,50) (2.16)

:wu(sl)p(sl,@)-~-p(8n71,sn) = /){(Z %h) g dp, (2.17)

p(s1) teo

which shows (2.13), since G = B(X) mod .



In this case, we have v, 007! = po(fo¢)™ =po(¢poT)t = (poT ') op', which
shows the equivalence between o7 ! = pand v, 007! =v,.

(ii) Suppose (2.13) is satisfied. By (2.7), the condition [v, = p o ¢~'] is equivalent to
Vu([S0, 815y 80)) = p(so N T Iy M- NT7"8,),  Soyeey 8 € 0 (2.18)

for all n > 0, since G = B(X) mod p. We shall prove (2.18) by induction in n > 0. The
case n = 0 is obvious. Suppose (2.18) is true for n > 0. For n + 1, we have

wsoNT sy n---NT s, NT- " s, 1) (2.19)
:/ 180 . 1slmT—ls2r~|___mTf(nfl)san—nsn_’_l o Td/,L (220)
X
:/ Tulso ’ 1810T71820---ﬂT_("_l)SnﬁT7"8n+1 d[t (22]‘)
X
£(s0)p(s0, 51) - —(n— —n
:W,M(Sl NnT 182ﬂ"'mT ( I)SnﬂT 8n+1). (222)

By the induction assumption, we have

1(s0)p(so, 51)

(2.22) = G5) vu([s1,82, ..., Sns Spta]) (2.23)
=p(s0)p(50, 51)p(s1, 52) - * P(Sn, Snt1) (2.24)
:Vu<[80,817. .. 78n78n+1])7 (225)

which shows (2.18) for n + 1.

O

2.3 Conservative ergodicity

It is well-known (see [3, Proposition 1.2.2]) that the dynamical system (X, \,T) is con-
servative ergodic if and only if

D 1poT" =00 Mae. forall B € B(X) with A\(B) > 0. (2.26)

n=1

This property can be discussed in terms of the Markov chain.

We say that a transition matrix P = (p(s,1))seq is trreducible if for any s,t € « there
exists n > 1 such that

p(N)(Sa t) = Z p(57 Sl)p(slv 52) o 'p(sn—Qv Sn—l)p(sn—h t) >0 (2'27)

S1yeeey Sp—1€Q

(we understand that p™(s,t) = p(s,t)). We say that an irreducible transition matrix P
is recurrent (resp. transient) if

Zp(n)(s’ s) = 0o (resp. < oo) for some s € a, (2.28)
n=1



and in this case (2.28) holds for all s € a. If we denote the first hitting time of t € a by
oi(s)=inf{n>1:s,=t} (s=1(s0,51,8,...) €Y), (2.29)

then it is well-known (see, e.g. [29, Theorems 1.5.3 and 1.5.7]) that the condition (2.28)
can be replaced by

Vs(ps < 00) =1 (resp. < 1) for some s € a. (2.30)

It is also well-known (see e.g. [29, Theorems 1.7.5 and 1.7.6]) that, if the transition matrix
P is irreducible recurrent, then

vs(pr <o00) =1 forall s,t € a, (2.31)

and there exists a unique (up to a constant multiple) o-finite P-invariant measure on «:

p(t) =D p(s)p(s,t), tea (2.32)
ElYe
Proposition 2.3. Suppose [v, = po ¢~ is satisfied. Suppose, in addition, the transition
matriz P is irreducible recurrent. Let p be a unique (up to a constant multiple) o-finite
P-invariant measure on a. Define the measure pn on X by

RG] x)dx
pu(dz) = ) Ls(x)dx. (2.33)

Then it holds that the dynamical system (X, pu,T) is conservative ergodic, and that the
measure 1 i a unique (up to a constant multiple) \-a.c. o-finite T-invariant measure.

Proof. By [3, Theorem 4.5.3], we see that the dynamical system (Y),v,,0) is conservative
ergodic. Hence, so is (X, i, T'), by the conjugacy.

The T-invariance of p follows from the @-invariance of v,, by the conjugacy. The
uniqueness follows from [3, Theorem 1.5.6]. O

3 Proof for the Hata map

For the Hata map (1.10), we define the transition probability on « as

a(s.1) = IEA(S)\((WS? t) _ pA(sN 1 L) +)E<18)— PIAN(s N Ty t)’ sica (3.1)

Proposition 3.1. Regarding the Hata map with p = 1/2, the transition matriz Q) =
(q(s,1))stea is irreducible recurrent and has a unique (up to a constant multiple) Q-
mvariant measure p given as

p(I;) = p(If) = (2" —1)- 272 k=0,1,2,..., (3.2)

where I, ’s and I} ’s have been introduced in (1.13).

10



Proof. We sometimes omit “mod A” in the identities among subsets of X. Note that

I, (k>1
nl, =17, (E>0), nl ={ k1 - 3.3
14 k+1( = ) 2 {Z;OOI;— (kZO) ( )
17 (k>1)
e S NG B Ay ) (3.4)
After an easy computation we have
: if (s,t) = (I, I) or (IF, I}, for k>0
q(s,t) =< 3 if (s,t) = (I, Iy_y) or (I, [ ,) for k > 1 (3.5)
sz if (s,t) = (Ig, I]") or (I, I7) for j >0

(Note that 5 + P 5+ = 1). It is obvious that @ is irreducible. So we need only to
show v+ (¢ < 00) =1 (see Section 2.3).

Since the simple symmetric random walk on Z is irreducible recurrent, we have
vi-(p; <o0)=1, k=1 (3.6)

By the Markov property, we have

VIJ(‘PIO* <o0) =q(Iy. Iy) + ZQ([6rv[I;>VI;(QOI(; <o0) =1 (3.7)

k>1

We also have Vi (p i < 00) = 1 by symmetry. By the strong Markov property, we obtain
Vi (o < 00) 2 v (9= < o0)v= (i < o00) =1, (3.8)
which shows I/IJ(QO i < o0) = 1, and hence @ is recurrent.

Let us prove that the measure p given in (3.2) is @Q-invariant. By symmetry, the
(-invariance is equivalent to the recurrence relation:

1

_ 1 1 _

if we understand that p(I-;) = 0. We can easily verify that the measure p given in (3.2)
satisfies this recurrence relation. O

Let us represent the random map 7" of (1.7) by the skew-product. In what follows, we
write A for the Lebesgue measure on X = [0, 1] and write (2, B(€2),P) for the coin flip:

Q={w=(wy,wa,...): wy,wa,... € {1, ™}} (3.10)
equipped with the product topology, B(£2) = the Borel field of €2, and

Plw e Q:w =1, wn = xa) = p 0 (1 — p)Na®0 (3.11)

11



for all x1,...,xn € {71,72} and all n, where N!(x) = #{k = 1,...,n: xx = 71} and
Ni(x) =#{k=1,....,n: x4 = n}. For B € B(X), we denote B = B~ = Q x B, and
we equip X =Qx X with the product topology of €2 and X. We write B(X) for the

Borel field of X and write A\ = P ®@ A for the product measure of P and A\. We define the
deterministic transformation 7' : X — X as

T(w,z) =Ow,w1z), w=(w,ws,...)EQR, zeX. (3.12)

Here 6 : Q2 — ) stands for the shift operator: 0(wy,ws,...) = (wg,ws,...). The random
maps {7,,} and {T™} in Section 1 are obtained as

To(w)(z) = wp(x), TM(W)(2) = Wpwn1 - - wi(z), (3.13)

so that T™(w,z) = (f,w, T™(w)(x)). For a measure p on X, it is easy to see that
i =P ® p is T-invariant if and only if p is T-invariant in the sense of (1.8).

Proposition 3.2. Regarding the Hata map with p = 1/2, the family
a:{gzsea}:{fk,ﬁ} (3.14)
k=0
is a Markov partition for the dynamical system (X 1L, ), where p is given as (1.15).

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, we see that g =P ® p is f—invariant, so that y is T-invariant.

We sometimes omit “mod Ji” in the identities among subsets of X. Let us prove (M2)
and (M3) at once. For (w,z) € I, € a with k > 1, we have

T(w,x) = (w,w(z)) € fk_ﬂ or fl;l according as w; = 7y Or Ty. (3.15)

We thus see that 7T : 7,; — T(fk’) = E;rl + ]’;;_1 € o(a) is invertible as

(w2 () T
e {<<Tz,w>,x/z> (w2) € 1), 210

For (w,z) € I, € &, we have

T(w,x) = (Bw,wi(x)) € I; or (1/2,1)~ according as w; = 71 or 7. (3.17)

Since T(Iy) = Iy + (1/2,1)~ = I} + 3.3, I € 0(@), we thus see that T : I; — T(I;)
is invertible as

T—1 o ((Tlvw)vzr) ((w,:c) € '["1—)’
T, o) = {((TQ,W),x/z) (w,z) € If, k > 0). (3.18)

By symmetry we obtain a similar result for T: };j — f@: ).
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Let us now prove (M1). For w = (wy,ws,...) and for z € X, we write &,(w, ) = wy,.
It suffices to show

& =n}t,{&=m}e€gG, n=12 ..., (3.19)
PN
<2Lm22im) €G. i=0,1,...2"—1, m=0,1,2,.... (3.20)

To obtain {&; =7} € G, we have

{flle}ZZ{fl:Tl}ﬂ};;ﬂLZ{fl:Tl}ﬂT/j (3.21)

£>0 k>0
() 0 () 0T (ST o e
k>0 k>1 j=0
and hence we obtain
{&n=71}= Tﬁ(n*l){fl =7}t eg. (3.23)

Since {&, = o} ={&, = 11} € G, we have proved (3.19).

We proceed to show (3.20) by induction. The case m = 0 is obvious; (0,1)~ = Xeg.
Suppose (3.20) holds for m and let us prove that (3.20) holds also for m + 1. Set

o = {1_1 PR (324
and
Wo=m+-+mn, n>1 (3.25)

Note that ({W,},P) is the simple symmetric random walk on Z starting from 0. For
k € Z, we denote the first hitting time of k£ for the random walk by

o =inf{n >1:W, =k} (3.26)

Since ({W,},P) is irreducible recurrent, we have P(¢;" < oo) =1 for all k € Z.

For any i = 0,...,2™ — 1 so that -2t < 1 Wewanttoshow( : i)NGQ. We

2m+1 — 2 2m+17 2m+1
divide it into
i i+l = i+ 1\" W
(2—m+1"2m+1) :Z<W’ 2m—+) Nt =n}, (3.27)
n=1

where ©", can be regarded as the first hitting time of m for the random walk starting
from m + 1. On the event {¢"] = n}, we have {_j 00 & () €(0, 555 ) for all j <n,
so that o0& 10---0&(x) =2"Wig for all j < n. Hence

i i+ 1\" ~ (i i+1\"
(2m+1’W) ﬂ{@%:n}:<T <2—m72—m) )ﬂ{gowl:n}. (3.28)

13



Since T*”(Qim, ’;—ml)N € G by the assumption of induction and since
{o" =n}€o(&,....&) €, (3.29)
we obtain (zmiﬂ, ;{fl)w € G foriv=0,1,...,2™ — 1. By symmetry, we also obtain

(L i)N €Gfori=2m2m41,...,2"" — 1. We have now obtained (3.20).

2m+1 9 2m+1

The proof is therefore complete. O

We have seen in Proposition 3.2 that ais a Markov partition, and so we see by Theorem
2.1 that our dynamical system (X I, T) is conjugate to (Y, o ¢ ,0), where Y, b, etc.
are so defined as in Section 2. Note that, for s,t € a, we have

BET) = A(gg(;_ 0 _ EA(SQS?%) — 4(s,1), (3.30)

and so the transition matrix P = (ﬁ(g,’tv))g,;ea is irreducible recurrent.

Proposition 3.3. Regarding the Hata map with p = 1/2, the dynamical system (X I, T)
1s conjugate to the Markov chain (X Vs T), which is irreducible recurrent. Consequently,
the dynamical system (X, )\, T) is conservative ergodic, and so the measure ji is a unique
(up to a constant multiple) A-a.c. o-finite T-invariant measure.

Proof. We write T;é\ for the Perron—Frobenius operator of T with respect to . For A €
B(R), B € B(X) and s € «, we have

/T Is- laxpdp = / 15 laxpo T dli (3.31)
1(s)

)\(s) 0 Xls 1a(0w)1p(wi (7)) P(dw)da (3.32)

p(s) .

o) A3 21:2/ ) - (@) (7;)'dx (3.33)

% 2 ZZ:Q/X ; Lrsne(x) - 1p(x) (77 1) da (3.34)

- /)~( Z (% ’ % ’ % - (Tz‘1)/1(7'isﬁt)N> : 1A><B dﬁ (335)

Since (1;5 Nt)~ =t or () (see (iii) of Proposition 3.2) and since (7;})’ is constant on t, we
obtain the representation

,fx/\lg = Zc(s, )y, s€ea (3.36)

tea

14



for some function ¢(s,t) on a x a. Since g is locally constant on &, we have

c(s,t) = L/ TM - . 1-dji = ﬁ(gﬂf_li) _ fi(s) . )\(Em T_lﬂ _ ﬁ(s)ﬁ(gﬂ f‘lﬂ
NS i @0 @ O
(3.37)
which shows, by Proposition 2.2, that v; = 1o 5—1_ 0

For the proof of Theorem 1.1, we appeal to Thaler—Zweimiiller’s result [39]. We set

13
J = <Z’Z) = I +1If, R ::< ) Z[,;, R* = ( ) Zﬁ (3.38)
so that J+ R~ + Rt = X, where the identities hold mod . By the fact that
—1p— 1 - —1p— 5 -
R = O’§ CR, 7, RW= 0,§ CJ+ R modA (3.39)

and by symmetry, we see that J dynamically separates R~ and E*, in the sense that

(w,z) € R* and T*(w,z) € RT imply T(w, z) € J. (3.40)
We may call J the junction and R™ and R~ the rays. We denote the first return time by
05w, x) = inf{n >1:T"(w,z) € j} (3.41)

and set
Jo 1= j, g, = jcﬂ{goJ:n} (n=1,2,...). (3.42)

(Note that jn is not of the form jn =QxJ,.) For N =1,2,..., we denote the wandering
rate of J by

:Z_u (TN {p;>n}) /(Z T35 ) (3.43)

and the wandering rate of J through R* by

=

N—-1
wy(J, RE) =Y (I NT'REN{p;>n}) = W(JNT'RE) + > fi(J, N R*).

n=1

S
Il
o

(3.44)

Recall that )" is the first hitting time of & for the simple symmetric random walk
({W,},P), which has been introduced in (3.26).
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Lemma 3.4. Forn > 1, it holds that

TlfnlJ nizt (W, @) = ¢l (2), Té\"ljn(w,x) =cyly(z), A-a.e., (3.45)
where
Cni= (2" = 1) 27FP(p", = n). (3.46)
k=1

Proof. By symmetry and by jn C Rt + E*, it suffices to show

/)z 91(w)g2(2)T5™ 5 - (w, ) P(dw)p(dz) = e, E[g] / 92(y) p(dy) (3.47)

Iy
for all gy € L>(P) and g, € L>®(p). For k > 1, we have
NI =L NT 'R n---NnT-" YR nT"J =I_n{x% =n}, (3.48)

where " can be regarded as the first hitting time of 0 for the random walk starting from

k. The left hand side of (3.47) equals to

| @i ro o) ()l () Blp(de) (349
X
=3 / go(n 01 0+ 0wt (1) 1w _y (@)1, (D) P(dw)p(dz)  (3.50)
E[g: Z/ g2(2% ) ) p(dz) P(%, = n) (3.51)
p(ly) Aly) oo w
=Elg /g y)1,-(y — - — - 27" pu(dy) P(¢”, = n), 3.52
k=1
which equals to the right hand side of (3.47). Here, the equality (3.51) can be obtained
by the same argument as that of the proof of (3.20) of Proposition 3.2. O

We study the wandering rate asymptotics as follows.

Lemma 3.5. The following assertions hold as N — oo:

(i) wy(J \/7]\[1/2 and wy (J, R rv—\/iNl/2

(ii) @ ZTW (w,2) — 2+ 1,(x) uniformly on J;
Wy
1 = -
(111) W ZTAnlJ it (W, @) = 4 - 1z (x) uniformly on J.
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Here by ay ~ by we mean ay /by — 1.

Proof. Let 0 < z < 1. By the strong Markov property and stationarity, we have
z w z z w z
E‘P‘jﬁ:_E%@& _:_E@712 _
2 S B2+ 5 2( 2¥-1)% + 5
and so we obtain, for any k > 1,

Ex¢"% = <EZ“0W1)k = <—1 —Vi- z2)

z

k

Let us study the asymptotic behavior. As z 1 1, we have

w:zl—Ez*"Kvlz\/1_2(\/1+Z_\/1_Z) N\/ﬁvl—z.

z

The generating function of {¢,} can be computed as

chz = Z (2"t —1)27* iz”[@(gpwk =n) i 2kt 1) 27 (1 — w)*
k=1 n=1 k=1

21 —w) 1—-w [ 2
= — ~y ) — 1.
w 1+w 1—=2 as 21

By the Tauberian theorem (see [39, Proposition 4.2]), we obtain

N-1 5
E Ch, :2\/jN1/2 as N — oo.
s

(i) By Lemma 3.4, we have

N—-1
wn (TR TN TR + 3 [ T . 0)
— /X

1 /(15 — ”»
“5n((1:3)) + Zen ) = 35+ 5 ZCn 2

n=1

as N — co. We also obtain

- . e 2
wy(J) = wn(J, R +wn(J,R7) +a(JNT 1) ~ \/iNl/2 as N — oo.
T
(iii) Again by Lemma 3.4, we obtain
N—1 N-1
1 Yo ¢

— N7 wx)=-=2=L " ] s(z) = 4-1x(x
o) 2o TR s ) = st L) (@)

as N — oo, where the convergence occurs uniformly in (w, ).

(ii) This claim is obvious by (iii) and (i).
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(3.60)

(3.61)

(3.62)



Let us now complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Proposition 3.1 shows that the measure p given in (1.15) is a A-a.c.
o-finite T-invariant measure. Proposition 3.3 shows uniqueness.

By Lemma 3.5, we see that the assumptions of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 of [39] are all
satisfied, and therefore we obtain the arcsine and Darling-Kac laws (1.16). O

4 Proof for the mBGI map

The proof for the mBGI map is quite similar to that for the Hata map.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. For the mBGI map with p = 2/3, we have

I k>1 It E>1

nl, =4 F (k2 ), nll =3 (k21) (4.1)
Zj:o Ij (k=0) Zj:o Ij (k=0)

nl, =15, (k>0), nll=I_,(k>0), (4.2)

where I,’s and I;/’s have been introduced in (1.24). The transition probability q(s,t)
defined in (3.1) is given as

5 if (s,t) = (I, If,,) or (IF, I;,) for k>0
q(s,t) = ¢ 2 if (s,t) = (I, ,1, ) or (", I} ) for k>1. (4.3)
2ogmr if (s,t) = (I, 1) or (Ig, I}7) for j >0

Noting that the random walk {W} on Z such that W} — W/ _| = 2 with probability 1/3
and W/ — W/ | = —1 with probability 2/3 is irreducible recurrent (see, e.g., [23, Propo-
sition 9.14]), we can easily see that the transition matrix @ = (q(s,?))s.teq is irreducible
recurrent. The ()-invariant measure p on « is characterized by the recurrence relations:

1 2 2 1

1 9 2 1
L) =3pTy) + 5p(T5) + 5 gigp(y)s R =0,12,00, (4.5)

where we understand that p(/=,) = p(I%,) = 0. The measure p on « defined by

o) = plIf) = @@ o

1
— (=1 —1)-27%2 k=0.1.2.... 4.6
8 3 +3 ( ) ) 9 ) =y S ) ( )

is easily proved to be a unique (up to a constant multiple) @-invariant measure.

In a similar way to that for the Hata map, we can prove that the X—partition
o

a:{gzsea}:{ﬁg,fg} , (4.7)

k=0
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is a Markov partition, and that the dynamical system ()? s 1, T ) is conjugate to the irre-

ducible recurrent Markov chain (X, 7, 7T'), where p is given as (1.25). Consequently, the

dynamical system ()Af " f) is conservative ergodic, and so the measure j is a unique (up

to a constant multiple) A-a.c. o-finite T-invariant measure.

For the junction, we may take

13

Then the Perron—Frobenius operator satisfies

~£"ljn(w,x) =c1;(x), Mae.,

< 3v2(8 1 NN /1\* ,
=N (2 () (2 P =n).
T 26 (3*3 ( 2) (2)) (o= =m)

From the formula (4.9), we can derive the wandering rate asymptotics

where

- 2
wn(J) ~ \/;Nl/2 as N — oo,

which completes the proof by the help of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 of [39].
To obtain (4.11), we utilized the following formula instead of (3.55):

w=1—Ez*M ~y1l—2z asz7T1.
To obtain this formula, we note that

/ / 2 \ 3 2
Ezﬂo‘ivl — %EZWKVS —+ ?Z = %(Ez‘;@%) + 327 0 <z < 1

and hence w? — 3w® = =2 . (1 — z), which yields

w:\/t?:\/1_1w/3-1_zw-(1—z)~\/1—z as z 11,

since w . 0 as z 1 1.

5 Proof for the Pelikan map

(4.8)

(4.9)

(4.10)

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

For the Pelikan map, the X—partition a fails to be a Markov partition, and so we must

take up another partition to reduce the problem to a Markov chain.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. For the Pelikan map with p = 1/2, we have

Ly (k>1)
Tlfk: 00 s TQIk:Ik+1 (k’ZO), (51)
{Zjo I; (k=0)

where [I;,’s have been introduced in (1.19). The transition probability ¢(s,t) defined in
(3.1) is given as

if (s,t) = (I, I—1) or (g, [j41) for k> 1

q(s,t) = { 5 if (s,t) = ({o, I;) for 7 =0,2,3,... (5.2)
5T if (s,8) = (Lo, )

N[ =

We easily see that () is irreducible and we can prove similarly to the Hata map that @) is
recurrent. The @Q-invariant measure p on « is characterized by

1

1 1
pUk) = 5pker) + 5p(Ie-1) + gz pllo), K=0,1,2,..., (5.3)

where we understand that p(/_;) = 0, and the measure p on « defined by
p(ly) =272 (2" —1).27%1 k=0,1,2,..., (5.4)
is easily proved to be a unique (up to a constant multiple) @)-invariant measure.

Unfortunately, the A-partition @ = {5 : s € a} is not a Markov partition for (X, i, T),
because the map T : Iy — Tl is not invertible. To overcome this difficulty, we write

s = {fl = Tl} N g, s = {fl = 7'2} ﬂg, S € Q. (55)

By a similar argument to the Hata map using the recurrence of the simple symmetric
random walk, we can prove that the A-partition of X defined by

& :{}’;1, T,;Q}OO (5.6)

k=0

is a Markov partition, and consequently the dynamical system ()? 1L, f) is conjugate to
(Y*,fio (¢*)71,0), where [1 is given as (1.20), and the graph shift Y* is defined as

Y ={3" = (30, 87,852, ..) sy, 87,852, ... ea”} (5.7)
with the Borel bijection 5* : X — Y* defined as
0" (w, ) = 3" with T"(w, z) € 5% for all n. (5.8)
The transition probability on a* defined as

~ X(E'Xl N1 ) IA(snxT't)
DF (XL $X2) = _ _ 1 ¢ ) ]
p (S ) ) )\(};Xl) 2 )\(S) 9 st €, X1, X2 € {7_177_2} (5 9)
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Noting that ﬁ*(EX,?“) = ]3*(37‘7?2) and
FE )+ ) =gs, 1), stea (5.10)

we can prove that the transition matrix P* is irreducible recurrent. We can then prove
that the dynamical system (X, T) is conjugate to the irreducible recurrent Markov
chain (Y*, VL, 0), where the measure vz on Y is defined as

va([55°, 510 s]) = (s )p (507, STt (5, 857) - (S - (5.11)

For the junction, we may take

J = (% 1) = I. (5.12)

By a similar argument to that for the Hata map, we obtain
T0"15 (w,7) = 2c,14(), Mae., (5.13)

where ¢, is given in (3.46), and obtain the wandering rate asymptotics

~ 2
wy(J) ~ \/;Nl/2 as N — oo, (5.14)

which completes the proof by the help of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 of [39]. U
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