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RIGOROUS COMPUTATION OF LINEAR RESPONSE FOR
INTERMITTENT MAPS

ISAIA NISOLI AND TOBY TAYLOR-CRUSH

ABSTRACT. We present a rigorous numerical scheme for the approximation of
the linear response of the invariant density of a map with an indifferent fixed
point, with explicit and computed estimates for the error and all the involved
constants.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [38] Ruelle proved that for certain perturbations of uniformly hyperbolic de-
terministic dynamical systems the underlying SRB measure changes smoothly. He
also obtained a formula for the derivative of the SRB measure, called the linear
response formula [35]'. Since then, the topic of linear response has been a very
active direction of research in smooth ergodic theory. Indeed, the work of Ruelle
was refined in the uniformly hyperbolic setting [12, 25], extended to the partially
hyperbolic setting [15], and has been a topic of deep investigation for unimodal
maps, see [8], the survey article [7], the recent works [3, 9, 14, 39] and references
therein. More recently, the topic of linear response was also studied in the con-
text of random or extended systems [6, 16, 18, 23, 31, 40, 44]. Optimisation of
statistichal properties through linear respone was develope in [1, 2, 22, 30].

Numerical algorithms for the approximation of linear response for uniformly
expanding maps, via finite rank transfer operators was obtain in [4] and via dy-
namical determinants and periodic orbits in [37]%, and for uniformly hyperbolic
systems [26, 35, 36].

Our work extends the methods in [4] to intermittent maps far from the bound-
ary, allowing us to compute the linear response for LSV maps, a Version of the
Manneville-Pomeau family, [34] as the exponent at the indifferent fixed point changes.

Linear response for indifferent fixed point maps has been investigated in [5,
10, 32], but three important questions have to be addressed to obtain a rigorous
numerical approximation scheme:

(1) how to approximate efficiently the involved discretized operators;

(2) how to bound the approximation errors involved in the discretization;

(3) how to bound explicitly and efficiently the constants used in the proofs of
[5, 10, 32].
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ISee also earlier related work [29]. See also [24] for a comprehensive historical account including
literature from physics.

2See also [28] for related work on dynamical determinants.
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In our paper we provide answers to the three questions above for general inter-
mittent maps and present an explicit computation for LSV type maps. Our scheme
and tecniques are very flexible and can be easily adapted to other one dimensional
nonuniformly expanding maps whose associated transfer operators do not admit a
spectral gap (or a uniform spectral gap) as long as the linear response formula can
be obtained via inducing with the first return map.

In the text are presented some numerical remarks, that allow the reader to get
an overview of some of the delicate points of the implementation.

The paper is divided as follows: in Section 2 we state the hypothesis on the
dynamical system and state our results, in Section 3 we present the theory behind
the approximation of the density for the induced map, in Section 4 we discuss
the approximation of the linear response for the induced map, in Section 5 we
discuss pulling back the measure to the original map and normalizing the density,
in Section 6 we give a proof of the fact that the error may be made as small as
wanted, in Section 7 we compute an approximation with an explicit error of the
linear response for an LSV map; section 8 is devoted to computing effective bounds
for the constants in [5, 32] and section 9 explains the tecnique we use to compute
some of the functions involved in our approximation.
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2. HYPOTHESIS ON THE MAP AND STATEMENT OF THE RESULTS

We are interested in approximating the invariant density and linear response for
one dimensional interval maps with an indeterminate fixed point by inducing. In
particular we wish to gain explicitly calculable error bounds in the L' norm. We
use an induced map on [0.5,1], to gain a map with good statistical properties to
approximate an invariant density and linear response, and then using a formula used
in [5] to pull back our approximation to the invariant density and linear response
of the full map. We apply this method to a family of Pomeau-Manneville maps to
gain an approximation of the statistics with explicit error.

2.1. Interval maps with an inducing scheme. We introduce now a class (fam-
ily) of interval maps which are non-uniformly expanding with two branches, for
which one can construct an inducing scheme which allow it to inherit the linear
response formula from the one for the induced system.

e Let V be a neighbourhood of 0. For any € € V| T;.: [0,1] — [0, 1] is a non-
singular map, with respect to Lebesgue measure, m, with two onto branches
Toe: [0,0.5] — [0,1] and Ty : [0.5,1] — [0,1]. The inverse branches of
To,e, T1,e are respectively denoted by go. and g1 .. We call Ty := T the
unperturbed map, and T, for € # 0, the perturbed map.

e We assume that for each ¢ = 0,1 and j = 0,1,2 the following partial
derivatives exist and satisfy the commutation relation

(2.1) 9e9\) = (8egi.0) .
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e We assume that 7, has a unique absolutely continuous invariant measure®
(up to multiplication) whose Radon-Nikodym derivative will be denoted by
he, and we denote for simplicity h = hg.

e Let T, be the first return map of 7, to A, where A := [0.5,1]; i.e., for
reA

To(z) = TR (2),
where

R.(x) =inf{n >1: T (z) € A}.
We assume that 7. has a unique absolutely continuous invariant measure
(up to multiplication) with a continuous density denoted he € CO.

e Let Q be the set of finite sequences of the form w = 10", for n € NU {0}.
We set gu.e = 91,6090 - Then for z € [0,1] we have T og,, () = . The
cylinder sets [w]e = gu.e(A), form a partition of A (mod 0). For = € [0,1],

we assume
(2.2) sup sup |g;, ()] < oo;
eeV z€[0,1]
(2.3) sup Sup |0egu,e(2)] < oo;
ecV z€[0,1]
(24) > supllgl, |l < o0;
W ecV
and
(2.5) > sup [0egl, |l < o0,
W ecV

where B denotes the set of continuous functions on (0, 1] with the norm

| flls= sup |27 f(z)],
z€(0,1]

for a fixed* ¥ > 0. When equipped with the norm || - ||5, B is a Banach space.
For ® € L', let

(2.6) Fu(®) :=1a%+ (1 —1a) Y _ o gucdl, .
weN

Note that F, is a linear operator. In fact, for = € [0,1] \ A, the formula of F, can
be re-written using the Perron-Frobenius operator of T:

(2.7) Fo(®) =120+ (1 - 1a) Y LE(® - 1(n. 1)),
k>1

where L. is the Perron-Frobenius operator associated with T¢; i.e., for ¢ € L and
e Ll

/gpoTe-@Z)dm:/gp-Le@/}dm.

It is given in [5] that the densities of the original system and the induced one are
related (modulo normalization in the finite measure case) by

(2.8) he = Fe(he).

3The T. absolutely continuous invariant measure is not assumed to be probabilistic; we allow for
Te to admit a o-finite absolutely continuous invariant measure.
4In (2.4) and (2.5) we need the assumptions to hold only for a single .
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We also define the following operator, which represents 9. F.®|.—o

(2.9) Q(I):(1_1A)Z¢./ng'awg;+q)ogw'bwa

w

/
where a, = 0cgu,c|e=0 and b, = 0cgi, .|e=o0-

2.2. Interval maps with countable number of branches. We introduce here
a class of interval maps which are uniformly expanding, with a finite or countable
number of branches, for which we will be able to prove a linear response formula.
The induced map in Subsection 2.1 is a particular case of such uniformly expanding
maps.

Let A be an interval and V' be a neighborhood of 0. Let €2 be a finite or countable
set. We assume that the maps T.: A — A satisfy

e For each € € V, there exists a partition (mod 0) of A into open intervals

A, e, w € 2 such that the restriction of T. to A, ¢ is piecewise C3, onto and

w1€| > 1. We denote by

uniformly expanding in the sense that inf,, infa, ,
Jw,e the inverse branches of T. on Ay e.

e We assume that for each w € 2 and j = 0, 1, 2 the following partial deriva-
tives exist and satisfy the commutation relation®

(2.10) 0eg = (Degu.e) .
e We assume
11
x
(2.11) Sup sup sup 0 < 00;
w eeV xeA gw 6(:1?)
and for ¢ = 2,3
2.12 sup su < 00;
(2.12) ;Eegzep 195 ()]
and for i = 1,2
2.13 sup sup [0cg’, g < 0.
(2.13) ;eere | ()|

Let L. denote the transfer operator of the map 7.; i.e., for ® € LY(A)

Z(DOQWE gwe()

weN

for a.e. € A. Under these conditions it is well known that 7, admits a unique
(up to multlphcatlon) finite absolutely continuous invariant measure. We denote its
density by he. Hence L.h. = he. Moreover, L, has a spectral gap when acting on C*
and Wk Ek = 1,2. We denote the Perron-Frobenius operator of the unperturbed
map T by ﬁ; ie., L := Ly and let h := hy.

5Note that (2.10) is satisfied when T is an induced map as in Subsection 2.1. In particular, for
each i = 0,1 and j = 0, 1,2 the following partial derivatives exist and satisfy the commutation
relation 859(]) (Begi,e) ).
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2.3. Linear response formula. In [5] it is shown that the invariant density he of
the induced map 7. is differentiable as a C° element and its linear response formula
is given by

(2.14) h* .= (I — L) *L[Aoh’ + Bohl,

where 1/ is the spatial derivative of h and

7 s Al 2l
s (a;) o (66TE v BeATE>

T2 T
Moreover, for the original map, € — h, is differentiable as an element of B; in
particular, if the conditions hold for some v < 1

he —h

e=0 e:O.

Jim || —h*|[1 =0,

and h* is given by ©

(2.15) h* = Foh* + Q.

2.4. Main result and explicit strategy. We focus on the case v < 1. The goal
of this work is to provide a numerical scheme that can rigorously approximate h*,
up to a pre-specified error 7 > 0, in the L'-norm. To obtain such a result we follow
the following steps:

(1) first provide a sequence of finite rank operators [A/n that can be used to
approximate the linear response for the induced map h* in L'(A). Since
the formula of h* involves h and &’ , we will design En so that its invariant
density, ﬁm well approximates h,, in the C'-norm,

(2) we pull-back to the original map by defining Fy'™” and QG"" by truncating
(2.6) and (2.9); i.e., for ® € L,

N*
FgPP(@) :=1a® + (1 —1a) > _ P o gu0dlg
w=1
and
N*
Qappq): (1*1A)Zq)/ogw'awgi;+¢ogw'bw
w=1
(3) finally, find N* large enough and set
(2.16) hy = F§PPhy + Q™Ph,
so that

|hy — R [l < 7.

This strategy allows us to prove the following theorem.

6Note that in the finite measure case, h* is the derivative of the non-normalized density h.. The
advantage in working with h. is reflected in keeping the operator Fe linear and to accommodate the
infinite measure preserving case. In the finite measure case, once the derivative of h¢ is obtained,
the derivative of the normalized density can be easily computed. Indeed, he = h + eh* + o(e).
Consequently, [ he = [ h+ ¢ [ h* + o(€). Hence, Ge(fh—};)\e:o =h*—h [h*.
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r;‘heorem 2.1. For any T > 0, there exists a sequence of finite rank operators
L, : LY(A) — LY(A) such that for n > 0 small enough and N* > 0 large enough

|hy — R [l < 7.

2.5. The validated numerics toolbox. While the strategy for the approximation
of the linear response may seems quite simple, to make it rigorous, i.e., with a
certified control on the error terms so that the results have the strength of proofs,
many different quantities have to be estimated explictly by means of a priori and a
posteriori estimates.

The main toolbox we use for these validated estimates consists in

(1) Interval Arithmetics and rigorous contractors as the Interval Newton Method
and the Shooting Method [12]

(2) discretization of the transfer operator, using the Ulam and Chebyshev basis
[20, 19, 43]

(3) a priori estimate on the tail of a series and rigorous bounds for a finite
number of terms.

We will introduce these methods and some of their implementation details during
the proof of our result, showing the difference with the cited references when needed.

3. APPROXIMATING THE INVARIANT DENSITY OF THE INDUCED MAP

To approximate the invariant density for the induced map two approximation
steps are needed. First we need to approximate the induced map, which has count-
able branches with a map with a finite number of branches. Then, we will discretize
the transfer operator of this map by using a Chebyshev approximation scheme.

3.1. From countable branches to finite branches. Let §, > 0 with ¢

k=
1
3 €

|U . [w]]- To simplify notation we assume without loss of generality that
o plw]. Let
. T(x) , if @ € [0k, 1],
Ty, (x) = 151 1 1 o 5
§k($—§)+§ , 1 586[0.5, k)

Then the transfer operator Ls, , associated with Ty, is acting on ® € L'(A) as:

) 1

L5, @) = 3 @ o goc(2)g), . (0) + @ (Wm —D+ 2> 201
we
n<k

for a.e. x € A.
Lemma 3.1. Let & € C1, then

I(L = Ls,)®llor < (D + DoD + 2) || @016k,

Z—; and D > 2sup,, 9, @ for il 2,y in [0.5,1].

here D :‘
where Lo - l9., ()]

"The existence of a uniform constant D > 0 is implied by condition (2.11).



RIGOROUS COMPUTATION OF LINEAR RESPONSE FOR INTERMITTENT MAPS 7

Proof. First notice that

(L= £5,)8] = |3 B0 (@)l (o) ~ B(Gu(20~ 1) + )26,

(3.1) nsk
1
<D R0 gu(@)] - gl (@) + |®(6k (20 — 1) + §)I25k
nSk
and
~ ~ /
’((L - L5k)q)) -
1
Z (@ 0 gu(x)(g,(2))? + ® 0 gu(x)gls(x)) —|P (6 (22 — 1) + 5)45i|
(32)  Insk
1
<D | 0 gul(@)] - (gl (2)” + Sup‘ % . D 1@ o gu(@)] - gl ()]
5% Cas

1
+ |9 (0r (22 — 1) + §)|4<5,3.
Now notice that by the Mean Value Theorem, 3¢, € (3, 1) such that

19,00 ~ 05| = loL (€] /2

Therefore,
1 |90, (2)| 1
3.3 ' ()] € 2[gw(1) — gu(3)] - su © =D - |g,(1) — g, (=)
(3:3) o (@) < 2l9.(1) = gu ()] - sup o ()] 190(1) = 9 (5)]
Thus, using (6.4) in (6.2) and (6.3), we obtain
(3.4)
. . ' 1
(L= Ls)o| + \((L - Ls,)) ] < [@lcoD Y 19u(1) = ()] + 1@l 025
weN
n>k

+ (110D + ollco Dsup |

gff‘l,
9l

1
) > 19(1) = g ()] + 119l ov 43}
& wEeN
n>k

= (D + DoD +2)|[® cody + ||8']|c040Z < (D + DoD + 2)||®| 1 6.
U

The next lemma shows that using the above information, the densities h and izgk
can be made arbitrarily close in C.

Lemma 3.2. For two operators, Ly and Lo, with fized points hy and hy normalised
with respect to || - ||1, and a shared Lasota-Yorke innequality

1L Flls < AN Flls + B
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for i € {1,2}, there is a C* such that | L} f||, < C*||f|,, and for any N > 1 we
have
|7 = halls < ||LY (ha = ho)lls + NC*[|(L1 — La)hol|s.

Furthermore if ||L{V\Uo||S < Cn <1 then we can have
NC[|(L1 — La)ha|ls

1-Cuy '
Proof. The value of C* is given by A\ + B, and the distance between the two fixed
points is shown as follows,

[[h1 — hal|s <

by = haolls < |IL3 Ry — L3 hal|s
< 1LY (= ha)lls + [[(LY — L3)holfs-
Note that
N
(LY = L)hy = > LY MLy — Ly) L5 "hy
k=1
N
= Y LY H(Ly — Ly)ho.
k=1
Consequently,
N
(LY = LY )ho|ls < ZC*H(Ll — Lao)ha||s
k=1
< NCT|[(L1 — L2)hels.
Given that [|h1]|1 = ||h2|l1 we have that hy — hy € U° and therefore we can bound
[|LY (hy — h2)||s by Cn||h1 — hal|s, rearranging gives us the last result. O

Remark 3.3. The operators L and .Z/(;k admit a uniform Lasota-Yorke inequality,
|24, < A" 10 + Bl

as shown in section 8.2.1, where a value for C* is found. Bounds on ||Ls, |vo|

can be found by techniques described in section 3.2.4. The C* norms of hs, and h
can be estimated using the Lasota-Yorke inequalities. We can then use lemma 3.1
to make the error in ||hs, — h||c1 as small as we like.

Next we define a finite rank operator to obtain h,, so that ||, — hs, ||c1 can be
made as small as required.

3.2. Approximating the invariant density for T(;k. To approximate the invari-
ant density, we will discretize the operator f/(;k using the basis of the Chebyshev
polynomials of the first kind. The Chebyshev basis is a basis for the space of
polynomials with a main advantage: given a continuous function f on [—1,1] the
interpolating polynomial on the Chebyshev points are ”near-best” approximants
with respect to ||.||sc [1], Theorem 16.1]; moreover if the function f is regular
enough the coeflicients of the interpolant decay ”fast” and are easily computed by
means of the Fast Fourier Transform.

Before going forward, some observations are in order, since Chebyshev polyno-
mials do not solve all the problems involved with approximation: to apply this
approximation scheme we need to prove a priori that our stationary density is
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regular enough and keep track of all the errors involved in the computation of the
coefficients. Moreover, evaluating a Chebyshev polynomial of high degree rigorously
is a delicate matter [33].

3.2.1. Chebyshev interpolation and projection. The material for this section comes
from [41], [27] and [15].

Given an f € W*P from [~1,1] — C, we can define a function F(6) on [0, 27]
by

F(0) = f(cos(8)).

The Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) on a grid of size 2N allows us to compute the
coefficients ay, of the trigonometric polynomial interpolating F on an equispaced
grid 6; = (2mi)/(2N), for ¢ in 0,...,2N — 1.

Let x; = cos(#;) for i in 1,..., N; observe that F(6;) = F(Oan—;) = f(x;). We
define the Chebyshev polynomials by the relation

T, (cos(0)) = cos(nb),

then, if we denote by by = ag/2, by—1 =an_1/2and b; = a; foralli=1,... N—2:

N-1
pla) = bTi(x),
k=0

where the aj, are the ones computed by the FFT is the interpolating polynomial of
f on the grid given by the x;.

Definition 3.4. Let f € W*1 k> 1, we define the Chebyshev (interpolating)
projection

7Tnf = Z aka(x).
k=0

Remark 3.5. If, instead of the FFT we had taken the Fourier transform of F,
the Fourier coefficients ay would define coefficients by, the Chebyshev orthogonal
expansion

+oo
fla) = bTi(a),
k=0

and the Chebyshev projection

k=0
The coefficients ay, and ay, are related by the aliasing relation:
ar = Z dk+p2na
pEZ

a-priori knowledge of the reqularity of f allows to estimate the aliasing error above.

This foundational Theorem from [11] estimates the decay rate of the Chebyshev
coefficients.



10 ISATA NISOLI AND TOBY TAYLOR-CRUSH

Theorem 3.6. For an integer v > 0, let f and its derwatives through f&—1) be
absolutely continuous on [—1,1] and suppose the v*"* derivative f®) s of bounded
variation V. Then for k > v + 1, the Chebyshev coefficients of f satisfy

2V < 2V
k(k—1)...(k—v) = w(k —v)r+1’

|be| <
™

The decay rate of Chebyshev coefficients allows us to estimate the projection
error in C° and C* norm.

Theorem 3.7. If f satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.6, with V' again the total
variation of ) for some v > 1, then for any n > v, its Chebyshev projection
satisfies

2V

nf—menéﬂwun_qun+1—w

The following theorem is a consequence of combining theorem 3.6, with the proof
of theorem 2.3 from [415],

Theorem 3.8. If f, ', ..., f*~1 are absolutely continuous on [—1, 1] and if Hf(”) Hl =

V < oo for some v > 0, then for each n > v+ 1, we have that for v > 2
4(n+1)V

(v—=2r(n—2)(n—3)...(n+1—v)’

1= @ f) o <

Proof. From the proof of theorem 2.3 from [15] we have

1F" = (o f) o <2 lanlk®

k=n+1
and theorem 3.6 then gives
i 4V k2
!/ /
— <
e TS Y )
k=n+1
4(n+1)V

S = Drm—(n—3) . (=R
|

We can use these theorems to bound the error of Chebyshev projections in the
(1 norm.

3.2.2. Numerical remarks: FFT and Chebyshev. It is important to have an explicit
estimate of the error on the coefficients introduced by the FFT. The main issue
here is that, when we computing Chebyshev points and evaluating the function f
are not exact operation. To compute rigorous inclusions of the true mathematical
value, we use Interval Arithmetics [42].

This means that we need to compute the FFT of a vector of intervals, not
of floating point numbers. The following is the consequence of a classical result
from [27] that allows us to find a vector of intervals that encloses the Fast Fourier
Transform of any element of the vector of the values. This allows us to use optimized
implementations of the FFT algorithm as FFTW [17].
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Lemma 3.9. Let f be a vector of intervals of dimension N, f,, the vector of their
midpoints, f,. the vector of their radiuses. Let a be the computed FFT of f,,. Then

logo (V) , 1
ﬁ(ﬁ I fnlly + 11 £rll5)-

where @ is the exact FFT for any f € f, n = p+v2(V2 4 p) with pu the absolute
error in the computation of the twiddle factors and 4 = 4u/(1 — 4u) where u is the
unit roundoff.

la—all, <

3.2.3. Bounding the error on the invariant density. Let m, be the Chebyshev pro-
jection and let
L, = mLs, m,
be our finite rank approximation of f/(;k.
Lemma 3.10. If1/T}, is of class C¥ then Ls, admits Lasota- Yorke like inequalities
of the form
|@sn®| < ooy [ #9| +Ae e

for some v € N for k=1,...,v. This implies that if hs, is a fized point of f/(;k

Ay
s [lwra < WH}L%HW’C*J

Remark 3.11. The Lasota- Yorke inequalities give us an upper bound on the W1
norm of the fized point. This, together with Theorems 3.7 and 3.8 permit us to
control the discretization error. To estimate our error, we need to compute the
constants of this Lasota- Yorke inequality explicitly, we refer to Subsection 7.2.3 for
the tecnique we used.

Remark 3.12. We can use theorems 3.7 and 3.8, together with lemma 3.10 to get
a bound on ||Ls, — Lyn||c1 and the techniques from section 3.2./4 to with lemma 5.2

using operators Egk and L,, in order to bound HiLgk_ — I ’01 explicitly.

This approach is now quite established, a full treatment can be found in [20, 19].

Remark 3.13. The discretized operator obtained by the Chebyshev discretization
does not preserve the value of the integral. To solve this issue, as in [19] we correct
the behaviour of the discretized operator by defining a new operator

an:ﬁnf+1-(/fdx—/ﬁnfdx)

which is guaranteed to preserve the space of average 0 measure and has eigenvalue
1, since the row vector that contains the integrals of the basis elements is preserved
by multiplication on the left.

3.2.4. Numerical remarks: convergence rates. The problem of bounding the error

in C! is now reduced to estimate ¢ such that HIA/nN\Uo o < ¢n. Since the operator

L, is of finite rank, we can use numerical methods to compute these quantities in
a rigorous way.

Given a basis {e;}; of U° normalized with respect to the C'' norm, a generic
function v in U is written as v = Zfil b;e;. We want to find a constants C}, such
that .

ILyvller < Crlloflor
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If a ¢; exists such that for all basis elements e; we have
HL,ZeiHcl S Ck.

then
N

I1L5vller < en Y bil < cxllblln
i=1
where the ¢; norm is the linear algebra norm on the coefficients; we will exhibit a

constant D such that ||.||;x < D||.||c1; then Cy < Dcy.
A Dasis of U° in the Chebyshev basis is given by

1

e = gi ,  where gi(x)zTi(a?)—/ T;(x)dz.
il o2 -1

We can link the Chebyshev coefficients a; and b; by

N 1
ag = — Z bZ / Tl(.’E)d{E
i=1 -1

and a; = b; for ¢ > 0. We can use theorem 3.6 to say

v
|ak'| < || ‘I{‘;Cl

and therefore

N N
[l
[[bler = ; [bi] < kz_l L Slog(N +1) [[vllon

so we have D =log(N + 1) and

Computationally if we take N functions
A 9i
€ = —
gl o

Lk

n

‘cl < cplog(N +1) [|v] e -

where ||g;|| o1 is a lower bound on the C' norm of g; and if we calculate each

Tk
Lnei

then take the maximum value and call it ¢, then é log(N + 1) is an upper bound
Lo

It is important to explain how we compute an upper bound for the C'* norm:
we use a classical optimization algorithm in IntervalArithmetics [42] that allows
us to give a certified upper bound, implemented in the Julia package Interval-
Optimisation.jl. The main issue here is that the Clenshaw algorithm is prone to
overestimation when evaluated on intervals [33] ; to solve this we extended the al-
gorithms in [33] to get tighter bound for the maximum of a Chebyshev polynomial
and its derivative.

on the C! contraction of ‘
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4. APPROXIMATING THE LINEAR RESPONSE FOR THE INDUCED SYSTEM

We now provide an approximation of h* in the L'-norm, through the use of the
Ulam approximation; we refer to [19, 20] for an in deep treatment of the Ulam
discretization.

Definition 4.1. The Ulam projection, is a projection 11, : L'([0.5,1]) — L1([0.5,1])
over a partition of [0.5,1], P,

1
1) = o [ o
1Al Ja
where x € A € P. The Ulam discretisation of the transfer operator Ls, is
Ly := 11, Ls, I1,,.

4.1. Error in approximating the linear response. Set

-
(4.1) hy o= LuLs,[Aohl, + Bohy).

n=0
where L,, is the Ulam approximation of f)gk.
Lemma 4.2. Recall from (2.14) that
h* = (I — L) 'L[Aok’ + Boh]
We have
(4.2)

n

.
iy = < 30D || (B = Eo) LW

n=0 i=0

* n
S k- b
n=0 =0

1

W =W+ Y|
n=l*+1

ﬁ”WH
1

where W = L[Aoh’ + Boh] and

1 N .
W) =Y / oy Aol B0+ Bl O

/ [Aoh!, + Bohy(2)dz
0k (21;—1)+1/2

forx € I; and ¢ € g, (I;).
Proof. First we must recall from (4.1) that

-
hy = LI, Ls, [Aohl, + Bohy).

n=0
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Take = € I;, then we have
I1, Ls, [Aoh!, + Bohy)(x)

o [ S, + Bohal 0 0)al(5) + (Ao, + Bof] o (3u(2y = 1) + /2y
‘w<k

1 A " 1 N .
== E / [Aohl, + Bohy)(2)dz + = / [Aohl, + Bohy)(2)dz.
M </ 9w (1) N Js(21,-1)+1/2

The estimate follows by direct calculation. Indeed, by (2.14) and the definition of
h;, we have
i~

00 r*
= | Z LW — Z LW,
Z L"W — Z Lrw,

which, by using the triangle inequality and the second resolvent identity, is bounded
above by

Z LnW Z Ln

n=0

<ZZ)
<ZZH w—Ls,)L

n=0 i=0

U S
n=0*+1

1

+Z‘

n=0*+1

anH

-
+ > (LW - L"W,)

n=0

- Z ‘
n=0*+1

. W)H 2_5:21‘
+i2H (Ls, — D)L7

L”WH

1

LZ

vl

O

Remark 4.3. The estimates in Lemma 4.2 can all be made as small as desired.
Indeed, notice that ﬁ[AoiL’ + Bom is a zero average C* function; therefore
e the last summand Y7 .| | L™ W |1 can be made, for sufficiently large
I*, small since L admits a spectral gap when acting on C*. Once this term
is estimated, * is fixed once and for all;
o the summand ZZ:O S W L—Ls, ) L2~ "Wy ||y can be made small by choos-
ing O small enough;
o the summand ZZ:O S WL, — Lu) LWy can be made small by
choosing n, the size of the Ulam discretization, small enough;
o the term I* ||(W, — W)||; can be made small by reducing J,.

5. NORMALISING THE DENSITY AND THE LINEAR RESPONSE.

Ultimately the goal is to approximate the dynamics of the system, so we would
like the invariant measure to be a probability measure. This is not always possible
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for maps with indeterminate fixed points, however it was shown in [10] that a fixed
point of the transfer operator of an LSV map is bounded above by Cz~%, for some
constant C, giving a maximum integral of %, so we can make our calculated
density a probability density by normalising with respect to its integral, which will
give us a new error of

h

hn h [ hdm — [ h,dm
J hndm [ hdm

hn
o Hfhndm_ Thodm " Thdm | ndm
<||h—hn||1Jr Al [1h = hally o 17— hall,

1

= [ hndm Jhdm [ hpdm — " [h,dm
and if we ensure that the integral is preserved throughout the approximation then
B — b
the error is W

Since the Chebyshev approximation does not preserve the integral we use the
first estimate to bound

hn, h

J hndm [ hdm

1

where we calculate the integral of h,, by

1 1 N*
/ FPPh dy = / hydz + Z H, 0g,(1) — H, 0g,(0.5)
0 0

5 o=

where Hy(z) = [y hndz.
The linear response for the normalised invariant density is then p* such that

h o he
lim Jhdm  [hedm _ ol =0
e—0 €
1
we get from this
h_ _ __he h he
H [hdm [ hedm «|l | J hdm J h+eh*+o(e2)dm %
=P = -p
€ €
1 1
h he
|l - e ki o@ldm
- ¢ Thdm([[h+ eh* + o(2))dm) 1
which tells us that
« h" h [ h*dm
P = Tham ~ ([ hdm)?’
Letting
h* hy, h [h*dm  hy fh:;dm

A

T Tham  Jhydm  © " (hdm)® (] hedm)?
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the error on the normalised linear response is calculated as follows,
h* 7hfh*dm7 hy, Jrhnfhj;dm
[hdm ([ hdm)?  [hpdm ([ hndm)?
h* hy, h* [(hy, — h)dm
- — B
Thndm ~ [hwdm = [hdm [ hndm
h* —hy  h* [(h, —h)dm
n n
= B
[ hndm + [ hdm [ h,dm +
ho [ hydm b [ h*dm
(f hndm)? ([ hdm)? ||,
o [ hsdm (hy + (h = hn)) ([ Bpdm — ||h* = hs,
(J hndm)? (f hndm + ||l = D)
(h = ) (J Biydm — |[B* = h3][) = B [[B* = B3],
(J hndm + [l = b 1)?
ho | Wydm (2 [ Bndm [l = Boll, + [|h = hall7)
(J hndm +||h = b l)? ([ )

1

1

1

)

IN

A+

:A—

This allows us to bound the L! error of the normalised linear response by

Bl (ally = 12 = Rl TBnlly
b = hally (2], = |2 = B3]]) . Bl [|0* = R,
(Pnlly + [1h = Rall,)? (Pnlly + (12 = Rall;)?
2([ps )l 1h = hally 51|, 1h = R}

Pnlly + 12 = hall)?  (hnlly + 117 = Rl )? [[Pnll,

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

In this section we give a proof of the main result in the paper, i.e., that we can
approximate as well as we want the linear response.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Using (2.16) we have
1" = Ryl < [[Foh™ = FgPPhy[l1 + |Qh — QPP hnx
< ||Foh* — Fohi |1 + || Fohl — F3PPR |y
+ HQh - thHl + ||th - Qapphn‘ll
=)+ {II)+ (III)+ (IV).

(6.1)

By (2.6), we get
@<l =i+ Y [
weQ’A°

< b = Bl + b = Bl - S gLl /A rd.
w

(ﬁ* 0 gy — iL;; ogw) g{u‘ dx
(6.2)



RIGOROUS COMPUTATION OF LINEAR RESPONSE FOR INTERMITTENT MAPS 17

Using (2.6) again, we have

i< Y [ |rosd|ir<iigle Y s [ o
(6.3) |wl|>N= 7 A° |[w]| >N~ A
. \ N /
Sm'ﬂhnﬂm' > lglls.
|[w]|>N*

Note that by (2.4), one can choose N* large enough so that (I7) is sufficiently
small. Using (2.9), we have

(II1) Z/ ogw—h ogw) awgw‘dx—l—Z/

weN weN

—Bnogw) -bw‘da?.

Now using (2.3), (2.5), and the change of variables y,, = g,,(z) we get
(6.4)

(II1) <bup|a,w|Z/

) = B ) [ = llen - S s [ o da

weN weN
=Sgp|aw|-||h'—h;||1+21_w Zl\b I - [l = hinllco
weN
SmaX{Sgplawl,Ql o |B} I = huller.
wEN

Finally, using (2.9) again, we have

Z / b}, 0 g - augl,

[w]|> N [w]|> N+

bw‘ de.

Using (2.3) and (2.4) in the first integral, and using (2.5) in the second integral, we
choose N* large enough and get
(6.5)

1 71 ! 7
(IV)_m sup aw| - || flco - > o lgbls+lalico - D llblls

[[w]|>N~ [[w]|>€N*

Choosing [* in 4.1 to make » _. ‘ I:"WHC1 small enough, followed by &k and

7 to make (6.2) and (6.4) small enough, then choosing N* in (6.3) and (6.5) so
(I)+ (II)+ (III) + (IV) < 7 completing the proof. O

7. APPLICATION TO AN EXAMPLE

In this section we will apply our algorithm to a classical example of maps with an
indifferent fixed point, strictly related to Pomeau-Manneville maps, the Liverani-
Saussol-Vaienti map. The behaviour of this map is determined by the exponent «;
if @ € (0,1) it is a non-uniformly expanding map with an absolutely continuous
invariant probability measure; if & > 1 there is an absolutely continuous invariant
infinite measure.
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/Z
T O

(A) The map T (B) The induced map T

0

s 1

ol

FIGURE 1. The inducing scheme for T in (7.1).

7.1. Definition of the map and the induced map. The equation of the map
is

1+ 2%%) if i
& T(r) = {ﬂ e i€ 0,3

20 —1ifx € (3,1]

Numerical assumption 7.1. We fir « =0.125 in our example. This is the value
corresponding to € = 0 in the previous section.

We construct the inducing scheme as in Subsection 2.1. Let zf = 1, 2 = 2, and
p 1
x, = gw(i) for n > 2.

Letting w = 10" and g, = g1 o g%, then cylinder set [w] is given by g,([0.5,1]) =
(il' ZEn 1]

Then T : A — A is a piecewise smooth and onto map with countable number of
branches and it satisfies all the assumptions of subsection 2.1. See Figure 1 for a
pictorial representation of the above inducing scheme.

7.1.1. Numerical remark: the Shooting Method. To approximate rigorously the op-
erators in this paper we need a rigorous way to approximate long orbits given a
coding, i.e., we need to be able to compute

z=gu(y) =g1095 " (v)
i.e. we need to be able to compute = € [0.5, 1] such that

T (z) =y, T'(x)€[0,0.5]

forie{1,...,n}.

To solve this problem efficiently and obtain tight bounds on x is tricky taking
preimages sequentially leads to propagation of errors and the computed interval
ends up being not usable.

The main idea is to substitute the equation above with the following system of
equations (this tecnique is called the Shooting Method, and we were introduced to
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FiGURE 2. The approximation map with k& =200

it by W. Tucker)
T(I’l) — Ty = 0 T € [05, 1]
T(ZEQ) — T3 = 0 To € [0,05]
T($3) —x4=0 x3¢€ [0, 05]

T(zn)—y=0 =z, €[0,0.5].

We will use the rigorous Newton method [42], to simultaneously enclose z1, . . ., Z,,.
This way we are solving a unique system of equations instead of propagating back-
wards the error through solving equations with a “fat” variable. Given a function
¢ : R™ — R™ and a vector of intervals & = (&1, ..., %,) the rigorous Newton step is
given by

N(&) =2 Nmid(2) — Dp(2) ' p(mid(2)),
where the intersection between interval vectors is meant componentwise and mid is
a function that sends a vector of intervals to the vector of their midpoints [42].

In our specific case, the shooting method is numerically well behaved: denoting
by ¢(x1,...,2,) = (T(21) — x9,...,T(x,) — y)T, the Jacobian D¢ is given by a
bidiagonal matrix, whose ¢ — th diagonal entry is 7’(x;) and the superdiagonal
entries are constant and equal to —1. In particular, this guarantees us that the
Jacobian is invertible, since its eigenvalues correspond to the diagonal elements
and these are bounded away from 0. Moreover a bidiagonal system is solved in
time O(n) by backsubstitution, with small numerical error, and these assumptions
guarantee that the interval Newton method converges.

This allows us to compute tight enclosure of g, (y), g, (y), which allows us to
compute discretizations of the transfer operator.

7.2. Computing the error when taking a finite number of branches. Since
we cannot calculate values for maps with infinitely many branches on the computer
we use an approximating map as described in subsection 3.1, this is depicted in
figure 2 for av =0.125. To calculate bounds on the C' distance between the systems
these maps define we use lemma 3.1 and find D and Dg for LSV maps. Estimating
these bounds efficiently is delicate since it involves estimating the sum (and the
tail) of converging series whose general term is going to zero slowly. The estimates
in literature [5, 32] give rise to values that are impractical for our computations;
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as an example, the value of the constant Cg in [32] computed according to their
proof is of the order of 1025, which makes its use in our computations unfeasible,
therefore some work is needed to give sharper bounds for the constants. Since
these estimates are quite technical and need the introduction of specific notations,
we separate them in the appendix not to hinder the flow of the sections.

In section 8.2 we bound Dy <0.2513 and D <1.286, so

H(ﬁfﬁ(;k) < (D +DoD +2)0, < 3.609 6

.
can be made as small as needed by increasing k.
Choosing k =200 gives HL Ly, < 77431072

7.2.1. Bounding Hﬁgk — EH - In section 8.2.1 we prove the following Lasota-Yorke
c
inequality
| 251 ., <2490 05)" I fllea +6.206 |1

The Lasota-Yorke inequality implies that
|Z5s , <752,

which together with Lemma 3.3, and the fact proved in section 7.3.5 by using the
methods from [21] that

24
HL5k|U0 01557
allowing us to bound
P 4 - 7452 - Aoa .
72) bl < e (e~ D < 2734010710 |jh
(7.2) oullon S T=oamer NI Eee — DR < o
Observing that H}ALHCW < |lhs, CI+HH — hs, o and a bound on Hﬁgk o in section

8.2.1 gives us a final error of 2.113-107°

7.2.2. Computing the discretization error. The truncated operator ﬁak satisfies the
following Lasota-Yorke like inequalities®

I(LE) £ Il <AMIF |+ 1785 | £]]1
ICEZ )|l <A1 £7]]2 + 0.3076|f||x + 6.57| £1]2
(Lo £)" 11 SN 7|1 + 0145 £|]1 + 1.98]|f'[|1 + 36.96]| f||1
IR HD N <A FD )+ 0.057|F |1+ 1.49][£”[11 + 16.97|| f'[]1 + 559.4] | f|x
LR ANl <X £y +0.0199]| D1 + 0.85]| ||y
1757 f"||1 + 794.59| | £'||1 + 10086|| f| 1
(L3 NN <A™ 911+ 0.0066]| £]]1 + 0.41]| £ 2]y
+13.33(| B [|1 + 895|| ||, + 24840.2(| /|| + 684431|||]1.

Since we know ||hs,||; =1 for f a probability density, we can use these to get a
bound on thi) H which is calculated to be 7.953-105 . Denoting by an = Wnﬁ(;k Tn
1

8it is straightforward to see that these inequalities imply Lasota-Yorke inequalities on W*! with
weak norm Wk—1L1,
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05 0.6 0.7 08 0.9 1.0

FIGURE 3. The invariant density of the induced map as calculated
according to section 3.1.

the discretized operator on the base of Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind of
degree up to n, the same Lasota-Yorke inequalities allow us to compute

o

< 3.297-1071 .
Cl

This, together with the computed bounds on the C! mixing rate in table 1 gives

TABLE 1. Calculated contraction rates of our discretised opera-

tors.
k| |28 1o| | |25,
1 3.674 1
2 1.254 1
3 0.4237 1
4 0.1427 1
5 | 0.04799 1
6 | 0.01613 1
7 | 0.005421 1
8 | 0.001821 1
9 | 0.0006119 1
10 | 0.0002056 | 0.09782
11 | 0.0007551 | 0.02349
us an error of
h—h,| < 3.833-1079 ;
Cl

in figure 3 a plot of the approximated density is presented.

7.2.3. Numerical remark: automated Lasota-Yorke inequalities. We detail a way
to automatically calculate Lasota-Yorke type inequalities for transfer operators in
Wk Following [11] let

f(y)
Lif = Z T
yeT~1(x)
From this follows

(7.3) (Lif)" = L1 [+ kLi(f D),
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02

01

00 -

—o1 |

FIGURE 4. The linear response of the induced map as calculated
according to Section 4.

where D = (1/7"(x))" is the distorsion. We use the formula above to compute
symbolical expressions for the derivatives (L f)®.

We use Interval Arithmetic and higher order Automatic Differentiation [12](as
implemented in TaylorSeries.jl) to compute bounds for

|
This allows us to bound the coefficients of the Lasota-Yorke inequalities.

7.3. Approximating the linear response for the induced map. We approx-
imate the linear response of our induced map using (4.1) which uses the Ulam
approximation of I:u = Huﬁgk 1L, where II,, is the Ulam discretisation with parti-
tion size n = 9.537-10~7 . We get our error from lemma, 4.2, which gives us four
terms that need to be bound, each of which is done in the appendix, 7.3.2, 7.3.3,
7.3.4 and 7.3.7 for [* = 988 andk: 200 :

1) S o> OH — Ls,) | < 0.0007662
(@) S S | s - DL
(3) 1" W, ~ W|, < 3.055-10° 7
(4) S O‘L”WH < 2.10-289

this gives us a total error ‘

< 9.616-107%

he — e,

. < 0.0007666

7.3.1. The contraction rates of Ls, in the BV norm. In order to bound Hﬁgk |
BV

we use lemma 7.13 from [4] to bound
|25, = ]|, < Anllfllgy + Ba 71,

from which we can use Cy , to bound HLSL’C‘UU

. S Alfllpy + (B + Cun) lIflly

and the Lasota-Yorke inequality (1) from section 8.2.1, and use the small matrix
method from [20]. We have

L3 J XM (I
H\\égkﬁﬁf : <An anu,n) ( fﬁf)'
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We take C, 11 < 0.02349 from table 1, together with the calculation H ([A/};i — [A/}Ll)fH
1

0.002927 || f|l gy + 0.0182 |/ f]|;, which gives the largest eigenvalue of the small
matrix p = 0.09785 .

IA

7.3.2. Bounding Item (1). We can bound Zn 0, H( — Ls,)Lm by
theorem 7.13 of [1], from (1) we have
s £ < 5 1y +2(0:2513+ 1) |11,

We refer to [20] for the proof of

o | = Dflly <nVar(f) <nllflsv,
o M, <1,

‘L(sk ) <1.

In the theorem the value of Cy = 1, so we have all of the values we need for the
theorem’s N =1 case. The theorem then gives

9 ol LRSI b ol

n=1i=0
w|| and ‘ Au
1
numerical methods, since W, explicitly represented on the computer, so we can
compute an enclosure of L, W, by rigorous matrix multiplication; for a function f
in the Ulam basis with coefficients v; we have explicit functions that allow us to
compute the Ly, BV and L* norms, i.e.:

1flle =0 ol Var(f) =) loiss =i, [1f]loe = max fui].

We compute a bound

S5k - b

n=0 7=0

n—u
Lu W

5 I n—1 .
BV + 77§M Z Z H u
n=1 i=0

explictly by using validated
v

We can calculate ‘ Au

S 0.0007662.

7.3.3. Bounding Item (2). To bound ZZ:l S H(ﬁgk — L)L

that as in lemma 3.1

|l we observe
1

L= Lo)fl = 32 Foquladl+ Fou(2e — 1) + )25y

Jw|>N* 1
1
S S FEVRVATIRY VCACRER IR e
|w|>N* 1
<Uflpy €Y 1Ll + 260),
|w|>N*
therefore
I* n—1 I* n—1

S5

n=1 =0

< H Ls, 1) HBV—>L1 Z Z I Wl gy



24 ISATA NISOLI AND TOBY TAYLOR-CRUSH

As in the estimate for item (1) we can compute ‘ Lr=iw, . and ‘ Lr=iw, .
explicitly, which gives us
* n—1 _
3 H(L(;k —Diriw,| < 9.616-107° |
n=1 i=0 !
7.3.4. Bounding Item (3). We bound ||W, — W ||, by the following
H(Wu - W)”l < ”(Wu - Wuoo)”l + ”(Wuoo - W)Hl
where )
Wi = X5 [ o) B0Q)+ Bl
w w(Ii
for € I; and ¢ € g, (I;)? and the sum is over all w.
HW - Wuoo ”1
~ ~ ~ 1 ~ ~
= || Eldok + Bafil(@) = 3" = [ Ao(e) - WolQ) + Bo(a)ia(0)do
w |I’L‘ gw(li) L1
. . 1 . .
é/ > 1[Ao - I + Bo - ] 0 g (y)gl,(y) — ), )Ao(fﬂ)'h%(C)JrBo(x)hn(C)dx dy
I, vl J g (1;
. . 1 1 . .
:Z/ [A0~h/+Bo-h](z)—f 7 / Ao(z) - bl (¢) + Bo(z)hy(¢)dz| dz
> o) 9o (T () Uil Jgu
where we used the change of variables z = g,,(y). The expression above is then
equal to
1 \ " Ag(z) - b Bo(x)h,
= o) /g () 190(15)] ||
1 ; ; 1 Ao(@) - 1, () + Bo(@)hn ()
< [Ag - W' + By - h|(z) = T'(2) n dxdz
;/W(I,-)/W(Ii) |90 (1i)] Zi
1 . . L, Ag(x) Rl Bo(x)hn
S / 1, (Ao - W + Bo - hl(2) — 7 () 20&) - Q) + Bo(@)hn(©) , 1
w xe{4,—} 9w (Ii) | 9w (L) ‘gw(ll)| |Il|

Here 1, is the indicator function on the set where
1 7 7 2 AO('T) ’ il/ (C) + BO(I)iLn(C)
————[Ao - W + By - h](z) = T'(2) L
|90 (1)) |1;]
is positive, and 1_ is the set on which it is negative.
In the following use 14 4 to be the indicator function for the set where the above
function is positive and

x o ‘ j z)az — x) - B T 7
/gwui) Lo 1+ Bo - h(2)dz — Ao(@) - 1, (Q) + Bo(x)n (<)

91t should be noted that finding the integral of A()il/n and Boﬁn is not easy so in our calculations
instead of a true Ulam approximation where ¢ corresponds to the value that gives the integral we
simply use the midpoint; this error is taken into account explicitly and depends on the regularity
estimates we have on hy,.
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is positive, 1 _ where they are positive and negative, 1_  where they are negative

and positive and 1_ _ to be the indicator of the set on which they are both negative.
Then continuing our inequality we have that the expression above is equal to

/(1 /(I) g (I 7,)|[A0 h'+ By - h)(2)dz — Ao(x) - 1,(C) + Bo(x)hn (¢)dx

w **€{+ -2

=2 2

w o x€{+,—}?

<> g

) / 1.« Ao(2)dz
w ok xe{4,—}2 9w (1i)

+ (g (I 101 ) / 1, Bo(2)dz
gw(Ii)

127 oe 1 Aolly 177l I Bolly
2 2

We can calculate this using a computer to for n = 9.537-1077 to get
(W —W, )|, < 3.046-1077

/ L. Ao(2) - (I'(2) = i, (0)dz + / L.« Bo(2) - (h(2) = hn(¢))d2
9o (15)

9w (I3)

il//
)

<IL )+ ([ = |, (U40lly + 1Boll,)

We need now to estimate this for b, the linear branch of Tgk:

> P L A Oy + B Oy - T

3»
/\
Iy
S~—
U
<

> oy AR+ By

‘Iz| w>k
<Z/ 1(1)\Ao )| oo+1’3o(y)"5n Idy+2/ [40(y) [, OO+Bo(y)( |y
9k (1) -, R gk (1) -, N
= [ Aot [in] -+ Botw || 1w+ [ \Ao@)\hn + Bow) || _ 1
0.5 oo 0.5 ©

where we have used that both {g,(];)}1<i<nwsk and {b7'(L;) }1<i<n form a dis-
joint cover of (0.5, gi(1)]; then we have that the expression above is equal to

gk(1) .
2 [ o) i
0.5

<2 ‘ hl gk( ) —0.5)Ao(gx(1))

We can make thls arbitrarily small by increasing k£ as much as is needed. We
calculate Var(1(5,q, (1)) - 4o) = ||1(0.57gk(1)] -Bo||1 and according to section 7.3.8
and Ag(gr(1)) according to section 9.

Taking k = 200 gives us [|[W, — W, |, < 9.007-107' . This together with
the first bound gives I* |[W,, — W||; < 3.055-1077 .

B0 [

|dy

o0

n

I, Oovar(l(o.5,g,€(1)] - Ag).

7.3.5. The contraction rates of I:(;,c in the C* norm. In order to bound ‘ i/gk |70

C1
we use lemma 7.13 from [4] to bound

|5 = Lmys| ., < Amllfllcs + B lf e




26 ISATA NISOLI AND TOBY TAYLOR-CRUSH

from which we can use C.,, to bound ’ I:Z{UUO S Afllgz + B+ Cem) | fllen

and the Lasota-Yorke inequality (3) from section 8.2.1, and use the small matrix
method from [20]. We have

Lid)ea) < (MW D )(nﬂcz)
g’;f ‘01 An Bn+cc,m ||fH01
Choosing the value of n that minimises equation (7.2), we take C; 4 < 0.1427 from

section 7.2.2, together with the calculation H(ﬁ§k - ﬁi)le < 85-1077 ||f]lge +

3.203 - 1075 || f||c1, which gives the largest eigenvalue of the small matrix p =
0.1557 .

ﬁgk o

7.3.6. The contraction rates ofI: in the C* norm. We can use ) o < P,

and lemma 3.1 to get
rn
i, < e,

These give us ’

L™|po

+|

Ly —L" o SNCT 2+ DoD + D)6y, + pn,cr-

< 2991-1077 forn= 22 .

L”|U0 o

7.3.7. Bounding Item (4). From subsubsection 7.3.6 we have bounds on Hﬁ" lpo|| <
1

C,, and we can then write

Cr- |W
1—-C-

S| e

n=Il*

Lw| <
Calculating ||W|; gives us
| Lok’ + Boh] |,
<[ ]

< 4ol ||

+ [[Bolly
oo

|

<max{[|Ao[; , | Boll,

which we calculate ||Ao||; and || Bo||; as described in section 7.3.8, which gives
a bound ||[W]|, < 968.7 <

2.991-1077 , for n = 22 so we choose [* to be a multiple of 22 which gives
for [* = 988

o]

oo ~
ZHL"WH < 2.1072%
1

7.3.8. Calculating || Ao||, and ||Bo|. - flfl L we need bounds

on ||Apll; and || Byl|;, as used in subsections 7.3.4 and 7.3.7. We have a method to
calculate the values of Ao and By from section 9, since By = Aj, we can calculate
the integral of f (x)dx = Ag(b) — Ap(a). In order to calculate the integral
of Ay we approxunate it by taking k =10 evenly spaced values in each partition
element I;, we then take Il—kfl Z?Zl Ap(z;) as the value of the integral on I;. This
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0.00 025 050 075 100

FIGURE 5. The invariant density of the LSV map for = 0.125
calculated according to section 2.1 with L' error of 9.047-107° .

has an L' error of %Var(AO). Taking our approximation of the integral of Ay and

adding ll—ki‘Var(Ao) gives an upper bound of || A||,.

7.4. Pulling back to the original map. To get the invariant density and linear
response for the full map we must pull them back to the unit interval with F' and
Q@ from subsection 2.1. The invariant density is fairly straight forward to calculate

and find the error. We want a bound on Hh - F(‘)lppﬁnH for which we can use a
1

bound from (I) in the proof of theorem 2.1.

. . . . 1 .
Foh — FoPP, <2‘hn—hH 7]% /
H 0 0 1= ] + 21,7(1 77) co Z ngHB
w>N*
We use the bounds for v = 0.5 Wll—’v) <1414, 3 v llgLllp < 65110710

as calculated in section 8.1 and ’ hy,

o < 1.5 , which gives the second term to

be bounded by 1.381-107°? . The first term we can bound by 2 ’

ﬁn—h‘

<
cr ~
7.666-107° as calculated in section 7.2.2, giving us Hh — FPPh,,

< 9.047-107°
1

As seen in theorem 2.1 pulling back the linear response requires the following
bounds

[

< || Foh = Foby| -+ || Foh; — Fry

1

+ | @k - @

+ @A — Q|
1 1
We bound these in section 7.4.1 giving

(1) ||Foh* — Fohy,

| < 0001533
(2) ||Foht — Fg¥"h;,
(3) ||Qh — Qhs,

(4) Qiln - Qappiln
h* —h

< 4.603-10710
1

< 6.818-107
1

) < 0.006225

This gives us | L < 0.007765 .
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7.4.1. Bounding Items (1) and (2). Tt is given in theorem 2.1 that

b

1
which we have from subsection 7.3 is bounded by 2- 0.0007666 = 0.001533 .
We also have from theorem 2.1 that HFoil; — FyPP ﬁ; is bounded by

o 21 ’Y Z ngHB

iL; o and it is bounded by 0.5 m <
1.414  and for N* =1000, > - v- 9Ll < 6.51-1071° as is shown in section
8.1. These give us the bound HFOE;‘, — F(;lppfzr*, < 4.603-10710 |

1

HFOh* — Ry :

*

We can compute explicitly ‘

7.4.2. Bounding Items (3) and (4). We can bound H

a2 Il

for which we will need a bound on ) ||by| 5. In section 8.3 we show is less than
1258 ; the bounds from earlier (. < 3.833.107°

n|| by
1

1
T (1—y) =
allow us to prove that

ail < 6.818-1076

‘We now bound

o

< 1 |ay| ’E
—— |sup|aw| - ||h,
IEETC R

ot 3 gl

hn o Z ||bUJHB
|w|>N w>N*

We need a bound on ) |a,| which we show is bounded by 7107 in section 8.4,

and the bounds from computer approximations of fzn which gives us ‘ ha, . < 15
c
and ‘ hl, < 1.
CO
We can use the same method from section 8.3 to calculate » _ . [[bullg <

0.002931 . All this together gives us

HQiLn - Qappiznul < 0.006225 .

7.5. Normalizing the density and the linear response. In this subsection we
follow the estimates in Section 5
First of all, we compute

h < 411-1077 .

I

Following through te calculations we bound (5.1), the L! error on the normalized
linear response by 0.01501 .
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FIGURE 6. The linear response and invariant density of the LSV
map for o« = 0.125 , calculated according to section 2.1 with L'
error for the linear response of 0.007765 .

FIGURE 7. This shows the normalised invariant density of the LSV

map at &« = 0.125 with the linear response of the normalised
density.

8. APPENDIX: EFFECTIVE BOUNDS FOR [32, 5]

In this section we will use often the following notation following [32]. Let T be
the left branch of the map T, let z € [0, 1] and

zp =T, "(2).

By (.)) we denote the derivative with respect to z. To simplify the lookup of
constants, they are presented in table 2.

8.1. Estimating the tail ) . . [|g},|| - For this we look at [5] lemma 5.2 which
gives

lgillg <Cs sup 27(1 + nz%a2%) Vet
2€(0,0.5]
using calculations from section 8.3

sup  27(1 4 nz¥a2%)~ /et
2€(0,0.5]

< sup Z’yflfa(oé2a)71/a71
>~ 2€(0.0.5] (Zfaa712fa + n)l/a+1
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TABLE 2. Table of constants.
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50 S 1915 < Cs - CoumlClr/0) = 35, 577/,

The constant Cg comes from [32] where it is shown to be finite, but, when we
calculate Cg according to their proof we get Cg = exp (1 + (a + 1)222¢C2 %2), which
is of order 10259,

Therefore we need a sharper bound for C's. We start similarly

!/ 1 -

2z, zﬂjzlm = exp (Z —log (1 + (o +1)2727"))

j=1
n

=exp () —(a+1)2%25 + i[— log (1 + (a +1)2%2§) + (a +1)2725])

<e- (14 nzya2%)(etb/a expz log (1 + (a4 1)2%25") + (a + 1)2925])

Jj=1
where in the last line we use the calculation in [32] following equation (5.7) which
gives,
- 1
—(a+1)2 Z _ot (log (1 + nzfa2®)+C

where C comes from
,

1 " &
Yo 2 / T dt = C.
Pt + ja2¢ 1 1+tza2e

<1 we

Since the function in the integral is monotonically decreasing and W <

can bound C by 1, which gives us the factor of e.
In the next paragraph we will use the Taylor expansion of —log(1 + z), however

this is only convergent for z € (—1,1), so first we choose a j* large enough that
—(a+1)2%Cy
ji* 6 (71, 1).

~

2 <e- (14 nzga2)~(@+t)/a. epo[— log (14 (@ 4 1)2%25) + (o + 1)2725])
j=1
-1

= (14 nzga2®)~(@rD/a exp Z [—log (1 + (a+1)2%2]") + (a + 1)2927])
j=1

- exp Z log (1 + (@ +1)2%25) + (o + 1)2727])

For exp (327 ;. [~ log (1 + (o + 1)2%2) + (o + 1)2%27]) we use

exp ( z”: —log (1 + (a+1)2727") + (o + 1)2%27])

Jj=J*

.M:

<exp (Y [~log (1 + (a4 1)2°Coi ™) + (a + 1)2%Coj ).

j*

J
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Substituting in the Taylor expansion of log(1 + z) where x = (a4 1)2%Cqj ! gives

exp(z": S (—(a+22002)mj_m)
=exp (jg: m:( (a+22a0 )my )
= 2
<eXp(i; ot D2 ) - Z e
<o (Y LA —éjﬂb
<exp(—[¢(2) - ; 551+ log (14 (a+1)2°Cy) - (@ +1)2°Ca)
=exp ((a + 1)2*Ca[¢( 2]12 (14 (o + 1)2°Cy) K@= 57

To get our final estimate we need to bound

3¥ =1

eXpZ —log (1 + (a+1)2%28) + (o + 1)2°25]),

Since there are a finite number of terms we can bound it from above through the
use of rigorous numerical methods.

Choosing j* = 1000 gives us that —*FU2C = —0.,02057 € (~1,1) and
Cg > 2.766 is an upper bound.

This gives us that for N* = 1000 , > .y lgLllz < 6.51-10710 .

8.2. Bounds for lemma 3.1. We want a bound on Dy =

o X In [32] they

have bounds for z,. where g;.,; = 0.52,. and g, ; = 0.5z, so we may use the bound
from [32, Lemma 5.4] which gives

" « "
Zi o (a + 1)2 7"+1 zr+1 Zr+1

z 1+ (a+1)20%7, Zrp1

1" 1"
. 4
which we can use to get a bound on i—t — -7—=. We use lemma 5.2 and 5.3 from
i r+1

[32] to get
2l < Cg(a2%)~ (et D/ap—(atl)/a,—a1

where we calculate Cy in section 8.1, and

9l—a (a=1)/a
P - (Za)(afl)/a < ,,,7(0471)/04
" “\a(l —a)
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giving us
—291-1/a—2«a
a—1_s a2 —2_—a—1
2y 2, < C’g—(l — a)(a_l)/ar 25 .
Then
s Z//Jrl a—291- 1/a—2a
L_’“ < 12ac——2—a1
Z Zpg sela+1) (1= a)le=D/e ho
a712171/a7(x Ly it
S(O[ + 1)08m7" 0.5
from which follows that
7 0'570¢71 a712171/a7(1
Zr 22 =«
supy s 71' 5 (a+1)Cs =)o/
which for o =0.125 gives Dy =0.2513.

Since

9.(7)

tou(%2) — fog(aL ()] (2~ )
O )
R AGRA )

we have that D < exp(Dy) < 1.286 .

8.2.1. Lasota-Yorke inequalitys for .i/(;k and L. We use some estimates from [4];
(1) From proposition 7.2 we have var(Lf) < Mvar(f) + B f|l, with B :=
HTH/(T”)?H and A = 1/inf, | D, T;

(2) From proposition 7.4 Hﬁ”f ’cl < MM || fllor + M2 || ]l with M =1+

T
(3) From proposition7.6 Hﬁ”f

o © MO [fllz + Dlifllcs where D :=

max {33232, 307 (75 A) +MZ} + M)+ M2. Z being

1
1— A2

By the construction of T, we know 1/ inf, |D,T5,| =
HT/// T/ H and HT//I/ T/ ) ‘ ‘ T////(T/)S
gives us 1nequaht1es that are true for both.

We note that HT”/ (1" H = sup,, [|¢ /()

. I 3\
T/// T/ 3 H
S|+ 15

TI//(T/)2"m) .

RGNS

‘ so bounding these values for T
o0

o = Do which is calculated in

section 8.2. We can calculate HT”’/(T’)?’H a similar way as follows,
o0

2
(1T)3 || () ") e T g g,

g// 2
and (—,“)
o gw

, the second of which is D2 from section

8.2. In [32] i is bounded and their method gives that it is

o0
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less than

0 Z/I

Z(a — Dafa+ 1)2a2g+712(27/ﬂ+1)2 + 3a(a + 1)2a2g+71127/ﬂ+1;7“

r=0 r4+1
where g, = 2,0 g1, s0 z. = % and 2z = %. We have bounds on 2% and

r+1
207 2, from section 8.2, and we bound 22,7 using lemma 5.2 of [32] to get
2008 < (%)(“_Q)M. We bound (2] ,)? using lemma 5.3 of [32] to get (2].,1)* <
082(2aa)—2(a+1)/az(;2(a+1)(r + 1)~ 2(e+D)/e 55 we can bound ’ gq‘,,“” by
95 |l oo

<z0—a—42(r + 1)3> [(a—1D)a(a+1)20CL* 2/ 02 (2%) "2+ D/ o4 30 (+1)27C)
r=0

where C' is the product of the values from section 8.2. Substituting in the maximiz-
ing value of zp = 0.5 and note > - (r +1)7% = ((3) to get a bound of 0.08016

< 0.2696 and we have

This gives us a bound of H % .

A= 0.5,

B< 02513 ,
M < 1503 ,
Z < 1.365 ,
D< 12.19 .

These values give us the explicit bounds
(1) Var(Ls, f) < 0.5Var(f)+0.2513]| f|,;
@) |[£5.1], <1:5030.5" | fllos +2.258] /]

(3) HﬁgkaCZ <1.503-0.25" || || o +12.19]| || o1 -

These Lasota-Yorke inequalities give us the bounds C* = MA 4+ M? = 3.009 for
lemma 3.3. R
For a bound on Hh(;k

o and Hﬁgk o Ve observe that Hﬁgk L= 1, and I:(s,jlak =
hs,, the inequalities above give us
(1) var(hs,) <0.2513 = Hﬁ(sk_ .
@) s,

3) ||ha.

< 1+0.2513= 1.251

= 2.825
BV

Y §2.258Hh5kH00 §2.258Hh5k

SlQ.lgHiLgk
2

< 34.45
c ct
8.3. Bounding ) |09, || 5. For this we use from Lemma 5.2. [5]
oo

n
> 10l <Cs5 ) sup sup }IZ”-Z;\ZZ?
w j=1

T €U 2€(0,0.5

oo n
+Cs Z sup sup |27z Zzﬂ log z;|

n=1 aclU z€(0,0.5] j=1

(o] n
+C7 > sup sup |27 2| Y200z

n—1 €U 2€(0,0.5] j=1
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where C5 = 2%, Cs = (o + 1)2* and C7 = a(a + 1)2% We now use our bound
from 8.1 get Cy for 2z, < Cg(1 + r2§2%)~“a. We use this to bound |27 - 2/,| by

a+1

Csz7(1+nz§2%)” = .
We then use z& < % to get 25 < Coj™t, log(z;) < wlog]‘. Using
the fact that 2971|0, 25| = zg'ag—zn' and inequality (5.9) from [32]
1 - C3 <~ -1
72 NOazal < 23 Y225 (~log (22))) < 2%~ > i (= log(2;))
j=1 j=1
We now use the following

—log(2zj) < Cylog(j)

To get a value on C4 we do the following,

1
—log(2z;) *IOg(Q(%)l/aZO) —10g(2C 20) + £ log(y)

log(j) log(5) - log(5)
_ 1 10g(2Cf %) _ 1 log(2CF 2)
o lgly) Ca log(2)
=Cy < 9475

where we note that d,2; = 0 for |w| =1 and so j = 1 this is still a valid bound for
z;?‘_1|8azj|.
which gives us Y ||bu|lg < (I) + (IT) + (I11) where

o0

(I) SCmZ sup sup 27(1 4 nz%a2%) /et Z(j_l)
ne1 «€U 2€(0,0.5] i=1
II) <C sup sup 27(1+ nz®a2%) /el i~Llog j
(1) <Cpy nz::laeg b ( ) ];(j gJ)
0o n J
(IIT) SClQZSIé}S sup  27(1 +nz%a2%) Vet Z(j‘lzk_llogk)
1 & 2€(0,0.5] J=1 h—1

where ClO = 05'08'02, 011 = Cﬁ'OS'CQ'% and Clg = 20404.07.08.022.
To bound (I) we use that Z?:I j71 <1 +1log(n) to get

¥ o, gay—1/a—1 1 27(1 +log (n))
(1 +n2%a2°) ;1(] )= ¥ nzeazey /ot
_ e/ (@2) Vo (1 4 log (n)) _ 7 (a2) "o (1 + log )
= (Z_aa_12_a+n)1/a+1 = (z—aa—12—a+n)1/a+1
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‘We can use this to bound

o0

sup  sup 27 (14 nz%a2%)"V71(1 4+ log(n))
£ €U 2€(0,0.5]

> y—l—a(po0)—1/a=1(1 1]
<5y S kne)

= acl 2€(0,0.5] (277127 + p)l/ot

f: Z'y—l—a(0[2a)—1/a—1 Zv—l—a(aza)—l/a—llog (’I’L)
= su su

D S e M P P N N

In order to calculate bounds we must find the z € (0, 0.5] that gives us the maximum
value, which we do by finding the zero of the derivative of the part that depends
on z,

S-1-a
“(zmeq12-a 4 p)l/atl
0,271« a 1
~Grariae T T2 O e ama e
. (y—1—a) e o= a+1) - —a- 277 o712
 (zmea12-a 4 p)l/atl tz (z7aq=12-a 4 p)l/a+2
(y—1—a)z" 2@ (1+a) 2772072, g7 127
(z7aq~12-a 4 p)l/atl (z7aq=12-a 4 p)l/a+2

Z’yfosz

(14 a)z= %127
= —1-
(zm%a~ 127 4 p)l/atl <(7 o+ (zmea=1272 + n)

_ (Q4a)z"%a"t2”

= m, we let Yy = Ziaa712ia which

which is zero when —(y — 1 — «)
gives

Y
y+n
= —(y—1l-an+I+a)y—qy=>1+a)y
=

—(y=1-a)jn—yy=0

—(v-1-a)=1+a)

Therefore y = Wn and

(1 +a— ’Y) n)fl/a.

z = (a2
Y

‘We substitute this into the first sum
s Z'yflfa(oé2a)71/a71

sup sup
= 0l 2€(0,0.5] (Z—aa—12—a +n)1/a+1

oo (O(QQ (1+(2;*’Y)n)f'y/a+1/o¢+1(a2a)71/a71

)

o (Ita— —19—a «
TacU (a2 (viv)na 12-a 4 p)l/atl
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therefore

L) ((1+Ot—’7))—'y/a+1/a+1n—'y/oz<a2a)—'y/a
su
20 (e 1)i/est

(+a=y)\—~/a+1/a+1 a20)—7v/e o
g D e
seb T (EE g pyyen

n=1

( (1+6;*7) Yo/ atl/atl (g =/«
= sup
acU

lta—y 1/a+1 ¢(v/a).
(5= + 1Y
By the same calculation we have the second sum is bounded by

s Y—l-a(y90 71/04711
s Z @20 og ()

n=1 @€U 2€(0,0.5] (Z_aa_12_a + n)l/a-{—l

((1+a—’y) )—’y/a+1/a+1(a2a)—'y/a 0

<su 2 n~"*log(n
o I St
((1+(X—’Y))—'y/a+1/a+1(a2oc)—'y/a
— v /
_225 (1+a7'y + 1)1/a+1 K (’Y/a)‘
vy

which gives us
(I) < C1o - Coum(C(v/a) + (¢ (v/))).
((1+uf"/))—'y/(!+l/u+l(a2a)f’y/a

7 (1+:_7+1)1/0+1 < 5.981 .

where Cyym = Supyey

To bound (I7) we do the same, but using Y7, log (j)7 " < log? (n)
(oo}

n
Zsup sup  27(1 +nz%a2%) Vet Z(jfllogj)
n—1 €U 2€(0,0.5] =1

n=1
SCS’U,mCH(’V/a>
giving
(II) S Cll : Csu’mcl/(’}//a)'

For (I11) we use >0 (57" 7k llogk) < Z?Zl(j_llogz(j)) < log3(n) to
get

oo

n J
Y osup sup z7(1+n2%a2%) Y (7Y kT log k)
n—1 @€U 2€(0,0.5] j=1 k=1

n=1

SCsume('Y/a”

This implies directly that
(III) S 012 . Csumcl”(fy/a).
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In order to get the bound closer, we can use the tecnique of calculating the first
N terms of > 07, |lbw||z using the computer calculations from 9 and the range
estimation method from [42].

N
S~ lballp < Cro - Coum(C(1/0) + I (/)| = DL + 5~/ og ()
w Jj=1
N
+Cll : Csum ’Y/Oé Z —/e 1Og ])
j=1
N

+Chz - Coum (¢ (/)| =[5/ 10g™ ()

j=1
+ Z ”waB‘

1<|w|<N

We calculate upper bounds on the derivatives of ((z) using methods from [13].
Choosing N = 1000 and j* = 1000 givesus > ||bo|lz < 1258 . The tail
of the sum starting at n = 1000 gives 3=, 5, [[bullp < 0.002931 .

8.4. Bounding sup,, |a,|. For sup, |a,| we use lemma 5.2 from [32]. The proof of
this lemma gives us
«
B2 << :
n 1+ a2 25 ¢ +na(l —a)20!
from which we get C; = ﬁ and Cy = W
ZO[
(8.1) -Cp <z < — - Cs.
n
Then zg“% < z& gives us —logzy < *1 log — logzg. To get a C3 such that

=Llog £t < Cslogg(n) we take C3 = log (C 1/a) + 1. Since C5 > 1
—log zo < C3(logg(n) — log 2o).
Then from the proof of lemma 5.2 from [5] we have

n+1
(8.2) Onzni1 <27 Z Z;‘H(— log 2z;)

j=1
where sup,, [a,| < sup, cio.0.5 Oaznt1. We use the fact that z**'(—log2z) is
monotonicly increasing below z = 0.5exp (=3) to say that if Czl/aj*fl/a <

1)
0.5exp (a+1) then

n+1
Oazns1 <2¢ Z z}”l(— log 2z;)

n+1 3 =1
=27 ) " 20t (—log2z) + 2% D 20T (—log 2z;).

=" Jj=1
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We may use a computer to calculate the sum up to 7 — 1 and we bound the rest
as follows,

n+1
2¢ Z zj‘“ (—log2z;)

n+1
s — aa+1 —1/a

<29 370y (< log (20577 H)
j=i*
n+1

—20 3™ [0V =12 (“log (j71/7) — log (204/%))
Jj=J*
+1

<9« X Cl/a -—1/a 1 —1/a

<90 7 [ed/ 1) (Clog (j71/)
J=j*

2aC(a+1 Ja n+1

Z] 1— 1/alogj

Noticing that > >2, j='7"/*log j = —¢'(1+1/a) which can be calculated by meth-
ods from [13] glves us
(8.3)
Q1) =T o2 K
Sgpm”' = ala(l —a)2e— 1)(a+1)/a +2 Z 2 (= log2z)

which for « = 0.125 and taking j* = 1000 gives sup,, |a,| < 7107

9. APPENDIX: COMPUTING DERIVATIVES

In order to calculate Ag, By, a, and b, we use an iterative formula. We start
with

Jooly(z) =2

from which we get
(9w 0 Tw) () =g, 0 Tuo(x) - Ty () = 1

p 1
e

and
Oa (gw © Tw)(x) =0agw © Tw(x) + gc/u © Tw(x) : aosz(x) =0
0Ty 0 g ()

= 0t == @)
We then use these to get
T//(x)
/ T I — 1 T . T/ — w
(gw ° w) (l’) gw ° W(l‘) w(x) (T(f,(x))z

T3 © gu(z)

= L= mo
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and

aoz(gionw)( )= ozgon (x)—l—gZOTw(x) < 0aTy () = O

T” © Juw (l') 0aT. 0 go, (l') . aozTu/.: ° gu ()
(T, © gw)? (T, 0 gw(x))*

— aagc/u( )

We already can calculate g, so we need to calculate 0,7, T.,, 0,7, and T,
Note that T, = T§' o T1 where |w| = n, so

(T o Th)' =(T3") o Ty - Ty
8a(T6L o Tl) :6Q(T0n) o T1 + (Tg)l)l e} T1 . 8aT1
(Tg o T1)" =(T5")" o Ty - (T{)* + (Tg)) o Ty - T
O (T o T1) =0a (T3 o Ty - T} + (TF)" o Ty - T} - BTy + (TF) o Ty - DT}

which we may write as a matrix

T, T, 0 0 0 (T3 o Ty
T, | [0y 1 0 0 O (T) o T
™ | T o0 (1) 0 (T o Ty
0.7, 8T, 0 T)0.T, T| Oa(TT) o T

By the same logic we may write

T T 0 0 0
0Ty | [0uTh 1 0 0
™ |~ o (@2 o
Oa T’ 0T 0 Tio, Ty T
TyoTy 0 0 (Tg Y oThoTh
8, Tp o Ty 0 0 (T8 o Tyo Ty

0
1

Ty oTy O (T} 0 T1)? 0 (T3 1" oTyoTy

80,T6 o T1 0 TOI o TlaaTo [¢) Tl Té O T1 8a(T51_1)/ o TO @) Tl

and use induction to give a series of matrices such that

T T, 0 0 0
0Ty | [0uTh 1 0 0
|~ o @2 o
0.T, sT] 0 TiO,T) T
TooTy 0 0 0 TyoTy ' oTy
0oTooTy 1 0 0 0aToo Ty 1ol
Ty oTy 0 (T4 o T )? 0 T T eTy o Ty
8QT6 ol 0 Té o TlﬁaTO o1y TO/ oTy aaTé o T(;lil ol
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Using
To = z(1 + (22)9)
T =2x—1
T, =1+ (1+a)(2z)*
T =2
9aTo = (log(z) + log(2))2% "
0,11 =0
Ty = a(l +a)2%2z>t
T/ =0
9o Th = (22)*((a + 1)(log(z) + log(2)) + 1)
0.T] =0
we are able to calculate explicitly the values Ay, By, a, and b,. To calculate a,
and b,, we use g, = g1 096“1 and we use T{* o170 g1 ogg*1 = gy '7™ to calculate
T, 0 gu Tiog, O 0 0
8aTw O9w | _ 8(,lel O Juw 1 0 0
T o090 | | {290 O (T1)? © g 0
804T<1; O Guw 804T1/ ° 4w O Tll o gwaole O Guw Tll O Juw
Tyogy O 0 0 T} 0 g0
(%TO ] gg 1 0 0 aaTO © do
Tyogy 0 (Tgo95)? 0 || T o9
daTgogy 0 TyogydaToogy Tyogs 9aTj © g0

where we calculate g§* using the shooting method from section 7.1.1.
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