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ABSTRACT. The purpose of this paper is to provide a first class of explicit sufficient conditions for
the central limit theorem and related results in the setup of non-uniformly (partially) expanding non
iid random transformations, considered as stochastic processes together with some random Gibbs
measure. More precisely, we prove a central limit theorem (CLT), an almost sure invariance princi-
ple, a moderate deviations principle, Berry-Esseen type estimates and a moderate local central limit
theorem for random Birkhoff sums generated by a non-uniformly partially expanding dynamical sys-
tems 7T, and a random Gibbs measure p,, corresponding to a random potential ¢, with a sufficiently
regular variation. In the partially expanding case the maps we consider are similar to the ones in
[44], with the exception that the amount of expansion dominates the amount of contraction fiberwise
and not only on the average and with an additional regularity condition on a certain type of local
variation of ¢, along inverse branches of T,,. A notable example when the maps are truly partially-
expanding is the case when ¢, = 0 which corresponds to random measures of maximal entropy .,
but any potential with a sufficiently small (fiberwise) variation can be considered. Our results in the
partially expanding case are new even in the uniformly random case, where all the random variables
describing the maps are uniformly controlled. For properly expanding maps (as in [42] 33]), the above
local regularity condition allows applications also in the smooth case where the Gibbs measure is ab-
solutely continuous with respect to the underlying volume measure and ¢, = —In Jr,,. For instance,
we can consider certain fiberwise piecewise C2-perturbations of piecewise linear or affine maps. All
of the above is achieved by first proving random, real and complex, Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius (RPF)
theorems with rates that can be expressed analytically by means of certain random parameters that
describe the maps (such rates will be referred to as “effective”). Using these effective rates, our
conditions for the limit theorems involve some weak type of upper mixing conditions on the driving
system (base map) and some integrability conditions on the norm of the random function generating
the Birkhoff sums. A big part of the proof of the moderate deviations, the Berry-Esseen type esti-
mates and the local CLT is to show how Rugh’s theory [43] of complex cones contractions applies to
the cones considered in [16] (and their random versions in [44]), which is new even for deterministic
dynamical systems 7" and that case it yields explicit estimates on the spectral gap of appropriate
deterministic complex perturbations of the transfer operator of T', as well as explicit constants in the
corresponding Berry-Esseen theorem for deterministic partially expanding dynamical systems.

1. INTRODUCTION AND AN OVERVIEW OF THE MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Statistical properties of random Birkhoff sums and a preview. Probabilistic limit the-
orems for expanding random dynamical systems have been studied extensively in the past decades.
This setup includes a probability space (€2, F,P) and a family locally expanding maps T,,,w € £ which
are composed along an orbit of a probability preserving invertible and ergodic map 6 : 2 — €2 together
with a family of equivariant] probability measures p,, (i-e. (Ty)« e = pow for P-a.a. w) on the domain
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IAs will be discussed below, in applications {uw} is not just any equivariant family, but it is generated by an
appropriate random potential (i.e. random Gibbs measures). In other situations p. can be the appropriate volume
measure.
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&, of T,,. When considering a random point xy distributed according to p, we get random orbits
TL:L.IO = Tgn—lw Oo... Tew e} TwIO

and the question is whether for P-almost all w € §2 random Birkhoff sums of the form S% = S¥u(x¢) =
Z;lz_ol Ugio, 0TI (x0) obey limit theorems like the quenched central limit theoremd (CLT) and its variety
of stronger versions. Here u,, is random function on the domain of T, satisfying some regularity
conditions like Hélder continuity (not necessarily uniformly in w).

1.1.1. An dllustrating example. In this section we will give an example of a random map T, : [0,1) —
[0,1) which already captures the essence of the problem addressed in this manuscript. Let a, be
a random variable taking values in [1,1). Let us consider the piecewise linear map 7, on [0,1) so
that on [0, a,,) the map T, coicides with the linear function connecting the points (0,0) and (a, 1),
while on [a,, 1) it coincides with the linear function connecting the points (a,0) and (1,1). Then
T.,([0,1)) = [0,1) and v, := a_' is the minimal amount of expansion of the map T,,. When a,, is
bounded away from 1 then the maps T,, are uniformly expanding, and statistical properties (i.e. limit
theorems) for random Birkhoff sums were extensively studiedd for random functions U, with uniformly
bounded Holder norms ||uy|| (here p, = Lebesgue). However, when esssup,,cq(a.) = 1 the maps T,
are not uniformly expanding. Focusing for the moment on this example, in this paper we will prove limit
theorems in the case when a,, can take arbitrarily close to 1 values (i.e. we can have esssup,,cq(aw) = 1),
and the random variable w — |lu,|| belongs to LP for some p > 2 (how small can p be depends on the
result, for the CLT we have sufficient conditions for every p > 2). Our results will be obtained under
some (upper) mixing related assumptions on the sequence of random variables {ag;,,,j > 0}. For
instance, the quenched CLT holds when (Q, F,P, ) is the Markov shift corresponding to a sufficiently
fast mixing Markov chain X,, (e.g. geometrically ergdoic) and B(r) =: |lay, — Elaw|X—r, ..., X; ]| L1,
w = (X;);ez decays polynomially fast as r — co. Note that when a,, depends only on finitely many
coordinates then B(r) = 0 for r large enough, while when it is a Hélder continuous function of w (in
the case when the chain takes values on some metric space) then §(r) decays exponentially fast (in
this case we can take any p > 2 above). We refer to Examples 22 25l and 28] for more details.

1.1.2. Back to the general setup. In general, the maps T, can very often be described by means of
random parameters a;,? < d such as minimal amount of local expansion, degree, “ratio” between
contraction and expansion, local variation of the logarithm of the Jacobian, etc (in the example in
Section [T we can take d = 1 and a1, = a,). We call the maps uniformly random when the
random variables a; ., take values on appropriate domains (e.g. minimal local expansion is bounded
away from 1, bounded degree, bounded variation, etc.). In the example in Section [[LT] the uniform
case corresponds to the case when a, < 1 — € for some € € (0, %) and P-a.a. w. Then most of the
statistical properties in literature were obtained in the uniformly random casda, with the exceptiorﬁ
of certain types of maps so that {Tys,, : 0 < j < 0o} and {ugs,, : 0 < j < 0o} are iid processes on the
probability space (€2, F,P). Beyond the iid case we are not aware of even a single explicit example
with a true non-uniform behavior for which the quenched CLT holds true.

The purpose of this manuscript is to provide explicit sufficient conditions for several limit theorems
like the CLT for non-uniformly random (partially) expanding maps (which will provide a variety of
examples beyond the iid case). Let us note that in [39, Theorem 2.3] an inducing strategy was developed
in order to prove the CLT and related results in the non-uniformly random case. The conditions in
[39, Theorem 2.3] require certain type of regularity of the behavior of the first visiting time to a
measurable set A C Q with positive probability so that {T,,,w € A} are uniformly expanding in an
appropriate sense. While the results in [39] were new even in the uniformly random case, to the best

2Let us recall that the quenched CLT means that for P-a.a. w the sequence of random variables n~1/2(S% — E[S¥])
converges in distribution to a centered normal random variable with variance 02 = limyn s co %Var(Sf{).

3See the next section for references.

48007 for instance, the recent results [20} [33] 22] 2T] [34] [25] and references therein.

5See [2] and references therein for results for iid maps when u., does not depend on w and [45] for results for iid maps
which admit a random tower extensions with sufficiently fast decaying tails.
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of our knowledge, there are no examples in literature showing how to apply this method beyond the
uniformly random case (where we can take A = ). Some of the proofs in this paper will be based on
applying the inducting strategy in [39] in the non-uniformly random case (see Section [[.4] for a more
detailed discussion).

As will be explained in detail in Section [[L4] our conditions for the CLT and the functional law of
iterated logarithm (LIL) will involve some mixing (weak-dependence) related conditiond] on sequences
(frn) of random variables of the form f,(w) = f(a1,6nw,...,0d,6m), where f has an explicit form,
together with the integrability assumption |luy, — i (uw)|le € LP(, F,P), p > 2, where || - || is
the standard Holder norm corresponding to some exponent «. For instance, when T, is a piecewise
monotone map on the unit interval with full images on each monotonicity interval, whose Jacobian has
sufficiently regulaﬂ variation on each monotonicity intervafl and its minimal amount of expansion on
the monotonicity intervals is denoted by 7, > 1, then our general conditions yield that the CLT holds
true when ||ue — e (Uw)||a € LP(R2, F,P) and the sequence of random variables (ygn. )52, on (2, F,P)
satisfies some weak type of upper mixing condition. Our condition for the other limit theorems are
similar (some also require certain integrability conditions, see Section [[4]). We stress that in certain
circumstances our mixing assumptions and the other conditions for the limit theorems are essentially
independent. For instance, in the above examples the CLT will hold when the random variables ~,,
satisfies conditions similar to the ones imposed on a,, in the end of Section [LT.11

1.2. On the types of Gibbs measures and the smooth case. The equivariant measures pi,
considered in this manuscript correspond to a piecewise Holder continuous random potential ¢,, and
have the property that they are absolutely continuous with respect to a random conformal measure
Uy, 80 that (L,)*Vgw = AV, where L, g(z) = Zy:Twy:z e?W)g(y) is the transfer operator of T}, and
Aw > 0 (namely p,, is the random Gibbs measure corresponding to ¢, see [42, [44]). We will call the
case “smooth” if the domain of T}, is a smooth manifold and e~?~ is the Jacobian of T, with respect
to the volume measure on the domain (i.e. ¢, = —InJr,). In this case we have A\, = 1 and v, is the
volume measure m,,, and so p,, is absolutely continuous with respect to my,.

Like in [44], for partially expanding maps we impose a certain restriction on the oscillation of the
underlying potential ¢,,, and, in addition, we will impose a certain restriction on the Holder constant
of ¢, along inverse branches of T,,, which will be crucial for obtaining the effective RPF rates that
will be discussed in the next section. Like in [44], because of the restriction on the oscillation, the
results are less applicable in the smooth case, but includes applications for random measures p,, of
maximal entropy (when ¢, = 0) and in the, so-called, high temperature regime when ¢, = %d’w for a
sufficiently large 8 and a given random potential ¢,, satisfying some regularity conditions.

For properly expanding maps it is unnecessary to directly impose restrictions on the oscillation of
the potential ¢,,, and we will only impose restrictions on the Holder constant of the compositions of
¢, with the inverse branches of T,,. In the smooth case discussed above, this conditions immediately
allows applications to piecewise affine mapsﬁ (where p,, is the Lebesgue measure), since then ¢, is
constant on each inverse branch. We will also show that the type of control needed over the local
variation in this case is satisfied for fiberwise piecewise C?-perturbations of such piecewise affine maps
(see Section 24)), and so we provide several examples in the smooth case, as well.

1.3. On our approach: effective RPF rates. The first part of our approach is based on effective
rates in the random version of the (normalized) Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius theorem (RPF), a notion
which for the sake of convenience is presented here as a definition.

1. Definition (Effective random rates). Let ¢, be a random potential whose supremum norm is
bounded by some random variable b, and its “variation” (e.g. local Hoélder constant) is bounded

6These conditions will always hold true under appropriate restrictions on some upper mixing coefficients related to
(Q,F,P,0).

"See more details in the paragraph below.

8e.g. fiberwise sufficiently small C2-perturbations of piecewise linear maps, see Section 24

IWe will also require that on each injectivity domain has a full image.
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by a random variable v,. Let p, be the random equivariant (i.e. @T lw = pow) Gibbs measure
corresponding to the potential. We say that the transfer operatordl] L, of T,, (with respect to f,)
have random effective rates when acting on a space of functions with “bounded Varlation” if there are
random variables 0 < p(w) < 1 and B,, > 0 which depend analytically only on the random parameters
Q1 ,w, - Odw and on b, and v, so that P-a.s. for every function g on the domain of T;, with bounded
variation (i.e. ||g|lvar < 00) we have

S Banpw,n”gH'uar

(1.1) LZQ—/gduw

where L = Lgn-1,,0-+-0 Ly, 0 L, and pyn = H;lz_ol p(0iw).

In this paper ||g||var Will always be the Holder norm corresponding to some exponent a.

2. Example. In the example in Section [[LT.I] the measures p, = Lebesgue are equivariant, the
corresponding potential is constant on the monotonicity interval of T}, and the operator L, is defined
by

L,g(x) = ayg(awz) + (1 — ay)g(aw + (1 — ay)x).
For this example, if || - ||yar denotes the Hoélder norm corresponding to some exponent o € (0,1] we
obtain ([LT)) with

B, = 24e*%" (1 + aJ%)?

and
e%a;‘f(l + agw) B (1 - agw)
ez (14 ag,) +(1—ag,)
Note that as a, — 1 the amount of contraction p(w) converges to 1, which is expected since when
a, = 1 we have T,x = x and the maps T,, are no longer expanding. Observe also that in this example

B, is actually bounded. This will be the case also for more general classes of random piecewise linear
maps (and some of their perturbations), see Section 223

plw) =

We refer to Theorem [T for a more precise formulation of the effective RPF rates (II]) obtained in
this paper. We also refer to Theorem [49 for effective rates for appropriate complex perturbations of
the operators L, which will be crucial for obtaining some of our results (see Section [[41]). As noted
before, for partially expanding maps in the sense of [44] we obtain effective (real and complex) rates
for potentials ¢, with a sufficiently regular oscillation (which has applications for measures of maximal
entropy and in the high temperature regime). As we have already mentioned this condition limits the
applications to the smooth case, but for properly expanding maps (in the sense of [42] [33]) we will
only require that for each inverse branch y; ., of T, the Holder constant of ¢, o y; ., does not exceed
(v, —1) where 7, is the minimal amount of local expansion of T;,. This condition means that ¢., oy; .
is close to being a constant when the map Ty, has a small amount of expansion. As mentioned in the
end of Section [[.I] the latter condition about the Holder constants is satisfied for appropriate types of
perturbations of piecewise linear or affine maps (see Section [2.4]).

The proof of Theorem 7] is based on showing that the non-normalized transfer operator £ of T,
contracts (w.r.t. the real Hilbert metric) an appropriate family of random cones C,, which are defined
by means of the parameters a;,, (for instance, for properly expanding maps C,, is defined only by means
of 7., where 7, is the minimal amount of local expansion, which in the circumstances of Section [[.1.1]
satisfies v, = a_!). This is the main difference here in comparison to many other applications of
the contraction properties of real Hilbert metric for random operators (see [38] [40, [42] [33] [44] and
references therein), where the cones are usually defined by means of a random variable which can be
expressed as a series of known random variables (but with unclear integrability or other regularity
properties). As mentioned above, in the setup of [42] B3] the price to pay for being able to use more
explicit cones is an additional limitation on the variation of the potential ¢, along inverse branches,

107, is the dual of the Koopman operator g — g o T, with respect to the probability measure p.,.
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while in the setup of [44] we will also require that the amount of expansion dominates the amount of
contraction fiberwise and not only on the average.

We would like to think about p(w) in () as the amount of contraction we have on the fiber w.
We refer the readers to Remark B3] for a discussion about situations where B,, is actually bounded.
For instance, for the aforementioned example of perturbations of piecewise affine maps (described in
Section 2.4), B, is bounded if the Holder constant of the logarithm of the Jacobian of T,, (on each
inverse branch) is bounde, while when this Holder constant is not bounded, we have B, < Cy%es
where 7, is the minimal amount of contraction. For more general expanding map we have B,, <
Creetsup [9u+498 (deg(T,,) deg(Ty-1,,))?, where deg(T,,) is the maximal number of preimages that a
point = can have under T,. Note that under certain types of mixing assumptions on (2, F,P,0)
the precise form of p(w) does not make much difference, and only the fact that it is a function of the
parameters a;(w) plays a significant role (still, we refer to Sections 22331 and 2:3.2] for the precise form),
since we will work under assumptions guaranteeing that the sequences (a; gn., )52 are sufficiently fast
mixing.

1.3.1. A comparison with existing less explicit random RPF rates. Let us compare (1) with
a few other random RPF rates in literature. For the maps considered in [42] [40] (see also references
therein) and [44] we have (LI with a constant p but with a random variable B,, which is defined by
means of first hitting times to certain sets and a certain random variable @), which can be expressed
as a series of known random variables (see, for instance, [42] Lemma 3.18]). In fact, the proof of
these results relied] on obtaining rates of the form (I with random p(w) which depends on Q,, (see,
for instance, [42, Proposition 3.17]). Note that even though @, has a closed “formula” it is unclear
which type of regularity conditions (e.g. integrability) it satisfies. A similar phenomena happens also
in the random RPF rates obtained in [4] [B] [6] 4] (note that the third includes results for piecewise
monotone interval maps without a random covering assumption), namely one can take p(w) = p to
be a constant but with the price of making B, less explicit. In any case, since it is not clear which
regularity properties B, has in the above setups, it is less likely that these rates will be effective for
proving limit theorems under explicit conditions, and not conditions involving some restrictions on the
random variable B, (which are hard to verify).

Another less direct approach is based on an appropriate version of Oseledets theorem for the cocycle
of transfer operators {L,, : w € Q}, and under certain logarithmic integrability conditions (see [23]
Proposition 26] and references therein), it yields that

(12) \ 129~ [ gd.

for some A > 0 and a tempere random variable K(w). Notice that once (L2) is established with
some A then the minimal choice for K (w) is

< K(w)eﬂv\”g”var

K((U) = sup HLZ - Nw”varen)\'
n

Remark also that

1
A < Ao(w) := —limsup — In ||L]} — pwllvar, P-a.s.
n—oo N
and so, in a sense, A = A\ := ess-inf \g (w) is the smallest possible choice for A. We note that when
InU is integrable then (IZI) yields that A® < X\ = — [Inp(w)dP(w) which is a limitation on the

11\We refer to Remarks[@ and [[2] for a discussion about this matter and its relation to artificiality limiting the minimal
amount of contraction by forcing it to be bounded above. This can always be done, but then stronger conditions on
the potential are needed, which essentially reduce to the boundedness of the variation of the potential along inverse
branches, which in the smooth case is the negative logarithm of the Jacobian.

12More precisely, for the maps described in Remark @

13When (II) holds true with any kind of random variables B and p, we can replace p(w) by a constant smaller than
1 by considering the number of visits to a set of the form A. = {p(w) < 1 — ¢} for € € (0,1) small enough. However,
this will make the “new” B, less explicit and with unclear regularity properties.

14Namely, almost surely we have limy, oo %K(G"w) =0.
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contraction rate in the exponential convergence towards p,,. Even though we have the above explicit
form for K (w), it is unclear which type of regularity (beyond being tempered) the random variable K (w)
possesse or if it has a finite upper bound which depends (in a reasonable way) only the parameters
a;(w) describing the maps T,,. Under the conditions of [23, Proposition 26] in [23] 24] limit theorems
were obtained in the smooth case for expanding on the average maps T, and random potentials wu,,
satisfying (roughly speaking) that K (w)||tuw|lver < C fo'd some constant C. In comparison with the
smooth case considered in [23] [24], we restrict ourselves to maps which have some fiberwise expansion
(maybe not on the entire space) and not only expansion on the average. Moreover, we will have an
additional assumption on the Jacobian (which will be satisfied for certain perturbations of piecewise
affine maps) and certain type of upper mixing conditions on the system (Q, F,P,6) as well. On the
other hand, as noted above, in general K(w) does not seem to be “computable”, and we also consider
more general families of equivariant measures p,, corresponding to potentials with sufficiently regular
variation (e.g. the maximal entropy and the high-temperature regime cases discussed above).

Let us also mention related results for (partially hyperbolic) iid maps {Ty;,, : j > 0} which admit
a random (Young) tower extension (see [7, 29] [8 B]). In this setup estimates of the form
ng - /gdﬂw

(13) < K(W)an”gHvar

L (p)

were obtained for some sequences a,, — 0 (the decay rate of a,, is determined by the decay rates of the
tails of the random tower) and a random variable K (w) which satisfies certain regularity conditions
like K(w) € LP(Q, F,P) for some p > 1. While also here K(w) does not seem to depend only on
some parameters describing the original maps (or something similar), integrability conditions on K (w)
together with polynomial decay of a, are sufficient to get appropriate control over the non-uniform
decay of correlations, which is enough to prove limit theorems like an almost sure invariance principle
(see [45]). However, this is obtained only for iid maps which admit a sufficiently regular random tower
extension (and iid functions {ugi, : 0 < k < oo}). Moreover, even for iid maps several other limits
theorems like the ones described in Section [[L4.1] seem to require more than (L3)).

1.4. A more detailed discussion on the proofs and conditions of the limit theorems. A
major difficulty in proving limit theorems in the non-uniformly random case (beyond the iid case) is
that the iterates of the annealed transfer operator (see [2]) do not describe the statistical behavior of
the random Birkhoff sums, and due to strong dependence between T, u,, and Tpy,,, ug, it seems less
likely that a random tower extension with sufficiently fast decaying tails exists (see again [7, 29] [8] [3]
and [45]). Instead, our results will rely on the effective rates (ILI]) described in the previous sections,
as described in the following paragraphs.

We present two proofs of the central limit theorem (CLT) and the functional law of iterated logarithm
(LIL). The first one (i.e. the proof of Theorem 7)) is based on inducing, and more precisely we use the
inducing strategy in [39, Theorem 2.3]. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that a result
based on inducing in the Q2 direction is applied effectively for expanding maps like the ones considered
in this paper (namely, that the required control over the system between two visiting times to the set
on the base ) is achieved). The idea in our proof is that, using ([[I)), the conditions of [39, Theorem
2.3] reduce to certain almost sure growth conditions which involve the random variables p(w), U, and
Co = ||t — preo (Ue)Jvar = ||ty — oo (Ue)||a, Which in turn can be verified under certain types of mild
upper weak-dependence (mixing) assumptions on the sequenced] (p(0"w))s%y and (Bgny, )22, and the
integrability condition ¢, € LP(Q, F,P),p > 2. We note that when (Q, F,P,0) is the shift system
generated by a sufficiently fast mixing sequence (e.g. a geometrically ergodic Markov chain or some
other exponentially fast mixing sequence) these mixing conditions will always hold true when we can

e.g., whether it is in LP(2, F,P) for some p or if (K (§"w)) satisfies some weak-dependence conditions.

1616t us also note that in [24, Appendix A] it is demonstrated that, in general, scaling conditions of this form are
necessary for the validity of certain limit theorems.

17Recall that p(w) and Bw are functions of a; , and so it is enough to impose upper weak-dependence conditions on
(@i,0mn0)or fori=1,2,...,d.
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approximate p(w) and B, sufficiently fast by functions of (X;);j<, as 7 — oo (in particular, when
p(w) and B, depend only on finitely many of the X;’s). We stress that integrability conditions on
B, are not required and all that is needed is some type of upper mixing conditions and integrability
assumptions on ¢,. In order to illustrate the above scheme, for the example in Section [LT.1] it will
enough to induce on a set of the form A = {w : max(a,, as,) < 1 — §} for a sufficiently small § such
that P(A) > 0 (note that some sufficient mixing conditions where already discussed in Section [[I]T]).

Our second proof of the CLT and LIL (namely, the proof of Theorem [B2)) is not based on inducing,
and instead it exploits (I.I)) directly and also requires that B, € LP (as noted above, B, is even
bounded for a wide class of maps, see Remark[33)). While in general integrability assumptions on B, are
true additional requirements, the second type of sufficient conditions for the CLT has two advantages
over the first set. First, it requires much weaker restrictions on certain upper mixing coefficients related
to the system (2, F,P,0). Second, it allows weaker approximation rates of (p(6"w))22, and (Bgn,,)22,
than the ones required in the first set of conditions (in the case when the latter sequences can only be
approximated by sequences satisfying some type of upper weak-dependence conditions).

We also obtain an almost sure invariance principle (ASIP), see Theorem [34] which concerns strong
approximation of the random Birkhoff sums by sums of independent Gaussian random variables (and
is a stronger form of the CLT). Under some upper weak-dependence assumptions on (p(6"w))22,
and (U(0"w))5, and some integrability conditions we obtain an ASIP with rates o(n!'/4t7P/2+<)
where p is the largest number so that the random variable Y (w) described in the last paragraph of
Section [[T] belongs to LP. For instance (see Remark B@]), under certain regularity assumptions on the
potential ¢, our intergability conditions are |[uy, — pew(uy)|le € LP(, F,P) and N(w) € LP(Q2, F,P)
where N(w) = sup{va(g o T,,) : va(g) < 1}. In the smooth case these conditions hold true for the
aforementioned C?-perturbations of the piecewise affine maps (where here N(w) essentially coincides
with the maximal amount of expansion of the map). In more general circumstances we also require
that B, € LP(Q, F,P) (in the situations discussed before it is bounded).

For non-uniformly random iid maps which admit a random tower extension an ASIP was obtained™
in [45], while for non uniformly random expanding maps driven by a general ergodic system ({2, F, P, §)
it was obtained in [26] by inducing on an appropriate set A. The conditions in [26] reduce to certain
assumptions on the behavior of the random Birkhoff sums S¥u when n is smaller than the first visiting
time n 4 (w) of the orbit of w to A. The proof of the ASIP in this paper is not based on inducing, and
instead we apply (1)) directly, but we still think it could be interesting to check how (I)) can be
combined with an inducing strategy in order to yield some ASIP rates. Finally, we would also like to
refer to [24], where an ASIP was obtained under the scaling conditions described in the penultimate
paragraph of Section [L3.1]

1.4.1. Results which also require random complex effective rates, and the deterministic
case.

In Theorems B9 and M0 we also derive a moderate deviations principle (MDP) which deals with
the asymptotic behavior of probabilities of the form p,{(S¥u — o (S¥w))/a, € T'} where (a,) is a
certain type of normalizing sequence and I' C R is an arbitrary Borel set (we refer to these results
as moderate deviationd™] because of the quadratic rate function involved in the formulation). These
results are obtained under an additional condition on the potential u,, which, roughly speaking, means
that either the Holder norm |juy o is small when T, has some inverse branch with a small amount
of contraction, or that it is small when the ratio between the amount of expansion and contraction
is close to 1. Such a condition is close in spirit to the scaling conditions in [23, 24] discussed in the
penultimate paragraph of Section [[L3.T] but the scaling is done according to the amount of expansion
of T,,.

Under the same additional requirement on the random functions wu,, we will also obtain self-
normalized CLT rates and a moderate version of the local CLT (see Theorems 3] and A3] respectively).

18The ASIP for uniformly random maps was treated in several papers in different setups, see [20] and the references
in [45] [26].
As opposed to large deviations.
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Our CLT rates are of order n~(1/2-6/P) when appropriate random variables (like the ones discussed
in previous paragraphs) belong to LP(, F,P). When these random variables are bounded (i.e. in
the uniformly random case) we have p = oo and this result recovers the Berry-Esseen theorem [33]
Theorem 7.1.1] (where the optimal n~!/2 rates were obtained, see also |25, 34]). In [33, Theorem 7.15],
in the uniformly random case, a local CLT was derived for the type of expanding maps considered
in this paper (see also [21], 22| 25| B4]), but the moderate type of local CLT considered here is in a
difference scale, it holds true without any additional aperiodicity conditions as in [33] 21} 22| 25] [34]
and it is new even in the uniformly random case. On the other hand, it provides local CLT estimates
on a weaker scale.

The proofs of the MDP, the CLT rates and the moderate local CLT require effective rates for
appropriate complex perturbations of the transfer operators L., which is established Theorem
In fact, for partially expanding maps (as in Section 22]), Theorem is new even in the uniformly
random case (in that case B, and p(w) are constants in the appropriate complex version). The proof of
Theorem [49 uses Rugh’s theory [43] of the contraction properties of complex Hilbert metrics associated
with complex cones (see also [27],28]). For uniformly random properly expanding maps 7T, this method
was applied successfully for random complex transfer operators for the first time in [33] Ch. 4-6], and
here we show how to apply it when the amount of contraction at the “jump” from w to 6w depends
on w (roughly speaking, the amount of contraction is p(w) appearing on (I])), as well as for partially
expanding maps (for such maps our results are new even in the uniformly random case).

Finally, let us note that for the partially expanding maps considered in this paper, the application
of [43] is new even in the deterministic case (i.e. in the setup of [16]). This results in explicit bounds on
the spectral gap of appropriate complex perturbations on the dual operator of the Koopman operator
corresponding to the deterministic map 7" and the underlying Gibbs measure. Using such estimates?]
we can obtain, for instance, explicit constants in the Berry-Esseen theorem. That is, the methods used
in this paper also make it possible to extend [28, Theorem 1.1] from the properly expanding case to
the partially expanding case, and we expect other similar quantitative results to follow.

2. RANDOM EXPANDING MAPS

As mentioned in Section [I similarly to [44] we will consider partially random expanding maps and
random Gibbs measures corresponding to random potentials with sufficiently small random oscillation
and a small Holder constant along inverse branches. However, when the maps are properly expanding
(i.e. all local inverse branches are strongly contracting) we only need the condition about the Holder
constants, which will allow applications in the smooth case. For that reason we begin the presentation
in the setup of [33] Ch. 6] (which is similar to [42]) and only after that we will present the setup of
partially expanding maps.

2.1. Properly expanding maps with a local pairing property.

2.1.1. Random spaces and maps. Our setup consists of a probability space (2, F,P) together with an
invertible ergodic P-preserving transformation 6 : Q — Q, of a compact metric space (X, p) normalized
in size so that diamX < 1 together with the Borel o-algebra B, and of a set £ C Q2 x X measurable
with respect to the product o-algebra F x B such that the fibers £, = {xr € X : (w,z) € £}, w € N are
compact. The latter yields (see [I5] Chapter IIT) that the mapping w — &, is measurable with respect
to the Borel o-algebra induced by the Hausdorff topology on the space (X) of compact subspaces of
X and the distance function p(z,&,) is measurable in w for each € X'. Furthermore, the projection
map 7o (w,z) = w on £ is measurable and it maps any F x B-measurable set to a F-measurable set
(see “measurable projection” Theorem II1.23 in [15]).

3. Remark. Compactness of either X or &, will only be needed to insure the measurability of w — &,
in the above sense. Thus, when &, = X for every w then our results will remain valid for bounded
metric spaces X which are not necessarily compact.

20The idea is that, contrary to the classical perturbative approach based on an appropriate implicit function theorem,
we can control the size of perturbation as well as obtain explicit bounds on the corresponding complex RPF triplets.
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Next, let
{T, : Ew = Epu, w € 1}
be a collection of maps between the metric spaces &, and &y, so that the map (w,z) = T,z on & is
measurable with respect to the restriction of 7 x B to £. For every w € € and n € N consider the n-th
step iterates T given by

(2.1) T, =Typn-1,0---0Tp, 0T, : & — Epne-

Our first additional requirement from the maps T,, is that there is a random variable ,, > 1 so that
for every z,x’ € Ep,, we can write

(2.2) T o} = (g = piwl(@) 10 < b} and ToHa'} = (o) = piula’) 11 < b}
and
(2.3) p(yi,yi) < ()~ ' plz, ')

for all 1 <i < k (where either k € N or k = 00).

4. Remark. We can also consider a somehow different setup where (2:2) and (23) hold true only
for two points x,2’ such that p(z,z’) < £ for some fixed constant £ < 1. In this case we would
have to assume that deg(7,,) < oo (so k above is finite) and that deg(T,,) is measurabldZ]. Here
deg(T,,) = max{|T;{x}| : = € &y}, where |A| denotes the cardinality of a finite set A. Moreover,
we will need to require the following two additional covering assumptions:

(i) there exists ng € N and an {-cover of &, by points z; = x;,, such that for all ¢ we have
170 (Bu(2i, €)) = Epu-

(ii) for all z, 2" € &g, for every y € T, {z} there exists y € T,;1{z'} so that p(y,y’) < &.

The main example we have in mind for such types of maps are certain classes of random sub-shifts
of finite type (see, for instance [40] but also [42] Section 2.1]). In this case we take ¢ small enough
so that p(z,2’) < € means that the 0-th coordinate of z and 2’ coincide. Note that for the maps
presented before Remark [4] we can just take & = 1, and in this case there is no need for the additional
requirements (i) and (ii). In order to avoid a more complicated presentation of our main results we
decided to focus on the case £ = 1, which already includes most of the (non-symbolic) examples we
have in mind (e.g. the one in Section [[LTT)).

Next, for every w € Q and all g : &, — C set
v(9) = Vaew(g) = Inf{R: [g(x) — g (2')] < Rp®(w,2) if p(z,2") <&}
and |gll = [lglla.e = llgllco + vae(g)
where || - oo is the supremum norm and p®(z,2’) = (p(z,2'))" (and « is the same as in (Z4)).

5. Remark. If g : £ — C is measurable and g,, : £, — C is given by g,,(z) = g(w, z) then the function
w = ||gw|| is measurable by [33], Lemma 5.1.3].

Next, consider the Banach spaces (Ho, | - [|) = (K&, || - la.e) of all functions A : &, — R such that
|h]la,e < 0o and denote by He.c = 7—[5"% the space of all complex-valued functions with ||h]|q,e < oo.

2.1.2. The random potential. Let ¢ : £ — R be a measurable function so that ||¢p(w, )||c < c0. Fix
some « € (0, 1], and suppose that for P-a.e. w and let H, be a random variable such that for all x and
2’ in &g, for all ¢ we have

(2.4) |6 (Wi (@) = bu (Yiw(2"))] < Hop®(z,2')
where ¢,,(z) = ¢(w,x). In this paper we assume that

(2.5) H, <~§,—1.

2le can assume that deg(T.) < do for some random variable d., instead.
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3

This condition means that the Holder constant of each composition ¢,, o ¥; ., is small when the “next

map” Ty, has a small amount of contraction on some piece of the space.

6. Remark. Condition (24) holds true when v(¢,,) < ~2(vg, —1). However, this condition is more
general since it only imposes restrictions on the Holder constant along the inverse branches of T,
and, as will be demonstrated in Section 24] it allows applications in the smooth case. The idea is
that for piecewise affine maps ([2.4]) holds true with H, = 0, and so (24]) and (2.3 will hold true for
appropriate perturbations of such maps (see Section 2.4]). Condition (2.3)) is also in force when ¢,, has
the form W where 1), has Holder constant (corresponding to the exponent «) smaller than 1

(see also Remark [).
7. Remark. In principle, we can define

(26) Hw = Supv((bw o yi,w)

and assume that H,, < ~g — 1. However, the function w — H,, might not be measurable because we
did not assume that w — deg(T,,) is measurable.

Next, we need following summability condition:

8. Assumption. There is a random variable D, < oo such that

sup Y e <D,
fASTorm 1
yeT, {z}

Note that when deg(T,,) is finite and measurable then this assumption trivially holds true D,, =
deg(T,)ell?“llo (||¢y||oo = sup|¢.| is measurable by [33, Lemma 5.1.3]).

9. Remark. The non-uniform expansion comes from the possibility that v, will be arbitrary close to
1 (when 7, is large then T, is strongly expanding). Notice that conditions (2:2)) and (23] remain valid
if we replace 7y, with v, = min(M,~,) for some constant M > 1. While this limits the amount of
expansion, some (but not all) of the conditions of the limit theorems that will be proven in this paper
require intergability assumptions which are weaker when -y, is bounded. On the other hand, forcing
Yo to be bounded by replacing it with v, s essentially means that instead of (ZB) we require that
H,, < (vg., 0 — 1) for some M > 0, and so there is a trade-off between the aforementioned integrability
conditions and the latter stronger version of ([2.3]).

2.1.3. An example and a comparison with [42]. One example of maps which satisfy our conditions are
piecewise injective maps. In this case let £, = X = [0, 1) for some d € N, and take a random partition
of X into rectangles of the form [a1,bs) X [az,b2) X - -+ X [ag4,bq). Now, on each rectangle we can take
a distance expanding map which maps it onto [0,1)¢. Note that since &, does not depend on w there
is no need in compactness to insure its measurability.

The condition (2.5]) is a restriction on the potential ¢,,. While we can always choose a potential which
satisfies this condition, it is interesting to see when this setup applies to the smooth case when ¢, =
—In(Jz,) and p, is the unique absolutely continuous invariant measure w.r.t. the volume measure,
and we refer to Section 4] for examples in the smooth case (fiberwise piecewise C? perturbations of
certain piecewise linear or affine maps).

2.2. Random maps with dominating expansion.

2.2.1. Random spaces and maps. Let (Q, F,P,0),(X,p),{E} and {T,, : Ew — &} satisfy the same
properties described in the first paragraph of Section 21l In this section, our additional assumptions
on the maps T, are as follows: we suppose that there exist random variables [, > 1, o, > 1, g, € N
and d, € N so that ¢, < d,, and for every x € &, we can write

(2.7) T o} = {y1,0(2), o Ya (@)}
where for every z,z’ € &, and for i = 1,2, ..., q, we have

(28) p(yi,w (1’), Yi,w (:EI)) < lwp(xu :EI)
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while for i = q, + 1,...,dy,
(2'9) p(.%‘i,.%'/i) < chlp(xvxl)'

The above conditions are satisfied in the setup of [44] (see Section [Z2.3 for a discussion). We assume
here that

_ quls + (dw — Qw)au_;a
dy
which is a quantitative estimate on the amount of allowed contraction, given the amount of expansion
T, has.
Next, denote by H,, the space of functions on &, equipped with the norm

(2.10) ay <1

lgll = llgllee +v(g)

where [|g||c = sup |g| and v(g) = va(g) is the smallest number so that [g(z)—g(y)| < v(g)(p(z, y))a for
all z and y in &, (namely H,, = H®! in the notations of the previous section). In the case when a = 1
and each &, is a Riemannian manifold we will also consider the norms ||g|| = ||g|lc1 = sup |g|+sup || Dg||
on the space of C'-functions, namely v(g) above is replaced by the supremum norm of the deferential
of g (so in this case v(g) could either be the Lipschitz constant or sup || Dg||).

2.2.2. The random potential. Next, let ¢ : £ — E be a measurable function and let ¢, : &, — R be
given by ¢, (z) = ¢(w,x). Set

Ew = OSC(¢w) = sup (bw — inf (bw
be the oscillation of ¢, and for some fixed e € [0, 1) let

(2.11) H, = max{v(dw o yiw): 1 <i<d,}

be the maximal Holder constant along inverse branches. We assume here that both ¢, and H, are
finite. Note that if ¢,, was Holder continuous on the entire space &,, then H,, < l,v(¢,). Our additional
requirements from the function ¢,, is that

s;wl—l
1+ s5t

10. Remark. The assumption about H,, is a version of the combination of conditions (24) and (Z3)).
Let 4, be so that (1 4 d,)a, < 1 and suppose that e~ (1 + d,,)a,, < 1. Then the condition about H,,

2
is satisfied when H, < 619:;“. Note that we can always assume that a,, is bounded below by some
positive constant (by replacing a,, with a,, = max(a, 1 —¢) if needed). This will make no difference in
our proofs, and in that case the second condition reads H,, < Cdy,, for some C which can be arbitrarily

close to 1.

(2.12) Sw = e*va, <1 and e**H, <

2.2.3. A comparison with [44] and (additional) examples.

On the assumptions. Our assumptions (2.71), (28] and (Z9) on the maps correspond to [44, Assumption
(H1)] (see also the proof of [44], Proposition 5.4]). Our condition s,, < 1 is a stronger version of [44] (2.2)]
in [44, Assumption (H3)], which requires that [ Ins,dP(w) < 0 instead. In addition to this difference
we also have the additional assumption about H,,, which is an additional fiberwise restriction on the
local Holder constant of the potential on inverse branches. This condition always holds true when ¢,
is constant on each inverse branch. On the other hand, in [44] there are several other assumptions on
the maps T, like [44, Assumptions (H4) and (H5)] or [44, Assumptions (H4) and (H5’)] whose purpose
is to prove uniqueness of the RPF triplets described in [44, Theorem A] (see also Theorem [47]). While
it is natural to work under assumptions that guarantee uniqueness of RPF triplets (and equilibrium
states), our result will not require such assumptions and all the limit theorems will hold for a certain
type of random equilibrium state (Gibbs measure), which coincides with the unique one under the
additional assumptions in [44].
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Special choices of random potential. Let us discuss two special types of potentials considered in [44]
Theorem D]. First, let us consider the case when when ¢, = 0. This case corresponds to equivariant
measure (i, of maximal entropy (see [44, Theorem D]), and in our case (2-12]) holds true for that choice
as long as a,, < 1. Again, the main difference in this case in comparison with [44] is that the weaker
assumption f Ina,dP(w) < 0 was assumed instead. Another special choice for ¢, is the case when
¢u = 1, /T for some other random potential and a sufficiently large constant 7' (this is usually referred
to as the high-temperature regime). In the high-temperature regime our results for general potentials
are mostly effective in the uniformly random cas, but we note that in the setup of this section most
of the results will be new even in then.

Some additional examples of maps. In [44] Section 3] several examples were given, and in our setup
we can consider the same examples replacing the assumptions about the integral of Ina, by almost
sure assumptions on a,,. For instance, let us consider a random finite partition of [0, 1) into intervals
I, =[0w,i,bui),i < dy,. On each i let us take a monotone Holder continuous map Ty, ; : I, ; — [0,1)
which IS onto [0,1). Let us assume that the absolute value of the derivatives of T,, 1, ..., T, p,, is not
less than o, > 1, while the derivatives of the other g, = d., — p,, maps T, ; does not exceed [ L for
some [, > 1. Then all the conditions described before are valid if a,, < 1. A particular case are the,
so called, random Manneville-Pomeau maps. Let 8(w) € (0,1) be a random variable and let us take
I,1=1[0,%) and I,,» = [3,1). On the first interval, let T}, 1(z) = z(1 + (22)?“)) while on the second
we set T, o(x) = 2z — 1. Then ¢, = p, =1, 0, = 2 and I, = 1. In this case

Jl+27°

2

£,

Sw =

, H, = max (Ua((bw o T;}),va(qﬁw o Tojé)) )

Similar multidimensional examples can be given, for instance Z,; can be a partition of [0,1)¢ =
[0,1) x---x[0,1) into rectangles with disjoint interiors of the form I, ; = [agl))w, bgl)w) X e X [a&?ﬂ, bgi))
and on each rectangle we can take an injective map whose image is [0, 1), and assume that some of the
maps are distance expanding, while others might contract distance on some regions of the rectangle
(e.g. we can start with affine maps and perturb). We would also like to refer to [44] Section 3.4] for

other multidimensional maps, which are included in our setup when the condition

14 L
sgp((l— f) —|—ka) <1

mentioned after [44], (3.2)] is satisfied (and o), > 1 for all k). Note that there are additional requirements
in [44, Section 3.4] but as mentioned above their purpose is to insure the uniqueness of the RPF triplets,
which is not a requirement in this paper.

2.3. Frequently used random variables. In this section we will introduce several random variables
and the random cones that will be involved in the formulation of the effective Perron-Frobenius rates
(Theorems [47 and M9)), as well as in the conditions of the limit theorems.

11. Remark. From now on variables x which involves fw directly will be written in the form z(w),
while we will use the notation z,, for a variable x whose definition does not directly involve fw.

2.3.1. Properly expanding maps. In the circumstances of Section 2.} let C, be the real cone defined
by

Co={9€H,:9>0,g(x) < e'ygpa(m’m,)g(x’), Va2 €&}

The following random variables are used in the formulation of Theorems 27 32 B4l (CLT and ASIP)
and Theorems [A7] and [49] (Perron-Frobenius rates).

2213 the non-uniformly case we can consider v, which satisfies (ZI2)) with £, /T instead of T and take ¢, = Vo, /T
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Random variable Role/comments
B, = 24eM5 (1 +42)? appears on the RHS of (1)
q(w) = % q(w) € (0,1) because of (23)
D(w) =~g,+2n (}tgg:g) bounds projective diameter, see Corollary
p(w) = tanh(D(w)/4) contraction rate as in the RHS of (II); p(w) € (0,1)
B, = eV a lower bound on the random equivariant density h.,, see Theorem 7]
K, = (1+~%)ew bounds aperture of C., see Theorem [BI} see also Theorem [7]
M, =8(1— 8775)72 bounds aperture of the dual of C,,, see Theorem BT} M,, < 16

Note that the “the projective diameter” refers to the diameter of the image £,C,, inside Cq,, with
respect to the (projective) Hilbert metric.

12. Remark. As a continuation of Remark @ when H, < min(M,~g,)* — 1 for some M > 1 (i.e.
H, <~3,—1 and it is bounded) then we can replace v, with 7, » = min(M,~,) (namely assume
that ~, is bounded above). In this case we have

D(w) < M+2In <1J_FZZE:§),BW§C(M)

for some constant C(M), where ¢qps(w) is defined like g(w) but with v, as instead of ~,,.

Next, let u,, € H,, be a random function so that

(2.13) Hy =750 (uy) + Hy < 7§, — 1
and an equivariant family of probability measures ., (i.e. (Ty)sptw = fow). Note that 2I3) is a
stronger version of ([2.5]). Let

Uy = Uy — oo (Ugw)-
In the circumstances of Section 2] the following random variables are used in the formulation of
Theorems and M0 (moderate deviations principles), Theorem H3] (CLT rates) and Theorem
(moderate local CLT).

Random variable Role/comments
p(w) = tanh(7D(w)/4) complex contraction rate as in Theorem 49 5(w) € (0,1)
— 2|7 H,
co(w) = 3[[twloc + Y co(w) > 0 by 2I3)
E(w) = co(w) (1 + cosh(7D(w)/2)) determines when transfer operators preserve complex cones
D, = 16ell#l~(1 + v(u,))(1 + H,)D,, D,, comes from Assumption [§

2.3.2. Partially expanding maps. In the circumstances of Section 2.2] consider the real cone

Co=Cor, ={9€MH,: g>0 and v(g) < s infg}.
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The following random variables are used in the formulation of Theorems 27 32, B4 (CLT and ASIP)
and Theorems A1 and [49] (Perron-Frobenius rates).

Random variable Role/comments
B, = 12(1+2/s,)* appears on the RHS of (I.1))
Cwo = Sow (14 (1 + s, )e* H,,) Co < 1 by @12)
D(w) =21In (}fg:) +21In (1 + Cwsu_)l) . bounds projective diameter, see Corollary [T0]
p(w) = tanh(D(w)/4) contraction rate as in the RHS of (II)); p(w) € (0,1)
Byoi1=1+ S;l a lower bound on the random equivariant density h.,, see Theorem 7]
K,=1+ 25;1 bounds aperture of C,, see Theorem [BI} see also Theorem €7
M, = 68;1 bounds aperture of the dual of C,,, see Theorem [81]

Finally, let u, : & — R be a random function and g, be an equivariant family of probability
measures fi,. Set Uy, = Uy — Hw(ty,). In the circumstances of Section 2] the following random
variables are used in the formulation of Theorems B9 and 0] (moderate deviations principles), Theorem
3] (CLT rates) and Theorem [45 (local moderate CLT).

Random variable Role/comments

p(w) = tanh(7D(w)/4) complex contraction rate as in Theorem 9 5(w) € (0,1)

) B 3289“)(1_’_28;1)6“"1w“oo+2u¢’w oo llawl|(1+H.,)

co(w co(w) € (0,00)

1—=Cw
E(w) = co(w) (1 4 cosh(7D(w)/2)) determines when transfer operators preserve complex cones
Dw — 166\\ﬂw\\x (1 + U(uw))(l + Hw)Dw D,, = deg Twelldu\\oo _ dwe\\tﬁwlloo

2.4. More general (than Section [[.T.7]) examples in the smooth case: fiberwise piecewise
perturbations of piecewise linear expanding maps. As discussed before, the maps described in
Sections 2.1 and [2Z.2] were essentially considered in [42] [33] and [44], respectively, with the exception
that in [42] [33] the potential ¢, did not satisfy (24) and (21, and in [44] the weaker condition
[ Ins,dP(w) < 0 was considered (instead of s,, < 1), and the potential ¢,, did not satisfy the second
estimate in (ZI2)), as well. In comparison with [42], the inequality (23] is our main additional as-
sumption on the potential ¢, in the setup of Section 2.1l While we can always work with a random
Gibbs measure p,, corresponding to a potential ¢, satisfying (24]) and (2.3]), it is interesting to see
for which maps these conditions hold true in the smooth case when e®~ is the Jacobian of T,, with
respect to the volume measure on &,. In this section we will show that (2Z4]) and (1) are valid in
the smooth case for certain type of C? fiberwise perturbations of piecewise linear maps (and similarly
we can consider perturbations of piecewise affine maps, but for the sake of simplicity we will describe
only the one dimensional case).
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2.4.1. The piecewise linear case. The examples in this section are generalizations of the illustrating
examples in Section [LTIl Let Z,, = {l,; = [ai(w),b;(w))} be a (nontrivial) partition of the unit
interval [0,1) into intervals, and on each interval let ¢; ,, be a linear map that maps I, ; to [0,1) (there
are two options, either the decreasing one or the increasing one). Then the slope of £, ; is £|I,, ;| 7,
where |I, ;| is the length of I, ;. Let us assume that I, ; is the largest interval and set

Yoll) = [Toa| 7' > 1.

Next, for each i let I, ;_ (,) be the unique interval I, ; so that y € I, ;. Then the map ¢, defined
by Lu(y) = Ly, ) (y) satisfies all the conditions in Section 2.1l in the case & = 1 with v, = 7,(£).
Moreover, if we consider the smooth case and take e?~ to be the Jacobian of £, then, since the map
is piecewise linear we have that H, in (2.4) vanishes, and so (23] trivially holds true, where we can
take the Holder exponent o« = 1. Moreover, we have that pu,, is the Lebesgue measure and £,1 =1
(and hence D,, = 1 in this case, and so D, = ell“wl>~(1 4 v, (u,)) depends only on wu,). Recall also
that B, is bounded (see Remark [[2]) and note that ¢(w) = m in this case.

2.4.2. Fiberwise piecewise C2-perturbations. Let us explain for which type of piecewise C?-
perturbations of ¢, the conditions of Section 2.I] with €& = 1 remain true. On each interval I, ,,
without changing the value of £, ; at the end points, let us take a C? perturbation Ty.,i of £, ; so that

@10 [T fasller < 2 = gmin (1000 = D((O) 0nul®) = 1,60 - D)

Let us define T,,(y) = T, (y)(y) (namely by gluing the maps 7, ;). Consider again the smooth case
and take e®~ to be the Jacobian of T,,. Then u,, is equivalent to the Lebesgue measure (since v, in
Theorem [T is the Lebesgue measure).

13. Lemma. Under (ZI4)) the maps satisfy the conditions in Section [21] with € = 1 and ~, =
Yo (l) —ew > %. Moreover, the potential ¢, = —In Jr, satisfies 24]) with « = 1 and H,, so that
@3) holds true (with o =1).

Proof. First, it is clear that we can take 7, = 7,({) — e, > W. In order to show that condition
(Z3) is in force it is enough to show that the derivative of each composition ¢, o ¥, ; is bounded by
Yo — 1. To establish that, note that y,, ;(x) = T, }(x) and so

w,t

"

Tw,z (y) < 450.)
z| > 2
(To{),i(y)) (%J (f))
where in the last inequality we have used that [T ;(y)| = |T,) ;(y) — £ ;(y)| < e, and that

sup (b 0 Yui)' (2)| = sup (160, (Yeo,i ()] - 19,4 (x)]) < supsup

Y i

_ 1
1T, () = 10, )] — €0 > uil ™" — €0 = 70 (f) — 0 > 3w (0)-

4e,,

Finally, using that e, < £ (76w (£) — 1) (7 (f))2 and that &, < 1(7.,(¢) — 1) we see that
1
(7 (0)

Sl;p ’((bw(yw,i))l (:E)’ S (’70(&(() - 1) S ’YOw(E) —Ew — 1 S Yow — 1.

O

14. Remark. As mentioned in Remark [[2] when H,, is bounded then B, from (1) will be bounded
in our applications. Notice that once ([2.35]) established H,, will be bounded if 7, is. In our case this
just means that v,,(¢) is bounded, namely that the number of intervals in the partition Z,, is bounded.

15. Remark. In certain instances |I,, 1| is bounded away from 1 (e.g. T,,x = (my,z) mod 1, m, € N).
In this case we can take allow larger ¢, so that the resulting perturbation will not be uniformly
expanding (as 7, could be arbitrary close to 1).
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3. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

3.1. The random probability space: on the choice of measures . For both classes of maps
considered in Sections 2.I] and let p,, be the Gibbs measures corresponding to the potential ¢,,.
The the detailed exposition of these measures is postponed to Section B.8| (where our results concerning
effective rates are described), and for the meanwhile we refer to [42] and [44] for the construction and
the main properties of these measures (see also Theorem [A7T). For instance they are equilibrium states
and they have an exponential decay of correlations for Holder continuous functions. Let us note that
the smooth case discussed in Section [l corresponds to the choice of ¢, = —In(Jr,) (see Section 2.4]),
while the choice of ¢, = 0 corresponds to random measures of maximal entropy (more generally the
case ¢, = 1, /T for a sufficiently large T and a sufficiently regular potential v, corresponds to the
high temperature regime, see [44, Theorem DJ).

3.2. Upper mixing coefficients. Let X = {X, : j € Z} be a stationary sequence of random variables
(taking values on some measurable space) which generates the system (2, F,P,0), so that 6 is the left
shift on the paths of X;, namely 0((X;)) = (X,;+1).

Recall next that the k: th upper «, ¢ and ¥ mixing coefficients of the sequence {X;} are the smallest
numbers ay (k), ¢y (k) and ¥y (k) so that for every n and a set A measurabld?] with respect to o{X;:
Jj <n} and a set B measurable with respect to c{X,, : m > n+ k} we have

P(AN B) <P(A)P(B)(1 + ¢u(k)),

P(AN B) < P(A)P(B) + 6u (K)P(A)
and
P(AN B) <P(A)P(B) 4+ ay (k).
Clearly
av (k) < ¢u(k) <Yy (k).

Notice next that oy (k), pu (k) and ¢y (k) are decreasing, and so

(3.1) limsupn(k) = lim n(k) = inf n(k)
k—o00 k

k—o00

where 7 is either agr, ¢y or 9¥y.

16. Remark. Note that due to stationarity we can always consider only n = 0 in the definitions of
the upper mixing coefficients. We prefer to present the upper mixing coefficients in the above more
general form in order to avoid repeating that both forms are equivalents in the course of the proofs.

17. Remark (Two sided mixing coefficients). Recall that the (two sided) mixing coefficients
a(k), o(k), (k) are defined similarly through the inequalities

IP(AN B) —P(A)P(B)| < P(A)P(B)y (),

[P(ANB) —P(A)P(B)| < P(A)¢(k),
and
IP(AN B) —P(A)P(B)| < a(k).

Clearly vy (k) < ¥(k), ¢v(k) < ¢(k) and ay(k) < a(k). The sequences a(k), #(k) and (k) are
classical quantities measuring the long range weak-dependence of the sequence {X,} (see [13], 19]).

18. Example. [(properly) mixing examples]

23Here o{X; : j € I} is the o-algebra generated by {X; : j € I}, where T C Z.
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(1) ¢(n) decays exponentially fast as n — oo when X is a geometrically ergodic Markov chain,
namely if R is the transition operato of the chain then

IR = pllec < CO"
for some C' > 0 and ¢ € (0,1) (this is a consequence of [I3, Theorem 3.3]).

(ii) ¢(n) also decays exponentially fast for uniformly contacting Markov chains in the sense of
Dobrushin (see [35, Lemma 3.3]), namely if for some ng € N,
sup |P(X,, €T Xo=2) —P(X,, €T Xo=y)| <1
z,y,I"
where T" ranges over all measurable subsets of the underlying state space and (x, y) ranges over
pairs of states.

(iii) ¥(n) decays exponentially fast as n — co when X; is a Markov chain satisfying the two sided
Doeblin condition: there exists an ¢ > 0 such that for any measurable subset I' on the state
space of X; and a state x we have

Cin(T') < P(X, € T Xo = x) < Con(T)
for some constants C; > 0 and a probability measure n (see [11]).

(iv) 1¥(n) decays exponentially fast when X is the j-th coordinate of a topologically mixing sub-
shift of finite type, see [12]. Therefore, it deacys exponentially fast also when X, is measurable
with respect to T~ "M, where T is an Anosov map and M is a Markov partition with a
sufficiently small diameter (see also [12]).

(v) ¥(n) decays exponentially fast also when X is the j-coordinate of the symbolic representation
of a Gibbs Markov map, see [I] (like in (iv) this has an interpretation involving the Gibbs
Markov map itself).

(vi) a(n) = O(n~=Y) when X; = T7X;, and T is a Young tower whose tails decay like O(n~9)
and X is measurable with respect to the partition generating the tower (see the proof of |31}
Lemma 4] or [34] Proposition 4.14]).

(vii) a(n) = O(n~M=Y) if (X;) is a real valued Gaussian sequence such that Cov(X,, Xo) =
O(n=4) for some A > 1 (see [I9, Section 2.1, Corollary 2] and also [I3, Section 7]).
We refer to [19] for additional examples.

While our results are new also if we work only with the usual mixing coefficients «, ¢, 1 presented
above, the proofs only require assumptions on the upper mixing coefficients. In the following remark
we will discuss a situation in which the upper mixing coefficients come in handy.

19. Remark. The only place where ergodicity of 6 (i.e. of {Xj : j € Z}) is used is to insure that there
is a number o > 0 such that (like in Theorems 27 and B2]),

1
o? = lim —Var(S¥u), P a.s.
n—oo N

However, without ergodicity, by applying an appropriate ergodic decomposition theorem we will get
that the limit]

2 : 1 w
o (w) = nh_)ngo gVar(Snu)
exists, but now it is no longer a constant, and instead it is measurable with respect to the o-algebra
of invariant sets. Moreover, we will get the coboundary chracteriztion (as in Theorems 27 and [32)) for
the positivity of this limit, but on each ergodic component. Hence our results hold true if we start
with a component for which the asymptotic variance o2 (w) is positive (when the asymptotic variance

vanishes then the CLT is degenerate, namely S¥u/y/n converges to 0 in L2, so there is nothing to
prove).

24Namley, R maps a bounded function g to a function Rg given by Rg(z) = E[g(X1)|Xo = z].
25i . the asymptotic variance.
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We conclude that in the non-ergodic case we can just assume that each ergodic component is
mixing. For instance, the above modification of our results holds true when X is a stationary finite
state Markov chain whose transition matrix is composed of blocks which have only positive entries
(perhaps after several steps). Indeed, each ergodicity class gives raise to an exponentially fast ¢) mixing
sequence (see [13]), and thus ¢y (n) decays exponentially fast (using that for sets from different classes
we have P(AN B) =0).

3.3. Quenched limit theorems for random Birkhoff sums. Let u, : & — R be a random
function (i.e. u(w,x) = u,(x) is measurable) so that u, € H, (i.e. u, is a-Holder continuous). Let
us consider the corresponding random Birkhoff sums

n—1
Spu = E Ugig, © T2
3=0

In this paper, under appropriate assumptions on wu,,, when w is fixed (chosen from a set of probability
one), we will prove limit theorems for the sequence of functions S¥u(-) considered as random variables
on the probability space (&, By, fiw), where B, is the Borel o-algebra on &,,.

3.4. The CLT and LIL. First, let us note that, in order to avoid repetitions, in all the result
formulated in this section the random variables defined in Sections 3.1l and will be in constant
use, sometime without referring to these sections.

Next, in order to formulate our first set of sufficient conditions for the CLT we consider the following
assumption.

20. Assumption. There is a measurable set A C € with positive probability so that for all w € A we
have p(w) <1 —¢ and B, < M for some ¢, M > 0 and that for all » € N there is a set A, which is
measurable with respect to o{Xj,|j| < r} so that 8, =P(A\ A,) — 0 and lim, ., P(A4,) = P(A).

21. Remark. When p(w) and B,, depend only on X}, |j| < d for some d then we can just take A to be
a set of the form A = A. p = {w: p(w) <1—¢, B, < M} for a sufficiently small ¢ and a sufficiently
large M (or any measurable subset of such a set with positive probability). In this case 3, = 0 for all
r > d. It is important to note that in these circumstances our conditions for the CLT (see Theorems
and [32) will only involve some decay rates for ay, ¢, or ¢y and integrability assumptions on the
norm ||u,, — pie(ty)]|, which are independent of all the random variables describing the maps T, (the
general principle is that if w — T, depends only on finitely many variables then so are the describing
parameters, and then we have no additional requirements from these parameters).

22. Example. Let us consider the example in Section [[LT.Il Then using the formulas for p(w) and B,,
given in Example [2] we see that p(w) depends only on ag,, and B, depends only on a,. Thus, if a,
depends only on finitely many coordinates then both p(w) and B, depend on finitely many coordinates
and, as discussed in Remark 2], Assumption B0l is in force.

To provide examples where Assumption 20 holds true with non-vanishing 3, we will use the following
simple result.

23. Lemma. Suppose that the following approrimation condition holds true: there ard® random vari-
ables p, = pr(w) and B, = B, , measurable with respect to c{X;,|j| <r} so that

(3.2) max(||p(w) — pr(w)[| 21, [| Bw — Burllz1) < 6 — 0.

Then Assumption 20 holds with A = Aey = {w : pw) < 1—¢, B, < M}, A, = {w : p(w) <
11—+ /0, By, <M+ \/E} and B, < 2¢/6, (where € is small enough and M is large enough to
insure that P(A) > 0).

26Note that condition (32) can also be written as
max(|lp — E[pl X —r, ... Xr]ll L1, 1B = E[B| X, ..., Xr][ 1) < 6r
where p = p(w) and B = B,,. This condition is fulfilled when p(..., X1, X0, X1,...) and B... x_,,x,,X,,... weakly depend

(in an L'-sense) on the coordinates X, |j| > r. Limit theorems under conditions similar to [3:2)) (with some decay rate
for 6,-) have been studied extensively in weak dependence theory, see [9, [37] (where iid X; are considered).
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Proof. Using the Markov inequality we see that
P(Ar) <P(lp—prl = V6,) + P(IB = Br| > V/6,) + P(Ae s arvoys) < 2V0r + P(Aays, niravs,)

and
P(A\ Ar) <P(lp = pr| > V/5,) +P(IB = B,| > \/5,) < 2V5,.
Hence lim, P(A,) = P(A) and 8, = P(A\ A,) < 2V/0,. O

24. Remark. When w — B,, is in L'(2, F,P) then there is always a sequence d, satisfying [B.2]), but
our main results involve certain decay rates for f,.

25. Example. Let us return to the example in Section [[T.J] but in addition we suppose that the
coordinates w; of w take values on some bounded metric space (Y, dy) (not necessarily compact). Let
us define a metric on 2 by

do(w,w') = Z 2_‘j‘dy(wj, wj).
J

Then the left shift 6 is Lipschitz continuous.
Let us assume that a,, is a Holder continuous function of w with some exponent k. As discussed in
Example [[.T.Il we have
B, = 24€*%" (1 + aJ%)?
and
e%a;‘f(l + agw) — (1 — agw)
e2%s (1+ag,) + (1 —ag,)
Since a,, € [3,1) we see that B, is a Lipschitz continuous function of a,, and p(w) is a Lipschitz
continuous function of ag,. Thus both B, and p(w) are Holder continuous continuous functions of w
with the same exponent k.

We claim that condition ([B:2)) holds true with 3, = O(27%"/2) (in fact we will get (stronger) estimates
in L*°). Note that such exponential rate of decay will be more than enough for the decay rates in
Theorem 27] (the CLT) to hold. To prove the claim, observe that for every Holder continuous function
R:Q — R with exponent x € (0, 1] and all points w,w’ such that w; = w; if [j| < d we have

plw) =

|R(w) — R(w')| < LrDr2~ (=1
where Lg is the Holder constant of R and D = Diam(Y). Therefore,
sup [R(w) — R, (w)] = O(27"")

where R,.(w) = inf{R(w') : wj = w; if |j| <} (apply this with R(w) = B, and R(w) = p(w)). Note

that R,(w) depends only on the coordinates w; with |j| < r. Finally, Assumption 20l holds because of
Lemma 23 and, moreover, we have 3, = O(27%"/2),

26. Example. In the context of Section [L11] let us consider the case when a, has the form
o0
Ay = ij(wfja sy WOy 7wJ)
§=0

for some measurable functions f; on V?+1 where Y is the space such that Q = Y%. Then

= Y fi(wojs s wy) <Y il = Ad(r).

j<r Lt (P) j=>r
Similarly,

g — D Ji (@ g1, wirn) <D il = Ai(r).

j<r Ll(P) j=>r
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Now, since B, is a Lipschitz continuous function of a,, and p(w) is a Lipschitz continuous function of
agy, we conclude that condition ([3:2) holds true with 5, = O(A1(r)) which converges to 0 if || f;]| .1 is
summable (to obtain decay rates for §, we only need to assume some decay rates for the norms || f;| 11
as j — 00).
To give a concrete example when a,, € [%, 1) we can, for instance, consider the case when
filw—js s wj) = a; + bjl(w; € A)

for some measurable set A such that 0 < P(w; € A) < 1 and positive sequences (a;) and (b;) such that
1
> < ij and Z(aj +bj) =1
J J

Then a, € (3,1) (P-a.s.) and a, can take arbitrarily close to 1 values if P(wy, € A;k < d) > 0 for
every d > 0 (e.g. in the iid case or for the Markov chains in Example [I8 (iv) when ¢ = 1).

We can also assume that w; € [a b],0 < a < b and then take f;(w_j,...,w;) = (wo, ey wj)w; for
some oy (-) so that 5~ < PIFRTIES 7, assuming that b < 2a. For instance, if also b < da then a; can
have the form o;(- ) = v, (wo)ﬂyj for a positive series such that 7, <3 .v; <3 1 and a random variable
v(wo) such that 2 < v(wp) < 1 and [|v|[z= = 1.

27. Theorem (CLT). Let Assumption [20 be in force. Assume that the random variable w — |lu, —
to (uw) || s in LP(Q, F,P) for some p > 2 so that 3 ;(In jBc,, ;) 72/P < 00 for all C > 0. In addition,
assume that one of the following conditions is in force:

(M1) 3 (au(Cj/ Inj))'=2/P < oo for all C > 0;

(M) s, o () < B(A) (i gu(8) < () for some k)

(M3) limsupy,_, . Yu (k) < 1= P(A) -1 (ie Yyk)< 1_IF1,(A) — 1 for some k).
Then:

(i) There is a number o > 0 so that for P-.a.e w we have

1
lim — Var,, (S¥u) = o2

n—,oo M

Moreover, o > 0 if and only if the function U(w,x) = Z?ﬁéw)_l(umw oTIx — s, (ugsy)) has the form
U(w,z) = q(w,x) — q(G"A(”),T:}A(w)x) for P4 almost every w and all x, where ny is the first return
time to A, Pa(-) = P(-|A)/P(A) is the conditional measure on A and q is a measurable function so
that [, [o la(w, z)?dp, (2)dP(w) < cc.

(i) The sequence S¥u obeys the CLT: for every real t we have

1 t 52
1 N 71/2 w —_ w = — _T
nlggo po{z:n (SPu(z) — pw(Syu)) <t} or /700 e 22ds

where if o = 0 the above right hand side is interpreted as the distribution function of the comstant
random variable 0.

(i) Set 7(w,x) = (Ow, Tox), p = [q podP(w) and W(w,z) = uw(r) — pw(uy). If o > 0 then the

following functional version of the law of iterated logarithm (LIL) holds true. Let ((t) = (2tloglog t)1/2
and

—

mn(t) = (¢(®n)) ™" >~ (aor + (nt — k)it o 7)

<
Il
o

fort e [fw k1) k= 0,1,...,n—1. Then p-a.s. the sequence of functions {n,(-),n > 3/c?} is relatively

compact in C[0,1] (the space of continuous functions on [0, 1] with the supremum norm), and the set
of limit points as m — oo coincides with the set K of absolutely continuous functions x € C[0,1] so

that [ (i(t))%dt < 1.
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28. Remark. In the circumstances of Example 22, [, vanishes for all r large enough, and so the
summability assumption on S, holds. In the circumstances of Example 25 3, decays exponentially
fast as r — oo and so the latter condition still holds true. In the circumstances of Example the
summability condition > _;(In jB¢;, ;) %P < oo holds if

> Iillze =06

l71>r
for some ¢ such that ¢(1 —2/p) > 1.

The proof of Theorem starts in Section [41] and it is completed in Section The proof
of Theorem is based on inducing, and more precisely we apply [39] Theorem 2.3]. The role the
assumptions on the upper mixing coefficient play is that, together with the effective random RPF rates
(1), they allow us to verify the abstract conditions of [39, Theorem 2.3] with the set @ = A (where
@ is in the notations of [39, Theorem 2.3]).

29. Remark. When using condition (M1) we only need that Zj(lnjﬂj/(gclnj))l’z/p < oo and
> (e (Cj/Inj))'2/P < oo for some C so that C|In(1 —P(A)/2)|(1 —2/p) > 1.

When using (M2) we only need that Y. (Injf;,scmj)' ~*/% < oo for some C so that C|Ind|(1 —
2/p) > 1, where 6 =1 — P(A) + limsup,_,, ¢u(r) < 1.

When using (M3) we only need that > (In j3;,sc ) 72/P < oo for some C so that C|Ind|(1 —
2/p) > 1, where § = (1 + limsup,_, ., Yu(r)) (1 —P(4)) < 1.

Next, let us provide alternative conditions for the CLT which involve a stronger type of approxima-
tion and moment assumptions on B,,, but do not require any approximation rates.

30. Assumption. There is a sequence 3, — 0 as r — oo so that for every r there is a random variable
pr(w) which is measurable with respect to o{Xj;|j| < r} and
o= prllLe < B
Namely,
Tlggo lp—Ep|X_r, ... X, ]|l = = 0.

31. Example. (i) Assumption B0 holds when p(..., X_1, X, X1, ...) depends on finitely many of the
X,’s (in this case we can take p, = p for r large enough). We refer to Example for an explicit
example (namely the one in Section [Tl with a,, like in Example 22]).

(ii) Assumption [30 also holds true in the context of Example 25l since the estimates obtained there
were actually in L.

(iii) In the context of Example 26 we get that

g — D [i(W—jits e witn) <D fillze@) = Aso(r).

Using that p(w) is a Lipschitz continuous function of ag,, we conclude that
lp—Ep|X_r, ... Xl = 0 as 7 — 00

if 32 [1fjllLe < oo (and so Assumption B0l holds).

32. Theorem. Let Assumption[30 be in force. Moreover, assume that

lim sup ¢y (s) < oo (i.e. Yy (s) < oo for some s)

and that ||ug, — pe(uy)||, By € L3T0(Q, F,P) for some § > 0.

(i) There is a number o > 0 so that for P-a.a. w we have

1
o? = lim — Var,,, (S¥u).
n
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Moreover, o = 0 if and only if u(w,x) = q(w,z) — ¢(6w, T, ) for some measurable function q(w,x) so
that [ ¢*(w, z)dp, (z)dP(w) < oo.

(i) The CLT as stated in Theorem [27 (it) is valid.

(i11) The functional LIL as stated in Theorem[27 (i) is valid.

Note that the results in Theorem [32] are slightly better than Theorem 27] since we obtain a simpler
coboundary characterization for the positivity of o.

The proof of Theorem 27 appears in Section [£.2] and, like the proof of Theorem 27 it is also based

on applying [39, Theorem 2.3]. However, even though the conditions of [39, Theorem 2.3] are related
to an inducing strategy, we will apply it with the set @ = 2, namely we will “induce” on §2, so the
proof will not really be based on inducing. In this case the conditions of [39, Theorem 2.3] concern
the asymptotic behavior of the system (92, F,P,0) itself (that is, of 6"w as n — oo) and not the
induced system. Even though this is a stronger requirement, we will verify these conditions using the
assumptions on the upper mixing coefficients together with the effective random RPF rates (Theorem
[47).
33. Remark. Besides the additional integrability assumptions in B2 the main difference between
Theorems 27 and B2 is that in the former we essentially require certain L!-approximation rates (decay
rates for §,), while in the latter we do not require such rates, but instead we work with the stronger
L*-approximation coefficients, and only with the upper -mixing coefficients. On the other hand,
the restrictions on limsup,_, . ¥y (k) in Theorem are much weaker than the ones in Theorem
Concerning the additional integrability assumption, as explained in Remark [I2 (see also Remark
[[4)), under the additional condition on H, described there B, is bounded, and so in this case the
additional requirement that B, € L3T%(Q, F,P) is always satisfied, and the only true integrability
condition in Theroem B2 is ||uy — pw(uw)|| € L3H°(Q, F,P) (like in Theorem 7). Finally, recall that
B,, is bounded for the piecewise affine maps and their perturbations consider in Section 2.4l Thus in
this case ||uw — pew(uy)|| € L38(Q, F,P) is the only integrability condition needed.

3.5. The ASIP. In this section we further assume that there is a random variable N(w) so that
(3-3) v(goTy) < N(w)u(g)

for all functions g with v(g) < co. Note that when the maps T,, are piecewise differntiable with
bounded derivatives then we can always take N(w) = sup |[DT,||. Our next result is about almost
sure approximation of S¥u by sums of independent Gaussians.

34. Theorem (ASIP). Let Assumption[3Q hold true and suppose that o > 0. Suppos also thad

(3.4) limsup ¢y (s) < (i.e. Yy(s) <

1 1
5—00 EIP’[p] EP[/}]
Further assume that w — By, belongs to L*? and w — N(w) and w — |uw — pw(uy)| belong to
LP(Q, F,P) for some p > 8. Let ti,(x) = uw(z) — po(uy). Then there is a coupling of ugi, o T
(considered as a sequence of random wvariables on the probability space (€, 1w)) with a sequence of
independent centered Gaussian random variables Z; so that for every e > 0,

for some s).

_ o
max |Spa — g Z;| = 0mM* = te) as.
1<k<n —

J:

and

2
n

N Zi|| = Van,, (S2u) + O(nt/2+3/+2),

j=1 9

The proof of Theorem [34] appears in Section

27Since Ep [p] < 1 this condition holds true when the limit superior does not exceed 1.
28This condition always holds when (X;) is ¢-mixing, and we refer to Example [I8l
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35. Example. For the example described in Section [[.T.1] we have that B, is bounded and ([3:3)) holds
with N(w) = (1 — a,,)~ ! (i.e. the maximal amount of expansion). We conclude that under (3.4)), the
ASIP rates O(n'/**27°) hold if w — |ug|| is in L and a, = 1 + 1/R,, for some R, € LP. Finally,
let us note that this result is already meaningful when X; are independent. In this case ¢y (n) =0
and we can just consider any function w — a,,, a, € (%, 1) of the Bernoulli shift (Q, 7, P, 0) such that
(1 —ay,)~! € LP (still, we can consider such functions of any shift system generated by an arbitrary
Y-mixing sequence).

36. Remark. More generally, as discussed in Remark [I2] (see also Remark [I4]), when, in addition to
@3) we have ||H, ||~ < oo then B, is bounded (in particular we ). Thus, for such maps the only true
integrability conditions in Theorem B4l are N(w), ||ty|] € LP. Finally, recall that B, is bounded for
the piecewise affine maps and their perturbations considered in Section [Z4l Now, for such maps N (w)
is the supremum norm of the (piecewise) gradient and so Theorem [34] holds true when the supremum
norm and w — ||t || are in LP.

3.6. Large deviations principles with a quadratic rate function. Consider the following addi-
tional condition.

37. Assumption. (i) The random variable E,, defined in Section 23] (or Section 2:3.2)) is bounded.
(ii) In the setup of Section 21l (24)) is satisfied with some H,, so that
Zy =y, “v(uy,) + H, <~g, — 1.

38. Remark. In the setup of Section 2] the condition that E, is bounded essentially means that
luw|lo and Z,, are small when ~g,, is close to 1. To demonstrate that let us assume that

Zw <ru(Vpw — 1)

for some r, < 1—¢, ¢ € (0,1). Then by replacing Z, with the above upper bound and then using
some elementary estimates we see that

By < C([luw — peo(te)|loo + 7w) 62757(3@ (V6w — 1)

We thus see that F,, is bounded if ||uy||oo + 7w is small enough (fiberwise). For instance, when 7, is
bounded above we get the sufficient condition

|t — preo(ve)lloo + 7w < Clvg, — 1)

which means that ||u, — pe(tw)|leo + 7w is small when Ty, has a local inverse branch with a close to
1 amount of contraction 79;1.

-1

In the setup of Section 222 the random variable E,, is bounded when ||¢y|lco, Hy and |luy|| are
(fiberwise) small enough when (, is close to 1.

39. Theorem. Under Assumption [37 we have the following. Assume that o > 0 and that for some
p > 4 we have that D,, € L*(Q,F,P) and K., M, ||tw|lcc € LP(Q, F,P), where @y, = gy — e (uy,)-
Moreover, suppose that for some measurable set A C Q with positive probability we have:

(i) A satisfies the approzimation properties described in Assumption [20;

(i) the random variable max(M,,, K, B,) is bounded on A;

(i11) A satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [27 with pp%l =1—1/p instead of 1 —2/p (let us denote
the corresponding conditions by (M1°), (M2’) and (M3’), respectively).

Then the following moderate deviations principle holds true for P-a.a. w: for every balanced®
sequence (an) so that j—% — 00, and a, = o(n'~%/?) and all Borel measurable sets T C R we have

(3.5)

1 1 1
— mienlfo 53;2072 < 1inrgioréf 2 /n InP(S¥u/an €T) < ligsolip /n InP(S¥u/a, €T) < — irelff_x2g*2

a

29We say that a sequence (an) of positive numbers is balanced if —n— — 1 for every sequence (cn) so that cp — 1.




24 Y. Hafouta

where T'° is the interior of ' and T is its closure.

Note that as an example of a sequence a, we can take a, = n9(Inn)? for § > 0 and % <q<
min(1,2 — p/6). As in Example 23 the approximation conditions and (M1’)-(M3’) hold true when
B, M,, and K, can be approximated sufficiently fast by functions of X;,|j| < r and that the upper
mixing coefficients of the sequence (X)) satisfy (M1’)-(M3’).

The following result provides alternative conditions for the MPD.

40. Theorem. Under Assumption[57 we have the following. Let the same integrability conditions in
Theorem [39 hold with some p > 8 and suppose again that o > 0. Then the MDP B3] holds true with
any sequence (ay,) so that a,n~™2(6/P1/2) _ o0 and a,, = o(n'~%/P).

The proof of Theorems [39 and @0 appear in Section [£.4]

41. Remark. Recall that M, is bounded in the setup of Section 2.1l and so the condition M, € L?
is not really a restriction in that setup. Moreover, as explained in Remark [I2 (see also Remark [T4))
when H,, is also bounded then the random variables K, and B, are bounded. In this case also the
condition K,,, B,, € LP is not really a restriction, and the only real integrability condition is D, € L?P.

42. Remark. The main difference between Theorems[B9 and 0 is that Theorem B9 essentially requires
some mixing assumptions on the sequences of random variables (Byi,), (Myi,,) and (Kyi,, ), while
Theorem M0 does not require mixing assumptions. On the other hand, the integrability conditions
in Theorem [39 are weaker than the ones in Theorem [0l (i.e. p > 4 versus p > 8). Since the first
integrability conditions are not much better than the second, Theorem is somehow better than
Theorem B9 and the reason that Theorem is included is that its proof is based on a certain
inducing strategy, and we find it interesting to present exact conditions which make the method of
proof by inducing effective for proving an MDP for random Birkhoff sums.

3.7. Berry Esseen type estimates and moderate local limit theorem. Using the arguments in
the proof of Theorems [39 and [40] we can also prove the following results.

43. Theorem (A Berry-Esseen theorem). Let 0., , = +/ Vary, (S¥u).
(i) Under the assumptions of Theorem[39, when p > 12 then P-a.s. we have

SUp |11, (S0 < toy, n) — ®(t)| = O(n~(1/276/p))
teR

where when p = oo we use the convention 6/p = 0.
(i1) Under the assumptions of Theorem[{0, when p > 16 then P-a.s. we have

SUp |1, (S91 < tow,,) — ®(t)| = O(n~(H/278/p))
teR

where for p = 0o we have 8/p := 0.
The proof of Theorem [43] appears in Section 77.

44. Remark. In the setup of Section 2] the uniformly random case (i.e. p = co) was covered in [33]
Theorem 7.1.1], see also [25] 4] for optimal rates for different types of random maps. However, in the
setup of Section [2.2] Theorem A3]is new even in the uniformly random case (so we get the optimal CLT
rates O(n~'/?) in that case). In the deterministic case when the maps T}, and the functions u,, do not
depend on w the arguments in the proof of Theorem 3] provide explicit constants in the Berry-Esseen
theorem (similarly to [28, Theorem 1.1]).

45. Theorem (A moderate local central limit theorem). Under the assumptions of Theorem[{0, P-a.s.
we have the following. Let (a,) be a sequence so that ann~2/? = 00 and a,n~? =0 (where p comes
from Theorem [{0). Then for every continuous function g : R — R with a compact support or an
indicator function of a bounded interval we have

—v2

(3.6) Sup | /Tt (92 0 — v)) — ( / g(y)dy) e

veER

=o(1)
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where Ky.n = Own/an. In particular, for every bounded interval I we have

v2

SUp (/27K n e (SE10 € an (v + 1)) — [Ie*%n | = o(1).
veER

The proof of Theorem 5] appears in Section

46. Remark. The classical local central limit theorem (LCLT) corresponds to the case when a, = 1,
which is excluded in Theorem even when p = oo, where the first requirement on a, becomes
an, — 00. The case p = oo corresponds to the uniformly random case, and we refer to [33] Ch. 6]
for sufficient conditiond®] for the validity of BE) with a, = 1 in the uniformly random version of
the setup of Section 21l Relying on Theorem below, the classical LCLT can be obtained in the
uniformly random version of the maps considered in Section[2.2] when [, < 1, since in that case we have
L] < C(1 + |t]) for some C' > 1 and all ¢t € R, where £ is defined before Theorem Finally,
note that Theorem (3] is new even in the uniformly random case, which is important especially when
the known sufficient conditions for the classical LCLT fail due to a some type of periodicity exhibited
by the random Birkhoff sums.

3.8. Key technical tools: real and complex random RPF theorems with effective rates.
For all the maps T,, considered in Sections 2.1] and 2.2] and every complex number z we consider
the random transfer operator ng) which maps functions on &, to functions on &y, according to the
formula

(3.7) LA g(z) = Z P W) T W) (1)) = Ze%(yi’“(””))“ﬂ“(yi’“(m))g(yi,w(;v)).
yeTs ) i

Here i, = uy — plw(uw). We also set E&O) = L,,. For each w,n and z write

Ei),n _ E(Z) 0--+0 Eé’i)) o EE}Z)

on—1lw

It is clear that Eff)’H,w C Hyw- We will denote by (Lff))* the appropriate dual operator. When z = 0
we denote £ = L7

In [42] it was shown that in the setup of Section 2] there is a unique triplet (A, by, V) consisting
of a random variable A, > 0, a random positive function h,, € H,, and a probability measure on &, so
that P-a.s. we have v, (h,) =1,

Lohw = Aohow and (Ly,) Vow = V-

Moreover, with A, , = H;:()l Mpiw, there is a constant 6 € (0,1) and a random variable C(-) so that
for every g € H,, we have

(M) " LG = o(9)honwgll < C(07w)8" |g]l-

The above result is often refereed to as a random Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius (RPF) theorem. The
random variable C'(w) can be expressed by means of a first hitting time to a certain set which can be
defined by means of some ergodic average and a random variable which can be expressed as a series of
known random variables. A similar result follows from [44] in the setup of Section (the uniqueness
is obtained under additional assumptions but the construction of the RPF triplets proceeds without
the additional requirements).

One of the main tools in the proof of all the limit theorems in this paper is the following result,
which is an effective version of the above RPF theorem.

47. Theorem (An effective RPF theorem). The RPF triplets above (A, hy, V) satisfy the following
(P-a.s.):

(i) hy € Cy, and ||hy| < Ku;

(i) 1 <suphy, < By 1infh, < By 1;

30Which involve a period point of 8 and some notion of an aperiodicity of the Birkhoff sums.
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(i) for every n and g € H,,,
Ly
)\w,n
where Ay = H;Zg Niw and po.n = H;:()l p(0Iw);
w) let the probability measures p, on &, be given by p, = hyv,. Then P-a.s. we have (T,,) 4o =
Y H g Y H

Wow. Moreover, let L, be the operator given by L,g = ng .
function g on &, and all n > 1 we have

(3'9) Hng (g )” < BO"wa,anH-

(v) [exponential decay of correlations] for every natural n and for all g € H,, and f € Hgn, we have

(3.10) lbes(g - (f 0 T5)) = preo(9) o (f © T < Bormeopeom g1 21 agn.)-
The proof of Theorem @7 appears in Section

S 4K9"wpw,n

(38) ‘ - Vw(g)henw

Then for every Hélder continuous

48. Remark. Notice that A, = v, (L,1), where 1 is the function which takes the constant value 1.
Hence,

(3.11) e lPwlle <inf£,1 < A, <supL,1.

In the finite degree case |£,1| < deg(T,,)e!l?<l>= while if the degree is not bounded then Assumption §
insures that £,1 is a bounded function (recall that for piecewise affine maps we always have £,1 = 1).

In the proof of Theorems 39, E0, and we will also need the following complex version of
Theorem A7

49. Theorem. When the random variable E,, is bounded we have the following. There is a positive
number rog > 0 so that for any complex number z such that |z| < ro there exist measurable families

Ao(2), hgf) and I/(Z) which are analytic in z, consisting of a nonzero complex number A, (z), a complex

function hfa € Hy, and a complex continuous linear functional ME,Z) € H} such that:

(i) We have
(3.12) LEG) = A2 (L5 vl = M2,

w

() gnd v (h)) = D (1) = 1.

Moreover, hS = h, Ao(0) = Ay and v = u,.

(i) We have ||v. (z)|| < M, and h?) = OZ;Z), where ay,(2) = 1/5)2)( ) # 0 for some analytic in z

family of functions b so that ||iAL£f)|| < 2V2K,, (note that a,,(0) =1 and ||, (2)|| < 2vV2M K, ).

(iii) Let no(w) be the first time that |a,(z)] > ZﬁMwKwpefnwyn. Then for every n > ng(w) and
all g € Hgfnw we have

—n z M K

—_— e < 8My-n, Ky | |aw(z _1—|—7> nwn = Rw,n, 2z
) | -, vl (a2 gy = Rl

where Ay n(2) = Ao (2) - Aw(2) - - - Agn-1,,(2) (recall that M, is bounded in the setup of Section[21]).

iv) Let the operators L) be given by
g

£5 (gha)
L& g = L (e?wqg) = =¥ w
w9 (e**~g) o

and set \,(z) = )‘“A’iz), he(2) = };% and 7 = hy, - v, Then for all n > no(w),

9 nwg —(2) 7(2)
T~ Vpng (9D
HAQ "UJ ’ﬂ( ) 4

The proof of Theorem 49 appears in Section

(3.14)

(w,n, 2).
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50. Remark. Since z — |a,,(2)| is continuous and positive, we have £, = sup|,<,, low(2)|7" < 00
and so, in principle, we can use that to get an upper bound which does not depend on z. However,
B. does not have an explict form. Instead, in the proof of the large deviations theorems (Theorems
and M0) we will use that |ay,(z) — 1| < C|z|K,M, and that, when K, ,M, € LP(Q), F,P) we have
KgnMgn,, = 0(n?/?), which will produce effective bounds when |z| = O(n=2/P).

51. Remark. Theorem A9 was proven in [33] Ch.5] in the uniformly random version of the setup in
Section [ZIl However, in the setup of Section Theorem 49 is new even in the uniformly random
case (i.e. when s, < s < 1 for some constant s and all the other random variables are bounded). In
fact, it is new even in the deterministic case when and T,, = T, ¢,, = ¢ and wu,, = u do not depend on
w. As mentioned in Section [Il Theorem 9 makes it possible to extend results like [28, Theorem 1.1] to
the partially expanding case. Note that in the uniformly random case supy.|<,, la, (2)] < C for some
constant C' > 0, and so, since «,(0) = 1, by using the mean value theorem and the Cauchy integral
formula and decreasing rg if needed, we have that 1 < |a,,(2)| < 2 (and so we can replace the term
|, (2)| with a constant).

4. PROOFS OF THE LIMIT THEOREMS BASED ON THE RANDOM RPF THEOREMS

4.1. The CLT and LIL: Proof of Theorem by inducing. The proof of Theorem 27 is based
on an application of [39, Theorem 2.3] with the set @ = A, where A comes from Assumption Let
c(w) = |Juw = po (uw)| 22,y and let n4(w) be the first hitting time to the set A. Set ., = uey — e, ()
and

na(w)—1

(4.1) v, = S;A:A(w)ﬂ/w = Z tgsy o TY
)

and let © : A — A be given by O(w) = §"4“)(w). Let us also consider the maps T, = T4 and the
corresponding transfer operators L, = LZA(w).

Then the conditions of [39, Theorem 2.3] are met if

A(w)fl -
(4.2) Z c(0w) < 0.
=0 L2(P)
(4.3) | Iwe A) Y By [Vo - Yonu o || <00
n=0 L (P)
and
(4.4) Hwe A)Y By, (L8 n,Yo-rul) < 0o.
n=0 L2(P)

4.1.1. Reduction to tails estimates of the first hitting times.
52. Lemma. All three conditions [@2), @3) and @A) are valid if c(w) € LP(Q, F,P) and
(4.5) > (P(na > )P < 00
j=0
for some p > 2.

Proof. Let us begin with showing that condition (2] is in force. Write

na(w)—1 o)

Z c(w) =Y c(@w)(na > j).

Jj=0 Jj=0
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Then, by the Holder inequality we have

A(w)fl

> c(tiw) < " leo t)Ina > j)lzze) < llellioe Y _(Pa > )7 < co.
= 2y 979 J=0
Next, let us show that condition (£3) is satisfied. First, let ky(w) be so that 7" = T5 ) Then

by using the definition of ¥, and that {u,} is an equivariant family we see that

na(w)—1

n ~ kn(w
B Vo Vo oTl = Y Eu, [Ggi - Yo o Ty ).
j=0

Now, by using ([BI0), the properties of the set A and that ©"w € A we see that
~ kn(w)—7j n ~
By, [0100 Wores o Tyr ]| < M(1 = )" [Worallpt (g s |

where we have used that there are n visits to A between 67w and ©"w for j < n4(w). Thus,

na(w)—1
By [V - Wony 0 TN < M| WorullLiqueny (1 =) Y gl
§=0
Next, with w,, = ©™w we have
na(wn)-1 na(wn)—1
IYorwll L (pon.) < Z ltgiw, 1Lt (15, ) < Z l|tgse||-
=0 =0
Let
na(w)—1 na(w)—1
(4.6) Iwy= Y ligl= Y cOw).
§=0 j=0
Then we conclude from the above estimates that
Hwe A)Y By, [V - Tony, o T < ME[I(w € A)I(w)I(0"w)] > (1 —&)".
n=0 LI(P) n=0

To complete the proof of (3] we notice that in the proof of ([2) we showed that I(w) € L*(Q, F,P),
which together with Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields that

El(w € A)I(w)I(0"w)] = E[(I(w))(I(w € A)I(0"w))] < (P(A))™'E[[*(w)]

where we have used that © preserves P4 = P(-|A).
Finally, let us verify condition (). First, we have

< Z H]I we AR, (Lo, \1197%|)}
L2(P) n=0

IweA)Y B (1Lg-m,Vonul)

— L2(p)’

Second, since 6 preserves P and {u,} is an equivariant family for each n we have

1w € VB (LG Wo-ra|, , = [|HO™ € ABso.. (LL W)

L2(P)

na(w)—1

< Y || (255 g

Jj=0

L2(P)

where ©"w = 6% (“)w, and in the last inequality we have used ({1]). Now, since §%»w € A and there
are exactly n returns to A between “times” j and u,, (since j < n4(w)) we get from ([B.9) that

M@" (|L9Jw ﬂ/ijD < M(l - E)nHﬂ’@ij'
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Thus,
1w € B, (1E8-,¥orul)||,

oy < M=),

where I(w) was defined in ([@6]). Combining the above estimates we conclude that

< M) p2@yM Z(l —&)" <oo
L2(P) n=0

and the proof of ([@4) is completed. O

I(w € A) ZIE (1L&-nuYonul)

4.1.2. Tails estimates using upper mizing coefficient: proof of Theorem[Z7 In this section we will show
that condition ([@3H) in Lemma (2 is valid under the assumptions of Theorem This together with
Lemma [52] and |39, Theorem 2.3] will complete the proof of Theorem

Before we begin with obtaining upper bounds on the tail probabilities P(n4 > j), let us note that

(4.7) P(na > j) <ﬂ9 Q\A)

4.1.3. Proof of Theorem[Z7 under Assumption (M1). We first need the following result.

53. Lemma. Let I, 1, ..., I, m > 2 be finite subsets of N so that I; is to the left of I;11 and the gap
between them is at least L for some L > 0. Let Ay, Aa, ..., Ay be sets of the same probability p = P(A4;)
so that A; is measurable with respect to o{X; : j € I;}. Then

m m—2
P (J_1| Ai) <p™+ap(L) jE:O P <p"+ aP(L)—l —

Proof. We will prove the lemma by induction on m. For m = 2 by the definition of a (+) we have
P(Al n Az) < ]P)(Al)P(AQ) + OéP(L)

which coincides with the desired upper bound for m = 2. Next, suppose that the lemma is true for
some m € N and let Iy, ..., I,;,4+1 be sets with minimal gap greater or equal to some L, and measurable
sets Ay, ..., Ay with the same probability p so that A; is measurable with respect to o{X; : j € I;}.
Then by the definition of ay () we have

m—+1
P(ﬂAi><P<ﬂA> A1) +ap(L)
=1
(m+1)—2

m—2 m—1
<9+ apD) Y 0 | ptarD) =™ b ap() 3P =" bap(D) S P
7=0 7=0 i

where in the last inequality we have used the induction hypothesis with the sets Ay, ..., 4, and that

P(Am11) = p. O
54. Corollary. Under Assumption 20, condition [H) holds true under the assumption that
(4.8) Z(lnjﬂcj/(glnj)) 2/P < 50 and Z ay(j/(3C1n)j ))1 2P < oo

J J

for some constant C so that C|In (1 —P(A4)/2)|(1 —2/p) > 1
Proof. First, for all integers s > 1 we have

[i/5]
P(na > j) = (ﬂo Q\A)g]P’ o\ 4)

k=1
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Now, let us take s of the form s = 3r for » € N. Then

[5/5] [4/5]
N o=@\ A) | <B| (o @\ A4,) | +[i/slB:
k=1 k=1

where A, and 3, come from Assumption Thus,

[3/5]
(4.9) P(na > j) = (ﬂe Q\A)gIP’ ()07 @\ A4,) | +[i/s]B-
k=1
Next, by Lemma [53] we have
B[ ()o@ < (Bl 4 @)
(167 @\4) | <0 -PA)" + =50

k=1

Next, let us take s of the form s = s; = C7![j/Inj] for some C > 0. Using that lim, o, P(4,) =
P(A) > 0 we get that for all j large enough we have (1 — P(A4)) <1 —P(A,) <1 — 1P(A). We thus
see that for j large enough we have

Clnj
P> ) < (1 3PA))  + —ppau(CL/ ) + /316,

Now let us take C so that C|In (1—4P(A))|(1—2/p) > 1. Then the series > (1- %P(A))C(l_wp) lnj

converges and now the convergence of the series in ([@3]) follows from ([@.8]). O

Proof of Theorem [27 under Assumption (M1). By Corollary B4 condition (£3]) in Lemma [52] is valid.
The proof of Theorem [27 in this case follows now by combining Lemma (2 and [39, Theorem 2.3]. O

4.1.4. Proof Theorem [27 under Assumption (M2).

55. Lemma. Let I, 1o, ..., I, m > 2 be finite subsets of N so that I; is to the left of I;1+1 and the gap
between them is at least L for some L > 0. Let Ay, Aa, ..., Ay, be sets of the same probability p = P(A4;)
so that A; is measurable with respect to o{X; : j € I;}. Then

<ﬂA> (p+du(L)™ "

Proof. We will prove the lemma by induction on m. For m = 2 the lemma follows from the definition
of ¢y. Now, suppose that the lemma is true for some m. Let I, ..., I,,+1 be sets with minimal gap
greater or equal to some L, and measurable sets Ay, ..., A, 11 with the same probability p so that A;
is measurable with respect to o{X; : j € A;}. Then by the definition of ¢y we have

P (ﬁ An Am+1> <p (ﬁ Ai> (A1) + 60 (L)

i=1 i=1

and not the proof of the induction step is completed by using the induction hypothesis with the sets
Ay, Apy. O

56. Corollary. Suppose that
lim sup ¢y (r) < P(A)

T—00

and that Ej(lnjﬁj/(gclnj))l’z/p < oo for some C so that C|Ind|(1 —p/2) > 1, where § =1 —-P(A) +
limsup,_, ., du(r). Then the series on the left hand side of (LX) converges.
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Proof. As in the beginning of the proof of Corollary [54] for every s € N of the form s = 3r we have

[4/5]
P(na > j) <ﬂ9 Q\A> <P () 07*(Q\A4) | +[i/s]B
k=1
Now, by Lemma [B5 we have
[3/5] )
Pl ()07 @Q\4,) ] <1 -PA,)+ou@) .
k=1

Next, since lim, o P(A,) = P(4) and limsup,._,, ¢v(r) < P(A) we see that
limsup (1 — P(A,) + ¢u(r)) =6 < 1.

r—00

Thus, if we take s of the form s = s; = C~![j/In ], then for j large enough we have
P(na > j) < 69/ +[5/5]Blss3)-

If we take C' so that C|Ind|(1 —p/2) > 1 we get that the series Y. §/(!=2/P)/*i converges. Now the

proof of the lemma is complete since the series > ([1/s;]0(s, /3])1*2/ P converges by the assumptions of
the lemma. 0

Proof of Theorem [27 under Assumption (M2). By Corollary B6] condition (4.3]) in Lemma [52] is valid.
Now the proof of Theorem 27 under (M2) follows by combining Lemma [E2 and [39, Theorem 2.3]. O

4.1.5. Proof Theorem [27 under Assumption (M3). We first need the following result.

57. Lemma. Let I, 15, ..., L, m > 2 be finite subsets of N so that I; is to the left of I;11 and the gap
between them is at least L for some L > 0. Let A1, A, ..., Ay be sets so that A; is measurable with
respect to o{X; : j € I;}. Then

<ﬂA> (1 + Yy (L)™ 11‘[1@

Hence, if P(A;) = p for all i and some p then

(ﬂA> p(L+ o (L))"

Proof. The lemma follows directly by induction and the definition of ¢y . O

58. Corollary. Suppose that limsup,_, . Yy (k) < #(A) — 1 and that Zj(lnjﬂj/(gclnj))lfz/p < 0
for some C so that C|Ind|(1 —2/p) > 1, where § = (1 + limsup,_,, Yu(r)) (1 —P(A)) < 1. Then the
series on the left hand side of ([@3H]) converges.

Proof. As in the beginning of the proof of Corollary b4 for all s = 3r we have

[3/5]
B(na > j) = (ﬂe Q\A) M o075\ A,) | +[i/s16:

k=1
Next, by applying Lemma [57] we have
[5/5] _ _
ﬂ o~ (Q \ AT) < (1 + wU(T))[J/S]il(l - P(A) + ﬁr)b/s] ={s,j
k=1

where we have used that [P(A) —P(A,)| < B,. Now, let us take s = s; = C~1[j/Inj] for some C' > 0.
Then when j is large enough we see that

A+9u(r) (1-P(A) +5,) <d+e<1
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for some e small enough, where § = (1+limsup,_ . ¢¥u(r))(1—P(A)) < 1. Thus, if also
C|Iné|(1 —2/p) > 1, by taking a sufficiently small & we get that both series Y (gs; 7)) 7%/% and

Ej([j/sj]ﬁ[sj/g])1_2/p converge, and the proof of the corollary is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [27 under Assumption (M3). By the previous corollary condition ([A.5) in Lemma [52]
is valid. The proof of Theorem [27] in this case follows now by combining Lemma 52 and [39, Theorem
2.3]. O

59. Remark. The proofs of Corollaries [54] (6] and B8 show that if A is measurable with respect to
o{X;, |7l < d} for some d then P(n4 > j) decays exponentially fast in j under the other assumptions
of the corollaries (since we can take 5, = 0 if r > d).

4.2. A second approach to the CLT and LIL: a direct proof of Theorem The idea in the
proof of Theorem [B2]is to verify the conditions of [39, Theorem 2.3] when @ = €2, namely when there
is no actual inducing involved. This requires us to verify the following three conditions:

(4.10) le(@)ll L2py < 00, c(w) = |i]]

(4.11) ‘ > By i - tigne, o T2 <00
n=0 Li(P)

and

(4.12) < 00.

L2(P)

> B (1Lg—nulio-nal)

n=0

Next, recall our assumption about the existence of a sequence 3, so that 5. — 0 and for every r
there is a random variable p,(w) which is measurable with respect to o{Xj : |j| < r} so that

(4.13) o= prllLee < B

The first condition ([@I0) is a part of the assumptions of Theorem In order to verify conditions
1) and (EI2) we first need the following result.

60. Lemma. Let Iy, ...,I; be intervals in the positive integers so that I; is to the left of I;11 and the
distance between them is at least L. Let Y1, ..., Yy be nonnegative bounded random variables so that Y;
is measurable with respect to o{Xy : k € I;}. Then

d

|JRE

=1

E

d
< (1 (L) TR

Proof. Once we prove the lemma for d = 2 the general case will follow by induction. Let us assume
that d = 2. Next, we have

- . g — . _ —n < —n —n
Y; = lim Y;j(n) nlgrgozkjﬂ((k 127" <Y; < k27")k2

n—oo

and so with a;(k,n) = {(k—1)27" < Y; < k27"}, by the monotone convergence theorem we have

EY1Ys] = nhﬂngo E[Y1(n)Ya2(n)] = nl;rgo Z (27"k1)(27 ko) P(cv1 (kym) Naa(k,n))
k1,k2

< Tim > (27"k1) (27 "k2) (1 + vu (L))P(on (K, n) )P(as (K, n))

n—o0
k1,k2

= (1t (L) lim E[Y (m]EY2(n)] = (1 + yu (L) EYIE[Y:]
where in the above inequality we have used the definition of the upper mixing coefficients ¥y (-). O

Next, we need the following
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61. Lemma. Suppose that
lim ¥y(s) < oo

§—00

and that with some § > 0 we have ||u,||, B, € L3t%(Q, F,P). Then conditions @II) and EI2) are
in force.

Proof of Theorem [32. The proof of Theorem B2 is completed now by combining Lemma [61] with [39]
Theorem 2.3] in the case Q = Q. O

Proof of Lemmal6ll Since 0 < p(-) < 1 we have lim,_, p? = 0 and so by the monotone convergence
theorem

lim Ep[p?] = 0.

q—o0
Thus, since the limit superior of ¥ is finite, if ¢ is large enough then we have

1
limsup ¥y (r) < =—— —
r—)oop U( ) Ep[pq]
Let us take g large enough so that its conjugate exponent p satisfies 3p < 3 + 9, where § comes from
the assumptions of the lemma (and Theorem [32)).
Next, to show that condition (£I])) is in force, let us fix some n > 0. We first note that by (BI0)
we have

n—1
By [ - g 0 T2 < [l |ll|Gone || 2 ugn.y U (67w) T p(67w).
j=0

Next, by applying the generalized Holder inequality with the exponents g1 = g2 = q3 = 3p and ¢4 = ¢
we get that

T\ /4
n—1 n—1

Er |lawllllonollzt(ugn) U @"w) TT p(07w) | < IeOIENUCI5p | e | TT p9(67w)
Jj=0 j=0 i

where we have used that [|Ggne || £1(uen.,) < c(w). Now, for all s of the form s = 3r have
n—1 ((n=1)/s] [(n=1)/s] ‘ |

Ep H pl(w)| <Ep H p1(07°w) | < Fp H (pL(67°w) 4+ CyBr)
§=0 j=1 j=1 |

. ) [(n=1)/s]
< (T+gu() T Eelpt) + Co)
j=1

where in the last inequality we have used Lemma [60, and C, is a constant that depends only on g.
Since lim, o0 Ep[pl] = Ep[p?], lim, o Br = 0 and (1 4+ ¢y (r))Ep[p?] < 1, by fixing a sufficiently large
s = sg we conclude that
Ep[[Ep, [t - Ggne 0 TE|] < C(1 — )"
for some constants € € (0,1) and C > 0 (which depend on sy and ¢), and thus Condition (@IT]) is in
force.
Next, in order to verify condition (£I2), by Theorem [17 we have

n
|Ly—n,,Ug-ny| < Bulltig-nyl| H p(679w)
j=1

and so by the Holder inequality,

n

1By (1L5-nito i)l ooy < | Bullzone il ooy | [T o0 7)

J=1 La(P)
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Due to stationarity we have

—1 n—1 1/q
[Tee~7w)|  =|T[r@w)| =B |[]] 0" (0"w) =0((1-&)")
j=1 j=0 Jj=0

La(P) La(P)

where the last estimates was obtained in the course of the proof of (@II]). This completes the proof

of @I2). O

4.3. An almost sure invariance principle: proof of Theorem [34l Let 3, satisfy (@I3)).

4.3.1. Key auxiliary result. Before proving Theorem 4] we need the following result.

62. Lemma. Under the Assumptions of Theorem[34] we have the following.
(i) Let Ry (w) = Z}Z& p(0w) - p(0"'w). Then for every p € N,

(4.14) Ee[RZ] < C,
for some constant C, which does not depend on n. Therefore, for every € > 0 we have
R,(w) =o(n®), P — a.s.
(i) For every pair of positive integers (n,m) such that m <n let
Ryn(w) = Z Z p(0Fw) - p(B*1w) - - p(Bw) = Z p(0Fw) - p(Fw).
k=m j=k m<k<j<n
Then for every £ € N, ¢ > 0 and a positive integer p we have
(4.15) Ep sup n~U+IRe 1 <O, 0P
(n,m): 0<n—m<<{ ’

for some constant Cp . > 0 which depends only onp and e. Therefore, P-a.s. for every e > 0, uniformly
inn and m as (n —m) — oo we have

N Ry pn(w) = O ((n—m)'*), P-as.

Proof. (i) First, the almost sure estimate R,(w) = o(n®) follows from ({.I4) and the Borel Cantelli
Lemma. Indeed, by taking p > % and applying the Markov inequality we arrive at

P(R, > n®) =P(RE > nP) < Cpn~P.
In order to prove ([@I4), let us take s € N of the form s = 3r. Then, since 0 < p(-) < 1,

BEl= Y E|[[[[ew|< X B[] e

0<j1<)2<...<jp<n k=1 u=j 0<j1<g2<...<jp<n u=j1

((n=1-)/s] (n=1-)/s]
< > Bl I eertre < > Bl T (0w 48

0<j1<j2<...<jp<n v=0 0<j1<j2<...<jp<n v=0

[(n=1—j1)/s]
< Z (1 + 1/)U(T))[(n*j171)/s] H Ep [(pr(9j1+svw) + ﬂr)]

0<j1<j2<...<jp<n v=0

- 3 (1 + oo (r) (=31 =D/s] gl (n=1=30)/5)+1

0<j1<j2<...<jp<n
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where a, = E[p,] + B, and in the last inequality we have used Lemma Taking s large enough so
that a,(1 4+ ¢y (r)) =6 < 1 (using (B4)) and using that n —1—j; >n—1—j; fori =1,2,...,d we
conclude that

p
n—1
P S (n—1-ji) _ n—1-j 1
sis xR coo- oy
0<j1<j2<...<jp<n =0

where b = b, ; = 6/°P € (0,1).

(ii) First, the almost sure estimate Ry, ,(w) = O(n'/P*s(n —m)'*) follows from IH) and the
Borel Cantelli Lemma. Indeed, for all A > 0 we have

P ( sup n_(l"'a)RﬁLn > Ap> = 0Pt A7P)
(n,m)

:0<n—m</{

and so for Ay = ("% we have
P sup n_(1+€)/”Rm7n > A, | <ce 2
(n,m):0 <n—m<{
Now, given € > 0, by taking p large enough we conclude from the Borel Cantelli Lemma that

sup n~U+/PR = O FE), P-as
(n,m): 0<m—n<{
Thus, P-a.s. there is a constant C so that for a given n and m with n — m large enough we have
R < C(n—m)'tenl/P+e/P_ Finally, by taking p large enough we can also insure that (1+¢)/p < €.
Next, in order to prove (£I5]), we have

(4.16)
Be| swp  w MWIRLLI< D, o UERL]=D a0 3 B
(n,m): 0<n—m<t (n,m): 0<n—m<e n=1 m=n—~{

< (Z ”_(ﬁa)) (¢+1) sup E[Rp, ] < C:t sup E[R}, ]
n=1

(n,m):n—€<m<n (n,m):n—€<m<n

Next, let us estimate E[R}, ] for a fixed pair of positive integers (n,m) so that n — £ < m < n. We

first write
Ep(RE, ,J= > > Ep

m<ki,....kp<n k; <ji<n;1<i<p
For a fixed choice of pairs (k;, ji),i = 1,2,...,p let a = a({(ki,j;) : 1 <4 < p}) be an index so that
Ja — kq is the largest among j; — k;. Since 0 < p(w) < 1, by disregarding the products fj:k p(0%w)
for i # a we see that

11 H pWW)} :
=1 u=k;

X2

Ep[R )< > Y Ep

m<ky ... kp<n ki<ji<n;1<i<p

II p(o“m] .

u=kq

Next, since 0 < p(+) < 1, for all s of the form s = 3r, by (@I3)) and Lemma [60] we have

ja [(ja_ka)/s]
Ep H p(0"w)| <Ep H p(BFatsuy)
Ug=kq u=0

[(Ga—ka)/s]
< Ep H (pT(Qk‘ﬂLsuw) +8)| <1+ wU(T))[(Jafka)/s] (Ep[p,] + BT)[(Jafka)/sHl'
u=0
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Since limsup,_, (1 + ¢y (r)) < ]EL (by (34)), by fixing some s = sg large enough we get that
(1 + 4y (r)(Eplpr] + Br) = 6 < 1. Thus, since j, — kq is the maximal difference, we have

Ja
P [ II p(ﬂ“aw)] < plUa=ka)/s) < X0y (Gihi)
Ug=kq

1
where ¢ = ¢, ; = d7¢ < 1. Hence for all n,m so that n — ¢ < m < n we have

p

n
STTRERED SENNND SRR SUE N b ol oJET) R e
m<ki,..., kp<n k;<j;<n;1<i<p =1 k;=m j;=k;
which together with ([@I6]) completes the proof of the maximal moment estimates in (ii). O

4.3.2. A martingale co-boundary representation. Let @y, = uy — pew(ty). Set

E Lejw uOJw

and

Mw,n = ﬁG"w + Gw,n - Gw,n+1 o TG"w-
Then for every fixed w we have that M, ,, o T} is a reverse martingale difference with respect to the
reverse filtration 7* = (T/*)~1(B,,), where B, is the Borel g-algebra on &, (see [20, Proposition 2]).

63. Lemma. Ifw — C,, w = Uy, w = N(w) and w — |G| are in LP(Q, F,P) for some p then for
every € > 0 for P-a.e. w we have

IMZ || = O(n*/7*).
Proof. First by Theorem 7]
n—1
(4.17) 1G]l S UO"w) > llgse||p(Bw) - p(6" " w) < U(0"w)tn(w) R (w)
§=0

where un,(w) = sup,<,, ||| and R, is defined in Lemma [62] (i). Therefore by the definition ([B.3) of
N(-) we have

”Gw,n-‘rl o Tygnull < HGn-i-l,wHN(enw) < U(9"+1w)N(9"w)un+1 (W) Rpy1(w).
We thus conclude that
n n 2 n
|M2 | < 3 Mo nl® < A(UO"w) + U0 w))” (1+ N(0"w)* ul 4 (w) (Rn(w) + Rog (w))?

where A is an absolute constant. Now the lemma follows by Lemma[62] (i) together with the fact that
for any random variable Q(w), if Q(w) € LP(Q, F,P) then |Q(8"w)| = o(n'/?), P-almost surely (as a
consequence of the mean ergodic theorem). O

Next, we need the following quadratic variation estimates.

64. Lemma. Ifw — C,, w = U,, w — N(w) and w — ||| are in LP(Q}, F,P) for some p then for
every € > 0, for P-a.e. w we have

n—1 n—1
N B [M2 o THTH = 3B, (M2 0 TE] + o(n¥/ 2974 /242 ) i, s,
k=0 k=0

Proof. Set

Ak7w = Euw [Mf',k © Tu]f|7j+l]7 Bk7w = Eﬂw [Akxw] = Eﬂw [Muzj,k © Tu]f] = /’l’ekW(MuQ),k)
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and Yy = Akw — Brw. Then, by [26] Lemma 9] in order to prove the lemma it is enough to show
that for all n > m and all € > 0 we have
< C(n —m)n?/1+e

Z Yk ,w
L2 (pe)

where C' is a constant which may depend on w and e.
In order to prove ([@IF]), we first have

n 2 " 2 n 2
Sr| (Y- (xa)
k=m L2(pe) k=m L2(pe) k=m
where we abbreviate Ay, = Ay and By, = By. Thus,

<> A +2| > me(Aid) - ) BiB;

L2 () k=m m<i<j<n m<i<j<n

(4.18)

>
k=m

n

>

k=m

Next, arguing as in [20, Lemma 6] we have
Ai = Lo, (M7) o TS

where we abbreviate M; = M,, ;. Hence, by also using that (T;"1),p, = pgi+1, and that L, is the
dual of T, (w.r.t. p,) we see that

po(AiAj) = /Lem(Mf) (Lpiw(M7) 0 TYS dpginre, = /Léfof“(Mf) + Loseo (M )dpigi+1e,-
Now, by (39) we have
| g (M) = (M

(67 w)[|ME ]| p(0'w) - - - p(67w).
Since
/Lem(Mf)dﬂele =E[4;] = B,

and Byj,, = 0(j/?) (as B, € L?P) we conclude from the above estimates together with Lemma [G3] that
when 7 > 1,

| (Aids) = BiBj| < Byso | ME||[M]||p(6'w) - - p(6Pw) = O(n'¥/7+9)p(6'w) - -- p(67w)
for every € > 0. Thus,

Z P (AsA;) — Z B;B;| < Cn'8/pte Z p(0iw) - p(Fw) < Cn'®/PHER, . (w).

m<i<j<n m<i<j<n m<i<j<n
Now the proof of the lemma is completed using Lemma [62] (ii). 0

4.3.3. Proof of Theorem[3]) First, we have
n—1

=Y My;0T)+GynoTl = Gup.
j=0

Next, by (@IT), Lemma[62 (i) and the assumption that B, € L?(Q, F,P) and |7, | € LP(2, F,P) we
see that for every € > 0,
|G nll = o(n?/7*2), as.

and so

n—1
(4.19) Sei—Y M, oT) = O(n3/7+e),
=0

Lo (pe)



38 Y. Hafouta

In particular, with o2 = o7 , = E,,,[(S¥%)?] and ¢ is small enough we have
2

|
—

n—1 n
o2 = Z M, ;oT? = E#ij[Mf)’j] =02 4+ O(n'/?3/re) < o2
=0 L2 7
where we have used that 02 /n — 02 > 0 and that p > 3.

In order to complete the proof we apply [I7, Theorem 2.3] (taking into account [I7, Remark 2.4])
with the reverse martingale difference (M, ,0T}") and the sequence a,, = n'/?+9/p+e n®/2+e p, noticing
that By, [M2,] = O(n®/P*¢) (by Lemma [63), and so when p > 8 we have E,,,, [MZ ] = O(c?%®) for
some 0 < s < 1. Taking into account Lemmal[64] the first additional condition (i) of [I7, Theorem 2.3]
holds true. In order to verify the second additional condition (ii) with v = 2, for P-a.a. w we have

_ _ o 16/p+e
Z aangnw[Min] < C, Z a;n "

n>1 n>1

Il
o

. . . . _9 16/p+te 11— 1 . .
which is a convergent series since a,,*n < n~ 1722 — O(n=179),§ > 0 (assuming that ¢ is

small enough). In the above estimate we used that [|MJ || < 3|[MZ,[|* together with Lemma
We conclude that P-a.s. there is a coupling of the reverse martingale (M., o T,?) with a Gaussian
independent sequence (Z,), so that the ASIP rates in Theorem [34] hold true with Z;:(Jl My poT?
instead of S¥u — p,(S¥u) = S¥4. Finally, in order to pass from the ASIP for the reverse martingale
(M5 0T to the ASIP for the random Birkhoff sums S¥u we use ([I9) and then the, so-called,
Berkes-Philipp lemma (which allows us to further couple ug;,, o T with the Gaussian sequence). [J

4.4. Large deviations principle with quadratic rate function: proof of Theorems and
MOl In the circumstances of both Theorems[39 and MQ, by the Gartner-Ellis theorem (see [I8]) in order
to prove the appropriate moderate deviations principle it is enough to show that for all real ¢ we have

1 wz 1
lim — InE[efenSn@/n) = 242

where the sequence a,, is described in Theorems B andEQ, s,, = a2 /n and 02 = lim, %Var#w (S«u)
(which does not depend on w and is assumed to be positive). Henceforth we will assume that p, (u,) =
0, which means that we replace wu,, by Uy, = Uy — o (Uw)-

4.4.1. Auziliary estimates. We first need the following result.

65. Lemma. Let (Xw(z),ﬁgf),ﬂff)) be the normalized RPF triplets from Theorem [{9. There is a
constant v > 0 so that P-a.s. for every complex number z with |z| < r we have
2V2U, K.,

1751 < MoK, IR <
| ()]

, U, =6B2 K,

and
Ao(2)] < 3ellvwlle (1 4 2H,)(| £, 100 < D,

(where K, M,, and D,, are defined in Sections[2.31 and [2.3.3).
Proof. Using the upper and lower bounds in Theorem A7 together with ([BIT]) we see that
U, - (2V2K,)

o, (2)]
where we used that v(1/h) < v(h)(inf h)~2 for every positive function h (and so ||1/hy| < U,). To
bound A, (z), notice that A, (z) = 152 (L)1) which yields that

Ao ()] < Mou || L5 < Maw|le** ||| Lo

Firstly, let us bound the norm ||£,||. Let g be a Holder continuous function. Then [L£,g]lc <
I£41]|collglloo (this part does not require continuity of g, only boundedness). Secondly, let us estimate

1751 < Mollholl < MoK, and [AZ]| <



Limit theorems 39

the Holder constant of £,,g. In the setup of Section 2dlset ¢, = 7, !, while in the setup of Section
set ¢, = l,,. Then for every two points z,z’ € g, we have

Log(x) = Luga)] <Y e |g(yi) — g(yp)| + Y [e?¥) — e

9(y;)|

< v(g)ep™ (@, 2")|Lullloo + 2Huwp™ (2, 2")[|gllcol| Lollloo < (¢ + 2Hu) || Lulloollgllp® (2, z").
In the second inequality we have also used that
P W) — P Wi| < (eP() 4 W) g p® (2, )

which is obtained using the mean value theorem and the definition of H,, (in either (Z4) or (ZIT)).
Here y; = y; w(z) and ¥, = y; o, (2’) are the inverse images of x and ' under T,,, respectively. Combining
the above estimates we see that

(1.20) Jeull < (1 + Ho + ) £ ]loe = Do
Finally, using also that A\, > e~ ll?«ll~ we conclude that when |z| <1 then

- Ao _ N
Ao (2)] = Pu )l A(Z” < Mggelloell=|jext| D, < My el#ll=ellvwll (1 4 v(u,)) D, < D,.

66. Corollary. There exist constants r1,C1 > 0 so that P-a.s. if |z| < 7y then
Ao(2) — 1| < C1]2| D,
and for every ro <y if |2| < ro/2 then with B, = inf|;|<,, |aw(2)] we have
1R — 1] < 2V2U K. |2 85"
where U,, was defined in Lemma [G3.
Proof. Since z — A\, (z) and z — Bﬁj‘) are analytic, the corollary follows from Lemma [G5] together with
the Cauchy integral formula. O

4.4.2. MDP wia inducing: proof of Theorem[J4 Let A be the set from the assumptions of Theorem
Then there is a constant @ so that for every w € A we have max(M,,, K,,U,) < @ (noting that
U, < B,). Let na be the first visiting time to A. Then, using the upper bounds on |a,(z)| from
Theorem [49 and the Cauchy integral formula, we see that there is a constant r¢ > 0 so that if |z]| < rg
then for every w € A we have
1

o(2) — 1] < 203Q%:| < 5

and so

1
., = min |o,(2)] > =.

8= min Jau(2)| > 3

Now, let n be so that §"w € A. Then if |z| < ro we have |agn,(2)| > 5. On other hand, since K,, and

M, are in LP(Q, F,P) we have max(Kyn,,, Mgn,,) = o(n'/?) (a.s.). Using also that 0 < p(w) < 1 we

see that Kgny,Mgny,p. n decays to 0 exponentially fast. In particular, for every n large enough he have
ﬂw Z 2\/§K9"wM0"wpw,n-

Hence, by applying [B.14) with §™w instead of w we see that if §"w € A and n is large enough then

(4.21) — 7 (g)h

e | < C@Mollglpun

for every Holder continuous functlon g, where C(Q) is a constant that depends on @, but not on w or
n.

Next, notice that under the Assumptions of Theorem [39 we have that D,, from Lemma [65] belongs
to L?". Hence Dy;,, = o(|j|?/?) and by Corollary (66) we have

Noiw(z) — 1] < O[5>
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Thus there are uniformly bounded analytic branches (vanishing at the origin) of In \g;,(2) for j < n
on any domain of the form |z| = o(n~2/?). Let us denote these branches by T, ().
Now, when 6"w € A then by Corollary [66] when |z| is small enough for P-a.a. w we have

(2 1
(4.22) Ihg, =11l < .

and so

N W

1 73, (=
5 < lno(h)] <

Therefore we can also develop uniformly bounded branches of In uw(ﬁgf)) around the complex origin
which vanishes at the origin.
Next, by using [@ZI) we see that for n large enough, if "w € A and |z| = O(n~2/?) then

(4.23) E[eS57] = pign(LE"1) = N (2) (im0 (R,) + O(pun))

Since p,,n decays exponentially fast to 0 and |u9nw(ﬁ(gi)w) — 1| < ilz| (by @22)) by taking the
logarithms of both sides and using anlyticity (and the Cauchy integral formula) we see that when
0"w € A and |z| = O(n=2/?) and n is large enough we have

InE[e*57] = 0 (2) + O(|2]) + O(5")

where IL, ,,(z) = Z?:_Ol g, (2) and 6 = 4, € (0,1), and we have used that In(1+w) = O(w) when |w|
is small enough. By taking the derivatives at z = 0 and using the Cauchy integral formula on domains
of the form |z| = O(n~?/?) we see that
0 = E[Sya] = I, ,(0) + O(n*/?)

and

02, = E[(82a)] =TI, ,(0) + O(n'/?).
Moreover, since |IL, ,,(2)| = O(n), by using the Cauchy integral formula to estimate the error term in
the second order Taylor expansion of TI,, ,,(z) around z = 0 we see that when |z| = O(n~2/?) then

1
Moyn(2) = 211, ,,(0) + 52°T15 ,(0) + O(|z*)n'+o/7

and so
w ~ 1
InE[e*5" % = O(n?/?)z + 522002”1 +0(n*P)22 + O(|2)*)n'+5P 4 O(|z]) + O(5™).

Let us now fix some ¢ € R and take z = t,, = ith, /n, where b,, satisfies b, > n*/? and %" = o(n=9/7).
Then, since p > 4,

InE[et(bn/m) 554 1o, 5 1,
By ra—— o(1) + Et (05n/n), 0= nhﬁngo —Oim-
Thus,
|
(4.24) InEfetn5n 4] = ~t252.

2

The next step will be to use ([£24) to derive a similar result without the restriction 6"w € A. Let
(ay) be a sequence with the properties described in Theorem Let us take some n so that "w & A,
and let m = m,, = m,(w) be the largest time m < n so that 6™w € A. Then

lim —_—
n—00,0"weA b%/n

n—1
< ltan/n| - || > it 0 Tyl

J=mmn

1nE[6ta"S:ﬂ/n] _ IHE[EM"S:‘nﬂ/n]

oo

Now, if we set
na(w)—1

b, = Z (%630 [ oo

Jj=0
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then
> g0 T || < Wpmntors:
J=mn o
Observe now that with ¢(w) = ||ty ||co We have
0, = Zc(ﬁjw)]l(nA(w) > j)
§=0

and so by the Holder inequality, if ¢ denotes the conjugate exponent of p then
”\i/w”LP(]P’) < ||LP(IF’) Z (na > 7)) 1/q-

Arguing as in Section [L.1.2 we see that under each one of the conditions (M1’), (M2’) or (M3’) we have
> o(P(na > j))H9 < oo. We thus see that [[Wy[|Ls@) < 0o and so Wg;, = o(j/?) almost surely.
Thus, since p > 2 and a,/y/n — 0o we see that

tan /] |[ 25, Toses © Ty

Sn

% — O(a;'n'/?) - 0, s, = a2 /n.

Finally, since m,, = n(1 + o(1)) by the assumptions on the sequence (a,) in Theorem [BY we have
an = am, (1+0(1)) and s, = a2 /n = s,,, (1 + 0(1)). Therefore by ([@.24) we have

1 wg 1 wzr 1
lim — InE[ef*5n%/" = lim  — InE[e%%) = Zt202
n—00 Sy, n—o00,0"€A S, 2
and the proof of Theorem [39]is complete. |

4.4.3. A direct approach to the MDP: proof of Theorem [{0 Recall that when |z| < ry (for some
constant rg) then |a,(2)| < 2v/2K,M,,. Now, using the Cauchy integral formula, when |z| < /2 we
have

law(z) — 1| < CK, M, |z|
where C' = C(rg) is some constant. Since K, and M, are in LP(Q, F,P) we have Ky, Mys., = 0(5%/?)
and so when |z| = O(n~2/P), then for every n large enough

(4.25) |agne(2) — 1| < 6, — 0 as n — oo.

Thus, for such z’s when n is large enough so that nz/ppw)n < 1/4 we can apply B.I4)) with 6"w instead
of w and |z| = O(n=2/P) and get that
I _ 53y
= -7
I
for some 4§, € (0,1), where we have used that Kgn,, Mgn,, and Upgn,, grow at most polynomially fast
and p,, ,, decays to 0 exponentially fast in n.
Next, by applying the Cauchy integral formula on a domain of the form {|z| = O(n~%/?)} and using
Lemma [65] to bound the derivative of z — Béi)w on such domains (taking into account (£25) and that
Upniw Kone = 0(n?/P)) we see that when |z| = O(n~2/?) then

(4.26)

(4.27) 1757 = 1 = [210(:*7).
Thus, we can develop a branch of In ugnw(h((,n) ) on a domain of the form |z| = O(n~2/P) so that
(4.28) In pign, (hS2) ) = 1+ |2|O(nY/P).

Similarly, by the Assumptions of Theorem B0l we have that D,, defined in Lemma 5 belongs to
L?(Q, F,P). Hence Dy;,, = o(|j]*/?) and by using Corollary (G6) we see that

Ao (2) = 1] = o(52/7)]z].
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Thus there are uniformly bounded branches (vanishing at the origin) of Mg, (2) for j < n on any
domain of the form |z| = O(n=2/P). Let us denote these branches by My;,(2).
Next, by (Z20) we have

E[e*57%) = pigny, (L71) = Ay o (2) (ugnw(ﬁéf)w) + 0(532)) )

Using the above estimates, by taking the logarithm of both sides and using anlyticity (and the Cauchy
integral formula) we see that when |z| = O(n?/?) and n is large enough then

InE[e*%7 4] =TI, ,(2) + O(|z[n*/P) + O(57)

where I, ,(2) = Z;:ol ys.,(2), 6, € (0,1) and we have used that In(1+w) = O(w) when |w| is small
enough. By taking the derivatives at z = 0 and using the Cauchy integral formula we see that

(4.29) 0 =E[S¥a] =11/, ,(0) + O(n®/?)
and
(4.30) 0. = E[(Sy @)% = 11, ,,(0) + O(n®/?).

Moreover, since |1, ,(2)| = O(n), by using the Cauchy integral formula to estimate the error term in
the second order Taylor expansion of TI,, ,,(z) around z = 0 we see that when |z| = O(n~2/?) then

1
(4.31) I n(2) = 211, (0) + 5211, (0) + 27O (n'+¥/7)

and so
InE[e*%7 %) = O(nS/P)z + %z%jn + 0(n®P)22 + |zPO(n*+3/P) + O(|2|n*P) + O(57).

Finally, let us fix some ¢ € R and take z = t,, = ta,,/n. Then, since p > 8, a,, > n%P and oo = o(n=8/P)
we have
InE[et(an/m)574] 1

— 2/ 2
a%/n - 0(1) + §t (Uw,n/n)'
Thus,
e 1
lim — InE[ef(an/mM%0] = Z4242
n—o00 an/n
and the proof of Theorem [0 is complete. |

4.5. Berry-Esseen type estimates: proof of Theorem [43l In this section we will prove Theorem
M3 (ii), and the proof of Theorem [3] (i) is similar (we will provide a few details after completing the
proof of the second part).

67. Lemma. LetIL, , be as defined in the proof of Theorem [{0}
(i) We have

’HZ,n(O)

2
Uw,n

- 1’ = 0P 1) =o(1).

ii) On any domain of the form |t/oy | = O(n=2/P) we have
(ii) Y ,

|>\w,n(it/0w,n)| _ |6Hw,n(it/0w,n)| < e—ct2/2
where ¢ € (0, %) 1s some constant.

Proof. The first part follows from (@30), and the second part follows from the first and (£31]) together
with the fact that II/, ,, (0) € R (since I, ,(t) € R when ¢ is real) and recalling that o2 ,, grows linearly
fast in n. O
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Proof of Theorem [43 (%i). Suppose i, (uw) = 0. Let d,, = nz=2/P_ Then by the Esseen inequality (see
[37] or a generalized version [30, §XVI.3]) there is an absolute constant C' so that

d, ’uw(eitsgu/aw,n) _ o122

(4.32) Sup | (Seu < toy.n) — (1) < ¢ +/ dt.

teR - dn —dn |t|
In order to bound the integral on the right hand side, first by (@31]), [@.29), (£30) and Lemma [67 (i),
for every t € [—dy, d,] we have

o (it/0w,n) = —t2/2+ O([tn®P=1/2) 1 O(*n/P~1) + O/ P=/2|tf?)
where we have used that afjﬁn grows linearly fast in n, which, in particular, insures that z = it/ , =
O(n2/?). Using also Lemma[67 (ii) and the mean value theorem we get that

‘enw,n(it/ow,n) _ e—#/z} < e—ct2/2 (O(|t|n6/p_1/2) + O(thg/p_l) + O(ns/l"l/2|t|3> .
Using now ([@23)), (£217) and Lemma [67] (ii) we see that
(4.33) ‘Mw(eitsgu/%,n) _ 67t2/2‘ < Cw|t|e%t2 (nﬁ/p71/2 + |t|n8/p71 1 2p8/p=1/2 +n4/p71/2)

for some constant C,,, which depends on w but not on ¢ or n. The proof of Theorem 3] (ii) is completed
now by combining (A32)) with [@33)). O

The proof of Theorem 3] (i) proceeds similarly for n’s so that "w € A, and in order to pass to
general indexes n we use that Wg,,, = o(n'/?) together with [32, Lemma 3.3] (applied with a = o).

4.6. A moderate local limit theorem: proof of Theorem As in the proof of Theorem HE3]
let us assume that p,(u,) = 0. By using a density argument (see [36, Section VI.4]) it is enough to
obtain ([B.6]) for a function g € L'(R) whose Fourier transform has a compact support. Note that such
a function g satisfies the inversion formula. Let g be a function with these properties and let L > 0 be
so that g(z) = 0 if |x| > L. Then, by the inversion formula for g, for all y € R we have

9(y) = /OO g(z)edr = /L §(z)ev* dz.

—00 —L
Taking some v € R, setting y = S¥u/a, — v and then integrating with respect to u, we see that

L
ﬁ(:c)eimsﬁ“/““e—md:v] =/ G(@)e™ " (eSO dy =
—L

E,.. l9(Syu/an —v)] =E,, [/

—L

an

ng,n/an . o
/ g(ant/awm)efwant/ow,nE[eztSnu/gw,n]dt

Own J—Loy n/an
where in the last equality we used the change of variables » = —*»—t. Here (a,,) is the sequence specified
in Theorem @5l Now, since a,,n =2/ — oo, the estimate [33) is valid on the domain {|t| < Loy n/an}.
Therefore, uniformly in v € R, we have

L(Tw,n/an

Zun E,.. l9(Syu/an —v)] — / g(ant/awm)e_i”“"t/"“*”e_ﬁmdt = o(1).

(7% _LUw,n/an

Next, set Ky, = Kw,n = Own/an. Then, in order to complete the proof of Theorem F5] we need to show
that, uniformly in v € R, we have

Lown/an ) 2 | R
/ Lo ant /)0t e 2t — eI (1),
—Low,n/an

To prove that let us take an arbitrary small € > 0 and fix 7" large enough so that

(434) ||g||L1(]R) / 67t2/2dt < 6/3
|t|>T
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Then, using that sup || < ||g]/z1(r) We see that for every n large enough and all v € R we have

T

Low,n/an ) )
/ g(@nt/awm)eiwa"t/gw’"eitz/zdt _ / Q(ant/awyn)eﬂw"t/%’"e’tz/th
—Low,n/an -T

<e/3

where we have used that oy, ,/a, — co. Next, since lim,_,o §(z) = §(0) = [ g(y)dy we see that for
every n large enough we have

T T
sup / g(ant/aw,n)e_ivant/aw’n€_t2/2dt - / g(o)e_ivant/o-w’ne_t2/2dt < 5/3
veER (J—-T -T
Now, using again ([{34]) we see that
T ; 2 > . 2
sup / g(o)e—want/aw,ne—t /2dt _ / Q(O)e_wa"t/a“"”e_t /2dt < 5/3'
veER |J-T —o0

We conclude from the above estimates that, for every n large enough uniformly in v we have

P, lo(S3u/an — ) - [

an o

o0

g(o>eivant/omet2/2dt‘ e

Finally, by the inversion formula

00 . 1 _ 2
(0 efwant/dw,ne*tz/zdt =qg(0 e 2
/700 9(0) i )\/27'(

and the proof of Theorem [45]is complete.

5. PROOF OF THE REAL RPF THEOREM (THEOREM [47])

5.1. Effective rates for properly expanding maps: proof of Theorem [7] (i)-(iii) in the
setup of Section [2.1] For the sake of completeness, in this section we will also consider the setup
described in Remark Ml where for the sake of simplicity we focus on the case ng = 1 (to consider the
case ng > 1 we essentially need to replace T,, with T;}° and ¢, with S ¢). The setup from Section
211 will be referred to as “the case £ =17 (as we can pair the inverse images of any two points), while
the setup from Remark (] will be referred to as “the case £ < 17.

5.1.1. The cones. For each a > 0 let us consider the real Birkhoff cone
Cou={9€Hua:9>0,g()< eap(z’z/)ag(x’) vV x, 2 €&, with p(x,2') < £}
Set also C, = Cyy ya-

68. Lemma. We have
Ewcw C COw,Hw-i-l C COw-

Proof. First, by (23] we have H,, +1 < 7§, and so the second inclusion holds true. To prove the
first inclusion, let g € C,, and let z, 2" € &, be so that p(z,2') < & Then, with y; = y;.(x) and
Y = yiw(2’) as in 22), we have

L,g(x) = Ze%(yi)g(yi) < Z 9o W Hp5 (@) Ho 7505 (i) g (41

K2

< e(Hu+71375 ) PG, (2,37) Z e¢w(y§)g(yz{) _ e(H“"'l)pe“(w’m,)Ewg(x/).

K2

Next,
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69. Lemma. For all g € C, and every x,x’ € &y, we have
(51) ﬁwg(x) S Bw,OEwg(x/)
where when & < diam(&,) =1
By, o = ef«8 58 deg(T),).
while when £ =1 we have
Bw,O = 673“’.
Proof. Suppose first that £ < 1. Then

L,9(x) < deg(T,) max e¢w(y)g(y) _ e¢w(y0)g(y0)
yeTs H{a}

for some yo. On the other hand, let v’ € T, {2z} be so that p(yo,y’) < & (existence of such y’ follows
from our assumptions on the map T,,). Then, since g € C,,, we have

e W) g(yo) < eHw+V5£Qe¢w(y/)g(y')
where we have also used (Z4]). On the other hand,
e Wg(y') < Lg(a)
which together with the previous estimates yields the desired result in the case £ < 1.
When & =1 then L,g € Cyp,, and so (since £ = 1),
Log(x) < % Ly(a’)
for all z, z’. |

70. Corollary. The the projective diameter of L,C, inside Cg, does not exceed D(w) (which was
defined in Section[2.31]).

Proof. The statement follows from Lemma [68 and [69] and it appears in various forms in several places,
and we refer to [33] Lemma 5.7.1] or [40]. O

5.1.2. Reconstruction of v,, using dual cones. Let C, = Cw,yg and let C be the dual cone which is
given by
Cr={veH,,:v(g) >0,Vgel,}.
Let £ : H}, — HY be the dual operator. Then by [33] Lemma A.2.6] the projective diameter of
L:Cp., inside C}, equals the the projective £,,C., inside Cq,, (which by Corollary [T0 does not exceed
D(w)). Note that [33, Lemma A.2.6] is technically about complex cones, but the arguments needed in
the case of real cones are essentially the samd].
We need now the following result.

71. Lemma. For every p € C}, and all h € H we have
ln(h)| < 2[|h]|p(1).

Proof. First, let us show that a closed ball of radius 1/2 around 1 is contained in C,. Indeed, let
h =1+ f where || f|| < 3. Then h belongs to C,, if and only if for all z and 2’ so that p(z,2") < & we
have

h(z) < 2P B(a!), pla,a)* = (p(x,2))"
which can also be written as

(5.2) fla) = f(z') < (%P —1)(1 + f(2')).

Now, since et —1 >t for all t > 0 and 1+ f(z') > 1 — || f||oc We have
X p(z,x’)™ @ o 1 @
(7P —1)(1+ f(a') = g p(z,2")* (1= [ flle) = 3P(@: @)

31Noticing also that the closure of the cone G, = {v € H : v(g) > 0, Vg € Cu, \ {0}} coincides with C (because
there is a linear functional which is strictly positive on Cy, \ {0}).
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where we have used that 7% > 1 and || f[ls < [|f]| < 3. On the other hand, since v(f) < | f|| < 3 we

have -
f(@) = f(@') < pla,2")*o(f) < 5 pla,a’)™

Combing the last two estimates we obtain (5.2)).
Next, let p € C, and let h € H,, be so that ||k < 1. Then 1+ £h € C, and so

1
p(lE 5h) >0,

that is
lu(h)| < 2p(1).
O

Next, let p(w) = tanh(D(w)/4) (as was defined in Section 231)). Let p € Cj., and v € Cjm,,
for some m > n. Then by the projective contraction properties of linear maps (see [10] and [41]
Theorem 1.1]) the projective distance between (L])*p and (L7)*v = (L])*(Lyn ") v does not exceed
Puwn = H;:()l p(67w). Hence byPa [33, Theorem A.2.3] and [43, Lemma 5.2],

E’Il * Em *
(w)lj’_(w)y S\/ipwn
n(L£p1)  v(LE1) ’

Notice that p, , converges exponentially fast to 0 for P-a.a. w (indeed p(-) < 1 and 6 is ergodic).
Thus, for any sequence i, so that p € Cj,, the limit

exists, belongs to C}, and it does not depend on the choice of the sequence (hence w — v, is measurable).
Moreover, by fixing n and letting m — oo we have

(L) p
Hu(ﬁﬁl) < V2o
Note that v,(1) = 1. Furthermpre, by plugging in (£} )*u inside £ and using (5.3) with fw instead
of w we see that there is a number A, so that £} vp, = Ayv,. Plugging in ¢ = 1 we also see that
Aw = Vow(L,1). Finally, since H,, is dense in C(&,) and v, is positive we get that v, can be extended
to a probability measure on &,.

— U,

(5.3)

5.1.3. Reconstruction of h,, with effective rates. We first need the following result.

72. Lemma. In the case £ <1 for every i we have
B > 6_2H¢w”oo b
Vo (B(z;,€)) > Jea () e

where the points x; = x;,, are described in Section 2]

Proof. First, recall our (covering) assumption that for all ¢ we have T, (B, (x;,§)) = £g,. Hence, for
every x € &y, we have

(Ew(le(mi,g))) (z) > e l1Pwll,
Next, since A\, = v, (L,1) we have

Ao < [[Lo1 |00 < deg(Ty,)ellowll
and so

B o e 2ll¢wll
Vw(B(2,§)) = Vﬁw()‘wlﬁw(le(m,ﬁ))) > /\wle 19l > m-

O

32These results are formulated for complex cones, but a real complex cone is embedded in its canonical complexifi-
cation (together with the corresponding projective metrics)
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73. Lemma. For every g € C,, we have

lgll < Kuv(g)
where when £ < 1,
K, = e219elle 42698 qeg(T,,) (1 +~2)
while when & = 1 we have K, = (1 +~2)e¥e.
Proof. Fix some g € C,. Suppose first that £ < 1. Let x € &, and let i be so that p(z,x;) < &,
2; = % . Then since g € C,, we have
26778

g(z) < e g(a;) < X% inf{g(y) : d(y, ;) < €} < m/B e 9(2)dz

< Xy (g).
where in the last inequality we have used Lemmal[72l By taking the supremum over all possible choices
of = we see that
sup g = Jlglloo < €*7 75 v (9)-
When ¢ = 1 we have
supg < €% inf g < €71, (g).
Finally, in both cases, if g(z) > g(z') and p(x,2’) < & then

g9(x) — g(a’) = g(2)(1 = g(x)/g(z")) < lgllsc(l — e =P @)y < lgllrSp® (z, 2").

Thus,
v(9) = vag(9) < llglloos
and so
gl = v(9) + llglloc < (1 475) llglloo-
Now the lemma follows from the above upper bounds on ||g||cc- O

Next, arguing as in [33], Theorem 5.3.1 (iii)] we can prove the following result.

74. Lemma. For every f € H, there are fi, fo € C, and negative constants ci,ce so that f =
fi—c = (fa—c2) and
Il + 2l + leal + lea| < ol £

where r, :4(1+7%) < 8.

Next, by applying [33, Theorem A.2.3] and taking into account Corollary [70] and Lemma [[3] we see
that for every g € Cy-n,, and f € Cy-m,, with m > n we have

Goo Gt | de
Vonw(Ly-n,9)  Vomw(Ly_m f)|| ~ 2 ’

Notice that
U@*"w(ﬁg*"wg) = )‘Ofnw,nyefnw (g)u Vg—my, (Eglfmwf) = AG*mw,mVO*mw(f)
where A\, , = H;:Ol Agio- We thus see that for every sequence (g,,) so that g, € Cg—n,, the limit

(5.4) hy = lim —Cirdn

n—00 VG*"w(gn)/\G*"w,n
exists, it does not depend on the sequence (gy), it belongs to C,, and v, (h,,) = 1 (and so by Lemma[73]
we have ||hy|| < K,). Moreover, by taking g, = 1 for every n and applying L., to both sides of (54))
we see that L,h, = A\,hg,. Furthermore, by fixing n, taking f = f,, € Cg-m,, and letting m — oo we
see that for every g € Cy-n,, we have

ﬁn

0*"4.09

1
(55) - VG*"w(g)hw S inVG*"w(g)pG*"w,n-

>‘0*nw,n
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In addition, since h,, € C,, by (1)), for all z,z’ € &, we have
how(x) = (M) "  Lohw(®) < A, Bu.oLuhw (") = By ohow(z').

Since v, (hy) = 1 we conclude that min hg,, > B;}).
Finally, by Lemma [74] for every g € Hg-n,,, there are g1, ge in Cy-n,, and nonnegative constants
c1,c2 so that g = g1 — 1 — (g2 — ¢2) and

lgall + llg2ll + [ea] + lea| < 8lgl-

Thus, by applying (5.5) with g = g1,9 = g2 and the constant functions g = —c¢; and g = —cy we see
that

9-nwY

< 4Kw||g||p9*nw,n-

Lo
H - VG*"w(g)hw

)‘0*"w,n

5.2. Effective rates for partially expanding maps: proof of Theorem A7 (i)-(iii) in the
setup of Section

5.2.1. The cones. Set Kk, = é and consider the real cone
Co=Con, ={9€Hy: g>0 and v(g) < K, infg}.
75. Lemma. We have
(5.6) L,Co C Couw corp, C Cow
wherd® ¢, = SutetUing)eHy _ o (1+ (1 +syt)esHy) < 1.

Kow

Proof of Lemmal68 The proof of (5.6) proceeds similarly to the proof of [16, Theorem 5.1]. Let
g € Cy = Cy . Fix some w and two points x,y in &, and denote by (x;) and (y;) their inverse
images under T,,, respectively. Then

Lug(x) = LDg(y)| _ |Lug(@) = Lug(y)]
inf L,g —  dyeinfoeinfg

dy

<dyty eI g0 — g(yi)|(inf g) !
=1
de

+dt Y l(g(ys)/ inf ge O et ) — g2

i=1

=11 + 5.

Next, since g € C,, for each i we have |g(x;) — g(vi)| < v(9)p® (s, yi) < ke inf g - p*(24,y;). Moreover,
we have ¢, (x;) — inf ¢, < sup ¢, — inf ¢,, = &,,. Combining these estimates and taking into account

@1, @8) and 29) we get that
I < Rup®™(,y)e™ dy (L + (do — 4u)o5 ) = p (2, ) sk

where we recall that s, was defined in ([212)).
In order to bound I, we first observe that supg < inf g + v(g9) < (1 + Ku)inf g and that by the
definition [2.17] of the local Holder constant H,, and the mean value theorem we see that

|ePe(#) — ebului)] < emaxtOulenduludg, (2;) — du(yi)] < €™ 2% Hop®(x, y).
Using these estimates we obtain that
Ir < p*(z,y)(1 + Ky )e™ H,,.
We conclude that
V(Lwg) < (Swkw + (1 + Kw)e® Hy,)inf L,g = (ukgw inf L,g
and therefore

(57) Lwcw,nw C Cew,g‘wnew C CGw,ng - CGw-

33The fact that Cw < 1 follows from the condition on H,, in (ZI2).
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Next,

76. Corollary. The projective diameter of L,,C,, inside Cy,, does not exceed

— 1+ G
D(w) :=2In (1 e

Proof. See [16], Section 4] or [44] Section 5] (recalling our assumption that diam(&,,) < 1). O

)+21n(1—|—<wliw).

5.2.2. Reconstruction of v,, using dual cones. Let C}, be the dual cone of C,,. Let L, : Hj, — HE
be the dual operator. Then, as explained in Section E.I.2] the projective diameter of £} Cy  inside C}
equals the the projective £,,C,, inside Cg,, (which does not exceed D(w)).

Next, we need the following result.

77. Lemma. For every p € C} and all h € H we have

lu(h)| < ko)l p(1)
where k., = m =1+s,<2 (and Kk, = 2 ).

Sw

K/w

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [71] it is enough to show that a closed ball or radius around 1
is contained in C,,. Indeed, let h =1+ f where || f|| < 1. Then inf(1 + f) > 1 — || fll 2 1- Il f]l and
v(l+ f)=v(f) <||fl]. Hence h € C,, if

Il < fe (L= [LFID-
O

Finally, let p(w) = tanh(D(w)/4). Let u € C}.,, and v € C}..., for some m > n. Then the projective
distance between (L£')*p and (L])*v = (L])*(Ly.") v does not exceed py,n = ngol p(0iw). Thus,
as in Section [5.1.2] we conclude that
’ (L5)"

(o) cml H V2hopun

Thus, for any sequence i, so that u € Cjn,, the limit
En *
oy Lw)e
n—oo u(L1)
exists, belongs to C}, and it does not depend on the choice of the sequence. Moreover, by fixing n and
letting m — oo we have

Vy, =

(LL)*p
< - < \/Ekw W,
’u(%l) = VP

Note that v, (1) = 1. Moreover, as in Section [5.1.2 there is a number A, so that £vg, = A\ 1., where
Aw = Vow(L,1). Furthermore, v, is a probability measure.

5.2.3. Reconstruction of h,, with effective rates. We first need the following result.
78. Lemma. For every g € C,, = Cy ., we have
lgll < Ky infg < Kyvw(g)
where
K, =1+ 2k,.
Proof. First, since g € C,, we have
lgll = supg + v(g) < supg + ke, inf g.

Second, in order to estimate sup g, using that v(g) < k, inf g we see that for every x € &, we have
lg(x) — inf g|] < v(g)diam(&,)* < k,diam(E,)*infg. Taking into account that diam(&,) < 1 we
conclude that sup g < (1 + k) inf g, which completes the proof of the lemma. O

The next result we need is the following.



50 Y. Hafouta

79. Lemma. For every g € H,, there is a constant ¢(g) > 0 and a function g1 € C,, so that g = g1—c(g)
and

1911l + e(g) < 3llgll-

Proof. Let ¢(g9) = v(g)/kw + sup|g| < [lg||. Then g1 = g+ ¢(g9) € C, and so g = g1 — ¢4 and since
K. > 1 we have
g1l +c(g) = llg + c(g)ll + c(9) < llgll + 2¢(g) < 3llgll-
|

By repeating the arguments in Section [5.1.3] we see that for every m,n € N such that m > n and

all g € Cy—n,, and f € Cy-m,, we have
Eg "w _ Eg mw
Vefnw(‘cg—nwg) VG*””w(Lg mw
Moreover, for any sequence (g,,) so that g, € Cy-n,, the limit
ﬁn n
hy = lim 6w
n—ro0 VG*"w(gn))‘G*"w,n

exists, it does not depend on (gy,), it belongs to C,, and v, (h,) = 1. Furthermore, £L,h, = A, ha, and

E’ﬂ

9-nwd

H_ 2 wpe w,n:

1
— Vgngy(9)he || < EKMVO*"w(g)pO*"w,n'

>‘0*nw,n

In addition, since h,, € C,, we have sup h,, < B, 1 inf h,, where B, ; = 1 + k., and we have used that
diam(&,) < 1. Since v, (h,,) = 1 we conclude that min h,, > B_ 3.
Finally, arguing as in Section .13} by using Lemma, [79 1nstead of Lemma [74] we see that

E’Il
S0 ()he|| < 2K 9]l 00- e

>‘0*nw,n

5.3. Decay of correlations and the normalized transfer operators: proof of Theorem 47|
(iv)-(v). Let the operator L, be defined by

L. (ghe)
th)\w -
Then, using that || fg]| < 3| f|||lgll for every two Hélder continuous functions, we see that

L,g =

L7 (ghe, 1 .
1Eng - (@)l = | Z295) g = (L2 gh) — v (gho) o)
Aw,nhenw hon,
" (ghe
§3’ HE g )_Vw(ghw)henw
hrgme

Now, since h,, > B;ll we have ||1/hy| < v(h w)Bi,l + Bu < 2B K,,. Thus, by B8) (and recalling
the formula of B, in Section 232,

||ng :uw( )” S BG”wpw,n-
Now the decay of correlations (BI0) follows from the equality

Cov,,, (g, f - T7) = / F (L2 — 1)) dpione.

6. RANDOM COMPLEX RPF THEOREMS WITH EFFECTIVE RATES: PROOF OF THEOREM [49]

As opposed to the previous sections in this section we will begin with the setup of Section The
reason is that in the setup of Section 2.1l the appropriate projective estimates needed to prove Theorem
M9 are similar to [33, Ch. 4-5] (with some modifications). Henceforth, for the sake of convenience, we
will always assume that pu,,(u,) = 0, namely we will replace u,, with @, = w, — pew(uw).
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6.1. Complex cones contractions for random maps with expansion and contraction. The
proof of Theorem relies on the theory of the canonical complexification of real Birkhoff cones.
We will give a reminder of the appropriate results concerning this theory in the body of the proof
of Theorem B0 below, and the readers are referred to [33, Appendix A] for a summary of the main
definitions and results concerning contraction properties of real and complex cones (the properties of
the complex cones is essentially a summary of the appropriate results in [43] 27 28]).

Let Cy,c be the canonical complexification of the cone C,, (see [33, Appendix A]), and let C}; - :=
{veH:vie) #0 Vv eCCyc\{0}} be its complex dual cone.

80. Theorem. (i) The cones C, c and their duals C;C have bounded aperture: for all g € C,, c and
Ve C::,C and every point x,, € &€, we have

(6.1) gl < Qulg(xw)| and |v| < Mylv(1)]
where Q,, = 2\/5(1 + 2Ky) = 2V2K,, and M, = i, Ko = 851

(i1) The cones Cy, ¢ are linearly convex, namely for every g & Cy.c there exists p € Cs ¢ such that

p(g) = 0.
(iii) The cones Cy ¢ are reproducing: for any complex-value function g € H,, there is are constant

c1(g), c2(g) > 0 and functions g1, g2 € Cyy C Cy ¢ S0 that g = g1 — c1(g) +i(g2 — c2(g)) and
g1l + c1(g) + llgall + c2(g) < 6]|g]|.
(iv) Let
co(w) = 32@1}(1 + 2.‘%)6”““’””"””%”& g || (14 Hy)(1 = ¢,) !
and for all complex z so that |z| <1 set
3., (2) = 2|z|co(w) (1 + cosh(D(w)/2)) .
Then, if §,(2) <1 —e P we have that
LEC, ¢ C Coue

and the Hilbert diameter of the image with respect to the complex projective metric corresponding to
the cone Cou ¢ does not exceed 7TD(w).

Proof of Theorem [80. (i) First (see [33} Appendix A] and [43] Section 5]) we have
(6.2) Coc = {9 € Hu : R(ulg)v(g)) >0 Yp,v e Cl}.

We begin with showing that the complex cones C,, ¢ and their duals have bounded aperture. First,
for every point a € &, and g € C,, we have

lgll = sup g +v(g) < inf g+ 2v(g) < (1 + 2r,)infg < (1 + 2ky)g(a)
where we have used that g(z) — g(y) < (diam(&,))*v(g) < v(g) for every real-valued function on &,.
By applying [43] Lemma 5.2] we conclude that for every g € C,, ¢ we have
lgll < 2v2(1 + 25.)g(a).

Next, in order to show that the cone C,, ¢ has bounded aperture we will apply [33, Lemma A.2.7] which
states that

lv]| < Muv(1), Vv €Cj ¢
if the complex cone C, ¢ contains the ball of radius 1/M,, around the constant function 1. The first
step in showing that such a ball exists is the following representation of the real cone:

Co={9€H,:5(g) >0,V sel,}

where 'y, C H} is the class of linear functionals s which either have the form s(g) = sq(g9) = g(a) for
some a € &, or have the form

8§ = Suytm.(9) = Fwg(t) —
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for some z,y,t € &, so that x # y. Then (see [33, Appendix A]), since T',, generates the dual cone C7,
the cannonical complexification of C, can be written in the following form:

(6.3) Coc ={z € Huc: R(u(@)v(z)) >0, Vu,vely}.

Using (6.3), it is enough to show that for all g of the form g = 1+ h with ||h|| < &, := 5, and every
s1,82 € I', we have

R(s1(9) - s2(9)) = 0.
Notice that s;(g) =1+ s;(h) and so
R(s1(9) - s2(9)) = 1= |s1(h)] = |s2(h)| = |s1(h)s2(h)].
Now, there are four cases. When s;(g) = g(a;) for some a; € &, then
R(s1(g) - 52(9)) = 1 = 2/hllo — [[P]%, >0

since ||h|| < &, < 3. Let us suppose next that s1(g) = g(a) and s2(g) = kwg(t) — %. Then

R(s1(9) - 52(9)) > 1= Kullhlloo = v(h) = 7] %k0 = IR cv(h) > 1 = 2[|h] (5o + 1)

where we have used that ||k < 1. Notice that the above right hand side is nonnegative if || h|| < 1 =

57— since Ky, > 1. A similar inequality holds true when s2(g) = g(a) and s1(g) = Kwg(t) — %.
Let us assume now that s;(g) = k,g(t;) — % for appropriate choices of t;, x;,y;, ¢ = 1,2. Then

R(s1(9) - 52(9)) = 1 = 2(kw||Alloo +v(h)) = (ke l|Bllo +v(h))*
2 1=2k,[|h]| = (Ko l[Al]) = 260[|R]| = IA]] = 1 = 6ru[R]|

where in the last two inequalities we have used that s, > 1 and ||h| < k' < 1. The above left hand
1

side is nonnegative since ||hl| <&, = M = .
(ii) By [28, Lemma 4.1], in order to show that the cone C, ¢ is linearly convex it is enough to show
that there there is a continues linear functional ¢ which is strictly positive on C,, \ {0}. Clearly we can
take £(g) = g(a) for an arbitrary point a in &,.
(iii) This is a direct consequence of Lemma [79] applied with the real and imaginary parts of g.

(iv) Recall first that by Lemma [68] for all w,
(6.4) L,Co C Couw curpe -

We will next prove that for every s € Ty, g € C,, (the real cone) and a complex number z so that
|z] <1 we have

(6.5) [5(£59) = s(Lg)| < co(w)lzls(Lug).

After this is established we can apply [33, Theorem A.2.4] and obtain item (iv).
Let us first consider the case when s(f) = f(a) for some a € &,,. Then

S(LE)g) = 5(Lug)| = [La(gle™ = D) (@)] < [1e = 1 wLugla) = [ = 1lacs(Leg)

< [zluwllooel = 5(Leg) < co(w)l2]s(Lug)-

Next, let us consider the case when s = sy 4.4 x,,,- We first need the following simple result/observation:
let A and A’ be complex numbers, B and B’ be real numbers, and let 1 > 0 and ¢ € (0,1) be so that

B> B

|A — B| S ElB
|A' — B'| <e,B
|B'/B| <.
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Then
A-—A 1
‘ﬁ - 1‘ <2(1-0)7.
The proof of this result is elementary, just write
A—A/_1< A-B AI—BI 2B<€1 - 281
B—- B ~|B-B B-B'|~B-B 1-B'/B

Next, fix some nonzero g € C,, and (z,y,t) € Ag,. Then, in order to obtain ([G.5) when s = $4 4.1k,
we need to show that the conditions of the above result hold true with A = g, L g(t),

£0g(x) — L g(y) Lug(r) = Lug(y)
P, y) P, y)
and ¢ = ¢, and €1 = 16k, (1 + 2k,,) (1 + Hy)ellvwlloct2ldwlioo||y ||| 2].
We begin by noting that B > B’ since the function £, ¢ is a nonzero member of the cone Cy, r ¢,
In fact, this already implies that

B =

3

B = ko Lyg(t), A=

Kow *

|B'/B| < (,inf L,g/B < (o < 1.
Next, notice that when |z| < 1 we have
| A — B| = kou| L5 g(t) — Lug(t)] = Kowl Lo (g(e* = 1)(1)]
< Kowlle™ = 1o Lug(t) < |zlel=luy | B.
Finally, let us estimate the difference |A’ — B’|. For each a,b € &, we define
Agp(z) = @ () —1)g(a) — e?= O (=) —1)g(b).

Denote again by x; and y; the preimages of x and y under T, respectively, where 1 < ¢ < d,,. Then
d.,
pa(x7y)(Al - B/) = Z AIi7yi (2)
i=1
Next, by using the mean value theorem we see that

1Ai,y: ()] = [Az, 1 (2) = By i (0)] < 2] Sup, 1A%, . (@)
q|s|z

In order to estimate the above derivative, first note that
|ePe (@) _ e Wi)] < (ePw(@i) 4 Py H o2 (2, y).

Therefore, for every complex ¢ so that |¢| <1 and all 1 < i <d,,

A%,y (@] < 8L+ Hy el "= [lug || (e + @) | g]|p* (2, y).
We conclude that for every z € C with |z] < 1,

A" = B'| < 8|z|(1+ Ho)el"“ = ||uy, | g| (Lol(z) + Lo1(y))-
Now, since g € C,, we have ||g|| < r,, inf g, where r, = (1 + 2k,,) and
infg < d;le”‘z’“’”mﬁwg(t) = ﬁe_jdzjle”d’“’”mB.

Using also that £,1 < dwe”%”“’ we see that

|A' = B'| < 165} (1 + 25,,) (1 + Hy el vl 20wl 14y, |1 |2| B.
We thus conclude that we can take

¢ =Co and 1 = 16k, (1 + 2k,) (1 4 H,, )ellvelloet2ldwlloc gy 1|2

in the above general result, which completes the proof of (6.5) in the case s = sy .14, Silice ¢, =
261(1 - C)_l. 0
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6.1.1. A complex RPF theorem with effective rates.
Proof of Theorem [£9 in the setup of Section[Z2. Set
d(w) = 2¢o(w) (1 4 cosh(D(w)/2)) = 2E,,,.
Then d,,(z) = |2|0(w) and the assumptions in Theorem 9 insure that
A := esssup ((5(o.))(1 - eiD(”))A) < 0.

Hence the condition d,,(z) < 1—e~P®) holds true when |z| < 1/A. Relying on Theorem B0, proceeding
as in the of the proof of the real RPF theorem (Theorem [T), we see that there is a constant ¢ so that

P-a.s. for every complex number z so that |z| < 7o there is a triplet consisting of a nonzero complex

random variable A\, (z), a random function WP e Cu,c and a random linear functional v e Cs ¢ so

that {7 (1) = v, (A) = 1,
() 2 = Aol
and for every pu € C,

m — | < Myfom
r=SVRCE s
where p(w) = tanh(7D(w)/4). Moreover, for every g € Cy—n,, c we have
L g -
_orwd (=) 5
. — WD\ < V2K gy -
©9) AN B

Since l/ff) and 155;“) are uniform limits (in z) of analytic in z measurable functions they are analytic

in z and measurable in w. Similarly, also A\, (2) is analytic in z. Since 1/5)2)(1) = 1 we conclude from
@) that ||| < M.,. Moreover, since v, (h)) = 1 we conclude from @I) that ||| < 2v2K.,.
It is also clear that A, (0) = Ay, O = v, and RO — he-. To correct the fact that fo)(ﬁ&z)) might not

equal 1 (notice that it does not vanish since V) belongs to the dual cone) let us define

)
(= _ _he

“ a,(2)

where ay,(z) = fo)(ﬁff)). Notice that ay,(0) =1, () is analytic in z and
Jaw (2)] < ISR < 2vV2Mo K.

Let us now obtain (3I3), which in particular will yield that £ (h) = A, (z)héz) Let us first
prove a version of ([BI3) for functions in the cone C,. First, for every complex number z such that
|z| < 7o and g € Cg—n,, we have

Mmoo (25 (0) = VO (LE™ a).

Next, set
W (L5
Ve o-n.,d
Then,
Lo", L
0wl O = ba(q.2) e h)
N (s (@) Vo5 )
LE" ¢ R 1 .
< |[bnlg, 2) (%—h&”)}h”(bn(q,z)— )hfﬁ =1+ 1y
v (L7, ,0) o (2)

where we have used the above definition of h{*. Now, by ([6.6) we have

L", s
) (s ) - 6

(b, 2)) ! = aw(2)] = V(L5 )
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R Ezflan -~ ~
<N e (Zz,n q>—h&> < V2MLK g -
w 97’"'(4)

Hence, if n satisfies that v2Mu,Kupp-nen < 3|aw(2)| (which, since 2 — a,(z) is analytic and non-
vanishing, is true P-a.s. for every n large enough uniformly in z) then

1 2V2 My, K oufg-niwm
o (2) o (2)[?
Combing this with the upper bound ||fL£f) | < 2v2K,, we conclude that for such n’s we have

SMLEK2 oo
T )P
Using now (6.6) together with (6.7) and that |, (2)| < 2v2M, K, we see that for n satisfying the
above properties we have
1 < b0 2) V2K sprion < 2l0a(2) |7 (VI g -

By combining the above estimates on I; and I5 we see that

z,n
‘C‘gfan

Aorowm (257, (@)
(2)

(6.7) bn(g,2) — < Jow (2)| 7

— h&z)

< (2V2Kulaw ()| + SMK2aw(2)| ) fo-rm = Rlw,n, 2).

Finally, using that ||v || < Mg-n, we conclude that for every g € Cy—nw ¢ we have

0—"w
£Z,7l q
0 "w (2)
—r e ] < My-ny,R(w,n, 2).
H AO*nw,n(z) “ v ( )
Now the proof of ([BI3)) is completed by using the reproducing property stated in Theorem [0 (iii).

O

6.2. Complex cones for properly expanding maps. In this section we will briefly explain how
to prove Theorem E9 in the setup of Section 2] Since this is completed similarly to the proof in the
setup of Section (using ideas from [33, Ch.5]) we will formulate the results concerning complex
cones without their proofs.

We suppose here that ([24) holds true and that u,, satisfies v(u,,) < H, with some H,, so that

Vo “v(uw) + Hy < g, — 1.

Then, by replacing ¢, with ¢, = ¢, + tu,, all the results concerning real cones hold true for ¢,
when t € [—1,1], with Z,, = v, “v(uy,)+ H,, instead of H,, and with ||¢y ||co + ||tw]|co instead of ||| co-
We will need the following result, whose proof proceeds essentially as in [33] Ch. 5].

81. Theorem. (i) The cones C, c and their duals C:JV(C have bounded aperture: for all g € C,, c and
Ve C:“C we have
lgll < 2V2K,[uu(g)l and |[v]| < My|v(1)]

where M, and K,, were defined in Section [Z.3]l
(i1) The cones Cy, ¢ are linearly convex, namely for every g & Cy.c there exists p € Cs.c such that

n(g) = 0.
(iii) The cones Cy ¢ are reproducing: for every complez-valued function g € H,, there are constants

c1(g), c2(g) > 0 and functions g1, g2 € Cyy C Cy ¢ S0 that g = g1 — c1(g) +i(g2 — c2(g)) and
g1l + c1(g) + llgall + c2(g) < 2rullgll
where r, = 8 (1 + %) < 24.
(iv) Let co(w) be defined as in Section[Z.31] and let

D(w) =75, +2In (%)
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where §(w) = %, Then, if 6,(z) <1 — e P®) we have that
LEC, e C Couc

and the Hilbert diameter of the image with respect to the complex projective metric corresponding to
the cone Coy ¢ does not exceed 7TD(w), with D(w) defined in Section [2.31]

Relying on Theorem BI] the proof of Theorem [49]in the setup of Section 1] proceeds exactly as in
Section [6.1.T]

82. Remark. Notice that D(w) > 1 and so 1 — e P > 1 — ¢~1. Hence, if
E. = co(w) (1 + cosh(D(w) /2))

is a bounded random variable then there is a constant ro > 0 so that the condition 6u(2) <1 —e P
holds true when |z| < ry. Notice also that cosh(D(w)/2) < e D(w)/2,

6.3. The “normalized” complex operators. In this section we will prove (B.14)) relying on BI3).
(2)

Let us consider the operators L¢,’ given by
£ (gh.)
[(Fg =20 Jw
w9 thAw
Then -
LS" &) (e L5Mghe) o gy Do
_ w z h z w _ z hw w
‘ )\w,n('z) e ( ) Aw,n(z)henw = (g )hG"w
z n h
= H 5 g LD ah g,
hgn )

Now, as in Section [5.3] we have 3||1/h,]|| < Uw and thus [B.14) follows from (BI3)).
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